


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 


CONTAINING 


THE PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 


FIFTY-SECOND CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 


VOLUME XNITITI. 


WASHINGTON: 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 
1892. 








VOLUME XXIII PART VIL 


CONGRESSIONAL RHCORD 


FIFTY-SECOND CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION, 








wan nets 


nina ox ctr ti 


1892. 





Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 


Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I will again 


announce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLs| | 


and the fact that he will stand paired with the Senator from Col- 
orado [Mr. TELLER]. I vote ‘** yea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). In the absence of 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when Mr. HOAR’s name was called). 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR| is paired on this question with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE}, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURPIF (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvIs]. 
If he were present I should vote * yea.” 
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Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator from Missouri will have to 
move to strike out that amendment and insert what has been 
read. 

Mr. VEST 
insert. 

Mr. GORMAN. By unanimous consent, the first amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania that was adopted was to be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. GORMAN. 


That ismy amendment. I move tostrike out and 


Is it still in the bill? 


It isstillin the bill. I suggest that by unan- 


| imous consent the first amendment offered by the Senator from 
| Pennsylvania be withdrawn. 


Mr. PLATT. It was withdrawn, I understood. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; it was not withdrawn. 

Mr. QUAY. I made that proposition immediately succeeding 
the adoption of the amendment, adding an additional section at 
the close of the bill, and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW] objected. 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
voted inadvertently. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
New York |Mr. Hitt}. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Oregon can transfer his 
pair to my colleague. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr.GORMAN. Then [ ask that the first amendment be with- 
drawn by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment, which will be read, 
be withdrawn. 


ene OR Ne ones 


weit tn ity 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
Senator from Nevada|[Mr. JONES]. My vote will stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Allen, Gallinger, Perkins, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Gray, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Blodgett, Hale, Power, Walthall, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Quay, Warren, 
Chandler, Kyle, Sawyer, Washburn, 
Felton, Mitchell, Squire, White. 
Frye, Peffer, Stewart, Wolcott. 

NAYS—235. 
Allison, Dubois, Irby, Pugh, 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Md. Kenna, Sanders, 
Call, Gorman, Manderson, Vilas. 
Cockrell, Hawley, Paddock, 
Coke, Hiscock, Palmer, 
Colquitt, Hunton, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—35. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Sherman, 
Brice, Dixon, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
Butler, Dolph, MeMiilan, Stanford, 
Cameron, George, McPherson, Teller, 
Carlisle, Gibson, La. Mills, Turpie, 
Casey, Gordon, Morgan, Vance, 
Cullom, Harris, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Higgins, Pasco, Wilson. 
Davis, Hill, Proctor, 


So the amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. VEST. I now offer the amendment which I had read at 
the desk, and ask the yeas and nays upon it. I offer it as a sub- 
stitute for that portion of the bill which constitutes the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY. ] 

Mr. ALLISON. 


of the Whole. I should like to insert them now. 

Mr. VEST. One or two Senators desired to leave the Chamber, 
and that is the reason why I should like to have the yea-and-nay 
vote now. ° 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatisall right. I will wait. 

Mr. VEST. Let my amendment be read, and then I shall ask 
the yeas and nays on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
“act,” insert: 

If the Commission determine to keep the Exposition open on Sunday there 
shall be an entire cessation on that day of all labor by employés and attend- 
ants connected with the Exposition, except such service and attention as 
may be absolutely necessary for the management of the Exposition, the 
preservation of order, and the safe-keeping of articles on exhibition; nor 
shall any machinery be operated, nor work of any sort be carried on, except 
as before stated, within the limits of the Exposition. It shall also be the 
duty of the Commission to provide a hall of sufficient size, with suitable fur- 


niture and arrangement for religious exercises; and said Commission shall 
invite the various religious denominations of the United States to holdsuch 


The amendment will be re- 


On page 122, line 13, after the word 


exercises in said hall upon every Sunday during the time the Exposition | 


may be opened, the invitation to be issued impartially and without discrim- 
nation, so that equal opportunity may be given to every sect and faith. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | 


to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST]. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
vania [Mr. QUAY] offered a substitute practically for his first 
amendment, which went in at the end of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. This is a substitute for that amendment. 


X XITi——-386 





Very well; I will transfer my pair to the | 


There are two oc three little amendments | 
that I have on my desk which I forgot to put in as in Committee | 





| ment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 
[ understood that the Senator from Pennsyl- | 


Mr. QUAY. It is the amendm:2nt to the amendment which 


| was adopted yesterday. 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 122, line 13, after the word ** act,” 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the follow- 
ing: 

And that provision has been or will be made by the proper authority for 
the closing of the Exposition on the first day of the week, commonly called 
Sunday. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thisamendment to the amend- 
ment, by unanimous consent, will be stricken from the bill, and 
the question is on the amendment now proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri, upon which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. KENNA. That amendment some of us have not heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the provision in the bill be read, and then 
the amendment proposed as a substitute for it. 

TheCHIEFCLERK. The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
added the following additional section to the bill: 

Sec. 6. It is hereby declared that all appropriations herein made for or 
pertaining to the World's Columbian Exposition are made upon the condi- 
tion that the said Exposition shall not be opened to ths public on the first 
day of the week, commonly called Sunday, and if the said appropriation be 
accepted by the corporation of the State of Illinois, known as the World's 
Columbian Exposition, upon that condition. it shall be, and it is hereby, 
made the duty of the World’s Columbian Commission, created by th: act of 
Congress of April 25, 1890, to make such rules or molification of the rules of 
said corporation as shall require the closing of the Exposition on th» said 
firstday of *2¢ week, commonly called Sunday. 

Mr. VEST. Now read the substitute proposed by me. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lieu of section 6 it is proposed to in- 


| sert the following: 


If the Commission determinetokeep the Exposition op ‘non Sunday there 
shall be an entire cessation on that day of all labor by employés and attend-* 
ants connected with the Exposition, except such service anil attention as 
may be absolutely necessary for the management of the Exposition, the 
preservation of order, and the safe-keeping of articles on exhibition: nor 
shall any machinery be operated, nor work of any sort be carried on, except 
as before stated, within the limits of the Exposition. It shall als» be the 
duty of the Commission to provide a hall of sufficient size, with suitable fur- 
niture and arrangement for religious exercises; and said Commission shall 
invite the various religious denominations of the United States to hold such 
exercises in said hall upon every Sunday during the time the Exposition 
may be opened, the invitation to be issue 1 impartially and without dis ‘rim 
ination, so that equal opportunity may be given toevery sect and faith 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to lay the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire moves to lay the amendmentof the Senator from Missouri, 
which has just been read, on the table. 

Mr. VEST. Iask for the yeasand nays. Idonotcare in what 
shape the question is put, so that we may have a vote. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
roll. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the yeas and nays are called [I wish to ask 
a question for information. Is this amendment offere | as a sub- 
stitute for the sixth section? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. QUAY. Then it entirely wipes it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t would wipe out the amend- 
[It is offered 
in the nature of a substitute. The motion is to table the pro- 
posed substitute. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 


The Secretary will call the 


[am paired with 
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Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.CAMERON]. If he were present 
¥ should vote ‘*‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I will again 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLs], 
and likewise the fact that my pair has been transferred to the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon |Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL}. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 


erally with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- | 


SON]. I understand that on this question he would vote ‘ yea,” 
and therefore [ vote ‘* yea.” 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
vith the Senator from North Carolina |Mr. VaNCE]. 
Mr. PUGH (when Mr. MORGAN’S name was called). 
lea 
chusetts |Mr. DAWEs]. 


[ am paired 


eol- 
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building at Lansing, the capital of Michigan. [ intended to 


| have offered it earlier in the consideration of the bill. 


My 
rue [Mr. MORGAN] is paired with the Senator from Massa- | 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). The Senator from | 


North Dakota|Mr. CASEY], with whom Lam paired,has the same 
view of the matter that I have, and I feel at liberty to vote. I 
vote *‘ yea.” 


Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when Mr. TELLER’S name was called). My 
colleague {Mr. TELLER], who is absent on account of sickness, is 
paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Minus]. If my col- 
league were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with | 


the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleague[Mr. DOLPH] is detained from 
the Senate necessarily. If he were here he would vote ‘‘ yea” 
on this proposition. Iam paired generally with the junior Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. H1uu], but I am authorized to transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and I vote 
*"VOA, 

‘Mr. GEORGE. 
Oregon vote? 

Mr. MITCHELL. He would vote ‘‘ yea” if he were here. 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote *‘ yea.’ 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. WILSON] is absent on ac- 
count of illness. He is paired on this question with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—34. 


How would the colleague of the Senator from 





Allen, Gallinger, Irby, Platt, 
Allison George, Kenna, Quay, 
Berr) Gorman, Kyle, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Gray, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Carey Hale, Paddock, Walthall, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Pasco, White, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Peffer, Wolcott. 
elton, Higgins, Perkins, 
Frye Hiscock, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—i7. 

Bat Hunton, Sanders, Vilas, 
Blackburn, Jones, Ark. Sawyer, Washburn. 
Coke Manderson, Squire, 
Dubois, Paimer, Stewart, 
Gibson, Md Power, Vest, 

NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Davis, Jones, Nev. Stanford, 
Brice, Dawes, McMillan, Teller, 
Butle Dixon, McPherson, Turpie, 
Call Dolph, Mills, Vance, 
Cameron Faulkner, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Carlis) Gibson, La Morrill, Warren, 
Casey Gordon, Proctor, Wilson. 
Mo ell Harris Pugh, 
Cullom, Hill, Sherman, 
Dai Hoar, Shoup, 


So Mr. VEST’S amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 41, lines 17, 18, and 19, I move to 
trike out the provision. It is the proviso forbidding engineers 
‘rom being employed at the World’s Fair. I am told by the 
nanagers that that provision would somewhat disturb their plans. 
see no objection to its going out. 


— eH =a 





The PRESIDENT prolempore. The amendment will be stated. | 


The SECRETARY. On page 41, line 17, after the word ‘ Ex- 
position,” it is proposed to strike out the following proviso: 
uet ai] of any officer of the Army for any work as a civil engineer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rv. ALLISON. There is one amendment that I omitted and 
desire io offer at this time. Iwill say in respect to this amend- 
ment taat it provides for an additional story for the public 


vided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as authorizing the | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be stated: 
_ The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 8, after the word ‘ dollars,” 
insert: 

For post-office at Lansing, Mich.: For additional story to the building, 
#25, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert, on page 115, after line 7: 

Senate: For material for folding, $6,009. 


I will say that in the legislative appropriation bill providing 
for material for folding it is found that the sum named there is 
wholly inadequate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to offer an amendment on page 9, after 
line 7. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 9, after line 7, insert: 


Tampa Bay, Florida: For establishing such additional aids to navigation 
as may be found necessary by the Light-House Board, $5,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. Ishould like to have,in connection with the 
amendment, the following letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Treasury, andalso from the naval secretary of the Light- 
House Board inserted, in the RECORD. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Washington, D, C., January 15, 1892. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a reference made 
January 12, 1892, from the Committee on Commerce, of Senate bill 1498, ap- 
propriating #6,000 for the establishment of additional aids to navigation in 
Tampa Bay, Florida. 

W ith reference to this matter the Light-House Board reports that in its 
opinion the interests of commerce and navigation require that certain speci- 
fied changes be made in the existing aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, and 
that certain other specitied additional aids should be provided. 

The Light-House Board is alsoof the opinion that the amount named in 
the bill is sufficient for the purpose. 

Senate bill 1498 is herewith returned. 

Respectfully, yours 
O. L. SPAULDING, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD, 
Washington, May 25, 1891, 

Sir: The Board has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
May 20, 1891, relative to the needin Tampa Bay and adjacent waters of ad- 
ditional lights and bea°ons. 

In reply the Board begs leave to say that the matter has already received 
careful consideration. 

Early last spring the local light-house oMicers, after haying been duly in- 
structed, made thorough examination and careful report of the facts in the 
case. 

The Board then, at its session Of June 2, 1890, considered all the pavers be- 
fore it bearing on the question, and then decided that, in view of the fact 
that Tampa Bay affords the best harbor on the Florida coast, and that 20 
feetof water can be carried clear up to the wharves, the interests of com- 
merce and navigation require that certain changes be made in existing aids 
to navigation in Tampa Bay, and that certain additional aids be provide 
as follows. 

* 7 * * - * * 

No action can be had in this matter. until after July 1, 1892, when th> new 
fiscal year begins, if then. 

Additional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay are urgently needed by its in 
creasing commerce. The Light-House Board, therefore, has determined to 
take the rather unusual step of immediately marking the channel by huge 
numbered day beacons, which the electricsearch lights, now carried by most 
steamers, will make as available at night as during the day. This mak> 
shift, it is hope, will avert serious disaster until appropriation can be made 
for the erection of the needed and recommended lights. 

Respectfully, yours, 
GEO. W. CWFIFIN, 
Commander, United Siales Navy, Naval Secretsry. 
Hon. S. PAsco, 
Vnited States Senator, Monticello, Fla 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
pf vent a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of th 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mohan: 

A bill (H. R. 929) granting a pension to Mary E. Donaldson: 

A bill (H. R. 19938) granting a pension to Elizabeth McCabe; 

A bill (H. R. 2164) granting an increas2 of pension to Andrew 


| Kramer; 





A bill (H. R 2302) to relieve John W. Robinson of the charge 
of desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to Stark Frazier: 

A bill (H. R. 2944) for the relief of Nicholas G. Chesbrough; 
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| 
A bill (H. R. 3156) to correct the military record of James Cor- | 
ridon, Fourth United States Infantry; | 


A bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Orinda Leach; 


A bill (Hi. R. 3167) restoring the pension of Sallie M. Swigart; 

A bill (H. R. 4071) for the relief of George W. Schachleiter; 

A bill (H. BR. 4375) for the relief of Charles S. Blood; 

A bill (H. R. 4728) to restore Mary E. Trickey and children of 
Hartwell M. Trickey to persion rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 4730) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Frederick Ottstotts: ; 

A bill (H. R. 5365) granting a pension to Edward Thomas; 

A bill (H.R. 5781) granting an honorable discharge to John 
H. Randleman; 

A bill (H. R..5958) for the relief of Elizabeth Carpenter; 

A. bill (H.. R. 6028) to pension F. A. Tradewell; 


sister of Abram Kennedy; 
A bill (H. R. 6142) for the relief of J. D. King; 
A bili (H. R. 6212) granting an increase of pension to Ellis P. 


A bill (H. BR. 3905) granting a pension to Julia Bodley: 

A bill (H. R. 4022) gramting an inerease of pension to John C. 
Ford; 

A bill (H.R. 4728) to restore Mary E. Triekey and children of 
Hartwell M. Trickey to pension rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 4832) to pension Peter Donnelly for services in 
the Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief of Amelia R. Webster 

A bill (H. R. 5365) granting a pension to Edward Thomas: 

A bill (H. R. 5477) to pension Martha A. Beerbower: 

A bill (H. R. 5829) granting a pension to Mlizabeth Bowden: 

A bill (H. R. 5958) for the relief of Elizabeth Carpenter 

A bill (H. R. 6028) to pension F. A. Tradewell: 

A bill (H. R. 6106) granting a pension to Lydia M. Kennedy 


| sister of Abram Kennedy; 
A bill (Hi. R. 6106) granting a pension to Lydia M. Kennedy, | 


Phipps, late lieutenant in Company A, Twelfth New Jersey Vol- | 


unte-r Infantry, invalid eertifieate No. 35619; 
A bill (H. R. 6752) granting a pension to Martha J. Griffith; 
A bill (H. R. 7235) granting a pension to Mary A. Sipp; 
A bill (H. R. 8124) to extend the privileges of the transporta- 


tion of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port | 


of Dunkirk, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 8159) to increase the pension of Abraham Dally, 
late corporal of Capt. Andrew Bremner’s company, Eleventh 
Regiment Heavy Artillery, commanded by Lieut. Col. Cornelius 
Harsen; 

A bill (H. R. 8398) for the relief of Sarah Lomasney; and 

A bill (H. R. 8971) granting a pension to Mary J. Corcoran. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the second committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 9040) making appropriation for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes. 


COMMITTEE ON ORGANIZATION, ETC., OF EXECUTIVE DEPART- 
MENTS. 


Mr. HISCOCK submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Rasolved, That the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures 
of the Executive Departments be, and is hereby, authorized to sit during 
the recess of Congress for the purpose of making examinations and hearing 
reports from bureau officers as to the methods of conducting business in 
said Departments. The committee is authorized to employ a clerk at the 
usual per diem compensation, to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6142) for the relief of J. D. King was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 8124) to extend the privileges of the transporta- 
tion of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port 
of Dunkirk, N. Y., was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 2302) to relieve John W: Robinson of the charge 
of desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 2944) for the relief of Nicholas G. Chesbrough; 

A bill (H. R. 3156) to correet the military record of James Cor- 
ridon, Fourth United States Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 3844) for the relief of Curtis P. Wise: 

A bill (H. R. 4071) for the relief of George W. Schachleiter: 

A bill (H. R. 4875) for the relief of Charles S. Blood; 

A bill (A. R. 4730) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Frederick Ottstotts; and 

A bill (H. R. 5781) granting an honorable discharge to John 
H. Randleman. 

The following bills were severally read twice 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H.R. 888) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mohan; 

A bill (H. R. 929) gramting a pension to Mary E. Donaldson; 

A bill (H. R. 1998) granting a pension to Elizabeth MeCabe; 

A bill (H. R. 2164) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Kramer; 

A bill (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to Stark Frazier; 

A bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Orinda Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 3]67) restoring the pension of Sallie M. Swigavrt: 

A bill (H.R. 3718) granting a pension to Charity W. Clark, 
mother of Edmond M. Clark, formerly of Company M, Seven- 
teenth Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 3896) to pension Anthony M. Kennedy; 


by their titles, 


A bill (H. R. 6108) to pension Mrs. Caroline A. Smith, 
of Philander Smith, of West Tisbury, Mass.: 

A bill (H. R. 6212) granting an inerease of pension to Ellis P. 
Phipps, late lieutenant in Company A, Twelfth New Jersey Vol- 
unteer Infantry, invalid certificate No. 35619 

A bill (H. R. 6562) granting an increase of pension to William 


vid 'r 
Wilaow 


| Colvill, of Minnesota; 


A bill (H. R. 6752) granting a pension to Martha J. Griffith: 

A bill (H. R. 7042) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson: 

A bill (H. R. 7235) granting a pension to Mary A. Sipp: 

A bill (H. R. 8159) to increase the pension of Abraham Dally. 
late corporal of Capt. Andrew Bremner’s company, Eleventh 
Regiment Heavy Artillery, commanded by Lieut. Col. Cornelius 
Harsen;: 

A. bill (H. R. 8316) granting a pension to Anna M. Holstein. a 
hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion: 

A bill (H. R. 8398) for the relief of Susan Lomasney; and 

A bill (H. R. 8971) granting a pension to Mary J. Corcoran. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senat2 proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (Hi. BR. 8533) making appropriation for for- 
tifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read at lea@th 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN. I give notice to the Senate that I shall eal! 
up the bill immediately after the routine busines; to-morrow 
morning. I shall not ask the Senate to proceed with it to-night. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pre tempere. The bill will remaia as the 
unfinished business of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes sven 
in executive session the doors were reopened: and (at 6 o'clock 
and 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Fri- 
day, July 15, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 


proceeded to the 
r 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July t4, 1892 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


pired. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Briggs C. Farnum, to be postmaster at Paso Robles, in the 
county of San Luis Obispo and State of California, in the pla: 
of Edwin M. Bennett, removed. 

Robert G. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Pacific Grove, in th 
county of Monterey and State of California, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, becom» vested i: 
the President on and after July 1, 892. 

Miss Mary Figley, to be postmaster at La Harpe, in the « 
of Hancock and State of Illinois, the appointment of a post 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 1 
ident on and after July 1, F892. 

John W. Moore, to be postmaster at Assumption, inthe coun 
of Christian and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested inthe I? 
ident en and after July 1, FS92. 

Edward L. Goodyear, to be postmaster at North Ha .in the 
county of New Haven, and State of Connecticut, the appoint- 
ment of a pestmaster for the said office having, by law, bee 


' vested in the President on and after July 1, 1502. 
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Daniel T. Carlton, to be postmaster at Arcadia, in the county 
of De Soto, and State of Florida, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pres- 
ident on and after July 1, 1892. 

Henry M. Morris, to be postmaster at Rantoul, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Illinois, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Elihu M. Cass, to be postmaster at Sumner, in the county of 
Bremer and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1892. 

Washington Kk. Davis, to be postmaster at Keosauqua, in the 
county of Van Buren, and State of Iowa, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Erastus T. Roland, to be postmaster at Eldon, in the county 
of Wapello, and State of Lowa, the appointment of a postmaster 


for the said oftics having, by law, become vested in the Presi- | 


dent on and after July 1, 1892. 

George W.Jones, to be postmaster at Falmouth, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Aurelius D. Brown, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Louis J. Piernas, to be postmaster at Bay Saint Louis, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Mississippi, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Eugene C. Burkhart, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the county 
of Audrian and State of Missouri, in the place of John W. Beatty, 
whose commission expires August 10, 1892. 

William T. McFarland, to be postmaster at Stanton, in the 
county of Stanton and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1892. 


Thomas B. A. Watson, to be postmaster at Hartington, in the | 


county of Cedar and Stats of Nebraska, therappointment of a 
postmaster having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1892. 

Miss Annie M. Baker, to be postmaster at Millington, in the 
county of Morris and State of New Jersey, in the place of Cath- 
erine W. Baker, whose commission expires July 19, 1892. 

William T’. Corlies, to be postmaster at Red Bank, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place o! 
Daniei H. Applegate, whose commission expires July 19, 1892. 

Edmund G. Harrison, to be postmaster at Asbury Park, in 
the county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place 
of Alfred R. Toland, whose commission expired December 20, 
1891. 
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said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1892. 

Ulysses S. Grant, to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county of 
Polk and State of Oregon, the appointmént of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1892. 

Essie G. Robertson, to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Polk and State of Oregon, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Jarid C. Irwin, to be postmaster at Sunbury, in the county of 
Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of An- 
drew N. Brice, deceased. 

George W. Blackburn, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the 
county of Maury and State of Tenness2e, in the place of John 


|T. Williamson, whose commission expired April 2, 1892. 


J. Eli Goodenough, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Washington and State of Vermont, in the place of 
Fred W. Morse, whose commission expired July 9, 1892. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE*GENERAL OF THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Samuel C, Lemly, of the United States Navy, a resident 
of the State of North Carolina, to be Judge-Advocate-General of 
the Navy, with the rank of captain in the Navy, for the term of 
four years, from the Sth of June, 1892, vice Col. William B. 
Remey, retired. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President July 14, 1892. 
William D. Crum, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the State 
of South Carolina. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 14, 189.2. 


The House met at ll o'clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTH- 
BERT, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

NAVIGATION AT CHICAGO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter from the 
collector of customs at Chicago, Ill., setting forth the difficulties 


| experienced regarding navigation in the waters of Chicago; 


which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


| and ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 


| the court in the French spoliation claims arising out of the seiz- 


George C. Kessler, to be postmaster at Short Hills, in the | 


postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1892. 


James H. Leonard, to be postmaster at Atlantic Highlands, in | 


the county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, the appoint- 
ment of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become 
vested in the President on and after July 1, 182. 


county of Orange and State of New York, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Charles G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Northville, in the county 
of Fulton and State of New York, the ——- of a post 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Bryant S. Palmer, to he postmaster at Carmel, in the county 
of Putnam and State of New York, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1892. 


Emory L. Tompkins, to be postmaster at Fishkill-on-the-Hud- | 


son, in the county of Dutchess and State of New York, in the 
place of John W. Spaight, whose commission expires July 18, 
1892. 

William H. Wright, to be postmaster at Bath Beach, in the 
county of Kings and State of New York, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1892. 

John M. Boyer, to be postmaster at London, in the county of 
Madison and State of Ohio, in the place of Theodore W. Miller, 
whose commission expires August 2, 1892. 


_Evan B. Kirby, to be postmaster at Scio, in the county of Har- 
rison and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the | 


| 


} 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ure of the following vessels: Brig Friendship, schooner Neutral- 


county of Essex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a | ity, schooner Friendship; which was referred to the Committee 


on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
BLUE MOUNTAIN IRRIGATION IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3048) 
granting tothe Blue Mountain Irrigation improvement Com- 
pany a right of way for reservoir and canals through the Uma- 


Philip Altshimer, to be postmaster at Highland Falls, in the | tilla Reservation, in the State of Oregon. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, lask that that bill lie on the 
Speaker’s table, inasmuch as a similar bill is under consideration 
by the House Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HARRIES, for to-day, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. GILLESPIE, for one week, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

REPRINT OF REPORT. 

Mr. TUCKER, at the request of the Committee on Election of 
President and Vice-President and Representatives in Congress, 
asked and obtained an order for a reprint of the reports on the 
election of Senators by the people, together with the amendments 
proposed in the House. 

J. D. KING. 

Mr. BABBITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, a 
bill (H. R. 6142) for the relief of J. D. King. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized to pay J. D. King, post-office inspector, out of the oe for 
mail depredations and post-office inspectors, the sum of £81, that amount 








Ly 


ia 


~ Mate nate wg 


aed artete 


ante 


1892. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


having been advanced by him from his private funds to witnesses in the case | 


of the United States vs. John Hanna, charged with robbing the mails, and 
for which amount Inspector King has not been reimbursed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. WATSON. 
an explanation. 

Mr. BABBITT. This money was advanced for the purpose of 
securing the detection and punishment of the person who com- 
mitted this robbery. Tne report will show clearly the circum- 
stances of the case. I ask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 6142) for 
the relief of J. D. King, report: 

J. D. King is a United States post-office inspector, and as such caused the 
arrest of John Hanua for robbing the mails in New Mexico, and his convic- 
tion and sentence to the penitentiary. 

In the prosecution of said Hanna, he caused to be summoned various post- 
masters to testify against him, the said Hanna, and paid their necessary ex- 
— amounting to #81 more than their mileage and per diem, and there 

sno law by which the Department can reimburse him. 

These witnesses were necessary for the conviction of Hanna, and J. D. 
King has paid said sum out of his own private funds. ; 

Your committee herewith present a letter from Postmaster-General Wan- 
amaker, showing that in his opinion the claim should be paid. 

; FEBRUARY 12, 1891. 

Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith certain papers which explain in 
detail an equitable claim against this Department for the sum of $81 unques- 
tionably due to J. D. King, esq., post-office inspector in charge of the Wash- 
ington division. : 

This claim is substantiated under oath by Mr. King, and represents sums 
advanced by him from his private funds to certain witnesses in the case 
brought by the United States against John Hanna, charged with robbing the 
mails, for which sums Inspector King was afterwards unable to obtain re- 
imbursement. 

I have the honor to suggest that inasmuch as this claim seems clearly to 
me to bea meritorious one, you will be good enough to cause a provision to 
be inserted in the sundry civil appropriation bill when it reaches the Senate, 
authorizing me to pay the amouut due, which provision I suggest may be 
worded as follows: . 

“The Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to pay J. D. King, post- 
office inspector, out of the appropriations for mail depredations and post- 
office inspectors, the sum of ¢81, that amount having been advanced by him 


Reserving the right to object, I wish to hear 


Hanna, charged with robbing the mails, and for which amount Inspector 
King has not been reimbursed.” 
Very respectfully, 
JOHN WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster- General. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. GOODNIGHT. I will ask mycolleague [Mr. MCCREARY] 
whether this resolution in any wise proposes to aid in the con- 
struction of any foreign railroad? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCCREARY. Not at all. 

Mr. BRYAN. I wish to inquire whether this will involve us 
in any appropriation to assist the District of Columbia in enter- 
taining the delegates to this convention. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Not at all. Nothing of the kind is con- 
templated. and such a proposition would not be presented here 
with my consent. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution, which was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passe i. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY, a motion to reconsider the 





| la:t vote was laid on the table. 


Your committee fully concur in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, | 


and report back the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. WATSON. Iam satisfied from the report that the bill is 
all right. 

Mr. BUNN. This is a report from the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. King, in the prosecution of this case, advanced to witnesses 
$81 more than the mileage and per diem allowed by law; so that 
when the Department settled with him there was left this bal- 
ance which he could not collect. The bill has been unanimously 
reported by our committee, and I hope it will be passed. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- | 


eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BABBIT'T, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
PAN-AMERICAN MEDICAL CONGRESS. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iask to call up for immediate considera- 
tion the joint resolution (S. 76) to authorize the President to in- 
vite certain governments to send delegates to the Pan-American 
Medical Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and requested to invite the several governments of the Republics 
of Mexico, Central and South America, Haiti, and Santo Domingo, and the 
Kingdom of Hawaiitosend official delegates tothe meeting of the Pan-Amer- 


ican Medical Congress to be held in the city of Washington September 5, 6,7, 
and 8, A. D. 1893. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it is understood that the Government 
incurs no responsibility in connection with this convention. 

Mr. MCCREARY. ‘This resolution, which has passed the Sen- 
ate, has been considered by the members of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs who have unanimously agreed that it should be 
acted on favorably. It is understood positively, so far as we are 
concerned, that no money is to be appropriated in any way to 
support or aid this Pan-American Medical Congress. tt is not 
desired that there shall be any financial aid from the Govern- 
ment, but simply that the United States extend an invitation 
to the governments of Mexico, Central and South America, that 
they may send some of their learned physicians to this city to 
attend the convention. There is no appropriation of money 
whatever involved. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With that understanding I have no objection 
at all to the measure. 


Is there objection to the present considera- | 


PORT OF DUNKIRK, N. Y. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. JIask unanimous consent for the 
present corsider.«tion of the bill (H. R. $124) to extend the privi- 
leges of the transportation of dutiable merchandise without ap- 
praisement to the port of Dunkirk, N. Y. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the privileges of the seventh section of the act ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, governing the transportation of dutiable merchandise 
without appraisement, be, and the same are hereby, extended to the port of 
Dunkirk, in the State of New York. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


HENRY O. KENT. 
Mr. DANIELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1129) for the recognition of Henry O. 


| Ke a3 @ al ¢ seve 2a Je ar ‘ ire V ers. 
from his ne funds to witnesses in the case of the United States vs. John | Kent as colonel of the Seventeenth New Ha npshit e Volunteers 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ti enacted, elc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to recognize Henry O. Kent as colonel of the Seventeenth 
New Hampshire Volunteers from the 23d day of October, 1862, the date of his 
commission, to the 16th day of April, 1863, the date on which he was left 
without a command by reason of the transfer of the men of the Seventeenth 
New Hampshire Volunteers to the Se‘ond New Hampshire Volunteers, and 
the said Kent shall not receive any pay, peasion, or allowance by reason of 
the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to inquire whether the bill car- 
rics any charge upon the Treasury? 

Mr. DANIELi. Itdoesnot. Lask the Clerk to read again the 
last clause of the bill. - 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I reserve objection until I find whether 
the bill carries back pay or emoluments of any kind. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the said Kent shall not receive any pay, pension, or allowance by 
reason of the passage of this ac*. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

A motion of Mr. DANTIELL to reconsider the last vote was laid 
on the table. 


Is there objection to the present consider- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I think this is a good time to have the reg- 
ular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands the 
regular order, which is equivalent to an objection to requests 
for unanimous consent. 

PROPOSED REPRINT OF THE FORCE BILL. 

Mr. MCKAIG. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing to submit the report which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 10,0)0 copies of the bill of the House of Repre- 
sentatives 11045, first session of the Fifty-first Congress, entitled *‘An act to 
amend and supplement the election laws of the United States,” ete., the said 
bill to be printed in pamphlet form, with marginal notes, as it passed the 


House, with the amendment proposed by the Senate committe> in italics; 
and the copies shajl be distributed from the House folding room pro rata 


| among the members of the House. 


The report of the committe is as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the resolution to print 
10,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 11045), first session of the Fifty-first Congress, 


| entitled ‘‘An act to amend and supplement th* election laws of the United 
| States,’ beg leave to report the same back to the House, with the recom- “" 


mendation that the resolution do “_—. The whole of the former edition of 
this bill has been exhausted, and it is now almost impossible to obtaina 


copy of thesame. The resolution provides for the distribution pro rata 
amongst the members of the House. 

The Public Printer estimates the total cost of the reprint of the bill at 
$294. 
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Mr. McKAIG. 
tion reported. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is there a report accompanying this? 

Mr. McKAIG. The report has just been read showing the 
estimated cost at $294. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask if this is a bill which is 
now pending before the House? 

Mr. McKAIG. No, sir; it is to reprint a bill that passed the 

fouse in the Fifty-first Congress, the title of which is given in 

the report of the committee. It is what is commonly known as 
the ‘ Lodge bill.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. 





I ask the present consideration of the resolu- 


Some old bill, I understand? 

Mr. McKAIG. A bill of the last Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is theobjectof reprinting a bill which 
{s not before the present House for consideration ? 

Mr. McKAIG. The object of reprinting the bill is to enable 
the House document room, or the members of the House, to pré- 
vide a copy for the people who are sending for copies of it which 
cannot be obtained. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it not an unusual procedure to reprint 
bills which are not before the present Congress for considera- 
tion? It seems tome that the Government has expenditures 
enough without incurring any such unnecessary outlay. I make 
the objection in the interest of economy, and I appeal to the 
gentleman from Indiana to sustain me. lavehter.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Maine that it has been introduced in the platform of his party, 
and is specifically mentioned by his candidate for the Presidency 
in messages and documents. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. McKAIG. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Permit me to say that [ think this is an un- 
usual item of expenditure 

Mr. WATSON. Is it in order, Mr. Speaker, that this report 
shall be considered now? 

‘The SPEAKER. Itis. The rule provides for the considera- 
tion at any time of the revorts of certain committees. Rule II, 
in its fifty-first clause, provides as follows: 

The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time 
on the matters herein stated. 

Then follows a list of committees, amongst them being the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that this is not 
printing for the use of the House, and therefore is not privileged. 

Mr. WATSON. I believe I had the floor on a question of 
order, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire the Chair to take notice of the point 
of order I have raised. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not hear the gentleman now 
on the point of order, there being one point of order already 

ending, 
Mr. WATSON. I desire to pursue the inquiry I have already 
made, by asking whether or not the matter of privilege referred 
to in the rule was not confined to those bills which are printed 
for the use‘of the House itself? Now,it has been frankly stated 
by the gentleman from Maryland that this reprint is not for the 
purpose of furnishing the House with matter on which to take 
any action, but simply to supply a demand for political informa- 
tion— 

Mr. McKAIG. 
such statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the resolution 
provides that this printing shall be for the use of the House, 
and to be distributed pro rata amongst its members. 

Mr. WATSON. I understand; but a reasonable construction 
of that language applies to matters actually pending before the 
Hicure or the other branch of the legislative assembly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why, certainly, it has always been so held. 

Mr. WATSON. 
embrace matters connected with past history? Why, Mr. 
Speaker, [ respectfully submit that under that construction we 
could print 100,000 copies of Washington’s farewell address and 
charge the expense to the taxpayers of the country. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

The Chair will state that there is a limitation in the law upon 
the right of the House in this regard. 








The ‘‘gentleman from Maryland” made no 
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And whether or not it can be extended to | 


Either House may print | 


for-its own use any matter that it desires to print without the | 


ussent of the other branch of Congress, provided the cost does 
not exceed $500. Wherever the cost is below $500 either House 
may order printing for its own use by resolution. The rules re- 


quire that the Committee on Printing, whenever they report 
upon any matter of printing, shall also send with the report an 
estimate of the cost, so that the House may understand whether 
it comes within the provisions of the law. 
derstands that this estimate is $294. 


Now, the Chair un- 
Therefore it is within the 





JULY 14, 


power of the House to pass a resolution, if it is desired, to print 
any matter for the use of the House that in the judgment of the 
House it is right and proper to pass. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Should not that rule bs construed with ref- 
erence to printing for the use of the House in the transaction of 
business? May any sort of campaign material be printed and 
brought in here as privileged? 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter that is addressed to the 
discretion of the members of the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. BiIncity] whether they did not 
print a great number of copies of the McKinley bill for distribu- 
tion after the passage of that bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that was a law—an important law— 
properly printed for the information of the public, who were to 
be affected by it. I think this is the first case of reprinting of 
an old bill not pending in either House. 

——— AITE. Notatall. It was after the passage of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
KAIG] has demanded the previous question upon the resolution. 

Mr. BROSIUS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. May I direct the attention of the Chair to 
the reading of the clause on page 429 of the Manual, the lanuage 
being the same as in the rule: 

The Committee on Printing, on all matters referred to them of printing 
for the use of the House or the two Houses. - 

Now, I desire to inquire whether the bill under discussion has 
ever been referred to this Committee? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on July 6. 

Mr. BROSIUS. The resolution was referred to the Committee? 

The SPEAKER. To the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BROSIUS. But the bill which itis proposed to print has 
not been before the House at thissession. May I inquire whether 
any such bill has ever been referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis not the question The question is 
whether the resolution has been referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and it would be entirely competent for a member of 
the House to refer to the Committee on Printing a resolution, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. WATSON}, that 
there be printed so many copies of Washington’s Farewell Ad- 
dress, and if the House chose to adopt it, why that would be for 
the House to decide upon. There is nothing in the rule that 
prevents it. 

Mr. BROSiIUS. My inquiry was whether this resolution had 
been referred to the committee? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; it has been referred. 

Mr. WATSON. Is that resolution amendable? 


TheSPEAKER. Itisif the demand for the previous question 
is voted down. 
Mr. WATSON. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Mary- 


land if he will accept an amendment that we print an equal 
number of copies of Jefferson's first inaugural? 

Mr. ENLOE. We wantanequal number of the bills introduced 
by Mr. Weaver in the Fiftieth Congress to pay the soldiers the 
difference between greenbacks and gold. That ought to be putin. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland demands the 
previous question. 

Mr. McKAIG. Yes; but I desire to say something in reply to 
what has been said here. 

The SPEAKER. That is the gentleman’s privilege. 

Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia has 
referred to the statement here by me that this favorable report 
of the Printing Committee upon the resolution introduced by 
the gentleman from Missouri was made tor the purpose of giv- 
ing acampaign document to the country. Now, I will call the 
gentleman's attention to the platform of the Republican party 
in Minneapolis as bearing upon the question whether it was in 
the province of this House to place before the country the ques- 
tion of this very matter that we have here for consideration. 
Since the adoption of the Republican platform at Minneapolis I 
understand, not only from Democratic Congressmen upon this 
floor, but from Republican Congressmen also, that there is a 
constant and steady demand for the election law. The other 
edition has been practically if not wholly exhausted. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman accept an amendment pro- 
viding for printing an equal number of copies of the Republican 
platform adopted at Minneapolis? 

Mr. MCKAIG. I do not yield to any question of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. McKAIG. I think the bill is the Republican platform 
any way, and it does not make any difference whether you bring 
it in here or not. 
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Now, this favorable report is made at the solicitation of mem- 
bers of the House, so that they may be able to send copiesof that 
bill to the country now that it has come forward again by being 
adopted by the Republican party at Minneapolis. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How are these bills to be dis- 
tributed? ‘ 

Mr. McKAIG. Pro rata among the members. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Not ten thousand to each mem- 
ber? 

Mr. McKAIG. Ten thousand to be equally divided. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would like tocirculate inmy 
State 10,000 copies myself. I am not afraid of it. 

Mr. McKAIG. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WATSON. As the gentleman alluded to me, I hope he 
will pardon me a moment. 

Mr. McKAIG. I can talk to one, but not to two at a time. 

Mr. WATSON. I hope the gentleman will pardon me a mo- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia? . 

Mr. McKAIG. Yes, sir; I yield for a question. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, it was not my purpose to mis- 
represent the gentleman from Maryland, or to do him an injus- 
tice. Iunderstood the gentleman from Maryland to say that the 


reason why this bill was to ke printed was that the public are | 


calling forit. Well, now, that bill is not before this Congress. 
Therefore, I think I was very far from misrepresenting the situ- 
ation when I said that we were asked toappropriate money for 


the purpose of imparting political information. Thatisthe real | 


truth. That is substantially what the gentleman’s statement 
amounted to. I will not impugn his motives or good faith, but 
at the same time I for my life do not see thatI have done him any 
injustice. I did not intend to do him any injustice, and do not 
think I have. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say this, if we can print copies of a bill on 
a dead issue like that 

Mr. MEREDITH. It isalive and powerful issue in the South, 
and don’t you forget it. 





Mr. WATSON. Anissue that could not be passed then on ac- | 


count of defections in the Republican ranks. 

Mr. DICKERSON. When did it die? 

Mr. WATSON. An issue which in the face of the opposition 
of the reform party all over the country 





Mr. McKAIG. I yielded tothe gentleman for a question only. | 


Mr. WATSON. And in the face of the defections in the Re- 
publican ranks it can not be revived 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland states that | 


he only yielded to the gentleman from Georgia for a question. 
Mr. WATSON. I will not abuse the privilege, and I trust 
the gentleman will allow me a moment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland demands the 


previous question, and the Chair must put it. The House will | 


please be in order. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Maryland a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland demands the 
yrevious question, and the Chair must put the question to the 

ouse, 


Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I ask to have the resolution re- | 


ported again. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution 
at the request of the gentleman from Illinois. 
: Mr. LIVINGSTON. We cannot hear the reading of the reso- 

ution. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is endeavoring to preserve order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hope the Sergeant-at-Arms will assist 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be inorder. A good 
deal of delay is occasioned by the necessity for rereading resolu- 


tions because gentlemen can not hear them by reason of the con- | 
fusion on the floor. The Clerk will again report the resolution. | 


The resolution was again reported. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland demands the | 


previous question on the report. 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation | 


thereof the resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. MCKAIG, a motion toreconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Speaker, I have another report to submit | 


from the Committee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the bankruptcy bill (H. R. 9348) and accom- 


panying report be printed for the use of the House, to be distributed 
equally among the members through the document room. 
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Your committee to whom was referred the resolution to print 5,000 copies 
of the bankruptcy bill (H. R. 9348) and accompanying report, beg leave to re- 
port the same back to the House with the recommendation that the resolu- 
tion do pass. The Public Printer estimates the cost of reprinting the bill 
and accompanying report at about 8400. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if that is 
the bill pending before the House. 

Mr. McKAIG. Yes, sir; the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iwould like to ask the gentleman aques- 
tion, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield to 
the gentleman from Texas for a question? 

Mr. MCKAIG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wanttoask whether that authorizes the 
printing of the minority report also? 

Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask to includein 
the resolution authority to print the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous cons:nt to 
include in the resolution the printing of the views of the minority. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I make this point. If it 
costs $400 to print the report of the majority and you add to it 
the printing of the views of the minority,the printine of the 
views of the minority not having been considered when the es- 
timate was made, I raise the point that it will not come within 
the limitation of the rule that provides that printing in excess of 
$500 shall not be done by resolution of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The rules require the Committee on Print- 
ing to report an estimate of the printing so that the House may 
see that it does not exceed the limit. 

Mr. DICKERSON. The estimate do ’s not cover the cost of 
printing the minority report. That is the point I make. 

Mr. MCKAIG. The estimate covers the printing of the ma- 
jority report and the bill only. The additional cost of printing 
the views of the minority would b> very small. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I make the point that we can not pas; 
upon the question until we do get an estimate, and as to this 
printing there is no estimate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McKatG] that the rule requires an estimate to 
accompany every recommendation for printing. 

Mr. McKAIG. I will withdraw the report for the present, 
Mr. Speaker. 


| The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


DR. THOMAS GALLAGHER. 


Mr. ANDREW, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, sub- 
| mitted the following, and asked for its present consideration: 

| Mr. MCALEER submitted the following, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs: 

Whereas it is alleged that Dr. Thomas Gallagher, a citizen of the United 
States, was arrested in the city of London, England, on the 5th of April, 
1883, and since that date has been detained unjustly and unlawfully in Brit 
ish prisons; and 

Whereas it is further alleged that Dr. Gallagher sailei from the city of 
New York on the 14th day of March, 1883. and at the time of his arrest had 
only been nine days in the Kingdom of Great Britain, and upon his arrest 
applied to the Hon. James Russell Lowell, minister of the United States at 
the Court of St. James, but no protection or aid was afforded him; and 

Whereas it is further alleged that there was a bitter feeling against Irish 
| political prisoners and that he was convicted through prejudice and sen 
tenced to imprisonment for the term of his natural life: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Department of Stati 
be requested to examine into the cause of said conviction, and should it be 
found that he was convicted wrongfully and illegally, to insist upon his re 
lease. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred a resolution in. 
quiring into the cause of the arrest and detention by the British Cover: 
ment of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, a citizen of the United States, having 






| under consideration said resolution, report the same back to the House with 
| the recommendation that it pass with the following amendment, to wit 
| Strike out, in the last line of said resolution, the words “to insist upon his 


release,” and insert the following in lieu of the words stricken out: **to eu 
deavor to secure his release.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. ANDREW moved to reconsider the vot» by which the 
resolution as amended was adopted: and also moved that the mp- 
| tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rules, submitted 
the following: 
Resolved, That this day, after the call of committ2es for re} 


tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce; bills to bs considered in the o1 
indicated by said committee. This order not to interfere with the right o! ‘ 
the House to consider revenue or appropriation bills or conferen:e repo 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, [demand the previous ques- 


| tion upon the adoption of the resolution. 


| 

| 

| iv pr 5 
| apart for the consideration of bills that have been reported by the Comn 
| 

| 


| The previous question was ordered, and the resolution was 
| adopted. 

| The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 
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SECTIONS 2139, 2140, AND 2141, REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 


ported back with amendments an act (S. 1988) to amend sections | 
2139, 2140, and 2141 of the Revised Statutes, touching the sale | 
of intoxicants in the Indian country, and for other purposes; 


which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered tc be printed. 
SUPPLEMENT TO THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 9069) for the further contin- 
uance of the publication of the Supplement to the Revised Siat- 
utes of the United States: which was referred to the Commiitee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with tie ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

PENSION OFFICE INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan, from the Select Committee on 
Investigation of the Pension Office, submitted a report; which 
was ordered to Jie on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I give notice 
that I shall call up this report on the 20th instant, immediately 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, can we not have the report 
read? {Laughter}. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. LIND. 


Not under this call. 
Mr. Speaker, it is understood in the committee 


LAKE ERIE. 

Fourth. On the breakwater at Buffalo, a steam fog whistle, at a cost not 
exceeding #4,300. 

Fifth. At the entrance te Erie Harbor, Pennsylvania, a steam fog whistle, 
at a cost not exceeding $4,300. 

Sixth. At Fairport Harbor, Ohio, a steam fog whist! 
ing $4,300. 

Seventh. At Lorain Harbor, Ohio, a steam fog signal, at a cost not exceed- 
ing ¥4,300. 

Eigh'h. On southerly end of South Bass Island, to range with Green Island 
light and Marblehead Light, a light, at a cost not exceeding $8,600. 

’ eo For reestablishing light at Port Clinton, Ohio, at a cost not exceed- 
ing #1.50). 

Tenth. For moving range lights, Maumee River, Ohio, so as to properly 

light the new channel, at a cost not exceeding $8,000. 
DETROIT RIVER. 

Eleventh. For a light-ship of suitable pattern, to take the place of the pri- 
vate light-ship now maintained by vessel-owners at Bar Point, and to be lo- 
cated in American waters at a point to be determined by the Light-House 
Board, at a cost not exceeding $25,000. 

Twelfth. At Limekiln Crossing, Detroit River, two lights, at the north- 
western and southwestern corners of the cut, to replace private lights now 


of a cost not exceed- 


| maintained at those points by vessel-owners, at a cost not exceeding #1,000. 


that the minority shall have until the 20th instant to file their | 


views, to be printed with the report of the committee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. It was understood that they 
should have until Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, leave will be granted to 
the minority to file their views, such leave extending until Mon- 


day next, the views of the minority, when filed, to be printed | ® 


with the report. 
There was no objection. 
HARBOR OF BRUNSWICK, GA. 


Mr. LESTER of Georgia, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H.R. 9265) to provide for the improvement of the outer bar of 

_ Brunswick, Ga.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS UPON CERTAIN LANDS IN THE STATES 
OF NORTH DAKOTA AND SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported with an amendment the bill (S. 3134) for the relief of set- 
tlers uponcertain lands in the States of North Dakota and South 
Dakota: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ARKANSAS STATE LAWS TO BE IN FORCE IN 
OKLAHOMA TERRITORIES. 

Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9175) to put in force in the Indian 
Territory and Oklahoma Territory certain laws of the State of 
Arkansas; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 
Mr. TURPIN from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 


INDIAN AND 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 9482) for the relief of the Eastern | 


band of Cherokee Indians; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. COWLES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence indefinitely, on account of sickness in bis family. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This day is set apart by special order for 
the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, in the order indicated by said 
committee. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] is recog- 
nized. 

LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC. 

Mr. WISE. 
dry light-houses and other aids to navigation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc... That light-houses, fog signals, and other aids to naviga- 
tion be established and erected as hereinafter set forth, to wit: 

LAKE ONTARIO. 


First. On Galloo Island, a steam fog whistle, at a cost not exceeding $5,700 

Second. On the head of Carltons Island, a light-house, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $8,600. 

Third. On Bay State Shoal, at the cross-over, light-ships, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding #80v. 





ihirteenth. At Ballard’s Reef, Detroit River, alight-house with a fog sig- 
nal on a caisson, to replace private li&hts at this point, at a cost not exceed- 
ing $35,009. 

Fourteenth. On Grosse Isle, Detroit River, range lights to center the chan 
nel from the foot of Fighting Island to Mamajuda Light, at a cost nov ex 
ceeding $2,500. 

Fifteenth. On north end Mamajuda Island. a light to range with the pres- 
ent light on Mamajuda Island, to mark channel between Grassy and Mama- 
juda Island, at a cost not exceeding $1,500. 

Sixteenth. For range lights above Grassy Island, Detroit River, at a cosi 
not exceeding $2,500. 

LAKE HURON, 

Seventeenth. On Poses Reef, Straits of Mackinaw, a light-ship of suitable 
pattern, at a cost not exceeding 825,00). 

Eighteenth. At Forty Mile Point, a light and fog signal, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $25,000. 

ST. MARYS RIVER. 


Nineteenth. For moving upper S:. Marys ranges, at a cost not exceeding 
2,000. 


LAKE SUPERIOR. 


P Twentieth. At Grand Marais, a light and bell, at a cost not exceeding 
$15,000. 

Twenty-first. At Big Sable Point, a steam fog signal, at a cost not exceed- 
ing $5,500. 

Twenty-second. At Big Bay Point, between Granite and Huron Islands, a 
light and fog signal, at a cost not exceeding $25,000. 

‘'wenty-third. At Mendota, Bete Grise Bay, retstablish light and bell, ata 
cost not exceeding $7,500. 

— At Eagle Harbor, a fog signal, at a cost not exceeding 
De le 

Twenty-fifth. At Sand Hills, 12 miles west of Eagle River, a light, at a cost 
not exceeding $20,000. 

Twenty-sixth. Eagle River light to be discontinued. 

Twenty-seventh. At Portage Lake Ship Canal, a fog signal, at a cost not 
exceeding #5,500. 

Twenty-eighth. At Fourteen Mile Point, a light and fog whistle, at a cost 
not exceeding €20.000. 

Twenty-ninth. For moving main Chequamegon light and establishing fog 
signal, at a cost not exceeding $7,599, and for harbor light and bell, Chequa- 
megon, at a cost not exceeding $2,500. 

Thirtieth. At Devil Island, to complete light station, at a cost not exceed- 
ing $22,000. j 

Thirty-first. At Bayfield, a pier light and bell, at a cost not exceeding 
$5,000. 

Thirty-second. Superior Bay lights, ata cost not exceeding $1,200. 

Thirty-third. At Pats Point (near Grand Portage), a light and fog whistle, 
at a cost not exceeding $15,000. 


LAKE MICHIGAN, 


Thirty-fourth. At Round Island, Straits of Mackinaw, a light and bell, at 
a cost not exceeding $15,000. 

Thirty-fifth. At Seul Choix Point, a fog signal, at a cost not exceeding 
$5,500, 

Thirty-sixth. On South Fox Island, a fog signal, at a cost not exceedi’ g 
#5.500. 

Thirty-seventh. On north end North Manitou Island, a light and fog sig- 
nal, at a cost not exceeding £20,000. 

Thirty-eighth. At Frankfort Harbor, a bell, at 2 cost not exceeding $1,000. 

Thirty-ninth. At Ludington. a fog signal, at a cost not exceeding %,500. 

Fortieth. At St. Joseph, a fog signal, at a cost not exceeding %5,000. 

Forty-first. At Manitowoc, a fog signal, at a cost not exceeding $5,500. 

Forty-second. At Sturgeon Bay Canal, .a light, at a cost not exceeding 
$20,000. 

Forty-third. At Porte des Mortes, range lights and fog signals, at a cost 
not exceeding $21,000. 

Forty-fourth. At St. Martin Island, alight, at a cost notexceeding #15,000. 

Forty -fifth. At Little Gull Island, a light and fog signal, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $20,000. 

Forty-sixth. At Squaw Point, Little Bay de Noque (Noquette), a light, at 
a cost not exceeding $5,000. 

Forty-seventh. At Peshtigo Shoal, 
whistle, at a cost not exceeding $10,000. 

Forty-eighth. That enough of the $50,000 heretofore appropriated by act of 
Congress of August 30, 1890, for the building of a light-house on Eleven-F'oot 
Shoal, Green Bay, be applied, under the direction of the Light-House Board, 
for the purchase of two light-ships of suitable pattern; one of said light- 


Green Bay, a light-ship with fog 


. ae | ships to be stationed at or near Eleven-Foot Shoal and the other at or near 
I call up the bill (H. R. 8002) providing for sun- | 


Drisco Shoal, at or near Poverty Island Shoal, at or near Whale Back Shoal, 
at the discretion of the Light-House Board; one of the said light-ships to be 
immediately constructed and stationed at or near Eleven-Foot Shoal: Pro- 
vided, That neither of the two light-ships herein provided for shall cost more 
than $25,000. 

Forty-ninth. At Sheboygan, Wis., a steam fog whistle, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $5,509. 

ATLANTIC COAST. 

Fiftieth. On the Government breakwater at the entrance to the harbor of 
Bridgeport, Conn., a beacon light not to cost more than $2,000. 

Fifty-first. Atthe Southwest Ledge, entrance to New Haven Harbor, Conn., 
light station, a suitable steamfog signal, including the cost of the required 
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fog-signal house, toreplace the fog-s 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

lifty-second,. At W ilson Harbor, Niagara Cor unty, N. Y., alighthou 
to cost more than #2,500, 

Fifty-third. At or near Big Oyster Bed Shoal, mouth of the Maurice River 
Delaware Bay, New Jersey, 
more than #25,000. 

Fifty-fourth. At or near the mouth of Salem Creek 
light, not to cost more than #800. 

Fifty-tifth. Adilitional lights along the ship channel of Mobile Bay, 
baina, not to cost more than $60,000, 

Fifty-sixth. At Deer Point, at the entrance 
cola Bay, Florida, a light, not to cost more than $1,000. 

PACIFIC COAST. 

Fifty-seventh. At the mouth of the Willamette River, 
fog signal, not to cost more than %6,000. 

Fifty-eighth. At Gray’s Harbor, Washington, a first-order light-house and 
fog signal, at a cost not to exceed $60,000 in addition to the appropriation of 
#15.500 made in the act approved July 7, 1884, for a harbor light at this point. 

Fifty-ninth. On North Head, Cape Disappointment, in the State of Was! 
ington, a first-order light-house, not to cost more than $50,000; and when the 
light herein provided tor shall have been established, the lightnow at Cape 
Disappointment to be discontinued and a light of the fourth order to be suh- 
stituted therefor. 


ignal apparatus now iu use there, ?12.509, 





Ala- 


Oregon, a light and 


Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose this bill will have to go to the 
Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER. If the point is made, it must be first con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it ought to be so eonsidered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentle man from Indiana makes the 
point that the bill must receive its first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, which point the Chairsustains. A motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the 
bill is in order. 

Mr. BRICKNER. I make that motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not examined the question, butI wish 
to raise the point whether it is competent to report from the 
Committee on Commerce an “omnibus” bill like this, contain- 
ing so many different provisions. Is that within the rules? 

‘The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole 
of course must be considered there. 
the chair can not decide any point of order upon the bill be- 
cause the bill is not before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. 

The question being taken on the motion that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of the bill, the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
\VVhole on the state of the Union (Mr. DocKERY in the chair), 
and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H.R. 8007) pro- 
Vv iding for sundry light-houses and other aids to navigation. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but was interrupted by 

Mr. HOLMAN, who said: Mr. Chairman, before 


petent for this committee to report a bill providing for so many 
different works? 
measure is read. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
meke his point. 
Tne Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 
Mr. BRICKNER. I offer on behalf of the committee 
amendments which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


dwelling for a keeper at this station at a cost not exceeding $4,500." 
At the end of the bill insert as follows: 
‘Sixtieth. At Ne w York Slough, entrance to San Joaquin River, 
fornia, a light and fog signal, at a cost notexc eeding $10,000." 
Immetiately after the preceding ametfdment insert amendments as fol- 
lows: 


in Cali- 


“MISCELLANEOUS. 

*Sixty-first. 
to form withthe St! Simon light as a near beacon, a range, ata cost, 
sive of site for same, not exceeding #1,000.”" 

**Sixty-second. In Tampa Bay, in Florida, such additional aids to naviga- 
tion as may be found necessary by the Light-House Board at a cost not ex- 
ceeding *6,000, 

“Sixty-third. At the mouth of Mermentan River, 
house at a@ cost not exceedin z $6,090. 

‘Sixty-fourth. At twenty-five different points on the Willamette River be- 
tween the cities of Salem and Portland, Oregon, beacon lights and buoys at 
a cost not exceeding #5,000; and the same to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Tres asury. 

*“sixty-fifth. At Tibbets Point, Lake Ontario, New York, 
cost not exceeding #4,30). 


Mr. HOLMAN (during the reading of the amendment). 
de stand this amendment is offered by the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is. 


inclu- 


in Louisiana, a light- 


a fog signal ata 


I un- 


Mr. HOLMAN. And the point of order is still regarded as 
pending. 


The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now be glad to hear the 
gentleman from Indiana stat2 his point of order; and the Chair 
~~ that order be preserved so that the statement may be 
reard. 


e. not | Presented to the House 


a light-house and fog-signal station, not to cost | 
, New Jersey, asuitable | 


| does not stand on the same 


to Santa Rosa Sound, Pensa- | 


; hans in the 


| Visions into a single bill. 
| upon a point of order or upon a motion to lay on the table—I am 


and. | 
The present occupant of | 


the bill is | 
read I desire to reserve the question of order whether it is com- | 


the 


| Indiana permit me to ask him a question before he resumes his 
| argument? 
At the end of line 117, page 6, strike out the period and insert‘; and a | 


Also near the entrance of St. Simon Sound, in Georgia, alight, | 





| House do not distinetly a 


G16! 


Mr. Chairman, [ have never heard 
the point of order I wish to submit, ex- 
cept once some years ago. My point of order is that it is not 
competent for the Committees on Commere + to combine in one 
bill a multite ide of provisions having relation to different objects; 
that each of these is a separate and distinct matter; that this bill 
footing as the river and harbor bill 
ov any of the general appropriation bills. Of course in those 
cases we provide in a single bill for different objects connected 
with a given Department or Departments of the Government. 
But here we have a body of legislative provisions, each separate 
and independent, incorporated into a single bili. 

The only analogous case I recoliect—and I do not remember 
how that was decided, in fact | do not remember with certainty 
whether the point of order was ma !e—was some years ago, per- 
Forty-first or Forty-second Congiess, when a bill 
was reported containing a number of separate provisions author- 
izing the construction of public buildings. I have forgotten 
whether the measure was defeated on a point of order or whether 
it was defeated on a direct vote upon the ground that it was dan- 
gerous legislation to incorporate a large body of legislative pro- 
The bill, however, was de‘eated either 


HOLMAN. 


Mr. I believe, 


not certain which. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would not that be an argument addressed 
to the judgment of the House rather than a point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I were able to state to the Chair how the 

vase was decided it would of course b> a precedent. 

Mr. WISE. I ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
to point out distinctly any portion of the rules forbidding the 
presentation of a bill of this kind. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well. there is no specific rule of the House 
upon the subject, I think, that prohibits such a bill being re- 
ported. I do not pretend to say that theve is any such rule—a 
direct rule—on the subject. It is only an analogous case to 
which I refer. For instance, as to private bills: The rule of 
the House positively—the former rule, and I presume it is the 
same now—declared that you can not combine together a body 
of private claims in one bill, for the obvious reason that it is 
dangerous legislation. And the same argument exists here. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that rule to which the gentleman refers, 
with reference to the joining of private bills, not based on the 
doctrine, applicable only to private bills, that one private bill 


| can not be amended by adding to it another? 


Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. As I understand, this is an important 
question ee before th» House and it is utterly impossible 


for myse!f and these gent'emen sitting near me to hear a single 


; ) ; | word the gentleman from Indiana and other gentlemen are say- 

I suppose this question will com> up after the ‘ing, although right in our 
ror | suspend business until order is restored. 

After the bill is read the gentleman can 


proximity. I hope the Chair will 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to enforce order 
upon the floor, and will again appeal to gentlemen who desire to 
converse to retire to the cloak rooms. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from 


Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
Indiana to — the difference between a bill like this and a 
river and harbor bill composed of various items of improvement. 
This bill which we are now considering has reference to the gen- 


I would like my friend from 


| eral subject of providing aids to navigation, such as light- houses, 


buoys, and soon. That is the general subject embodied in the 
bill, and these are the particulars. The river and harbor bill 
has for its object, in a general sense, aids to navigation: and I 
would like to know, then, how the gentleman distinguishes this 
bill from the ordinary river and harbor bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The river and harbor bill, 
a bill making an appropriation of money. 
contain general provisions of legislation. It isan appropriation 
bill in general terms: and while there is no rule of the House 
bearing directly upon the subject, as I have already said, yet the 
experience of the House has been, and its practice, to make this 
distinction in bills of this character. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask the gentleman if the rules of the 
id explic ‘itly recognize the river and 


Mr. Chairman, is 
It does not as a rule 


harbor bill? 


Mr.HOLMAN. Yes,sir. Butit doesnot say inso many words 


| that it may appropriate in the same bill for all the objects which 
| are deemed appropriate objects of improvement. Of 


course there 
is no direct rule on the subject, but the rules of the House pro 
vide for the riv or and harbor bill and the practice for many years 
has been to make it up in that form. 

The practice has been uniformly and always in 


the House 
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since the bill was first established that it should contain the 
general appropriations for rivers and harbors. But here is a 
case presented by the pending bill thatis of an entirely different 
character. All of these appropriations are separate and inde- 
pendent legislative measures, not appropriations of money, but 
a public or legislative measure involving future appropriations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Letme ask the gentleman 
from Indiana this question: Whether or not it is true that in 
the last Congress an omnibus bill of war claims was not reported 
by the Committee on War Claims, containing different items of 
appropriations? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. A bill containing various 
items ef appropriations for different parties? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Did the gentleman from 
Indiana make the pvdint of order upon that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is true that such a bill was reported, but 
whether the point of order was made or not I do not remember. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. You did not make it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Who did make it? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of NewJersey. Lamsimply suggesting that 
you did not make it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me say 

Mr. McMILLIN. If my friend will permit me I will make a 
statement in reference to the bill to which the gentleman from 
New Jersey refers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
gous to this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The bill to which the gentleman from New 
Jersey refers contained only those items which had been reported 
to the Court of Claims, having been first considered in the Com- 
missary and Quartermaster’s Departments, and where under the 
rules of the House, if they had been reported to the House, they 
could have been joined underageneral bill. There is no instance 
in that bill where outside matters that do not fall under that cat- 
egory were included. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will the gentleman from 
Tennessee point out the rule to which he refers, which author- 
ized a jointure of such items in one bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. They have been joined in a general report 
from the Quartermaster and Commissary’s Departments almost 
ever since they were provided for in 1864. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But the gentleman said 
joined ‘‘under the rules of the House.” Now I say there is no 
such provision in the rules. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr.McMILLIN. Ifthe gentleman will allow meI will state 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I did not mean to take the 
‘entleman from Indiana off the floor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You want an answer? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is no instance of a number of private 
claims being joined together where if they had been acted on in 
the Department where they originated they would not have been 
put together. So that the cases are not analogous. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] whether the point of order was made 
on that omnibus bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I inquired of the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether he made it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not remember the history of it. 
member of voting against the measure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The gentleman did not 
make the point of order against it, and it was one of the most 
heterogeneous bills that was ever presented. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the gentleman able to say that the point 
of order was made by anybody? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of NewJersey. 
it was or not. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


CONGRESSIONAL 





Allow me first to conclude what I am saying. 
Only a moment, and this is strictly analo- 





Je 


I re- 


Ido not remember whether 


I will say to the gentleman that there was a 


point of order made and the point of order was sustained by the | 


Chair and then was overruled by the House. That was on a 
combination of private plans: but these are public matters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman must understand that that 
was a mischievous precedent, and that the House set a dangerous 
precedent in overruling the Speaker. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Willthe gentleman from Indiana[{Mr. Hot- 
MAN] permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inamoment. The importance of this pre- 
cedent is to be found in this, that wherever there is some analogy 
between legislative provisions, it is asserted that they may be 
. pee sented in the same bill; and, as for instance, here is a light- 

house system, and this theory is that any legislative provision 
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| tending to the betterment of the light-house system may be ens 
grafted upon the same bill. So a3 to public buildings, each pub- 
lic structure is a portion of a general system; but would it not, 
in the judgment of all gentlemen, b2 a very dangerous thing for 
a ruling to be made by the Chair and accepted by the House that 
would enable you to engraft upon a single bill all of the public 
building bills that are pending in the House—to group them to- 
gether to bring them into a single measure? 

Over and over again gentlemen have hai the experience that 
more than a two-thirds vote in almost any Congress can be ob- 
tained to pass a river and harbor bill. Certainly gentlemen can 
see that no legislation could be more perilous than such a sys- 
tem of logrolling. The rules of this House certainly do not 
contemplate favoring or encouraging a system of logrolling by 
which a given bill is to be made strong by containing a multi- 
tude of provisions, each one of which might be objectionable, 
and be voted down if considered separately, but which, if com- 
bined together, obtain irresistible strength. Now, I will yield 
to my friend from Michigan. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Does the gentleman claim there is anything 
in our rules that prohibits this? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not in terms. 

Mr.CHIPMAN. Does the gentleman claim there is anything 
in general parliamentary law which prohibits this? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I am attempting to show. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Does the gentieman base his point of order 
upon anything except that personally he is opposed to this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I was not making that point. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Is not that the only point you are making? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not making that point. I shall oppose 
any bill,no matter what, that contains a multitude of different 
provisions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will call the attention of the gentleman to 
one fact in this connection that may simplify this matter, and 
that is this: It appears that this identical bill, with all its de- 
tails, was referred by the House to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce on the 8th day of April, and having 
been so referred, that committee unquestionably had full juris- 
diction and the right to report uponit. If any point of order 
would have been good before, ithas beenobviated by that action. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But a point of order may be raised at any 
time before the consideration of the bill begins. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman claim you can defeat a 
rule of the House by referring the bill to any committee? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no claim that there is any rule. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Why, yes there is. That is the point of or- 





der. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
pointed it out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
practice. 

Mr. CURTIS. Nobody has pointed out any rule that it vio- 
lates. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lam not claiming that there is any specific 
rule upon the subject. I am appealing to general principles of 
parliamentary law, that a group of legislative subjects can not 
be brought together in asingle bill, for obvious public reasons. Of 
course our rules do not go into minute details to specify what a 
bill shall provide for, but the general provisions of parliamentary 
law and the general sentiment of legislative bodies is that agroup 
of independent legislative provisions can not b2 assembled to- 
gether in this way. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
parliamentary law? 

| Mr. HOLMAN. 

| tive bodies. 

| Mr. MILLIKEN. What is the common sense? 
| 


Point it out. Nobody has 


It is not a rule, but it is claimed that it isa 


Where does my friend find that general 


I find it in the common sense of all legisla- 


Mr. HOLMAN. That itis unsafe legislation to have a large 
number of independent legislative provisions grouped together. 
| Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, now, does not my friend mistake the 
common sense of legislative bodies for the sense that he has at 
| this moment in his own head? 
| Mr. HOLMAN. That is so obscure that it will require the 
| gentleman from Maine to put an interpretation upon it. 
| Mr. MILLIKEN. It is very clear to me. 
Mr. MALLORY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. MALLORY. I understand the gentleman to object to 
this bill—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
MALLORY] speak so that the Chair can hear him? 
Mr. MALLORY. The objection of the gentleman from In- 
| diana, as I understand it, is that there are a number of matters 
| consolidated in this bill. Now,I would ask the gentleman if 
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the bill provided for the lights, say of the Potomac River, from 
here down through Chesapeake Bay, that that would be obnox- 
ious to his construction of the rule? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the general rule is that a bill, the 
provisions of which are legislative, should contain a single sub- 
ject-matter. I would like to call the attention of the Chair to a 
precedent well known to the gentleman now occupying the chair. 
I do not mean exactly that it is a precedent, but an argument, 
based upon the parliamentary experience of other bodies, that 
in most of the constitutions of the States there is a provision 
prohibiting the grouping together of a number of independent 
legislative matters and requiring each bill to contain a single 
solitary subject-matter. 

Mr. DICKERSON. And that expressed in its title. 

Mr.HOLMAN. And that thatshall be expressed in the title of 
the bill. It isa provision, I think, in the constitution of the 
State of the gentleman now occupying the chair, of the States of 
Illinois and of Kentucky, and of most of the States of the Union, 
and that would seem to express the idea of parliamentary pro- 
cedure of legislation—of proper parliamentary procedure. That 
is the most analogous case I can think of at this moment. The 
Chair will perceive that this bill, if it is ruled to be in order, 
opens up a very perilous field of legislation. 

The CHATRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana answer 
the Chair one question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will try. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is not the issue raised here a question of 
jurisdiction? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly; that is precisely the issue. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I concede itnecessarily involves the question 
of jurisdiction—that is to say, that the question as to whether 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has a right 
to report such a bill; and of course that involves the matter of 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the House refers such a bill to the com- 
mittee, I think they would have a right to report it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, the rule expressly provides that the 
question of order may be raised at any time prior to the time 
when the consideration of the bill is entered upon. I do not 
think, whether I should favor this measure or not, that I should 
favor such a system of legislation. If the committee shall de- 
termine that the bill is proper, then it can group together just 
as many public building bills as you think proper in a single bill. 
The question is exactly analogous, I think, and I do not see how 
anyone who favors some economy in this Government could 
favor a system which would permitsuch unlimited charges to be 
made against the public Treasury. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me a 
question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly. 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman from Indiana compares this bill 
with the consolidation of private claims in a bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I said there was great objection to that kind 
of legislation. 

Mr. WISE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
if the subject of light-houses and fog signals is not within the 
jurisdiction of the Committes on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WISE. In other words, it is made our duty by the rules 
of this House to provide along the coast of the United States 
sufficient lights for the commerce of the country. It makes no 
difference whether, the light-house shall be upon the Virginia 
coast, upon the coast of Maine, or upon the coast of California, that 
light-house is for the commerce of the whole country. And does 
the gentleman mean to say when we introduce a bill providing 
for light-houses for the commerce of the whole country, we must 
have a separate bill to place one on the Virginia coast, another 
one to place a light-house on the coast of Maine, and another to 
place a light-house on the coast of California? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has not that been the uniform practice? 

Mr. WISE. I submit—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lamnotyieldirg to the gentleman. 
to ask him a question. 
wish to ask him, getting back to where he started, whether that 
committee that has had jurisdiction over matters touching navi- 
gation ever reported such a bill as this before? 

Mr. WISE. I am told by the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN] that such a bill was reported in the last Con- 
gress, and [ think it was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he is ready now 
to rule on the question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to adda single word before taking my 
seat. I have said what I have without any reference to the 
merits of this bill. I know nothing about the merits of the bill. 


I desire | 
He has wandered from the question. I | 
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House, legislative in its character, and logrolling in its nature, 
which combines great, strong and powerful influences under the 
combined weight of which such a measure is passed, when each 
individual measure might be defeated. Logrolling is the most 
perilous of all the practices that prevail in legislative bodies, 
and several of our States by constitutional provision have guarded 
against it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAi,. The Chair is ready to rule upon this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. If I was certain that the 
Chair was going to rule with me I would not indulge in any re- 
marks [laughter], but I am not, so I wish to submit one sugges- 
tion. In common parliamentary law there is no limit to the 
number of subjects that can be embraced in one legisiative en- 
actment. The restrictions which exist come in every instance 
from the written letter of the State constitution or of statutes 
made in pursuance thereof. If you will read the statutes passed 
by the English Parliament you will find sometimes in one stat- 
ute half a dozen unrelated subjects grouped together. I remem- 
ber distinctly reading one statute which began with provisions 
regulating the admission of attorneys to practice, and ended 
with a provision prohibiting the importation of horned cattle. and 
I would like to know how any subjects more unrelated than those 
could well be grouped together in one statute. The very fact 
to which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has called 
attention, thatsome of our State constitutions provide that but one 
subject shall be embraced in a statute, shows that it has always 
been held that wherever any restriction of that nature was de- 
sired, it must be imposed by direct enactment, and that, in the 
absence of such restriction, any number of unrelated subjects 
might be grouped in one statute. But the items in the bill under 
consideration are not unrelated; they all relate to one subject— 
navigation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit only one 
observation. We have a case exactly in analogy with this in 
the matter of the authorization of public buildings for the peo- 
ple of the United States, and if it is in order to put all of the 
light-houses for the purpose of lighting our coasts into one bill, 
then there is nothing to prevent the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds from grouping together one hundred public 
buildings in one bill and foreing them through here in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule on this 
question. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. 
MCMILLIN] yield to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. [I have yielded the floor; the Chair having 
indicated his readiness to rule upon the question. 

Mr. LIND. I want to ask the gentleman whether there has 
not been a bill already before the House grouping together 
publie buildings? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This House has never grouped either light- 
houses or public buildings. 

Reference has been made to the report that was submitted in 
the last Congress. That was the first time within my memor: 
when there was a grouping even of light-houses, and resistance 
to the bill was made on that ground, and the last Congress re- 
fused to pass it. I donot know thatthe point of order was made: 
[hardly think it was; but the measure was so much in antavo- 
nism to the uniform practice of the House thatit could not eve 
get through that Congress. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention 

Mr. WISE (interposing). Mr.Chairman,with the permission of 
the gentleman from Georgia I would like to suggest #9 the Chai 
tat this committee ought at least to have the right to be heard. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I addressed the Chairsome 


| time before the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. BLOUNT]. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I desire tocal! attention to th 
fact, known to you and to every gentleman in this House, that 


the right to appropriate general appropriation bills is given to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and that there is not asy!labl 

in the rule providing for the separation of the bills into the 
sundry civil, the legislative, executive, and judicial, the pension 


appropriation bills, and so on through the whole list. Ther 
I say, nothing in the rule prescribing that division, and yet. si 


it is the practice observed in this House to make such divisio: 
and you can not attach to a pension appropriation bill an amend- 
ment which is germane only to the sundry civil bill, you can n 
attach to the legislative bill a matter which pertains to th 

dry civil bill. I repeat, there is nothing in the rules to indicat 
the division which we make of general appropriation bills, bu 
such division has been sanctioned by the House for, I would pot 


But I am opposed to any bill of this character offered in this | undertake to say how long. 
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Certainly for more than a quarter of a century no gentleman 
who has occupied the chair which you now occupy would have 
hesitated for a moment to rule off a sundry civil bill an item pro- 
viding, for instance, for salaries in the War Department or in 
the Navy Department. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in view of the 


fact to which I have called attention, the appeal to the letter | 
of the law to justify this bill is a miserable evasion of the domi- | 


nant practice of the House recognized in all its proceedings. 
It is true, as gentlemen state, that we have a river and harbor 


bill with appropriations for different objects grouped. But how | 


did that come about? [or many years the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, having no jurisdiction to report a-river and harbor 
bill, simply made their recommendations to the House, which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, like all 
other subjects of appropriation: and that committee, by virtue 
of the power then vested exclusively in it, reported the river and 


harber appropriation bill, as it did all other general appropria- | 


tion bills. Subsequently, the power which had b2en exclusively 
exercised by the Committee on Appropriations to report appro- 
priations for the support of this branch of the public service 


was recognized by the rules as belonging, first, to the Committee | 


on Commerce, and subsequently to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. Thus, by steady progress in the practice of the House, 
through a period of more than a quarter of acentury, this power 


has grown up and gained recognition. But it has never been | 


held hitherto that this grouping of different objects found in the 
river and harbor appropriation bill authorized the grouping of 
legislation ou every other subject. The power is based in this 
particular case upon the practice of the House and the history of 
specific legislation. 

The gentleman from Indiana !Mr. HOLMAN] has well said that 
if, without any rule or practice, and in contravention of what 
has been recognized and sanctioned by the House hitherto, it is 
competent to group these several projects together in one bill, 
it is perfectly competent by the same prccess of reasoning, if you 
mean to turn away from the light of the practice of the House, 
for the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to report 
in a single bill every item relating to public buildings from one 
end of this country to the other. 

Mr. LIND. I would like to put a question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May [ ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Here are two gentlemen desiring to inter- 
rogate me. I would prefer, instead of being interrupted, to pro- 
ceed with my statement of this question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion before he sits down. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Very well; I will let the gentlemen ask their 
questions. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether his 
committee—the Post-Ottice Committee—did not in th2 last Con- 
gress report to this House a bill grouping together a number of 
public building bills, or, rather, report to the House a bill which, 
if passed, would have had that effect? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The fact that that committee reported a bill 
which this House never acied upon would not throw any light at 
att on this subject—would not furnish anything in the way of 
precedent in reference to this matter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It would show what the gentleman’s posi- 
tion was on this subject in the last Congress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘‘ The gentleman’s position” is not worth any- 
thing in comparison with the importance of these rules. The 
mere consideration whether the gentleman from Maine has been 
consistent or I have been consistent is too small a matter for this 
intelligent body to undertake to determine upon it what is the 
correct construction of the rules in regard to this matter of pro- 
cedure. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have always had a high regard for the 
gentleman's position. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend has now had his play with me, and 
I trust [ may be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia the same question that my friend from Florida put to 
the gentleman from Indiana and to which that gentleman did 
notreply. Ifit were proposed to locate upon the Potomac River 
half a dozen lights, and also a light-ship at the mouth of the 
river, would the gentleman regard those as different and distinct 
projects such zs mustnecessarily be provided for in separate bills 
and improper to be unit:d in the same bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has always been the practice hereto- 
fore. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The first thing here is toestablish the rule of 
this House in the light of its practice. When we have established 
the rule any man can put it in practice. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
answer the question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have done so. I have said to my friend 
that that is not the way to get at the practice of this House. 
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Whoep we reach the practice of the House by consulting those 
things which should properly determine it, we can then more 


| properly approach the question raised by my friend from Ohio, 


| 














[ know, sir, that in my experience here it has been the prac- 
tice of this House to report matters of this kind in several sepa- 
rate bills; and rightly so. What has the building of alight-ship 
for Delaware Bay, in connection with its commerce, to do with 
the construction of a fog signal off the coast of San Francisco? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. They relate to the same 
subject-matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is the gentleman’s argument. But I 
trust I may be allowed to proceed. I say, notwithstanding the 
gentleman's opinion, that in the history of this Congress the 
practice has been to put in separate bills the various objects of 
this kind; they have been provided for as separate and distinct 
things. Why, sir, if gentlemen on the other side are asserting 
the correct doctrine, it would be proper for the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads to bring in a bill providing not 
only for the ordinary expenses of the postal service, but for the 
construction of public buildings, for the giving of steamship sub- 
sidies, and for the advamcement of any object that might be rec- 
ognized as facilitating postal communication. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not find in the past practice of this 
House anything from which the jurisdiction now claimed can be 
derived. There has not been a grouping bill presented here 
except in accordance with a practice established by the recogni- 
tion of the House in legislation year inand year out. The group- 
ing of distinct items ina single bill as a general practice has 
been distinctly avoided. The reasons against it, as the gentle- 
man from Indiana has properly said, rests in the common sense 
and prudence of the American legislator. Out of that common 
sense the course of procedure in this House in relation to our 
bill has grown. This course of procedure ha3 been recognized 
by presiding officers of the House and by the House itself in pass- 
ing upon appeals from decisions of such officers. 

I do not undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, whether every item 
in this bill would not advance the public interests. The com- 
mittee having this general subject in charge is better prepared 
than myself to make recommendationsof this kind to the House, 
Indeed, [have no information in regard to it. But, sir, as wo 
are admonished by the conditions of the country, by the claim 
of the majority side of this House that extravagance must be 
curtailed, that taxation must be reduced, that the masses of the 
people are suffering by being overburdened with governmental 
expenditures, in view of that condition is it now a time thatthe 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole, or that this House itself 
self shall commence t) group inone bill for expenditures measurea 
hitherto uniformly regarded as distinct and separate? Isitatime 
when we shall enter upon the multiplication of items in one bill, 
which have been always held in the past and treated as separate 
and independent propositions: and combine, as now proposed, in 
one measure what have been termed in the past days as “ log- 


| rolling” schemes? I trust, sir, that the Chair and the commit- 


tee itself will see to it that that practice, which has not obtained 
in this House except by a distinct rule of the House, or by a prac- 
tice which has become venerable with age, shall not now be sane- 
tioned. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman from Georgia takes 
his seat I would like to make asimpleinquiryofhim. The whole 
question is one of jurisdiction as to the right of this committee 
to report this bill. Has nota committes the right to report a 
bill which by an express vote of the House has been referred te 
it: and under the rales, which have not been changed in that re- 
gard, has it not been decided over and over again that such 
reference carries with it jurisdiction? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Maine has made that 
point several times and I do not doubt that he believes it him- 
self. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has it not been so decided by the Speaker of 
the House when the question was directly raised? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will allow me to answer him. 
When we have ascertained what are the rules of the House, 
whether based on the practice of the House or based on an ex: 
press statute. if | may use the word, whenever we shall have as- 
certained that fact no gentleman familiar with parliamentary 


| law will undertake to say that arule can be changed by a mere 


reference of the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the reference is by the House itself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Or by the House itself, if the gentleman 
pleases. ws 

Mr. WISE. I hope the Chair will rule on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DockKERy). The Chair is ready to 
rule. 

The point of order raised by the gentleman from Indiana against 
the pending bill involves a question of jurisdiction, that is to 
say, the right of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce to report the various items embodied in this bill in-gne 
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measure, It is contended that the committee had no right to 
group these several bills in one measure, and that therefore the 
Bi can not be considered at this time. 

This bill (H.R. 8007) was introduced by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BRICKNER] on the 8th day of April, 1892, and 
was referred by the House to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


This action of the House clearly gave to that committee juris- | 
diction of the subject-matter contained inthe bill. Now, then, the | 


rules provide a method to determine the question of jurisdiction 
whenever that issue is presented. Clause 3 of Rule XXII pro- 
vides for the correction of anerroneous reference in the following 
terms: 


3. All other bills, memorials, and resolutions, may, in like manner, be de- | 
Speake indorsed with the names of members introducing them, to the | 


° er, to be by him referred, and the titles and references thereof and of 


lg, resolutions, and documents referred under the rules, shall be en- | 


ter on the Journal and printed in the Recorp of the next day, and cor- 
rection in case of error of reference may be made by the House in accordance 
with Rule XI on any day immediately after the reading of the Journal, by 
unanimous consent, or on motion of acommittee claiming jurisdiction, or on 
the réport of the committee to which the bill has been erroneously referred. 


The Chair is of opinion that the Committee on Interstate end 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Tennessee to the fact that the House has repeat- 
edly—notably in the tobacco case in the Fiftieth Congress—re- 
ferred bills to other committees than those to which they be- 
longed under the rules. In that case a bill to repeal the tax on 


| tobacco was referred to the Committee on og 6 ae Si orp 


| did not have jurisdiction of these matters. 





Foreign Commerce was clearly given jurisdiction of this bill | 
by the reference of the House, and the only way in the judgment | 
of the Chair to raise the question of jurisdiction on this bill is | 


the manner prescribed in the clause of the rule just quoted. 

The gentleman from Georgia calls attention to the fact, as the 
Chair now recollects it, that it is in order to submit a point of 
order whenever appropriations not in order under the rule are 
before the House for consideration. It will be observed, how- 
ever, by reference to clause 2, of Rule XXI, that the rule itself 
expressly provides: 

That no appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, 
nor shall it be in order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not 
previously authorized by law, etc. 

There is no prohibition in the rules forbidding the grouping 
of bills as is done in the measure under consideration. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Will the Chair object to an interruption at | 


this point? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The point went further than legislation on 
appropriation bills. 

That where a matter, not of a legislative character, appro- 
priate to the pension bill, for instance, was placed upon the sun- 
dry civil bill, or a matter properly pertaining to the legislative 


bill, was placed on the naval bill, it had always been held as not | 
germane and ruled out; not by virtue of any written rule, but | 


under the practice of the House. - 
The CHAIRMAN. 


bill to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce it is 
not competent for the Committee of the Whole to change that 
reference—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think with all deference the Chair is mis- 
taken in the position that was taken by those who oppose this 
bill in its present form, in this, that none of us have insisted that 
the Committee on Commerce did not have jurisdiction of this 
subject-matter. The reference of that bill did not give the com- 
mittee jurisdiction. It already had jurisdiction. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
him right there, does the gentleman concede that the reference 
of this bill gave that committee jurisdiction? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, I do not concede anything of the kind, 
because it was not dependent upon that. The committee already 
had jurisdiction; but what we insist is that the committee hav- 
ing jurisdiction of the subject-matter, no member, by grouping 
three, four, ten, or twenty propositions together, can change the 
method by which these things have to be considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Will the Chair permit a statement right 


The Chair further invites the attention | 
of the committee to the fact that the House having referred this | 


| complete jurisdiction. 


| 





under the rule the Committee on Ways and 4 

tion. ; 
Mr. McMILLIN. 

tee jurisdiction. 


eans had jurisdic- 


The action of the House gave that commit- 
We have never insisted that this committee 
The rules give that. 
It did not take a specific reference to give the committee juris- 
diction of the subject-matter: but our contention has been that, 
having jurisdiction, they must follow the rules and practices of 
legislative proceedings on the part of committees of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman contend that the ac- 
tion of the Speaker in referring thig bill was not the action of 
the House? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It was the action of the House, but it gave 
the committee no additional power or jurisdiction. It already 
had jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it not the action of the House, just 
as much as though there had been a specific vote taken in the 
House? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Every bit, but that committee already had 
It is not a question of the jurisdiction of 
that committee, but it is a question as to how the committee 
shall formulate its legislative action. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. May | ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to complete his ruling. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is a question of legislative procedure on 
the part of the committe already having jurisdiction. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] if he desires to submit a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The qvestion I desire to ask is this: If the 
Speaker of the House should refer some bill to a committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter, and that committee 
should return it to the House with a favorable report, if it con- 
tained matter not germane to that bill, could not the point of 
order be made against that which was not germane, notwith- 
standing the bill had gone to the committee and been reported 
back to the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis not the issue here. The Chair is 
of the opinion that the question of jurisdiction, so far as it re- 


| lates to this bill, can only be raised as provided in clause 3 of 


Rule XXII. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The point of order has not been made on the 
jurisdiction. [Cries of *‘ Rule!”’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state that this bill 
(H. R. 8007) was referred under the rules of the House to the 
Committee on Interstat: and Foreign Commerce. That action, 
in the judgmentof the Chair, gave the committce absolute juris- 
diction and control of the bill and its several items, which could 
only be taken from it in the manner prescribed in the clause of the 
rule to which the Chair has referred. Notonly this, but the com- 
mittee having jurisdiction reported the bill to the House, and the 
House referred the bill to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state ofthe Union: and in the judgment of the Chair, there- 


| fore, itis not within the province of this committee to change or 


Will the gentleman allow the Chair to ask | 


impair that reference. The policy of grouping bills into one 
measure is pernicious, but the question of policy should not influ- 
ences the consideration and determination of a question of order. 
The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I have not consulted with 
others, but it seems to me that the question raised is so different 
from that on which the Chair has ruled, that I will respectfully 


take an appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 


Does the gentleman from Tennessee hold | 


that this bill having been referred, with the propositions grouped | 


as they are, to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, that it was the duty of that committee under the rules to 
ra separate bills for those items? 

Mr. McMILLIN. IL hold that the grouping by a member of a 
number of propositions into on2 bill and getting it printed at 
public expense, and referred through the box to the committee, 
could not change the method in which the committee must con- 
sider the subject-matter; and the Chair’s error was in supposing 
that we have contended that this committee did not have juris- 
diction. The committee had jurisdiction, but we insist that if 


the draftsman of this bill had put into it a bill for the construc- | 


tion of a public building for court purposes, that would not have | 
given the committee jurisdiction to bring in that item here in 


an omnibus bill. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. But they did not do that. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Isuggest to the gentleman to withdraw his 
appeal. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” | 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me—— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question before he begins his remarks, if he will yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is there anv clause in this bill over 
which the committee to which it was referred has not jurisdiction? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ithinknot. I think the committee has juris- 
diction of each case. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of each case? 

Mr. BUTLER. Of each part of the biil. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If so, then, why may they not bring 
them all in in one bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, we could save time by mem- 
bers being orderly enough so that the discussion may go on—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order so that 


| the gentleman from Iowa can proceed. 
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Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, were the question one of 
whether this particular bill should be approved I would not have 
raised the question on appeal; but I hold that the only question 
that has been raised here is one of legislative procedure, and 
not of jurisdiction. AndI hold that if this is right, if that com- 
mittee had the right to group these bills together in one bill 
then we commit ourselves to the policy that if any committee 
has control of several different items it can put them together 
in one bill and claim that jurisdiction. 

Now, if that be the cass, there is not a public-building propo- 
sition before this House but what the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds may group into one bill, possibly two 
hundred of them, or one for each district, and under that which 
is called the ‘‘ pork” system, where members are said to act 
together, get the bill through, though it may swamp the Treas- 
ury. Again, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, of which I 
am a member, is referred separate bills providing for granting 
pensions and increase of pefRtsions. That committee would have 
the right to group all these bills into one, and make an omnibus 
bill; but they have not that right, for the simple reason that it 
is absolutely against public policy and absolutely against the | 
practice of this House. And I say that during the whole of a 
century the policy has been followed of not putting such billsinto 
one measure. That has been the practice and the declared policy 
of this House as to the parliamentary proceedings in connection 
with them. 

In regard to this particular bill, Ido not know that any par- 
ticular harm would come from its passage; but the precedent 
once established then we have it as a precedent upon which the 
Chair will always rely in deciding that any number of things of 
the same class may be grouped together into one bill. Noone 
will question that a public building for a post-office is part of 
the great system of post-office matters, and if bills authorizing 
their construction can be grouped together it simply commits 
this House to a policy by which the Treasury may be looted in 
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the future, as it will surely follow as soon as we adopt this plan. 

The danger of it is already shown in what we have seen in the 
river and harbor bill, which perhaps, is more excessive than 
some others, but at the same time it exemplifies to what length 
we might go in grouping these things together in one bill. I 
hold that it is not proper public policy and that it endangers us 
from now on, I hold that the decision of the Chair was not upon 
the question raised; because it was a question of procedure rather 
than of jurisdiction. I have never questioned and I do not now 
question the fact that the committee had jurisdiction of every 
item in that bill; but Ido hold that, under the rules of proced- 
ure in this House it is contrary to parliamentary practice, as 
established in fifty-one Congresses, to allow the grouping such 
things in one bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question, for information simply? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Would not your argument, carried 
to its legitimate conclusion, result in this: That we should put 
in no bill more than one subject-matter? 

Mr. BUTLER. I would come to this conclusion, that appro- 
priation bills might group all points that were allowed by indi- 
vidual bills outside of any connection with the consideration of 
whether they are necessary. For instance, if these items having 
been passed upon and being now authorized by law, they could 
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harbor bill? There is not a reason that exists for grouping mat- 
ters in that bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not yield for anargument. Letthe gen- 
tleman make his argument in his own time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I will put it in the form of a ques- 
tion, and ask the gentleman whether there is any reason why 
the items in the river and harbor bill should be grouped together 
that does not apply to this bill, all the items of which relate to 
one subject? 

Mr. BUTLER. There may not perhaps be any distinction 
in principle that I can point out between the two cases, but the 
policy in regard to the river and harbor bill has been estab- 
lished in the past, not by this Congress of which we are mem- 
bers. Such a precedent has been established a; to the river and 
harbor bill, and I might say that we have been compelled to 
yield in thatcase; but it does not follow that thisCongress ought 
therefore to make a new precedent in retation to light-houses, 


| a precedent to be followed probably by another precedent in the 


next Congress in relation to public buildings or some other sub- 
ject, so that finally all our legislation will be combined in one 
bill, in order, as it has been said here, to giveeach man as much 
of ‘‘the pork” as possible, and thereby to secure the greatest 
possible number of votes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But is the question before the Houssa 
question of policy, or is it a question of whether the Chair has 
rightly ruled? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a question of whether the Chair has 
rightly ruled, and [ have argued the question of policy simply 
to show that the decision of the Chair does not apply to the 
point raised. The point raised was that this proposed legisla- 
tion was not in harmony with the practice and procedure of this 
House, established by a long line of precedents extending over 
a hundred years; that such a bill has never before been brought 
in here combining items of this character in one measure, and 
that this uniform practice of the House shows what the rule is. 
It is a question of rule, not of jurisdiction, and I say the rule 
has been established by a long line of precedents. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. BUTLER. It certainly has. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No; your river and harbor bill has knocked 
out that rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is one exception, as I have admitted. 
But that has nothing todo with the practice of this House in re- 
lation to public buildings, or to light-houses, or to other matters. 
Having heretofore established by your practice the unity of the 
items in the river and harbor bill, you propose to-day to unite 
your light-house appropriations in one bill, and in the next Con- 
gress you will propose to unite some other class of items, and so 
on until finally we shall have all our legislation grouped in this 
way in order to secure votes. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. The question before us, as I understand it, is 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair made upon a question 
| of committee jurisdiction; but gentlemen are now discussing the 
question of what ought to be the policy of the House, and I sub- 
mit that that is not pertinent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa will proceed 
under the rule, which limits debate to the question at issue. 

Mr. BUTLER. My point on the appeal was that the decision 





be grouped in one appropriation bill; but the different proposi- | 


tions herein must stand each upon its own bottom. Each 
provision as to a public building, each provision as to a light- 


house, or each public dock, all these ought to be each upon its | 
own basis in one particular bill, a bill covering each one of them. | 


It seems to me that public policy would indicate that that would 
be the way in which it should be done, or the same question of 
the jurisdiction of the committee could be raised. I feel that 
we are prejudicing our interests, and we are doing that which 


of the Chair was on a question of jurisdiction; that the point of 
| order was not made upon that ground, and that therefore the 
decision did not touch the pointoforder. It was for that reason 
that I took the appeal. I repeat that not only do the practice 
'and the precedents of one hundred years establish the rule for 
| which I contend, but public policy emphasizes the ‘necessity for 
| it. Lrepeat that if, having established the contrary practice 
| with reference to your river and harbor bill, you to-day go on to 
| imitate that with reference to light-houses, the next thing will 


we should not do, even if it might be decided that we have the | be a proposition to group public-building bills in one measure, 


right to do it. 


then to group pension bills, and so on until after awhile we shall 


lf we have the right, we ought not to have the right to group | have all measures relating to any one general subject brought 


together in one bill matters which will be used to group to- | here grouped together in an omnibus bill for the purpose of se- 


gether the votes in supportof that bill, so as to enable members 
finally by such methods to pass anything that may be proposed 
here. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then, ought not we to have arule 
against it? 

Mr. BUTLER. We have a rule against it, in the uniform | 
policy and practice of this House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Task the gentleman if the argument that 
we are going to establish a precedent by passing this bill does 
not fall to the ground when you consider the fact that the prec- 
edent has been already established in the case of the river and | 


curing votes. Such a practice everyone will concede would be 
contrary to public policy as well as to the practice and prece- 
dents of this House. That is the basis of my appeal, and I urge 
the House to stand by the appeal for the good of this country in 
its future legislation. 

My point is not so much that this particular bill is going todo 
us harm to-day; but if we establish this line of policy we com- 
mit ourselves to such legislation as will certainly be ruinous in 


| the near future. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, J think there is one considera- 
tion in connection with this question which shows clearly that 
the Chair has properly decided. When the Chair stated that 
this bill was referred by the House to the Committee of the 
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Whole, that certainly settled the whole question. And why? 
The bill was in the possession of the House, reported from the 
appropriate committee, and placed upon the Calendar. If the 
bill had been framed in disregard of the rules of the House, if 
in any respect it was not a bill which the Committee of the 
Wholeshould consider, the point ought then to have been raised. 
The House referred the bill in its present shape to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce; the committee reported it back in this shape; 
and the House itself acted upon it in this shape—acted upon it 
as it is drawn, sanctioned it impliedly as it is drawn, by refer- 
ring it to the Committee of the Whole; and the Committee of 
the Whole, acting under the order of the House, is precluded 
from reversing the decision of the House on this subject. 

Certainly I condemn legislation of this character as strongly 
as any gentleman on this floor; I do not think bills ought to be 
formulated in this way; and had the attention of the House been 
called to the question before the reference was made to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole the trouble could have been remedied. But 
this Committee of the Whole can not do anything without rising 
and giving the House the power to take action in the matter. 
As the question is here presented the Chair has certainly de- 
cided correctly. When gentlemen desire to change the order of 
business they must go into the House to doso. The committee 
can not do it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will allow me to suggest 
that nothing could be done with this bill in the House, because 
the bill is now pending in the House. 

Mr. BLAND. The bill was pending in the House; the House 
referred it to this Committee of the Whole. To that reference 
gentlemen should have taken their exception. Ifthe point had 
been made and the House had sustained it, the bill could have 
been referred back to the committee that reported it, with in- 


structions to formulate it in accordance with the rules. But | 


that opportunity was lost; the House has referred the bill to this 
Committee of the Whole; the Chair can not change that refer- 
ence, nor can the Chair or this Committee of the Whole change 
the order of the House. 

Mr. WISE. [ask unanimous consent that the debate on this 
appeal from the decision of the Chair be limited to two minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WISE. I reserve the two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless some gentleman desires to speak 
the question will be taken. 

Mr. WISE. I want the vote to be taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr.Chairman, [rise for the purpose of saying 


that I took this appeal simply because I wanted to express fully | 


to the House the danger which it appears to me there is in this 
kind of legislation. Having done so, I am willing to withdraw 
the appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is withdrawn. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
of allowing a conference report to be presented. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union having had under consider- 
ation House bill 8007 had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION 
BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. I submit aconference report on the bill (H. R. 
9040) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 1593. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk willread the statement submitted 
by the House conferees, which may, perhaps, dispense with the 
necessity of reading the formal report of the committee of con- 
ference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 


H. R. 9040, making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 1893, submit the following 


written statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon and 


recommended in the accompanying conference report, namely: 


On amendments numbered 1, 11, 13, 15, 16, 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25: Strikes out the | 


specific provision proposed by the Senate for certain additional employés on 
account of the Maltby Building, and map for miscellaneous items of 
the Senate on account of the Maltby Building the sum of $11,216.92. 


On amendment numbered 28: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, | 


#26,852 for clerks to Senators who are not chairman of committees at the rate 
of #6 per day each during the session. 

On amendment numbered 76: Strikes out increase proposed by the Senate 
of $4,800 in the appropriation for rent of buildings for the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

On amendments numbered 107, 108, 10 and 110: Appropriates for the five 
members of the Utah Commission, as proposed by the Senate, at the rate of 


2,000 per annum each, and for their contingent fund $7,000 instead of $8,500, | 
as proposed by the Senate; and strikes out the provision proposed by the | 


House abolishing the said Utah Commission and devolving its duties upona 





| board to be constituted of the governor, chief justice, and secretary of state 


of the Territory. 

On amendments numbered 150, 151, 152, 158, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 
162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, and 168: Increases the amount proposed by the House 
on account of clerks to the various surveyors-general as follows: California, 
$750; Colorado, $500; Idaho, $2,000; Louisiana, $1,000; New Mexico, $3,000; 
North Dakota, $1,000; South Dakota, $1,500, and Wyoming, #1,500; and for 
contingent expenses for Colorado, #500, and for Florida, $150. 

On amendments numbered 203, 204, and 205: Strikes out the appropriation 
of $22,500 proposed by the Senate for salaries of the marshals of the circuit 
courts of appeals, and repeals, as proposed by the House, so much of the 
act of March 3, 1891, establishing the circuit courts of appeals as authorizes 
the appointment of said marshals, and devolves their duties or powers upon 
the United States marshals in the districts where terms of said courts may 
be held. 

On amendment numbered 206: Strikes out the increase in the appropriation 
proposed by the Senate for the salaries of the judges of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia. 

On amendments numbered 211 and 212: Strikes out section 3 of the bill as 
it passed the House, regulating the leaves of absence on account of sickness 
or otherwise in the several Executive Departments. 

The bill,as finally agreed upon,appropriates #21,899,252.97, being $153,160 
less than as it passed the Senate, $215,500.92 more than as it passed the House, 

242,621.78 less than the appropriations for the same purpose for the fiscal 
year 1892, and $854,785.08 less than the estimates forthe fiscal year 1892. 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
D. B. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Hous: 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, the statement just read shows 
that the amount appropriated by the bill as agreed upon is $#21,- 
899,252.97. This amount is $153,160 less than the amount of the 
bill as passed by the Senate, and $215,500.92 more than the amount 
of the bill as passed by the House. Itis $242,621.78 less than the 
appropriations for the same purposes for the fiscal year 1892, and 
$854,755.08 less than the estimates for the fiseal year 1893. 

Amendments 1, 11,13, 15, 16, 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25, relating to the 
Maitby House, and amounting to $11,216.92, have been stricken 
out, and a specific appropriation has been agreed upon to increase 
the miscellaneous or contingent fund of the Senate by a corre- 
| sponding amount. 
| In reference to clerks to Senators, the House yields, and allows 
to Senators the same number of clerks that they had last year, 
their compensation amounting to $26,862. With reference to 
the item of rentin the Treasury Department, $4,800, which arose 
in connection with the proposed vacation of rooms in the Maltby 
House, at present occupied by Col. Dumont, steamboat inspector, 
the Senate recedes. 

With regard to amendments 107, 108, 109, and 110, relating to 
the Utah Commission, salaries, and contingent expenses, amount- 
ing to $15,500, the House recedes, and the Senate agrees to re- 

duce the contingent expenses $1,500. 

In reference to the appropriations allowing clerks and contin- 
| gent expenses for surveyors-general (being amendments 150 to 
168 and amounting to $23,550) the House and Senat» agree to a 
division of the difference, which arrangement increases as fol- 
lows the amounts proposed by the House on account of clerks to 
the various surveyors-general: California, $750; Colorado, $500; 
Idaho, $2,000; Louisiana, $1,000; New Mexico, $3,000; North Da- 
kota, $1,000; South Dakota, $1,500, and Wyoming, $1,500: and 
| for contingent expenses for Colorado, $500, and for Florida, $150. 
| The Senate has receded from amendments numbered 203, 204, 

and 205, relating to circuit court marshals, amounting to $22,500, 

and also from amendment No. 206, relative to District of Colum- 
| bia judges, $5,500. On amendments 211 and 212, relating to 
leaves of absence to employés in the several Executive Depart- 
ments, the House recedes. This, I believe, is a full statement of 
the several points embraced in this report. I now vield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from Utah [Mr. CAINE]. 

Mr. CAINE. Mr. Speaker, I have taken no pari in the dis- 
| cussion upon this proposition to abolish the Utah Commission: 
but now that it is proposed to restore this body I feel, in justice 
to myself and to my constituents, that | should b>» heard fora 
few moments. 

The board known as the Utah Commission, to which the par- 
agraph under consideration refers, was created by the act of 
Congress of March 22, 1882, commonly called the **‘ Edmunds anti- 
polygamy law.” The eighthsection of that act reads as follows: 

That no polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more than 
one woman, and no woman cohabiting with any of the persons described a 
aforesaid in this section, in any Territory or other place over which the 
United States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any 
| election held in any such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election 
or appointment to or be entitled to hold any office or place of public trust, 
honor, or emolument in, under, or for any such Territory or place, or under 
the United States. 


The object aimed at by this provision is clearly expressed in 
the language of the section; it was to disfranchise all polygamists 
| and prohibit them from voting or holding oflice in the Territory 
of Utah. 

It was asserted at that time and generally believed, that many 
| of the offices in Utah were held by polygamists, and in order 
| that the law might be put into immediate effect the ninth section 
racated all the election offices in the Territory, and provided 
' how they should be filled. 
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This is the language of the section: 


That all the registration and election offices of every description in the 
Territory of Utah are hereby declared vacant, and each and every duty re- 
lating to the registration of voters, the conduct of elections, the re@eiving or 
rejection of votes, and the canvassing and returning of the same, and theis- 
suing of certificates or other evidences of election in said Territory shall, 
until other provision is made by the Legislative Assembly of said Territory 
as is hereinafter by this section provided, be performed under the existing 
laws of the United States and of said Territory by proper persons, whoshall 
be appointed to execute such offices and perform such duties by a board of 
five persons, to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, not more than three of whom shall be members of one 
political party; and a majority of whom shall be a quorum. 

The members of said board so appointed by the President shall each receive 
a salary at the rate of $3,000 per annum, and shall continue in office until the 
Legislative Assembly of said Territory shall make provision for filling said 
offices as herein authorized. The Secretary of the Territory shall be the 
secretary of said board, and keep a journal of its proceedings, and attest the 
action of said board under this section. The canvass and return of all the 
votes at elections in said Territory for members of the Legislative Assem- 
bly thereof shall also be returned to said board, which shall canvass all 
such returns and issue certificates of election to those persons who, being 
eligible for such election, shall appear to have been lawfully elected, which 





such Assembly. 

Provided, That said board of five persons shall not exclude any person 
otherwise eligible to vote from the polls onaccount of any opinion such per- 
son may entertain on the subject of bigamy or polygamy, nor shall they re- 
fuse to count any such vote on account of the opinion of the person casting 
it on the subject of bigamy or polygamy. 

But each house of such Assembly, after its organization, shall have power 
to decide upon the elections and qualifications of its members. 

And at or after the first meeting of said Legislative Assembly whose mem- 
bers shall have been elected and returned according to the provisions of this 
act, said Legislative Assembly may make such laws, conformable to the or- 
ganic act of said Territory and not inconsistent with other laws of the United 
States, as it shall deem proper concerning the filling of the offices in said 
Territory declared vacant by this act. 


The board of five persons referred to in this section soon be- 
came known as the ‘‘Utah Commission.” Their duties were 
clearly defined by law. They were empowered to appoint all 
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aimed at polygamy; that as Congress did not attempt thereby to 
legislate against but rather in favor of and to encourage the mo- 
nogamists; that as no polygamist has beenable to take the oath 
required by Congress, and consequently has not been permitted 
to register, vote, or hold office since 1882; that ever since that 
time the law-abiding citizens of Utah, of all classes and creeds, 
have been unjustly deprived, by the absolute and arbitrary power 
of the governor, of their right of local self-government in the 
conduct of their elections. 

A great deal of credit has been claimed for the Utah Commis- 
sion for the wonderful service it has rendered the country by 
the suppression of polygamy in Utah. Let me ask what these 
commissioners have done in this regard? The polygamists in 
Utah after the passage of the Edmunds law, neither attempted 
to register or vote, and there has not been asingle conviction of 
one of that class for illegal registration or illegal voting from 
that day to this. As the Commission had no duties to perform 


I | respecting polygamy, outside of registration and election du- 
certificate shall be the only evidence of the right of such persons to sit in | I g porys ys & 5 


ties, and as no polygamist ever claimed or attempted to exer- 


| cise the right to register or vote, I fail to see wherein the Com- 


mission can claim any credit for the suppression of polygamy. 
Whatever external forces have brought about the discontinu- 
ance of that practice, the Utah Commission played a very small 
part in its accomplishment. 

As a fair, unprejudiced presentation of the existing status of 
affairs in Utah, lam permitted t» quote from a letter recently 
received by a distinguished member of this body from two prom- 
inent gentlemen, Gentiles so called, one of whom was formerly 


| a member on this floor and who has lived in Utah over twenty 
_years. Theother went there some years ago asa Federal judge, 


registration and election officers, canvass the returns, and con- | 


trol the entire election machinery of the Territory. All e!ec- 
tions, municipal, county, and Territorial, were placed under 
their direction. Whatever power in these regards the law failed 
to give them they assumed, until by a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States the assumed powers were declared 
illegal. 

The whole purpose of the Edmunds act, so far as it relates to 
elections, was to prevent polygamists from voting or holding 
office; to put the entire government of the Territory in the hands 
of the monogamists, and temporarily, until the first session of 


the Legislative Assembly of the Territory, to authorize a non- | 


resident commission to appoint the registration officers and 
election judges. The language of the law which I have read 
makes it very clear that this board was not intended to be a per- 
manent one, but was merely an expedient to accomplish a certain 
object, to oust all polygamists from the offices they held and to 
filltheir places with nonpolygamists, a3 an encouragement and 
inducement to the latter to continue to live within the law—in 


short, to humiliate and debase the polygamists and,to honor and | 


mission should be continued for any length of time, much less to 
become a permanent institution. 

The law clearly contemplated that the Commission should be 
superseded in the near future. They were only to ‘* continue in 
office until the Legislative Assembly of said Territory shall 
make provision for filling said offices.” It is a matter of history 
that at every session of the Legislature except one, since the 


remained after his term expired, and has become a permanent 
resident of the Territory. Hear what they say: 


Six months after the issuance of the manifesto of the Mormon Church, 
abandoning the practice of polygamy, it became apparent to every fair- 
minded citizen that the Mormons were sincere in their abandonment of the 
practice, and were anxious to discontinue the unpleasant and unprofitable 
fight which had so long kept the Mormons andnon-Mormonsapart. Propo- 
sitions were made by leading non-Mormons to prominent Mormons to come 
out from their political party (the People’s party), dissolve it, and join with 
them in organizing the two great national parties—the Democratic and Re- 
publican—throughout the Territory, and thereafter conduct the politics of 
the Territory strictly on national party lines. This proposition was ac- 
cepted by the Mormons, and their old party was formerly dissolved and dis- 
banded inevery voting precinct in the Territory. Sincethen politicsin Utah 
have taken a radical change. The old bitterness which existed between the 
two parties for so many years has been entirely obliterated, and Mormons 
and Gentiles are now pulling and fighting together as harmoniously as 
though no differences had ever —_ them apart. 

Democratic societies and Republican clubs have been organized in nearly 
every election precinct of the Territory, and the last Territorial election 
(August, 1891) was the liveliest and most interesting political struggle in 
the history of the people of Utah. Nothing but national issues were pre- 
sented to the people, and the great bulk of them have already allied them- 
selves With one or the other of the two great parties. It is true, however, 
that a portion of the old Liberal (Gentile) party is opposing the adoption of 
national politicsin Utah, but their fight is limited; it is confined to but two 
or three counties, and there it ismaintained under the leadership of the Salt 
Lake Tribune, the newspaper which has fought the Mormon people so un- 


ee ‘ ~ vic rar i > . ¢ z 1 _ | relentingly for many years, and is still determined that they shall not be 
exalt the monogamists. It was never intended that this Com | permitted to surrender, either conditionally or unconditionally, or do any- 


thing else to close the war. Their idea, for reasons well understood here, is 
that the fight must be kept up and made as bitter as possible. But few, if 
any. of the Gentiles of Utah doubt the sincerity of the Mormon people. The 


| great majority feel that days of peace have come to stay, and are anxious to 


meet the Mormons half way and do their part toward bringing to this moun- 


| tain region a grand season of prosperity, which can only be secured by 
united and energetic action. 


creation of the Commission, provision has been made for super- | 


seding this expensive, unnecess ary, and unamerican board. ‘The 


act in every way suitable and proper, providing for conferring 
the powers exercised by the Commission, in the appointment of 
registration and election officers, upon electors of the Territory, 
who could only b2 monogamists; bat the governo: refused to ap- 
prove the bill, and as the governor of Utah has the power of an 
absolute veto, the bill could not become a law. In 1886 and 1899 
similar bills were passed and m2t with the like treatment from 
the governor. 

The session of the Legislature which adjourned in March last 
pass-d a very comprehensive election law embracing the best 
features of the more recently enacted laws of the several States, 
including what is known as the Australian ballot system. This 
bill made provision for superseding the Commission by a Terri- 
torial canvassing board, to be appointed by the governor, by and 


whom were to be of the same political party. This bill, like some 
of the others having the same object in view, was honored with 
a pocket veto. His excellency the governor did not even favor 
the representatives of the people with a statement of his objec- 
tions to the measure. He probably could find no feasible objec- 
tion to the bill and thought it imprudent to place himself upon 
record, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that as the Edmunds act was solely 





Speaking of the Utah Commission, the writers say: 
This body of men have long since demonstrated that they have outlived 


: z : | their usefulness as an election board. From the day they first came to Utah 
assembly of 1884, composed entirely of monogamists, passed an | 


they have insisted uponexercising legislative, judicial, and executive powers 
which it was plain to any reasonable and candid mind Congress never in- 
tended they should exercise. When the board was first created (by the act 
of March 22, 1882) Congress intended that it should remain in existence less 


| than a year, but by the false and scandalous misrepresentations and per- 
| sonal lobbying of its members they have induced Congress (by the act of 
March 3, 1887) to fasten the Commission upon the Territory as a permanency 


or until abolished by Congress. They have persistently maligned the peo- 
ple of Utah without any cause therefor. They have refused to recognize 
the formation of the national parties here, and although the late dominant 
party (the People’s party) had disbanded, they declined to _ any judge 
or judges of election from either the Democratic or Republican party, after 
being requested by each of said parties so to do, thereby violating the plain 
spirit and letter of the election law of the Territory. 

These commissioners annually send out, in their report to the Secretary of 
the Interior, and cause to be published shameful and libelous attacks upon 
the people of the Territory, calculated to mislead the people of the States 
and Congress into the idea that the perpetuation of the Commission and the 
payment of their salaries (which alone insures their divine presence in Utah 


- : : ‘ : 2 on | during the heated term, when it is far pleasanter to spend a few days recre- 
with the advice and consent of the legislative council. The | 
board was to consist of five members, not more than three of | 


ating in the tops of the mountains and at the shores of the famous lake so 
noted for its salt bathing than it is to swelter in the heated cities and plains 
of the East) is essential to keep the Mormon people from making some se- 
rious outbreak which would endanger the life of the nation. These heroic 
commissioners are still anxious to sacrifice themselves for the good of the 
nation, on the basis of making an annual three weeks’ trip to the mountains 
for #5,000 each and their expenses. We say of them that they now are and 
for many years have been doing their utmost to prevent a solution of the 
Mormon problem, to the end that they may be continued in office as long as 
possible. There is no need forthem here. The people are competent to cast 
and count their own votes; and if Congress will only abolish the Commis- 
sion it will soon be manifest that the only fears entertained are by these 
thrifty and anxious commissioners. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish it to be distinctly understood that 


these are the expressions not of Mormons but of reputable non- 
Mormon citizens of Utah, who know whereof they speak. 

But it may be claimed that this statement emanated from a 
Democratic source. 


Permit me to give a Republican view of the Utah Commission. | 


I will read an extract from an editorial from the Enquirer, pub- 
lished at Provo, Utah. It is a Republican sheet, as an evidence 
of which it announces: 

OUR CANDIDATES. 


~resident, Benjamin Harrison. 
For Vice-President, Whitelaw Reid. 


THE UTAH COMMISSION. 


The Utah Commission will feel very sore over the reduction of their sala- 
ries $3,000 each. aoe 
years past, and on it 
receive only $2,000. They will still be with us, however, and may be expected 
to tell more lies aboat Utah than ever before. And in this lies the evil of 


the Utah Commission. So far as the proposed amendment of the House is | 
of Utah, and the chief jus- | 


concerned, giving to the governor, the secreta 
ticé power to perform the labors of the Commission, we think itis bad. It 
would be giving the election machinery entirely into the hands of the parti- 
san officers. If Cleveland should by some accident become elected this fall, 
the Democrats would have things their own way in Utah under the proposed 
amendments of the House. 

* * * * * » * 


But with all these inconveniences, the Enquirer confesses its disappoint- 
ment that the Commission is not entirely cut off, because it is a menace to 
the peace of Utah. Since it has been in existence, many malicious false- 
hoods about Utah have been circulated by it, and given the full force of its 
official position. The Commission has been composed of men with not so 
much interest in Utah as they have had in the continuation of their sala- 
ries; and in order to preserve the latter, they have not been in the habit of 
reporting to Washington the true state of affairs in this Territory. But the 
reauction of their salaries is clipping their wings, and they will not fly about 
as briskly as before. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
if any bill has passed the Legislature of Utah providing for elec- 
tions in that Territory and the discontinuance of the Commission 
which has been approved by the governor? 

Mr. CAINE. No, sir. This board has been rather an expen- 
sive luxury to the country. 
fixed in the law at $3,000 each per annum, but it was feared that 
statesmen sufficiently patriotic could not be found to undertake, 
for such a meager salary, the onerous duties of preventing the 
polygamous Mormons from voting, and so the salaries were in- 
creased to $5,000 a year, on an appropriation bill, and have been 
continued at that rate ever since. 

By a statement recently furnished by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the chairman of the House Committee on the Terri- 
tories, we learn that the cost of this board to the General Gov- 
ernment from the time of its creation up to March 1, 1892, was 
as follows: 


CE CO inl his Sees avcg kona n sta tbeee anid ten gannaed $241, 063. 91 
CI II noc anenas godpraceeetenngtAacessaccuncseaseses 105, 184. 82 
Compensation and expenses of election officers-.-.................- 193, 422. 14 

is acc nbn tad sdtedanindde cuemetenesuatidnsdatetnvadssaccm 539, 670. 87 


Any further appropriation for this Commission is a needless 
and extravagant expense for the General Government, and one 
that is not asked or desired by the people of Utah. There is not 
$1,000 worth of work to be done by the entire Commission, and 
the whole service can be rendered under the Territorial law for 
not to exceed $5,000 for the entire Territory. 

Whatever necessity for this board existed at the time of its 
formation, it no longer exists. Polygamy has been abolished. 


The most pronounced opponents of the Mormon system have ad- | 


mitted that fact. It was admitted not long since by those who 
oO 
be 
in Utah was dead and could not be restored.” 

Further than this, the governor and secretary of the Terri- 
tory, the four Federal judges, and the Utah Commission have 


all declared that polygamy is dead, and they have approved of | 
the granting by the President of amnesty to the polygamists | 


and the restoration of their civil rights. 

Such being the case,and assuming that the Commission was 
appointed to aid in suppressing polygamy, can there be any fur- 
ther execuse for maintaining the Commission after the extinc- 
tion of the practice of polygamy and the enfranchising of those 
who were disfranchised? Why, certainly not. 


_It is now proposed by the Senate amendment under considera- | 
tion to reduce their salaries to $2,000 per annum, and thus save 
But I contend, Mr. Speaker, | 


$15,000 a year of the public funds. 
that this is not merely a matter of the saving to the Government 
of alittle money. It isall right to curtail extravagant salaries, 
but there is a principle behind this more precious than gold. 
The continuance of this Commission, at ever so small a salary, 
deprives the people of Utah of the right of local self-government, 
a principle dear to every American citizen. 

I therefore, in behalf of the people of Utah, ask this House to 
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have been getting a Congressman’s salary for many | 
hey have fared well; but now each Commissioner will | 


I would like to ask the gentleman | 


The salaries of its members were | 


ee the passage of what is known as the ‘“‘home-rule” bill | 
ore the House Committee on the Territories, ‘‘ that polygamy | 
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| reject this report and its recommendation to recede from its 
| former action in disagreeing to the Senate amendment, stand by 
| the original proposition abolishing thy Commission as provided 
| in the bill as it passed the House, and so preserve inviolate one 
of the strongest bulwarks of American liberty, ‘* home rule ”— 
the right of the p2ople to govern themselves. [Applause.] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer 
| fell. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have leave to conclude his remarks. : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAINE then resumed and concluded his remarks a; above. 

Mr. FORNEY. I now yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DOCKERY]. a member of the conference committze. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire at this time to 

occupy the attention of the House but for a few minutes, as [ am 
aware of the fact that the Committe on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce wishes to occupy as much of the day as possible for 
the transaction of its business, and I will ask attention, there- 
fore, to only one or two of the it»>ms which were in controversy. 
I will first refer to the item of disagre=ment in regard to the ex- 
penditure for the Maltby Building. The Senate provided by 
amendments for a force for this building with salaries carrying 
| anaggregate of $11,216.92. They have receded from their specific 
| demands for this force, but have increased their ‘‘ miscellan-ous” 
| fund to the extent of $11,216.92. 
The Maltby Building, as the House is aware, is under the joint 
| control of the Senate and House. One of the provisions of the 
urgent deficiency bill, which was pa sed at the present session, 
provided that the space in that building should be allotted by 
the Committee on Rules of the Hous» and Senate jointly. No 
action has yet been taken by these committ2es, but I sincerely 
hope that they will act at an early da‘e. 

In respect to the present occupancy of that building I quote 
| from a letter of the 6th instant, addressed to Senator ALLISON by 
Mr. Valentine, the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, showing the 
| number of rooms in the building and what us> is bsing mate of 
them at this time. He says, among other things: 

The building contains five stories and basement that are completed and 
divided into rooms. The sixth story (mansard) has not been subdivided, 
but with a moderate expenditure could be so divided for use. The total 


number of rooms in the building, exclusive of sixth story, is ninety-six, oc 
cupied as follows: 


I a ek a 
Sa A swaduieadwndinuncdasde dinate haba iain aco he ici 
is os aa vnieeegiaindéadaaudenawis 1 
Storeroom ia cial cca th ch icici 6 re accac et lg ecauemnesocne 1 
I. cs tweed awnatdewsaamcas 
Engine and boiler rooms (basement) 
Treasury Department--__-_.__-- Seiki Sh sais ta anti he di tpg) entiackclhenig each bocca 
Gen. Ordway (indexing CONGRESSIONAL RECORD) 
Vacant 





atin ctaceasics aan ees a ase 


euccceccescccescce id 


So that it appears we have a joint interest in the Malthy 
Building, under the law, which gives us the right to an equal 
allotment of the space in the building. 

Mr. WATSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
| how many of the thirty-six rooms which are occupied by Sena- 
| tors have been furnished at the public expense, if any of them 
have been? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that all of the rooms occupied by in- 
dividual Senators, as also the other rooms of the building, have 
been furnished at the public expense. If | remember correctly, 
and ifnot, the gentleman from Maine[ Mr. DINGLEY]or the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] can correct me, there was an ap- 
propriation carried in the urgent deficiency bill for furnishing 
the Maltby Building. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state,if the gentleman will permit me. 
| that the appropriation contained in the urgent deficiency bill 
| was needed, as we were informed, to meet expenditures already 
| incurred. 

Mr. WATSON. Will the gentleman please specify the char- 
ter of the expenditures? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Georgia desires to 
know the character of the expenditures. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. What fund did this appropri 
tion come out of, the Senate or House? 

Mr. SAYERS. It came out of the Senate fund. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. My friend from Missouri does 
not mean to say that the unoccupied rooms: are farnished? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no information on that subject. 
| amatter of recollection I will state that the urgent deficiency 
bill carried $14,750 for the furnishing of this building. 

Mr. SAYERS. For expenditures already incurred. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Incurred in furnishing th» building. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is my understanding. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit, with- 
out comment, @ comparative statement of the expenditures of 
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the Senate’and House, inasmuch as we have been constrained to 
yield to many items in this agreement against our judgment as 
to their necessity. 

But of course the Senat®, under the Constitutionand the laws, 
is a cojrdinate branch of the Government, and in order toreach 
an azreement we have been coerced into concessions at all points 
so far as they relate to appropriations for the Senate. 

The House, with a membership of 336 Representatives and 
Delegates, has 311 officers and employés, exclusive of official re- 
porters of debates and stenographers to committees. The ag- 
gregate compensation of these 311 officers is $345,336.30. The 
Senate, with a membership of 88 Senators, has, exclusive of of- 
ficial reporters and the Maltby House employés, 303 officers and 
employs, with a compensation aggregating $381,264.90. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is that a statementof session ex- 
pendjtures or of annual expenditures? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is the aggregate of their expenditures 
for oflicers and employés for one year. Inother words, the total 
expenditures for the House aggregate $345,336.30, and for the 
Senate, notwithstanding its membership of only eighty-eight 
members, the totalexpenditures amounts to $381,264.90, exclusive 
of the $11,216.92 carried in this bill for the Maltby Building. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me a question there? 
Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the statement which the gentleman sub- 
miis to the House include the contingent expenses of both 
Houses? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does it include printing expenses? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; only expenses on account of the 
salaries of officers and employés. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
* Mr. BINGHAM. 
the House has? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
about the same. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The subjects to be considered are the same. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In other words, their committee work cor- 
responds to the House committee work. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suppose as to their committees the num- 
ber is substantially the same, although I can not speak positively 
on that subject. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think they havea greater num- 
ber of committees than we have. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. They have everything more than we have. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They have almost everything in affluence 
that we do not enjoy. There is less than one officer or employé 
to each member of the House. There are more than three offi- 
cers and employés to each Senator. The average compensation 
of each officer and employé of the House is $1,110.72. The aver- 
age compensation of each officer and employé of the Senate is 
$1,258.30, or $147.58 more than the House. 

The average cost per member of the House for officers and em- 
ployés is $1,027.78. The average cost per Senator for officers and 
employés—and I would like to emphasize this fact—is $4,457.55, 
or 3,429.77 more than for members o: the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am impelled to submit this comparative 
statement, because the conferees on the part of the House have 
been constrained, in order to reach an agreement so that this 
session might close, to yield to every demand of the Senate so 
far as they relate to their ownexpenditures and to their own em- 
ployés. Further comment is unnecessary, but I felt that this 
statement was due to the House and to the country. 

Mr.FORNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
W ASHINGTON | ten minutes. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, it is always unpleasant 
not ta be able to agree with aconference committee of which the 
majority is of your own party, but I feel that I will not discharge 
my duty to this Democratic House nor to the country if I allow 
this conference report to be adopted without giving some reasons 
why the House should insist that the conferees shall stand by 
the action of the Committee on Ae which originally 
recommended in this bill the abolition of the present Utah Com- 
mission. There is no use on earth for the present Utah Com- 
mission. It is absolutely unnecessary. It is an alien body, out 
of touch and outof sympathy with the people of Utah, maintained 
at an enormous expense to the people of the Union. It cost the 
taxpayers of this country last year $33,500 to maintain these five 
men in what one who was formerly a member of this House from 
Kentucky used appropriately to designate, with a most peculiar 


I does not. 


Certainly. 
Has not the Senate as many committees as 


The number of committees of the Senate is 


accent, as ‘‘a sine-curee ’—that is to say, a job with plenty of 
pay and no work. 


Now, to maintain the Utah Commission, even at a salary of 
$2,000 a year, is to continue these men ina sinecure. We pay 
to five men $2,000 a year, and contingent expenses, amounting 
to $10,000 per annum, to go to Utah once in twelve months, ap- 
point clerks, registrars, and other election officers, and to su- 
pervise the election, count the returns, and certify the result. 
We can have that work done by a board consisting of the gov- 
ernor and secretary of the Territory and the chief justice of the 
Territory at a nominal cost of $3,000, or $14,000 less than this 
bill as reported from this conference carries. In the name of 
economy, in the name of the taxpayers of this country, I ask this 
House to refuse to confirm this conference report and let us make 
another attempt to bring the Senate to our proposition. 'This 
Democratic House has been unanimous so far in support of the 
effort of those of us on this side to abolish the Utah Commission 
as it now exists. 

es of two-thirds the House passed the other day the 
local government bill for Utah, reported from the Committee on 
Territories, which wiped out this alien commission. You in- 
dorsed last week a report of the Committee on Appropriations 

roposing to abolish this Utah Commission and substituting a 
ard composed of the governor, the secretary of the Territory 
and the chief justice of the Territory. Is there any reason why 
we should recede to-day? But in addition to that fact, we find 
that the united Democracy of the Senate has stood by the united 
Democracy of the House in abolishing this alien commission. In 
the Senate the RECORD shows that every Democratic and three 
Republican Senators coming from States in the far West, and who 
therefore must understand the condition existing in Utah, voted 
to abolish this useless and unnecessary commission. Why, then, 
Trepeat, should we recede to-day? There can be no reason given, 
except one which carries little weight, that this bill should be 
rushed through the House to facilitate adjournment, and that 
the report of the conference committee should be sustained, 
whereas, by taking a little nore time, by giving the conference 
committee another chance at this item oi the bill, we will save 
$14,000 to the taxpayers and lift from the people of Utah that 
outrageous stigma of having an alien, carpet-bag commission to 
supervise their elections. That will be time well spent by the 
American Congress. 

I hope that when my friend from Alabama, in charge of the 
bill, shall make his motion for the previous question, which nat- 
urally stops debate and will cut off all amendments, that the 
House will vote down the previous question, and give us an op- 
portunity to further instruct the conferees to stand firm by the 
position thus far adhered to by the House of Representatives 
and by every Democrat in the Senate and three Republicans to 
abolish the Commission by this bill. 

The Republican members of the Senate themselves confessed 
that the Utah Commission is a useless and expensive luxury, 
when they agreed to a reduction of their salaries from $5,000 to 
$2,000 per annum. If the Senate had thought this Commission 
necessary to insure fair and honest elections in Utah, do you sup- 
poe the Senate committee would have voluntarily reduced the 
salary? 

No good reason can be given why we should continue for an- 
other year these commissioners at a salary of even $2,000 each 
and $7,500 for traveling and other expenses, except that it isa 
pity toturnthemoutall atonce. Isuppose we mustletthem down 

easy stages:instead of coming at once to the proper propo- 
sition of giving Utah a home commission of residents, of citi- 
zens of the Territory, every one of whom are Gentiles. That is 
to say, ney are not Mormons, and have no connection with the 
Mormon Church, and no sympathy with those practices of the 
Mormon Church which have heretofore caused the great differ- 
ence between the Mormon people and the people of the rest of 
the Republic. Moreover, these three proposed commissioners 
areall{Republicans, sothatour Republican friends should have no 
objection on that score. We are willing that a board of three 
Republicans, home Republicans, resident Republicans, in Utah 
shall carry out for one more year atleast the elections under the 
Edmunds act, and then leave it to the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory, as it has been left for the last ten years, to supply the local 
machinery tocontrol and regulate elections. 

I believe, then, in the name of justice, of economy, and of 
right that this House ought not to ratify this conference report, 
but to allow us further to instruct the conferees to stand by the 
original item in the House bill, which created a commission of 
three residents of the Territory of Utah to supervise their elec- 
tions. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the re- 
port; and upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, [hope the previous ques- 
tion will be voted down, 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; 
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
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Mr. ee. Division. 


The 


ouse divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 15. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I will not on this motion make the 


point of no quorum; but I reserve the right to do so hereafter. 
So the previous question was ordered. 
The question was then taken on the adoption of the report, 

and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. W 


SHINGTON. 


Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 119, noes 26. 


Mr. KILGORE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

I hope the gentleman from Texas will 
{Cries of ‘* Withdraw it!”] 
I demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. 


DOCKERY. 
withdraw the point of no quorum. 
Mr. FORNEY. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 7 
The ¢uestion was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 65, 


not voting 103; 


Amerman, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
abbitt, 
ailey, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Bentley, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bowers, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Bunting, 
Burrows, 
Butier, 
Byrns, 
Cable, 
Cadnius, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Ciarke, Ala. 
Cobb. Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coburn, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 
Covert, 


Alexander, 
Baker, 
Branch, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Castle, 
Causey, 
Shipman, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, 
Crawford, 
Davis, 
De Armond, 
Dickerson, 
Dixon, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Bacon, 
Bartine, 
Beeman, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowman, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brunner, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Busey, 
Bushnell, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell, 
Cate, 
Cheatham, 
Chapin, 
Clancy, 


as follows: 


YEAS—100. 


Crosby, Jolley, 
Culberson, Kribbs, 
Cummings, Kyle, 
Curtis, Lagan, 
Cutting, Lane, 
Daniell, Lapham, 
De Forest, Fuawson, Va. 
Dingley, Layton, 
Doan, Lind, 
Dockery, Little, 
Dolliver, Lodge, 
English, Lynch, 
Enochs, Mallory, 
Fellows, Mansur, 
Fithian, McAleer, 
Forney, McCreary, 
Fyan, McDonald, 
Geissenhainer, McKaig, 
Gorman, McKinney, 
Grout, McRae, 
Hall, Meyer, 
Hallowell, Mitchell, 
Harmer, Mutchler, 
Harter, O’Ferrall, 
Hatch, O'Neil, Mass. 
Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. 
Haynes, Ohio O'Neill, Mo. 
Heard, Outhwaite, 
Henderson,Ilowa Owens, 
Henderson, Ill. Page, R.I 
Hermann, Page, Md. 
Hitt, Patterson, Tenn. 
Holman, Payne, 
Hooker, N. Y. Paynter, 
Hopkins, Pa. Pearson, 
Hopkins, Il. Perkins, 
Houk, Ohio Price, 
Hull, Quackenbush, 
Johnson, Ind. Raines, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Randall, 
NAYS—66. 
Dungan, Lawson, Ga. 
Edmunds, Lester, Va. 
Epes, Lester, Ga. 
Everett, Long, 
Fowler, Martin, 
Goodnight, McClellan, 
Grady, McKeighan, 
Greenleaf, McMillin, 
Haivorson, Montgomery, 
Hamilton, Moore, 
Hemphill, Moses, 
Henderson,N.C. Otis, 
Hooker, Miss. Parrett, 
Johnstone, S. C. Pendleton, 
Kem, Pierce, 
Kilgore, Powers, 
Lanham, Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—103. 
Clover, Hoar, 
Cockran, Houk, Tenn. 
Cowles, Huff, 
Cox, N. Y. Johnson, Ohio 
Cox, Tenn. Jones, 
Craig, Pa. Kendall, 
Crain, Tex. Ketcham, 
Dalzell, Lewis, 
Donovan, Livingston, 
Dunphy, Lockwood, 
Durborow, Loud, 
Elliott, Magner, 
Ellis, McGann, 
Enloe, Meredith, 
Fitch, Miller, 
Flick, Milliken, 
Forman, Morse, 
Funston, Newberry, 
Gantz, Norton, 
Geary, Oates, 
Gillespie, O'Donnell, 
Griswold, Pattison, Ohio 
Hare. Patton, 


Harries, 
Hayes, lowa 
Herbert, 


Peel, 
Pickler, 
Post, 


So the conference report was adopted. 
The following-named members were announced as paired: 


Until further 


notice: 


Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 


Ray, 

Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 

Scull, 
Seerley, 
Smith, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Il. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Terry, 
‘Townsend, 
Tracey, 
Turner, 

r in, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warwick, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wike, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wise, 
Wright. 


Shell, 
Shively, 
Snodgrass, 
Snow, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, Ky. 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Winn. 


Rayner, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 
Rife, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Shonk, 
Suetnen 
pringer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stockdale, 
Stout, 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Van Horn, 
Wever, 
White, 
Williams, Mass. 
Williams, N.C. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wolverton, 
Youmans. 
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Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

For this day: 

Mr. MOORE with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. GRISWOLD. 

Mr. HARRIES with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Houx of Tennessee. 

Mr. BOWMAN with Mr. FLICK. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELKNAP, on this vote. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentle- 
man from Maine, Mr. BOUTELLE, but I have voted because the 
question of a quorum has been raised. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I have voted to make a quorum, 
but if my vote is not necessary for that purpose I withdraw it, 
being paired with the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Cox. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from Arkansas |Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] was compelled to be 
absent on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the report 
of the committee of conference on the naval appropriation bill. 
As the report is somewhat long, [ ask unanimous consent that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report, after which I will ex- 
plain the matters of difference still remaining between the two 
Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the 
House conferees which may serve to inform the House of the 
questions at issue. ° 


The statement of the conferees on the part of the House was 
read, as follows: * 
Statement to accompanying report from the committee of conference on 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 7093) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending June 30, 1893. 

The effect of theagreement is to strike out all the amendments of the Sen 
ate, except 33,3t,and 35. The amount yielded by the Senate is $772,000. The 
amount of money carried in the amendments upon which the Senate insists 
is $65,612. 

H. A. HERBERT. 

JOHN W. LAWSON, 

J. P. DOLLIVER, 
Confere 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
which of these amendments provides for the naval rendezvous 
at the Columbian Exposition? 

Mr. HERBERT. I shall make a motion that will embrace 
that subject in a moment. 

Mr. WISE. All right. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I sent up a motion which I 
shall submit to House after making a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman report a disagreement? 

Mr.HERBERT. Yes,sir. The Senate insists upon itsamend- 
ments numbered 33, 34,and 35. Number 33 relates to an appro- 
priation of $50,000 for the naval rendezvous and dri!! provided 
for in the act providing for the World's Fair. Numbers 34 and 
35 relate to the construction of certain ships. 

The SPEAKER. Is there an agreement reported as to al! 
but those amendments? 

Mr. HERBERT. There isan agreement reported as to every- 
thing else, and the Senate has already agreed to the report. I 
will therefore ask the House to agree to the report in the first 
instance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
this question. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentieman will not take 
the floor until I can make my statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to bea heard for a moment. 

Mr. HERBERT. Of course I am going to give the gentleman 
a hearing, but I hope I shall be allowed to make my statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabamamoves that 
the House agree to the report of the committee of conferene 
which is an agreement upon the bill except as to the items indi- 
cated by him. The question is on agreeing to the conference r 
port, which is the conclusion of the matters of difference between 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to occupy a moment on 


me of 


the two Houses except as to certain items indicated by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the th amend- 
ments mentioned, I move that the House recede. T nate 
insists upon its amendments, and | move that the House recede 
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from its disagreement. They are amendments intended to put 
in form these two propositions, which I will state in their order. 
The first is an appropriation of $50,000 for the naval rendez: 
vous, contemplated in the act providing for the World's Fair. 
As to that, I wish to say to the Hous? that I was very loth, as 
one of the House conferees, to concur in the amendment. I 
voted against the original act, | was opposed to the whole scheme 
of the World’s Fair, not believing that the Government ought 
to appropriate a dollar for that purpose. But that act became 
a law over my vote, and, now that it isa law and provides for 
this naval rendezvous, the Senate has thought fit to propose an 
amendment providing $50,0C0 for the purpose of carrying out 
that provision of the act establishing the World's Fair. This 





those in which Columbus came over when he discovered Amer- 
ica. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Does the act to which the gentleman 
refers provide in terms for this naval rendezvous? 

Mr. HERBERT. It does in terms provide for this rendez- 
vous. We have ascertained that these two ships can be con- 
structed in Spain after modelsas nearly as possible like the origi- 
nal vessels at a cost of $7,500 each, making for the two, $15,000. 
The amendment to the Senate amendment upon which the House 
conferees insisted was that those ships should be built in Spain 
where they can be built at this very small cost. We were loth— 
at least I was—to agree to that amendment appropriating $50,000. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we must recognize the fact that the Senate 
is a cojrdinate branch of this National Legislature; and no con- 
ference need be appointed unless the conferees intend in good 
faith to confer with each other upon the disagreements of the 
two Houses. The Senate had put on a vast number of amend- 
ments. The Senate yielded, or their conferees did—and the Sen- 
ate and the Hou-ce have both ratified that agreement—amend- 
ments amounting altogether to $772,000. They insist on this 
amendment of $50,000 and on minor amendments which in them- 
selves are unobjectionable, amounting to $16,000, making alto- 
gether $66,612 which they insist upon adding to the naval ap- 
propriation bill as it went from thm House. As one of your 
conferees, I thought we were making, to put it very plainly, a 
very good bargain on the part of the House 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very good trading. 

Mr. HERBERT. A better bargain, I will take occasion to 
say, than is likely to be made upon any other of the great appro- 
priation bills. We had sent over to:the Senate a bill which 
made a very large reduction as compared with the bill of last 
year. Asit comes back from the S2nate, if the motion I now 





make to recede should be agreed to, the bill for the present year | 
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will carry $8,998,269 less than the bill of last year; in other | 


words, the difference b>tween the bill of the last year and that 
of this year will be, in round numbers, $9,000,000. Your con- 
ferees thought the House would think this a good showing. 

But in amendments 33 and 34 the Senate insist upon a battle 
ship. Th> bill as it went from the House, as will be remem- 
bered, provided for an armed cruiser; and the amendments in 
which I ask the House to concur carr 
if this motion be adopted and the bill in this shape passes, the 
bill will carry a battle ship and an armed cruiser. 

Now, when this question was up in the House before I gave 


myself very little time: I yielded to gentlemen on the other side | 


to oppose the bill, and in my opinion the House did not clearly 
understand the situation. Our friend from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] in his speech against the bill, communicated to this House 
as much misinformation, I venture to say, in a short speech, as 
any member of this House ever succeeded in putting on it before 
in the same space of time. 

He spoke of a great number of new ships heretofore authorized. 
There have been quite a number of ships, big and little, hereto- 
fore authorized—twenty-six, I believe. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Twenty-eight. 

Mr. HERBERT. Twenty-eight, the gentleman says; he is in- 
cluding some that are not worthy of being called vessels at all. 
We will, however, say twenty-eight. It will be recollected that 
we commenced building up the Navy about ten years ago. 

Now the gentleman from Indiana undertook to convice this 
House that we were carrying out the plan recommended a few 
years ago by a board of naval officers. 
conferees, for the Naval Committee, for the House, for the ex-Sec- 
retary of the Nayy, Mr. Whitney, and for the present Secretary, 
Mr. Tracy. None of them have adopted any such scheme. 
a step has ever been taken which was intended to be a step 
toward carrying out that programme. The scheme upon which 


we have been employed was embarked upon in 1883—that is we | 
then commenced building modern vessels, but the undertaking 
was only entered upon as a settled plan during President Cleve- 
land's administration in 1886. 

Then we laid broadly the foundations of our new Navy, pro- 
viding for guns and ships to be made at home of home material 


also a battle ship, so that | 


I disclaim that idea for the | 


Not | 





| 
| 
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and from that time to this—during which period I have been con- 
tinuously amember of the Naval Committee, and [think I ought 
to know, if anybody ought, what the policy agreed upon has 
been—the settled purpose has been to build up in lieu of our old 
Navy which was passing away and becoming utterly worthless, 
a moderate-size i navy of first-class vessels; and the progress we 
have made has b2en gratifying indeed. 

lor one, I am proud of the connection I -have had with the 
building up of that Navy. I think—and I believe every gentle- 
man who has been connected with me on the Committee on Naval 
Affairs will bear me out in the statement—that the successive 
committees have attempted all the time to carry out that pro- 


t rf tl | P his | gram as economically as possible; and both Secretaries of the 
includes the building of two ships which are to be exactly like | 


Navy—Secretary Whitney and Secretary Tracy—have been able, 
have been efficient, and have labored to see, as I believe they 
have seen, that every single dollar should be used where it would 
yield the best results. We have practiced the most rigid eco- 
nomies in every direction in appropriations for clerks, for help 
of all kinds, for repairs in public buildings. Often we have been 
guilty almost of niggardliness in refusing to give money for 


| needed improvements, all because our purpose was to commend 


the Navy to the House and the country, and thus get money 


| enough to build up a Navy that should be moderate in size but a 


first-class Navy as far as possible. And now how far have we 
got? 

I had a statement prepared which I read to the House when 
this bill was up before it went to the Senate, showing that if all 
the ships heretofore authorized were completed we would be the 
seventh naval power inthe world. Prior tothe late war we were 
the sixth—easily the sixth. The addition of the ships provided 
for in this bill, if this report be adopted, and the completion of 
all the new naval vessels heretofore authorized, will still not put 
us above seventh in rank. 

Now, for the misinformation with which I told you the gen- 
tleman had regaled this House. In the first place, he undertook 
to compare the expenditures now made, since we began this 
new Navy, with expenditures for this purpose prior to the war. 
I stated to gentlemen, especially on this side of the House, that 
it had been the policy of the Democratic party in the old days 
to maintain an efficient navy—one that should be respectable in 
size and composed of ships the very best of their class; that in 
those days Democrats, when they came here, looked beyond the 
narrow confines of their own districts to the good of the whole 
country; that they recognized, as a motive that should prompt 
legislation, patriotism, and so they sought to put the country in 
a condition to defend itself, its honor and its right, not only at 
home, but abroad. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the days prior to the war the whole ex- 
penditures of this Government amounted to $82,000,000. That 
was the figure, my recollection is, for 1860. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It never reached that. 

Mr. HERBERT. If not, then so much the better for my argu- 
ment. ButI think the expenditures in 1860 amounted to $&2,- 
000,000. Of that sum,when you make the comparison, the aver- 
age expenditures upon the Navy amounted to about 16 per cent 
of the sum total. The present expenditures on the Navy scarcely 
amount to 16 per cent of what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
HOLMAN] votes this year for pensions. 

You can make the calculations for yourselves. I have stated 
that when our Democratic predecessors were practising what wa 
ought to practice, the most rigid eccnomy, at a time when the 
very largest expenditure per annum was $82,000,000, and my 
friend says it never reached that sum, their average expenditures 
upon the Navy was $13,385,400. That was the average calculated 
for the seven years prior to and including 1860. The trouble 
with my friend is that he does not discriminate. In the years 
1873, 1874, and 1875 the gentleman took part in a general on- 
slaught that was made by Democrats upon what I believe with 
him, were useless and extravagant appropriations being then 
made for a moribund navy. He does notseem to have found out 
that the conditions of that day no longer exist. 

That old navy has passed away. There is practically none of 
it left. We have entered upon the newera. We are now ap- 
propriating money that is used exclusively for the building of 
an efficient new navy. The old navy has gone by the board; and 
the day for the speeches that he made then and is making now 
has passed away with that old Navy. Since we began our new 
Navy in 1886—I donot go back to 1883 when the first appropria- 
tions for new ships were made, that would be all the better for 
my argument, but I take the period during which expenditures 


| have been greatest from 1886—and including the appropriations 


for 1892, the largest we have ever made, and those proposed by 
this bill for 1893, and the average expenditure during that time, 
it will be seen, amounts to but $22,871,000, This is the sum total 
for maintenance of the Navy, ships, guns, officers, and men, iit+ 


| cluding the building of ships and guns. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does that include the year 1886? 
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Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir; it includes 1886, the year I was first 
connected with the Naval Committee. 

Now, what does that mean? Compare the expenditures, the 
average expenditures for seven years prior to and including 1860 of 
$13,385,000 for a wooden navy with cast-iron guns, at a time when 
the country was under no necessity of building up a new Navy, 
but was simply incurring the ordinary expenditures for keeping 
up and maintaining in efficient condition a navy then in exist- 
ence; and it will be seen that we expended per capita of our pop- 
ulation at that time, assuming the population of the United States 
to ba 30,000,000, as it was at the end of that period, 44 cents. 


Now we have been building up a newnavy with all the modern | 


improvements. New ships are made of steel. They are larger, 
they have heavier engines and more of them, they are more com- 
plicated in every way. New guns are made of wrought steel, 
they are larger, they burn more powder, carry heavier projec- 
tiles and are more costly in every direction, and yet we have 
been expending or enteene during the whole of this pe- 
riod from 1886 to 1893 inclusive, but 34 cents per capita of our 
population, if we count our population at the end of the period 
at 65,000,000 of people as I counted it at 30,000,000 at the end of 
the preceding period. 

Here is the simple proposition. The per capita expenditures 
during this period, which the gentleman denounces as one of ex- 
travagant naval expenditures, have been, notwithstanding the 
fact that we have been building an entirely new Navy, 34 cents 
per capita, whereas in ante bellum days expenditures upon a navy 
already in existence amounted to 44 cents. 

But to go back and substantiate my statement that the gentle- 
man from Indiana had misinformed you. In the debate which 


took place between him and myself on the question of the adoption | 


of the report of the conference committee as first brought in, I 
stated that point, and a very material one to be considered was 
this: How much money would be needed hereafter for the com- 
pletion of the ships heretofore authorized and not yet completed? 
I'wenty-eight of them, he says. How much money is to be re- 
quired in addition to that carried by this bill to complete them? 

| teld the House that according to the computation of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy it would take $9,177,000 additional and to be- 
hereafter voted to complete these ships, arm them, and supply 
them with ammunition. The gentleman from Indiana,in the 
course of the colloguy between us, mentioned the sum of $54,- 


000,000, and I replied briefly to him that the difference between | 
himself and the Secretary of the Navy was just $45,000,000; and | 
when he came to elaborate his remarks for the RECORD he put | 


ina table which he had not used in the debate; he may have 
supposed he was referring to it, and I have no doubt he did in- 
tend to, but he did not produce that table, for if he had done so 
I should have had an opportunity to answer and explain it then. 
for I was familiar with it; but I did not know that he intended 
to use it as he did. On page 6627 of the RECORD he says: 


A question has been raised as to the cost of the twenty-eight war vessels | 


now being constructed under former laws. I therefore submit the table 
which appears on pages 60 and 61 of the last report of the Secretary of the 
Navy, showing the cost of the twenty-eight vessels. It will be seen that the 


entire cost is to be $54,367,691.74. The sum yet to be paid for their completion | 


is $42,878,897.46. I omit from this table the details, stating only the cost as 
stated by the Secretary of the Navy. 


And then he proceeds to publish a table to substantiate that | 
Now, that is what 1 said was conveying to the House | 


statement. 
misinformation by the wholesale. The statement to which I 
alluded I hold in my hand and will publish in full in the REcorp. 


It is a communication from the Secretary of the Navy of June 8, | 


1892, in answer to an inquiry. He says: 


In reply to your letter of the 19th ultimo, I have the honor to forward | 


herewith the information requested. First, ‘‘amounts in addition to the 
amounts carried in the pending appropriation bill for the naval establishment 
as passed by the House, necessary to fully complete, equip, and furnish with 
due supplies of ammunition, torpedoes, etc., all the vessels heretofore au- 
thorized and not yet completed: 


Bureau of Construction and Repair-...........................-.- 
Bureau of Steam Engineering. ...-.............2...2..--..2----- é 
Bureau of Ordnance 


$4, 349, 170. 30 
795, 624. O1 

3, 493, 203. 50 
539, 625, 00 








9, 177, 622. 81 
The above amount will be required during the years 1834 and 1895. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, when this bill was first befor> the House, 
I contended that we only ought to put upon it one ship, and gave 


as a reason in the first place that the armor would probably not | 


be ready. The statement of the Secretary to me now is, that 


from the progress now being made the armor will be ready for | 


this ship by the time the ship is ready for the armor. 
objection had to put 
ing to a computation which I had made, the amount necessary 
hereafter to complete the new vessels would ba some $15,000,000. 
The Secretary stated that it was only $9,177,000, and that is to 
be distributed over the years 1894 and 1895. When he made 


Another 


ting in more than one ship was that, accord- | 


that statement it was cutting away the objection from under my 
feet and answering the argument upon which I stood.~ 

Now, this table that the Secretary made out, and which is in 
the last report, as quoted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], dogs state that forty-two millions were yet to be ex- 
pended on the vessels already authorized. But that statement 
said nothing at all about what portion of the required sum of 
$42,000,000 had already been appropriated. 

The gentleman from Indiana did not know, of course, how 
much balance was on hand, but he ought to have known that be- 
side such balance, if any, over $17,000,000 had been appropriated 
in the act of 1891, and nota dollar of it had been or could be 
touched before that table was made out. I called the attention 
| of the Secretary to that statement and asked him to make a 
full explanation for the benefit of the House. I knew very well 
what his reply would be, but I asked him to make it official, and 
I send it to the Clerk’s desk to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 12, 1892. 

DEAR SiR: Referring to the statement in Secretary's report for 189! of 
amount of $3,000,000 required to complete ships, and to the letter sent you 


of June 8, stating nine millions as the amount necessary to complete ships, 
together with ammunition, ordnance stores, etc., Linclose herewith a mem- 


| orandum explaining the difference between the two statements. 


Very respectfully, 
B. F. TRACEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. H. A. HERBERT, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 


MEMORANDUM. 

The Secretary's report for 1831 stated, with reference to each vessel under 
construction, the amount already expended for construction and the esti- 
mated amount required for completion. This amount was stated to be ex- 
clusive of stores, amunition, and other perishable articles of outfit. 

The account was made up to the close of the previous fiscal year, viz, June 





|} 30, 1891, and the amount to be expended from and after that date was, in 


| round numbers, $43,000,000. Of this amount there had been appropriated up 
to that time $28,300,000, of which $16,500,000 was in the appropriation bill for 
the year then current, and #11,800,000 were the unexpended balances then be- 
ing held to meet existing contracts. The amount therefore required for con- 
struction of uncompleted vessels, in addition to amounts previously appro- 
priated, was $14,700,000, of which #9,200,000 are covered by the pending bill 

The balance to complete construction, amounting tofive and one-half mill- 
ions, together with about three and one-half millions for ammunition, etc., 
makes up the total of nine millions still required. 


Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, you will observe this 
statement says that the nine millions are in addition to what are 
carried in the present bill, and that whatI alluded to in the for- 
mer debate will not only be sufficient to complete all the ships 
heretofore authorized, but that this sum will furnish them with 
torpedoes and ammunition; that it willequip them fully, and that 
sum is to be distributed between the two years 1894 and 185. 

So that the case stands thus: In this bill we hare brought 
down the appropriations $9,000,000, in round numbers, below the 
last bill. We propose now to authorize two ships instead of one; 
| and not a single dollar for the new ship put on in the Senate is 
needed beyond the money that was already in the bill when we 
sent it from this House. 
| We want to know, of course,what the amount of our appro- 
priations for the next winter is going to be. According to this 
showing made by the Secretary, my estimate is that the appro- 
priations next winter will not be any larger than, if they are as 
large as, those of this session. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if [ have in any respect failed to make my 
statement plain, so that gentlemen can understand the question 
before the House, I am ready to answer any inquiry. It seems 
to me an easy matter to justify this bill and the action of the 
Naval Committee and of Congress for the last six years as being 
in accord with that policy laid down by Secretary Whitney and 
indorsed by President Cleveland, of making gradual methodical! 
| increases of the Navy by regular and moderate appropriations 
each year, until we have a moderate-sized Navy, until we reach 
| something like the position we occupied in 1860 among the nations 
of the earth. 

Mr. FELLOWS. 
a question? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes. 

Mr. FELLOWS. The Senate has insisted upon one amend- 
| ment as presented by this conference report. Will the gentle- 
| man state to the House from what amendments, originally pro- 

pose in the Senate, the Senate conferees receded? via 

| Mr. HERBERT. As to ships the Senate receded from eleven 
vessels, that is to say, from one monitor, from four gunboats 
from six torpedo boats, all of which would cost probably twice as 
much as this one battle ship. They receded from eleven vessels 
and insist only upon one. They gave up amendments 4,5, %, 14, 
2?, 36, 38, 39, and 40, amounting altogether to $772,090 in money, 
| and they insist upon amendments 33, 34, and 35, which carry 
| $66,612; and they receded from these amendments after the Sen- 
| ate had passed them. That was the bargain that your conferees 
| of the House made with the conferees of the Senate. 





Will the gentleman from Alabama permit 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, after having gone back once to the Senate 


conferees, and having urged that they should recede, and find- 
ing as we did that they still insist, we come to you and ask you 
to yield, to give up, to recede on simply these three amendments. 


That is the position. Now, another thing let me say: It does 


seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that membors of this House ought to | 


be anxious to pass these appropriation bills and go home. The 


best thing we can do for our constituencies to-day is to complete 


the necessary legislation and get away from here and to our 
homes. We have once extended the appropriations for fifteen 
days from the 30th of June, and that fifteen days will be out to- 
day. 


Mr. HOLMAN. To-morrow. 

Mr. HERBERT. To-morrow; but it does seem to me that 
gentlemen, although they may be anxious to have had their own 
way about it , Should not each one of them insist that he shall 
have this bill 1 exactly in the shape he wishes, and that if he can 


not he will — it out on this line all summer.” Some gentle- 
men appear to think they owe it as a duty to their constituents 
never to yield a point, never to make any compromise whatever 


If we were all of that opinion we never would get to any agree- 
ment on anything. There would be no use of aconferenee. In 
fact, there would be no need of sending us here to legislate. We 
never can get together without some compromise of conflicting 
views, and the que stion for this House to consider is whether it 
will agree to this compromise of conflicting views asked for, 
which we think is fair, just, and reasonable. 

How much time have I occupied, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has thirty-five 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman from Indiana wish to 
be heard in his own right, or shall I yield him time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam quite indifferent as to which it is. 

Mr. BLAND. There is one point J would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, and that is the amount of money that the 
Senate has put upon the bill sent to them by the House? 

Mr. HERBERT. The amount of money first put upon the 
bill? 

Mr. BLAN That is by contract for the future contracts as 
well as by the prese nt appropriation. 

Mr. HERBER’ The amount of money put upon the bill by 
the Senate was $838,000 in the present appropriations, and alto- 
gether on the ships, which would be distributed along five years 
it amounted to $14,000,000. 


Mr. BLAND. Now, they have receded, so it will amount to | 


what? 


about the $14,000,000. The Clerk informs me that it is about 
$9,090,000; but I think it is a great deal over that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That does notembrace the batile ship? 

Mr. HERBERT. That embraces the eleven ships, with the 
armored monitor, which costs nearly as much as a battle ship. 

Mr. BLAND. They put on about $14,000,000 for the future, 
and now what is it for the present? 

Mr. HERBERT. If this compromise is accepted they have 
added to the bill $66,612. 

Mr. SEERS.EY. You expect the construction of other new 
ves sels, do you not? 

Mr. HERBER’ That will depend upon the Houseeach year. 
T - Sie at each session will judge for itself what it will do. 
For myself I think we are progressing rapidly enough. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time? 

Mr. HERBERT. Such time as he wants. I do not desire to 
cut oif debate, as | have consumed considerable time myself. 

‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentle- 
man a Indiana desire? 

_ HOLMAN. It is impossible for me to say. 
brief, but I can not say how much time I will require. 
tleman from Alabama vields to me simply. 

Mr. Speaker, truth is of inestimable value; nothing can take 
its piace. Of all things in life, truth, in all human affairs, is most 
valuable; if absent in a deliberative body the results are a delu- 
sion and afraud. I know the gentleman from Alabama would 
not for his right arm deceive a gentleman on this floor as a mat- 
ter of fact. T will not discuss a question on this floor with a gen- 
tleman who disregards the truth and would willfully mislead the 
House. Truth is of all things beyond price, its value beyond 
conception or comparison. 

] know the gentleman from Alabama very well, and have known 
himagreatmany years. Heisatruthful gentleman, and if there 
has been any dec :ption here it has not been intentional on his 
part. But I am anxious to clear away the fog. I am anxious to 


T shall be 
The gen- 


show the real facts: for my friend does not at this moment seem 
to have fairly considered the statement which was read, coming 
to io from the Secretary of the Navy. 


I stated the other day, 
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gentlemen, that you had in process of construction twenty-eight 
vessels for your Navy, costing $54,000,000, in round numbers; 
that there was still to be paid for the construction cf these ves 
sels of $42,000,000, in round numbers. 

Now, my friend from Alabama fell into the extraordinary error 
a few days ago, when this measure was before the House, of mak- 
ing this statement; and I can now see how it cecurred. I can 
see what confusion the ene of the Secretary of the Navy 
has thrown this matter int 

My friend said: 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] talks about $75,090,000 

Now, gentlemen who heard me know that in the remark I made 
about $75, 000,000, it was in connection with the charges authorized 
to be made upon our Treasury by contracts under the river and 
harbor bills, the naval appropriation bills, and the fortification 
bill, to be paid for in the future, which Lestimated at notless than 
$75,000,000. That was the only mention I made of $75,000,000; 
but I admit that in the confusion of the debate the gentleman 
from Alabama might not have exactly understood what I said. 
That $75,000,000 had nothing to do with the appropriation for 


| Ships except as to the contracts for ships heretofore authorized 
| and that authorized by this bill, and the larger portion, as you 


are all aware, is involved in the river and harbor laws. That 


| much as to the $75,000,000. 


He goes on: 

He goes back to 1882, when the first one of these new ships was authorized. 
The tirst ships were laid down in 1883. From that time up to the present all 
the expenditures for the new Navy amount toa very much less sum than 
$75,000,000. 

Certainly a great deal less up to this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman bas misapprebended my statement. 

Mr. HERBERT. Again, all the money required to complete 

| want the gentleman's ear, if he pleases, and I hope genile- 
men will let us proceed regularly— 

Mr. HERBERT. Again, all the mouey required to complete all the ships now 
in process of construction is simply 99,177,000. Here is the statement made 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

But that statement was not given. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The estimate is $54,000,000, 

Mr. HERBERT. The estimates for completing the vessels now in process of 
construction are what I have said. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when I came to look over these remarks 
of my friend I took the privilege (a privilege which I have never 
hesitated to take) of publishing in my remarks the table which 
is feund on pages 59 and 60 of the last report of the Secretary of 
the Navy. That report commences with a statement showing 


, ‘Pr ‘ +17: | the name and tonnage of each uncomple ‘ted vessel authorized to 
Mr SRBE . Five and ahs ns. ‘ 10t ace > | 
Mr. HERBERT. Five and ahalf millions. Iam not accurate be built, beginning “with the Maine and going all through the 


list making up the twenty-eight vessels, as follows: 


Statement showing the name and total estimated amount required Sor completion, 
including armor, armament, and equipment, of each uncompleted vessel author- 
ized to be built. 








| Totalestim¢ ted. 
amount required 
7. ‘ for completion, | m,., - 
Name. inclading armor,| Total cost. 
armament, and 
| €q aipenens. 
a ae $1, 773, 071. 60 $3, 549, 041. 75 
a a a ee ended atin 1, 866, 258. 00 | 3, 002, 692. 29 
MIU ste a ee ee 1, 227, 523.00 | 2, 596, 086. 78 
Ne Ho tcritecsnn bin nutianmnnicin apea tans site cine 2, 628, 305. 00 4, 038, 408. 07 
Se Fens, wishes ds Sadhana Skis nee 1, 961, 750. 00 2, 387, 969. 43 
SN Aon «a cue oo no citieieaiaGameianiemeniaee 1, 261, 809. 00 1, 833, 338. 36 
eae rk a eke eee eee 1, 014, 832. 00 1, 642, 915. 74 
el wl aaa dial 497, 910. 00 851, 450, 92 
a a at a 501, 663. 00 854, 155. 18 
ace a 625, 001. 00 921, 131. 67 
Gunboat No. 5................. MAS A Se 343, 754. 00 474. 735. 24 
REET TT 344, 454. 00 473, 005. 90 
Harbor-defenseram......-..._....._.....-- 1, 408, 388. 00 1, 414, 5B. 14 
RR oa ne De i ee ee 5, 493, 349. 00 5, 521, 252. 01 
i 5, 493, 349. 00 | 6, 521, 754. 96 
ois snd erik mudi eae 5, 662, 909. 00 | 690" 865. 95 
NN NN ds 4 lk teas basin cpanel 2, 636, 239. 00 | 3 149, 214. 86 
A I TID Ii steno i sain a seinen mann 136, 850. 00 136, 850. 00 
SIRI Ca ncd ce cacws mine so nuanouetwaien } 8, 101, 057. 00 | 3, 104, 355. 80 
Do saa coca whch opal escalates Noma 1, 582, 054. 00 | 1, 774, 823. 82 
acid 'a dhnaim nak mamenewl 1, 113, 237. 00 | 1, 512, 297. 87 
AM DDIGEIND oicccinn nn con dua thc ies someone heal 887, 783. 00 | 1, 218, 023, 16 
NN 896, 659, 50 1, 402, 286. 24 
Miantonomoh .........- Stes tenis Dorel eats 71, 110. 00 | 849, 016. 89 








42,529, 315. 50 53, 920, 282. 03 




















IRE cy hh ee ee 25, 210, 32 | q 

NIN es 25 910, 32 | 36, 888. 00 

DE tisk cick annex mabcilicim ina bninigadnnned 25, 210. 32 | 36, 888. 09 
Total. .......- cl oe eee ee | 75, 630. 96 110, 664, 00 
Monbem.. oon 42, 878, B97. 46 | 5A, 267, 601.74 


| | 
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This table is on pages 59 and 60 of the last report of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. | omit from this table the details, and only 
present the final results. I mean [ omit the expenditures un- 
der each Bureau. 

Total cost, $54,367,691.74. Total estimated amount required 
for their completion, including armor, armament, and equip- 
ment—let me repeat this to avoid any misapprehension—total 


estimated amount required for their completion,including armor, | 


armament, and equipment (setting forth of course the name of 
each vessel), $42,878,897.46. I ask my friend from Alabama 
whether that is not accurate? 

Mr. HERBERT. I stated that it was. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Then my original statement was strictly true, 
was it not? 

Mr. HERBERT. Idid not say thatit was not true, but I made 
this statement, and I have had read here a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy which shows that that was the amount that 
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and it is quite immaterial whether the money has been appro- 
priated or is to be appropriated hereafter, you had still to pay 
those ships after the last report of the Seeretary of the Navy 
was made the sum of $42,878,897.46. 

Mr. BROWN. How much of that has been appropriate 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think about $18,000,000. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But we shall havea vessel in return for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Weshall have vessels that we have no us> for; 
and we have some use for the money. 

So much, gentlemen, for this additional vessel of war. The 
question is whether this House proposes to add to the load upon 
the Treasury to the extent of $42,878,897.46 which, we are as- 
sured, is necessary for the vessels now in progress of construc- 


| tion, $3,750,000 carried by this bill as it passed the House, and 


had not been expended, but would be required to be expended. | 


But the appropriations made before that time, the appropria- 
tions made in the last Congress and the appropriations made in 


this Congress, make up all of that sum with the exception of | 


five millions and a half. So that that table is misleading when 
it is put in as the gentleman from Indiana put it in, as if it were 
an amount to be hereafter appropriated. 

The House must see now very plainly the difference between 
the gentleman from Indiana and myself. I was speaking, and I 
thought he was speaking, of the amount required hereafter to be 
appropriated, but he was reallyspeaking of the amount to be ex- 
pended upon the vessels from the 30th of June last. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not say a word about appropriations. I 
said that sum was to be expended. 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, I thought the gentleman's remarks 
implied what I have stated, and therefore I said that he was 
misleading the House. [I did notdeny that that table was there; 
but I have had read from the Clerk's desk a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. When? 

Mr. HERBERT. To-day; a letter written yesterday, which 
Ihave had read here to-day, showing that, in addition to the 
appropriations carried in this bill, there will be required only 
five and a half millions to complete all of those vessels. In 
other words, these appropriations have been going on from 1882 
to the present time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana a question with regard to that table. I wish to ask him 
whether it shows the amount already appropriated towards the 
completion of these vessels. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; but in former years the naval appropria- 


| charges you are putting upon it. Instead of relie 
> } +> 


$6,000,000 more for the one ship of war with armament added 
by the Senate. Gentlemen, whether we do this or not ought to 
depend, itseems to me, on the condition of your Treasury. Your 
Treasury can not possibly meet during the coming year th 
ng your peo- 


| ple from taxation, you will be compelled to increase that burden. 





tion bills which authorized contracts for new ships of war always | 
contained some appropriations of money towards the construc- | 


tion of the ships authorized to be contracted for. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, WhatI want to know is whether that 
table shows the amount already appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course not. The amount appropriated 
already is mostly still in the Treasury. Itis not expended. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of course not. It is either there, or it 
must be brought there before it can be expended. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman from Indiana will permit 
me, [ will show him just where his statement was calculated to 
mislead the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, my friend himself ought to apologize 
for having misled the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HERBERT. Lam going to show the House, if you will 
allow me, whether it is you or [ that ought to apologize. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I expected the gentleman to get up promptly 
and make anapology. [Laughter.] 


Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman in the first place attacked | 


the appropriations made from 1882 up to the present time, and 
then he came in with a statement of how much move was re- 
quired; at least that was the impression which the statement 
made, and that is the impression given by his statement when 
you read it in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is the statement in the RECORD just 
as it is published; gentlemen can examine for themselves. 


Mr. HERBERT. And if it does not convey the impression | 


that I say, then I have mistaken the meaning of the words. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You can not find one single solitary line or 
sentence in those remarks of mine that is not accurate down toa 
cent. What are the facts? Gentlemen all see how the case 
stands now. The facts are that the vessels which you have now 
upon your hands in progress of construction are to cost you when 
completed $54,367.691.74. You have still got to pay on those 
vessels—now, mark me, gentlemen,[ want to repeat with em- 
phasis what I have already said—you have still got to pay out of 
your Treasury for the completion of those vessels,according to the 
statement of the Seeretary of the Navy, the sum of $42,878,897.46; 


Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask the gentieman a question. 
I wish to know whether this $9,600,000 will ba in excess of the 
$54,000,000, or whether it is a part of it? I understand from the 
gentleman that there are vessels now authorized to be con- 
structed which will cost $54,000,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; altogether. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, my question is whether the expense of 
vessels authorized by this bill will be in excess of that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; every cent is in excess. 

Mr. BLAND. Then it runs up to $63,000,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, some $63,000,000. 

Mr. BLAND. The $9,000,000 is not a part of the $54,000,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, the $54,000,000 has nothing at all to do 
with anything except those twenty-eight vessels heretofore au- 
thorized. They are to cost, when completed, $54,000,000; and 
we have still to pay the $42,000,000 for them. 

Mr. BLAND. The two ships provided for in this bill are 
extra? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are extra, or rather additiona! to the 
twenty-eight vessels now under contract. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know—I ask the question for 
information—whether the gentleman means to say that ther> 
has already been appropriated $42,000,000 yet to be expended for 
the improvement of the Navy 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under contracts now existing? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Dces the gentleman mean to say that there 
has been appropriated $42,000,000 yet to be expended for the im- 
provement—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has not all been appropriated. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How much has been appropriated and is yet 
to be expended? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can simplv estimat> the amount. I sup- 
pose it is about $18,000,000. 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman whether he means to say 





that there is appropriated at this time fo: the improvement o 
the Navy $18,000,000, and that the cost of these two vessels is to 


be added to that sum? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Making how much? 

Mr.HOLMAN. Well, some sixty-three million doll 
mark you, no part of this sum of $9,750,000 is appropriated b 
this bill. Authority is given to make contracts for the eonstruc- 
tion of two ships—one provided for by the origina! bill and th: 
other proposed by the Senate. They will cost together abo 








| $9,750,000, which must be appropriated hereafter. 


When I speak of $18,000,000 already appropriated and romain 
ing unexpended for the construction of ships, [ am almost gucss- 
ing, because in order to give a precise answer it would be n« 
essary to go through all the appropriation bills to ascertain hoy 
much had been appropriated and ascertain how much yet re- 
mains unexpended. According to my recollection in former 
years these appropriation bills authorizing the construction of 
ships always or generally carried a portion of the appropriation 
in advance. 

Having said thus much in regard to this additional war ship, 
I turn tothis proposed naval display. Myfriend from Alabama 
created the impression unintentionally that in some way we art 
committed to the expenditure of money for this naval reviev 
The original act of April 25, 1890, provided that— 

The President is hereby authorized and directed to hold a naval revie 
New York Harbor in April, 1893, and to extend to foreign nations an invi 
tion to send ships of war to join vessels of the United States, to rendezvo 
at Hampton Roads and to proceed thence to said review 

Gentlemen will see there is not a line there which indicates a 
purpose on the part of Congress to appropriate one dolar in mon 
for any such object. The law simply contemplates a nayal re- 
view, to which other naval powers are to be invited. 
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What is this money to be spent for? 
House could have anticipated that this provision of law could by 
any possibility involve any charge upon our Treasury? It is not 
to be supposed that the gathering together of war ships would 
involve any extra expense. Are they not already upon the high 
Is not what we call the ‘“‘ white squadron ” within convén- 
ient reach? Cannot these vessels be assembled without extraor- 
dinary expense? 
Navy large enough to meet all such expenses? What additional 
expense can there be? If the object is not to increase the pei- 
sonnel of your Navy—if it is for that purpose I for one protest 
against it. 

As amember of this House I shall never cease to denounec> 
the attempt by covert means to increase ywee Navy or Army be Te 
yond the number authovized by law at the close of the late war 
unless an emerge ney shall arise demanding it. 

The Demoeratie party havealways favored a reasonable navy, 
just as they have always favored a reasonable army; a small 
standing army around which you might gather your forces in 
ca-e of a public emergency; the same with the navy. 
beyond that. The Democratic party from the days of Jefferson 
down to the present time never favored either a great standing 
army or a powerful navy. 

My friend says the report made to Congress in 1882 on the pro- 
posed new navy contains statements that are misleading. In 
that connection I ae ittoask my friend from Alabam2 this ques- 
tion, atid I hope that he will give me a direct answer. I have 


seas? 


made acharge that the carrying out of that programme, involving | 
$349,000,000 for ships of war, or the plan | 


an expenditure of some 
proposed by the Naval Board, has been going on steadily at 
every session of Congress since 188. Now, I ask my friend 
whe tee r since 1885 more or less vessels on the plan of that Board's 
report have not been provided for by action of the two Housse? 

Mr. H ERBERT. [ will state to the gentleman, as I have said 
before, that no attention has been paid to that plan by the Naval 
Committee. Nothing has been done in accordance with that 
plan; nobody ever supposed that the plan was to be carried out, 
but, on the contrary, we have laid down plans of our own, which 
[ have endeavored to state 
man has heard; that is to say, that we would provide for a reg- 
ular, moderate, gradual increase of the Navy, until it had reached 
a suitable size, as large as is necessary for all of our require- 
ments. the work togoon through a number of years. Thatisall 
we have done: that and nothing more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, my friend from Alabama isa very frank 
gentleman usually, and will not hesitate, I am sure, to give mea 
direct answer. 

Mr. HERBERT. Not if I am able to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He says, if I understand him correctly, that 
this plan has not been carried out? 


Mr. HERBERT. It has not been. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will give me a frank 


answer, for he is always frank and fair. 


Mr. HERBERT. If I did not answer the gentleman correctly 
then, I will certainly answer him the next time if I can do sp. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The question is whether or not there has 


been asingle session of Congress since 1885—— 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
The SPEAKER. 


I hope I may have a few minutes longer. 


conference committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask a few minutes longer. 

Mr. MALLORY. I object. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not desire to cut the gentleman off, 
and hope he will be allowed time in his own right. 

TheSPEAKER. But the Chair had promised to recognize the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], one of the conferees. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no desire to break in on the remarks of 
the gentleman from Indiana. I will yield to him a reasonable 
time. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman has any remarks to submit 
he had better take the floor now. 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield to you for a few minutes. 
five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
——_ my friend has not directly answered my inquiry. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think I have answered it very fully. 

. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman again,so that 

there may be no misunderstanding about it—— 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, what is your question? 

Mr.HOLMAN. My question is this: In that report to which 
I have already referred, containing the classes of vessels and the 
number of them, their tonnage and so on, the line-of-battle ships 
and others are specified by name, are they not? 


I yield 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 
What member of the | 
| State to the gentleman, that we could not build a ship without 
| building one of the classes named in that plan, the reason being 


Are not the ordinary appropriations for the | 
| tied and recommended in that report? 


| tioned. 


But not | 


| The late Secretary of N 
| report to the Senate, and the gentleman is ase ompetent to speak 
on that subject as any other gentlemen in the United States. I 


to the House,and which the gentle- | 


| whether the people, who feel that they are 


The Chair had promised to recognize the | 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], a member of the | 
| admit that. 


| OOO? 
Well, Mr. Speaker, a few wordsfurther, al- | 
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Mr. HERBERT. Some are specifically named, because, I will 


that they have named every class. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I wish to ask whether or not there has 
been a single session of Congress, since the naval board made 
its report in 1885, where the naval appropriation bill has not 
provided for some vessels contemauned in this plan and speci- 


Mr. HERBERT. Now, I willstate again tothe gentleman that 
there has not been a single session of Congress since that time 
at which one or more of the vessels has not been authorized, and 
the probabilities are that the class of vessels so <p roca was 
mentioned in that report, because it mentioned all classes, and 
you can not devise any sort of aship that is not therein men- 
But I willstate further, that innot a single bill has any 
vessel ever been provided for, that is, recommended with the 
intention of carrying out that plan, or any part of it. It was 


| not considered in committee atall except to be rejected. 


Mr. HOLMAN. How ean that be correct in view of the state- 
ment made to the Senate, by a report of the late Secretary of 
the Navy, that vessels of the class to which the Texas belongs, 
if not now in progress of construction, no naval officer would 
for a moment think of constructing on the plan of that vessel? 
Vavy, now Senator CHANDLE R, made that 


think that will be admitted. 
Mr. HERBERT. Are you asking me a question about that? 
Mr. HOLMAN. No; | stats a fact that my friend will rot 
question. 
Mr. HERBERT. I hoye my friend will ask me about that. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If Ido not state it correctly, I have the re- 
port heres be‘orem:? and willreadit. Itstates that vessels of the 
type of the Texas would not now be constructed at all if not 
in progress of construction. He asks what has been the use of 


| the expenditure of the $5,000,000 for the Texas, and other vessels 


standing upon the same footing, which are already obsolete. 
But in regard to this display. Gentlemen, you have a right 
toappropriate all the money necessary to carry on your Govern- 
ment, and it is the duty of Congress to do so; but I inquire 
already bearing a 
heavy burden of taxation, can look with approval upon an act 
of Congress which shall tax them for mere tinsel to add to the 
splendor of government, a display which can be witnessed by 
only a small por.ion of our people, even if it were of value as ex- 
pressing the powerful agencies which surround governments, 


| and I deny that it is of any value for that. 


Will the people approve this additional expenditure of $50,000, 
in addit‘o1 to the other burdens which they must necessarily 
tear? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 


Are these vessels that are being pro- 


| vided for for this display to be useful after the display? 


Mr. HOLMAN. They are ornamental, and add what is called 


| a *‘ splendor” to Government and will make a very brilliant dis- 


play, I have nodoubt. European powers will vie with each other 
however in this expression of arbitrary power. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman allow me to make a remark? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. You ask if the people of the country will look 
with approval upon this appropriation? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, I do. I think Hampton will. I will 





Mr. WISE. New York and Baltimore 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, there are several cities that will enjoy 


| the show of naval power. 


Mr. WISE. Yes, and every section of this country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many ofthe laboring people-—— 

Mr. WISE. Nine-tenths of them will approve of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many of the laboring people, how many 
of the farmers, how many of the people whoearn the money that 
goes into your Treasury, will witness this grand display that is 
costing you millions of dollars in the building of war ships, and 
for which you propose to appropriate, for the mere expression of 
arbitrary power in the display of war ships the additional $5),- 
Gentlemon, the Congress of the United States has im- 
»osed burdens upon the people of thiscountry with such a lav- 
ish and unsparing hand for years that we spend their money just 
as though it dropped into your Treasury as the manna of old fell 
in the camp of the Hebrews —as though it was a gift of Provi- 
dence, not the hard earnings of our people, their sweat coined 
intomoney. We have got so lavish that an item of $50,000 is 
thought to be too small a matter even to justify discussion before 
the American C iongress. 

Gentlemen, I trust you will not appropriate that money. Let 
us not continue to enlarge upon the opportunities to open up in- 
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creased fields of expenditure, searching heaven and earth, as it 

were, tosee where we can squander the fruits of the labor ofour 

people. : ; : ; 
Mr. BLAND. I would like to inquire of the gentleman, inas- 
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much as we replenish our Treasury by taxing foreigners and not | 
| idea? Do not happy and prosperous homes express the great- 
| ness of the event rather than the great navy, the type of that 
Mr. HOLMAN. If that were true, I should spend the money | 


our owncountry, why are all these objections made? We are 
told that it does not cost anybody in this country anything. 


with a lavish hand if it was not that lavish expenditure in a 
republic always ends in that greatest of misfortunes, a corrupt 
government. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. You have no sympathy for foreigners; you | 


want to spend their money anyhow? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unhappily it is the labor of your own people. 
their toil and privations, that swells the millions in our Treas- 
ury. This display can not possibly add to the glory or honor of 
our country. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. This Government has invited the navies of 


foreign nations to come here and participate in a naval review? | 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MALLORY. And the gentleman is opposed to appropri- 
ating anything in the way of assisting the Navy of the United 
States to properly receive and entertain the navies of other na- 
tions that come here? 

Mr. HOLMAN. How do you propose that the money shall 
be expended? 

Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman from Indiana has said there 
is no occasion for the expenditure ofany money. Why, the mere 
firing of salutes will amount to a large sum of money. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All that has been appropriated for otherwise. 
That has not anything to dowiththis. All that is necessary has 
been appropriated in the regular Navy appropriations. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
of $50,000 for the purpose of receiving these foreign navies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, and I would like to ask the gentleman 
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is the type of this naval display. The navies of the world cele- 
brating the discovery of America by the dispiay of the instru- 
ments of power, the enslavement of men! Are great war ships 
a grand display of the progress of human freedom in four hun- 
dred years? Does not the broken shackle better express the 


arbitrary power which has filled all Europe with poverty and 
wretchedness for centuries? 

The war navies of the world celebrating the progress of our 
race infour hundred years, and of the triumphs of liberty on 
the new hemisphere, isa startling spectacle, the grand and noble 
triumph of the peaceful industries of our people celebrat>d by 
the agencies that crush out liberty and keep the heel of despotism 
on the neck of mankind! But let them parade in our waters. 
All the nations, at the cost of labor, can make a grand display, of 
course. Letthem betreated with proper hospitalities by our naval 
officers, who have ample compensation, and by such of our pros- 
perous and greatcities as lie upon the marginof the ocean. That 
will be all right enough; but the laboring man at the plow, at 
the anvil, the shops, or in the mines, how can you, gentlemen, 
take his earnings for such a purpose? How can youdo it? 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman 
that Icome from an agricultural district, and I dare do it be- 


| cause the United States Government has invited the nations of 


the world to come here and witness our glory and grandeur, and 


| to participate in our celebration of the glorious anniversary of 
| the discovery of this country. And, Mr. Speaker, if this cele- 
| bration were to occur upon the Wabash I could understand how 
| we could take flint-lock muskets and anvils and give a salute to 


As I understand there is an appropriation | 


from Indiana, who seems to know everything about the Navy, to | 


state how the naviesof foreign countries will be received accord- 
ing to the customs of the nations of the world, without we fire 
some salutes and expend some money for such purposes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have appropriated money for all naval 
purposes. I remember some years ago a naval officer wrote to 
us that he was stationed off the port of New Orleans (there were 
a great many foreign ships there), and that it was the custom of 


the officers of the Navy to have a pleasant time whenever they | 
made a trip to the different ports of the world, and he would be | 


glad if we would appropriate $10,000 to extend proper courtesies 
to officers of war ships from abroad. The House took a good 
laugh, and that was the last of it. [Laughter]. 
friend deliberately proposes to take out of the pockets of the 
people $50,000 to pay for a junket—— 


Mr. HOLMAN. A mere pleasant pastime for our officers and 


And yet my | 


the navies of the world when theycame here. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman speaks well, but I can not 
vield to him further. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker,I claim the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the 
floor and yielded five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. MALLORY. But the gentleman himselfhad yielded the 
floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will finish the sentence of my 
friend in regard tothe grandeur and glory of this country. 
What a cloud there will be upon the brow of every friend of la- 
bor when it istold him that the display to be mude by these ships 
is a display of the glory of America! All nations with outlying 
possessions to keep in servitude participating. 

It is the contented fireside, the happy home, the prosperous 
family, the children well educated and innured to virtuous in- 
dustry—it is all this that tells of the glory and greatness of our 
country, not great navies and armies, which eat up the fruits of 
labor and make the very earth cry out indespair. The time will 
come, if it is not already upon us, when the trapping and tinsel 
of arbitrary power, splendid establishments, which devour the 
fruits of labor, will not charm mankind. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish further to take the time of 


| the gentleman from Massachusetts, who I see is looking rather 
Mr.MALLORY. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana willallow me. | 


their guests. Our naval officers are well paid. If they wish to | 


be hospitable they can be, for we pay them very handsome sala- 


ries. We pay our naval officers better salaries than any other | 
nation. If they wish to display hospitality they can doso. Our | 


cities on the seaboard will vie with each other in extending hos- 
pitality. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Our naval officers are not inviting 
them here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Notatall. You are right about that. And 
yet our Navy suggested this display. 

I do not think this parade of arbitrary power is in harmony 
with the occasion. A great multitude will come to the new hem- 
isphere to witness the triumphs of peace, not of power. A 


union of the nations to bring about the triumph of ‘*‘ Peace on | 


earth, good will to men,” uttered in tones which should swell 
up from -the earth to the vault of heaven. [Applause.]| 

That such an invitation as that should have as its main fea- 
ture in tinsel and embeilishment of the naval forces! That we 
should in this era of peace have the presence of the ships of Rus- 
sia, that hoary-headed old despotism, the very presence of whose 
ships in our waters is a dishonor to the high seas, with England 
and France and other nations, all having outlying possessions 
when we all know that these ships of war are the instruments of 
monarchical power; that we are to have them here to show to 
what extent the power to enslave mankind has been perfected 
in the period of four hundred years—simply a barbaric display of 
arbitrary power! 

I have seen over yonder a broken shackle lying at the fect of 
a statue of an illustrious American whose memory will live as 
long aa the human race—a broken shackle. The reverse of that 


reproachfully at me. But I wish to say this: I have before me 
the expenditures of the Navy for a number of years. My friend 
talks about this being a model navy bill, almost a bagatelle, of 
$27,000,000, and authorizing contracts for ships to cost $9,750,000 
more, and yet for many years after the close of the late war the 
annual cost of the Navy was, in round numbers, from $12,000,000 
to $15,000,000. With our great Navy completed, what will be its 
annual cost? 

The range of expenditure in former years was as follows, in 
round numbers: 

Mr. HERBERT. How much more time does the gentleman 
want? I hopehe will let us get through with this bill this even- 
ing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ina moment. 1 have the table before me, 
Mr. Chairman. In the Forty-third Congress the appropriation 
at the first session was $20,000,000. I give the round numbers. 
That was when large appropriations were made for the Robeson 
navy. The next year the appropriation was $17,000,000. 

Then comes an appropriation of $12,000,000 in the Forty-fourth 
Congress. In the Forty-fifth Congress the appropriation was 
$14,090,000; in the Forty-sixth, $14,000,000 at each session; in 
the Forty-seventh, $14,000,000 at the first session, and $15,000,000 
at the second session. At the first session of the Forty-eighth 
Congress the appropriation was $14,000,000, and at the second 
session $15,000,000. In the Forty-ninth Congress it was $16,000,- 
000, and then it began to go up. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask who controls 
this time, and whether the five minutes that I yielded the gen- 
tleman from Indiana has yet expired? [Laughter.| 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have read these figures toshow you gentle- 
men how rapidly you are exhatisting the industries of our people 
by this lavish expenditure of their money. 








6186 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. LODGE. } 
the House, which is all ready to vote on this question, and which 
understands it entirely after having listened to the interesting 


The gentleman from Indiana—— 
Iam through, Mr. Speaker. (Laughter.] 


version of naval appropriations and naval history which the | 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has given us. [Laugh- 
ter.| Ail I desire is to call the attention of the House to the 
exact point involved in the motion of the chairman to recede. 
A committee of conference is necessarily a committee of com- 
promise. The Senate yield in this amendment on eleven ships, 
costing, in round numbers, nine millions, and insiston ene. They 
yield over $700,000 of the $800,000 that they added, and they in- 
sist on $66,000. No better bargain has been made by any appro- 
priation committee that has brought a conference report into 
this House. 

We can not expect that the Senate will yield entirely on every- 


thing, and for the House to proceed in this way is merely to throw | 


7 


over the whole bill and oblige us te go on with the extended ap- 


propriations for last year, which, I may remark, are much larger | 
For the practical conduct of the | 
business of the House at this stage, the sensible thing todo is to | 


than those made in this bill. 


ace >pt the terms which the conferees have reached, and which 
are reasonable terms. 
is utterly unfounded. 
and building it very slowly: a Navy adequate tothe defense of 
our coasis, barely that. And with that I believe the people of 
this country, without regard to party, are insympathy. They 
have so expressed themselves in both their great national con- 
ventions, and [I believe to-day that the opposition to a proper 
policy in regard to the Navy is to be found almost entirely, un- 
der the false name of ‘‘ economy,” in this House of Representa- 
tives. 

As to the appropriation for the naval rendezvous, Congress it- 
self extended the invitation to the other nations. We have 
agreed to an appropriation of $15,000 for the construction of 
models of the ships of Columbus, leaving $35,000 to be expended 
on this naval rendezvous to which we ourselves have bidden 
foreign nations. ‘That money is to be used for necessary expenses, 
such as the gentleman from Florida pointed out and such as 
everybody canconceive. After directing the President toextend 
an invitation to foreign nations to take part in thatdisplay it would 
be dishonorable, in my judgment, for us to refuse the money 
necessary to carry it out. Lhope, sir, that the House will recede 
on these two points, and I will not detainthemfurther. I yield 
the remainder of my time to the chairman of the committee. 
[ Applause. | 

‘ir, HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FELLOWS]. 

Mr. FELLOWS. Mr. Speaker, the manifest impatience of the 
House to reach a yote is such that I will not occupy the time I 
had intended to. I desired very much to express some views 
upon this bill which [ think are in accord with the sentiment of 
the great majority of the population of thiscountry without re- 
gard to political classification,and to give to this conference report 
my very hearty approval; but if the House desires to vote I will 
not detain it. [Cries of ‘‘Goon!” ‘‘Go on!”] Then, Mr.Speaker, 
for a very few moments I shall ask the attention of the House 
to some features of this report. 

With the statistical portion of the question I shall have noth- 
ing to do, because ithas already been most admirably elaborated 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], the chairman 
of the committee. With that portion which affects our honor, 
and character as a people, which presents us to the nations of 
the world in an attitude either of redeeming our promises or of 
disregarding them, which puts us in the position of being the 
most beggarly of nations, or among the greatest, that has been 
dealt with by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Can it be possible that there is a Representative on this floor 
other than the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who 
seems to have fixed opinions on this question, who does not feel 
that the faith, the honor, and the character of our Government 
anc every one of its citizens are deeply involved in this invita- 
tion we have extended to the nations of the earth? Whatever 
else Columbus may have been, he was greater as a discoverer than 
im any other work of his life, and it is his greatest maritime 
achievement that we celebrate thisand the next year. The four 
hundredth anniversary of the discovery of thiscountry celebrates 
in great part his geniusasa navigator. Manifestly some portion 
of that display should be upon the water, the element on which 
he achieved his greatness. 
instructed the Chief Executive of this nation, its mouthpiece to 
the world, to extend an invitation toall the other powers to take 
part in this celebration by the presence of their ships. And now, 
when they reach our ports, we are asked to refuse to grant one 
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Mr. Speaker, I have no intention of detaining | 


This talk about our building a big Navy | 
Weare building a very moderate Navy, | 
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dollar toextend to them the hospitality of the United States. Can 
it be possible that there are gentlemen on this foor who desire 
to place us in this attitude? 

Does not the gentleman from Indiana know that the British 
admiralty, and the naval office of every other gra: power on 
earth, yield each year outof their revenue, gained by taxation, a 
large sum to enable their ships to display the hospitality ef the 


country whose flag they bear? This expense comes from the 
pockets of no commander of a British ora German vessel. What- 


| ever they expend for the purpose of exhibiting the power. the 
| greatness, and the glory of their country in other parts, those 


powers are glad to pay out of theircommon fund. But here you 
ask that we shall invite the nations of the world to our harbors 
by an invitation couched by the authority of the United States, 
and directed to the nations through the lips of our Chief Execu- 
tive, the grandest magistrate on the face of the earth: and when 
they come here you propose to ask the poorly-paid captains of 
your vessels to extend, at their own expense, the greeting of tho 
United States. No, L apprehend that will not be done. 

How, then, about the other appropriations? It is seareely 
n.cessary to call the attention of this House to the fact that if 
we are to have any sottlement of this question we are bound te 
recognize the body at the other end of the Capitol as a exfrdi- 
nate branch of Congress, entitled to say something for itself. 
The Senate has receded from nino-tentis of its amendments in 
number, and from about $9,000,060 in amount. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. FELLOWS. Indeed they have. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. FELLOWS. The expenditurs which they contemplated 
in the construction of eleven additional ships reached $1.5,000,- 
000 in all; they have receded to the extent of casting upon a fu- 
ture Congress, not upon this, an appropriation of but five and a 
half million dollars. Nine millions of dollars the Senate has re- 
ceded from. And now they come here and ask this House to 
meet them upon the ground of compromise, to recognize the 
fact that they as well as ourselves have something to say about 
legislation. And the House inflexibly stands declaring that all 
wisdom is concentrated here, was born with the House, and re- 
mains exclusively with it; that we will not abate a point; that 
we will not yield a single dollar; that we will not do anything 
in recognition of the equal position of those who are charged as 
we are with the duty and responsibility of carrying on the le 
islative functions of this Government. 

A few words as to the necessity of this appropriation. The 
gentleman from Indiana may dream of peace; he may repose 
quietly and calmly in the beatific hope that the millennium has 
been reached. On the banks of the Wabash there is no voice of 
clamor, no note of discord [laughter], and amid its peaceful 
shades the gentleman judges that all the peoples of the earth 
have ‘‘ beaten their swords into plowshares and their spears into 
pruning hooks.” 

But there are many of us who are not convinced that wars have 
utterly ceased uponearth. Weknow that there are but few great 
nations that are not in every forty or fifty years of their history 
involved in conflict, and we understand perfectly that if we ever 
experience this calamity the blow must come from the outside. 
There is to be no more internal strife. Civil convulsion in this 
land died in 1865. There will be no more battles from within. 
The assault upon the honor of this Republic and the prosperity 
of its people must come along our frontier, and that is now our 
ocean line. We who reside on the seaboard, with our great in- 
dustries and properties, with our peaceful communities and 
happy homes, we who certainly contribute as largely to the rev- 
enues of Government as does any portion of its population, ask 
the protection which this appropriation is designed to bring. 
We wish our future guarded and assured. 

What justifies the gentleman in saying that we shall forever 
go unassailed? Wars are more easily brought on now than they 
formerly were, and infinitely shorter time is given for prepara- 
tion. 

Now orders are sent all over earth with the lightning’s flash. 
Now your ships career in rapid flight over every billow. The 
nations are joined in a closer impact than ever before and the 
attrition is infinitely greater. The ambitions of men still exist; 
their passions live. Human nature is not changed, and the de- 
sire to reach out the hand of power now, where great acquisi- 
tions may reward effort or where commercial interest requires 
the blow to be struck, is as strong as ever before. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, we shall have no war. Iam an earnest 
advocate of peace. In my place on the floor of this House I will 
consistently vote for all such measures as tend to repel this demon 
of discord and strife.- But yet I recognize the fact that the time 
may come when we shall be rudely awakened from our dreams 
of peace. And when that time comes, I wart the United States 
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to be prepared to defend thatdignity and glory which she seeks 
to illustrate before the whole combined world by the great Ex- 
position now about to take place in our midst. If we are assailed 
let us be prepared to strike hard blows not in the way of aggres- 
sion, but in the way of defense. I hope the House will recede; 
that the House will keep this ship. 

Mr. Speaker, let me tell the gentleman from Indiana that 
there was a time in the history of this country when matters re- 
lating to an American Navy were of greatest interest to the lo- 
eality in which he resides. The frontier had been given up to 
the British forces and their brutal allies. Your homes in Indi- 
ana, then a Territory, were swept with flame or drenched in the 
blood of your people. The shrieks of women and children, per- 
ishing beneath the brutal attack of the savage, echoed through 
all the land and filled it with despair. The whole frontier was 
desolate. Hull had given up Detroit—had given up the fort on 
the banks of the Chicago River. The Northwest seemed lost; 
massacre succeeded massacre. But a young stripling, born in 
the Kast and educated for the naval service, launched his little 
squadron on Lake Erie, and, placing on his banner a legend that 
is since dear to every American heart, he compelled the lower- 
ing of the flags on the first British fleet that had surrendered to 
a foe on the waters within a period of three hundred years. |Ap- 
plause.] The frontier was saved, and the advance of civilization 
was protected. 

Once before those words had inspired men to heroic effort. 

When on the waters of Boston Harbor Lawrence fought his 
glorious though unequal fight, as he fell dying, with the love of 
his country and the hope of its triumph and glory paramount 
and supreme in his thoughts, he bade his men *‘ Not to give up 
the ship.” 

And Perry and his gallant men shouted along the rugged 
shores of Rattlesnake and the Bass Islands and across the waters 
where the splendid fight was won that wrested the Northwest 
from the grasp of a foreign foe, the invocation of Lawrence, 
‘* Don’t give up the ship!” 

These words have burned into the American heart, and been 
woven into our flag from that hour to this. 

[ recall them to you now when we are about to take action 
which may either greatly contribute to the grandeur and dignity 
of our country or be fruitful of disaster, and I beg of an Ameri- 
can House of Representatives ‘‘Don’t you give up the ship.” 
[Prolonged applause. | 

Mr. HERBERT. I now demand the previous queStion on the 
motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Insert after the word * reproductions ” in line 6o0fsaid amendment, the words 
‘in Spain.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 34 and 35 with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 


matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘Also one sea- | 


going coastline battle —— designed to carry the heaviest armor and most 
powerful ordnance, with adisplacement of about 9,000 tons, to have the bighest 
practicable speed for vessels of its class, and to cost, exclusive of armament 
or any premiums that may be paid for increased speed, not exceeding four 
millions of dollars; and in the construction of said battle ship the provis- 


ions of the act of August5, 1886, entitled ‘An act to increase the naval estab- | 
lishment,’ shall be observed and followed in the same manner that the pro- | 


visions of said act are applied to the construction of the armored cruiser 
herein authorized; and in the contracts for the construction of said battle 
ship such provisions for minimum speed, and for premiums for increased 
speed, and penalties for deficient speed, may be made, subject to the terms 


of this act, as inthe discretion of the Secretary of the Navy may be deemed 


advisable.” 

The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded a division. 

Pending the division 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HERBERT that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate, with an amendment, and there were—yeas 146, nays 
83, not voting 99; as follows: 

YEAS—146. 


The question is upon agreeing to the mo- 


Amerman, Brickner, Caruth, Cox, N. Y. 
Andrew, Brosius, Castle, Culberson, 
Atkinson, Buchanan, N. J. Causey, Cummings, 
Babbitt, Bullock, Clancy, Curtis, 
Bankhead, Bunting, Clark, Wyo. Cutting, 
Barwig, Burrows, Clarke, Ala. Daniell, 
Bentley, Cable, Cobb, Mo. De Forest, 
Bergen, Cadmus, Coburn, Dingley, 
Bingham, Caldwell, Coolidge, Doan, 
Blanchard, Caminetti, Coombs, Dolliver, 
Bowers, Campbell, Covert, Donovan, 





Durborow, 
English, 
Enochs, 
Fellows, 
Forney, 
lowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Greenleaf, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hallowell, 
Hare, 
larmer, 
Harter, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, lowa 
Haynes, Ohio 
Henderson, Ill. 
Herbert, 
Hermann 
Hitt, 

Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Houk, Ohio 





Arnoid, 
Bailey, 
Baker, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, Va, 
Busey, 
Butler, 
Byrnes, 
Capehart, 
Cate, 
Clover, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cooper, 
Crawford, 
Davis, 

| De Armond, 
Dickerson, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Bacon, 
| Bartine, 
Beeman, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowman, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
| Brookshire, 
Brown, 
| Brunner, 
Bunn, 
Bushnell, 
Bynum, 
Catchings, 
Cheatham, 
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Huff, 

Hull, 

Johnson, Ind 
Johnson, N. Dak 





Laphgm, 
Lawson, Va. 
Layton, 
Lind, 
Little, 
Lodge, 
Lynch, 
Magner, 
Mallory, 
Mansur, 
McAleer, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McKaig, 
Mckinney, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, ° 
Milliken, 





Raines, 
Ray 
teed, 

Reyburn, 
Rockwell, 
Russell, 
Seull, 
Shonk, 





Su n 
Sperry 
Stephenson, 


NAYS--83 


Dixon, 
Dockery, 
Dungan, 
Edmunds, 
Epes 
Everett, 
Fithian, 
Gantz, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Halvorson, 
Hamilton, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 


Henderson, N. C. 


Holman, 
Johnstone, S. C. 
Kem, 

Kilgore, 

Kyle, 


Lanham, 
Lawson, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Le r, Ga. 
Lewis, 
Livingston, 
Long, 
Martin, 
McKeighan, 
McMillin, 
Me Rae, 
Montgomery, 
Moses, 

Otis 
Parrett, 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Seerley, 








NOT VOTING—99. 


Chapin, 
Chipman, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cowles, 
Cox, Tenn. 
Craig, Pa. 
Crain, Tex. 
Crosby. 
Daizell, 
Dunphy, 
Elliott, 
Elis, 
Enloe, 
Fitch, 
Flick, 
Forman, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Geary, 
Gillespie, 
Griswold, 
Harries, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, Iowa 
Hoar, 

Houk, Tenn. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones. 
Kendall, 
Lane, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
McDonald, 
McGann, 
Miller, 
Moore, 

Morse, 
Norion, 
Oates, 

O’ Donnell, 
Pattison, Ohio 
Patton, 

Peel, 

Pickler, 
Pierce, 

Post, 

Powers, 


Quackenbush, 


So the motion of Mr HERBERT was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 


For the remainder of this session: 


| Until further 


notice: 


For the rest of this day: 
Mr. CRAIN of Texas with Mr. BELKNAP. 
with Mr. RANDALL. 

with Mr, RIFE. 

Mr. CHIPMAN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. 


Mr. COWLES 
Mr. FORMAN 


Towa. 


On Naval conference report: 


Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 


Mr. PIERCE with Mr. O'DONNELL. 


Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. BROOKSHIRE. 
Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. CROSBY. 


On this vote: 
Mr. WASHIN(‘ 


iTON with Mr. 


ENROLLED 


(JUACKENBUSH. 


BILLS SIGNED. 
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W l \la 
Wilson, Wash. 
on 
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Youmans. 





Stone, Ky. 
Tarsney, 
Terry, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, 
Watson 
Wheeler. Mich 
White 

Wike 
Williams, N. C 
Williams, Ill 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Winn 


Randall, 


Rayner 

Reilly 
Richardson, 
Rife 
Robertson, La 
Robinson, Pa 
Rusk, 
Sanford 
Springer, 
Stahinecker 
Stewart, Tex 
Stockdale 
Sweet 
Taylor, Dl 
Taylor, E. B 
Taylor, J.D 
Washington, 
Wever. 
Whiting, 
Willcox 
Williams, Mass 
Wilson, Ky 
Wolverton 





HENDERSON of 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


| ported that th 


rolled bills of the 


same: 


A bill (S. 1741) to vest the tith 


committee had 


} 


following titles hen the Spe 


} 


ublic squar 


ia, in th 


examined and found truly en- 


‘aker signed 


11 ») ° l 
Live, in th 


e trustees of the 


Fourth Street Methodist Episcopal Church, and for other pur- 


poses, 


¥ 


| 
city of Washington, District of Colun 


A bill (S. 2022) granting the right of way to the Mexican Gulf, 
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| 
Pacific and Puget Sound Railroad Company over and through | the statute book of the country as an expression of the will of the 
the public lands of the United States in the States of Florida, | Democratic party. 
Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and granting the right of Furthermore, if later on there shall appear in reference to 
way to said railroad —— over and through the United States | the Nicaragua Canal, or any other project in this country and 
naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in the State of | foreign countries, the distinct expression found contained in 





Florida. | this amendment will have potent effect in connection there- 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. with. ; 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the confer- The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]I thought said 


ence report on the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. with great aptnes; and force that a declaration of this sort, in 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the statement, which | this statute, under these circumstances, was worth the amount 
will explain the report. of money appropriated—$65,000. ; : 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I think perhaps the House will | ,. : wouls gladly, Mr. Speaker, have stood against the appropria- 
consent to the omission of the reading of the report and of the tion; but when it was stripped of everything else except the mere 
statement, in view of the fact that the report is with one excep- matter of the expenditure of $65,000, T then felt that we had 
tion identical with that which was made on a former occasion, | '@4ched a point in the difference between the Senate and the 
and the statement is the same, with the exception of the one House when there was nothing left except a mere question of 
item relating to the intercontinental railway survey. Ican very | ™oney. ‘The apprehensions entertained had all been stilled by 
brietly bring that question before the House, and I ask unani- = rte : ‘ 
mous consent to omit the reading of the report and statement, | ,, * Ir. Speaker, the conferees in their report have recommended 
and that I may make a statement in connection with the final | the appropriation of this money with the provisos which I have 
disposition of acs mnaeitiale. read in a spirit of compromise to the Houre, and I hope it will 
The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection the gentleman from Geor- be adopt d. : Bo ; 
gia {Mr. BLOUNT] will be permitted to explain the report orally [ now demand the previous question on the adoption of the re- 





3 : . t. 

without having it read. ~ Ip . : 
Mr BLOUNT. Mr Speaker, it is not necessary to repeat | Mr. MCCREARY. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for a 
Pea re ie : : ; | moment. 


that the report, excepting one item, has already been before the 
House. The issue between the two Houses has been in relation | 
to the appropriation for the intercontinental railway survey. 
By several yea-and-nay votes the House has refused to make that 
appropriation, not so much on account of the money involved 
therein as because it seemed to carry with it obligations of vari- 
yus sorts of a very grave nature, which were presented to this 
House when the consular and diplomatic bill was up for con- 
sideration before, and when the former conference reporton this 
bill was before the House. -A second conference discloses a dis- | 
position on the part of the Senate to insist upon the expenditure | 
of $65,000. The conferees on the part of the House, believing 
that the adoption of that appropriation without anything else 
carries With it moral and perhaps legal obligations in reference | 
to the neutrality of the road and various otheritems which were | 
carried by an amendment, insisted that every doubt upon that | 
question should be removed; that there should be a declaration 
on this subject, pronounced in all its details, expressive of the | 
attitude of the House upon the subject, and that the nations of 
Central and South America should be duly informed thereon, in 
order that there should be no possible question raised as to its 
position hereafter. 

I will read, Mr. Speaker, the several provisos attached to this | 
appropriation by the report of the conferees: 

Provided, That this sum shall be in full of the — * he ee MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

2 expense Se re ary survey: A/c vudec urther, 4 7: > " ‘ . . . ‘ » Btn 2. nwiminens 
ae Smee Us hatte ae ale alee ere Uuleed States or pers 2 coanected A ee from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretar vs 
with the international commission of engineers as a representative of the announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
United States to participate in any action as to proposals to build the whole | mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
line of intercontinental railroad or any part thereof: And provided further, | on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7093) making 
That to avoid any misunderstanding on the part of the Central and South | woe = ‘ a aie ° 
American nations, it is hereby declared that no officer of the Government of | @Ppropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
the United States shall commit or attempt to commit it to the approval of | June 30, 1893, and for other purposes, and had further insisted 
the surveys, the terms of proposal, the protection of the concessionaires, the | upon its amendments numbered 33, 34, and 35. 
inspection of the work, the legislation affecting it, the neutrality of the road, T Is -ed th he S » } 23a itl - 
the free passage of the merchandise in transit thereon, or to aid in the con- t also announced that the Senate 1ad passed without amend 
struction thereof in any form, either alone or in connection with other na- | ment the bill (H. R. 976) to correct the military record of Lieut. 
tions interested: and that the President of the United States cause notice of Cornelius McLean. 
this declaration to be communicated to these several nations. 

This covers the language of the international declaration,which | 
appeared in the debate, containing sixteen sections, one of | 


Mr. BLOUNT. LI yield to my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
McCREARY]. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Georgia[Mr. 
BLOUNT| has made such a full, fair, and proper statement, that 
I can add but little to what he has said. I desire, however, to 
express my gratification that the conferees on the part of the 
Senate and the conferees on the part of the House have agreed 
to the appropriation of $65,000 to finish the preliminary survey 
of the continental railroad. This isin accordance with what [ 
believe to be honor and comity among sister nations of the 
western hemisphere. I have always been in favor of every safe- 
guard that could be thrown around this appropriation; and the 
gentleman from Georgia and his associates of the conference 
committee have provided every necessary safeguard in the bill. 
I hope, therefore, the House will unanimously adopt the confer- 
ence report. 

[Cries of ‘* Vote! ”] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
| thereof the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motionof Mr. BLOUNT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed ‘o was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 





. 1 * 24s | lows: 
which related to the appropriation for the survey, and out of | “’;\ ; . ‘ 
which it was claimed on the part of some that the honor of the | RR ao sig HALLOWELL, until Monday, on account of important 


Government was involved; and a fear that the sameclaim might | eae ib 

be asserted with reference to these other sections alarmed the SELES REOOMSETERD. 

House and largely prevented its assent to the appropriation. | Onmotionof Mr. BUNN, chairman ofthe Committee on Claims, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have felt from the beginning, and I think | the bills H. R. 6161 and H. R. 6204.0n the Private Calendar were 

the House has, that on the first opportunity which the Demo- | recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 

cratic party had it made a declaration against these sixteen sec- | ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


tions and the construction put thereon by the former Secretary | ; r eet, sa _ 
of State, Mr. Blaine. It declared its determination not to con- Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


sent to the expenditure of this money, and for these reasons. we ome AEAORY. Imove that the House take a vec until 8 
mr s * & 4 *. wid . se tr 3 a recess € 
There then came a point at which the Senate conferees declared p.m er "i 


that it was not their purpose to commit the Government in any 
of these particulars; and taking the text of this international 
declaration. this proviso was coined from it in thought and 
word. The conferees thought and believed that this declaration 
of the policy of the Government laid down in the statute, if it 


The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to, and the House ac- 
cordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


shall be advpted and communicated to the nations of South | Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 

America, would give an assurance to the American people that | severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 

there can b> no entangling connection with reference to South | referred to the Committee of the Whole Houss, as follows: 

American affairs, and especially with reference to this raiiroad. By Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 
If. hereafter, the matter of negotiation of treaties with refer- sions: A bill (S. 2606) granting apension to John A. Dean. (Re- 

ence to this sane subject, over which we now havecontrol, shall | port No. 1863.) 

arise the moral force of this statute will stand on the pagesof| By Mr.COBBof Missouri, from the Committee on War Claims: 


oo 
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A bill (H. R. 9392) for the relief of David D. Smith. (Report No. | 
1864 


By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 6737) granting a pension to DetzellR. Bradford, 
Twenty-fourth Michigan Volunteers. (Report No. 1872.) 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to pension JacobO’Neal. (Report No. 1873.) 


A bill (H. R. 8969) to grant a pension to Lydia Bollman, a de- | 


pendent sister. (Report No. 1874.) 


By Mr. MCKINNEY, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. | 


8246) granting a pension to Bridget Brennan, widow of Thomas 


Island Volunteers. (Report No. 1875.) 

By Mr. VAN HORN, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 9215) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes. (Re- 
port No. 1876.) 

A bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Margaret Byron. 
(Report No. 1877.) 


6628) granting a pension to Mary Tucker. (Report No. 1878.) 

By Mr. HARRIES, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
9139) to pension Mrs. Eliza T. Palmatier. (Report No. 1879.) 

By Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R.8498) to pension Sophia Kagwaich. (Report No. 
1880. 

ne (H. R. 7325) granting a pension to Sarah EF. Smith, an 
army nurse. (Report No. 1881.) 

A bill (H. R. 8011) granting a pension to Lodusky Thompson. 
(Report No. 1882.) 

By Mr. CURTIS, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 8467) granting a pension to Dora E. Kennock. 
(Report No. 1883.) 

A bill (H. R. 1283) to pension Harriet Woodbury, Windsor, 
Vt. (Report No. 1884.) 

By Mr. PEARSON, from the same committee: A bill (S. 2321) 
granting an increase of pension to Jonas Deyo. (Report No. 1885.) 


pension Edith A. Read. (Report No. 1886.) 

By Mr. JOLLEY, from the same committee: A bill (S. 1003) 
granting a pension to Abasha Risk. (Report No. 1887.) 

By Mr. COBBof Missouri, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 7227) for the relief of Luigi Botto, with a resolu- 
tion —— the same to the Court of Claims. (Report No. 
1888. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the same committee: 


A bill (H. R. 8330) for the relief of Nathan Joiner. (Report | 


No. 1889.) 

A bill (H. R. 9524) for the relief of John C. Phillips. (Report 
No. 1890.) 

A bill (H.R. 2327) for the relief of H. Wilhite, with a resolution 
referring the same to the Court of Claims. (Report No. 1891.) 

By Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill 
(S. 1878) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton. (Re- 
port No. 1892.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were re-referred 
as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9379) for the relief of Thomas O. Harter—the Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3779) for the relief of John Dieters—the Commit- 
tee on Ciaims discharged, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1661) granting an increase of pension to John Hal- 
lam—the Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause l of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 


| titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 


By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 9541) granting apension to 
Annie M. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H. R. 9542) for the relief of 
Lewis Camplain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A oill (H. R. 9543) fixing the compen- 
sation of the assistant attorneys in the Department of Justice— 


¢ i , \ | to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 
Brennan, late of Companies C and G, Second Regiment Rhode | 


By Mr. CAUSEY: A bill (H. R. 9544) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth S. White, 86 years old—to the Committes on Claims. 

By Mr. CLOVER: A bill (H. R. 9545) for the relief of Dr. R. 
Laney, of Cherokee, Kans.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 9546) granting to the Blue 


| Mountain [rrigation and Improvement Company a right of way 
" ; ; , | for reservoir and canals through the Umatilla Indian Reserva- 
By Mr. PEARSON, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. | 


tion in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 
By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 9547) for the relief of Josiah 


| H. Preble—to the Committee on War Claims. 


| 


| 
| 


By Mr. PATTISON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9548) granting a 
pension to William R. Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 9549) to remove the charge of 
desertion against George Stock—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9550) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9551) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Albert Vandalin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 9552) for the relief of Helen 
Larned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WIKE: A bill (H. R. 9553) granting an honorable dis- 


3 ees Soe | charge to Henry Harmon—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. KRIBBS, from the same committee: A bill (S. 3061) to | 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of Lewis Camplain, to ac- 





| company bill for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 


By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of 80 citizens of San Luis Obispo, 
Cal., protesting against committing the Government to a course 
of religious legislation—to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
bian Exposition. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: Petition of Rev. W. 
G. Henderson and others, that a pension be granted to Samuel 
M. Curdy, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and rereferred by that committee to the Committee on Military 
Affairs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUNTING: Petition of John Calkins and others, of 
eokuer’, N. Y.,for an amendment to the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Remonstrance of citizens of Louisville, 
Ky., members of Journeyman Tailors’ Union, against closing 
the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 

By Mr.CAUSEY: Papers in the matter of Elizabeth S. White, 


| who claims pension as the widow of William R. White, a soldier 


in the war of 1812—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. CLOVER: Protest of Wesley Beggs and 84 others, 
against the enactment of any law in regard to the opening or 


| closing of the Wo-ld’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday or any 


By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 9538) appropriating noneys | 


for the purpose of experimenting upon and the construction of 


aero motors and machines—to the Committee on Appropriations. | 
By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 9539) to prevent the interstate | 


transportation of armed men other than those in the military 
service of the United States, or any State, Territory, or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. OWENS (by request): A bill (H. R. 9549) to extend | 
the jurisdiction of justices of the peace irthe District of Colum- | 


bia, and to regulate the proceedings before them—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A resolution to fix Wednesday, July 20, for 
the consideration of the resolutions reported by the special com- 
mittee on the investigation of the Pension Office—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 


legislation on matters pertaining to religious beliefs—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: Petition of Mary Hartnett, of the city and 
county of New York, widow of William Hartnett, for relief, to 
accompany House bill %536—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also two petitions; one of the Strobol and Wilken Company, 
and other firms, and citizens of New York, and the other of the 
Consolidated Pireworks Company, and other firms and citizens, 
in favor of a vankruptcy bill—to the Commit'ce on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By GOODNIGHT: Protest of Germans, composing board of 
directors of Prospect Hill Cemetery, against th» desecration of 


| said cemetery by the extension of North Capito! street—to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROUT: Two protests of citizens of Vermont; one of 
J. H. Archer and others. andthe other of W. E. Burrows and 
others, both against any legislation on the subject of Sunday open- 
ing of the World’s Columbian Exposition—to the Sel et Com- 
tee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HARTER: Papers in the matter of Mrs. Amelia Gra- 
ham, of Ashland, Ohio, for relief—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 
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By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Affidavits and papers in sup- 
yoda of pension bill of Edwin W. Bunce—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the State Grange of Ore- 
gon, urging the improvement of the Willamette River in Ore- 
gon—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina: Eighteen petitions of 
citizens of South Carolina, as follows: Of Newberry County; of 
Pickens County; of the third Congressional district; of Dacons- 
ville, Pickens County; of Pickens County; of the Bellevue Al- 
liance, No. 631, of Abbeville; of Newberry County; of the mem- 
bers of the Phoenix Alliance, No. 628, of Abbeville; of Ander- 
son County; of Newberry; of Lospers, Pickens County; of Cedar 
Rock Alliance, No. 1014, of Pickens County; of Wagner Ali- 
ance, Oconee County; of Oconee County; of Greenwood Alliance, 
No. 539, of Abbeville; of Abbeville County; of Oconee County 
Alliance, Oconee County; of the voters of Newberry, and of 
Wolf's Lake Farmers’ Alliance, No. 499, all remonstrating 
against the passage of the Brosius lard bill, H. R. 395, and pray- 
ing for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


Also, six petitions of South Carolina, as follows: Of Anderson | 
County, and of five petitions of Abbeville County, all remon- | 


strating against the passage of the Brosius (or Conger) lard bill, 
H. 8. 395—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of South Carolina, as follows: 
Of Loopers, Pickens County, of Lexington, and another of Lex- 
ington, favoring the passage of the Hatch antioption bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church of Abbeville, S.C., 
asking for the closing of the World’s Fair on Sunday and to pre- 
vent the sale of rum on the grounds—to the Select Committee on 
the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of the National Woman's Chris- 


tian Temperance Union, asking that no exposition for which ap- | 
propriations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday— | 


to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of C. W. Mullins and 4 others, against the pas- 
sage of a bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of W. Egbun for the heirs of 
Mary Gwinn, late of Culpeper County, Va., praying that her war 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims, under the act of March 
3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. Higgins for the heirs of Mrs. E. V. Gor- 
don, late of Culpeper County, Va., praying that their war claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of A. Curtis for the estate of J. J. Curtis, de- 
ceased, late of Culpeper County, Va., praying that his war claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the General Association of the 
Congregational churches of Massachusetts, against the opening 
of the World’s Columbian Fair at Chicago on Sunday—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of J. V. Astley and 11 others of 
Marshall County, Ind., in favor of a bill granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary A. Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of George 
Stock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Cyrus Fullerand others of Kosciusko County, 
Ind., for regulating speculation in fictitious farm products—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 15, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7624) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1893. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7092) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes; 
that it receded from its disagreement to the amendments the 
Senate numbered 33, 34,and 35 to the said bill, and agreed to the 








same with certain amendments; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 726) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent 
at Grande Ronde Agency, State of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 2519) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell certain lands in the city of Springfield and Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. ; 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

_A bill (S. 1741) to vest the title of public square 1102, inthe 
city of Washington, D. C., in the trustees of the Fourth Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S, 2022) granting the right of way to the Mexican Gulf, 
Pacific and Puget Sound Railroad Company over and through 
the public lands of the United States in the States of Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and granting the right of 
way to said railroad company over and through the United States 
naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in the State of 
Florida. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the naval appropriation bill, which 
has just come from the House of Representatives, be laid before 
the Senate, and I ask that the action of the other House be read. 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the naval appropriation bill, with the action of the other 
House thereon. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 14, 1392. 

Resolved, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 33, 34 and 35, to the bill (H. R. 7093) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for 
other purposes, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

Senate amendment numbered 33, line 6, after the word ‘‘reproductions,”’ 
insert ‘‘in Spain.” 

Senate amendments numbered 34 and 25, in lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendments insert the following: 

“Also one seagoing coastline battle ship, designed to carry the heaviest ar- 
mor and most powerful ordnance, with a displacement of about 9,000 tons, 
to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of its class, and to cost, ex- 
clusive of armament and of any —— that may be paid for increased 
speed, not exceeding $4,000,000. nd in the construction of said battle ship 
the provisions of the act of August 3, 1886, entitled ‘An act to increase the 
naval establishment,’ shall be observed and followed in the same manner 
that the provisions of said act are applied to the construction of the armored 
cruiser herein authorized; and in the contracts for the construction of said 
battle ship such provisions for minimum speed and for premiums for in- 
creased speed and penalties for deficient speed, may be made, subject to the 
terms of this act asin the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy may be 
deemed advisable.”’ 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate agree to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that the billretains the bat- 
tle ship which was inserted in the Senate, but that the confer- 
ence has resulted in the giving up by the Senate of the harbor- 
defense ship—— 

Mr. HALE. And the small vessels. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the four gunboatsand the six torpedo 
boats. I ask the Senator if I am right? 

Mr. HALE. That is correct. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I regret that the confer- 
ence committee were notable to secure authority for the construc- 
tion of the smaller vessels; but without them a very desirable re- 
sult is accomplished in securing power to construct the battle 
ship, for the reason that it is desirable that there shall be ample 
authority given to the Secretary of the Navy to make contracts 
for the preparation of armor. 

When the appropriation bill was before the Senate I sub- 
mitted a statement showing what would be the number of ships, 
guns, and men in the new fleet if all the constructions provided 
by the Senate were retained in the bill. I now submit a table 
showing what will be the strength of the new fleet as augmented 
by the constructions authorized in the bill as agreed to by the 
confeyence committee, which I will ask to have inserted in the 
RECORD. 


APPENDIX. 
Vessels of the new Navy in commussion, building, and authorized. 
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CLASS 1.—Double-turreted harbor-defense vessels. 
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Vessels of the new Navyin commission, etc.—Continued. 
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CLASS 2.—Armored cruisers. 
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CLASS 5.—Protected cruisers. 
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CLASS 7.—Gunboats. 
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These figures are only approximate. 
t will be seen that we shall have 45 ships, with 364 guns, em- 
ploying 683 officers, 9,500 seamen, and 911 marines. The situa- 
tion then will be that with the 364 guns authorized, of which 
269 are already completed, there will remain to be constructed | 
only 9% additional guns. The seamen required being 9,500 and 
there being now authorized by law 8,188, there will be required 
when these ships are finished an increase of 1,312 seamen. 

No increase whatever will be required in the number of naval | 
officers. There are at present on the list 1,316 officers. There | 
will be required for this new fleet of 45 vessels only 683, leaving 
for shore duty and surplus force 633 officers. 

On this showing, Mr. President, assuming that ail the old | 
wooden vessels will soon go out of existence and that two years 
from now we shall have no vessels except the new ones already 
built or authorized by Congress, there will be a fleet constructed | 
in ten years which will be the equal of any fleet of a similar 
general and diversified character that can be made up from any 
navy in the world. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the amendments of the House of I 
tion of the Senator from Maine. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, That vote passes the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It passes the bill. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a “— 

munication from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting, 
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Representatives, on the mo- 
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further reply to a resolution of the Sth instant, a supplemental 
list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims which require 
an appropriation for their payment: which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
SHIPMENT OF RUM TO AFRICA 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 

lowing communication, which was read: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS 
Washington, D. U., July 14, 1892 
DEAR Sir: In reply tothe resolution of the Senate of July 12, referred to 


this office by the Secretary of the Treasury, I have the honor to transmit 





herewith atable showing the exports of domestic distilled ts from the 
United States to countries in Africa during tne eleven months ending May 
31, 1892. 

Returns have not yet been received from the collect of custon Ni 
York and Boston for June last. As soon as received asup ren tai i 
ment for that month wil: be forwarded to the Senat 

Respectfully, yours, 
S. G. BROCK, / 
Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, President of the Ss f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication is in an- 


swer to a resolution introduced by the Senator from Ohio {Mr. 
SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call attention to the fact that the commu- 
nication does not give the names of the exporters, which was the 
principal object I had in view. However, I will call the atten 
tion of the Se scretary of the Treasury informally to the omission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘WwW hat disp sition does the 
Senator desiré made of the communicati on? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that it be referred to the 
tee on Finance, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of the E. ¢ 
Murphy Association; of the Ninth Ward Democratic Association; 
of the David B. Hill Ciub, Seventh ward; of the Village Repub- 
lican Club, Twenty-first ward; of the U. S. Council No. 1; of the 
National Provident Union; of the Henry Grattan Association: 
of the Court Prudential, Order of American Forresters, No. 7504, 
and of the Harrison and Reid Battalion, Twenty-first ward, all of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., in regard to the imprisonment in England of 
Dr. Thomas Gallagher, and asking that steps be taken for his 
release: which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas I. Hall, right 
worthy national grand supreme ruler, Order of Galileans, and 
29 other colored citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying that theap 
propriations for the World’s Columbian Exposition be withheld 
unless ample provision be made for the representation of the col- 
ored people’s interest at said Exposition; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizensof Wheeling, 
Mo., praying for the passage of legislation prohibiting the sale, 


Commit- 


| manufacture, and importation of cigarettes in the United States; 
| which was referred to the Commit 


tee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. BATE presented the petition of Mrs. A. A. Gibson, sec- 
retary of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, and sun- 
dry other citizens of Athens, Tenn., praying for the passage of 
legislation prohibiting the sale, manufacture, and importation 
‘s in the United States: which was referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented resolutions adopted 
council of Duluth and the Chamber of Commerce of Duluth 
Minn., urging the necessity of a wagon, foot, and street-car 
bridge between Rices Point, Duluth, and Connors Point, Supe- 
rior; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a memorial 46 citizens o! 
Jackson County, Mich., remonstrating against the commitmen 
of the United States Government to a union of religion and the 
state by the passage of any legislation closing the World’s Co- 
lumbian Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Louis Ejholin and ov 
the Danish Protestant churches of Racine, 
Wis., praying for the passage of legislation closing the World's 
Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance 
of Springdale, Iowa, praying for the passage of the Tate! h anti 
option bill; which was referred to the Committee on the J 
ary 

He also presente da petition ¢ 33 citizens of sg L, low a, 
and a petition of 22 citizens of Land Spr ing, lowa, praying 
the passage of legislation prohibiting the sale, anal acture, and 
importation of cigarettes in the United States; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 
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He also presented a memorial of 3 members of the Seventh- 
Day Adventist Church, and 6other citizens of Shenandoah, Iowa, 
and a memorial of 36 citizens of Hawleysville, lowa, remonstrat- 
ing against the commitment of the United States Government 
to a union of religion and the state by the passage of any legis- 
lation closing the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8153) providing when 
‘plaintiff may sue as a poor person and when counse! shall be as- 
signed by the court, to report it without amendmect. As soon 
as the pending appropriation bill is disposed of I shall ask the 
Senate to take the bill up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3211) to authorize the 
establishment of an academy and gallery of art in the District 
of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1491) to establish a free public and departmental library 
and reading room, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3391) to incorporate 
the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of the District 
of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2125) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Anacostia River, in the District of Columbia, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1591) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act for the further 
protection of property from fire and safety of lives in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” reese January 26, 1887, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2192) in relation to ways of egress and means of escape 
from fire in certain buildings within the District of Columbia, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

, CAREY, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CHAND- 
LER on the 14th instant, intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported it without amendment, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed: which was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 450) for the relief of Alexander Stoddard, of 
New York, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, asked to be discharged from their further consid- 
eration, and that they be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 2296) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Maj. William Kendall; 

A bill S. 1870) for the relief of Carl F. Kolbe; and 

A bill (S. 3351) for the relief of Francis L. Abbott, administra- 
tor of the late Thomas J. Treadwell, of the United States Army. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2730) granting an honorable discharge 
to William Barnes, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3309) for relief of Catherine E. Whitall, reported it with- 
out amendinent, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3185) for the relief of Isaac L. Musselman, of Tennessee, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2338) for the protec- 
tion of the rights of owners of lots in Columbian Harmony Cem- 
etery, in the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


COLUMBUS (OHIO) MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs instructed 
me to report back favorably House bill 9283. I ask that it be 
read for information, and I should be glad to have it considered 
now, Itis a mere technical assent on the part of the United 
States to the running of a street railroad on the borders of the 
Columbus-military reservation. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti: 
cut reports from the Committee on Military Affairs the bill (H. 
R. 9283) authorizing the Leonard Avenue Street Railway Com- 
pany to lay tracks uponcertain streets abutting the United States 
military reservation inthe city of Columbus, Ohio, and asks that 
it may be now considered. Is there objection to the request? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9040) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 11, 13, 15, 21, 22, 23, 
24, 25, 76, 162, 203, 204, and 206. j 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 107, 108, 109, 211, and 212, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $381,264.90; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$114,364; °’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Insert on page 7 of the bill, after line 8, as a new paragraph, the following; 

‘‘For miscellaneous items on account of the Maltby Building, $11,216.92.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed to be appropriated by said améndment insert 
‘* $7,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15), and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$14,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $7,250; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 152, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘87,500; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagaeement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 153, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$10,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
Senate numbered 154, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$2,000;"° and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘#850; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 156, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'#5,000;°* and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 157, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: 
In lieuof the sum proposed insert *‘ $7,500; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $6,000; °’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'#7,800;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 160, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$6,000;°’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ #8,500;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered i163, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $6,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 164, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows; 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $8,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘%9,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 166, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*#11,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 167, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$5,500; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Thut the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Sen- 
ate numbered 168, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ #8,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Sen- 
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te numbered 205, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 

éu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“That so much of section 2 of the act approved March 3, 1891, to establish 
circuit courts of appeals as authorizes the appointment of a marshal to each 
ot said courts at a salary of $2,500 be, and the same is hereby, repeaiod, and 
the duties and powers imposed upon said marshals under the said act shall 
be performed by the United States marshals in and for the districts where 
terms of said courts may be held, and to this end said marshals shall be the 
marshals of said circuit courts of appeals.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, 
D. B. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. MITCHELL. 
whatdisposition was made of the Senate amendment to the House 
bill with reference to the provision for marshals of the United 
States circuit court of appeals? 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senate conferees yielded to the House 
on that point. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Then the effect of the bill as it stands, if 
it shall become a law, will be to abolish that office? 
Mr. CAMERON. Have the Senate conferees agreed to dis- 
pense with the services of the marshals? 
Mr. MITCHELL. They have agreed to abolish the office of 
United States marshal of the circuit court of appeals. 
Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senate to disagree to the con- 


I inquire of the chairman of the committee | © 
| GORDON]. 
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Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 


| erally with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 





ference report and insist upon that amendment, unless the Sen- | 


ator from Lowa can give very strong reasons why we should not 
do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was one of the difficulties and one of 
the greatest difficulties we had in dealing with this bill. We 
were confronted by the House conferees with a statement that 
the Attorney-General had recommended that these officers be 
abolished. He did state in his testimony before the House con- 


ferees that these officers were not necessary and he thought it | 


wiser to devolve upon the regular marshals of the United States 
the duties now performed by these marshals. Finally, at the 
last moment, we yielded the point, and yielded with regret, so 
far as I was concerned. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
upon the suggestion of the Attorney-General? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; we yielded upon the insistance of 
the House conferees that they would not yield that point. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the conference report will not be 
agreed to. 

Mr.M(TCHELL. The practical effect, then, is to repeal by a 
clause in an appropriation bill a specific provision in the act of 
Congress which-.was passed a year or two ago, organizing the 
circuit court of appeals? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the effect of it. 

I will state that it is very important that this conference re- 
port shall be agreed to. It has already been agreed to by the 
other House, and unless the bill is signed to-day by the Presi- 
dent it will be necessary to provide for an extension of time of 
the old appropriations. I feel sure that nothing will be gained 
by rejecting this report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the chairman of the committee any 
hope that the other House would yield on further contention? 

Mr. ALLISON. None whatever. I am sure they will not 
yield this point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. CAMERON. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


Then the Senate conferees yielded entirely | 


SON]. If he were present I should vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], but on this 
question I feel at liberty to vote. I vote “yea.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. MANDERSON’S name 
was called). The occupant of the chair is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEy]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The junior Senatorfrom Rhode Island{ Mr. 
Dixon] is paired with the junior Senator from Georgia | Mr. 
[ ask that this announcement shallapply to all the 
yea-and-nay votes taken to-day. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont | Mv. 
PROCTOR]. As he is not present,and [I do not know how he 
would vote on this question, I withold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 12: as follows 

YEAS—38. 


Lam paired with 


Allison, Dubois, MeMillan, Stockbridga, 
Berry, Faulkner, Paddock, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Frye, Palmer, Vest, 

| Brice, Gorman, Peffer, Vilas, 
Butler, Hale, Power, Voorhees, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Ransom, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Sawyer, Washburn, 
Coke, Hill, Sherman, White. 
Cullom, Hunton, Squire, 
Daniel, Kyle, Stewart, 

NAYS—12 
Allen, Chandler, Mitchell, Quay, 
Bate, Felton, Perkins, Warren, 
Cameron, Gibson, La. Platt, Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—38 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Blackburn, George, Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
Call, Gibson, Md. Kenna, Sanders, 
Carlisle, Gordon, McPherson, Shoup, 

| Casey, Gray, Manderson, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Harris, Mills, Teller, 
Davis, Higgins, Morgan, Vance, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Morrill, Wilson 

| Dixon, Hoar, Pasco, 
Dolph, Irby, Pettigrew, 


So the report was concurred in. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. STEWART submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 23 to the bill (H. R. 6923) “makin 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1893, and for other purposes,”’ having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Hou 


as follows: 


Mr. BATE. I should like very much to havesome gentleman 


state the reason why he opposes concurrence inthe report. We 
do not understand it over here. 

Mr. CAMERON. The reason why I oppose the adoption of 
the conference report is because the conferees have agreed to 
abolish the office of marshal of the appellate court. The Senate 
by adecided majority insisted upon the amendment striking out 
that provision, and it seems that after a very brief interview 
with the other House the Senate conferees have agreed to strike 
it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tenpore. The Secretary will call the 
roll on the question of concurring in the conference? report. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs}. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILU]. 
on this proposition if he were here. 


XXITI-——388 


I am paired 


I am paired 


I am paired with 
Ishould vote ‘‘ nay ” 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 23 and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
* Provided Jurther, That no money herein appropriated shail be used in pay 
ment of the transportation of troops and supplies of the Army over any of 
the nonbonded lines owned by the Union Pacific Railway Company or by the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company; but this provision shall not withhold 
payment from lines leased and operated, but not owned, by said companies 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 


JOS H. OUTHWAITE, 
H. H. ROCKWELL, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the Hi 
The report was concurred in. 
JOHN HENRY LEY. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on th» Judic- 
iary to report favorably,without amendment, the bill (S. 3331) to 
relieve and exempt John Henry Ley, of the District of Columbia, 
from the operation of an act entitled ‘‘An act to restric: the 
ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens.” 
As it is a matter 07 some importance to the individual concerned 
and will only take a moment, L ask for the present consideration 
of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know the reason why this 
man should be exempt, and whether he has applied to become a 
naturalized citizen or has become such? 

Mr. TELLER. There isa petition from the applicant, but | 
can state the case in less time than it would take to have the 
petition read. 

This manisan Englishman. He came to Florida in 1886. His 
wife having died there, he removed later to this District, and 
bought 10 acres of land out here, upon which he erected a f'oral 
establishment, spending about $15,000 or $16,000, I believe, on 
the land. He was not aware at the time he purchased the prop- 
erty of the law which prevented him from becoming the pur- 
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chaser of property. Since he purchased the property he has ap- 
plied to become a citizen of the United States, but he is not yet 
a citizen. He is a laboring man, and a man who put his money 
in an enterprise which is certainly not injurious, and the com- 
mittee thought he ought to be relieved, as we have relieved in 
one other instance under very nearly the same circumstances. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3433) to ratify and con- 


firm certain agreements with the Lower Pend d’Oreille or Calispel | 


Indians, and the confederated bands of Flatheads, Pend d’Oreille, 
and Kootenai Indians, in Washington, Idaho, and Montana, and 
for other purposes: which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. BLODGETT. At the request of my colleague [Mr Mc- 
PHERSON] I desire to introduce eight bills, and ask that they be 
respectively referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3434) granting a pension to Eliza Jane McWhood; 

A pill (S. 3485) granting a pension to Jacob Dissenger; 

A bill (S. 3436) granting a pension to Kate S. Church, widow 
of Joseph Church, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteers; 


of Gen. James V. Bomford; 

A bill (S. 3438) granting a pension to L. W. Barton, widow of 
R. P. Barton, late a private of Company I, Twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 3439) granting a pension to Charlotte Cable, widow 
of Walton Cable, late a pilot in the Revenue Marine Service; 

A bill (S. 3440) granting a pension to Mary D. McChesney; and 

A bill (S. 3441) granting a pension to Harriet B. Cole, widow 
of Alfred Cole, late a privatein Company E, Twenty-second Regi- 
ment United States Colored Troops. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3442) toamend section 11, 
chapter 106, of ‘‘An act to provide a national currency secured 
by pledge of United States bonds, and to provide for the circu- 
lation and redemption thereof,” approved June 3, 1864; which 
_ read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
‘inance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3443) for the relief of G. D. Hum- 
phrey: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill(S. 3444) for the relief of James 


B. McElhose; which was read twice by its title, and, with the | 


accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3445) to establish a | 


military post at or near the city of Grand Forks, in Grand Forks 
County, State of North Dakota; which was read twice by its ti- 
tle, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S.3446) to remove the charge | 


of desertion from the military record of Peter Buckley; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. Lintroduce a joint resolution and 
give notice that at the proper time I shall offer it asa substitute 
for the joint resolution reported by the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. MITCHELL), with amendments, May 24, 1892, proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several States. [ 
ask thatthe joint resolution may be printed and laid on the table. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 99) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected by the peo- 
ple of the several States, was read twice by it title, and ordered to 
lie on the table. 

OFFICERS AND EMPLOYES OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr.CAREY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, Tnat the Director of the Geological Survey be, and is hereby, 
directed to send fortwith to the Senate a complete list of all officers and em- 


ployés who are now or have been within a year past, in any of the work of 
said Survey, together with the office or employment, the place of employ- 


ment, and the compensation of each of said persons under said Survey. 
RELATIONS OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. I offer a resolution,which I ask to | 


have read for information, calling on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for certain information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
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received within the last twelve months, has been paid each month in gold 
coin, instandard silver dollars in silver certficates, in United States notes, 


| commonly called ‘‘greenbacks,”’ in legal-tender Treasury notes issued under 
| the act approved July 14, 1890, national-bank notes, and gold certificates. 


Second. The amount of gold coin and gold certificates in the Treasury of 
the United States at the present time, the amount of gold and of gold certifi- 
cates held by the banks of the United States, and the total amount of gold 
coin in this country. 

Third. Whether, under the act approved July 14, 1890, the Secretary of the 
Treasury has redeemed the notes issued thereunder for the purchase of sil- 
ver bullion with goldcoin, or silver coin; what amount of said notes has al- 
en redeemed in gold and silver coinrespecttivly during the last three 
mon 8. 

Fourth. To report, as far asmay be practicable, the amounts of gold and sil- 
ver, respectively, held by the Bank of France, the Bank of Germany, and the 
Bank of England. 

Fifth. To report whatratio should, in his judgment, beestablished between 
gold and silver in order to preserve a substantial equivalency between the 
coins of the two metals in the United States. 

Sixth. Whether or not the bimetallic system, adopted under the Adminis- 
tration of President Washington, and readjusted and maintained under the 
Administration of President Jackson, might again be established upon a 
Stable basis, by correcting the ratio, and conforming it to the market value 
of the two metals, either by increasing the metalin the silver unit, or by 
decreasing the metal in the gold unit, or by dividing the disparity between 
the two units and standards of value. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection tothe pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. STEWART. I think that resolution had better go over. 
It will lead to considerable debate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let it be printed and lie over. 

Mr. STEWART. The resolution calls upon the Treasury De- 


| partment for a financial system. If it was merely asking for in- 


A bill (S. 3437) granting apension to Louise V. Bomford, widow | formation it would be all right, but we donot want the opinions 


of the Treasury Department upon that subject. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed 
ard lie over, its present consideration being objected to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 151) to continue the provisions of a 
— resolution approved June 30, 1892, entitled ‘‘A joint reso- 

ution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Goy- 
ernment;” in which it requested the concurrence of the Sengte. 


IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS. 


Mr. WARREN. I desire to give notice that I shall ask the 
consent of the Senate on next Wednesday, immediately after the 
morning hour, to callup the bill (S. 2529) providing for the irri- 
gation and reclamation of arid lands, for the protection of for- 
ests, and utilization of pasturage, and for other purposes, which 
now lies on the table, for the purpose of making some remarks. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair lays before the Sen- 
ate under the rules certain resolutions which have come over 
from a previous day. 

Mr. GORMAN. Pending that, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the fortification appropriation bill. 
Mr. STEWART. Let those resolutions be first disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the 
Senator from Maryland, who is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. Imove that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 8533, being the fortification appro- 
priation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8533) making appropriations 
for fortifications for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT KNOXVILLE. 

Mr. BATE. Task the Senator from Maryland to withhold his 
motion for the present until I can call up a small bill, which will 
take but amoment. I ask unanimous consent to do it, because 
it involves the interests of some of the people of Knoxville. The 
people are anxious to have the bill passed, which merely pro- 
vides for the extension of the time for constructing the bridge 
there. I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland, the Senator from Tennessee asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a 
bill, the title of which will be stated. 

Mr. BATE. it will take but a moment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Before that is done I desire to suggest that 


| the Chair lay before the Senate the resolution in relation to the 


Homestead trouble in Pennsylvania for a moment, in order that 
we may act upon it. 
Mr. BATE. The bill I refer to will only take a moment. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested toreport | here is an amendment to it in the nature of a substitute. 


to the Senate: 
First. What proportion ofthe customs duties and internal-revenue taxes, 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
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Whote, proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6091) to 
amend “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn.,” approved 
August 9, 1888. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the time for the commencement of the bridge authorized by an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 'Ten- 
nessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn.,’’ approved August 9, 1888, be, and 
the same is hereby, extended one year from the passage of thi t, and that 
the time for the completion of said bridge be extended three years from the 
same date. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read.a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ment and ask a conference with the House of Representatives 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
BATE, Mr. VEST, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 

EXHIBITION OF PORTRAIT OF GEN. THOMAS. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I now ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution granting permission to exhibit 
in the Capitol the portrait of Gen. Thomas, nainted by Caroline 
J., Ransom. 

The.PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
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umbia vs. Ignatius Nau, la 
ct in general term, has pra 
Unless ¢ 


of a remedial! a 


The decision in the case of the District of Col 
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dition will continue. 









Under that decision all that a person need do to carry on any of the trades 
| and professions mentioned in said acts is to makeatender of the license tax 
to the Commissioners, which is held to be a suft nt payment under that 
| decision to authorize the party to carry on the bu ess, and, if he has mad 
| such tender and is prosecuting the business, not withstandi: »has eived 
no license, no penalty can be enforced against him 
It matters not whether a party may have been convict of the offense o 
selling to minors, keeping a Sunday bar, or at what place in the city he may 
open his saloon and sell liquor, whether by a church or school 
secure in that business if he has simply made a tender of the license 


Pending the motion of the | 
D> 


Senator from Maryland, the Senator from Colorado asks unani- | 


mous consent of the Senate for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution named by him. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 93) grant- 
ing permission to exhibit in the Capitol the portrait of Gen. 
Thomas, painted by Caroline L. Ransom. It grants permission 
to exhibit in the Rotunda of the Capitol during the national en- 
campment of the Grand Army of the Republic, inthe month of 
September, 1892, the portrait of Gen. George H. Thomas, painted 
by Caroline L. Ransom, under the direction and subject to the 
control of the Architect of the Capitol. 

Mr. HALE. 
Ido not know what picture this is; but I saw a picture in the 
room of the Committee on the Library which purported to be a 
painting of Gen. Thomas. I want to save the American people 


quired. 

By this decision the discretion which heretofore was vested 
missioners to grant or refuse a license has been taken away 
missioners rendered powerless to regulate any of these cia 3 of business 
by license. The Commissioners have made regulations. one of them, for in 
stance, providing that 2 livery stable shall sot be erected within a certain 
number of feet of a dwelling house, and in this way regulate the location of 
stables in the District of Columbia. But under this decision this regulation 
is rendered nugatory, as there is no penalty by which such regulations can 
be enforced. And this applies to every trade and business in the District of 
Columbia, heretofore licensed and controlled by the regulations of the Com 
missioners and by the laws heretofore cited. 

You have in your possession a copy of the decision, in the case of The Dis 
trict of Columbia vs. Ignatius Nau. and an examination thereof will fully 
sustain the view presented in this communication. I herewith submit the 
draft of a provision of law which will, if passed by Congress, give the relic! 
thatis absolutely needed, and which is in every respect reasonable and just 
As you will see, it simply gives efficiency to the laws of the Legislative As 
sembly, which have been declared by the court as laws for revenue only, so as 
to create and authorize the enforcement of their provisions by proper pen 
alties. 

Respectfully, 


in the ¢ 


nd the Con 


GEORGE C. HAZELTON 
Attorney District of Columbia 
The COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia 
what objection there would be to placing the sections of the 
statutes which are referred to in the body of the proposed statute? 
It ssems to me a very inadvisable thing toenact legislation sim- 
ply by referring to other legislation which took place in another 
body. Laskif there is any objection to embodying those sec- 
tions in this proposed statute? If an amendment of that kind 
could be inserted it would be very much easier for parties prac- 


| ticing before the courts toascertain what the District law is upon 


L ask the attention of the Senator from Colorado. | 


trom being obliged to see that at any time, and I hope this isnot | 


that picture. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. This is an entirely different picture, pre- 
senting Gen. Thomas in an entirely different point of view. 

Mr. HALE. Then I have no objection. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

LICENSES IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. HUNTON. I askunanimousconsent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of Senate bill 3416. The necessity for th 
bill is very great, and without it the revenues of the District 


the subject. 
Mr. HUNTON. I would say to the Senator from Florida that 
the acts referred to in the bill now before the Senate are six o1 
eight or ten pages long, and we did not think it expedient to 
put them in the bill because of their extreme length. A gr 
portion of those statutes does not affect the question before the 
Senate. I therefore think that it will be better to leave them 
out and revive or legalize those portions of the acts which refer 
to this matter. I hope that will satisfy the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. HARRIS. I suggested in committee precisely the same 
idea suggested by the question of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco}, but finding those acts were very voluminous, and deal- 
ing with a vast number of trades and occupations, I yielded the 
question as I yield it now. I think the bill ought to pass in its 
present form. 
Mr. PASCO. 


a 


Under those circumstances I will not insist upon 


| offering an amendment; but it seems to me that legislation of 


| this character is very undesirable. 


which ought to arise from the granting of licenses to sell liquor | 


will be lost, because 
to which this is an amendment all a person desiring a license to 
sell whisky or other spirituous liquors has to do is to pay or 
tender the amount assessed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the 


Senator from Maryland, the Senator from Virginia asks unani- | 


mous consent of the Senate to consider the bill named by him. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3416) regulating li- 
censes in the District of Columbia, and imposing penalties for 
engaging in any trade, business, or profession without having 
first obtained a license therefor. 

Mr. HUNTON. The necessity for the passage of this bill was 
brought to the attention of the committee by the attorney for 
the District of Columbia, and I beg leave to have read, for the 
information of the Senate, his letter on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter referred to will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., June 14, 1892. 

GENTLEMEN: The authority of the Commissioners to impose licenses upon 
all trades, professions, and businesses in the District of Columbia depends 
ypon the validity of the act of the Legislative Assembly, approved August 

, 1871, and the amendment thereto approved June 20, 1872. Heretofore a 
large revenue has been collected by the District under these laws. 


the courts have decided that under the law | 


| which are upon the statute 


( 
| to find what the law of the [ 


If, however, those statutes 
are so lengthy, perhaps it may be better that the bill should re- 
main as it is. 


Mr. PERKINS. Ifthe Senator from Florida «ill permit a sug 





gestion 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield? 


Mr. PASCO. I was about to add that the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] tells me that the law referred to is 
familiar in the District courts, and that it has been acted upon 
for the past ten years. 

Mr. PERKINS. I was going to suggest that we do not by the 
provisions of the bill enact any new law; that is, we do not cre- 
ate new penalties or new provisions of law, but in consequence of 
the decision spoken of by the attorney of the District, wesimply 
refer to those old statutes, providing penalties for their violatio: 
DOOKS. 

Mr PASCO. The Senator from Kansas does not quite appre- 
ciate the difficulty I suggested. 1t was to avoid the necessity 
referring to any other volume of the statutes of the United Stat 
Jnited States is upon 
My idea is that when we ena:t a law covering a previous statut 


‘Fr 


of 


+} ri} 
the subje 


we should set it out at full lenzth upon the statute book and n 
render it necessary to go to the enactment of any other legi 
tive body in order to find what the law is. But I shall no 

} t 


the matter, as the bill seems t9 meet th 
of the committee. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like toask the Senater from Virginia 
for some information in regard to this bill. What authority is 
there in the District for the remission of fines and penalties’ I 


Valor the 
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desire to know whether there is any authority which has the 
power to pardon or remit penalties? 


Mr. HUNTON. This does not interfere with the pardoning | 


power of the President. 

Mr. PALMER. I want to suggest that my experience with 
laws which impose imprisonment for nonpayment of fines, mere 
police regulations, are very liable to abuse, and there ought to 
be somewhere a power to remit such penalties where they are 
excesslve. 


Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator from Illinois will permit a 


suggestion, I will say to him that we have passed during this | 


session a Senate bill giving to the Commissioners of the District 
the very power of which he speaks. 

Mr. HUNTON. I was going to state the same thing. 

Mr. PALMER. Then I suggest to the Senator from Virginia 


there are provisions for the discharge of insolvents who have 
been convicted of crimes or offenses against the revenue laws. 


After a certain length of time and upon proof of insolvency the | 
parties are entitled to discharge. So with the State laws. Is | 


there any provision in the statutes of this District which pro- 
vides for a case of that sort? 

IThave known of great hardships on account of statutes im- 
posing penalties of this class, and 1 think there ought to bea 
provision in every statute which is intended to impose penalties 
for a breach of regulations like these, that after the party has 
submitted to a certain term of imprisonment he ought to be en- 


titled to his discharge on proof of insolvency, as is the case with | 


the statutes of the United States and of some of the States. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I think the Senator will ascertain by an 
examination of the penalty prescribed by this bill, that the pen- 


alty is only imposed of confinement when the party fails to pay | 


the fine, and it 1s a simple substitute for the payment of the fine. 
If he pays the fine, then there is no penalty imposed, but if he 


fails to pay the fine, then the court fixes the punishment in accord- | 


ance with the gravity of the offense by imprisonment until the 
fine is paid. 


Mr. PALMER. The Senator docs not meet the difficulty. 


Cases do occur under statutes like this where parties are guilty | 


from inadvertence, and they are treated as if poverty was a sin. 
I think in a system like this there ought to be some provision 
which would entitle a party, after he had suffered imprisonment 





certain punishment should be entitled to discharge when there 
remains nothing against him but his poverty. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] furnishes 
a satisfactory answer as to one of the points that the Board of 
Commissioners have the power to remit. That meets one diffi- 
culty. I shall not press the other, but suggest it as a humane 
provision which ought to find a place in every system of law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 151) to continue the provisions 


: f enat ] | of a joint resolution approved June 30, 1892, entitled ‘‘A joint 
that in the statutes of the United States which impose penalties, | 





to some extent, and upon proof of his insolvency, to a discharge. | 
Take a case where a fine of $10 is imposed by the court upon a | 


arty for failing to take out a license for peddling, and the man 
is absolutely insolvent. The penalty may be a year’s imprison- 
ment. Now,ought notsuch a statute provide that after the party 
had suffered for his delinquency he should not be punished for 
his poverty, but should be entitled to a discharge after suffer- 
ing; or, as in some States, that he should be imprisoned and en- 
titled to a remission of a portion of the penalty for each day of 
imprisonment $1 a day, or $5 a day, or some othersum? Aman 
ought not to be kept in jail simply 


crime to justify his detention. ' 
In Illinois, parties under certain circumstances are allowed, 


for each day of imprisonment; so that after a number of days 


there is a prospect of deliverance of such insolvent party. I | 


submit that sucha provision ought to be inserted in this bill. 
Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator from Illinois will permit a 
suggestion, [ will call his attention to the fact that during this 
session we have passed a bill giving to the Commissioners the 
power of which he speaks. Itisageneral bill entirely appli-cable 
to the provisions of this act, and applicable to the provisions 
cunasalie of the statutes here governing crime ir the District of 
Columbia. I think the Senator from I[ilinois will, upon reflec- 
tion, admit that each criminal statute that may be found upon 
the statute book of Illinois does not carry a proviso of the char- 
acter he suggests, but that there is a general power granted to 
the governor to grant pardons or that there is a power granted 
te the commissioners or the local tribunals to discharge from 
jail. That, however, is a general provision, and so we have here 
a general law giving to the Commissioners in this District the 


power to grant pardons or to relieve from confinement in such 


cases as have been suggested by the Senator. 

Mr. PALMER. [have but to add that offenses against police 
regulations are merely statutory and do not always imply moral 
turpitude. Such offenses presuppose some degree of guilt, and 
we have, ideally at least, some appropriate punishment which 
ought to be regarded as an atonement forthecrime. After that 
time the party becomes a mere debtor, and any imprisonment 
which extends beyond that point, the ideal point suggested, is 
a mere imprisonment for debt, a mere imprisonment because the 
man can not pay. I should not be willing to vote for any bill 
which did not in itself, or which did not become a part of a sys- 


ecause he is poor. He | 
ought to be kept in jail only for crime, and poverty is not a) 





resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government,” was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the joint reso- 
lution may be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes 
to extend and continue in force to and including the 30th day of 
July, 1892, the provisions of the ‘‘ Joint resolution to provide 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government,” approved 
June 30, 1892. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com. 
mittee on Appropriations if he does not think it would be safa 
to amend the joint resolution so as to say ‘‘ the 25th of July”? 

Mr. ALLISON. It might be safe, but I will say to the Sena- 
tor, what he well knows, that as rapidly as the appropriation 
bills are disposed of this resolution lapses. 

Mr. HARRIS. So I know. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore, it is perhaps better to allow this 
joint resolution to pass without amendment than to send it back 
to the House. 

Mr. HARRIS. Being very much in favor of adjourning at 
the earliest hour possible, I want to limit this extension to the 
shortest time possible. 

Mr. ALLISON. IEquite sympathize with the Senator. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK.~ 

Mr. FELTON. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
immediate consideration of House bill 6792. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6792) granting to 
the county of Mariposa, in the State of California, the right of 
way for a free wagon road or turnpike across the Yosemite Na- 
tional Park, in said State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SHIP CANAL FROM PHILADELPHIA TO NEW YORK BAY. 
Mr. QUAY. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to pro: 


1 L ( \ L _ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3179) authorizing tha 
where they are imprisoned, to be credited with a specific sum | 


Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made for a ship canal 
from Philadelphia across New Jersey into New York Bay. The 
bill was favorably reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PITTSBURG, FORT.WAYNE AND CHICAGO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. QUAY. I rise to a question of privilege. I present a 
conferences report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as foliows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 402) ‘‘to establish a divi- 
sion line between land of the United States and the Pittsburg, Fort Wayne 
and Chicago Railroad Company,’ having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 


as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate. 

M. S. QUAY. 
B. W. PERKINS, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
LEMUEL AMERMAN, 
THOS. C. MCRAE, 
H. TOWNSEND 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in, 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


tem of laws, which would provide that a party after enduring a | GORMAN] to allow the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. WHITE] to 
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cull up a bill, which was laid aside to accommodate me s2vera! 


weeks ago. ; ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the 


Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], the Senator from New | 


Hampshire asks the unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of a bill, the title of which wil! be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 145) to authorize the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the claim of the Citizens’ Bank of 
Louisiana, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. That bill, I think, must lead to considerable 
debate. I do not know but the Senator from New Hampshire 
himself desires to discuss it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think it will take up much time. 
I desire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the 
bill is before the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, and will 
be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the bill has already been passed 
and the question is on its reconsideration. There is no neces- 
sity for reading the bill again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the condition of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is on the motion to recon- 
sider, is it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ered, the Chair understands. The Chair will ascertain the pre- 
liminary status of the bill ina moment. [A pause.] The bill is 
in Committee of the Whole, has been read at length, and is now 
open to amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
proposed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘act,” 
in line 14, as follows: 
and said cause shall be advanced on the docket and tried without delay by 


The Chair was not aware of 


I move an amendment, which I send to the 


any court which may become invested with jurisdiction thereof by virtue of | 


the provisions of this act. 
So as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the Court of 


Claims to hear and enter up judgment, as if it had original jurisdiction of 
said case, on the claim of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, without interest 


into the Treasury of the United States of certain moneys of said bank by 
Gen. B. F. Butler, commanding the United States forces in Louisiana in 
1862; and either party shall have the right of appeal to the Supreme Court, 
and the statute of limitations shall not be pleaded or entertained as a bar to 
recovery in said cause. 


Mr. WHITE. I accept the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 


to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- | 


shire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 desire permission to have printed in the 
RECORD the views of the minority, submitted by the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], against this bill, which he desired 
might go upon the record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority 
will be printed in the RECORD, if there be no objection. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a minority report, submitted ata for- 
mer session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. Idesire to say about this case, as I remember it 
when it was formerly before the Senate upon a proposition to 
pay alarge sum of money to the Citizens’ Bank of New Orleans. 
that I do not think itis a case in which the Government ought 
to be made liable; but as the present bill proposes to refer it to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication, and asI believe that all 
such complicated cases ought to be decided in the Court of Claims 
rather than by Congress, I make no objection to the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. It is a bill which has passed the 
Senate several times. 

Mr. PLATT. I remember the bill very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us vote on it. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, let us vote. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to ask that a minority report made on a somewhat simi- 
lar bill at a former session of Congress be printed in the RECORD, 
and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, views of the minority, submitted by 
the Senator’s colleague [Mr. DoLPH). 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask in this same connection that the re- 
port of the committee made at the same time, of which the mi- 
nority report was a part, be printed also. 


The bill has been reconsid- | 


In line 11, after the word ‘‘court,” it is | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempoye. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it would be very bad policy to do 
that. They are documents which have already been printed. 
Why print them in the RECORD? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it is bad policy, but the Senator 
will appreciate that if the minority report made heretofore is 
printed, then it ought to be accompanied by the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so, too; but [hope the Senators will 
withdraw the request to print in the RECORD. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I always yield with deference to the sug- 
gestions of the Senator from Ohio, and I withdraw the request 
that the views of the minority be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request being withdrawn, 
neither of the reports will be printed in the REcoRD. The ques- 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CATHEDRAL. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent to call up a bill 
reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia to incor- 
porate the Episcopal Cathedral of thiscity. It is rather in prose- 
cution of its business, and it is necessary that the bill should be 
passed at the present session. It is a short bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the 
order of business? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the order of business be stated. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill was reported this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the bill was reported to-day, and is not on the printed Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 3391) to incorporate the Pro- 
testant Episcopal Cathedral foundation of the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. STEWART. 
| lumbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


From what committee did that bill come? 
From the Committee on the District of Co- 


I must look at it before I can let it pass. 


| If I understand the bill, the way it was read, it proposes to create 
thereon, against the United States, growing out of the seizure and covering | 


a perpetual, eternal corporation, with a right to buy, possess, 


| and own anything on earth, and without any limitation what- 
| ever; and it would be only a question of time when it could ag- 


gregate to itself the whole United States. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to. 
HELEN A. PATTERSON. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Lasktheunanimousconsentof the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1049) granting a 
pension to Helen A. Patt2rson. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘ roll,” to strike out ‘‘ subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,” and insert ‘‘ at the rate of 
$12 per month; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of #12 per 
month, the name of Helen A. Patterson, daughter of John T. G. Smart, late 
a private in Company G, Eighth New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

W. H. TIBBITS. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 3098) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of W. H. Tibbits,” 
approved August 8, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be read for information. 
tell what the bill is from the title. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

formation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iask the Secretary to read the preamble, 
| which is a full history of the bill, and will give the Senator from 
| Missouri the information he desires. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The preamble will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the preamble, as follows: 

Whereas it appears from tne records of the General Land Office that W. 


Weecan not 


The bill will be read for in- 


H. Tibbits did in good faith, on the 4th day of January, 1872, make homestead 
entry of the northeast quarter of section 21, township ¥ north, range I! east, 
in the State of Nebraska, and resided thereon for the full period of time re- 
quired by existing statutes, and improved and cultivated the same; and 


Whereas it further appears that the said tract of land was patented to the 
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Burlington and Missouri River Railroad at a time subsequent to said home- 
stead entry, and sold by said railroad company to other parties; and 

Whereas it also appears that by act of March 2, 1889, all lands, except in 
the State of Missouri, were withdrawn from private entry; and it not being 
the real intent and purpose of said act of August 8, 1888, to compel said Tib- 
bits to remove to said State of Missouri, in order to obtain the benefit of the 
act aforesaid 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes W. H. 
Tibbits, or his legal representatives, to locate 160 acres of any 


of the public lands of the United States subject to homestead | ined the plant which they have erected on the other side of the 


- entry, or to other entry, at $1.25 per acre. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
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Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Michigan what 
company this is? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It is the Metropolitan Company. There 
are two companies who accepted the terms of that law, the 
Washington and Georgetown Company and the Metropolitan 
Company. The one company adopted the cable system and the 
other has adopted the storage-battery system. As we all know 
as to the storage-battery system there hasbeen some delay in 
getting the patents that were supposed to be suitable for run- 
ning these cars. The result has been that they are not able to 
comply with the law on the Ist of June. I have myself exam- 


| P’ street bridge in Georgetown, and | am satisfied from the large 


The Committee on Public | 


Lands report to strike out the preamble. The question is on | 


agreeing to the amendment striking out the preamble. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
0 JOHN M’MAHAN. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill(H. R. 4871) for the re- 
lief of John McMahan. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Vhole, proceeded to consider the bill. Itdirects the President 
to revoke so much of general orders, headquarters Department 
of West Virginia, of April 24, 1864, as relates to and directs the 
dismissal from the Army of Maj. John McMahan, of the Second 


[ ask the unanimous consent of the Senate | 


expenditure of money that they have made it will be a delay of 
only ashort time. Still we have extended the time one year. 
Mr. HALE. I hope that the Senator, exercising as he does a 
sort of supervision over these companies, which all of us are very 
glad that he shall exercise, will look to it a little hereafter that 
this company furnish better accommod.» ‘ons for the public than 
they are doingnow. This company have }-"actically outraged 
the public during thisentireseason. They have -vithdrawn their 
open cars and have obliged the public to be confined in hot, un- 
healthy,and unwholesome box cars,so thatevery sensible man who 
wants to come to the Capitol has either to take another route or 
wait, as I have done sometimes, for half adozen box cars to pass 
before finding one open car. It is an unreasonable thing that 


| these companies should trifle with the public as they do. They 


Regiment West Virginia Cavalry, and to grant him an honor- | 


able discharge as of that date. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is avery full report made by the 
Senator from Tenmnesse2 |Mr. BATE}, and also a House report. 
It is a clear case of injustice done during the war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SEATON NORMAN. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 

2772) for the relief of Seaton Norman. 


impose upon the people here constantly, and this company, par- 
ticularly, this year has been the chiefest of the sinners in this 
regard. 

| hope the Senator will look to it hereafter and see that the 


| public has good accommodations on this road. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


It authorizes the Presi- | 


dent to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the | 
Senate, appoint Seaton Norman an assistant surgeon in the Ma- | 
rine Hospital Service, that being the rank held by him on the | 


Ist day of July, 1880, when he resigned his position under a mis- 
apprehension of his rights in the premises. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DABNEY, SIMMONS & CO. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider the bill (H. R. 669) for the relief of Dabney, Simmons 
& Co. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | , : : ; 
| other Hous? provided that this road might use overhead wires. 


Whgle, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to examine the claim of Dabney, Simmons & 
Co., of Boston, Mass., for expenses incurred by them in the re- 
testing of 101 cases of opium condemned by the Government, and 
to repay to them the expense of the reéxamination of all of the 
cases which upon such reéxamination were found to contain the 
standard amount of morphia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. lLaskunanimous consent to call up the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 108) extending the time in which certain 


stroet railroads compelled by act of Congress, approved August | 


6, 1890, to change their motive power from horse power to me- 
chanical power, for one year. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had 
been reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with an amendment, in line 9, after the word * Provided,” to 
strike out: 

That within thirty days from the passage of this act said Metropolitan 
Railroad Company shall increase its service to such an extent thatit will no 
longer be necessary for any of its passengers to standup. Andno fare shall 
be collected from any passenger in any of its cars until furnished a seat 
therein; Provided, That overhead wires may be used in propelling the cars 
by electricity. on a plan approved by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. 

And to insert: 

That so fast as the cars now building are comes with storage batteries 
they shall be placed on the road: And provided further, That pending the 
change the present equipment of the road shall be put, kept, and main- 
tained in good condition. 








Mr. MCMILLAN. The following provision is proposed to be 
inserted by the committee in the latter part of the joint resolu- 
tion: 

That so fast as the cars now building are equipped with storage batteries 
they shall be placed on the road. 

These are the new cars. It is an entire new equipment that 
they are going to put on the line. 

And provided further, That pending the change the present equipment of 
the road shall be put, kept, and maintained in good condition. 

I hai that put in specially to cover the same point the Sena- 
tor has made. 

Mr. HALE. It is not a matter of much personal importance 
to us now, because we are to separate very soon, and we shall 
not use this road; but if it were otherwise, I should not want 
them to keep their present equipment. I should want them to 
change it. I should want them to furnish ears such as would 
make it comfortable and healthy to the publie to ride in. But 
it is not a matter of much concern to us now, personally, on ac- 
count of the limited time we shall be here. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwish to say to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia in regard to this joint reso- 
lution that I have no doubt the time ought to be extended under 
the circumstances, but the joint resolution a3 it came from the 


That has been stricken out by the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. I trust we shall have it un- 
derstood that if in conference this overhead business is insisted 
upon by the codrdinate branch, we shall have full notice of it 
when it comes back here; for I never could consent myself to 
overhead wires on that line. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think I am perfectly safe in making that 
ledge. 

Mr. HALE. I join the Senator from Maryland. If there is 
any doubt about that let us have ample notice when it comes 
back. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Committee on the District of Columbia 
of the Senate were unanimous that that provision should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have found out from long ex- 
perience that it is utterly useless te attempt to put any limita. 
tions upon these railroad companies which they do not accept. 
Here is an extension of time of one year proposed to these com- 
panies after they have had two years in which to comply with 
an act of Congress as to changing the instrumentalities they use 


| for transportation in this District. 


Some time ago I introduced a resolution inquiring why the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia have not carried out 
the law. They replied that under their construction of the law 
these companies had until the first of the present month to com- 
ply with the statute. Some of them have attempted to comply, 
and a good many of them have not. There are three roads in 
this District that have not made asingle endeavor tocomply with 
the act of Congress. If they did not comply in the two years, 
which was a very liberal time given them, the Commissioners 
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were ordered then to make these changes in their roads and to 
pursue the remedy that Congress gave them to enforce the pay- 
ment. Under the construction of the law which the Commis- 
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sioners placed upon the act they did not conceive it their duty | 


to adopt these coercive measures until the time had expired, 
which was the Ist of the present month. 

The president or chairman of the Board addressed me a letter 
in which he called my attention to the fact that it was impossible 
for some of these companies to comply with the law, stating that 
some of them had complied with it and others were in the pro- 
cess of complying with it. I replied to him that it was within 
my personal knowledge that some of them had made not a single 
movement towards complying with it and absolutely ignored the 
act of Congress. Not one of them in this District has complied 
with that law. The Metropolitan road has partly done so, and 
the Belt line has done a little work, but very little, and possibly 
one other company; and the rest of them have absolutely tram- 
pled the act of Congress under foot. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
tracks. 

Mr. VEST. Asmy colleague says, they have not complied 
with the act in paving between the tracks and bringing the rails 
down to a level with the adjacent paving. 


And they have not paved between the 


Ll am not much in | 


the habit of traveling in private carriages, but I do know from | 


personal experience that there are railroad tracks down in this 


city with the old-fashioned T rails projecting an inch and an | 
inch and a quarter above the surface, and no attempt is made to | 


remedy it. 
submit to this sort of thing for an hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
will please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is 
the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 8533) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial 
and service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Maryland to allow 
the pending resolution to be disposed of. 

Mr. GORMAN. [yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
yields, and the Senator from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the joint resolution gives these 
companies another year, after they have had their two years and 
after some of them have not made asingle attempt tocomply with 
the law. 
end of the year they will not have done anything. I can safely 
predict that from our experience in the past. Then the Com- 
missioners will come in, when a resolution is offered such as was 
adopted by the Senate, with the old stereotyped reply that there 
were great difficulties attending the change in the rails, and it 
was very expensive to make these alterations in transportation, 
and there will be another act passed extending the time another 
year. Ido not know how long I shall be in the Senate, prob- 
ably not much longer, but I think for natural reasons I shall never 
see any improvement in the condition of affairs here as to street 
railroads. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan 
what this road has actually done in the direction of this change 
which leads him to believe that during the next year they will 


There is not a city in the United States that would | 
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Congress which we passed two years ago, as to changing their 
rails, and, when they declined to change the rails, as to chang- 
ing their mode of transportation. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. JI will state to the Senator that the: 
only two companies that availed themselves of the law whic! 
was passed, the Washington and Georgetown and the Metropoli- 
tan Roads. The other companies were not able to comply with 
the provisions of that law. The Senate committee has called 
the attention of the Commissioners to the resolution referred to 
by the Senator from Missouri, and has pressed upon the Commis- 
sioners the importance of making these companies comply with 
all the regulations to which he has re!erred 

Mr. VEST. I will wait with some curiosity to see the result 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to strike out and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate a; amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the joint resolution 
and amendment. 

The motion was azreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, ani Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. WOLCOTT were 

ELLEN WILLIAMS. 


I ask the Senator from Maryland if he will 








joint 


appointed. 


Mr. CAREY. 


| yield to me that [I may call up a bill? 


Asa matter of course the measure will pass, and at the | 


carry it out and perfect it and adopt this as their motive power? | 


What have they actually done? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I have carefully examined that part of the 
subject. I find they have erected very large buildings for the 
purpose of supplying the storage batteries with power. They have 


put in magnificent engines and boilers, as good as I have ever | 


Orr 


seen anywhere. They spent some $275,000 upon the machinery 
necessary to supply those batteries with electricity. They have 
erected large buildings for storing the cars, and soasto put bat- 
teries in them when they are completed. 

There are about thirty-five or forty new cars already built and 
completed, and we have provided here that just as fast as they 


have the machinery ready and everything in condition they shal! | 


run these cars. We have already seen cars on G street running 
with thestorage battery. It was impossible for the Metropolitan 
Company to use at that time the cable, and they had to use some 
such power as this. There has been a great deal of delay in 
getting a patent that would supply the need. They think they 
have got it. They have spent this money, and I think they are 
acting in perfect good faith. 

Mr. VEST. I did notapprehend that this matter would come 
up to-day. I have not time now to send to the document room 
and get the response of the Commissioners to my resolution, but 
i would be obliged to the chairman of the committee, presuming 
that he is entirely cognizant of all the facts, to state how many 
of these roads have made any attempt to comply with the act of 


~~ 


| 


| pecuniary need. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. GORMAN. [ will yield to the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill yield for morning business. 

Mr. SAWYER. I amdirected by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 842) granting a pension to 
Ellen Williams, to report it without amendment and submit a 
report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I may beg the indulgence of the Senate 
a moment, the bill just reported is very brief, and is in favor of 
Miss Ellen Williams, who was a hospital nurse, a lady who is 
living in circumstances of very great poverty in Colorado, and 
it will take but a moment to pass it. If the Senate will listen to 
it I should like to have it passed. It is very short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
the Senator from Maryland has yielded to the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill just reported go on the Calen- 
der. The Senator from Colorado can cali it up some other time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I may be pardoned a moment. I will state 
that if the Senator from Missouri were as familiar as | am with 
the circumstances surrounding this applicant he would not ob 
ject—a woman who is seriously ill, doubtful of recovery, in great 
I know of no cas? that could appeal to th 
magnanimous and generous heart of the Senator from Missouri 
with the strength this would if h> were familiar with all thee 


I wish to make a report from the Committee 


cumstances surrounding it. [am sure he would not object 

Mr. COCKRELL. lam not objecting at all.. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no objection. The 
question is whether the Senator from Maryland yields to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, he having yielded tothe Senator from Wyo- 
ming. 


Mr. GORMAN. I yield to the Senator from Wyoming for t] 

consideration of the bill he wishes to eall up. 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous; consent to call up the bill (S. 
1276) providing for the adjustment and payment of the accou 
of laborers and mechanics arising uncer the eight-hour law 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would lead to dise ssion, in al | D- 
ability. 

Mr. BERRY. Let that bill go over. 

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator permit me to make a state 
ment? The committee have reported a substitute, rely to 
refer this matter to the Court of Claims. I do not think th 
will be any objection to the bill. It is a long-standing matte 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand from Senators around me that 


[s there objection to the } S 
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the bill will lead to debate. 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill can not be conside:ed at this time. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and signed the following bills: 

An act (5. 1910) to establish an intermediate rate of pension 
between $30 and $72 per month; and 

An act (S. 1393) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation toimm diate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 10, A. D. 188), by ex- 
tending the privileges of the first section thereof to the port of 
Fernandina, Fla. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the. Senate num- 
bered 23 to the bill (H.R. 6923) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and 
for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro temp: re: 

A bill (H. R. 976) to correct the military record of Lieut. Cor- 
nelius McLean; 

A bill (H. R. 2401) for the relief of Lydia A. Magill, adminis- 
tratrix; 

A bill (H. R. 7624) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1803; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 151) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved June 30, 1892, entitled ‘‘A joint reso- 
lution to provide temporarily ior the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment.” 





Therefore I object to its considera- 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will 
be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill(H. R. 8533) making appropriations for fortifications 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, which had been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that in the reading of the bill the 

_amendments of the committee may be first considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent that the bill may be read as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and that the amendments of the committee be 
acted upon in their order as they are reached in the reading of 
the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. [ understood the Senator from Maryland to 
say that he would yield to have the short bill reported by the 
Senator from Wisconsin considered when the Senator from Wyo- 
ming was through. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should be very glad to do so, but half a 
dozen other Senators around me desire to get up bills, and I can 
not yield. I think later in the day the Senator will have an op- 
portunity to call up the bill 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The trouble is that I am called out of town 
this afternoon. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Colorado is going away. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland 
that he allow the bill to be called up and proceeded with until 
half past 2 o’clock. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withdraw my request. I donot think I 
have any right to interfere with the public business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appropriation bill will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 


1, line 7, before the word ** thousand,” to strike out *‘ five hun- | 


dred,” and insert ‘‘seven hundred and fifty;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Gun and mortar batteries: 
£750,000. 

Mr. BERRY. Ishould like to have the Senator from Mary- 
land explain what is the necessity for this large increase pro- 
posed in the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
in fortifying the coast, and the construction of these gun and 
mortar batteries is considered by the Engineer Department and 
by the War Department as of the first importance. If we are to 


For construction of gun and mortar batteries, 


We have been for the past four yearsengaged | 
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continue that work upon the scale on which it has been already 
inaugurated with the authority of law, we think that it is im- 
possible for them to get along economically with less than $750,- 
00) during the present fiscal year. The Chief of Engineers, 
the Secretary of War, and the General commanding the Army 
all concur in the statement that to continue the work economi- 
cally there must be at least $750,000 appropriated. Guns and 
mortars are being constructed each year, and they are lying idle 
without being put in place or without carriages to put them on. 
If this matter is to go on, and the coast to be defended and pre- 
pared for defense, then we think that this appropriation is nec- 
essary. 

Mr. BERRY. The Houseof Representatives, which it is sup- 
posed had at least all theestimates before them, all the informa- 
tion probably in regard to this matter from the officers of the 
Government that the Senate Committee had, appropriated $500, - 
000. The Senate committee propose to raise that to $750,000. 
In the next paragraph an appropriation is made for the procure- 
ment of lands, or rights pertaining thereto. The Houseof Rep: 
resentatives appropriated the sum of $250,000, and the Senata 
committe propose to raise that to $500,000. There is a differ- 
ence in those two items between the amount appropriated by 
the other House and that proposed by the Senate committee of 
a half million dollars. 

It occurs to me that the House of Representatives in making 
these appropriations must have put in what they thought could 
be economically expended this year. I can not see the extreme 
necessity that now exists for raising the amount for these forti- 
fications so as to include 100 per cent in one item and 50 per cent 
in the other item over and above that which was appropriated 
by the other Hous>. 

As I stated the other day in regard to another bill, it seems 
that during this session of Congress more than at any time since 
I have been here there has been a constant effort on the part of 
the various Senate committees to raise the amounts appropri- 
ated by the House of Representatives in every instance, to en- 
large and swell the appropriations in almost every bill which 
comes here, and in almost every item of every bill. 

I think that the appropriations made during the last Congress. 
which amounted to a billion dollars, were more than should have 
been appropriated for the twoyears. Unless we pay some regard 
and attention to the efforts that the House of Representatives is 
making to economize, I do not see how it will be possible to re- 
auc: the enormous expenditures that were made during these 
two years. 

The Senator from Maryland says that the officers say that this 
increased amount is necessary. Mr. President, invariably in 
making estimates by the various officers of the Government, sc 
far as I have been able to follow them, they always estimate the 
very largest possible anount, expecting Congress to cut it down. 

I do not think that there is any pressing necessity for increas- 
ing these appropriations to the enormousextent that is proposed 
by the Senate committee. The Senate is thin, and I do not care 
to call for the yeas and nays on the amendment now, but I shali 
reserve the right to callthem when the bill gets into the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the am:>ndment reported by the com- 
mittee. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 1, line 12, before the word 


“thousand,” to strike out ‘two hundred and fifty’ and insert 
‘*five hundred;” so as to make the claus» read: 
Sites for fortifications and seacoast defenses: forthe procurement of land, 


| or right pertaining thereto, needed for the site, location, construction, or 


prosecution of work for fortifications and coast defenses, $500 0)J, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Arma- 
ment of fortifications,” on pave line 24, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘filteen”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

lor steel field guns of 3.2-inch caliber, $25,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 10, before the word 
‘‘ thousand,” to strike out *‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;” se 
as to make the clause read: 

For carriages for siege breech-loading howitzers of 7-inech caliber, $35,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a little ervor on page 3, line 12. 
There are two ‘‘r’s” there ina word. One of them ought to ba 
stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 18, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike oui ‘‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as te 
make the clause read: 

For powder for issue to service, $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in the clause appropriating $346,600 | 


for ‘machine tools and fixtures adapted to the manufacture of 
steel seacoast cannon, to complete the equipment of the south 
wing of the Army gun factory, Watervliet Arsenal, West Troy, 
N. Y.,”’ on page 4, after the word “dollars,” at the end of line 
13, to strike out the following: 

Provided, That the sum of $20,600 appropriated by the act approved Febru- 
ary 24, 1891, to complete the Army gun factory building, Watervliet Arsenal, 
West T'roy, N. Y., by the erection of the south wing, shall be applied to the 
object above stated, twenty breech-loading rifled mortars of cast iron, hooped 
with steel, and ten steel breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars of 12-inch 
caliber, the cost of which shall not exceed $300,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the question may be first taken 
upon the clause down to the words ‘the object above stated.’ 
There are three objects included in the amendment. I ask the 
Senate to let them be voted on separately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will entertain the 
division of the question suggested, if there be no objection. 
The first question is on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittze to strike out down to and including the words ‘‘ the ob- 
ject above stated,” in line 19. 

Mr. GORMAN. I haveno objection to taking the question in 
that way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator in charge 
of the bill what the objections are to authorizing the sum of 
$20,602 appropriated by the act of February 4, 1891, to be used 
for the arsenal. 

Mr. GORMAN. The objection to that is there was a specific 
appropriation for the construction of the building itself, and we 
desire to ke2p the appropriations on that account entirely sepa- 
rate from those for the erection of machinery and the rest of the 
plant, so that we may know exactly howthe matterstands. T, 
is an effort to combine the two accounts. There is ample mon», 
for the purpose without this proviso. It is the first instanc> | 
know of in the construction of these buildings where there is a 
surplus on hand to be returned to the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on striking out 
the words beginning with the word ‘‘ Provided,” in line 14, down 
to the word “stated,” in line 19.: Is there objection? The Chair 
hears no objection, and the words are stricken out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I ask that a division may be had at 
the words ** hooped with steel,” in line 29. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words contained in th> 
next division of the amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Twenty breech-loading rifled mortars of cast-iron, hooped with steel. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from New Hampshire 
will not ask for a division upon this mortar question. There 
must be a controversy about it, as to whether an appropriation 
shall be made for mortars at all, and it comes in one clause from 
the House of Representatives. The committee after very care- 
ful consideration of the matter determined that probably the 
wisest thing and the only way by which it can properly be a/- 
justed is to strike out the ent'r: clause relating to mortars. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator desires that the vote shall 
be taken on both clauses at the same time I will withdraw mv 
vall for a division. However, I will take occasion to say here 
that I am very much opposed to the appropriations for the mor- 
tars of cast iron, hooped with steel, and I am not at all opposed 
to a considerable purchase by the Government of all steel mor- 
tars. It seems to methat the Government should long ago have 
reached a delib2rat> conclusion touse nomore cast iron in guns, 

I am not certain whether it is fully understood that the differ: 
ence between an all-steel mortar and a cast-iron mortar hooned 
with steel is comparatively insignificant when you consider the 
whole cost of the mortar and of the fortifications in which it is 
placed. In round numbers, as to these cast-iron mortars, which 
the Government is making, or rather attempting to have made, 
because there is very little luck in making the castings from 
which the tubes are made, which are hooped with steel, the 
cost is very little lower than that of an all-ste+] mortar. The 
cost of acast-iron mortar in round numbers is about $9,000, say a 
trifle over $9,000. The cost of an all-stee! mortar is about $14,00. 
There is really but $5,00) difference. Th> cost of the casi-iron 
mortar is about two-thirds of the cost of the all-steel mortar. But 
the carriage for the cast-iron mortar costs just as much as the 
carriage for the all-steel mortar, about $12,000, and the propor- 
tion of the expense of the fortification in which th» mortars are 
placed, the earthworks and masonry, is not less, according to the 
present plan of the War Department, than $20,000. So we have 
in round numbers as the total cost of a mortar in place about 
$45,000. 

Mr. President, it certainly is not worth while for us, in order 
to save $5,000, to continue the manuf@ture of cast-iron guns. I 
am very much surprised that any such provision, after the very 
decided vote on this subject in the last Congress, should reappear 
in the bill It seems to me that the difference in cost is utterly 
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insignificant, and that it is utter folly for us, when it is costing 
us from $45,009 to $50,000 to put a mortar in place, to have a cast- 
iron tube instead of an all-ste*] built-up mortar simply beca.se 
we can save $5,000, or perhaps $1,0000 in construction. 

[make my statement at this time, in order that the Senator 
having the bill in charge may understand that I am not object- 
ing to the ten steel breech-loatling rifled seacoist mortars of 12- 


| inch ealib»r provided for in the clause proposed to be stricken 


out, but am willing and anxious to vote for them. WhatI am 


objecting to, and whatI think the judgment of the Senate should 


object to. is the making of any more guns of cast iron. We 
might as well just make them of wood or putty. 
Mr. PLATY. I should like to ask the Senator from New 


Hampshire wheter the Ordnance Department coincide with him 
as to the great superiority in value of the rifled mortar over the 
cast-iron mortar? 

Mr. STEWART. They do. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unquestionably the Ordnance Department 
prefer to make all-steel mortars. There is not any desire any- 
where at the War Department, I understand, to make cast-iron 
mortars, hooped with st-el. They only do it becaus> they are 
foreed to do it by appropriations from Congress. Two Con- 
gres°es ago an appropriation was made for the construction of 
guns of this kind, and some of them were made: but the Ordnance 
Depariment, of course, it goes without saying, prefer to make the 
all-steel mortars. The Senatorincha geofthe bill will state tothe 
Senate that there is no recommendation whatever from the Ord- 
nance Department in favor of th2 construction of any more of 


these iron guns. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it is not only unwise, bnt 


it is hardly too much tosay that there is no more sense in it than 
in going )«ck to build old flint-lock, smooth-bore muskets. Cast 
iro: for heavy guns is entirely out of fashion all over the civil- 
ized world, and Iam amazed that this provision should appear 
here. Lamvery glad, of course, thatthe commitie>havestricken 
ous that part of it. 

[ do not wish to indulge in any unfrien lly criticism whatever, 
but [am sorry that they do not put something in place of what 
is suid heve about mortars. I understand the motive of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to be that he would rather leave that open 
in order that they may adjust it with the oth>r House in con- 
fevenes. I wish to suggest that it seems to me it is not leaving 
us much chane : for legislative discretion if we simply strike out 
an important s'tbject of this kind entirely, and go blindly toa 
couference, not having indicated any preference or desire on 
the part of the Senate. 

The Senate, I may say without desiring to be unfriendly, is to 
say nothing in order that the conference committee may be free 
to trade. That is practically the position. Please do not say 
anything, please do not put anything in here, because we want 
to fix this up in conference. Well, where is the Senat> ieft? 
W nat is the use of having any more ofa bill than ‘‘ bs it enacted,” 
and then letting the conference committee of the two Houses ar- 
rane the biil and fill the blank? I think we should often get a 
very goo! bill in that way, but it would not be true legislation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will a'low me, the proposi- 
tion of the committee puts the Senator from Connecticut and 
myvelf in the condition of voting to strike out the provision for 
ten st el breech-loaling rifled seacoast mortars when we aré 
very anxious to vote for those ten steel breech-loading ritled 
mortars. 

Mv. HAWLEY. Perhaps I shall assist in that distinguished 
ce nferene? if I do not participate, if | put upon record azain, as 
I think I have already done two and four years ago—but these 
things are notremembered—acomparison between the two kinds 
of mortars. It comes from official sources. I have tabulated it 
and will put it in the RECORD. It is acomparison of the 12-inch 
mortars. 

Comparison of 12-inch mortars. 


Cast iron, 


4 J 
2 hooped ate , 
with stee! 

ND ha asa dubenennedeedasaddveanmecuune a 144 13 
Length of bore ee ee ace ae ae noose « -fOOt 9 10 
Weight of full charge _.__- ETE pounds 80 105 
Weight of projectile.........- do ROO) 800 
IN ec waepumewnneaeenen feet 1,020 1, 140 
I Ue aaa foot-tons 5, 770 7, 207 
Range at 45° elevation __. seacal teags miles 5 6 
Penetration (of steel)........<.<..<..<.....- _.inches ®} 10 
Cost FEE SO IIE OR Ws BE £9, 000 #13, 500 
The cast iron, hooped with steel, weighs 14+ tons. The all- 


steel mortar weighs 13 tons. 
a quarter, which the 
tance when you come 


There is an advantage of a ton and 
ordnance officers say is of much impor- 
to provide the supports and take up the 
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recoil of these tremendous weapons. 
steel, is 9 feet long, of the all-steel mortar 10 feet long. The 
weight of the full charge of powder in the cast-iron mortar 
hooped with steel is 80 pounds, but the all-steel mortar stands a 
charge of 105 pounds, over 25 per cent more. 


The cast iron, hooped with | 


The weight of the projectile is the same in either case, 800 | 


pounds, a tremendous bolt of steel, a foot in diameter, I suppose 
something more than 3 feet long. The muzzle velocity, the ve- 
locity of the projectile as it leaves the face of the mortar, is in 
the case of the cast-iron mortar 1,020 feet a second. In the all- 


stee! mortar the velocity of the bolt is 1,140 feet a second, that is, | 


20 feet more a second at the instant of leaving the gun. 
course that velocity rapidly diminishes. The muzzle energy— 
this exhibits the difference in power between the two weapons 
—the muzzle energy of the cast-iron mortar is 5,770 foot tons. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Connecticut as he proceeds. Do I understand that it is a cast- 
iron mortar or a cast-iron mortar hooped with steel? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shortened my phrase without continuing 
to repeat the words ‘‘ hooped withsteel” every time, having re- 
peated them several times. That is cast-iron hooped with steel 
bands around it, acombination of metal not homogeneous. The 
muzzle energy of the hooped cast-iron mortar is5,770 tons; of the 
steel mortar, 7,207 tons. 
of the steel mortar. At 45° elevation, the cast-iron throws its 
projectile 5 miles, and the all-steel will send it6 miles. The 
penetration through steel is with the cast-iron mortar 8? inches 
and with the all-steel mortar 10 inches. In every respect it is 
superior. 

On the question of comparative endurance, or what is called 
the life of the gun, of course no accurate statement can yet be 
made. I should suppose that the steel would on the average 
last very much longer, for there is always an element of uncer- 
tainty in cast iron. It is absolutely impossible with these heavy 


Of | 


That is an enormous advantage in favor | 


| not perfectly spherical, not perfectly smooth. 


weapons to get the same identical quality of cast iron every | 


time. 

The cost of the cast-iron hooped mortar is $9,000, of the all- 
steel $13,500, a difference of $4,500, which looks large, but the 
Senator from New Hampshire very properly suggests that a very 
great part of the cost of one of these weapons when it is in use 
is the carriage and the platform. In the case of our great 10 and 
12 inch rifles, while the cost of the gun looks large, the cost of 


the emplacement and carriage altogether is very much more | 
Suppose it costs $30,000 to set | 


than the cost of the whole gun. 


upcach. The cast-iron mortar would represent $39,000; the all- 
ste-l] $48,500. The difference does not seem great but I should 


say that the all-steel mortaris worthdouble. It has avery much 
greater striking force, and a greater range. It is a very foolish 
investment to take an uncertain gun just because it is a few dol- 
lars cheaper. 


proper to perfect the text before striking it out. I would strike 
out all after the word ‘‘ stated” in line 19 down to and including 
the word ‘‘ dollars” in line 22, and insert: 

Steel breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars of 12-inch caliber, the cost of 
which shall not exceed $200,000. 

Give a good sum and let them make a good contract, and get 
as many mortars as they can, instead of specifying the number 
of mortars. 

There are some changes that ought to be made, in my judg- 
ment, in this bill, and I may as well say a little more on some 
other topics whilelamup. The Ordnance Department would be 


it 


very glad indeed to have a number of amendments made and of | 


course to enlarge the gross appropriations. I suppose in these 


days of what is supposed to be economy that may be hopeless; | 


but we want to give fully as much as the House has given, chang- 
ing a little the manner of expending. 

[ will speak of one other change. [I propose to insert on this 
same page, line 24, page 4, after the words ‘‘ twelve inch,” the 
words ‘‘and sixteen inch;” so as to read: 

tempered annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 8-inch, 10- 
12-inch, and 16-inch calibée&. 
he reason for desiring that amendment (and Ido not see that 


Ou 


ny 


Congress has really demanded by its previous enactments. In 


| regard to the mortars, the necessity for producing them ata rate 


of not less than fifty per annum has been repeatedly stated and 
argued, and Congress has practically accepted that as sound 
policy. 

We ought to be making not less that fifty mortars per annum. 
By the estimate of that most admirable board known as the En- 
dicott board, I think the number of eight hundred and twenty- 
four is desired, and the sites for them, the precise uses to which 
they are to be devoted, are all well understood and prepared for 
by the Ordnance Department and the engineers, or nearly all of 
them. Gen. Flagler states that eight hundred and twenty-four 
of these mortars are required for the principal ports for which 
the armament has been fixed. Seventy-three of these mortars 
have been provided by Congress in previous appropriations. 
This leaves seven hundred and fifty-one still to be provided. He 
says we ought certainly to provide these mortars in the next 
fifteen years. 

I think that is slow enough to proceed to put the country ina 
decent condition of defense. The Chief of Ordnance says it isan 
important fact that no part of our seacoast armament costs s> 
little in proportion to its value as the mortars. There is no part 
of the armament that is so urgently demanded at once as the 
mortars, and therefore all our plans, especially for emplace- 
ments, contemplate urging the production of mortars. 

I was not an immediate convert to these mortars, for I remem- 
bered very well how ineffective the old cast-iron short mortar 
was. It was amere big washtub of cast iron: the projectiles were 
They did not fit 
well; the mortar was so short the projectile did not geta chanee 
to get a straight direction. It was a very bad thing where it 
hit and exploded, but it was a very uncertain thing. 

But these improved modern mortars are rather half-length 
guns. They are much more cheaply manufactured in proportion 
than the full-length guns. They are 10 calibers long and have 


| a projectile fitting the bore finely, made nowadays by our me- 





the committee could object to it at all) is that while it makes no | 


chenge in th 
We sl 


: gross sum, it adds another class of guns. 
1all ultimately need some at certain important points, 


but we have never made one. We have had such wonderful 
success both in the Army and Navy in making fine, heavy guns, | 
steel guns of modern type, that the Ordnance Department is | 
rightly ambitious to have one 16-inch gun asa type gun, asa 


| 
model. If the words ‘16-inch gun” beinserted the Department 
will get enouzh to begin the forging of this standard gun. 

[ suppose it would be useless, and I will not specify the amend- 
ments that would enlarge the appropriation $500,000. 
ought to be an increase for forgings in order to provide enough 
forgings to keep the gun factory at Watervliet in full operation. 
Even theu I believe it would not be producing guns as rapidly as 


There | 


chanics much more accurate than were formerly. They are 
much more cheaply manufactured in proportion than the full- 
length guns, They are 10 ecalibars long, under the accurate 
measurements, borings, and turnings that are made nowadays 
by our mechanics. 

They fire at not less than 45° clevation. The value of the pro- 
jectile consists in the tremendous striking force with which it 
comes down, and when it strikes a deck there is no ship yet built 
that it will not penetrate. You can not afford to cover the whole 
broad deck of a modern steel ship with armor thick enough to 
keep out this 800-pound bolt of chilled steel. 

Now, they do believe that by putting these mortars in groups of 
four, four groups in a pit, making sixte-n mortars, down out of 


| sight entirely, well provided with everything there for easy 
I wish to move an amendment in the text here, for it is quite | 


loading, and for proper elevation, and with the accurate meas- 
urements of the field of fire, covering every yard of a channel, 
knowing just how many pounds and ounces of powder to put in 
to give tothe shell acertain range, they do believe that vo vessel 
coming or passing at moderate speed, as it must, would eseape 
from all the sixteen projectiles discharged at one time, with cal- 
culations of the very greatest nicety as to the distance and the 
angle at which they will fall. Sufficient practice has already 
been had to make it certain that a surprising degree of accuracy 
can be attained. 

It was a misfortune that nothing whatever was given for mor- 
tars last year. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will con- 
sent to strike out after the word ‘’ stated” inline 19 down to and 
including the word ‘‘ dollars” in line 22, and insert therein these 
words: 

Steel breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars of 12-inch ealiber, the coat of 
which shall not exceed $200,000. 

I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment moved by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In place of the committee’s amendment 
beginning with the word ‘‘ twenty,” in line 19, and ending with 
the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 20, insert: 

Steel breech-loading rifle coast 
which shall not exceed $200,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Conneetieut. 

Mr. GORMAN. In the absence of the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES], who has charge of this bill, 
and who has for quite a number of years had charge of the forti- 
fications bill, and is experienced in these matters, I ought to 
say, in reply to the distinguished Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
awash in regard to hi® criticisms about the provisions con- 
tained here for the cast-iron mortars, steel-hooped, ete., that the 
War Department and Ordnance Department have for the past 
seven or eight years insisted that for defense mortar batteries 
were all-important, and the appropriations heretofore made on 


mortars of 12-inch caliber, the cost of 











1892. 





this account have been because of the earnest recommendations 
of the Department itself. 

The Ordnance Department has always agreed that the steel 
mortar was superior, although formerly costing more than double 
the cost of the east iron. We were not in a condition in this 
country at that time to make the steel mortar. 
in a condition to make the steel mortar. Hence it was that the 
Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress have 
recommended appropriations heretofore for seventy-three —I 
think that is the exact number—of these mortars to be made of 
cast iron bound with hoops. They have been contracted for and 
constructed under the supervision of the ordnance officers, and 
constructed in private establishments. 

Mr. President, we had before the Committee on Appropriations 
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We are not now | 


the Chief of Ordnance when the bill was under consideratio.. | 


This is Gen. Flagler’s statement, as appears on page 24 of the 
hearing before our Committee on Appropriations: 

When the armament of the coast was necessary, I think all the Ordnance 
Department and the Engineers’ Department were agreed that one of the 
Most important elements of defense was the mortar; that it was not only 
one of the most important parts, but it was the cheapest; that for the same 
amount of money we could provide more defense with mortars than in any 
other way. 
struction of the mortars. At that time we were not prepared to make an 
all-steel mortar. This cast-iron steel-hooped mortar was made and tested, 
and found to be satisfactory. Therefore the estimates were made for those 
seventy-three that have been proyided for in appropriations. Last year the 
Ordnance Department put in another estimate for another lot of cast-iron 
steel-hooped mortars. 


Task the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] to that. 


It had not been embodied in the House bill and was added by amendment 
inthe Senate. Then adiscussion arose inregard to the unreliability of cast- 
iron mortars and an amendment was made ehanging the cast-iron hooped 
mortars to steel m rtars. 


The Ordnance Department was very anxious to push the con- | 


| as well as the opinions of experts not connected direc 
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the whole matter to a committee of conference to adjust here- 
after—which is always objectional because a committee of con- 
ference never wants any question left open which can be solved 
by the two Houses—yet I submit to the Senator from Connecti- 
cut that if we were to agree to his measure, practically doubling 
the appropriation for steel mortars, that would still leave the 
whole question to the committee of conference. Itmustgother 

[ have no objection personally to it going in the form the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut desires, but that will still leave the ques- 
tion precisely where it would be if the committee's suggestion 
were adopted here by the Senate, except that it would be a de- 
cided expression of opinion by a vote of this body to the effect 
that we desire nothing but steel mortars, If the Senator from 
Connecticut desires it in that way, I am quite certain the com- 
mittee will not object to it: but it leaves the matter, I wish to 
say to the Senator, still open. 

Mr. President, for the past six or eight years I have taken the 
opinion of experts in the Department, and recall at the moment 
the urgent communication sent here only two years ago by the 
Secretary of War, now the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
[Mi. PROCTOR], when we failed to make further appropriation 
for cast-iron mortars. stating that the interests of the Govern- 
ment required that it should bo made. My judgment was that 
if we failed to follow the judgment of these distinguished men, 
tly with 
t was 


ple, 
} 


} 
i 
G 


vreat that it 


the War Department, the emergency was so 


wise to make provision for a hundred or more of them. [ stili 
| believe, under all the circumstances, Congress havinz inaugu- 
| rated that system and depended upon it, and having indueed 


After discussion the item was finally thrown out | 


again in the Senate, on the motion of the Senator in charge of the bill to | 


withdraw the amendment providimg for the mortars, and no appropriation 
was made for mortars last year. Since that time we have finished our type 
steel mortars, that is, all steel. 


So, Mr. President, we have only reached the point where we 


have made one of these all-steel mortars. 

When this bill was framed it was perfectly true that the 
Ordnance Department did not reeommend an appropriation for 
an additional number of cast-iron mortars, but the framers of the 
bill, after an examination and hearing of statements made from 
quarters other than the Ordnance Department, came to the con- 
clusion thatit would be better to make an appropriation and bring 
this numbef of seventy-three, already contracted for, up to nin -ty- 
three, whieh I think is the exact number. Whether that was 
wise or unwise remains to be seen; but they had witnesses before 
them, as we had before the Committee on Appropriations, whose 


statements showed that one of the mortars made out of cast iron | 


and hooped with steel has been fired about 475 rounds, and 
another 330 rounds. 

When we had the Chief of the Ordnance Department before 
us, I asked him the question—he having stated that the cast- 
iron mortars were unreliable—whether there was a steel mortar 
ever fired in this country the same number of rounds as had 
been fired from a cast-iron mortar. 
they had been tested elsewhere. So that, so far as Ican get the 
information, or so far as the committee couid get it from the 
Ordnance Department, we have not found that any steel mortar 
has ever been subjected to the same tests as have been one or 
two which have been made of east iron. 

I think it was from a consideration of that sort, and the further 


1iem, end, a; t 


there are strong reasons 


establishments to prepare to make t 


* report 
“1 : 
shows, they have bee n well mad —Tira 


why we should continue this small appropria‘ion on that ac- 
count. That is my individual opinion. I think prebably that 

| small appropriation would be the last, and tha’ by the time that 
money so appropriated was so expended we should ourselves be 
preparedgio make machinery and steel mortar: 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ishould like toask the Senator from Mary- 
land to explain why the proposed construction of stec! mortars, 
as indicated in the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], would seriously interfere with the other work 


| full operation for three or four years. 


going on at the Watervliet Arsenal?’ I understood 
| 


that if his amendment were adopted and these ste-! mortars were 


to be authorized, it would in some way int-ericre with the pro 
jected plan of construction there of some of their works. 
Mr. GORMAN. If I said that I did not mean it. What I 


meant to say was that in the present condition of the Watervliet 
Arsenal the amount of machinery they have been able to get 
together at that point is notsufficienttoenable them to construct 
the 6, 8,10, and 12 inch guns authorized by Congress: that the 
machinery there will not be complete, nor will the factory be in 
While they may he able 


| to construct some of these mortars, [ believe they have not the 
full capacity to construct them and the large guns as fas! as the 


He answered no, but that | 


consideration that for the past six years the Ordnance Depart- | 
ment has urged that it was absolutely necessary to have these | 


mortars for defense, and that it was impossible with our present 
facilities to make them of steel as fast as they ought to be made, 
that it was concluded to make this small appropriation running 
the number up to ninety-three mortars. 

It is not the desire on the part of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to make further appropriations for steel mortars, but 


try, but it never believed in them. 


| a rifled cannon. 


the provision as it comes from the House makes appropriations | 


for both steel and castiron. The venerable chairman of the 
subcommittee [Mr. DAWES], who ordinarily has charge of the 
bill and has had great experience in the management of appro- 
priation bills, believed, and we coneurred with him, that proba- 
bly to settle the differences between the two Houses it would be 
wise to strike out the whole provision. 

There is, however. a radical difference of opinion as to the 
wisdom of confining the construction of mortars alone to steel in 
this state of manufacture. The Watervliet Arsenal is not yet 
completed, nor is a great part of the machinery completed, and 


interests of the country require. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President. I am very glad t> hear 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] say that he is willing t 
have an expression of opinion from the Senate in 
st-el-rifled mortars. [can not see how it would embarrass his 
negotiation with the House conferees for an appropriation for 
steel guns to have a decided expression of opinion of the Senate 
in his favor. The Senator says correctly that when there wer 
no facilities for making heavy steel g ms of any description th: 
Ordrance Department was willing to have cast-iron mortars with 
hoops of steel. It was willing to take anything that would per- 
mit in any degree the improvement of the defenses of the coun- 


favor of ¢ 


We took our old 10-inch Columbiads and bored them out larger 
inserted a steel tube, rifled, and called that sort of a bastard gun 
It was not a very effective gun, but it 
ter than the old 10-inch smooth-bore, and was much better than 


Was bet- 


| nothing. They made an S-inch riffe out of it. There is no dif- 
| fieulty in making steel mortars now. 

The steel mortars can be readily made either at the gun fas 
| tory or at private shops. With all the material on hand i 


a large portion of it probably will not be delivered until six years | 
| am substantially quoting the language of ordnance officers. 


fromnow. Its capacity to make guns of 6, 8,or 10 inches is very 
limited. 
tation of the War Department, is a very grave question. 

While the Senator from Connecticut says, and says with great 


Whether we should stop the plan of operations which | 
Congress has inaugurated, and inaugurated on the urgent aolici- 


force, that to legislate in that way would certainly be leaving | 





takes about four months to make a !2-inch stee! mortar I2 fee 
long, and itis made very much more easily than a 12-inch heavy 
cun 32 feet long and nearly four times as heavy as the mortar. 
The Ordnance Department has made two cast-iron stec!l-h 
mortars (breech-loading) and they have been fired from 300 to 


oped 


to 475 rounds. They are very fair pieces indeed, but not of the 
best, although good results have been obtained from them. IL 


But this is the difficulty: I knew a fine i0-inch heavy Parrott 


riffe (cast-iron, banded with wrought iron) that went to pieces 
after thirty shots, and nobody knew what was the matter. Others 


went to pieces after fifty,a hundred, or a hundred and fifty shots. 
But there is on record the story of one that was fired over forty- 
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five hundred times from Morris [siand. It finally went to pieces, 
and the pieces are at West Point now, at one side of the parade 
ground. 

That is famous in the history of cast-iron 
was washed as carefully after every firing as a mother washes 
her child; sponged out carefully; every shot was washed care- 
fully to take off sand; each shot was greasod; the charge was 
carefully put in: and then everybody hid when the gun was 
fired. It was an interesting experiment. It might not be re- 
peated in a million trials. No certain calculation can be made 
of endurance of a gun compounded of metals not homogeneous. 
The history of the Parrotis at Fort Fisher and at the siege of 
Charleston shows how unreliable they are. 


guns. The piece 


The weakness of this cast-iron, steel-hooped mortar is that the | 


breech may give way. This did actually occur with an Italian 
ll-inch, made on the same plans as those manufactured by us. 
This defect is owing to defective castings. In this particular 
case the cast-iron walls gave way. In these mortars the longi- 
tudinal strain from the pressure on the breech-block comes en- 
tirely on the cast-iron body of the mortar. 


The number of cast-iron mortars in contract, and for which | 


Congress has appropriated money, is seventy-three. Thirty of 
these have been completed, and the last will be completed in Lsi4. 


. . . ’ . . } 
The great difficulty with these mortars has been in getting a | 


suitable quality of cast iron. Out of fifty castings about half 
have been accepted and these have barely coine up to the stand- 
ard prescribed by the contract. The initial tension was placed 
at 30,009 pounds to the square inch—a lower standard than was 
required with the 15-inch guns madeduring the war. Of course 
the steel hoops are a great protection to the tube of the mortar, 
but not to the breech, although our officers have tried to hook 
the hoops over a part of the beeech-block. 

I quote from the Ordnance Department: 

We have made one 12-inch steel mortar. So far as the tests have proceeded, 
it has fully come up toourexpectations. Not avery large number of rounds 
have been fired on account of having no suitable carriage. We tgjed an old 
carriage Which Was not properly fitted for the work. We are n®w making 
a new one, With proper bolts, springs, etc. This steel mortar is of the same 
general type of construction as the %-inch steel gun, except that it is shorter. 
One of the 8-inch guns has been subjected to a severe test for endurance. 
Over three hundred rounds have been fired from it without injury. The 
steel mortar is strong everywhere, and stronger in proportion to the charges 
it fires than our 8. 10, and 12 inch guns, for which Congress has appropriated 
six or seven millions of dollars. 

I promised to ask the Senator in charge of the bill to allow the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] to present an amend- 
ment of his at this time, instead of waiting until the bill should 
have been read through, inasmuch as the Senator from Wash- 
ington is called out of town. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know the Senator from Washington has to 
leave the city, and I hope he may have unanimous consent to 
offer his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked 
that the Senator from Washington |Mr. SQUIRE] may be per- 
mitted at this time to offer an amendment to the pending bill. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, [desire to offer, from the Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses, the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be reported. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following: 

That the sum of $1,000,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the erection of 
suitable buildings, the purchase of suitable machinery and other materials 
necessary for the establishment and maintenance, at some point on or near 
the Pacitie coast, of a plant for tinishing and assembling the parts of heavy 
guns and other ordnance for the use of the Army and Navy. 

SrEc. 2. That the President is hereby authorized to appoint a board, to con- 
sist of three officers of the Army and three officers of the Navy, who shall 
examine and report what, in their opinion, is the most suitable site for the 
erection of the plant provided for in the foregoing section of this act: and 
no money there’n appropriated shall be expended at any point until the 
point so selected shall have been approved by the President. . 

Sec. 5. That for the payment of the necessary expenses of the board to be 
appointed under the provisious of the second section of this act, the sum of 
#2,500 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ported for information. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, the necessity for an adequate 
system of coast defenses for our great and rapidly growing coun- 
try has been so frequently and comprehensively discussed and 
demonstrated, and so generally conceded, that it is unnecessary 
to go again over the same ground; but the growth and develop- 
ment of some parts of the United States are so rapid that the es- 
timates and statements of one year become obsolete and worth- 
less by the next. I refer especially to the States on the Pacific 
coast. No array of figures, however startling and convincing 
they may be, can convey an adequate idea of the magnificent 
progress that has becn made there within the past few years. 

The honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], in a re- 


The proposed amendment will 


he 
ue 


The amendment has been re- 
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| cent speech on the Naval appropriation bill, eloquently bore tes- 
timony to these facts. He said: 

The enterprise of such people as occupy the Pacific coast is most highly 
creditable to the whole American nation. The truth is there has not been 

uch a development of human energies and power and wisdom and sagacity 
| «nd forecast and splendid execution amongst the generations of Americans, 
or amongst any other generations, as that which has been exhibited on the 
Pacitic coast. 

The reason, I think, was that the attraction to that coast drew together 
men of enterprise and genius and power and skill, and they have not forgot- 
ten the great destiny which they aimed at when they first set out on the Pa- 
cific Slope. Men there have broad and large ideas, about as large and broad 
as the Pacific whea compared with any other ocean in the world. They seem 
to understand the advantages of the physical geography of our coast in that 
} quarter, and the necessity for the defense and development and protection 
of that magnificent country. 

Every word of this eloquent tribute to the Pacific coast is true; 
but as [am acitizen of a Pacific coast State I prefer to use the 
words of the Senator from Alabama rather than to make a sim- 
ilar statement myself, which might appear to be partial, and 
perhaps salf-laudatory, as I have contributed my humble efforts 
to the development of that region, 

Mr. W. H. Seward made the prediction “that the Pacific 
Ocean will be the scene of man’s greatest achievements. If we 
| treat them wisely our own Pacific States will become the main 
| factor in this improvement.” 

In fact this coast is an empire in itself worthy of all the con- 
sideration and care that our Government can give it. 

That the statesmen of Europe take the same view of the fu- 
ture of the Pacific as did Mr. Seward, is evident from the ef- 
forts they are making to consolidate and strengthen their pos- 
sessions on its shores. Russia is creating a great naval and 
military station on the Siberian coast and is building a gigantic 
railway many thousands of miles in length to connect it with 
her European dominions. England is creating another Gibral- 
tar at Esquimalt, on Vancouver Island, in the very gateway of 
Puget Sound. Speaking of this in his testimony before the Sen- 
ate Committee on Coast Defenses Maj. Gen. Nelson A. Miles 
said: ‘‘It would be practicable for the British fleet at Esqui- 
malt, near Victoria, British Columbia, to take absolute posses- 
sion of Puget Sound and the cities and towns and destroy their 
commerce and property in twenty-four hours. In fact the morn- 
ing and evening guns at Esquimalt can be heard on our shores.” 

In the face of these facts it is only a matter of ordinary pru- 
dence that we should take every precaution to protect and de- 
fend our maznificent heritage on the shores of the Pacific. 

For many years past the defenseless condition of our north- 
western coast has b2en brought to the attention of the National 
Government. During my tenure of office as governor of Wash- 
ington, then a Territory, in the years 1884, 1885, 1886, and 1887, in 
my annual reports to the Secretary of the Interior, I each year 
made astatement of our defenseless condition, and recommended 
the erection of defensive works on Puget Sound. The military 
| officers who have commanded the Department have done the 
same, and have given their testimony before the Committee on 
Coast Defenses; but so far without result. 

While year by year our cities are growing, railroads reaching 
| the coast, and wealth and property are accumulating on our 
shores, we remain ‘‘naked and defenseless to our enemies.” 

A glance at the census reports will supply abundant testimony 
| to the rapid increase of American homes and hives of industry, 
and the corresponding necessity and urgency of affording them 
adequate protection. 

In the year 1880 the city of Seattle contained 3,533 inhabitants; 
in 1890, 42,837; while by a census taken by the county assessor 
in June, 1892, the population had inereased to 57,542. 

In 1880 Tacoma had 1,098 inhabitants; in 1890, 36,006, and in 
June, 1892, 45,768. 

New Whatcom 1880, none; in 1599, 6,199. 

Olympia in 18%0, 1,232 inhabitants: in 1890, 4,698. 

Port Townsend in 1880, 917 inhabitants; in 1890, 4,558. 

Fairhaven in 1880, none: in 1890, 4,076. 

These places have since these dates rapidly increased in pop- 
ulation, but I have not the figures of this year. 

All of these prosperous and rapidly growing seaboard cities 
and towns and many others depend for their safety on the proper 
defense of Puget Sound, a great inland sea without an equal in 
the world, having a coast line, including the Straits of San Juan 
de Fuea, and the Gulf of Georgia of 2,015 miles, in the State of 
Washington, unsurpassed for the safety of its harbors and con- 
venience for commerce. 

The peculiarity of this inland sea is that a vessel can effecta 
landing almost anywhere within its limits; differing in this par- 
| ticular from an ordinary seacoast. So that by all means an en- 
emy should be prevented from gaining an entrance. When its 
entrance from the ocean shall be properly fortified it can bid 
defiance to any attack from an enemy. In addition to this the 
State of Washington has 415 miles of coast line on the Pacific 
Ocean, on which are found Willapa Harbor and Grays Harbor, 
with its flourishing towns of Aberdeen, Hoquiam and others. 























1892. 





The county in which they are located in 1880 contained 921 in- 
habitants, in 1890 9,249. Thus, without taking into account the 
100 miles of deep-water navigation on the Columbia River or 


the coast line of the islands in Puget Sound, the State of Wash- | 


ington has 2,431 miles of seacoast, the whole of which is en- 
tirely without defenses. ; 
The Columbia River is also practically undefended. Its thriv- 
ing towns and cities, Vancouver, in the State of Washington, 
which had in 1880~’81, 722 inhabitants, and in 1890, 3,545; Port- 
land and Astoria, in the State of Oregon, the former of which 
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inercased from 17,577 in 1880 to 46,385, not including East Port- | 


len 1, in 1890, and the latter from 2,803 in 1880 to 6,184 in 1890, 
lie open and unprotected and inviting attack from any power 
with whom we may be involved in war. 

California, with its great city of San Francisco, which in 1880 
had 233,959 inhabitants, and 298,997 in 1890, and San Diego, which 
in the same time increased from 2,537 to 16,159, is also looking 
to Coigress to make adequate provision for her defense. 

It is thought by many that defenseless cities, would, in ac- 
cordance» with the behests of advancing civilization, be spared 


from attack and destruction in case of war, but it would be poor | 


policy to rely on the mercy and forbearance of our enemies to | 


secure the safety of our coast cities. Events have proved that 
war has not yet been so humanized that the bombardment of a 
city is no longer probable. 
have been bombarded by the Germans, and Alexandria by the 
English. 

It is true that of all. the nations of the world the United States 


In recent years Paris and Strasburg | 
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and Spain struggled to take it, but the English held it and have 
held it ever since. That was many years ago; since then Eng- 
land has been continually at work strengthening and improving 
the defenses, and introducing all the latest inventions and im- 
provements to render it absolutely impregnable. 

Fort Sumter, in the harbor of Charleston, was held for four 
years against all the fleets of gunboats and war ships that we 
could send against it. These examples illustrate how effective 
land batteries and fortifications are against naval attacks, and 
it is to be observed that any attack that may possibly be made 
upon our country in the future must be by naval forces, as our 
geographical position and numerical strength will always insure 
us immunity from military invasion. 

If coast fortifications were necessary when sailing vessels were 
in vogue, and wind and weather were potent faetors in their 
suecess or failure in an attack, they are trebly so now, when 
fleets of such powerful vessels as our fathers never dreamed of, 
by the aid of steam, are rendered independent of such contin- 
gencies as elemental disturbances may bring about. 

{ do not wish it to be understood that I in any way wish to de- 
preciate the value of an efficient navy as a national defense, but 
its chief value lies in fighting ship against ship, to drive off or 
destroy an enemy's fleet before it can attack our shores, and to 
protect our commerce and interests abroad. Powerful vessels, 
built especially for harbor defense, are invaluable to protect the 


- 





| shipping in our ports; but when it comes toa fight between a 


is the least likely to be attacked by any foreign power; but it is | 


neither wise nor safe to rely upon such anassumption. The fact 
that the danger of fire to his home may be small or remote does 
not prevent any prudent man from insuring his property. 
cost of an adequate system of coast defenses and protection for 
our seaboard cities is the premium we must be prepared to pay 
to insure them against destruction by the forces of any country 
with which we may be unable to settle a dispute without re- 
course to the final arbitrament of war. 

Without an adequate system of defense we may some day have 
a loss entailed on us for damages, indemnities, or ransom of cit- 
ies, that will represent nearly as much as the late civil war cost 
us. But to avoid such a contingency the only effective and ra- 
tional method is toso fortify the vulnerable points upon our shores 
as to render them invulnerable. 


Although we have made some | 


The | 


ship,which is a floating fort, and a fort on shore, the advantage 
is with the land fortification. On this subject Gen. Flazler, 
Chief of Ordnance, in his testimony before the Committee on 
Coast Defenses, said: 


Military men of high repute, whose opinions are regarded very highly, have 
stated generally that they considered one gun ina fortification equivalent to 
five afloat. Others would make the difference very much less. 

I would only speak of what I think the committee will see, that any gun 
on a ship—I am now speaking of combats between ships and fortifications 
the gun thatis on the shipis in a frail fortification. Lt is a fortification 
which one shot can sink; one shot can sink the whole fortification; whereas 
in our land fortifications that is not true, and constructed as they will be, it 
will be nearly impossible to destroy the guns, and they are secure against 
such an accident asI refer to onaship. You will understand that it is not 
tobe reasoned from this that ships are not necessary. They have their own 
duty to perform and the land fortification has its duty to perform; but for 
protecting channels and harbors the gun in the permanent fortification on 


| land that can be situated at a point that will command the channel or the 


little progress in this direction, it is so slow at present that | 


it is a fact that not one of our national seaports has the means | 


of effectively resisting the approach of modern battle ships, 
which are veritable floating fortresses of iron and steel, filled 
with all the latest mechanical devices for devastation and mas- 
sacre; their full powersnot yet having been tested. Who would 
wish to see this test made upon an Americancity, when it is only 
a question of dollars and cents to render such a calamity im- 
possible? J 

I am not an alarmist nor an advocate for war so long as peace 
can be maintained with honor; but the surest way to avoid war 
is in time of peace to make such preparation as to demonstrate 
unmistakably that we are in position to defend ourselves. 

A nation is never so thoroughly in a position to maintain and 
preserve peace as when it is evident to all the world that it can 
not be attacked with impunity. Such a condition adds weight 
to a remonstrance against wrong or aggression, and even in the 
case of arbitration of a disputed question it is very likely to 
have its influence on the decision of the arbitrators. 

We should not be so confident of our strength, or of our ex- 
emption from danger of attack, as to be unwilling to take a les- 
son from other nations. If we consider what they are doing in 
the way of defense we shall find that none of the great powers 
are remiss in this particular. England never acquires a mile of 
territory, whether it be a colony, a strategetic post, or merely a 
coaling station for her fleet, but she immediately proceeds to 
render it as impregnable as modern science and engineering 
skill can effect. And to-day,from Halifax on the east, to Esqui- 
malt on the west,she has encircled our shores on the ocean with 
a girdle of fortresses that in case of war would forma circle of 
fire and steel. 

In 1854 and 1855 fortifications alone preserved the arsenal of 
Cronstadt from being destroyed, and St. Petersburg from lying 
at the mercy of the foe. An English commission appointed to 
consider the question of coast defenses for Great Britain, in re- 
ferring to this fact, said: 

We refer to the sea defenses of Cronstadt, where the allied fleets of Eng- 
land and France were for two years deterred from making an attempt either 
to capture or bombard the place, or to destroy the fleet of Russia, chiefly 


owing to the foresight that nation had shown in constructing during a long 
peace a formidable and extensive system of fortification. 


Gibraltar, the key to the Mediterranean, has been so fortified 





water that the ship is to occupy has an immense advantage because 
safety against accident. 


of its 


The Board on Fortifications or other Defenses, appointed 
under the act of March 3, 1885, recommended, for twenty-seven 
principal ports of the United States, five hundred and ninety- 
nine guns of from 8 to 16 inch caliber, and seven hundred 12 inch 
mortars, making a total of twelve hundred and ninety-nine pieces 
of ordnance. The Chief of Ordnance: states that of this number 
about one-fourth of the guns and about one-fifth of the mortars 
will be required for the defense of three points only on the Pacific 
coast, namely, San Diego, San Francisco, and the mouth of the 
Columbia River. 

No provision was made in that report for the defense of Puget 
Sound, which has become of far greater importance than it was 
in 1885, when the report was made, nor of Grays Harbor, nor 
other ports on the Pacific coast. Atleast 510 guns and morta’s, 
according to the later estimate of the Board of Fortification. wil! 
be required for the proper defense of the Pacifie coast at the 
four principal points named, at least 200 guns and mortars being 
required for Puget Sound alone. 

Gen. Flagler estimates that, after deducting 100 guns which 
are now under contract with the Bethlehem Company. the 
Watervliet factory will only be able to manufacture the balance 
of the 1,229 guns and mortars referred to by the year 1905. 
Think what may be the consequences of this delay of thirteen 
years! 

It is evident from these figures that the defens+s necessary for 
the safety of our coasts are not progressing so rapidly as is de- 
sirable. On this point Gen. Flagler in his testimony said: ‘| 


| think Congress and the country feel that we should go faster in 


the production of guns than we are able to do with the on» fac- 
tory at Watervliet Arsensal, and in my judgment the best way 
to increase this product would be by another gun factory.” 

Few people have an idea of the time required to build guns. 
The appropriation for the building of these modern high-power 
guns was made three years ago last December, as [ understand. 
There were first constructed five guns as types, namely, two &- 
inch, two 10-inch, and one [2-inch. Aside from thes: there have 
been only twelve 8-inch guns turned out. This is all we ha e to 
show as entirely completedwork. Itisexpected thatonly eleven 


| more guns will be turned out during the present calendar year, 
| namely, eight 10-inch, and three 12-inch. It is not expe ted 


f | that the entire product of the present calendar year will exceed 
by the English that for four years the combined forces of France | 


nineteen guns. 
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The figures of the Chief of Ordnance of guns to be finished 


are as follows: 

sliniees : cn Pe Pe GRRE 
8-inch. | 10-inch. | 12-inch. 

In 1893 _.. sass piainiabs atte aia aeett heen dee 12 11 | 5 

2 PE io anesewonse wee wep ten i edmonenine | 12 15 7 

Pt BEE cniisienbecanieusds cheese ehntcigioimiadae | 12 15 


It is expected that the full capacity of the present works will 
not be reached until 1896, when the product will be twelve 8-inch, 
fifteen 10-inch, and fifteen 12-inch. The first 16-inch gun has 
yet tobe made; not one type of it even has yet been construcied. 
iiven now there is no appropriation for it. Not asteel mortar 
has been built. 


The testimony taken by the committee as to the necessity for | 
the establishment of another gun factory, and that such factory | 


should be located on the Pacific coast, seems to be incontroverti- 
ble. Among other reasons the advantage of having the factory 
near the fortifications in which the gunsare intended to be used, 
‘‘a military advantage ’ as it has been termed, is of great im- 
portance. Gen. Flagler on this point said: 

I would like to invite attention to, and lay great stress upon one point that 
I make, and that is the very great advantage, amounting in some cases to 
something like a necessity, of haying this establishment nearer to the forti- 
fications thanthe Atlantic coast 

It is stated that there may bea slight difference in the cost of 
manufacturing guns on the Pacific coast, as compared with some 
eastern point, but that difference is rapidly growing less, as the 
fuel supplies are being developed, and the facilities for manu- 
facturing iron and steel increase. So far from causing increased 


expense to the Government this is really very advantageous on | 


the score of economy: as the saving in the cost of transportation 
which would result from the establishment of the factory on the 
Pacific coast would be enormous, and would much more than off- 
set any slight difference in the cost of manufacture. 

This subject of transportation affords another very strong argu- 
ment in favor of establishing a factory on the Pacific coast. The 
Board of Fortifications recommends a certain number of 1€-inch 
guns for the defenses of the Pacific coast, but Gen. Flagler, in his 
testimony before the Committee on Coast Defenses, stated that 
he did notconsider it practicable to ship a 16-inch gun across the 
continent by rail. The fact is that the construction of the rail- 
ways will not permit it; the bridges are not capable of sustain- 
ing the weight of a 130-ton 16-inch gun. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. FELTON] suggests to me that it would take two cars 
to transport a 12-inch gun; but it is absolutely impossible to 
transport a 16-inch gun. Therefore such guns must be manu- 
factured on the Pacific coast or it will be deprived of these 
powerful engines of defense. 

[f a 16-inch gun is necessary for the Atlantic ports it certainly 
is necessary for the Pacific ports: and if a 16-inch gun can not 
be transported across the continent, then it becomesanecessity, 
in order to give an equal means of coast defense, to establish a 
factory to produce a 16-inch gun on the Pacific coast. 
also be 
point, or to concentrate the whole of the manufacturing plant 
for guns in the same factory. By having two establishments 
located at different points the disastrous results of great fires, 
whereby the whole might be destroyed, are averted; and the 
possibility, however remote, of a total cessation of work by the 
capture of the factory by hostile forces or by labor troubles is 
removed. 

The objeciions to concentrating the work at one point scem 
conclusive: and the Committee on Coast Defenses are unani- 
mously of opinion that the interests of the country will be best 


subserved by the establishment of another separate gun factory | 


to be located on the Pacific coast. 

This advantage applies to the East as well as to the West; 
under existing circumstances all the guns that are needed on the 
Pacific coast; either for permanent equipment or to meet any 
sudden emergency such as was anticipated during our late mis- 


understanding with Chile, must be obtained from the present 


i 
10 | 
| easily accessible from Seattle. 
| must be used on Puget Sound, and the establishment of the foundry here 


lt would | 
sound policy not to locate both factories at the same | 


as | 








factory in the East, and thus diminish the number available for | 


Eastern points. 

The mention of Chile reminds me that during the excitement 
caused by the anticipated outbreak of hostilities with that coun- 
try, | endeavored to obtain from the Government some artillery 
for the protection of the Pacific coast. After most persistent effort 


I found that three guns and four mortars were all that could be | 


spared for that purpose. Whatahumiliating position fora great 
nation like the United States, not to be in a position to defend 
her shores from possible attack from such a comparatively insig- 
nificant country! 

There is no doubt that the steel forgings for even the largest 
gunscan be manufactured on the Pacific coast. Representations 


have been made to the Committee on Coast Defenses as to the 
facilities for the production of steel forgings at San Francisco; 
and Benicia, also in the State of California, has received con- 
sideration with reference to its suitability for a gun factory. 

The Chamber of Commerce of the city of Seattle urges the 
locationof the factory at or near that point. J. Furth, president 
of that body, says: 


Iron and steel of excellent quality abound in this city, and the mines are 
A large part of the armament for the coast 
wo 


d save great expense in transportation. The Moss Bay Company at 


| Kirkland, on Lake Washington, is erecting a first-class steel plant, on which 
| $280,000 has already been spent, and which will be completed within a year. 


Responsible parties guarantee a suitable location on Lake Washington for a 
Government foundry. 

Others again favor the establishment of the proposed factory 
at some point on the Columbia River where iron works exist. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And at Oswego, on the Willamette River 
near Portland, which is surrounded by inexhaustible quantities 
of the very best iron ore. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator from Oregon says and at Oswego. 
In view of the difference of opinion existing as to the exact 
place on the Pacific coast where the factory should be located, 
the Committee on Coast Defenses is of opinion that its location 
should be left to the decision of a board of competentexperts, to 
be appointed by the President. 

It appears from the statement of the Chief of Ordnance that 
if there be no large factory of this kind located on the Pacific 
coast, there will be need of two smaller establishments for re- 
pairs, ope to be located in California and the other farther north, 
on the Columbia River, or on Puget Sound. 

From the length of time required to manufacture the present 
style of high-power guns, it is evident that the establishment of 
properly equipped gun factories is the most urgent feature in 
our plan of coast defense. Speaking on this subject before the 
Committee on Coast Defenses, Gen. Miles said: 

In my judgment the first thing is tosecure sites; the next is the appliances 
for constructing guns and mortars; and the third is to put the coast in such 
a state of defense as the Government can afford with as little delay as pos- 
ea think the condition of the Pacific coast is entitled to serious consid- 


I will say, in connection with the construction of guns on the 
Pacific coast that, so far as fuel and materials are concerned, 
there is every facility for the construction of rifle cannons and 
mortars; there will be no difficulty in making either or both. 

Of course to put our coast in a thorough state of defense much 
is necessary; sites for fortifications must be provided: carriages 
must be prepared for the guns; projectiles andammunition must 
bs manufactured; but the most important of all is that provision 
should be made at once for the construction of the guns. Many 
of the above items could be hastily constructed in case of need 
Private establishments could supply much of the material re- 
quired; and although the furnishing of carriages for the guns is 


| an all-important subject, none of these points are of such pres- 


sing importance as the manufacture of the guns. 

It is for this reason that I wish to impress upon the Senate the 
urgent necessity for the establishment of another gun factory on 
the Pacific coast at the earliest possible day. 

Of course fortifications without guns are useless; and the em- 
placements must be adapted to the character of the guns for the 
particular place. Hence all efficient coast defenses are held hack 
primarily for lack of modern guns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] will be passed over in- 
formally for the present. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. HAWLEY] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment tothe amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert on page 4, in lieu of 
the committee’s amendment, beginning with the word ‘‘ twenty,” 
in line 19, and ending with the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 22, the 
words ‘‘steel breech-loading rifle seacoast mortars of 12-inch 
caliber, the cost of which shall not exceed $200,000.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, before the vote is taken 
on that amendment, [ desire to recur to some remarks made by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] in reference to the 
position of the Ordnance Department concerning the manu- 
facture of cast-iron mortars. The Senator read from the testi- 
mony of Gen. Flagler before the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations a statement showing that a cast-iron mortar, hooped 
with steel, had been tested many times and had withstood all the 
tests; and the Senator argued, I thought, from that fact that it 
would be wise for the Government to go into the construction 
of more of these cast-iron mortars hooped with steel. The Sen- 
ator did not state what the attitude of the Ordnance Depart- 
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ment was with reference to the manufacture of more of these 
cast-iron cannon. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
pardon me, I intended to state, and I thought I did state, that 
the Department were now unalterably opposed to the further con- 
struction of cast-iron mortars. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Opposed to them? 

Mr. GORMAN. Opposed to them unquestionably. While 
during the last Congress the War Department and the Ordnance 


Bureau, in view of the fact that we had facilities for making 
cast-iron mortars, had recommended them, and we had appro- 
priated for them. Now that they have made, as I understand, 
only one mortar, a type mortar, all of stec!, they are opposed to 
further appropriations for cast-iron mortars. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not hear the 
statement which he now does, if he made it 
fore; but I wish to call attention to two statements which he did 
not read made by Gen. Flagler before the committee. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. DAWES], who was chair- 
manof the subcommittee in charge of this subject, read a clause 
in the appropriation bill as it came from the House. 

Senator DAWEs. ‘‘Twenty breech-loacing rifled mortars of cast 
hooped with steel.” ¥ 

Gen. FLAGLER. My estimate was for $725,090. 
mortars. 

Senator GORMAN. Cast iron, you mean? 

Gen. FLAGLER. NO, all steel mortars. 

Senator GORMAN. The item is for twenty breech-loading mortars of cast 
iron, and ten steel. 

The statement of the Senator from Maryland referred to the 
clause in the appropriation bill as it came from the House. 

Geu, PLAGLER. That was reduced to about twenty-two steel mortars, and 
subsequently without my knowledge was changed to make twenty mortars 
of cast iron. 

Senator GORMAN, You did not recommend cast iron? 

Gen. FLAGLER. I did not, and I do not recommend the manufacture 
more cast-iron mortars. 

Senator GORMAN. This item did not come from the Department? 

Gen. FLAGLER. No. My estimate was for $725,000. We estimated we could 
make With that fifty steel mortars. 
000 in the bill as reported to the House, and subsequently the substitution of 
twenty cast-iron mortars for part of the steel mortars was made by amend 
ment. ihad nothing to do with that change. 

Senator DAWES. What was that change?’ 

Gen. FLAGLER. The change was to make twenty of the mortars of cast 
iron. 

Then Gen. Flagler proceeds tosay thatsince this former period 
when, asthe Senator from Maryland says, the Ordnance Depart- 
ment was inclined to have cast-steel mortars made— 

Since that time we have finished our type steel mortar; that is, all steel. 

t is so much better than the other I am convinced that we ought not to make 
any more cast-iron hooped mortars. We are prepared now to make the steel 
mortar. It is a better mortar, and we ought tomake it and not the cast iron 

Senator GORMAN. What is the relative cost of the two? 

Gen. FLAGLER. We can now get the cast-iron steel-hooped mortar at about 
$9,000. The steel mortar will cost about $13,500. In making a comparison of 
the cost of the two kinds, however, [think some other items ought to enter 
into the calculation. A mortar is worthless without carriage, ammunition 
and emplacement. If wecan improve the gun 100 percent we have improved 
the whole plant 10 per cent. One hundred rounds of ammunition, mortar, 
carriage, and emplacement will cost, say, #80,000. The increased cost on the 
whole plant for a steel mortar, then, is about 7 per cent, and I think the 
plant would be about 100 per cent better. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to me to make a formal motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I would not make this motion without 
having hadconsultation with the members of the Appropriations 
Committee who are in charge of the appropriation bills which 
are as yet undisposed of, and it is with their entire approbation 
that [ make the motion. I move when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope that motion will not be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onthe motion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not know that the Senator heard 
my remark. The motion is made after consultation with the 
members of the Committee on Appropriations having in charge 
the appropriation bills which are underconsideration. I have no 
question but what the fortifications appropriation bill will be dis- 
posed of to-day, and there are many matters connected with the 
next appropriation bill which it would be desirable the commit- 
tee should have to-morrow to consider. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Very well; let the committee take to- 
merrow, and we will go on with some other business. There is 
other business pressing on the attention of the Senate, and to 
adjourn over and run away, I think, would be very much out of 
order, and I hope the motion will not be agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to suggest that it is not a mat- 


make the 


menator 


iron, 


That was to give us fifty 


of any 


ter of adjournment and running away. It is a matter, as I take 
it, in the interest of the better dispatch of public business. 
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Mr. WASHBURN. Weshall be glad to go on to-morrow with 
the antioption bill. A n 


imber of Senators are ready to speak 


; on it, and I do not know why we should lose one day right at ¢he 
end of the session. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of ord ! re 


when on his feet be- | 


At first the amount was reduced to $300,- | 


whether the motion is debatable? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not d 
The question is on the motion of the Senat 


Mr. MANDERSON. Before the motion is put, I simply d 
sire to suggest that the antioption bill can have no b>tter f 
upon this floorthan 1. I earnestly hope that the anti on 
may be considered by the Senate, and receive full consi ation 
I have no question, however, but that the final adjo 


lispositiou of the antioption bi 
sition IT have made 


and the final 
by the prop: 


Congress 


advanced 


Mr. WASHBURN. I can not understand how t! 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not enter:taim 
further debate, except by unanimous consent. 


Mre WASHBURN. I ask unanimou 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent to be heard. objection? 
Chair hears none, and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Itis understood that Senators who a 
opposed to the passage of this bill propose to defeat it just in thi- 
way, by delay, by talking it to death, and by*using every sub 
terfuge so as to bring about an adjournment of Congres; with- 
out giving us a chance to vote upon it. Against this I protest 
This is the most important measure, so far as large sections o 
this country are concerned, which has come before 
during the entire session, and now, in the last days of the se-- 
sion, it is proposed to absolutely lose a day in order to defeat it 
From such friends—if the Senator from Nebraska is a friend—] 
say ‘‘ Lord deliver us.”’ Such friends will beat any bill. I hoy 
the motion will be voted down. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Aside from any question of the p 


mentary condition and aside from any question of the volunteer 


Ss consent, 


[s there 





Congress 


and vratuitous insult which is contained in that sort of sueves- 
tion, I simply desire to say that I made this motion «'t Li 


deliberation and consultation with the Senators who are on th 
\ppropriations Committee, as I believe for the better dispat 
of publie business, including the antioption bill. | 
lieve that that bill will be bettered or advanced by that sort of 
language from the gentleman who has it in charge. 

[ certainly have no desire to procrastinate or delay. [ am in 
favor of the antioption bill. I hope to be able when th 
time shall come to address the Senate in its interest. expe 
to vote for it; Lexpect to do everything in my power for its ad 
vancement and its final disposition at this session: but I cer- 


ao no ec 


| tainly think that the Senator on full deliberation and retiectior 


will hardly think he can advance the interest of the bill he ha 
in charge by that sort of reflection. 

[ desire action upon the motion | have made. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not make any sort of disagre 
reflection upon any man 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
the Senator from Minnesota. Debate canonly proceed by unar 
mous consent. Is there objection to the Senator proceedi 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to hear th 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motio: 
of the Senator from Nebraska {|Mr. MANDERSON], that whent 
Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 12 o'clock noon on Mon- 
day next. Is the Senate ready forthe question? [*'* Question 
Question! ”] (Putting the question.) The noes seem to ha 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ask for a division on the questio: 

Mr. WASHBURN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I second the call. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. [should like to inquire of the Senator fro 
Minnesota if it is his purpose to call up the antioption bill to 
morrow morning if we should not adjourn over? 

Mr. WASHBURN. That is my purpos 

Mr. BUTLER. Then [ shall vote against the pr 
adjourn until Monday. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is my purpose the moment th appro 
priation bills are out of the way to move to proceed to the con 
sideration of the antioption bill, and I shall do it to-morrow 
morning, or I shall wait until the two remaining appropriation 
bills are concluded. : 

I desire to say now that I did not intend any reflection upo 
the Senator from Nebraska, but Ican not froma practical star 
point see how the legislation of this session is to be advanced 
deliberately adjourning over and losing a day. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was about to suggest that th 
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Chair has not rec 


: question stated 


| portant bill—— 





6208 


Mr. VEST. I object to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order, except 
by unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is, that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is not debatable? 

Mr. HARRIS. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
‘all the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
if he were present. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] and therefore shall 
withhold my vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘: yea.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 


It isnot. The Secretary will 


IT am paired 
If he were 


I am paired with 
Ishould vote ‘nay ” 


YEAS—21. 


Aldrich, Felton, Hill, Vilas, 
Bate, Gibson, Md. Jones, Ark. Walthall, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Mandersou, White. 
Cameron, Gray, Sanders, 
Cockrell, Hale, Stewart, 
Coke, Hawley, Vest, 
NAYS—28. 
Allen, Chandler, Mitchell, Ransom, 
Allison, Colquitt, Paddock, Sherman, 
Berry, Cullom, Peffer, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Frye, Perkins, Squire, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Stockbridge, 
Call, Higgins, Power, Teller, 
Carey, Kyle, Pugh, Washburn. 
NOT VOTING—339. 
Brice, Gallinger, Kenna, Quay, 
Carlisle, George, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Casey, Gibson, La. McPherson, Stanford, 
Daniel, Gordon, Mills, Turpie, 
Davis, Harris, Morgan, Vance, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Hoar, Palmer, Warren, 
Dolph, Hunton, Pasco, Wilson, 
Dubois, Irby, Platt, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
So the motion was rejected. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8533) making appropriations for for- 
titications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, when the Senator from 
Nebraska intervened with the motion relative to adjournment, 
| was calling the attention of the Senate to some of the state- 
ments of the Chief of Ordnance, Gen, Flagler, made before the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations concerning the cast-iron 
mortars hooped with steel and the all-steel mortars. The gen- 
eral stated that the increased coston the whole plant for a steel 
mortar, then, is about 7 per cent only over the cost of the whole 
plant for a cast-iron mortar hooped with steel, and he said: 

And 1 think the plant would be about 100 per cent better. 

Senator DAWES. How can you make that clear to us, that the whole plant 
is 100 per cent better, while the cost of the gun is 7 per cent better? 

Gen. FLAGLER. We get amore powerful piece; we get a piece with greater 
endurance. - 1 think it is hardly fair to state that the cast-iron, steel-hooped 
mort 
cast iron. The soldier has no faith in the cast-iron gun. I myself do not 
feel certain that we will not some day have trouble with these mortars. For 
some reason we can not now make the cast iron that was made during the 
war. The founder can not procure, he says, the fine quality of cold-blast 
charcoal pig that he used to get. We are having to-day great trouble in get- 
ting the cast-iron bodies for the mortars of the quality required. 
ifications for the iron are the same that they were formerly for our cast-iron 
guns. The South Boston [ron Works for forty-three bodies have already lost 
more than half that number. Less than one-half of the mortars they have 
cast have been accepted, and those accepted are barely within the specifica- 
tions. Weexpect ‘hem to be better thanthe lowest limit allowable under 
the specifications, but most of those accepted have been barely admissible 
atall 


Then he proceeds to state the test of the cast-iron mortar which 
the Senator from Maryland has recited. 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think there is any difficulty 


ahout the question as to cast-iron mortars? 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] 
und the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES], the chairman 
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of the subcommittee in charge of this bill, had quite an argument 
with Gen. Flagler. 

Mr. HALE. ButI am speaking of what is disclosed in the 
Senate. I take it if we would come to a vote upon this proposi- 
tion there is, perhaps, no Senator here who would vote for a 
cast-iron mortar. I do not understand the Senator from Mary- 
land to argue for them. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Maine is right. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, when I supposed the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] were criticising the Committee on 
Appropriations for having made provisions for cast-iron mortars 
heretofore, all I intended to say was that the Ordnance Bureau 
of the War Department had urged and recommended that we 
should make provision for the cast-iron mortars. In the state- 
ment of Gen. Flagler in the hearing before the subcommitte> of 
the Committee on Appropriations, found on page 28 of the re- 
port, he very frankly states: 


At the time the construction of the cast-iron hooped mortars was com- 


| menced the plant of the steel companies in this country and the facilities of 


| Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 


the Ordnance Department were not such as to enable the Department to 
commence the construction of all-steel mortars. The demand for an imme- 
diate supply of mortars was imperative; we could manufacture the cast-iron 
hooped mortars at once; they were good enough if we could not procure 
others that were better; they were powerful enough for the deck armor con- 
templated at that time for the largest armor-ciad vessels, and it was wise to 
procure them 

That was the statement of the Department, and all the appro- 
priations made heretofore were made becaus2 of the recommen- 
dations of the Department, and no! because the Committee on 
Appropriations thought the policy was wise. 

Mr. HALE. At that time. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is what I said. 

Mr. HALE. I understood the Senator also to state—perhaps 
I was wrong, but Iso understood him—that at present neither 
the War Department, through its chief nor anybody else in it 
or in the Ordnance Department, in consideration of the progress 
we have made in our capability of casting steel moriars, now 
favors cast-iron mortars. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iso stated or intended to so state. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understood the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. [further stated that in the body where this 
bill originated there was unquestionably an impression that it 
was wis: to continue the construction of the cast-iron mortars 
up to the number of one hundred, that the present appropriation 
was carried that far, and that was the matter we should have to 
adjust between the two Houses. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understood. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not making any criticism upon the 
[f the Senator from 
Maine[Mr. HALE]thinksI am, he is mistaken. The Senator from 
Maryland stated some remarkable tests, [ think, to which a cast- 
iron mortar had been subjected. Having called attention to 
some of the statements made by Gen. Flagler before the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Appropriations, I have taken 
oceasion, inasmuch as the House of Representatives has in- 
serted a provision here for the construction of twenty cast-iron 


_ mortars, to call attention somewhat at length—perhaps to the 


| the other. 


disgust of the Senator from Maine, whois so thoroughly familiar 
with the subject—to the statements of Gen. Flagler on that sub- 
ject, and with the Senator's permission I shall proceed. 

Mr. HALE. I can not stop the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know the Senator can not, 

Gen. Flagler, having stated the number of mortars in all which 
had been provided for, seventy-three in number, says: 

They are good mortars, and Ihave hestitated to say anything which could 
weaken contidencein their value. Now we areready to makea steel mortar, 
which is a very much better mortar and is much cheaper at the price than 
Its increased value is much greater than the increased cost. It is 


| equal to the best in the world, and for every reason we ought as soon as we 
| can tochange to all-steel mortars, 


r is unreliable, but there is an unreliable feature in it, and that is the | 


The spec- | 


Senator GORMAN. But you have not sufficient capacity tomakevery many 
of this kind, and will not have until 1895, will you? 

Gen. FLAGLER. We can manufacture some, and we can contract with out- 
side parties and have them made. 

Senator DAWEs. Suppose you had around hundred of these, and then de 
voted yourself to the manufacture of the steel mortars. 

Gen. FLAGLER. I think. Mr. Chairman. we ought not to make any more of 
them. Iam giving advice very carefully. I would not advise it. 


Later Gen. Flagler says: 
It is the one element of doubt in regard to castiron. After we have taken 


every precaution to produce what we desire, I am afraid that here and there 
there may be a bad mortar that we can not find out, and that will not ba 


| found out in practice until it is too late. 


Senator GORMAN. Is not that so with steel guns? 

Gen. FLAGLER. No; we feel there is no doubt at all about steel guns. The 
perfectly plain and satisfactory argument for the steel mortar is that it is a 
higher power mortar; we can tire a larger projectile at longer ranges; and 


| the increase in the last fewyears in the thickness of armor adopted for decks 


of armor-plated vessels makes it necessary that we should have these higher 
power guns, 


Then Gen. Flagler inserts as a part of his testimony a“ state- 
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ment relative to cast-iron hooped and all-stzel mortars,” a very 
clear and distinct argument against any further construction of 
cast-iron mortars by the Government. 

Mr. President, I have not called the attention of the Senate to 
the statements of Gen. Flagler before the subcommittee because 
[ thought that the Committee on Appropriations or any mem- 
ber of it is not entirely familiar with those statements, but in 
order that Senators may be familiar with them, and so that when 
the committee of conference on the part of the Senate, which 
will meet a committee of the House upon this subject, shall have 
reported tothe Senate that they insist upon it that the time has 
gone by for the construction of any more cast-iron guns, the Sen- 
ate will be prepared to sustain that committee. 

Mr. President, I have no animosity towards the persons who 
are now engaged in the construction of the yet unfinished cast- 
iron mortars which are contracted for. On the contrary, I have 
sympathy and friendship for them, and should be glad to see 
them do the work of making guns in this country. I only wish 
that, instead of being under contract with the United States to 
make these comparatively worthless cast-iron guns, they may 
receive contracts from the War Department forthe manufacture 
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having been disposed of, the bill is still in Committee of ‘the 
Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. BLODGETT. I desire to offer an amendment which | 
send to the desk. Theamendment was prepared by my colleague 
[Mr. MCPHERSON], who is detained from the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, after line 5, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

To enable the Secretary of War to purchase the land adjoining the Gov- 
belonging to the grantees of the 
Highland Beach Association of New Jersey, together with the right of way 
from said land to the main line of the Central Railway Company of New 
Jersey, together with the rails, ties. switches, and all the railroad equipment 


| on sald lands, $25,000. 


Mr. BLODGETT. 
meet the changed condition of affairs at that point. 


This amendment seems to be necessary to 
The Gov- 


| ernment owns the land between the Atlantie Ocean and Shrews- 


of an equal or a greater number of all-steel mortars, which are | 


large, modern, and powerful guns, and infinitely superior in 
every way, and much cheaper in the long run than any cast-iron 
gun which can possibly be devised. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In my remarks awhile ago | described cor- 


bury River from Sandy Hook Light to a point about 4 miles south. 
Some years ago permission was obtained and a railroad con- 
structed over this Government reservation, which had been in 
operation up tolast year. The ground is used chiefly for proving 
purposes, testing heavy guns. Twomonthsagothe War Depart- 
ment ordered the railroad company to abandon this land and 
move their plant, which they did, and constructed a line diverg- 


| ing from a point near Highland Beach across Shrewsbury River 


| to the mainland. 


This amendment is urged by the local officers 


| at Sandy Hook, approved by the Ordnanc2 Bureau and the War 


rectly the length of bore of the cast-iron mortar as 9 calibers or | 


9 feet, and of the steel mortar at 10 feet. After doing that cor- 


rectly, I carelessly spoke of the mortars as of that length—the | 


length of the bore. 
the cast-iron mortar 11 feet, and the steel mortar 12. 
Senator from Maryland continues in the same mind, and that he 
will permit the amendment to be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


They are about 2 feet longer respectively, | 
I hope the | 


The question is on the amend- | 
i 


ment of the committee as amended, to strike out from lines 14 to | 


line 22, on page 4. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
be stricken out by the committee and leaves in its place the 
words inserted on my motion. 

Mr. GORMAN. It strikes out all from line 14 to the word 
‘dollars,’ in line 22, and substitutes the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Connecticut, as I understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the situation. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in the same clause on 


Department, and is for the purpose of maintaining a rail connec- 
tion with the proving grounds on the reservation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey |Mr. BLODGETT}. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave a communication from Gen. Flagler, 
which I have received since the bill has been reported, in which 
he says that it is very desirable this provision should be made. 
As the amendment leaves to the discretion of the Secretary of 
War the purchase of the property, in view of the changed condi- 
tions at the point named, Gen. Flagler deems it necessary to have 
a railroad track running down to the proving grounds. I have 
no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move the amendment which I send to 


the desk. 


That strikes out all of the part proposed to | 


page 5, line 5, before the words ‘‘ hundred thousand,” to strike | 


out “ three” and insert ‘*‘ four,” and after the words ‘‘ one mil- 
lion,” at the end ofline 6, tostrike out ‘‘ nine ” and insert ‘‘ seven:” 
so as to read: 

Oil tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 
8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber, in quality and dimension conforming to 
specifications, subject to inspection at each stage of the manufacture, and 
including all the parts of each caliber, the cost of which shall not exceed 
#800,000; carriages for breech-loading rifled mortars of 12-inch caliber, #200,- 
000; carriages for moynting new steel breeech-loading 8, 10, and 12inch guns, 
#400,000, amounting in all to $1,746,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. In line 13, on page 5, after the word ‘ appropri- 
ated,” I move to add the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, after line 13, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For paving the highway to theextent ofthe arsenal frontage at the Water- 
vliet Arsenal, the sum of $15,000. 

Mr.GORMAN. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 15 
on page 6. 

Mr. GORMAN. Inline 15, on page 6, after the word “‘ railway,” 
the word “ tracks” should be * trucks.” , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That verbal amendment will 
be made in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The nextamendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for 
‘Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, Mass.,” on page 7, after line 
8, to insert: 

For fitting up new carpenter and pattern shop, moving and setting up 
machinery and shaftings, including new machines required, $9,400. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendments 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. Thcamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 8, at the end of line 15, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Said Board of Ordnance and Fortification shall be enlarged by two addi 
tional civilian members, who shall be civil or mechanical engineers ac- 
quainted with the making and working of steel and the construction and 
operation of machines, one of whom shall be secretary of the Board, and 
none of the members of the Board shall be intersted in any patent, inven 
tion, or device which has been or is being tested by direction or advice of 
the Board or has been recommendei for test by it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment, I think, is not in order. 
It certainly changes the existing law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think there is no objection to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do object to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I consulted with the chairman of the sub- 
committee in reference to this amendment, and he said ther: 
was no objection to it. I do not think the Senator from Iowa 


| ought to interpose. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand 
the Senator from Iowa to make the point of order on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ALLISON. It certainiy ought not to be done, at least 
that is my opinion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator address his remarks to 
the merits of the proposition or to the question of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. Justat that moment I was addressing myself 
to the merits. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
the merits? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At the last session of Congress two civil- 
ian members of the Board were added in some way by anamend- 
ment on an appropriation bill, and by general concurrence. In 
the committee of conference, however, only one civilian member 
was added, and as the other members of the Board are, | think, 
four or five army officers, it was suggested at the time that this 
one civilian member would have a rather lonely time of it. 

Mr. HALE. Was that member an expert? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The member who was added, I suppose, 
was not anexpert. He was an ex-member of Congress. 

[ think every one who is familiar with the subject—dealing 
now with the meritsof the case, and not with the point of order 
will agree that either there should be no civilian members, or 
there should be at least two civilian members of that Board. I 


Will the Senator allow me a remark on 





cons uleed with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who is 
in charge of this bill, in reference to this amendment, and did 
not meet t him to make the point of order against it. I regret 
that I did not also consult the chairman of the committee | Mr. 
ALLISON], for. if I had, I have no doubt I should have been 


to convince him that the interest of the Government require 
that the point of order should not be made, and therefore I hope 
i? will not be made. ‘ 

There ought to be at least two, and I think three, civilian mem- 





] of this Board, if there are to bz any. I have carefully pro- 
v i in the amendment that the additional members shall be 
engineers of capacity and acquainted with the working of steel. 
so that there may not be, if that is an objection, the appointment 
of any other ex-member of Congress upon the Board. [ hope the 
= of order will not be made. 
r, HAWLEY. If civilian members are to be added we ought 

to get the very best that can be obtained. A man fit to be on 
that Board in that position, associated with army officers who 
have made the maiter a study for life, ought to be a@ man of su- 
verior merit. I should like to know what the compensation is? 

I CHANDLER. The compensation fixed was $5,000. I 
think that the compensation ought to be greater, but I hay 
carefully refrained from making any such proposition, because 
[ knew it would be a hopeless task to expe ct that such an amend- 
ment would pass the vigilant chairman of the C naeniiien: on 
Appropriations, even if it were not objected to by the chairman 
of the su mittee in charge of the bill. 





th Congress there was no fortifications bill 
passed, but in Houses, I think, bills were considered, and 
they provided for civilian members of the Board of Fortifications, 
with salaries at $7,000 each per year, which was little enough. 
Still, | presume persons will be found who will serve at $5,U00. 
[ think it is important, in order to give the people of the country 
confidence in this work that there should be superadded to the 


In the bon 


ty-hin 


potn 








able | 
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one civilian member who is now upon this Board, which is com- | 
posed otherwise wholly of army officers, another, and I think 
two additional civilian members. 

ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not wish to interfere 
with the proper consideration of*this subject. I was not aware 
that the Senator in charge of the bill had stated to the Senator 
from New Hampshire that he would waive the point of order on 
the amendment proposed [am not, of course, as familiar with 
the detail of this matter of ordnance as other Senators on this 
floor. 

We have now one civilian member. <As I understand the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire he proposes 
two more, and he proposes, as [ heard the amendment read at 
the desk, that one of these civilian members shall be secretary 
of the Board. That amendment, as I remember, was considered 
somewhat in the Committee on Appropriations, and it was de- 
cided that we would not recommend it. I will not make the 
point of order upon it, but I trust that if the Senator from New 
Hampshire thinks that there should be an additional member of 
this Board] ( his amendment to one additional mem- 
bey, and I trust also that he will not in a law provide that this 
particular itional 1 nber shall be the secretary of the Board. 
{ think w trust the ] ord itself, though composed of army 
officers, to auge for the secretary who shall take charge of 
its affairs ; 

CHANDLER. I desire to modify the amendment by 
striking out the words, ‘one of whom shall be secretary of the 
Boa Then [ think ‘haps if we are to getone additional 
memb t would we nough to adopt the provision for two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification will be 
stat 

The SECRE1 [In line 5, after the word ‘‘ machines,” strike | 
( the words ‘ 

One of whom s! ‘etary of the Board 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
m is modified, the Senator from Iowa having, as the Chair 
u ands, wit n the point of order. 

N iLISON | withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to state to the Senator from Iowa 
and to the Senat hat I did consent as far as s I could that this 
amendment should voted upon in the Senate and the question 
tested here, and I trust the Senator will withdraw his point of 
ordet 

M LLISON, | withdrawn it 

Mr. HIGGINS. ct the amendment be read as modified. 

| PRI INIT mpore. The amendment wil! be read 
as modifi 

Lhe pect i s 

Said Board of On ince lortificat bl be enlarged by two addi- 
tional civilian members, who shall be civil or mechanical engineers, ac- 
quainted with the mak ind working of steel and the construction and 





mn of machi! f the members of the Board shall be inter- 


operatl 
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ested in any patent, invention, or device which has been or is being tested by 
direction or advice of the Board or has been recommended for test by it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GORMAN. The amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] was to be voted on. The Sena- 
tor is going to leave the (¢ ‘hamber and it is due to him that tho 
amendment should be voted upon. It has been read through, 
and I trust will be voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Chair lays 
Se — the amendment of the Senator from Washington, 
will be reported. 

Mr. Gt MAN. The amendment I think is 
stood. It has been read in full to the Senate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The quest 
to the amendment. 


before the 
which 


tempore. 


3} thoroughly under- 


ion is on agreeing 


Mr. GORMAN. I desire to say to the Senators from Wash- 
ington and the gentlemen who represent States on the Pacific 


coast that I appreciate wholly their desire to press this matter 
and the great desirability of having a gun factory on the Pacific 
coast at as carly a day as possible. I am very glad myself that 
the proposition has been presented so ably to the Senate as it 
has been by the ed 1d Senator from Washington. 1 
think the time is very speedily at hand when we must make 
some provision for such an establishment there. In the excite- 
ment we had about the affair south of us, t owls made on this 
side, immense guns, had to be sent to the Pacifie coast, and it 
was necessary that special cars should be constructed for them. 
The difficulty of carrying them over, and the cost of it, has 
domonstentes i the absolute necessity for some provision for their 
manufacture on that coast. 

But under the present condition of our affairs [ doubt very 
much if it is possible for us todo it. We spent about $2,000,000 
at Watervliet, nearly $2,000,000 in Washington, at the navy-yard 
here, and neither of these great factories is completed. The 
machines necessary for the assombling and finishing of the 
guns can not be delivered for four or five vears. It is rather in 
the experimentalstage, and in that condition of affairs, together 
with the condition of the Treasury and the amount of money 
that is being appropriated in these bills, I doubt the wisdom of 
pressing a measure. Therefore, [ hope the Senate will 
vote down this particular amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington 
{Mr. SQUIRE!. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I was informed by the chairman of the Com- 
nittee on Appropriations that the Senator from Maryland pro- 
posed to adhere to apart of this proposition, so that a proper 
board of officers be authorized to make the survey. 

Mr. GORMAN. Itis no part of this proposition. 
subsequent matter which comes in a separate clause. 

r. HIGGINS. So if this amendment voted down there 
will still be provision made in the bill for an examination as to 
the site there. 

Mr. GORMAN. The 
proposition to submit. 

Mr. FELTON. Being satisfied from what I can see and from 
what [ have been told by the committee that they and the Sen- 
ate have come to the conclusion to finish the present factory, 
there being only one, before inaugurating an¥ new work of this 
character, I have an amendment to offer which will not carry 
much, if any, appropriation with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment of the Senator from Washington 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FELTON. After line 6, on page 4, I move to insert: 

That the President is hereby authorized to appoint a b: 
three officers of the Army and three officers of the Navy, who shall examine 
and report what, in their opinion, is the most suitable site on the Pacific 
coast for the erection of a plant for tinishing and assembling the parts of 
heavy guns and other ordnance for the use of the Army and Navy. That for 
the payment of the necessary expenses of the board to be appointed under 
the provisions of the second section of this act the sum of $25,000 is hereby 
appro} out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Ir. MITCHELL. nd th 
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nator from California has such a 
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The pending question is on 
[Mr. SQUIRE]. 


ard, to consist of 


riatec 


IT move to am: »>amendment by insert 


ing, after the words ‘‘examine and report,” in » third line, the 
words: 

To the Secretary of Wa 

I will suggest one or two othei am ndments to the amendment. 


i propose to amend further by inserting, after the words *‘ Pacific 


coast,” the words: 


Or on the rivers or other waters thereof 


Perhaps the Senator will accept the amendment to the amend- 
me = 
Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be reported as proposed 
to be amended. 











The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 
d fornia accept the amendment of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. FELTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be ri 
Senate can tell how it stands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment as amended be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified 
wil : bog reported. 

The Secretary read as * lows; 

That the President is hereby authorized to oon a board, to consist of 
three officers of the Army a three officers of the Navy, Who shall examine 
and report to the Secretary of War what in their opinion is the most sult 
able site on the Pacific coast, or on the rivers or other waters thereof, for 
the erection of a plant for finishing and assembling she parts of heavy guns 
and other work for the use of the Army and Navy. That for the payment of 
the necessary expenses of the board, to be appo yinted under the provis sion of 
this second section of this act, the sum of $2,500 is hereby appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. MITCHELI It — s further amendment as read. | 
move to strike he words ‘‘of the second section of this act: 
and then I move to insert the word ‘*‘ foregoing” before ‘* pro- 
vision.” Now, let it be read as I propose to modify it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the whole of it be read. 

The PRESIDENT The whole amendment wil 
be read as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the President is hereby authorized to appoint a board to consist of 
three officers of the Army and three officers of the Navy, who shall examine 
and report to the Secretary of War, what in their opinion is the most suita 
ble site on the Pacific coast or on the rivers or other waters thereof for the 
erection of a plant for finishing and assembling the parts of heavy guns and 
other ordnance for the use of the Army and Navy. That for the payment of 


sported and then the 


out 1 


pro tempore. 


the necessary expenses of the board to be appointed under the foregoing pro 
vision the sum of $2,500 is hereby appropriated outof any money in the Trea 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


FELTON. The words ‘or somuch thereof as may be 1 
essary” should be added to the end of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia accept the modification proposed by the Senator from 
Orevgon? 

Mr. FEL" s, sir 


TON. Ye 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment by insert- 
ing after the words ‘* Secretary of War” the words: 
For transmisai m to Congress for its considerati 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
The PRESIDENT 
the Senator from Or¢ 


That is a good proposition. 

pro tempore. Does the Chair understand 
on to accept the modification of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. MITCHELL. IdoasfarasI have any power to accept 

[ think it a proper addition. 

Mr. FELTON. I accept it. 
The PRESIDENT 
e Senator from ¢ 


it 


Does the Chair understand 
‘alifornia to accept the several modifications 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. FELTON. [ have stated twice that I accept them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then is on the 
amendment of the Senator from California as modified, includ- 
ing the ame mdment of the Senator from Missouri, which is ac- 
ted also, the Chair understands. 
ir. FELTON. Yes, si 
M Gt IRMAN. Lunderstand thatthe Senator from Ca 
desires to take the floor to address the Senate. : 

The PRESIDENT The Senator from California 
will proceed. 

) ie] 
to what h 
on the committ 


pro tempore 


Slr. 


ep 
Mi 
I lifornia 
pro tempore. 


sTON. Mr. 





President, | can hardly hope to add much 
aid upon this question by my colleague 
hairman of the Committee on Coast De- 





as been sO weil 


5 LILO ¢ 


fenses, but as amember of that committee and as a representa- 
tive of the interests which are to be subserved and that of the 


country generally, [ desire 
to the matter. 


In 1890, in pur 


to make a brief statement with regard 


Suan 


» of a prevailing sentim nt in the country 


with regard to the condition of our many harbors and the de- 
fenseless condition is of our long lines of coast, an act was passed 
creating a board of engineers of the Army, three in number, to 


take in 


onsideration several points within the United States 
one in t 
I 


( 
h We: 31 along the Mississippi River, in the Gul 


States, and the Pacific coast, with a view to establishing among 
other things a gun plant for the purpose of assembling or build- 
ing these guns. That commission was composed of Col. W. P. 
Craighill onel of engint Henry W.Closson, colonel Fourth 





Ki. Buttington, 


c lone l Ordnance Departme nt, and 
major of 


‘Oo 
Artillery; A. 
I the Ordnance Department, recorder. A 


ra A. Dutton, 


very able board. In regard to that commission, Brig. Gen 
Flagler said 
Congr two years ago appointed a board to nvestigate this matter I 
have a very high opinion of the good jud vent of that ard. They re l 
' mended the establishment of this gun factory. I in my « pinion give great 
2 weight to the opinion of that board, bec aus e they are competent officers, 
& and I know th made athoroughinvestigation. — 
¥ 
* 
df 
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This board reported in favor of establishing a new and addi- 





tional gun plant and favoring its location upon the Pacific coast, 
gviving strong reasons for both propositions, as may be seen by a 
review of said report. 

Col. Flagler, the Chief of Ordnance, himself also indorses the 
b Lilding of a gun plant upon the Pacific coast in pursuance of the 
report of these officers, in r card to which he says 

Having come to that conclusion, the next qnes n i here is tl st 
place to locate it? The objections to the Pacitie coa are well knowr It 
lacks some of the advantages of m: anufac tur ntr t t A] 

rhany Mountains. But we want a large number of guns; ther There 

ould be a very large saving in freights, which would compensate p \ 
at least, for the difference in the cost of production; and to m nd, whe 
there is so much coast -to defend and so large a umber : ired 
there is a certain advantage, which it is not easy to explain—l w i 
military advantage—in having the factory on the « tinstea 
pendent upon shipments from the East. 

And a further examination or reading of the published hear- 
ings before the Committee on Appropriations will disclos 
fact that Gen. Flagle rv, without reservation, indorsed » po 
of constructing a new plant, and that upon the Pacifle coast 

Previous to this report of the C rai rhill board t Board of 
Fortifications, created in the eighties to examin ) r 
quirements and the cost of an armament for defense of som 
twenty-seven of our principal harbors, if my recollection serv: 


m° correctly, reported thatit would require about 1,330 guns for 
that purpose. 

That report, so far as the Pacific coast is concerned, 
for the armament of the city of San Diego, of San fran- 


id Ss 


cise 0, and the mouth of the Columbia River. It does not inc!ude 

places e jual Ly necessary to defend. such as the harbor of San Ps 

dro, of Santa Monica, Humboldt, within the State of California 

a'so, the bay of Monterey, with its headlands of Santa Cruz and 

Monterey, nor dces it provide anything for the harbors on t te 
Paciie coast within Oregon, Crescent City, Giays Ink anid 

Ya juina Bay, and makes no provision whatsoever for the amoun 


of guns, which is one hundred large-sized guns an id one hundred 

of the largest mortars required for the defense of Puget Sount 
\s will be seen in the report, or rather the testimony ta'ren 

before the committee by those competent to give it, there is re 


quired for the protection of the Pacific coast alone of guns and 


iortars about, if not exac tly, five hundred or two hundr wna 
fifty guns and two hundred and sixty mortars, and this estimat 


does not include the harbors before mentioned exc 
Die San Francisco, and the Columbia River. ti 
in that examination that the factory at Watervliet 
operation with the contract now | let for tl 


let and to be 


facture of guns would require for the number repo . 
first Board of Engineers until the year 1995 to produce the guns, 
as its capacity when complete will not excsed fifty per annum 
In that estimate is not included any for the defense of Puge 
Sound, nor any for the ports that I have named upon the P 


coast, not estimated by the board first appointed. 

‘or these reasons it is manifest, and it is also the opinion of t] 
1890 board and of Gen. Flagler, that a new gun plant should 
created, and that that gun plant should be upon the Pa 
coast, as about one-third of the armament would have to be placed 
here. The question was asked if it would not be cheaper to 
duplicate the present plant. The answer to that q ion was 
that the only advantage to be derived would be the ad ag 


one set of officers to control and the necessary clerical force to 


conduct the business. The advantages of a plant created on the 
Pacific coast would be the cost of eer m, of safety, of 
time, of having a plant for repairs there, it being a better point 
for distribution upon that coast, and be ing @ more certain poi 
that is, with less danger for the distribution of the arms when 
made. 

Now, Mr. President, when one considers the Pacific coast, a: 
empire within itself, isolated and barred practically from 
balance of the Union by distance, in time of war, with two ranges 
of mountains to cross, if that time ever should come, we shoul 
need to have been fortified with fortifi ications, within m an 

nament for defense, it can be more cheaply and better done if 
the plant w there. If an em rgency should now arise th 
would be wi ithout any protection whatsoever. 

[ shall not take >up the time of the Senate by repeating at 


has been said, but inasmuch as over five hundred of these g 


mortars are to be used 1 


al upon thi ist, in the event 
that Congress comes to the conclusion to fo y this { 
which isso much needed, it is manifes att 3a great fact 
and we have none to lose. It is impossible to te 
emergency mee be, or when it will oceur. We have had s 
evidence within the last year in which the whole coast f 
as in great danger, and utterly defenseless so far he harbe 
ere concerned, or so far as @ navy was concer , and 
small powerof South America, better arm: 
than we were. More millions could ha econ dest ed within 
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a day, many times over, than would thoroughly equipped all our 
ports for defence. 

Now, if this nation proceeds to place itself in a condition to 
defend itself by making and arming its fortifications then this 
ameniment certainly will do some good. It can do no harm, as 
it will be simply locating a place where in the event it is desired 
to use it it can be used. 

[ hope my amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I suppose there is hardly 
any need to state the necessity of defending the Pacific coast, a 
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coast line, including Puget Sound, longer in extent consider- | 


ably than the Atlantic coast, very much exposed, entirely de- 
fenseless at present; and if it is to be defended it will hardly be 
denied that it is necessary to have an establishment for manu- 
facturing guns on the Pacific coast. The transportation of large 
guns from the Atlantic to the Pacific may be possible, but it is 
exceedingly difficult and very expensive. The large guns are 
very heavy. A i0-inch gun will weigh about 30 tons, a 12-inch 
gun about 50 tons. The English 17-inch gun weighs 108 tons, 
and we shall probably construct guns nearly as large as those 
used in Europe. 

Mr. FRYE. The largest gun abroad weighs 120 tons. 

Mr. STEWART. The largest guns now in use, it is suggested 
by the Senator from Maine, weighs 120 tons. Then the repair 
of these guns and the equipment for them must be at hand. If 
anything gets out of order it takes too long to obtain the gins 
or the parts that have to be supplied from so great a Gistance. 
So if the Pacific coast is to be defended, we must have an estab- 
lishment on that coast: there is no doubt of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


Certainly. 
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ships and in the producing of steel billets. They have some ad- 
vantages there that we do not possess here—the advantage of 
climate; a better place to work the year around. They can com- 
pete successfully with the East, as has already been demonstrated, 
and when that is done they can prepare for defense. 

[ hope when this report is made there will- be no objection at 
the next session of Congress to the proposition, and I hope Con- 
gress at that time will make a reasonable appropriation to com- 
mence the construction of a plant adequate to the manufacture 
of guns for the Pacific coast. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it will be a serious disappoint- 
ment to the people of the Pacific coast that a system is not in- 


| augurated in this Congress for the building of a gun factory upon 


that coast. Those of us who represent that part of .ur country 
have from the time we have been here been presenting the re- 
peated, intelligent, and earnest memorials of the people repre- 
senting almcst every part of the coast, insisting upon the pro- 
priety and necessity of a work of this kind. 

‘The people of the Pacific coast, through their representatives 
in Congress, have uniformly and generously given their votes to 
all measures that have tended to strengthen and build up and 
develop our Navy. They have with equal willingness given 
their votes and support to all measures looking to the strength- 
ening of our fortification system. They have confidently hoped 
that, in view of the assistance they have rendered the country in 
its great military and naval affairs, at this time they would be 


| remembered, and that upon the coast a great plant would be 


at least founded and have its beginning through the legislation 
of this session of Congress. 
Now, Mr. President, while we are disappointed in this, we at 


| least think we have the consolation that our failure does not re- 


The Senator I suppose does not contem- | 


plate that the steel ingots of which these guns are to be con- | 


structed are to be produced on the Pacific coast. The steel 
rail, and of course the weight of the unfinished ingot will be 
much in excess of the finished gun. Now, will not the cost of 
transportation from the Eastern States of the immense ingots of 
steel with which these large guns are to be manufactured more 
than outweigh any advantage in having a gun factory on the Pa- 
cifie coast? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly not, for the reason that the sup- 
ply of ingots for manufacturing the guns can be transported at 
leisure. You can have asupplyon hand. They can be taken by 
water perhaps, and you can make preparation for them before- 
hand; but when you are engaged in war you must have your 
guns at hand, and you would be at an immense disadvantage if 
you did not have your establishment there. For repairing guns 
and doing all the necessary work to provide for emergencies you 
want your factories at hand. 

Mr. HALE. After the Senator has his ingots transported 
from the Fast, where would the coal come from to use in those 
establishments? 

Mr. STEWART. The coalused in those establishments would 
come from all parts of the world in ballast. We can have the 
very best character of coal on that coast. Weare building ships 
successfully in competition with Eastern establishments at San 
Francisco, and they have no difficulty in obtaining coal. The 
additional cost of coal has not prevented them from underbid- 
ding Eastern establishments. 

Mr. HALE. What I was getting at, because I am in sympathy 
with the Senator, is that by transporting the ingots there, and 
the coal there, and perhaps the labor there, very good structures 
could be built up on the Pacific coast. There is no doubt about 
that. 

Mr.STEWART. Thereisnodoubt about it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
if it is not a fact that the construction of ships at San Irancisco 
has resulted in getting some very good steel for the armor of 
Has not that plant developed that industry, as it has 
on this side of the continent? 

Mr. STEWART. Very successfully. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is just as fine steel in Oregon as 
anywhere in this country, and any quantities of it. 

Mr. FELTON. I will say to the Senator that so far as cast 
steel is concerned they are now casting steel billets of 27 tons 
each in San Francisco. As I understand this provision, the 
crude material of which the guns are manufactured may be got- 
ten from any source, wherever itcan be procured the cheapest; 
but I am clearly of the opinion that if fhe inducement is suffi- 
cient no steel billets will b2 transported to the city of San Fran- 
cisco for this purpose, or to any point on the Pacific coast. 

Mr.STEWART. The experiments thus far made in construct- 


vessels? 


ing ships have proved that the Pacific coast can procure the ma- 
terials and can compete with the East in the manufacturing of 


sult from any prejudice against a plant of that character being 
established upon tue Pacific coast. We feel we have the assur- 
ance of the sentimentof Congress that it is proper, national, and 


| necessary that in the development of the fortification system 
will have to be transported from the East to the Pacific coast by | 


| the markets. 


Coalcomes there, | 


such a plant should be established upon the Pacific coast. If we 
did not have this belief and could not carry back this conscious- 
ness with us and give the assurance to the people that such was 
the sentiment and such was the disposition of Congress, and that 
the work was to be begun as soon as it could be intelligently 
reached in view of the other great undertakings in which the 
nation is now engaged, then I say we should go back very seriously 
disappointed. I understand the attitude of Congress and of its 
committees upon the subject is friendly to us and their judgment 
and purpose is that in time,and in as early a time as practicable, 
such a plant shall be established. 

Now, one word more, Mr. President, in regard to the material. 
The suggestion was made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
as to whether fuel could be obtained upon the coast. [wish to 
state to the Senate that within the last year out of Puget Sound 
alone one million and a half tons of coal have been shipped into 
We are but at the beginning of the development 
of the great coal industry. We find that the State of Washing- 
ton, from the British border almost to the Columbia River, is 
underlain with coal. Time and experience and test prove the 
excellence of the coal. We not only have coa! that is good for 
steam purposes, for smelting purposes, but the more inteiligent 
examination of the coal fields gives us encouragement to believe 
that we have the higher order of coals in great abundance. 

Another suggestion was made, and that was as to the steel 
that should go t>) make up these great guns. Mr. President, I 
have no doubt that just as early as a plant for the manufacture 
of ordnance of this kind can be created by the Government upon 
the coast there will be great steel establishments along Puget 
Sound. Those who have investigated this subject have no doub' 
not only of the extent of the iron and steel ore of the Sound, but 
of its tine quality. They have no doubt of it, and they have ex- 
pended large sums of money in making analyses and tests of the 
ores. They are placing their money in plants. They believe 
that at as early a time as a gun factory can be created upon the 
Pacifie coast there will be abundance of material with which to 
supply it, and also supply the constantly increasing demand for 
iron and steel throughout that part of our country. 

So, Mr. President, Lcordially welcome at least this beginning, 
the creation of a commission to select a site for the construction 
of a factory forthe manufacture of heavy ordnance, with the be- 
lief that the material necessary to supply it will in time be found 
upon the Pacific coast. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California [Mr. FELTON] as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iinvite the attention of the Senator in charge 
of the bill to page 4, lines 22, 23, 24, and 25: 

Oil-tempered aud annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 
8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber, in quality and dimension conforming to 
specifications. 








' 
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In line 24, after tne words ‘‘twelve-inch ” I move to insert the 
words ‘‘and sixteen-inch,” striking out the word ‘‘and,” the 
third word in the line; so as to read: 

Fight-inch, 10-inch, 12-inch, and 16-inch caliber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator to insert ‘‘one 
16-inch gun,” because it would take all of the appropriation to 
make two or three. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
in that respect. 
money in one year and does not expect todo it. It will take 
several years to build the 16-inch gun. We have none, and they 
want one standard type gun of that size. If the Senate will put 
those three words in it will give them the discretion, which has 


That is well enough, but it would not help 
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| to be prescribed by the Board, and shall fulfill the conditions hereinafter 


The Ordnance Department could not spend the | 


been the custom, I think, more with the Navy than with the | 


Army, after we indicate the general character, and we should 
not attempt to fix the number. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 24, strike outthe word ‘‘and” 
before ‘‘12-inch,” and after 12-inch” insert ‘‘and 16-inch,” so 
as to read: 


Oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 8-inch, 
10-inch, 12-inch, and 16-inch caliber. 


Mr. CHANDLER. ‘One 16-inch caliber.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Connecticut will 
not press this amendment. 

In the determination of this question the matter was very 
thoroughly discussed in the past two Congresses, and it was the 
unanimous conclusion, I think, at all events, it was the conclu- 
sion, that it was not wise to make appropriations to manufacture 
guns to exceed 12 inches. If the amendment is adopted it will 


wrovided: Provided, That if two or more persons, citizens of the United 
States, submit proposals tofurnish said guns, either in part or in whole, at 
prices not materially different from each other, contracts may be awarded, 


| insuch proportion among the citizens submitting such proposals as the 


Secretary of War may direct. Onetype gun of eachof the above-mentioned 
caliber, with the proper supply of ammunition therefor, shall be presented 
for test atsuch place and within such time as the contract shall provide, and 
shall be subjected to such tests in respect to accuracy, range, power, endur- 


| ance, and general efficiency as the Board of Ordnance and Fortification shall 


have prescribed. All the other guns of each caliber, with the proper supply 
of ammunition, shall be delivered at such place and within such times as 
the contract shall provide, and shall be subjected tothe ordinary service 
test of ten rounds, with the full charge and weight of projectile, which shall 
develop the standard power prescribed for thegun. Ifthetypegun sustains 
the prescribed test to the satisfaction of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifi- 
cation, it and each of the other guns which sustains the ordinary service 
test, and the ammunition expended in such tests, shall be accepted under 
the contract. 


Now, I should like to know if there have been any 
tions of this requirement as to testing these guns. 
Mr. GORMAN. I understand the War Depariment 


moditica- 


made a 


| contract on the 7th of November, 1891, with the Bethlehem Com- 


pany for one hundred guns; twenty-five &-inch guns, fifty 10-inch 
guns, and twenty-five 12-inch guns. I have a copy of the con- 
tract before me, reported by the War Department. Those guns 


| were to be made in every respect to correspond with the type 


guns made by the Government itself at the Watervliet Factory, 


| and at prices which were entirely satisfactory to the War De- 
| partment, although they claim, as the Senator will find in the 


take $122,000 to make this one gun from the appropriation of | 


$800,000 contained in the bill for the purchase of steel, the rough 
material. One hundred and twenty-two thousand dollars would 
be taken for this one gun. The machinery for the manufacture 
of it and the assembling and finishing of it can not be completed 
for four or five years. 


We have had the proposition before the committee often. I} 
know the anxiety of the Ordnance Department to go on and | 


manufacture the very largest gun that is made. A 16-inch gun 
is the largest they propose at present, but we thoughtit wise, and I 
think it is very wise, to confine them to 12-inch guns and below. 
The machinery for this factory is being made, and they have 


ample authority, under the law, to make the lathes large enough | 


for a 16-inch gun. The same lathe can be used for the manufac- 
ture of a 12-inch gun,and gunsof less calibre. We either ought 
to appropriate $122,000 more in this bill and let the question 
come up squarely, or continue, as we have in the previous four 
years, and confine it to 12-inch guns. 

I trust that the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I can add very little to what the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] hassaid. Thereis inthe 
Ordnance Department a natural desire to try its hands on one of 
these immense, tremendous guns; but it would cost a mint of 
money, as the Senator said, not simply in the amount of money 
that must be used for the material and the construction, but to 
get works in order to make a 16-inch or 17-inch gun. 

As the Senator from Connecticut I think must know, the ten- 
dency of modern ordnance, particularly within the last few years, 
has been rather against these enormous guns, not only because 
of the great expense, but because there is too much money in- 
vested in one gun to make it worth while to pay the bills, when 
there is no adequate result beyond what a good 12-inch gun fur- 
nishes. 
their ships with 8 and 10 inch guns largely, some 12, but mostly 
10 inch guns. 7: 

I deprecate, as the Senator from Maryland does, the absorp- 
tion of so much of this fund in a 16-inch gun, which would help 
to fortify the coast with &, 10, and 12 inch guns. 
let that stand for the present, and not make the costly experi- 
ment. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 





The naval powers of the world to-day are fitting out | 


I think we can | : : 
I want to know if they have disregarded that law. 


| this business. 


hearing before the subcommittee on Appropriations, at page 15, 
where the Chief of Ordnance claims that the cost of these one 
hundred guns by the Bethlehem Iron Company is $300,000 
greater than it would be if they had been constructed at Water- 
vliet factory. That is only an estimate of his, and how he ar- 
rives at it from details I do not know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot care about that. We made the 
contract, and have to stand by it whether it is good, bad, or in- 
different. The question is, are these one hundred 8, 10, and 12, 
inch guns subjected to all the tests required by that law? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think there was some slight modification 
as to the test made after the contract was entered into, but noth- 
ing substantial, I understand, nothing that would so modify it 
as to change the cost of the manufacture of the gun. 

The Senator from Missouri and the Senate will understand 
perfectly that we are practically in the experimental stage of 
The officers themselves change their estimates 
and change their views about it and the tests necessary to be 
applied. I know that the present Chief of Ordnance impressed 
me, as I am quite certain he did all who came in contact with 
him, as being an eminently practical man, and it is possible that 
he has changed some of the stereotyped rules of the Department. 
But whatever he has done, so far as any information we have re- 
ceived is concerned, has been done in the interest of the Gov- 
ernment and without doing any injustice to any bidder who 
competed for this work, and I believe there were only one or 
two of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am glad to know that he is doing away 
with some of the red tape of the Department, so far as that is 
concerned, but I do not want him to do away with the law. 
That is not red tape. We enacted this law in 1890, and we 
quired certain, tests to be made. Congress appropriates every 
year; and if the Chief of Ordnance finds that those tests are not 
the best, he ought to report the matter to Congress and let us 
know, so that we can change the law, and not let the Department 
change the law. 

In the expenditure of these millions of dollars in regard to 
fortifications—which I think is money just thrown away—if we 
permit the Fortifications Board or the Secretary of War or any- 
body else to do just as they please and disregard our require- 
ments, we had just as well give them the money and place no 
restriction at all upon its expenditure. 

We put in the law specitic requirements. We stated to them 
explicitly: ‘‘ You shall test these guns in a certain way.” Now, 
If they have, 
comply with the 


I want to provide in this bill that they shal 


| law under which we require them to make these guns. 


ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. | 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maryland in charge of the bill in regard to these 8, 10, and 12 
inch guns provided for on page 2, lines 11 to 15, to be ‘* manu- 


| into that 


factured by contract under the provisions of the fortifications | 


acts approved August 18, 1890, and February 24, 1891, $53,000.” 
I find in the act of August 18, 1890, the following provision: 


SEc. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
purchase under contract, after due advertisement inviting proposals, and at 
—— which the Board of Ordnance and Fortification shall adjudge to be 

air to the manufacturer and for the interest of the United States, twenty 
five 8-inch, fifty 10-inch, and twenty-five 12-inch guns, all of which guns shall 
be breech-loading, single-charge steel guns, and of weight and dimensions 


Mr. GORMAN. [am not an expert in these matters, but I 
will say frankly to the Senator from Missouri that we inquired 
matter after the suggestion had been made, as these 
suggestions are always made by persons outside who have an 
interest or desire to have an interest. They have been examin- 
ing the subject very intelligently, some of th:m, it is true, but 
we were rather satisfied upon the whole that there had been no 
violation of law. that there was nothing that the Government 
had a right to complain of, or that those who competed for the 
construction of these guns could properly complain of. That is 
my impression. But I will say to the Senator from Missouri 


that only within the last two days was our attention drawn to 
| the fact that any change whatever was made. 


That is a matter 
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that can be ij ed into, and the committee will inquire into 
it. TI shall charge myself with the duty of looking further into it; 
but my impression from all the information I have is that there 
has been no violation of the law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I feel pretty sure there has 
been no violation of the law. Possibly that impression may have 
been received by somebody arising from the fact that in the con- 
tract for these guns, which I am sorry to say runs over twelve 
years a great mistake), it is provided 


[ always thoucht that was 
that the Ordnance Department shall be at liberty at any time to 
make 


minor 
science, and it is quite possible thatson 1ething may appear which 
will show that we ou cht to change the form. of the gun in some 
minor detail. The Government wisel; y, of course, res¢ rved that 


iInquir 


power. If there has been any change inc struction, or any- 
thing of that sort, it has been under the terms of | the contract, 
and fairly done. 


s to the furnishing of a certain number of 
s and giving the gun its regular trial, I can say that none 
hose guns have yet been delivered atall. AnS8and a 10-inch 

r has been a great deal of 


If the Senator refi 
charges 
ill be out before long. There 
forging done, but no one has been completely furnished 
and ready for test. The guns, however, are made, precisely and 
to the thousandth of an inch, according to the directions given 
by the Ordnance Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should feel easier 
Senator from Maryland would accept an 
mate the clause read: 

For 8, 10, and 12-inch guns manufactured by contract under the provisions 
of the fortifications act approved August 18, 1890, and February 24, 1891, to 
be constructed and tested as specified in said act of August 18, 1890, $53,000 

Mr. one [AN. I have no objection to that amendment. 

JOCKRELI = at will give the conference committe 


Ture W 
gurt Vv 


heavy 


about the matter if t 
amendment, so as to 














juri ii o of the _ ter, and they can look into it. 
The PRESIDEN nee te mpore. ‘The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Migeoarl will be reported. 
fhe SECRETARY. On page 2, line 14, after the words “ eight 
hundred and ninety-one,” insert: 
7 constru tested as specified in said act of August 18, 1890. 
The PRES] [pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
i the & rom Missouri. 
amen a i to 
The PRES ) ten upore. If there beno further amend- 
! in ¢ { » Whole the bill will be reported to 
t! senat 
.CALL. Mr. President, l only wish to say that Iam op- 
posed to this billin its entirety. Ibelieve that by the time these | 
guns are dk there will be other newly discovered imple- 
mi of ws iich will supersede them. Apartfrom the bene- 
fit that will come to the workmen who will receive this money 
( ) portion of it for their wages, I believe it will not be of 
any publie serv whatever. Ishou ld bo willing, so far as Lam 
co 1, to or the establishmentof «Government plant, 
( ts in reasonable number, on the coastand at places in the 
t mr, yuld be fitted and prepared for the manufac- 
{ \ t ve or defensive material we should re- 
‘ Li Ce ( VV 
{ pro ity of war is almost infinitesimally small, and 
while v Ligt prepared in the great factories and establish- 
mie or war, so that we could make use of the genius of the 
\ wi by allowing ec rer eargnsrrel a ponneoes of 
t] o leas ] ic works under con et with the \V- 
( t to do th ork, |do not believe we are justi fi Ving al 
arge appropriation at this time 
j pill iS 1 Ori to the Senate as amended. 
| PRESIDENT pro tempore. T) ments made as in 
( ittee ¢ ie Whole will be concurred in in the Senate in 
cine ui \ ¢ 
he amet r and the bill to 
i> ad aft tin 
I ' read the third time, and passed. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
fr. HAL! I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
a 1 of executive business. Before that motion is put, I give 
n that I shall call up the deficiency appropriation billearly 
1r ( g 
, FRY Will the Senator withdraw the motion for a mo- 
m ? 
J HARRIS. Does the Senator move to make the appropri- 
ati hill t1 finished business? 
, HAL! | donot care to do that. 
Mr. COCKRELI He gives notice that he will call it up to- 
morrow 
Mr. HALI [t will be the unfinished business, of course. 
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changes. Twelve years is along pericd in modern | 


JULY 15, 


The Senator 
that the Senate proceed to _ considerati: 
ss. Does he yield to his colleagus, who ap 


HALE. I yield to my colle ague. 


PORTS OF BANGOR AND VA) 


Myr. FRY Ki. From the Co amitteo on Comme rce I report a 
bill, and it will take but a s to pass it. Ishould like to 





from Maine 
n of exceutive 
seals to him? 


The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. 
moves 
busin 

Mr. 


SEBORO, ME. 


‘ond 


| have it passed, as I have mado arrangements with the other 
House to have it disposed of there. It is recommended by the 


Treasury Department. 
The bill (S. 3447) to extend the 
seventh sections of the of June 10, 
gor and Vanceboro, Me.; was read the firs 
the second time at length 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withot nt omendmant, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, rcad the third time, 
and passed. 


privileges of the first and 
1890, to the ports of Ban 
t time by its title « and 


not 
aun 


Is there objection to the pres- 





W. CLARK. 


GEORGE 
Mr. PADDOCK. I desireto call up a pension bill. I think it 
will lead to no debate. Itis Senate bill 3325 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks the unanimous consent of the Sonate that it now consider 
the bill (S. 3325) granting an increas2 of pension to George W. 
Clark. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to plaes on 
the pension roli the name of G orge W. Clark, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving 

The bill was reported to the S 
| dered to be engrossed for a third re 

and passed. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Iask unanimous consent 
| which accompanies the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. Inthe RECORD? 

Mr. PADDOCK. In the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska that the report be print 
in the RECORD? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
| The report (submitted by Mr. PApDpDOCcK, July 14, 1892) is as 
follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, towhom was referred the bill (S 


ing an increase of pension to George W. Clark ove had the same u 
deration and submit the following state rent of facts: 


Senate ong it amendment, or- 
ading, ithe third time, 
to print the 


"ep wrt 


re- 


rd 





con 








George W. Clark served in the war of 1812, was e led in Capt. 2 hilip 
Pryor'’s com] pany of light-horse cavalry at Petersburg, Va., anc lw ai 
harg at the same place in January, 1815. He has beer i since Is71 
a at the rate of $8 per month. 





shows that tl 1e claims UI 





'The testimon y in the cas ge, totally 








blind, without any means whatever, and wh lent upon his son, an 
ex-soldier of the late war, who is ve ry p Or am himself to contribute 
degree to the maintenance of the father. The claimant re 





in the smallest 
sides at Beatr 





r of this 





, Nebr,, Which isthe home of e writ report, at 



















the facts as to his age and infirmity are well known to and vouched for by 
} him. 
| ‘The claimant under the existing state of the law, if his present disabilities 
had originated in the service and in the line of duty, would be entitled to a 
ratin > per month. The prayer of the petitioners who present his 
claim, and upon which petition are found the namesof a ve n - ber 
of the most prominent and reputable citizens of Beatri > the 
claimant resides, is that he chall rece ive the rating for tot: s72:per 
month; but as itis not claimed that his infirmities are t of a cause 
ivising in the service, the c mmitte: » have accepted the rate indicated by the 
| bill presented for his relief, $30 per month, and recommend the early passage 
| thereof. 


W. H. HOW: ° 


I ask the Senator a n Maine to yield to me 
H. R. 5396) for the re- 


Ir. BERRY. 

ae a moment that I may call up the bill 
ef of W. H. Howard. 

“Mr. HALE. Iwill yield for this bill, but I will say to Sena- 

| tors that in the morning, as there are Senators who desire to 

have some bills on the Calendar passed, after the routine morn- 


ing business is concluded and the deficiency bill is before the 
| Senate, I will then yield for a time for bills upon the Calendar. 
After this I will not vield for anything except morning business, 


beeause the hour is lat 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will allow the deficiency 
bill to oe the unfinished business and let the Calendar run 
until 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I may be willing to do that. 


Is the 
insas, that the Senate proces 
R. 5396) for the relief of W. 


The PRESIDENT pr 
quest of the Senator from 
thi “ation of the bill 


re objection to the re- 
-d to 
H. 


> termpo 
A wis 
«i nN 
I 
cl 


> CONS! de 


Howard? 
| Th 
| Whole, preceeded to consider the bill. 


re being n> objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
It directs the Post-Office 














Department, in settling the accounts of W. H. Howard, post- 
master at Cobb, Ga., to credit him with $33.05, that being the 
value of Government stamps lies, etc., destroyed by fire in 


supp! 
that office without fault on t 





I 





The bill w repo lto the Senate without amendment, or - 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY 

Mr. CAREY s 
by him tothe gen 
ferr 


\PPROPRIATION BILL. 
ted an amendment intended to be proposed 
iency appropriation bill; which was re- 


ttee on Fisheries, and ordere 1 to be printed. 









M lv. VOORHEES) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill: which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


ordered to } pri ted. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of exeeutir uusiness. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of ex business. After five minutes speptin 
utive session the doors were reopened; and (at 5 o’clock and 
‘d until to-morrow, Satur- 


exec 
50 minutes p. m.) the 
day, 





~ mata ¢« 
m~eNnave ai 


i2 ociock m. 


] } wf © 
July 16, 1892, a 


NOMINATIONS. 
the Senate July 15, 1892. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


, ° . . ° , 
} rerut nomMmInatio CEU ad by 


collector of customs 
in the State of Delaware, to succeed 


1 


l expire by limitation 


‘ownsend, of Delaware, to be 
whos » 7 ry QO! 4) Ce VV 


Oliver D. Greene, assistant adjutant-general, to be 
aort 43 nevus te ¢ ] = 
adjutant-g ral with the rank of colonel, July 9, 1892, 
, appointed Adjutant-General 


1 V. Sheridan, assistant adjutant-general, to be 








ant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colon 
ce G le, promo 1 
] fry 
Lieut. Col. A S. Burt, Seventh Infantry, to be colone 
July 4, 159 V1 Bush, Ty y-fifth Infantry, deceased. 
Mai. Daniel W. B a Seventh Infantry, to be lieutenant 


th Infantry, promoted. 


( Bi EN‘ N on] 
ly i Ss wa t 4 int 
J adet Ja ee g 
ae 8 Es ot 
te 
To b nd 
firs 1 he © 1) } 

. 4 { bial ( t = 1A nro 
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: Pp 
. Cadet { UD + Vic re > nd A Vy, a 
noint t¢ Wrana Vepartme t 
Lo » 
7 Ca \ i \ { S$ 
‘ad an W. Co 
9. Cad .enn 
10, Cad im R.S 
li. Cad W ney 
12. Cad mamu IWCp il 
l Cad l > Sf 
| Cad J SA. S yn. 
7 ‘ ‘ » ’ 1 
i Wau a l a ara 
. . 
\ vi ‘ 4 
l ] ‘ 
1 ( y 
i Cad eco { > a \ Ko l sixth (¢ aval: 
pre Let 
21. Cade Villia itz-Gerald Rice, Seventh Cavalr 


22. Cadet James H. Reeves, vice Brown, Fourth Cavalry, pro 


Walker, vice Horn, Third Cavalry, tra 
j A he . 


rea to the second 


( \ Liery 
2o, Cadet Claude B. Sweezey, vice Sayre, Eighth Cavah 
promoted. : 
25. Cadet Sterling P. Adams, vice Holbrook, First Cavalry, 


promot ] 
L A 
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31. Cadet Alexander M. Davis, vic« 
alry, transferred to tl S h Cava 
2. Cad Julian KR. Lindsey, vi 

promoted. 
"Oy Les4 } 
Cadet Edmuni M. Lea 
promoted. 
Cad Howard R. Hick 
prom ° 
36. Cadet Samuel B. Arno 
mote 
is, Cadet Samu or. ero 
airy, promoted. 
To be additional second 
34. Ca Julius T. Conrad 
INFANTRY AR 
To be St / } 


14. Cadet Charles C. Ja 
. romoted. 
18. Cadet William Chamberlai: 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 15, 1892. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


William H. Leaycraft, of New York, to be an assistant ap- 
praiser of merchandise in the districtof New York, in the State 
of New York. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George L. Townsend, of Delaware, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Delaware. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Samuel C. Lemley, of the United States Navy, a resident 
of the State of North Carolina, to be Judge-Advocate-General of 
the Navy. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

Robert Sewell, of New Jersey, to be second lieutenant of cav- 

alry. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, July 15, 1892. 


The House metatlla.m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


BD, BD. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
COMMISSIONERS TO EXHIBITION AT MELBOURNE, AUSTRALIA. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1891) authorizing 
additional compensation to the assistant commissioners to the 
industrial exhibition to be held at Melborne, Australia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed 
to allow as traveling expenses to and from said Melbourne Centennial In- 
dustrial Exhibition the sum of #1.500, out of any moneys belonging to such 
appropriation not now expended, to each one of the four persons hereinafter 
named, to wit: Alexander Campbell, of Bethany, Brooke County, W. Va., 
the sum of $1,500; Richard F. Miller, of Lynchburg, Va., for $1,500; Francis 
B. Wheeler, of New York City, for #1,500,and Thomas B. Merry, of Portland, 
Oregon, for $1,500. 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of State shall draw his warrants upon such a 
grepriation fund for the sums and in favor of the persons above named within 
thirty days after the approval of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. WATSON. I shall have to object, Mr. Speaker. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, 

announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, the 
bill (H. R. 7520) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and 
for other purposes; in which concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 
It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 3195) 
granting tothe Yuma Pumping and Irrigation Company the right 
of way for two ditches across that part of Yuma Indian Reserva- 
tion lying in Arizona; in which concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the reports 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6923) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. $040) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 9283) authorizing the Leonard Avenue Street 
Railway Company to lay tracks upon certain streets abutting 
United States military reservation in the city of Columbus, 
Ohio. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the amendments of the 
Senate, numbered 33, 34,and 35 to the bill (H. R. 7093) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1893, and for other purposes. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, with amendments of the Senate thereto; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SALE OF LANDS IN SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 
Mr. CROSBY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent for the 
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present consideration of the bill (S. 2519) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell certain lands in the city of Spring- 
field, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to sell 
such lands as have been oe by the United States in the city of Spring- 
field and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, by devise, upon such terms 
and after such public notice by advertisement as he may deem best for tne 
public interest. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

~ WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear the report 
read. 


The report (by Mr. OATES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the Senate Dill 
2519, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell certain lands in the 
city of Springfield and Commonwealth of Massachusetts, having examined 
the same beg leave to submit the following report: 

Charles M. Kirkham and Guy Kirkham, of Springfield, Mass., are the 
owners of three-quarters of a parcel of land situated in said city of as 
field, the title to the other one-quarter of said parcel being vested in the 
United nena virtue of the will of one William W. Merriam. All of said 
land is so owned by said Kirkhams and the United States in common and 
undivided. In its present condition the land is of little or no benefit to either 
of its owners, and in the interest of all concerned it would seem best that all 
of said land in which the United States Government holds title should be 
sold by the Secretary of the Treasury upon such terms as he may deem for 
the interest of the United States. There is no authority vested in the Gov- 
ernment to sell this land, as will appear by the annexed letter of Hon. JOHN 
C. CRosBy, Member of Congress from Massachusetts, directed to the Solici- 
tor of the Treasury, and the latter's reply thereto. 

All the facts are fully set forth in said letters, which are hereto annexed 
and made a part of this report. The Solicitor of the Treasury, as appears 
by his letter hereto annexed, advises in favor of the passage of the bill. It 
seems to be in the interest of the Government and all concerned, and no- 
body objects thereto. 

Your committee recommend that said bill do pass. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1892. 


My DEAR Sir: I desire to lay before you a matter in which two of my con- 
stituents are interested, in Springfield, Mass. Charles M. and Guy Kirkham, 
of that city, are owners of three-quarters of a parcel of land in Springfield, 
the title of the other one-quarter of said parcel being vested in the United 
States Government by virtue of the will of one William W. Merriam. As I 
understand, there are about 7 acres of land in this parcel. The Kirkhams 
are very anxious either to buy or sell their interest, as it is so situated that 
in its present condition it can be of little value either to the Government or 
themselves. 

It would seem that there is no authority for the sale of the interest 4 the 
Government in this land, except = special authority from Congress. They 
would like an opportunity to buy the one-quarter interest held by the United 
States if they could do so at a reasonable price,and I propose to ask Con- 
gress to give authority for such sale; but before so doing I should like to 
have your opinion, for the statement that Co ess alone can grant this 
ee and also that it is desirable and expedient that such anact should 
be pa . That would undoubtedly expedite the passage of the bill. This 
action is in accordance with a precedent where land in Boston was sold by 
the Government a few years ago. It would appear that the interest of the 
Government and of my constituents would be best served by the course above 
indicated. 

Very truly, yours, 
JOHN C. CROSBY. 


The SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1892. 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of yester- 
day, in which = ask my opinion as to the expediency of the enactment by 
Congress of a law authorizing the sale of certain real property in Spring- 
field, Mass., which you say was devised to the United States by one William 
M. Merriam. 

In 1862 certain land was devised to the United States by a Mr. John Gard- 
ner. When it was desired to dispose of the landit was found that there was 
no mmm Ay! law for the sale of property so acquired, and accordingly on 
August 7, 1882, Congress conferred the requisite power upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the following enactment: 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to sell such lands as have 
been acquired by the United States by devise, upon such terms and after such 
public notice by 24 vertisement as he may deem best for the public interest.”’ 

It will be observed thst the language of the law, which will be found in 
United States Statutes, vo'ume 22, page 319, is ‘‘such lands as have been 
acquired.” ete., which, of course, limits its operation to lands theretofore 
acquired by the United States. 

Iam of the opinion that it would be desirable and expedient that a general 
act of Congress should be passed covering all cases of this character. The 
insertion of the words ‘‘or may hereafter be * immediately following the 
words “have been,"’ in the law above quoted, would answer the purpose if 
reénacted in the amended form. 

If a general act, such as I have suggested, is not passed, I am of the opin- 
ion that a special act relating to the particular case to which you allude 
should be enacted. 

Very respectfully, 
PF. A. REEVE, 
Acting Solicitor. 
Hon. JOHN C. CROSBY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading, and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CROSBY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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P. B. SINNOTT. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of an act (S. 726) for the relief of P. B. 
Sinnott, late Indian agent at Grand Ronde Agency, State of 


oe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here- 
by, directed to refund to P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent at Grand Ronde 
Agency, State of Oregon, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $2,146.39, being the amount of two judgments re- 
éeovered against him and his sureties on his official bonds as suc t by 
the United States in the district court of the United States for the district 
oz Oregon, on the 15th Gay of January, A. D. 1886, and which amount was 
subsequently paid to the United States by said Sinnott pending the con- 
sideration by Congress of a bill for his relief, and is now covered into the 

easury. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Oregon a question. AsI understand, this $2,000 was 
paid to the Government after the judgment was rendered. 

Mr. HERMANN. After the judgment was rendered and 
pending relief bills in Congress. 

Mr. WATSON. Well, why did not that satisfy the judgment? 

Mr. HERMANN. 
Government was concerned. 

Mr. WATSON. And now this claimant wants the money re- 
funded? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir, for reasons which I have stated 
heretofore, and which I shall be glad to state again if the gen- 
tleman desires. 

Mr. WATSON. 
tee I understand. 

Mr. HERMANN. There is. 

Mr. WATSON. Those being the facts, I have no objection to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? e 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, here was a 
judgment obtained in a court, and this man has paid the judg- 
ment and now he wants the money refunded. Before I vote for 
a bill of that kind I want to know the reason why. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I will state very briely to my friend 
from New Jersey that this claimant, P. B. Sinnott, was an In- 
dian agent at the Grande Ronde agency in Oregon—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is being considered 
subject to objection, I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the House had 
agreed to the consideration of the bill, and the question was on 
the third reading of the bill when the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. BUCHANAN] rose to debate it. 

r. HERMANN (continuing). At that time there was at the 
ageney such a position as superintendent of farms and mills. 
is Indian agent, who was a disbursing officer of the Govern- 
ment for the payment of the employés at the agency, paid this 
superintendent, as he did all the other employés. In a short 
while after that the Department sent him notice that in their 
judgment the services of the superintendent were no longer nec- 
essary, but the agent never received that communication. The 
Indians were in revolt at that time, and the agent had great dif- 
ficulty in holding them down in proper order, and, never having 
received this notification from the Government, he continued the 
employment of the superintendent and paid him his regular sal- 
ary out of his own compensation and charged it up in his regular 
quarterly reports. 

When the reports were approved he discovered that for the 
first two quarters, and, indeed, after the order had been sent to 
him to discontinue the employment, the Government had ap- 
a the paymentof the superintendent’s salary, and of course 

e necessarily pease there was nothing wrong and continued 
the employment for about two years. He was then asked to in- 
form the Department why he had continued the employment of 
the superintendent after he had been distinctly notified to dis- 
miss him. He explained that he had never received the notice. 
Upon that statement of facts the Department refused to approve 
his accounts, and proceedings were commenced against him, 
pending relief billsin the Senate. Rather than have any further 
difficulty, and believing that in the end Congress would reim- 
burse him, he paid the judgment, and now he comes to Congress 
for relief. 

Mr. WATSON. Ought we to grant a refund of this money 
on any ground that would not have been a good plea in defense 
of that suit? 

Mr. HERMANN. I think so. The very reason many claim- 
ants come to Congress is that they can obtain no relief in court. 
This is a matter of equity. I wish to say to my good friend from 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


There is a unanimous report of the commit- 
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Georgia, who is always fair, that I hold in my hand a commu- 
nication from the United Statesdistrict attorney who prosecuted 
on behalf of the Government the claim against this man; and 
he states that in his judgment this is an equitable claim. I 
will not say anything further unless it is necessary. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has not this bill been under discussion in 
the Senate during this Congress? 

Mr. HERMANN. I think so; and it passed that body; it also 
passed two years ago. Twice it has come to the House; and 
twice or thrice it has been favorably reported upon here. 

Mr. KILGORE. According to my recollection, itwas brought 
out in the discussion that the beneficiary of this bill defied the 
authority of the Government, and went on employing these peo- 
ple after he had been ordered to discontinue such employment. 

Mr. HERMANN. Oh, no; the gentleman’s impression is en- 
tirely erroneous. 

Mr. KILGORE. That isthestatement which was made in the 
Senate. Ido not know whether it is true. 

Mr. HERMANN. [assure the gentleman that it is not in ac- 
cordance with the facts. This isan equitable claim, arising in a 
ease of peculiar hardship. 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose there would not be any way tostop 
this bill by demanding the regular order? 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, let it go through. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to a third read- 
ing; there were, on a division (called for by Mr. WATSON)—ayes 
93, noes 10. 

Mr. WATSON. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WATSON and Mr. HERMANN 
| were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 149, 
noes 18, 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accord- 
| ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HERMANN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LABOR TROUBLES IN IDAHO. 


Mr. WATSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Labor be, and is hereby. instructed to in- 








con- 





vestigate the labor troubles at the Coeur d’Alene mines, Idaho, and the con- 
duct of the Sullivan police therein. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not 
before the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Was objection made t» the 
introduction of the resolution as well as to its consideration? 

The SPEAKER. It can be introduced and referred in the or- 
dinary way ander the rule. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOBOKEN, N. J. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3629) to increase the limit of cost 
for the erection of a public building at Hoboken, N. J. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I have herea petition signed 
by 5,000 citizens of Hoboken, in favor of the passage of this bill; 
and [ trust I may be allowed a few words of explanation in order 
that no objection may be raised to the consideration of the meas- 
ure at this time. There has already been appropriated for this 
building $75,000; the purchase of the land has cost 330,00). The 
building is half completed, having reached one story in height. 
The legislation now asked will enable us to finish this building 
before winter. No new appropriation is called for; the money 
is now in the Treasury for this purpose. 

We need this building not only for post-office purposes, but for 
| other Federal uses. The collector of customs at Hoboken, where 
there are now landings of five transatlantic steamship lines, is 
compelled to maintain his offices in shanties on the docks. The 
building occupied by the post-office is private property hired by 
the United States. Inasmuch as $75,000 bas been already ex- 
— we believe it will be economy to pass the present bill. 

trust the House will consider my request favorably and adopt 
this measure. 

Mr. SCOTT. How much money is involved? 
amount of the increase asked? 

Mr. MCDONALD. Thirty-five thousand dollars; that is all. 








What is the 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I object. 


L. T. GGLESBY. 
Mr. BRANCH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of L. T. Oglesby. 
| ‘The bill was read. 
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The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 
Mr. WATSON. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


I demand the regular order. 


Mr. BRANCH. I hope the demand for the regular order will | 


be withdrawn. This bill has been considered by the Committee 
on War Claims and favorably reported. The report of the com- 
mittee can be read if desired. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, 
which is equivalent to an objection. 


COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I have several Senate res- 
olutions which have been favorably reported by the Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. They carry no a. 
and require none. Three of them are resolutions of invitation; 
the other two are formel resolutions empowering the Depart- 
ments, the Smithsonian Institution and Patent Office, to make 
some special exhibit. They are resolutions of necessity, and I 
ask that a few moments be set aside for their consideration at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the 
geutieman from Llinois to the House. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from [lli- 
nois that the consideration of certain resolutions, reported fa- 
vorably by the Committee on the Columbian Exposition, involv- 
ing no charge upon the Treasury, be considered at this time? 

Mr. MCDONALD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF NEW RAILROAD MAIL SERVICE, ETC. 


Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a question of “pemen ng 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to call up a resolution of inquiry which 
is privileged under the rules, the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads not having acted upon it, although it was in- 
troduced more than a week ago. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Postmaster-General be requested to report to the House 
all new mail service established on railroads since March 4, 1889, giving in 
each case the names of terminal points and the number of the route, with 
copies of all correspondence and petitions relating to the service on such 
routes, the amount of pay per mile per annum, and, if on any route the pa 
has been determined without a weighing of mailsas required bysection $003, 
Revised Statutes, to indicate such route or routes, and also to report all 
lines of completed railroad since March 4, 1889, on which the Post-Office De- 
partment has not placed postal service, with copies of all correspondence 
and petitions relating to the same. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands thatthis resolution 
has been referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. ENLOE. It was, on July 1. 

Tne SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled 
to the floor if he wishes to be heard. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not desire to oecupy any time at present. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Has there been a report of the 
committee accompanying this resolution? 

The SPEAKER. There has not been areport, and that is the 
point that the gentleman from Tennessee makes; that although 
this resolution was referred to the committee more than a week 
ago it has not been reported upon by the committee, and is 
therefore, under the rules, privileged. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, as a member of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, that this is the first time I have 
ever heard of that resolution, and I have attended every meet- 
ing of that committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think it likely that the gentleman from New 
Jersey has not had an opportunity of hearing of the resolution. 
I do not know that any meeting of the committee has been held 
since July 1 when a quorum was present. 

Mr. BERGEN. A meeting of the committee has been called, 
and I have been to it, but in view of the fact that there was no 
quoruim present no action was taken. Still there was a meeting 
of the committee, and if there was a matter of this sort before 
the committee, it would have been called to the attention of the 
members. We would have heard of it. 

Mr. ENLOE. At all events, the committee has not acted 
upon it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Let me ask, Mr. Speaker, if the 
spirit of the rule does not require that the gentleman who sub- 
mits the resolution should go before the committee before the 
action of the House is invoked? 

Mr. ENLOE. No; the gentleman knows very well that the 
spirit of the rule does not require any such thing. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman from Illinois un- 
derstands that the purpose of the rule is to facilitate the obtain- 


ing of information from the Departments by the House, or by 
any member of the House, The rule provides thet this resolu- 
tion of inquiry addressed to the heads of Depariments must be 
ann within one week after its submission to the commit 
ee. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
connection with this matter. 

The simple putting in of a resolution here calling for infor- 
mation from the head of a Department, without directing the 
attention of the committee to it, it seems to me would leave the 
House in the position suggested by the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BERGEN}, that a commit‘ee might have had no op- 
portunity to act upon a matter of importance, and yet, without 
notice to the committee, the subject of inquiry would be taken 
entirely from their control. 

It would be treating the committee, I suggest, with a good 
deal of discourtesy for the House to take up the resolution and 
act upon it when neither individually nor collectively had the 
attention of the committee been called to the subject-matter of 
the resolution. I am of the opinion that the proper interpreta- 
tion of that rule, its intent and spirit, require that the gentle- 
man introducing the resolution should follow it to the commit- 
tee, and if in default in that regard he can not claim, under the 
privileges of the House, the right to call the resolution up for 
consideration. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I desire to address a word 
to the Speaker to ascertain the real status of this matter. I 
understand that this resolution was introduced more than a week 
ago and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads and has notbeen acted upon. Thatcommittee have failed 
to report it back within the week as the rule preseribes. Now, 
the gentleman claims that because of that failure it beeomas a 
privileged matter and that he can bring it up by a simple mo- 
tion for action in the House at this time. I wish to inguire of 
the Chair whether there is any rule, besides clause 4 of Rule 
XXII, which governs the matter. It seems to me that clause 
does not go as far as the gentleman claims thatitdoes. Itreais: 

Allresolution¢ot inquiry addressed to the heads of Executive Departments 
shall be reported to the House within one week after presentation. 

There it stops. It does not make the resolution privileged if 
it is not reported back in one week, and I would inquire whether 
there is any other rule which governs this case? Because it 
seems to me there is not; that the gentleman’s remedy is to 
have a motion made directing the committee to report back the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
New Jersey that there is no other rule, so far as the Chair is in- 
formed, except the rule just read by the gentleman, but it has 
been the uniform practice of the House for many y2ars, a3 the 
Chair is advised, by an examination, that where a committee is di- 
rected to report back and do report back a resoiution, it is privi- 
leged, and where they are directed by the rule to report within a 
given time and fail to doit, the matter becomes privileged. That 
has been the ruling of presiding officers of the House,and it is based 
upon the theory or idea that the direction to report back within 
a given time carries with it the right for consideration when re- 
ported back, and the failure to report gives the right to call it 
up for consideration in the House, 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Then it is a matter of par- 
liamentry practice and not of exact written rule? 

The SPRAKER. Yes; that is the way the Chair understands 


it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to say that the gentlemen who are mak- 
ing these inquiries are experienced members of this House, who 
know very well what the operation of this rule has been ever 
since they have been connected with the House of Representa- 
tives. I am somewhatastonished thatthe astute gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HopkK4ns] should insist that I ought to be required 
to follow the resolution to the committee and compel the com- 
mittee to do its duty in the matter, before [ will be allowed to 
come into the House and have the resolution considered here. I 
mean no disrespect to the committee in calling up the resolution 
at this time, but at this late hour of the session if it is not taken 
up in this manner, it is quite evident to the members that it will 
not be considered at all. 

I do not see why gentlemen should have any objection to get- 
ting this information. I do not care to make any speech in re- 
gard to it, or to state what my information is in regard to it, 
further than this: Iam informed that there has been some dis- 
criminationon the part of the Postmaster-General in the exercise 
of thatauthority, that he has discriminated in favor of some rail- 
roads as against others, and that he has made contracts without 
complying with the provisions of the statute in regard to weigh- 
ing the mails; that he has put the service upon some roads at one 
ion, and upon othersat another rate of compen- 
be- 


A word, if the Chair pleases, in 


rate of com 
sation, in violation of section 4002 of the Revised Statutes. 








= OME SRP RE <= 





1892. 





lieve that information comes from a reliable source. If it is not 
true, it can do the Postmaster-General and the Department no 
harm for him to state the facts to the House. [If it is true, the 
House should know it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will pardon 
me—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I will retain the floor for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Maine | Mr. DINGLEY]? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I willsuggest to the gentleman that the res- 
olution seems to call for a great deal more than the information 
which the gentleman has suggested. Itcalls for all correspond- 
ence relative to railroads. Now,it seems to me that if the De- 
partment is called upon to furnish copies of all correspondence 
relating to mail service on railways—— 

Mr. ENLOE. On new railways. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will involve a very considerable amount 
of clerical labor. It seems to me if the gentleman gets simply 
the facts that he calls for, that will be sufficient. I merely make 
that suggestion. 

Mr. ENLOE. The only reason for calling for the correspond- 
ence is to show whether or not there is any ground for the com- 
plaint of discrimination or violation of the statute. The corre- 
spondence on the subject would set out the facts in regard to the 
necessity for service upon the different lines of railroads, and % 
is necessary for the House to have that correspondence in order 
to show whether or not the Postmaster-General has discrimi- 
nated. That is the reason I cali for it, and it only embraces the 
new service on railroads. It does not apply to services estab- 
lished prior to the date named in the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. March 4, 1839? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why does the gentleman fix that particular 
date? Why does he draw the line there? 

Mr. ENLOE. Because that is the line of demarcation between 
this Administration and the past Administration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the Government is a continuity. 
same practices that have existed since March 4, 1889, existed be- 
fore, in many respects. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would not be able, and the House would not 
be able, to remedy the matter, even if we were to go back and 
find that some such practice had prevailed under a former Ad- 
ministration. [ demand the previous question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will allow me, is not the 
gentleman himself a member of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads? 

Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. BERGEN. 


No, sir: I am not. 

I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido not think there is any objection to it. 

Mr. BERGEN. Would the gentleman from Tennessee think 
it fair to condemn this Administration if it were simply follow- 
ing a practice that had obtained in the previous Administration 
in regard to the compensation to railroads? 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not know that it will develop any fact that 
will condemn the Administration; but I think there is good 
ground for complaint that in the exercise of his power the Post- 
master-General has discriminated in favor of some railroads as 
against others, in disregard of the statute. That is the point. 

Mr. BERGEN. Contrary to law, you think? 

Mr. ENLOE. Contrary to law; and I want to know whether 
it is true or not. I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayesseemed to have it. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Division. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 18. 


The | 


| 


Crosby, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Daniell, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Dickerson, 
Dixon, 
Doan, 

Dock 
Dono 


ry, 
van, 
Dungan, 





| Durborow, 


Mr. BERGEN and Mr. MCDONALD. Noquorum, Mr. Speaker. | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 


Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. | 


BERGEN] to act as tellers. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80 
noes 0. 7 
_Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 169, nays 3, not 
voting 156: as follows: 


, 


YEAS—16. 

Aiazenter, eames, Bunting, Cate, 
Amerman, wman, Busey, Chipman, 
Arnold, Branch, Bushnell, Gielew. 
Babbitt, Breckinridge, Ark. Butier, Clarke, Ala. 
Bailey, Bretz, Bynum, Cobb, Ala. 
Baker, Brickner, Byrns, Cobb, Mo. 
naan, eeeeeee Cable, Coburn, 

arwig, rown, 5 t, . 
Bentley, Bryan, Cabatn Gomis, 
Blanchard, Buchanan, Va. Castile, Covert, 
Bland, Bunn, Cate Cox, N.Y. 


Eltis, 

Enloe, 

Epes, 

Everett, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 

yan, 

Gantz, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Grady 
Greenleaf, 
Halvorson, 
Hamilton, 
Hare, 
Harries, 
Harter, 





Atkinson, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alien, 
Andrew, 
Bacon, 
Bartine, 
Beeman, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Bontelle, 
Bowers, 
Brawley, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Bullock, 
surrows, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Causey, 
Cheatham, 
Chapin, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clover, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 
Cox. Tenn. 
Craig, Pa. 
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Hayes, lowa 
Haynes, Ohio 
Heard, 

Hem \ 
Henderson, N.C. 
Henderson, Ill. 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Houk, Ghio 
Johnstone, S.C. 
Jones, 

Kem, 
Kendall, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 

Kyle, 

Lagan, 

Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, Va. 
Lawson, Ga 
Layton, 
Lester, Va. 
Lester, Ga. 
Lewis, 

Little, 
Livingston, 
Long, 

Lynch, 
Mallory, 
Mansur, 


Martin, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McGann, 
McK aig, 
McKeighan, 
McKinney 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Meyer, 
Mitchell 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Moses 
Mutchler, 
Newberry, 
Oates, 

O' Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Mo 
Otis, 
Parrett, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Patton, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, 
Price, 
Sayers, 
Scoit, 
Sheli, 
Shively, 
Snodgrass, 


NAYS—3 


Seerley, 


Shonk. 


NOT VOTING—156 


Crain, Tex. 
Crawford, 
Curtis, 
Cutting, 
Dalzel, 

De Forest, 
Dingiey, 
Dolliver, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
English, 
FEnochs, 
Fellows, 
Fitch, 
Flick, 
Funston, 
Geary, 
Gillespie, 
Gorman, 
Griswold, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Hallowell, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 

Hoar, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa 
Hopkins, [11. 
Houk, Tenn. 
Huff, 

Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Jolley, 
Ketcham, 
Lind, 
Lockwood, 
Lod . 
Loud, 

M: er, 
McAleer, 
McDonald, 
Meredith, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Morse, 
Norton, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’Neil, Mass 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, 
Page, R.L. 
Page, Md. 
Pattison, Ohio 


So the posers question was ordered. 


The fol 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 


RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. T. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. ROBINSON of Pen 


owing pairs were announced: 
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Snow, 
Sperry 
Stevens 
Steward, lili 
Stewart, Tex 
Stone, Ky 
Stout, 
Stump, 
‘Tarsney, 
Terry, 
Tillman, 








Turpin 
Van Horn 
Warner, 
Warwick, 





Wheeler, Mich 
Whiting 
Wike, 
Williams, N. C 
Winn 

Wise 
Youmans 


Richardson 
Rife, 
Robertson, La 
Robinson, Pa 
Rockwell, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Seull, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W 
Stone, W. A 
Storer, 
Sweet, 
Tavior, Lil 
Taylor, Tenn 
Taylor, E. B 
Taylor, J.D 
Taylor, V. A 


Payne Townsend, 
Peel, Wadswortl 
Perkins Walk 
Pickler, Waugh, 
Pierce, Weve 
Post, White 
Powers, Willcox 
Quackenbush, Williams, Mass 
Raines, Williams, tf! 

andal! Wilson, Ky 
Ray Wilson, Wash 
Rayner, Wilso [ 
Reed Wilso ) Va 
Reilly, Wolverton 
Reyburn, Wright 

TAYLOR 
ns Tania 


Mr. Cox ef Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 


Mr. PEEL with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania with Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 


Mr. COWLES with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 
Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Hurr. 
Mr. O’NEtL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. O'DONNELL 
Mr. PIERCE with Mr. Ezra B. Taytor. 
Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 


For this day: 


Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. WEVER. 
Mr. BRUNNER with Mr. ENOCHS. 
Mr. NORTON with Mr. STORER. 


Mr. BULLOCK with Mr. Hopkins of Lllinois. 


Mr. HATCH with Mr. ATKINSON. 
Mr. CRAIN of Texas with Mr. Lainp. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. GRISWOLD. 


On this vote: 


Mr. BEEMAN with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois with Mr. TAYLOR of [llinois, for 
two days. 

Mr. CRAWFORD with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question was taken on the e of the resolution; and 
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCDONALD. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Two gentlemen only have 
ries not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are re- 
used. 

So the resolution was passed. 

On motion of Mr. ENLOE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
orted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 976) to correct the military record of Lieut. Cornelius Mc- 

Lean; when the Speaker signed the same. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WOLVERTON, for two days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of 
death in his family. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now call the committees for 
reports. 
RELIEF OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEER AND REGULAR SOLDIERS OF 
THE LATE WAR AND THE MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3154) to amend section 9 of the 
act for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the 
late war and the war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1890; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

INCREASED PENSION FOR DEAFNESS. 


Mr. KRIBBS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a bill (S. 349) to increase the 
rate of pension for certain cases of deafness; which was referred 
to the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CATHEDRAL FOUNDATION, DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FELLOWS, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(H. R. 9417) to incorporate the Protestant Episcopal Foundation 
of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, the Committee on the District 
of Columbia was discharged from further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7352) to pay John Pope Hodnett for services rendered 
as counsel to the Government in the investigation of the affairs 
of the District of Columbia, etc.; and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

ACADEMY AND GALLERY OF ART, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. 
R. 9006) to authorize the establishment of an academy and gal- 
lery of art in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE ACCOMMODATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation a 
joint resolution (S. R. 88) to authorize the postmaster of the city 
of Washington toconstruct and maintain a platform in the alley 
in square 454; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

DEPENDENT CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation a 
bill (H. R. 5448) to provide for the care of dependent children in 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, that bill has been returned 
from the Senate with amendments, and I ask that the House 
nonconcur and appoint a committee of conference. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair can not interrupt the call for 
a purpose, but the bill can lie on the Speaker’s table until 
ater. 

REGULATION OF STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, reported back with a favorable 
recommendation the bill (S. 744) to amend an act to amend sec- 
tion 4400 of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
concerning the regulation of steam vessels, approved August 7, 
1882, and also to amend section 4414, Title LIT, Revised Statutes, 
“ Regulation of steam vessels;” which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back the bills, H. 
R. 403 and H. R. 234, on the same subject, with the reeommenda- 
tion that they lie on the table, and it was so ordered. 


DR. THOMAS GALLAGHER. 


Mr. ANDREW, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, sub- 
mitted a report on the resolution to inquire into the cause of the 
arrest of Dr. Thomas Gallagher by the British Government, 
with an amendment; which was ordered to be printed. 


DEPENDENT CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 5446) to 
pfovide for the care of dependent children in the District of 
Columbia, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and agree 
to_a conference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EXTENSION CF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on yy a ag to report the jointresolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution to continue provisions of a joint resolution approved June 30, 


1892, entitled *‘A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government.”’ 


Resolved by the Senate, elc., That the provisions of the joint resolution, en- 
titled “A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the ee of the 
Government,” approved June 30, 1892, be, and the same are hereby, extended 
and continued in full force and effect to and including the 30th day of July, 


The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed, and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Invalid Pensions ask 
that Senate bill 349, now on the House Calendar, be recommitted 
to that committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to report back the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill with the report which I send to the desk. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on Seprepeiotions, submitted the fol- 
lowing report to accompany House bill 7520: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred House bill 7526 
making a or sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes, together with the 
amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg leave to 
report as follows: 
hey recommend that all of the amendments of the Senate be disagreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is very obvious that so large 
a number of amendments, if considered seriatim, would occupy a 
great deal of time. There are three hundred and twelve amend- 
ments by the Senate. There are several of the amendments— 
eight or nine in number—which apply exclusively to the World’s 
Fair. In view of this state of facts, and inasmuch as gentlemen 
will very naturally wish to discuss the amendments which refer 
to the Columbian Exposition, I ask consent that there be a non- 
concurrence in all of the Senate amendments except those con- 
cerning the World's Fair. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I call the attention of my col- 
league on the committee [Mr. HOLMAN] to the fact that his 
motion as made asks for nonconcurrence in all the amendments. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. That is not the form, as I under- 
stand, in which the gentleman wishes it put. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The form in which the question is presented 
by the report is a general nonconcurrence; but inasmuch as 
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some gentlemen will undoubtedly insist on this matter going to 
the Committee of the Whole, I now simply ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House agree to noncurrence in all the amendments 
except those which apply to the Columbian Exposition. ' 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the House nonconcur in all the amendments 
of the Senate to the sundry civil appropriation bill except those 
in relation to the World’s Fair, which it is proposed to consider 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before that is agreed to I wish to ask the 
gentleman whether there are not other amendments which in 
his view the House would like to discuss? ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; but undoubtedly these questions 
will come back to the House. ; 

Mr. KILGORE. Would it not be better to go into Committee 
of the Whole upon all these amendments carrying appropria- 
tions and let them beconsidered? Those which the House cares 
nothing about, which it is willing to leave to a committee of 
conference, could be passed over, and we could discuss those 
which are regarded as important. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be a very tedious proceeding. 

Mr. SAYERS. It would occupy us two weeks. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
a question. As I understand, he moves to nonconcur in all the 
Senate amendments except those which relate to the World’s 
Fair? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY. The object, I presume, is to commence at 
once the discussion of the amendments relating to the World's 
Fair. Is that the purpose? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCCREARY. And togointoCommittee of the Whole for | 
that purpose? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I proposes to make that motion. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I am in favor of that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is generally understood that this is | 
simply a formal noncurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Entirely so; of course every important ques- 
tion will come back to the House. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to a:k 
for the reading of the amendments in which it is proposed to 
noncur? 

Mr.SAYERS. That would take two hours. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I hope the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania will notinsist on that. It would take all day. There 
are more than three hundred amendments. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I hope the Chair will answer my inquiry. | 
I asked whether it would be in order to call for the reading of | 
the amendments before objection is made to unanimous consent. | 

The SPEAKER. That canonly be done by unanimous consent- | 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. L[understand that these Senate 
amendments add something like $11,000,000 to the bill; that it | 
is practically a new bill by reasonof the newitems. It scems to 
me we ought to have some information about these amendm 2nts 
before we consent to allow this matter to be passed without going 
into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a proposition for nonconcurrence. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But when we consent to non- | 
concurrence the matter goes to conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, we want an opportunity | 
to discuss many of these items which aggregate eleven or twelve | 
million dollars. One-third of this bill is new. We have never 
discussed these items in the Committee of the Whole. We are | 
a too much money. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the | 
entleman from Indiana. The House can either agree to it or 
isagree. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous consent 
to noncur in all the amendments of the Senate to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill except those relating to the Columbian 
Exposition, which the gentleman proposes to have considered in | 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Before that is done—— 

The SPE..KER. The gentleman must object or consent. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If we can come to some under- 
standing I willnotobject. Without some understanding, I shall 
be compelled to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama objects. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I hope the Chair will allow the 
gentleman from Alabama to put his inquiry to the gentleman | 
from Indiana. 

Mr.GROUT. The gentleman from Alabama only wants to 
make some inquiries; that is all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made his inquiries; 
there must be some termination of a matter of this kind. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask permission to make an | 
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inquiry. I want to get some statement as to the leading items 
which make up this amount of eleven or twelve million dollars, 
I mean the items in addition to the World’s Fair appropriations. 
I have read them in the RECORD as the Senate acted upon them 
from day to day, but the bill as it passed is this moment being 
brought into the House. None of us have read the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I should undertake to answer that inquiry 
I should have to go over a very large number of items, and the 
explanation would involve thse reading of many of them. I can 
assure the gentleman from Alabama that after proper discussion 
has taken place in Committee of the Whole and the House has 
finally referred the subject to the conferees, all questions on 
which it may be desirable to obtain an expression on the part of 
the Houses will be returned here for its consideration. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man how much time he proposes to give to the discussion of the 
World's Fair item? 1 contend that it should be fully discussed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want the House to take ample time. The 
Senate is considering the other two appropriation bills, the for- 
tifications and the deficiency, and the fortifications is likely to 
be completed to-day. The other will come on later. In the 
meantime the House will have ample opportunity toconsider the 
provisions of this bill, and we have more leisure now than we are 
likely to have at any other time for this discussion. 

Mr. DURBOROW. [would like toask how much time is pro- 
p-sed to be given to the discussion of the World’s Fair—twoor 
three days? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. . Ample time—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 


| Committee of the Whole Houses on the state of the Union to con- 
| sider the Senate ame2niments to the sundry civil appropriation 


bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly r-solved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. LESTER of Georgia 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of the Senate amendments to the 
sundry civil bill, and the Clerk will report the first amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that, Mr. Chairman, with a view to 
economizing time and for the purpose of occupying the time in 


| debate on the important provisions added to the bill, I ask unani- 


mous consent that the reading of the Senate amendments be dis- 
pensed with. There are three hundred and twelve of them, some 
very lengthy and requiring a great deal of time. It is much 
better, it seems to me, to occupy the hour, or so much of the time 


| as may be necessary, indebate rather than in the formal reading " 


of the amendments. I make that request, that the reading be 
for the present dispensed with. : 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If the gentleman can indicate 
when we would be likely to have the bill here 

Mr. SAYERS. The bill is here now. 

Mf. WHEELER of Alabama. We do not know what we are 
doing. Legislating on appropriations amounting to $11,000,000, 
and not a bill before the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then send tothe document room and you will 
get one. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have sent, and failed to get it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, you can get it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 





| gentleman from Indiana? 


Mr. DURBOROW. [ understand the request to except those 
amendments relating to the World's Fair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course they will be read and reread. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, at this late moment, in view 
of the importance of the amendments made by the Senat>, it 
would be hardly desirable to seek to limit the debate. I hope it 
may be considered that debate will proceed without interruption 


| during the afternoon. 


Mr. BUTLER. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. As this is merely a report on amendments, is 
general debate in order, or should not the debate be confined to 
the five-minute rule on amendments? I ask if there is such a 
thing as general debate under the circumstances? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. The question is 
on the amendments, and the Clerk will read the first amendment 
of the Senate. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

® International monetary conference: The President of the U: States 
is hereby authorized to appoint five command ners to an internat | con- 

hereaf esignated, with a view to se- 
cure, mternationally, a fixity of = tive value between gold and silver, as 
money, by means of a common r between those metals, with free mint- 
age at such ratio, and for compensation of said co joners and for all 
réasonable expenses connected therewith, to be approved by,the 
State, including the proportion to be paid by the United States o 
expenses of such conference, $100,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask for order on the floor. 
This is an exceedingly important matter, and we can not get 
along without it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask unanimous consent that the debate on 
the World’s Fair provision be at once entered upon. We will 
then have ample time to consider the various amendments while 
that debate is proceeding. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
to the others. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not waiving any of the rights. 

Mr. MeMTLLIN. I would suggest that the debate be under 
the hour rule instead of the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly under the hour rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Because if that is not arranged by agree- 
ment, the Chair has already held that it must proceed under the 
five-minute rule. 

Nr. HOLMAN. Oh! I hope there will be no objection that it 
shall be under the hour rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman again state his re- 

quest? 
Mr. HOLMAN. My requestis that the House at once proceed 
to the discussion of those provisions in the bill relating to the 
World’s Fair, embraced first in the amendment numbered 123 
and several others at various parts in the bill until amendment 
numbered 308 is reached, from which amendment to amendment 
312 all relate to the World’s Fair. My suggestion is that we 
proceed at once to the consideration of these amendments of the 
Senate without waiving any of the privileges in regard to other 
amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. That the amendments preceding be con- 
sidered as passed over informally until that is considered? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But, Mr. Chairman, I un- 
derstand the request goes further, and that the debate shall be 
under the hour rule and not the five-minute rule. I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Indiana whether he has any intention 
now in regard to the closing of the debate? My observation is 
in this House that it is easy enough to start a debate, but a very 
difficult thing to stop one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think we ought to try to fix the time 
for closing the debate now. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Is it the idea of the gen- 
tleman that we are to debate the bill during the whole of the 


aay? ° 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there should be a reasonable time 
given for debate. It is an important provision. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. What I wish to know is 
whether there is to be prolonged debate on this subject? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thereis plenty of time. The Senaie will be 
occupied for some time on the general ane bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I want to know the proba- 
ble length of this debate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this debate ought to run six or eight 
hours anyway. I do not wish to limit the time. 


ference, to be held at a place to 


And not waiving any rights as 


Mr. REED. It is understood, then, that we can go. [Laugh- 
ter. | ; 

Mr. BURROWS. Everybody can leave except those who want 
to talk. 


Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I believe in the 
regular and proper transaction of business in this House. I do 
not believe in beginning at the back end of a bill and working 
forward. I obiect. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
concurring in the amendment just read, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that these various 
amendments, as they are read, be understood to be nonconcurred 
in by the House, unless some gentleman asks a vote upon a par- 
ticular amendment. 

The CHATRMAN,. Unanimous consent is asked that as these 
anendments are read they be considered as noneoncurred in un- 
less some gentleman moves concurrence. Is there objection to 
that proposition? 

There was no objection. 

Amendments numbered | to 9, inclusive, were severally read 
and nonconcurred in. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a copy 
ef the bill which purports to contain the amendments proposed 


The question is on 


FP coe ty prereset rarest er aaa 
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the Senate. The Clerk is not reading according to the bill 
which I hold in my hand. I suggest that the Clerk read from 
the printed bill and not from the engrossed bill. That will en- 
able us to follow the different amendments. The paging is dif- 
ferent in the engrossed bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course there is no objection to reading 
from the .eroee bill. That is always done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the printed bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There can be no objection to that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. LI hope that the Clerk will announce each 
amendment by number,and then gentlemen of the House can 
follow him. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I ask that amendment No. 10, in 
regard to the Cedar Rapids post-office, be passed over for the 
present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think they all ought to be treated alike. 
We can not go back to items of the bill. . 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I understood my colleague [Mr. 
HAMILTON] to say that it was agreed that that amendment 
might be passed over. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If any of the amendments are passed over of 
course a great many of them will have to be. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think that amendment ought 
to be concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
currence, 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
of nonconcurrence. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is a formal nonconcurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House will be placed at great disad van- 
tage unless there is a general nonconcurrenee. 

Amendments numbered 10 to 35, inclusive, were severally read 
and nonconcurred in. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as these items from amend- 
ment numbered 35 on down to amendment numbered 123, en 
page 41, relate to minor matters, I ask unanimous consent to 
noneoncur in them without reading. Amendment numbered 
123 is the first in reference to the World’s Columbian Exposi- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think perhaps there will now be no objec- 
tion to general nonconcurrence except as to the World's Fair 
provisions, and I hope the Chair will submit the proposition. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Supposing we get consent to my proposition 
first. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ think we can get general consent, and [ 
ask unanimous consent thatthe further reading of all the amend- 
ments be dispensed with and that they be nonconeurred in, exceri 
as to those that relate to the World’s Pair provisions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of all the amendments be ¢dis- 
pensed with and that they be nonconcurred in, except the am end- 
ments in reference to the World’s Columbian Eepositica. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, [ think the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL] will not object to nonconcurring with- 
out reading the amendments down to No. 123, as tw these minor 
matters such as we have been reading. I hope there will be no 
objection to that. It only detains the House, and the reading 
of these immaterial matters is of no consequence now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the Clerk will con- 
tinue the reading. 

Amendments numbered 36 to 63 inclusive were severally read 
and nonconcurred in. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise, to consider a conference report. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER of Georgia reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the Senate amendments to the bill (H. 
R. 7520) and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, [ present the conference 
report on the Army appropriation bill. 
he report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Siooguaring vote of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 23 to the bill (H. R. 6973) making 
appro tions for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1 and for other pur 8s, having met, after full and free conterence 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
* Provided furthe?, That no money herein apenas shall be used in pay- 
ment of tion of troops and supplies of the Army over any of 


I think there ought to bo a general noncon- 


Then let it take the usual course 


the nonboaded lines owned by the Union Pacific Railway Conte 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company; but this provision shall not wit 


or 
hho! 





1892. 





payment from lines leqaed and operated but not owned by said companies;”’ 
S agree to the same. 
and the Senate agr JOS. H. Ot AITE, 
H. H. ROOK WELL, 


HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WM. M. STEWART, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the statement be read. 
he statement was read, as follows: 


he managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing views of the two 
Houses on the Senate ainendsnent numbered 23 to the bill (H. R. 6923) Makin. 
appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiseal year qn¢ing in 189% 
submit the following brief written statement in explanation of the effect of 
the action agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying conference 
report: 

he effect of the amendment agreed upon in conference to be substituted 
for that portion of the bill in controversy is to retain the pay for the trans- 
portation of troops of the Army and its supplies over that portion of the 
mileage of the two great Pacific companies for the building of which the 
Government issued no bonds and granted no lands. 

According to a report from the Commissioner of Railroads, this mileage of 
the Union Pacific Company is about 600 miles, and of the Central Pacific 
Company is about 500 miles. 

The further effect of the amendment is to yield the claim made in the bill 
for the retention of this compensation for the transportation of the Army 
and its supplies over the lines of these roads which are not owned by either 
of the above-mentioned companies, but which are simply leased or operated 
by the two Pacific systems under consideration. 

From a report of the Commissioner of Railroads the conference commit- 
tee learned that the stock of the lines only operated or controlled by the 
Union Pacific system has been by that company disposed of by depositing 
the same as collateral security for a loan of $24,000,000, which sum was neces- 
sarily to be obtained by that company to pay their floating indebtedness 
and to keep up the roads, and this stock thus hypothecated must remain in 
control of the parties who furnished this fund until the Indebtedness is paid. 

The Central Pacific Company is itself under lease to the Southern Pacific 
Company, and consequently does not controlor cuanate any other lines. 

JOS. H. OUTHWAITE, 

H. H. ROCKWELL, 

HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The statement contains all that the 
managers on-the part of the House desire to say, and unless there 
be a request for further information, I will move the adoption of 
the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, although the—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? F 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move the previous question on the 
adoption of the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will make a statement 
in respect to the effect of the agreement reached by the con- 
ferees. I did not understand exactly from the reading. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, the effect is that the House re- 
cedes from its claim to retain the earnings of the lines which are 
simply leased by these companies. It does retain the earnings 
on the mileage owned by those companies, and for,which no 
bonds were issued and no lands were granted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is to say, all the branch lines except 
two? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Allthatareowned by thecompany. We 
could notgo beyond that, perhaps. All that are owned by either 
of these two companies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That the companies have stock in? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; it does notgo to the effect of retain- 
ing the earnings where they simply have stock in the road, be- 
cause the committee learned from the Commissioner of Railroads 
that stock was not now in the possession or ownership of the 
Union Pacific Railway Company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this the best you could do? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
ing several efforts. 
be accepted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
only relates to these two companies, the Union Pacific and Cen- 
tral Pacific. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It applies to all the mileage they own. 

The previous question was ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the report of the committee of conference was agreed 
to. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 


vote by which the conference report was agreed to was laid on 
the table. 


[Laughter]. 
This is the best we could do after mak- 
I think we have made a trade that ought to 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
paws that they had examined and found truly enrolled the 


bill (H. R. 2401) for the relief of Lydia A. Magill, administratrix; 


when the Speaker signed the same. : 


THE SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
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Union for the further consideration of the Senate amendments 
to the sundry civil bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Lester of Georgia 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of the amendments. 

Amendments numbered 64 to 122, inclusive, were severally 
read and nonconcurred in. 

Amendment numbered 123 was read. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana to the fact that we hu 

| reached the World’s Fair amendments. 
any agreement about them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itseems to me that we had perhaps betier 
go right on with the reading of the amendments. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the first World’s Fair pro- 
vision is amendment numbered 123, and there are fifteen or twenty 
ofthem. Now, inasmuchas they will all be considered together, 
I suggest that the reading of these amendments be omitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The World's Fair provisions run from amend- 
ment 123 to 135, and then from 308 to 312. I ask unanimouscon- 
sent that the reading of these be omitted. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. These are the World’s Fair pro- 
visions? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 
lating to the World’s Fair? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent that these amendments, 123 to 135, inclusive, be 
passed over. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And 308 to 312. 

Mr. TAYLOR ofIllinois. These are the amendments relating 
to the World’s Fair. 

Mr. MCCREARY. And that they be considered with th 
other amendments proposed for the World’s Fair, which will all 
be considered together. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They coverall the provisions for the World's 
Fair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the amendments relating to the World's Fair, 
| which have just been mentioned, be passed over informally and 
until the other amendments are disposed of. Is there objection? 


The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
> 


Are we yoing 


These are all the amendments re- 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Senate amendments from No. 136 to No. 161, inclusive, 
were severally read and nonconcurred in. 

Amendment No. 161 was read, as follows: 

(161) Metropolitan police: To meet the expenses for maintaining public or 
der in the District of Columbia on the occasion of the national encampment 
of the Grand Army ofthe Republic, to take place in said District in Septem 
ber, 1892, $9,000: Provided, That policemen borne on the rolls of the police 
force of the cities of New York, Philadelphia, and Baitimore may be em 
ployed, and none other outside of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I am a little curi- 
ous to know whether anyone can give a reason for the provision 
in that amendment which limits the employment of extra polic>- 
men to those belonging to the cities of New York, Philadelphia, 
and Baltimore? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think there is no reason for that limitation. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Can the gentleman explain this? First, 
we have this limitation in the amendment just read, and then, 
in amendment No. 177, an appropriation is made for the employ- 
| ment of additional policemen during the meeting of the national! 
|} encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, in September 
next, without any prohibition of the employment of Pinker‘on 
detectives, or others belonging to similar organizations. Now 
in the absence of any such limitation, might not those detectives 
be employed, according to the estimate found in the report of 
the Senate Committee, page 19, which includes provision for 
about fifty Pinkerton detectives? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Yes; amendment No177 provid 
for the employment of detectives, and I have information that 
| the records show that at the last inauguration Pinkerton detec- 
| tives were employed here, and that it is the regular practice to 

employ them in connection with public celebrations in Wash- 
| ington. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
{Laughter}. 
| Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. No; I am not in favor,of it. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. Iagree with you fully on that subject. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. What does the gentleman 
from Missouri object to? The pending motion is to nonconcur 
in the Senate amendments. 





Well, you are not in favor of that, I hope. 
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Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I understand that; but I under- 
stand another thing, and that is that the only time you can get 
a chance to let in a little daylight on these bills is on such an 
occasion as this, when they are under consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. I have been here long enough to understand the 
practice of the chairman of the committee moving the previous 
question and strangling debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No one is objecting now to my friend from 
Missouri making his remarks, 
Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. 
remarks. 
not to strangle the bill, as seemed to bs the purpose of certain 
gentlemen yesterday when the Committee on Commerce had 
given time for the consideration of its business and when im- 
portant bills affecting the lives and property of the people were 
strangled by gentlemen who consumed all the time. My object 
is simply to call attention to this subject whenever I see an op- 





No; and Iam going to make a few 


portunity on anitem like this which I think ought to be objected | 
t 


oO. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri move 
to concur in this amendment? 
Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. 
concur. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


No, sir; I favor the motion to non- 


The motion of the committee was that all 


amendments read should be considered as nonconcurred in un- | 


less some motion was made to concur. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, is it amendment 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I wanttosay just a word on that. 
I understand that the chief of police of the District of Columbia, 
in his recommendation that authority be given to employ an 
additional force for the purpose of protecting the public dur- 
ing the encampment of the Grand Army, suggested that twenty- 


has put such an amendment in this bill as will make their em- 
ployment impossible. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. 
provide that policemen from Richmond or from Cincinnati or 
- or from Louisville might be wr on that occasion? 

Mr. RENDERSON of Iowa. Yes; but I suppose they selected 
the most convenient cities, and the cities whose chiefs of police 
had been consulted. The reascn for that limitation will prob- 
ably be given us by the Senate conferees in conference, but I 
know the reason why the prohibition as to the employment of 
Pinkerton’s men was put on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this debate is not in or- 
der unless some motion is made, and there seems to be none. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Chairman, I call attention to these 
amendments from 160 to 167 inclusive, and to the fact that there 
is no provision which requires this expense to be paid out of the 
funds of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is nosuch provision in this bill, but 
of course there will be if it goes through. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Would it be in order to offer an amend- 
ment at this time without a motion toconcur? Can an amend- 
ment be offered while there is a motion pending to nonconcur? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Amendment 165, for furnishing the addition 
to the police court building, provides that one-half of the ex- 
pense shall be paid from the revenues of the District and the 
other half from the Treasury of the United States, and that pro- 
vision seems to run through all these amendments. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I understand that the committee thinks 
that the expenses are to be paid in theordinary manner. If that 
is so, I have no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course it will be so provided. 

The Clerk read amendment No. 177, as follows: 


Insert the following: 

“To enable the board of Capitol police to employ additional policemen 
during the meeting of the national encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic in September, 1892, $1, 200, or so much thereof as may be necessary.’ 


Mr, O’NEILL of Missouri. I move to concur in this amend- 
ment, with the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Does not this apply purely to the police- 
men on the Capitol grounds? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment submitted by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding: 

‘Provided, That no member of the Pinkerton force shall be employed.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will allow this amend- 
raent to be nonconcurred in. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Is not this intended for the em- 
ployment of detectives of that kind? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it is, the matter will be provided for. 


Might not the amendment just as well | 


I only want to tell the gentlemen that my object is | 
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information is not here, but, as I understand, information ob- 
tained from the records shows that ithas been a regular practice 
to employ this class of men. I want this House to take the first 
opportunity to put its official ban upon the employment of such 
men. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I propose that the House make 
this expression of its sentiment, and I think it wil: carry a good 
lesson when the House of Representatives deliberately and pub- 
licly prohibits the employment of that class of men in the work 
of the Government. 

Mr. COOPER. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, I 
wish to say that I hold in my hand the report of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations upon this bill; and [ refer to this doc- 
ument to show the importance and the urgency of this amend- 
ment. By this report (page 19) it appears that at the Presiden- 
tial inauguration March 4, 1889, there were here on the public 
grounds under the pay of the Government, a number of these 
Pinkerton men. I read: 


es PR oe a OE TO iis. wkcnnensvncddcecbonntisdatesucmue $450 
OG ee es © CE NU ina cen be dbtwcccccitecccccen agus bctuignicsades 100 
15 Pinkerton men, expenses, 8 days, at $5_................-2.2022.--2- eee 225 
10 Pinkerton men, expenses, 1 day, at $5._........... es 


These men were brought here from distant places; and if they 
were thus brought here to attend upon the inauguration cere- 
monies, it is more than likely that unless some expression be 


| made by the House against such a proceeding it may be adopted 
No. 161 that the gentleman from Missouri has called attention to? 


on the occasion for which we are providing. I have thought it 
important in this connection to call attention to what has been 
done in the t. 
Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. 
ment which has been read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. L[hop2 my friend will not insist on that, be- 


I move the adoption of the amend- 


dive ot thirty Pinborton seen taiaht eeneeienee: Waa | cause it involves, of course, an agreement to this amendment of 


the Senate. 
Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. That is what I intend. 
Mr. HOLMAN. You want to agree to this amendment of the 
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Sena 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We want to put this amendment in right 
ere. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri propose 
that the House adopt this provision? 

A MEMBER. Let thisamendment be adopted, and then noncon- 
cur. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That can not be done. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. The trouble is that without some 
provision of this kind these men may be employed. If additional 
police force be needed, let us give it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us understand this question. This has 
nothing to do with the matter to which the gentleman refers. 
Amendmetit No. 161, which has been passed, relates to the em- 
ployment of police on the occasion of the Grand Army enecamp- 
ment in this city. The amendment now under consideration 
applies only to the Capitol police, and is not covered by the esti- 
mate in which Pinkerton men were named. 

Mr, O’NEILL of Missouri. Amendment 161 provides only, as 
I understand, with reference to the cities from which policemen 
may be brought. The amendment under consideration is for 
extra force; and this is the only place where my amendment can 
properly be inserted. 

Mr. OLMAN. Ihope the gentleman wiil not insist on his 
amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The 
Mr. O'NEILL] is covere 
fetropolitan police. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Thatrelatesonly to the cities from 
which policemen may be brought. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That amendment which has been inserted 
by the Senate was intended to prohibit the employment of any 
members of the Pinkerton force; and it does so effectually. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Permit me to say that the amendment now 
under consideration applies only to the board of Capitol police 
ouses of Congress. The appro- 
priation is only $1,200. Reference has been made to the employ- 
ment of members of the Pinkerton force at the time of the in- 


pups of the gentleman from Missouri 
by amendment 161, providing for the 


| auguration ceremonies in 1889. That was the outgoing of the 


| 
| 
| 


last Administration and the nee. the present Republican 
Administration. The control of the District of Columbia during 
the last Administration was a control under appointments of the 
then President of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER. What I want to do is to make it impossible 


| for any Administration, whether an incoming or outgoing Ad- 
| 


ministration, to permit the existence of Pinkerton detectives in 


| the District of Columbia, 


Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. The gentleman who gave me my | was the last Administration that permitted their employment. 


Mr. BINGHAM. And I want to emphasize the fact that it 
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Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will have an opportunity to 
offer his amendment hereafter in committee. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. The gentléman in charge of the 
bill assures me that I shall have an opportunity to offer this 
amendment before the bill is finally concluded, and I thérefore 
withdraw the motion at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendments will be considered as 
nonconcurred in, and the Clerk will continue the reading of the 
amendments. 

Amendments 178 to 193 were severally read and nonconcurred 
in. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, with reference 
to this present amendment of the Senate No. 193, with regard to 
the salaries of the scientific assistants of the Geological Survey, 
and the general expenses of the Geological Survey, I wish to 
move to strike out the last word simply for the purpose of say- 
ing that the people in my part of the country are greatly inter- 
ested in the geological surveys. I regret tosee that the Senate 
has made a very great reduction. 

Mr. BRETZ. And that is right. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I want to call the attention of 
the committee to the importance of raising that appropriation 
so as to properly carry on the work. They have seltiie the ap- 
propriations for paleontological researches very largely. Now, 
thatdepartment of science is said by scientific men to be the very 
basis of geological investigation, and I want to ask the commit- 
tes to raise the appropriation for the geological surveys to at 
least $100,000 and for paleontological researches to at least $20,- 
000, which will still leave the bill $79,100 less than it was when 
it passed the House.’ 

he scheme of work of the Geological Survey provides for the 
making of geological maps, using as a base the maps prepared 
by the topographic division. Over 700 sheets of the topographic 
map have been engraved and printed and the data for over 100 
more have been obtained. The work of the geologist is follow- 
ing rapidly and geological maps are now being printed. To cut 
down the appropriation from $110,000 to $50,000 would stop a 
great amount of the work now under way and prevent the con- 
tinuation of the field work desired in many sections. Of the 
practical value of some of the work of the Survey that has been 
completed in Colorado the following extracts from the Leadville 
Herald (Democrat) of August 9, 1890, bears ample testimony. In 
speaking of the work of Mr. Emmons, at a reception given by 
the managers of the mines, the following remarks were made: 

Mr.C. |. Moore, a practical engineer and one of the managers 
of the Iron Hall mines, said: 


It isten years since Mr. Emmons made his examinations here upon which 
his report and atlas were based. During that time a great many miles of 
workings have been made, which would naturally change many of Mr. Em- 
mons’s drawings of geological structure in ground which, ten years ago, 
was entirely undeveloped. E 

Contrary, however, to our expectations, the majority of the workings made 


since his great sepert have merely confirmed his original drawings and dis- | 
a 


played the remarkable accuracy of his work. Iam sure we may all expect, 
with confidence, the same wonderful accuracy in his revision, now in prog- 
ress, and the result of which will be to enable us with certainty to prospect 
for ore bodies in those parts of the district as yet unexplored. 


I. S. Jones, another practical miner, spoke upon mining as 
follows: 


During the years when Mr. Emmons was gathering the data subsequently 
incorporated into the monographs and pose atlas of the Leadville dis- 
trict, a vast majority of the diggers and delvers for precious metals vainly 
wasted their means and energy sinking blindly into mother earth, striving 
to extract from her bosom at any and every point the silvery hoards im- 
—— there by old Father Time. The miiner was then exploring unknown 

elds. His former education had taught him considerable about dips and 
spurs, and chimneys and gouge and gangue, but of these new geological con- 
ditions he knew but little. 

Whether to sinka shaft 100 or 1,000 feet meant the difference between suc- 
cess and happiness on the one hand, and failure and misery on the other. 

Millions of dollars were fruitlessly expended for want of definite informa- 
tion regarding the location of dikes and faults. 

Each mining company kept its knowledge for its own benefit. This state 
of affairs continued until science guided the pick and shovel. After the pub- 
lication of Emmons’s great work, a change in the system of mining began, to 
which fact Leadville owes her present prosperous condition more than to all 
other causes combined. Thereafter no competent mine manager would un- 
dertake the development of a valuable section of mining ground without first 
examining the accurate maps and description of the geological conditions 
affecting his territory. 

Shafts were loca in the known direction of ore chutes and the depth of 
ore-bearing tormations correctly estimated. The well-informed miner now 
talks of dikes and displacements, faults and glacial erosions, just as practi- 
cally as of the size of a shaft or the inclination of atunnel. Mining enter- 
prises are prospected with confidence as to the anticipated results, and suc- 
cess is being achieved in as fair a proportion as is met with in other indus- 
trial occupations. . 

These things have been rendered easy by the generalization of facts ob- 
tained through the Geological Survey. 


Mr. Blow, another gentleman engaged in mining in that re- 
gion, said: 

I hope, gentlemen, that I may not be considered an idle enthusiast in this 
matter; ifenthusiastic it is the enthusiasm of conviction. Wecan not do 
too much honor to Mr. Emmons for the benefits we have already derived 


from his research and work in our behalf, nor can we find but one fault. not 
his own, in his most valuable monograph on Leadville. That is, that had 
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we been able to have seen and studied it five years before we did, thousands 
of dollars would have béeh saved and millions more made. We can judge 
of what benefit he can and will now be to usin our future work by the ex- 
cellencé of his work and advice in the past. Let us, therefore, give him every 
and all facilities in otir power. I will predict that for many years to come 
we will continue to feel proud and grateful of our guest to-night, who has 
contributed so much to our prosperity and whom all Leadville is delighted 
tohonor. I thank you, gentlemen. 


I learn on good authority that in the State of Florida millions 
of dollars have been realized by the discovery that fossil remains 
contain the essence of vegetable life. This has been practically 
realized in the development of the fossil beds, which were first 
discovered by the Geological Bureau. 

I commit no breach of the courtesy due to the Senate to call 
attention to the speech of the senior Senator from Florida, which 
will be found on pages 6592 and 6593 of the RECORD. 

The science of paleontology is the study of the fossil forms of 
animals and plants as they occur in the bedded rocks of thd 
globe, which include all except the crystalline and volcanic rocks 
which form the foundationsof theearth. They are studied from 
two points of view: First, as a department of biology, for the 
purpose of discovering and describing the ancient life upon the 
globe and pointing out the course and laws of evolution: sec- 
ond, paleontology has a purpose in its practical bearings upon 
geology. 

The stratified rocks of the earth which contain largely the 
coal, lead, salt, and not infrequently the more precious metals 
are identified and classified on the evidence furnished by the 
contained fossil remains of the animals and plants, and there is 
no other known basis for their identification and classification. 
In order to make a geological map of any areaof country under- 
laid by such rocks it is absolutely necessary to study the fossils 
that occur in the rocks. This is also necessary in making geo- 
logical sections in order to indicate the stratigraphical position 
of beds of coal and other minerals and to correlate the rock 
series of different portions of the continent. It is in the devel- 
opment of this phase of paleontology that the Geological Survey 
is interested. 

The energies of this department are directed to geological 
roblems, in order to assist the geologist in determining geo- 
ogical horizons and in the preparation of geologicalmaps. ‘The 

biological branch of the subject receives the indirect benefit, 
but this is not the primary object, and the work of the Survey 
is not diverted from practical geology. The termsof the organic 
act creating the survey exclude the great body of biological re- 
search which was formerly carried on by the several Govern- 
ment geological surveys. 

The area under investigation by the Survey embraces the en- 
tire United States, and the preparation of geological maps is 
going on in nearly all sections of the country. In order to ac- 
complish this work successfully, the paleontological and geolog- 
ical departments should be continued. 

In my own State the northern portion has already be>n topo- 
graphically surveyed, and | learn that the geologists are now 
studying the southward extension oi the coal tield thatenters the 
State from Tennessee, and the data have been accumulated for 
the mapping of the geology on several topographic sheets which 


| have already been published. 


When.the sundry civil bill was passing through the House it 
was stated that Prof. Alexander Agassiz considered that it was 


| useless to have the paleontological work done by the Government, 


as it could be better attended to by the diiferent universities. 
My distinguished colleague, the gentleman from Alabama| Mr. 
HERBERT], spoke upon this subject when the bill was before the 


| House in May, and quoted a letter written by Prof. Alexander 


Agassiz, dated December 2, 1885, by which he sought to sustain 
his position antagonistical to this character of work bsing carried 
on by the Government. 

In this letter Prof. Agas:iz states: 

As regards the paleontology, that is just one of the things which private 
individuals ani learned societies can do just as wellas Government They 
will do it cheaper. There are always in the different universities plenty of 
people who will be too thankful to do such work for the sake of doing it. and 
who will manage to get the gist of their results published by scientific soci- 
ties to which they belong. 


At the time this was written Prof. Agassiz contemplated the 


| establishment of a great museum at Cambridge, on the plan 


| 


outlined by his father, Prof. Louis Agassiz, and in connection 
therewith to publish scientifie memoirs bearing upon various 
subjects of scientific inquiry. He had accumulated an immense 
collection of paleontological material, expending for it $100,000 
to $200,000, and also began the building of extended laboratories 
and museum exhibition rooms in connection with Harvard Col- 
lege. 

The work of the Geological Survey as planned by the Director, 
Powell, came in conflict with this very commendable scheme of 
university scientific work, and Prof. Agassiz expressed himself 
in the letter quoted as opp. .sed to the Government doing such 
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werd, 
parative Zodlogy upon the plan outlined for a number of years, 
but has at last given it up, as stated in the following quotation 
from his annual report for the year 1891: 


It is becoming self-evident that an attempt to establish at Cambridge a 
museum devoted to original investigation, in addition to its other functions 
of providing a university, muséum, and laboratories, is not destined to be 
carried out. We can not compete with the General Government or munici- 
pal institutions without am endowment or resources far greater than any 
university can hope to obtain, and the sooner the future plans of the museum 
are modified to meet the existing state of things, the less will be the waste, 
and the sooner shall we adapt our organization to the comparatively limited 


field of a university establishment. 
ALEXANDER AGASSIZ. 

CAMBRLDGE, October 1, 1891. s 

[t will be seen from the preceding that Prof. Agassiz has 
abandoned the view of December, 1885, and leaves to the Gen- 
eral Government the establishment of a great museum for the 
purpose of comparative paleontological and geological study 
and the publication of the results of such study. 

No ong would be more pleased than myself to see this impor- 
tant and I might say essential investigation conducted by pri- 
vate enterprise. Noone would gofurther than myself or sac- 
rifice more than myself to save this expense if it were possible 
for the work to continue by any other agency. I have always 
favored strict economy, but it is not economy to abandon scien- 
tific investigations of the resources of our great and rich coun- 
try. It isnot economy to cease the surveys which are now be- 
ing successfully conducted. We havea greatcountry, and we must 
avail ourselves of the services of menof science to learn what our 
country contains, If anyone can suggest more economical 
measures we would all be thankful, but the abandonment df such 
work is injudicious in the extreme. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
amendments. 

Amendments numbered 
noneoncurred in. 

The Clerk read amendment No. 

Headstones for graves of soldiers, etc., strike out $10,009 and insert $30,009. 

Mr.“RAY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to move that the House 
concur in the amendment of the Senate which has just been 
read, I make the motion for the purpose, if there is any mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations who can furnish it, to 
get information as to why there is this wide difference between 
the appropriation proposed by the House Committee and that 
recommended by the Senate? 

Mr. FORNEY. 
mittee on Appropriations of the House gave all that the Quar- 
termaster-General estimated as necessary. Now, if the Senate 
have any further information, or any reason why this amount 
should be $30,000, instead of $10,000, the conference committee 
can take action upon it. 


194 to 


247, as follows: 


Mr. RAY. These matters have rot yet been in conference? 
Mr. FORNEY. No, sir. 
Mr. RAY. 


I will withdraw the motion, Mr. Chairman, but 
befere doing so—— - 
Mr. FORNEY. 

that is necessary. 

Mr. RAY. I desire simply to call the attention of the mem- 
bers of the committee to the fact that all through the country, 
at least in the section of New York State where I live, there are 
hundreds of graves of this description without headstones, and 
when application has been made to have them furnished the 
reason given for the refusal is that the appropriation is not 
adequate, 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman from New York will permit 
me, I wish to state that when this bill was under consideration 
in the Committee on Appropriations of the House, every cent 
was given that was asked by the Quartermaster-General for this 
pur 

Mr. RAY. IL understand that. 

Mr. SAYERS. And it occurs to me it would be well to let this 
matter go into conference. The committee have no disposition 
tu curtail the appropriation, and the conference committee can 
determine what is best to be done. 

Mr. RAY. Iwill withdraw the motion; but, first, as I have 
said, desired to call the attentionof the House to these facts that 
[ have stated. I can see no reason why, if this work is to be 
don>, we should not provide an adeauate appropriation and have 
it done within the next twoor three years, Because, Mr. Chair- 
man, to my personal knowledge in many of the cemeteries 
throughout New York, in the vicinity where I live, owing to the 
fact of the poverty of many of the relatives of the deceased sol- 
diers, their graves are fast becoming overgrown ard obliter- 
ated. 


No doubt the conferees will agree to give all 


1OS2. 


work is to be done, and they all desire that it shall be done, that 
it be done speedily, and not let it drag along year after year. 


246 were severally read and | 


[can inform the gentleman that the Com- | 


Therefore, I desire personally, and I know that the vet- | 
erans and the friends of the soldiers in my State desire, if the | 


He continued the administration of the Museum of Com- After having said this much I withdraw the motion. 


Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman from New York takes 
his seat, if he will permit me. 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman does not charge the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of the House with any disposition to cur- 
| tail this appropriation ? 

Mr. RAY. Not at all. I was simply calling attention to it 
now, in order that when the matter comes to conference it may 
be properly considered, and that an appropriation which will 
be adequate to perform the work may be given. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

Amendments numbered 248 to 307, inclusive, were severally 
read and nonconcurred in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has completed the reading of 
the amendments, excepting those relating to the World’s Fair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And all the Senate amendments have been 
nonconcurred in except those relating to the World's Fair. I| 
suggest that any gentleman who desires to address the House at 
this time upon this subject avail himself of the opportunity now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the understanding as to the divi- 
sion of time? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There ought to be an understanding as to 
the division of time between the two sides. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that speeches be 
limited to half an hour each during the general debate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Doosthe gentleman mean that no speech 
shall exceed half an hour in length? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection to that. The point is 
as to the division of time, for and against the propositions con- 
tained in the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. The time to be equally divided. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course the Chair will divide the time 
equally between those who are in favorof the measure and those 
| who are against it. Itseems to me that half am hour though 
would be as much as any gentleman should desire. 
| Mr. DINGLEY. I wouid like toinquireof the gentleman from 
| Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in charge of the bill. whether it is in- 
tended to endeavor to reach avote upon these World Exposition 
amendments before the adjournment to-morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is impossible to anticipate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the suggestion, because Monday will 
be suspension day, and unless the bill should be completed to- 
morrow it will then go over until Tuesday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The great trouble about the matter is that 

it might do injustice to those who are in favor of the measure, 
as well as those who are opposed to it, on account of the thin- 
| ness of the House. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I did not know but the gentleman from In- 
| diana had madesomearrangement. lIask further because various 
gentlemen have asked me if there will probably be a vote upon 
these Exposition amendments to-morrow. If there is not to be 
a vote, I take it for granted that some of them will be away. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thope the gentleman from Indiana will agree 
to take a vote at some time to-morrow. I have no doubt that 
that is the general disposition of the House—to dispose of its 
business as soon as possible. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The attendance is generally rather thin on 
Saturday. For the present [ will notseek to make any arrange- 
ment, but will let the debate go on in the usual way. I do not 
| desire to oecupy any time at present. 
| Mr.SAYERs. Let us have an understanding that speeches 
shall be limited to half an hour. 
| Mr HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that during the gen- 
eral debate speeches be limited to half an hour each. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that the Chair divide the time equally 
between those favoring the measure and those opposing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman propose that the com- 
mittee shall consider all the World’s Fair amendments at once? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That we consider all the amendments to- 
gether that have been passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. As far as debate is concerned? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Unless there is a vote taken to-morrow none 
can be taken until Tuesday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam apprehensive that the attendance will 
| be very thin to-morrow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itseems to me there otght to be some under- 
standing reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from 
| Indiana is that debate proceed upon these amendments now, and 
| that speeches be limited to half an hour, 
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Mr. BINGHAM. And that the time be equally divided by the 
Chair between the two sides. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Between those who favor 
those who are against it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jer sey. Before agreeing to that I 
would like to know w hether it is not possible to determine now 
when the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggestthat the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey let consent be given to the proposition just made, and then 
we can take up the other proposition. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
gether just as well. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to know if the gentleman from 
Indiana can not give us some indication to-night before adjourn- 





the measure and 


Oh, no; we can fix it all to- 


ment. It will be a great convenience to members. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. It is impossible to hear what is being 
said. Does the proposition embrace all the amendments, and is 


it proposed that there shall be only thirty minutes debate” 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty minutes for each speaker. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. That is, upon the World’s Fair amend- 
ments? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. 
gentlemen shall be recognized? 
to members of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no such understanding. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana, 
in connection with the proposition he has made, and which 
seems to be a very proper one, that each speaker be limited to 
thirty minutes, the time to be equally divided between those 
who favor the measure and those who are opposed to it,whether 
he can not now indicate a time when the vote can be taken and 
let the time be fixed by unanimous consent. Now, I suggest 
that it is almost the universal sentiment that the House should 
close up the business of the session and go home. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And if a vote can not be had to-morrow, it 
can not be had until Tuesday, and that will amount to so much 


delay. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 
d 


Yes. 
Is there any limitation as to how many 
Is recognition to be confined 


Why not take the vote at 12 o’clock on Tues- 


ay 
Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I submit a request for 


unanimous consent that the final vote on these amendments in | 


the Committee of the Whole be taken at 12 o’clock on Tuesday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana ask unani- 
mous consent that the speeches in this debate on these amend- 
ments be limited to half an hour to each speaker. 
be equally divided between those in favor of the proposition and 
those against it, and that the vote be taken on the whole of the 
amendments at 12 o’clock on Tuesday next 

Mr. MCCREARY. I desire to ask—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire toask of the gentleman from Indiana 
what opportunity there will be for offering amendments? 
amendments will be submitted to the Senate amendments. 
When will these amendments come inif this agreement is made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They can be offered during the time of de- 
bate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ButI would suggest to the gentleman that 
we are now entering upon general debate, and amendments are 
not in order in general debate. 

Mr. McCREARY. Does the gentleman from Indiana include 
Monday in the request which he has made? 
ing said about Monday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That iss: ispension day. 

Mr. MCCREARY. ThenI understand the gentleman to mean 
that the debate is to take place to-day and to-morrow, and that 
on Tuesday we take a vote at 12 o’clock on the propositions. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Onthe proposed amendments for the World’s 
Fair. 

Mr. DINGLEY. With the understanding that amendments 
will be in order at any time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will be agreed to also. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I wish to know whether under this ar- 
rangement, proposed by the gentleman from Indiana, amend- 
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that the committee rise with a view of making the order in the 
House? 

The CHAIRMAN. What the gentlemanrefers toare eud- 
ments. The proposition is that the debate commence now on 
these amendments, the speeches to be limited to half an 
of time, to be equally divided between those in favor and thox 
oppos¢ d to the amendments, and that the vote ae c<en on Tues- 
day at 12 o’clock; also that amendments may be ed, in what 
order? 

= HOLMAN. At any time whenagentleman gets the flcor 

-FOWLER. Iunderstand that suspension day is not to b 
in -. rfered with in the debate upon this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That has already been 
stated. You need that in order to get anything through thi 
House with the thin majority you have. 

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of 
centleman from Indiana? (After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Chairman, the amendments relat- 
ing to the World’s Fair, which are now under conside ration, 


and which have passed the Senate, are substantially the prov 
sions which were reported in a bill from the Select Committe 
on the Columbian Exposition to the House of Representatives 
The report which I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
will explain the views of the majority of that committee on this 
legislation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition, to whom was ref 
House bill 6953, having had the same under consideration, report the accom- 
panying substitute therefor, and recommend its passage, and that House 


bill 6953 be laid upon the table. 
A further report will be filed with the Clerk at an early day 


‘Tred 


SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT. 


The Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition, to whom was referred 
the bill H. R. 6953, having reported as a substitute therefor H. R. 9267 \ 
bill to aid in carrying out the act of Congress approved April 25, 1890, ent 


tled ‘An act to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary o! 
the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, by holding an interna 
tional exposition of arts, industries, manufactures, and products of the 
mine, and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Dlinois,’ and appropri 
ating money therefor,’’ beg leave to submit the following report thereon 
The objects of this proposed legislation are to assist the World's Colum 
bian Exposition in providing the necessary money for opening the Ex post 
tion on May 1, 1893; also to provide the sums of money estimated to be ne 


| essary for the maintenance of the World’s Columbian Commission, the Board 


of Lady Managers, the salaries of the necessary officers, and to pay fort 
| medals and diplomas to be awarded exhibitors. 
The committee has given very careful consideration to each of these sub 


The time to | 


Some | 


I have heard noth- | 


| tional 


jects. The first proposition presented the inquiry whether under the Exp 

sition act approved April 25, 1890, it is the duty of the Congress of the United 
States to give financial aid to the World’s Columbian Exposition, and to 
what extent it should aid the enterprise, if at all. By section 6.f said act oi 
Congress the World's Columbian Commission is given exclusive authority 
to determine the planand scope of the Exposition. This duty was performed 
very promptly by the Commission and in a manner creditable to the Gov 
ernmen‘’ and people of the United States and to the great satisfaction o 
foreign countries. No previous international exposition has ever been 
planned in so skillful and comprehensive manner, and if the plan and scope 


of the World's Columbian Exposition so determined be legitimately carried 
out, no event in the history of the United States has ever been more con 
conducive in demonstrating the grandeur of the institutions of this country 


and advertising to the worl the vast natural resource: 
tries of the States and Territories of this Union, and 
given unparalleled in any country. 

“In its sco and magnificenc e this Exposition stands alone. There is 
nothing like it in all history. It easily surpasses all kindred enterpri 
and will amply illustrate the ‘marvel ous genius of the American people in 
the great domains of agriculture, commerce, manufactures, and invention 
which constitute the foundation upon which rests the structure of our na 
glory and prosperity.’" (Report of the special subcommittee the 


3, the arts and indus 
an exhibition will be 


| Committee on Appropriations, Fifty-second Congress, p: As ge 15.) 


ments will be in order at all times, between now and the time | 


fixed for the closing vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairis unable to answer the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Unless that is agreed to, I shall object. 
it is agreed to, I will withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
as to amendments that may be offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, 

Mr. BLOUNT. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Would it not be in order, if objection is made, 


If 





Section 5 of said act makes it the duty of “The ww, rid’s Exposition 
1892,’ a corporation created under the laws of the tate of nn nois (and of 
which the World’s Columbian Exposition is the s uccessor), to furnish t 
site and necessary buildings thereon adequate for the purposes of the Exp 
sition, according tothe plan and scope thereof determined by the said 


Columbian Commission aforesaid. The site, the number, and the extent o 
| the buildings must necessarily have all been made to conform to the plan 
| and scope of the Exposition. The site furnished extends over an area of 633 

acres, located in Jackson Park in the city of Chicago, fronting on Lak 

Michigan. The following table shows the number. area, and cost of the 

buildings now being constructed by the said Exposition company { 

purposes of the Exposition: 
Coat and area, main buildings, World's Columbian Exrpositio 
Roild “aq |cubic con- Coat ; : - ‘ 
Buildings. Area tents Cost. ree Ma " 
{eres 
Manufactures | 30.48 134,586, 000 41,600,000.00 81.21 staf’, w y1 
and Liberal u 
Arts 
Machinery Hall | 15.77 | 47,861,000 | 1,050, 000. 00 1.53 
and annex. 
Agricultural | 13.42 | 3%, 133,400 690, 600. 00 1.18 Do 
Building and | 
annex. | | 
Electricity .......| 5.96 | 20,790,200 | 425,000.00 1.64 De 
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Cost and area, main buildings, etc.—Continued. 

















Cubic con- | Cost 
Buildings. | Area. Cost. uare Material. 
tents. | "oor. 
| | | 
Acres.| | 
Minesand Mining | 5.64 | 14,800,600 | $265,000.00 | $1.08 | Staff, wood, iron, 
and glass. 
Art Building and | 5.12 | 14,491, 100 670,000.00 | 3.01 | Staff, wood, iron, 
annexes. glass, and brick. 
Horticultural | 5.11 | 10,718,900 309, 032. 46 1.35 | Staff, wood, iron, 
Building and | | and glass. 
annex. 
Transportation | 15.50 | 27,571,800 370, 000. 00 bd Do. 
Building and 
annex. | 
Fisheries _.......- | 2.34] 3,598,340 224. 000. 00 2. 20 Do. 
ey ee aS | 2.27] 6,687,000 210, 000. 00 2.12 Do. 
Office building -.. . 87 1, 216, 000 60, 000. 00 1.57 Do. 
Forestry ....-.-..- 2.52 | 4,813,050 90, 000. CO -82 | Wood and glass. 
Women’s ........- 1.84 | 4,950,800 128, 000. 00 1.73 | Staff, w , iron, 
and glass. 
NET i nconkintenee 45 707, 000 30, 000. 00 1.53 Do. 
Administration ._.| 1.27 | 7,276,000 435, 000. 00 7.84 Do. 
Pump house...... | 14 307, 400 23, 000. 00 3.66 | Brick, staff, iron, 
glass, and wood, 
Sawmill .......... -85 | 1,480,000 35, 009. 00 | -95 | Staff, wood, iron, 
Tool house........ -75 | "817,500 | 39,000.00 |. 92 | “and glass. 
Oiland coal house) .25 272, 500 | 15, 000. 00 1, 38 | Do. 
Stockmen’soffice,, .80| 2,510,000 100,000.00 2.87 | Iron. 
restaurant, | 
and stock en- 
trance. 
Stock sheds ...... 25.00 | 27,225, 000 210, 000. 00 -19 
Stock ring.......-. 2. 85 7, 446, 000 125, 000. 00 1.01 
Press building....| .30 524, 000 50, 000. 00 3. 82 
Music stand _.... .50 872. 000 10, 000. 00 - 46 
City policestation| .25 436, 000 40, 000. 00 3.57 | Brick, staff, wood, 
iron, and glass. 
Freight sheds ....| 7 | 817, 500 | 22, 000. 00 .67 | Staff, wood, iron, 
and — 
Boiler house......| 1.10 | 1,916,000 30, 000. 00 .63 | Brick, iron, glass. 
Sewerage-cleans- .40 696, 000 | 30, 000. 00 1.72 
ing works. } | 
Total........ 142. 50 | cater nee 7, 286, 032. 46 pecs 





Average cost per square foot, $1.17. Average cost per square foot (not in- 
cluding stock sheds), #1.39. Space devoted to agriculture, including stock 
sheds, 152acres. Total area of grounds, 633 acres. 

As further illustrating the scope of the Exposition and the extent of the 
buildings required, as compared with former expositions, the following table 
will demonstrate: 











| 
Paris. | Centennial.| Chicago. 
Area of grounds.............. acres... 238 284. 49 633 
Area occupied by buildings.-..do...-. 75} 70. 08 142} 
Number of main buildings.-.__.....-.! 5 23 28 
Cont of DmisINgs..........enccccccnces #3, 903, 760.08 | $5, 189, 828. 32/87, 286, 032. 46 
Cost per square foot._.... isi aah $1.74 | $2. 16 $1. 39 
Area covered by buildings _.sq. feet..|.............-- 3, 052, 684 6, 487, 390 
| 4, 323, 330 9, 138, 888 


Exhibitspace (approximate) ..do._. 7 spdnee chisel 








When the scheme for holding a World’s Fair was being projected the 
opinion was generally concurred in that the sum of $5,000, would be ade- 
quate to provide the site and all necessary buildings for the accommodation 
of the exhibition. This view was never changed until the subject was thor- 
oughly investigated by the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial of the 
Fifty-first Congress, when it was ascertained that the sum of $8,600,000 had 
been expended in the preparation for the Paris Exposition; it was then con- 
cluded by that committee that the sum of $10,000,000 would be required at 
Chicago. However, that committee assumed that this sum would be ade- 
quate not only for the grounds and buildings, but would cover all the ex- 
penses necessary for opening the gates. But after careful investigation, 
doth by the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations of the pres- 
ent House and ourselves, it is apparent that more than $17,000,000 will be re- 
quired to prepare for the opening of the Exposition gates, having due re- 
gard for the plan and scope as fixed by the National Commission. 

There is no express duty laid upon the World’s Columbian Exposition by 
the terms of the Exposition act requiring that corporation to expend any 
portion of its funds in exploiting the Exposition at home or abroad; but 
seeing the World’s Columbian Commission without funds for this perpoes, 
and realizing that the Expositioncould not be a success, however grand and 
ee the _ and scope, and however adequate the grounds and 
buildings, unless exhibits were secured, to the end that the American people 
and foreign nations might become interested and take part in the Fair by 
making exhibits and otherwise, this corporation has expended large sums 
of money in foreign agitation and in promoting the Fair in this country. 
And in order to intelligently exploit and prepare for the Exposition, and at 
the same time preserve the relations of the Government to it. by agreement 
between the World’s Columbian Exposition and the World’s Columbian 
Commission, fifteen great departments were inaugurated for the purpose of 
carrying on this feature of the work, under th> direction and control of the 
director-general, the Government's officer, the expenses of which have all 
been provided for by said corporation. 
expenditure has produced the following very gratifying results: 


Appropriations and subscriptions by States and Territories to June 11, 1892. 






a i te eat 688,000 | BOWE co csinwas wepets gesnpeos cece $125, 000 
a ecitoatiy Giecil 15,000 | Kansas (subseription) ....... 30, 000 
DED Scndeaubdmec cana «ded 300,000 | Kentucky .................... 100, 000 
eae Ae! nee eee 
CONN fo ice buks cant aeees 50,000 | Massachusetts - .............. 150, 000 
ID os ine oink onpemnsons 10,000 | FRR picsincncncccanenans 000 
Florida (Subscription) --....- 50,000 | Michigan . , 000 
Idaho ..............-.....-.... 20,000 | Minnesota. 000 
es Ge eb I iia a eiesiatnenes , 000 
DEEL, co nach.con tithebasnbacks Fa, Oe PEEING. ndaccdsducadunaondel 000 


The result of this organization and | 
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amount of the said 


| propriety of making said appropriation, but also wit 


| of the United States, and that the President was uired 











JULY 15, 
Appropriations and subscriptions, etc.—Continued. 
I iss, cuinceee: Ra NET Ta Ee #20, 000 
New Hampshire............. a he a 5, 000 
DOO DOUG onc enecoccasanes Wee PRED U., .. dicate vabaecus 25, 000 
WOE EID. nine xnsinnecauas 25,000 | Washington................. 100, 000 
SO on 300,000 | West Virginia .............. 40, 000 
North Carolina.............. 26,000 | Wisconsin................... 65, 000 
North Dakota ............... 56, G00: 1 Wr OmNIe. 6... 2. .c-0 catact-< 30, 000 
Re i ge, 100,000 | Texas (subscription) -......- 300, 000 
Pennsylvania ............... 300, 000 —_—_—_—— 
Rhode Island................ 25, 000 GRE ihren ks, io A 3, 835, 000 


State associations have been formed in Louisiana, Oregon, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, and Tennessee. 

The amount thus far appropriated by foreign governments for Exposition 
purposes approximates 5,000,000. The following tabularstatement presents 
the data upon which this estimate is based: 





Argentine Republic.......... $100,000 | Tasmania ................... $10, 000 
I ivitiiins inn dus inh Acithaiaese’ I ie cnn caccensdtine noes 15, 000 
I ee, ee , 700 | Guatemala .................. 209, 600 
ee ov inc vnncidewaindiioe Dn oe oh wabaccuante 25, 000 
COMIN, aie, ca uks biases’ EE ea 20, 000 
SD cosaccaddshinmmbad I MIN ns insve crcain wneimetaseipinth ipo 630, 765 
TE ee cae EE EN oo enn ace d Gabe panie 50, 000 
Is niin dun Staak auee 125,000 | Dutch Guiana_-_._..........- 10, 090 
a 627,000 | Dutch West Indies -........ 5, 000 
SONI bac cias sciciccorinageah 800,200 | Nicaragua..............-..-... 30, 000 
Rec hicunn wh casinibameee 60,000 | Orange Free State......-..- 7,500 
Great Britain..........--. ss. 200,000 | Paraguay .................... 100, 000 
Barbados ...... 6,000 | Peru...... 125, 000 
Bermuda.-__... I 0 nc pilin gcecewnauae 12, 000 
British Guiana............... Cn ee 25, 000 
Canada (preliminary). ...... 100,000 | Sweden.... ........-........- 53, 600 
Cape Colony .................. I onc pwc smentarn cin 56, 280 
Ra ce 65, 600 | British Honduras. .........- 7, 500 
Ne Oe ia , 000 ene 
New South Wales...........-. 150, 000 IN a ba at ee eS 4, 982, 000 
New Zealand................. 27, 500 


The following-named countries have also expressed a determination to 
participate as governments or through their merchants, but the amount of 
money to be expended by each is not yet known: Algeria, Belgium, British 
Columbia, Danish West Indies, Egypt, Ervtheria, French Guiana, Hawaii, 
India,Italy, Madagascar, Madeira, Malta, Mashonaland, Netherlands, Persia, 
Puerto Rico, Queensland, Russia, Santo Domingo, Siam, South Australia, 
Spain, Transvaal, Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela, Victoria. 

ese will devote from $1,500,000 to $2,000,000 to making exhibits. 

The agencies employed by both the National Commission and local cor- 
poration seem to have been thoroughly competent in the discharge of their 
respective duties, and considering the vast extent of the work to be per- 
formed and the short time intervening before the opening of the Exposition, 
it should be a matter of gratification to the country that such magnificent 
results have been attained for the Fair. 

We have seen that the local corporation has already expended in the work 
the full amount the people of ee were required to raise by the terms of 
said act of Congress. It is claimed by the directors of said corporation that 
unless the Congress of the United States comes to the relief of the World’s 
Columbian Exposition to the extent of $5,000,000, they will be unable to com- 
plete the work of aoe for holding the Exposition on the plan and 
scope determined by the Government, but will be forced to materially mini- 
mize the Fair. 

Private citizens of Chicago have agreed to raise the sum required in ex- 
cess of $15,000,000 to ao the gates in case Congress appropriates %5,000,000 
as provided in the bill heretofore reported, which agreement is appended 
hereto, marked Exhibit A. Under these conditions your committee is con- 
strained to recommend the appropriation of the sum of %5,000,000 under the 
restrictions and limitations provided in section 1 of the bill as reported. 
After concluding in favor of said appropriation the committee sought to de- 
vise the best method for making the appropriation, so as to afford the least 
tax upon the Treasury and at the same time best promote the interests of 
the Exposition. The plan adopted in the bill meets the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, as is shown by the following communication: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., June 15, 1892. 
Hon. A. C. DURBOROW, 
Chairman Committee on the Columbian Exposition, 
House of Representatives, Washington: 


At your request I have examined the draft of a bill to aid in carrying out 
the act of Congress, approved April 25, 1890, providing for a World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition, and am ofthe opinion that, with the minor changes already 
suggested by the Department and approved by you, the administrative 


features of the bill are in due form. 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


The appropriation is made on condition that $10,000,000 has been provided 
and actually expended by said corporation in preparation for the Exposi- 
tion, and that the necessary excess over $15,000,000 will be raised by the citi- 
zens of Chicago. 

It was proposed to your committee by the World’s Columbian Exposition 
that in case Congress ro apes = the said $5,000,000, that the Treasury 
of the United States should be reimbursed out of the net proceeds of the 
Exposition in a as the subscribers to the stock of said corporation 
and the city of Chicago were reimbursed for the subscriptions and contribu- 
tions made by them. 

It will be observed that provision is made in section 1 of. said bill for the 
reimbursement and repayment into the Treasury of the United States of 
the said sum of $5,000,000 on that basis. It is the opinion of your committee, 
after careful examination of the report of the special subcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and testimony had and taken in its own be- 
half, that the Government will, in all probability, not only receive back into 
the Treasury as its ie of the net proceeds of the Exposition the full 

,000,000, but a large sum in addition thereto. 

Your committee was not only cofifronted with the question of policy and 

the question of the 
constitutional power of Congress to make the same, and it concluded that 
in view of the fact that the Exposition to be held in the country was to be of 
a national and international character under the auspices of the Government 
by the terms of 
the Exposition act to invite foreign nations to participate therein, all of 
which essentially involved thecharacter and fame of the people and Govern- 
ment of the United States, and it be a to your committee that the 
relation of the Government to the undertaking could not be maintained un- 
less the Exposition was given the financial aid provided in section 1 of said 





1892. 





bill, it concluded that no other course marked by wisdom and patriotism 
could be adopted than to make said appropriation as provided in said bill. 

And when we considered that Congress on divers occasions had papcoget- 
ated the public moneys to defray the expenses incident to the aS pation 
by the Government of the United States in international exhibitions which 
have been held in foreign countries, it had equal power in the interests of 
the public welfare to appropriate money in aid of an international exhibi- 
tion to be held in our own country. 

In order to enable Conewecs to appropriate the necessary moneys to main- 
tain the World’s Columbian Commission and its officers, the Board of Lady 
Managers, and to make the Goverenment exhibit in a manner contemplated 
by the said oo act, it was 4 to your committee that the lim- 
itation of $1,500,000, to be expende that behalf, must necessarily be in- 
creased, and, to that end, your committee has provided in section 5 of said 
bill an increase of said limit to the amount of $417,500. 

The World’s Columbian Commission, its officers, the Board of Lady Mana- 
gers, and the Government Board of Control are the only agencies provided 
for in said Exposition act through which the interest of the Government of 
the United States and its relations to the Exposition can be maintained, and 
the unexpended balance of the said sum of $1,500,000 and the increase thereof 
hereinbefore referred to comprehend an expenditure which, according to 
the best judgment of your committee, will afford the sum of money abso- 
lutely necessary for the economic performance of the duties laid upon said 
—_ respectively by the express terms of said act of Congress. All of 
which is respectfully submitted. 


EXHIBIT A. 


To the President and Board of Directors of the 
World’s Columbian Exposition: 


GENTLEMEN: Our attention has been called to the fact that the report of 
the finance committee of your body discloses that upon a careful and con- 
servative estimate the cost of meres we suitable and adequate prepara- 
tion for holding the Exposition in 1893, as the manifest spirit and intent of 
the act of Congress approved — 25, A. D. 1890, requires, will involve an ex- 
penditure of not less than $18,000,000. 

In making a corporation one of the agencies for executing its will, Con- 
gress enacted that your constituents, the citizens of Chicago, should furnish 
a site, and $10,000,000 for the purpose of the-Exhibition and to complete prepa- 
rations for holding the same. 

A site confessedly sufficient and satisfactory has been furnished, and $10,- 
000,000 provided, thus meeting in that behalf every expressed and implied 
obligation imposed by said act upon the citizens of Chicago. 

To complete the work of preparation, the sum of $10,000,000, provided for 
in said act, was undoubtedly estimated by Congress to be fully adequate. 

In the report of your committee, attention is directed to the fact that since 
the passage of the act of Congress and the selection of a site, foreign nations 
have, wit great unanimity, accepted the invitation of the Government of 
the United States to participate in the Exposition, and to enable them prop- 
erly to install their exhibits will require much larger space than was origi- 
nally contemplated. It has also beefi ascertained that the several States 
and domestic exhibitors must have a much larger area than was at first 
deemed ample to meet their necessities. 

As a result, it became obvious to the National Commission and to your 
board that if the proposed International Exposition was to conform to the 
intention of Congress, as manifest in the act projecting it, and be in any 
pro r degree worthy of the nation, more extensive buildings and increased 
acilities for exhibition would be indispensable. 


CHICAGO, December 8, 1891. 


In the presence of these facts the National Commission has in duty bound | 


very properly demanded not only that the site furnished by you should be 
ample, but that the scope and plan of the Exposition should be commensurate 
with the needs of foreign governments and domestic exhibitors, and of such 
character as in all things to decently comport with the dignity and honor of 
the nation. 

We heartily indorse their action as being wise and judicious, and your 
Directory, in conforming your work of preparation to the requirements of 
the enterprise as made manifest by actual conditions, deserves the approval 
of all patriotic citizens everywhere and has our unqualified sanction. 

We commend the course you propose in calling the attention of Congress 
to the gross inadequacy of the amount provided for and now available, and 
suggesting the necessity of an appropriation of %5,000,000 on a plan of reim- 


bursement similar to that which attached to the contribution made by the | 


oe of Chicago. 

If this es meee shall be realized, the further sum of #2,000,000 or 
$3,000,000 will undoubtedly be needed. 

Aaprenias the financial obligation to be assumed, and the deep sense of 
your responsibily to the dignity and honor of the country, the undersigned 
shareholders and citizens urge you to go forward with the work of prepara- 
— ina manner consonant with the importance of the great national under- 
ta , 

We have every confidence that Congress will not hesitate to make the 
— my ation. The patriotism of the people of the United States 
Ww: emand it. 


We believe itis inexpedient toapply tothe Governmentforaloan; suchan 


application would tend to disassociate the Government ofthe United States | 


from the celebration it has authorized and promoted, and stamp the Inter- 
national Exposition, intended to commemorate an event which marks a 

eat epoch in the history of the world, as a local enterprise. Beyond that, 
f such an ee were justifiable on other grounds, and the $5,000,000 
were obtained, it would render it impracticable for you to raise the several 
jem oy which would still be required, and which it will devolve upon you to 
provide. 

With the ee of %5,000,000 secured, all financial questions may 
be considered as settled, because a temporary loanof the additional amount 
required can be placed at home. To place such loan as may be then found 
necessary, you may look to the undersigned for the heartiest coéperation. 

arshall Field, Marshall Field & Co., Geo. M. Pullman, John 
Newell, N. B. Ream, J. J. P. Odell, S. W. Allerton, H. H. Por- 
ter, Rand, MeNally & Co., A. McNally, Thies, J. Lefens, Phil. 
D. Armour, Geo. Schneider, John R. Walsh, Chas. H. Wacker, 
Fraser & Chalmers, Jas. W. Ellsworth & Co., Lyman J. Gage, 
E. J. Keith, C. K. G. Billings, Ferdinand W. Peck, Wm. T. 
Baker, T. B. Blaekstone. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk's 
desk and desire to have read the message of the President of 
the United States relative to the Columbian Exposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of Congress the annual report of 
the World’s Columbian Commission, a supplementary report of the same 
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commission, submitted February 16, 1892, the report of the board appointed 
by me under section 16 of the act of April 25, 1890, to have charge of the ex- 
hibit to b2 made by the Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, the Fish Commission, and the National Museum, and the report of the 
Board of Lady Managers provided for by section 6 of the act referred to. 

The information furnished by these reports as to the progress of the work 
is not only satisfactory but highly gratifying. The plan and scope adopted, 
and the site and buildings selected and now being erected, are fully commen- 
surate with the national and international character of ,the enterprise con- 
templated by the legislation of Congress. The Illinois corporation has fully 
complied with the condition of the law that $10,000,000 should be provided, and 
the Government Commission reports that ‘the grounds and buildings will 
be the most extensive, adequate, and ornate ever devoted tosuch purposes.”’ 
It seems, however, that from %5,000,000 to 28,000,000 more will, in the opinion 
of the local board and the National Commission, be necessary to prepare the 
Exposition for a complete and successful inauguration. 

It will be noticed from the reports that it was first proposed by the local 
commission to ask of Congress a loan of $5,000,000, to be a from receipts, 
and that the National Commission approve this suggestion. Subsequently 
the Illinois Exposition Corporation reconsidered its action and determined 
to ask a subscription of $5,000,000. The supplementary report of the National 
Commission seems to approve this amended proposition. I have not my- 
self that detailed information as to the financial necessities of the ae 
which would enable me to form an independent judgment of the additional 
amount necessary, and am not therefore prepared to make any specific rec- 
ommendation to Congress upon the subject. The committee of Congress 
having this matter in charge will undoubtedly obtain full and accurate in- 
formation before final action. 

The Exposition, notwithstanding the limitations which the act contains, 
is an enterprise to which thé United States isso far committed that Con- 
gress ought not, I think, to withhold just and reasonable further support, if 
the local corporation consents to aes r conditions. 

Liberality on the part of the United States is due to the foreign nations 
that have responded ina friendly way to the invitation of this Government 
to participate in the Exposition, and will, I am sure, meet the approval of 
our people. The Exposition will be one of the most illustrious incidents in 


eee BENJ. HARRISON 








EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 24, 1892. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk's 
desk and desire to have read extractsfrom the platforms adopted 
by the leading political parties in their recent national conven- 
tions. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


[Extract from the platform adopted by the national convention of the Dem- 
ocratic party June 22, 1892, at Chicago, Ill.] 


Recognizing that the World’s Columbian Exposition is a national under- 
taking of vast importance, in which the General Government has invoked 
the codperation of all the powers of the world, and appreciating the accept- 
ance by many of such invitations so extended and the broadened liberal ef- 
forts being made by them to contribute to the grandeur of the undertaking, 
we are of the opinion that Congress should make such necessary financial 
provision - shall be requisite to the maintenance of national honor and 
public faith. 


[Extract from the platform adopted by the national convention of the Re- 
publican party June 10, 1892, at Minneapolis, Minn. |} 


The Columbian Exposition is agreat national undertaking, and Congress 
should promptly enact such reasonable legislation in aid thereof as will in- 
sure the discharging of the expense and obligations incident thereto and the 
attainment of results commensurate with the dignity and progress of the 
nation. 

Mr. DURBOROW. 
time for the present. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has three minutes left. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I reserve that. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I have been in favor of cele- 
brating the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of Amer- 
ica since that subject was first presented to Congress. I believe 


I desire to reserye the remainder of my 


| that a World’s Fair or international exposition held in the model 


Republic of the world and participated in by all the nations 
of the earth, isthe best way to emphasize and commemorate the 
greatest event of the kind that ever occurred. Two years ago 


.I stood in my place in this Chamber and spoke in favor ofa 


World’s Fair, and advocated Chicago as the best place to hold 
that Fair. I have not changed my mind. 

I am to-day as much a friend of Chicago as I was then, and [ am 
prouder of Chicago now than I was then. The zeal and carnest- 
ness with which the people of Chicago have performed their duty, 
commands respectandadmirationeverywhere. With unanimity 
unprecedented, enthusiasm unequaled, and energy that brings 
grand s:iccess the people of Chicago are preparing for a World’s 
Fair which will excel all other world’s fairs, and where will 
be presented a grand pageant of civilization, a splendid picture 
of progress and prosperity, an unparalelled dispiay of the arts, 
industries, products, minerals, and manufactures of all nations. 

I grant all honor to the pzople of Chicago for what they have 
dons and what they are doing, but I can not indorse the propo- 
sition which is now presented to this House in the bill now under 
consideration, that $5,000,000 be taken from the Treasury of the 
United States and delivered to the officers of the World’s Co- 


| lumbian Commission to aid them in conducting the Fair. 


This is not a proper time to take so large a sum of money out 
of the Treasury of the United S‘a‘*es and hand it over to thos» 


| who have charge of the World’s Fair. The surplus of money 
| that was in the Treasury is gone. Money is scarce, and in the 
last few months bonds of the Government have become due and 


have not been paid becaus2 there was not sufficient available 
money in the Treasury topay them. Membersof this Hous: there- 
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fore should hesitate and consider well before they make this im- 
portant appropriation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another great and important ob- 
stacle in the way of this appropriation, to which I call the at- 
tention of members. There is no warrant in the Constitution 
of the United States to justify us for appropriating $5,000,000 in 
aid of the World’s Fair. Our country is now more than one 
hundred years old, and, so far as I know, Congress has never 
been asked before to make the Government a joint stockholder 
ia a fair corporation; yet the provisions of the bill now under 
consideration authorizes stock to be issued to the United States 
Government for the $5,000,000 that we are asked to contribute, 
and thus the Government is to occupy theposition of being a joint 
stockholder in a corporation. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. MCCREARY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Was not the United States Gov- 
ernment 2 stockholder and joint owner in the United States 
bank? 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, sir; but leading Democrats and 
many of the best and ablest citizens opposed the Government 
taking stock in the United States bank. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Was it not in that position dur- 
ing the lives of the two United States banks, the one that was 
originated under the idea of Mr. Hamilton and also the one that 
came later? 

Mr. MCCREARY. They were both condemned in public esti- 
mation and both bitterly opposed by Thomas Jefferson and An- 
drew Jackson, and both lead to financial disaster. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And both resulted in disaster? 

Mr. MCCREARY. And both lead to disaster. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman from Illinois think that 
this case is analogous to that of a banking institution? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Notatall; but lmade that remark 
in response to the statement of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
Mr. McCREARY, thatthe Government had never been interested 
in a joint stock corporation. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I said in a joint stock corporation for a 
World’s Fair. But, I believe, Mr. Chairman, there is no propo- 
sition which Democratic leaders more earnestly opposed than 
the United States bank to which the gentleman from Illinois 
has referred. The statement which I made had reference to 
corporations in connection with international expositions, and I 
desire now to call the attention of the committee to what this 
Government has done with regard to international expositions 
held in the past. 

When the first international exposition was held at New York, 
in 185], so far as I can find from the record, no aid was asked of 
the General Government. In1876, when the International Cen- 
tennial Exposition was held at Philadelphia, Congress was asked 
io loan $1,500,000. Congress agreed to the loan to the Centennial 
Exposition on condition that the money should be repaid out of 
the first net receipts, and every dollar of it was paid back. Then 
by an act of Congress $1,000,000 were loaned to the New Orleans 
[ixposition. I believe no part of this loan was repaid because of 
financial disasters 

We arenot now asked to loan money, but we are asked to ap- 
propriate $5,000,000 in order that the United States Government 
may become a joint stockholder in a corporation. This isastep 
far in advance of anything of the kind ever taken by the Govern- 
ment. If such a precedent should be established, the evils that 
would result can not be estimated. 

Mr. Chairman, it is assumed by the friends of this appropria- 
tion that the Columbian Exposition is entirely a Government un- 
dertaking, but the law providing for the Exposition contradicts 
any such conelusion. In order that we ma aoe exactly where 
we stand and what authority we have in this matter, let us go 
back to the beginning and see under what law the Columbian 
isxposition is to be held so far as the power granted by the Con- 
gress of the United States is concerned. 

i hold in my hand the act approved April 25, 1890, entitled 
‘‘An act to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniver- 
sary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, by 
holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manu- 
factures, and the product of the soil, mine, and sea, in the city 
of Chicago in the State of Illinois.” There are three distinct 
provisions in this bill to prevent the Government of the United 
States from becoming liable beyond the appropriation of one 
million and a half of dollars for the purpose of constructing the 
Government buildings and providing for Government exhibits. 
I read first section 15 of that bill: 

Sec. 15, That the United States shall notin any manner, nor under any 
circumstances, be Mable for any of the acts, doings, proceedings, or repre- 
sentations of the said corporation organized under the laws of the State of 


Ilinols, its officers, agents, servants, or employés, or any of them, or for the 
service, salaries. labor, or wages of said officers, agents, servants, or em- 
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any certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, or obligations of any kind issued 
by said corporation or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses of any kind 
whatever attending such corporation or accruing by reason of the same. 

Congress did not stop with a single declaration. Again, in 
section 18 of the bill, it is provided: 


That the United States shall not be liable, on account of the erection of 
buildings, pene of the Commission or any of its officers or employés, or 
on account of any oe age incident to or growing out of said Exposition, 
for a sum exceeding in the aggregate $1,500,000. 

To prevent the granting of just such aid asis now being asked, 
Congress, in section 20 of the act, provided as follows: 

SEc. 20. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any lia- 
bility of the United States, direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation 
incurred, nor for any claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress 
or the Treasury of the United States in support or liquidation of any debts 
or obligations created by said Commission in excess of appropriations made 
by Congress therefor. 

It would have been impossible to make the law on this subject 
= clearer. 

ut, Mr. Chairman, if we need arything more we have it. In 
that greatcontest, when New York and St. Louis and Washing- 
ton and Chicago were contending in this House for the location 
of the Fair, the representatives of the several cities were heard 
on this floor. The conceded leader and representative of Chi- 
cago on the Democratic side was Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
of Illinois. That gentleman, to-day the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and the leading champion at that 
time of Chicago, stood in his place in this House and said: 

Give us the World’s Fair at Chicago; we will ask nothing from Congress 
except what will be required for the building and the Government exhibits. 
I suppose five or six hundred thousand dollars will be enough to provide for 
the Government exhibits. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky—— 

Mr. MCCREARY. Icannotyield. I have only thirty min- 
utes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Whether he predicated his vote 
at that time on Mr. SPRINGER’S statement? 

Mr. McCREARY. I will answer the gentleman's question, 
but he must not interrupt me again. The gentleman asks me 
whether I predicated my vote on Mr. SPRINGER’S statement. I 
will read an extract from what I said when I spoke in this Cham- 
ber in favor of Chicago only a few minutes before the decisive 
vote was taken: 

I believe proper legislation should be granted immediately, but the United 
States Government should not pay any part of the proposed expense of the 
World's Fair, except a reasonable amount for the proper display of the Gov- 
ernment exhibits. 

That is what I said then, relying upon what was in the act as 
passed, and relying upon what Mr. SPRINGER said on the Dem- 
ocratic side, and what the distinguished gentleman from Chicago, 
Mr. Mason, said on the Republican side; for he said substan- 
tially the same as Mr. SPRINGER. They were the acknow!l- 
edged leaders and champions of Chicago. No man can say, and 
be supported by the act of Congress which was passed April 25, 
1890, that the Government of the United States is committed in 
any way or bound in any way to take stock to the amount of 
$5,000,000 in the World’s Fair, as provided in the bill under con- 
sideration. 

When a world’s fair was held at New York and when a world’s 
fair was held at Philadelphia and when a world’s fair was held 
at New Orleans Congress passed acts authorizing the President 
of the United States to invite foreign nations to take part in these 
expositions and appoint representatives thereto; but Congress, 
in its action on those respective occasions, had no intention of 
becoming committed to an appropriation of nrdney. Its object 
was then, as it is in this case, that the invitations to be sent out 
should have the seal and the infil ence of the Government of the 
United States. 

But, Mr. Chairman, for another reason I think we should not 
make this appropriation. This House sent a committee to the 
city of Chicago to look into the World’s Fair, and the chairman 
of that committee was the honorable gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DoCKERY]. . 

The ‘answer of the President of the Columbian Exposition to 
questions propounded by Hon. A. M. DocKERy, chairman sub- 
committee of the Committee on Appropriations” showed that— 


The probable receipts is nearly %15,000,000, which, added to the $10,000,000 
which it is admit by everyone was to be furnished by the local authori- 
ties for this enterprise, makes a total fund of about $25,000,000. 

On the 25th of February last the President of the United States senta mes- 
sage to Congress regarding the Columbian Exposition, accompanied by of- 
ficial reports from the various officers of the Exposition. On pages 55 and 

6 are estimates showing that the entire probable expenses of the Exposition 
would be $17,825,453, leaving a surplus of $7,000,000. It appears, however, in 
answer to question 13 of the Dockery committee, that President Baker now 
estimates the entire expenses of the Exposition, ‘‘from its inception until 
the completion of liquidation,’ at $22,226,403. 


| I call attention also to an extract from a letter dated April 9, 
1892, from H. N. Higinbotham, chairman of the ways and means 
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committee of the Columbian Exposition Company, to Hon. A. 
M. DocKERY, which may be found on page 365 of the report of 
the committee— 


You will notice oy Amer showing total receipts $35,029,384.99, and the 
totalexpenditures $22,476,112.99, a difference in favor of receipts of $12,553,272, 
"his, as you will see, will pay back the capital asat present subscribed, #10,- 
419,510 and leave a surplus of $2,133,762. 


As the World’s Columbian Exposition, according to the state- 
ment of its president, Mr. Baker, and the statement of the chair- 
man of its ways and means committee, H. N. Higinbotham, is 
in such a prosperous condition, why should the Government of 
the United States be called upon to furnish $5,000,000? On the 
basis indicated it appears that there will be a surplus of several 
millions of dollars without the city of Chicago or the Illinois cor- 
poration risking any amount beyond the original $10,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, it must not be forgotten that the Government 
of the United States has already paid for the benefit of the In- 
ternational Exposition more money than it ever donated before 
to any world’s fair held in the United States. I have before me 
a statement furnished by the Assistant Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, which shows that the total cost to the United States Gov- 
ernment of the Centennial Exposition at Philadelphia in 1876 
was $618,500. As I have said, there was a loan of a million and 
a half, which was repaid. The total cost to the Government of 
the United States of the New Orleans Exposition was $650,000, 
and there was also a loan of $1,000,000. 

The appropriations so far made by Congress for the World's 
Columbian Exposition at Chicago in 1893 are as follows: 

Act April 25, 1890: 


ENON SS att eden ctu Uk tis edd downto wwievb cous $100, 000 | 
WORE Pb COLUM Dian SOMINISEIOD.. «0.20 oc cevcccnbsh chen sébnessebb< 200, 000 | 
Ba in. cckwcoiienindtn pagaetinnnsbonattinias 20, 000 
Act March 3, 1891: 
er eee clan enanmpie umaeneedewaiale 300, 000 | 
Sc cadin nic ddd gcictmnbkacietntnasidien 20, 000 
I I ccc hieementiinalatotanaenbiindiaiel 350, 000 
ee ey CIO, on 5 og go cce cc eenaecrocacunebencesnes 59, 500 
ey Oe onan oc ce dnnu da capungaesetemmbepsdommncs 35, 000 
nde rh oe a a chs eancdbenabies 2,500 


In sundry civil bill now pending: 
Government Board of Control 


Total 


I am satisfied, after making such investigation asI could make | 


as a member of the Commitiee on the Columbian Exposition, 
that it will cost the Government a million dollars more before 


we get through, which will make a total donation of two and a | 


hali millions of dollars which the Government of the United 
States will have made for the benefit of the International Expo- 
sition. I do not believe that the time has come when we should 
appropriate $5,000,000 for the benefit of the World’s Fair; and 
the time can never come with me when I will be willing to vote 
for any bill which will make the Government of the United 
States a joint stockholder in a corporation. The facts do not 
show that the World’s Fair needs Government aid to the 
amount of $5,000,000 to make ita success. The supreme mo- 


ment has not come when the Government is required to furnish | 


millions for the Fair? 

The gates of the World’s Fair are not to be opened for visitors 
until next May. The dedicatory exercises will be held in Octo- 
ber of this year, but the gates are not to be opened until next 
May for visitors. Congress will convene again the first Monday 
in next December. The time has not yet come when the offi- 
cers of the International Exposition can properly come before 


the Congress of the United States and say that unless Congress | 


grants aid this great Exposition will be a failure. 

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on the Colum- 
bian Exposition I have carefully considered and examined the 
appropriation now under consideration, and I have not been able 
to support it. I have endeavored to present in a calm and dis- 
pass:onate manner my reasons for voting against the appropria- 
tion. A sense of duty compels me to take this position. 
same time my heart thrills with pride as I remember what has 
been done and what is being done at Chicago in behalf of the 
great World’s Fair. While I appreciate the great efforts that 


are being made by those connected with the Exposition, and | 


while I shall sgy at all times Godspeed to those who have charge 
of the great undertaking, I can not support the appropriation of 
$5,000,000 as presented in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. ’ 

Mr. PENDLETON was recognized. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Before the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia proceeds I want to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Iwas temporarily out of my seat when 
the discussion commenced, and 


rectly informed as to the parliamentary status of the case. I 








At the | 


The time of the gentleman from Kentucky | 


have not been perhaps cor- | 
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want to know what the agreement or understanding was when 


| this discussion commenced as to when it should be closed and 
| how it should be closed? 


The CHAIRMAN, The understanding and agreement wers 
that the discussion should commence at once: that speeches 
should be limited to one-half hour's time; that the time was to 

| be equally divided between the friends and opponents of the 
| measure, .nd that a vote would be taken on the main proposi- 
| tion, and any amendments thereto, at 12 o’clock on Tuesday next, 
| the arrangement not to interfere with suspension day on Mon- 
| day. 

| Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman, what I want to 
| knowis this: I take it the agreement has been reached by unani- 
| mous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, in reaching an agreement of this 
character by unanimous consent, do I understand that th» pur- 


| pose of this House is to take a vote on the main question at 12 


o'clock on Tuesday? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ments. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Then one further question; because | 
want to be understood on this point. Do I understand that this 
| agreement binds any member of this House to stand up on that 
| question and come to a vote? 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The vote will come, whether he stands up 
| or not. 
| Mr. BANKHEAD. DoJ understand that this unanimous con- 
| sent implies that the vote must be taken then? 
| The CHAIRMAN. It does certainly. 
| Mr. BANKHEAD. That is all I wanted to know. 
see whether it is taken then or not. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr.Chairman, I desire tosay afew words 
upon this question because my constituents, I think, takea great 
interest init. In my district they are very largely affected by 
the weal or the woe, by the prosperity or lack of prosperity of 
Chicago. Under ordinary circumstances I would not have been 
in favor of the United States Government embarking in connec- 
tion with the World’s Fair at Chicago or anywhere in this coun- 
try. When I was a member of the last House, when the ques- 
tion of location came to the front, I voted upon every ballot in 
favor of locating the Fair in the city of Chicago. I had no op- 
portunity during my brief service in that House to express my 
| opinion upon the question as to whether our Government should 
embark upon an enterprise of this character or in any way lend 
| its countenance to it. 
| IfI hadhad an opportunity at the beginning to have expressed 
| my opinion upon that question, I would have been opposed to 
| our National Government entering into or participating in any- 
way in such an enterprise as the World’s Fair; but when we 
' come to this question to-day, we stand upon avery different foot- 
ing, not only before the people of our country, but before the 
entire civilized world, which is directing its eyes to the World’s 
Fair of 1893. Wes have gone further than we ought to have gone; 
but when we have crossed the bridge as we have done, I do not 
| believe that it is the duty of this Government to take a single 
| step backward. 
| Why, gentlemen, just look at the position in which we have 
| placed ourselves. We stand here with a population of 65,000,000 
| of people, claiming to be the representatives of the highest and 
| grandest civilization that the world has ever known, claiming 
| to be descendants of races that have carried their flags and their 
civilization all over the known world. With more wealth to our 
| credit than any other nation, with more boasted enlightenment 

than all other peoples, we, as a nation, have extended our invita- 
| tion to every power upon the globe to come to this country in the 
| year 1893 and see how the American people — to celebrate 
| the greatest event thatever occurred in the history of the world, 
| since the entry of our Saviour into mortal life, more than « 
een hundred years ago. 
| Having extended that invitation, having, as it were, sent to 
every government an earnest request to come here and partici- 
»ate in our festivities and behold what we have accomplished 

ere in the last three or four hundred years, are we American 
citizens, and are we going to permit that great enterprise to fail? 
Are we going to lower ourselves in the eyes of all the world and 
make this glorious country of ours a laughing stock,a hissing, 
and a contempt before all the people of what we delight to call 
| the effete monarchies and worn-out despotisms of old Europe? 
| And yet when we hear that unless this appropriation of $5,000,- 
000 be made this enterprise is likely to fail, or to lose some- 
| thing of its magnitude, of its splendor and its glory as an exhi- 
| bition of American enterprise, American art, and American de- 
velopment, are we, on account of an increased expenditure—are 
we, on account of asuim no greater in addition than $5,000,000, to 
| suddenly turn about in this enterprise, to suddenly abandon it, 


On the main question and all amend- 


We will 
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as it were, and allow ourselves to be held up to the contempt of | 
the world? Never; a thousand times, no. 

I for one, sir, donot believe, any more than my friend, the ¢dis- 
tinguished ex-governor of Kentucky [Mr. McCreary], believes, | 
in the United States embarking in an enterprise of this charac- 
ter. I donot believe that the National Government at the be- 
ginning should ever have undertaken this enterprise. I do not 
believe that we should ever have loaned our countenance to itas 
a government; but when we have actually done this, when we 
have held that it is national in its character, that it is national | 
in its incsption, and have already, by our own act, induced all 
foreign nations to believe that our nation is practically carrying | 
it on, and that this great fair is under the auspices of our national | 
Government, I siy that it is our duty as good American citizens | 
and as representatives of American patriotism and American 
love of country to vote that appropriation to help carry on this 
ent-rprise. 

We are too rich and think ourselves too great to permit any 
of our plans to fail. We are too proud to allow anyone to say 
that the word “ fail” is written in the American lexicon, and 
we hur! foul scorn at one and all who dare to cast that imputa- 
tion in our faces. Flaunting our eagle in the faces of all comers, 
we proclaim that America is first and the rest are nowhere. | 
We did not fail when we raired the flag of the Revolution, in 
1776, onevery field of battle; in those days, most dark and dr-ar, 
it stood forth as a star of the future to all mankind and a beacon 
light pointing the way to the enfranchisement of both the Old 
and the New Worlds. We did not fail when our fathers went | 
to war to maintain our liberties upon the high seas and give to 
American sailors and ships their freedom along the highways 
o° the world to every mart or clime where trade and commerce 
unfurled their light wings and alluring song to all peoples and 
nati ns. Ourmarch has been ever upward and onward, whether 
it has been on the ocean wave, over the plains that lay in the way 
to our Western Empire, or into the fascinating realms where 
science, art, literature, and human development ever hold sway. 
And shall this World’s Fair which Great Britain, France, and 
Russia through our own action believe to be the child of our 
Government, the undertaking of our nation, fail for the want of 
a few dollars? American patriotism forbids it, national honor 
revolts against it, the pride of our people says never, and every 
impulse in our breasts isagainst it, while all men would cry shame 
on us forever. 

Why, in the past, my friends, we have voted money to carry 
on other enterprises of thischaracter. We have voted money to 
New Orleans, we have voted money to Philadelphia, we have | 
voted money for all subjects in the past that have been subjects | 
of national pride; and if there is anything which will arouse all | 
the pride in every American bosom, if there is anything that 
will be a subject fit for boasting to American citizens for years | 
to come, if there is anything that will stand out to the world as 
the representative of American skill, energy, and thrift, of Amer- 
ican ability to build up from the ground to the highest position 
that any people can attain, it will be that wonderful city of Chi- 
cago, the glorious child of the great Northwest, and the univer- 
sal queen of the mighty lakes. What we expect to show at the 
city of Chicago in the year 1893 is something of which we shall 
all be proud, and something in which every American will take 
a never-ending interest. 

Why, my friends, we have voted money to erect monuments 
to great characters in this country. We have voted money to 
celebrate great events in the history of our country in the past. 
We have made that the rule, whether rightly or not. I for one 
would have been willing to have stopped long ago, and I would 
never, at the beginning, have voted for our embarking in this 
enterprise; but when we have crossed the bridge, I say it is our 
duty as good citizens to go on and carry out this enterprise. 

Now, I understand that the people in charge at the city of 
Chicago say that their ability to raise money is exhausted; that 
their funds have all been used up, and that unless this money be 
given the Exposition will perhaps be a failure, and we shall be 
subjected to the greatest national disgrace. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do hope these amendments will pass. 
We can well say to all nations that of all things that we hove 
celebrated in our past history we are about to celebrate the 
greatest event of them all. e propose to show to the people 
of Europe what has been done in four hundred years on this side 
of the Atlantic. We propose to invite the down-trodden subject 
of the Czar of Russia; we propose to ask the highly-civilized 
Englishman, the warm-hearted Irishman, the republic-loving 
Frenchman, and the free and liberal German to come here, to 
cross those dark and stormy waters that lie between us and them, 
and see what we have done under free American institutions in | 
the past few hundred years. We want to point to them the 
spectacle that has come to pass under our institutions, andshow 
them what can be done in acountry where the people are suffered 
to govern themselves and be a law unto themselves. 








| cago. 


Mr. LESTER of Virginia. Did not the representatives of Illi- 
nois and Chicago say, ‘Give us the Fair and we will show you 
what we will do?” 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, I admit that the gentle- 
man’s statement is true, whatever our Chicago friends may say, 
because ali wiil recollect the canvass made then upon the loca- 
tion of the Fair. I can easily recollect how my vote was elec- 
tioneered for when this matter was up in the last House of Rep- 
resentatives. I wa; besieged all over the Capitol building, 
wherever I could be found, in order to induce me to vote for Chi- 
I was told, as a fundamental reason, that if we gave Chi- 
cazo the lccation of that World’s Fair not a dollar would be 
asked for from the National Government. But I was never told 
that by any person in high authority, or any person who could 
speak authoritatively upon this question. 

It is true that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], a 
distinguished member of this House and most patriotic son of 
Illinois, stated that if this Fair should be given Chicago that 
city would carry it all on herself. These things did not influ- 
ence my vote on the subject as to the question of location. It 
was because between the city and districf which I have the 
honor to represent here and Chicago we annually carry on a 
gigantic trade; it was because large numbers of the citizens re- 
siding in my district have vast interests in the city of Chicago, 
I was influenced in my vote on the question of location. Iknew, 
though, then that this question would be up in the present 
House; that Chicago's promise that she would pay all these ex- 
penses would be as delusive and as deceiving as the gales that 
blow across the Bay of Biscay or any other part of the seas in 
any part of the world. 

I knew then that she would come knocking at the doors of the 
present Congress for the purpose of asking for an appropriation, 
because I knew she had undertaken a plan and an enterprise, 
she had taken upon herself a burden, that no city upon this con- 
tinent was competent to carry. I knew that gigantic as they 
proposed to make this Exposition, wide-reaching as they pro- 
posed it should be, I knew as well then as I know now, that the 
city of Chicago would be here asking us for more money; that 
of necessity she or any other city would be here. 

Mr. KILGORE. Why did you not tell us? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I had no opportunity, and I am not re- 
sponsible for what Chicago did; and a; the immortal Grover 
Cleveland said,‘‘ It is a condition and not a theory that confronts 
us.” Iam speaking to the actual present, not a mistaken past} 
to things as they exist, and to the actual condition. Chicago 
has done well, but she has not been able to carry out her prom- 
ise, though she has striven hard to make this Fair what it ought 
to be, to represent American enterprise, to represent American 
civilization, grand and glorious as the American character 
should be, to make it a wonder and a spectacle in the eyes of the 
world. She has to have national assistance, and this House should 
give it to her; and by everything on earth I am willing to give 
it to her, and I am not the one who is willing to fail my country 
in a crisis like this. 

Now, I do not desire to detain this committee much longer, 
but I think this Exposition, now we have embarked in it, now 
we have loaned it a national character, now that the faith of the 
Government has been pledged to it, now that invitations have 
been extended to the entire world to come and see what a great 
people we are and take lessons for themselves so as to guide 
them in the future, not only in the arts and sciences, but also in 
the great and ever living question of free government should be 
aided with all our sympathy, with all our good will, and with 
our hard-earned dollars. I say that the Congress of the United 
States should do its duty, notwithstanding the failure of this 
city in what it promised. That we should show that we are 
ready to do our duty, to show that in appropriations'we are ready 
to do our duty, and if necessary, to do it not only for the sake of 
the old flag, but by voting the appropriation that usually goes 
with that venerated old banner. And this time we can vote our 
dollars to no grander, nobler end. 

Why, my friends, just think what this Chicago Exposition will 
be. It isnot local, intended for Chicago alone. While we have 
65,000,000 of people under our flag, we have some 3,000,000,000 
square miles of pray en! & also, and the greater portion of it yet 
to be settled, yet to be thrown open to the skilled enterprise of 
the whole world. And we are giving this International Exposi- 
tion not only for the benefit of a single city and State, but also as 
a question of the almighty dollar to the whole country. 

e are displaying ourselves, our wealth, our opportunities for 
labor and capital and our mighty possibilities for all mankind 
for centuries tocome. And we hope that when they come here 
and behold the wonderful development which has.come to us in 
this country in the last two hundred years, that when they behold 
our fertile soil and our Jovely valleys and our magnificent rivers 
upon which to carry a mighty commerce, and our vast areas still 
unsettled, thousands upon thousands of the better classes of Euro 
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pean citizens will come here to heip us to carry on this country 


as we have carried it on in the past, to develop it as we hope to 


develop itin the future, and to make it of what we Americans all | 
hope Americais to be for all coming time, a thing of joy forever. | 


And, believing that Iam contributing somewhat toward that 
end, believing that I am doing my city a service, that I am do- 
ing my State a service, that I am doing my constituents a serv- 
ice, and that Iam doing a service to the whole American na- 
tion, that I am making a record which my people will approve, 
which my conscience sanctions and for which I shall never blush, 
I shall gladly cast my vote in favor of giving that Exposition 
this additional $5,000,000. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, on the 7th of March the gentle- 
man from Illinois, the chairman of the Select Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition, introduced a bill into this House (H.R. 
6953) providing for appropriations for the Columbian Ex- 
position amounting to $6,550,090. The bill was referred to the 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. The question has 
from time to time been discussed before the committee by repre: 
sentatives of the ExpositionCompany. Change after change was 
made, until no less than nine different bills had been prepare, 
when a substitut: bill was finally reported on the 17th of June. 


The substitute bill (H. R. 9267) calls for appropriations aggre- | 


gating $5,520,000, the committee having reduced the amount 
called for $1,030,000, 

The bill as modified ani reported to this House did not meet 
the approval of all the membars of the committee, and the views 
of the minority were filed. The billhas never been called up for 
action by the House, but the appropriation is sought to be made 
by tacking it on to the sundry civil bill, and includes some of the 
ob;ectionable features waich the Committee on the Columbian 
Exposition unanimously voted to strike out, and so the report 
that the chairman of the Columbian Exposition Committee had 


read by the Clerk does not represent the views of any portion of | 
that committee upon all the items now under consideration, for | 


it differs materially from the bill reported by the Columbian Ex- 
position Committee. 

Before proceeding to state the reasons why I believe the appro- 
priation of $5,090,000 should not be made, I wish to say most em- 
phatically that [am not an opponent of the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. On the contrary, 1am, and have been from its first incep- 
tion, one of its most earnest supporters. It is true that I favored 
a different location from the one selected by Congress, but that 
wes for the reason that I believed the welfare of the Exposition 
wasinvolved in its location. I may have been mistaken as to 
that, still I confess that while studying the subject of late, and 
particularly whil> l‘stening to some of the remarks that have 
been made here to-day, I have even had that original opinion 
confirmed. 

However, Mr. Chairman, be that as it may, the selection of a 
locaticn has been made, and I believeit to be the duty, asI hope 
it may be the pleasure, of every citizen of every locality, not ex- 
cepting the people of Chicago, to assist in making this Exposi- 
tion all that was originally intended it should be, and, let me add, 
on the original and proper basis established in the beginning. 


The legislation under consideratioa proposes to materially ; 
change that original plan, and as I understand the question,. 


there ave three general propositions advanced why this ought 
to be done: 

First. That the Exposition is entirely an undertaking of the 
Gen2ral Government, or that the Government has se far com- 
mitted itself to the undertaking as to be morally if not posi- 
tively financially responsible for the result. 

S.cond. That the Exposition in its development has already 
£0 far exceeded the expectations of the promoters that it would 


not only be unfair, but would be unduly and unjustly burden- | 


some and oppressive to the citizens of the city of Chicago to in- | 


sist upon that city carrying out the enterprise as it has under- 
taken to do. 
Third. That Chicago has alreaiy done all and even more than 


all that was promised, expected, or demanded that she should do. | 


Mr. Chairman, it will be my purpose to show that the reverse 
of these three propositions is true. 


There may be some dispute as to whom belang the credit of | 


first suggesting an exposition to celebrate the four hundredth 
anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Colum- 


bus, but there can ba none as to the fact that many people all | 


over the United States approved the suggestion. It was to cele- 
brate a great historic everit, and at least four cities realizing the 
great advantages likely to accrue to the locality designated for 
holding such an exposition vied with each other for the honor. 

It was recognized and plainly stated by those representing each 
of the contesting cities, that a condition precedent to the claims 
of any city being considered was that such city must demonstrate 


its financial ability and its willingness to amply carry out the | 


enterprise without financial aid from the General Government. 





The rep’es *ntatives of one city even offering to assume the ex- 
pense of the Government exhibit? 

That it wa; thoroughly understood by the official representa- 
tives of the city of Chicago that the Government was not, under 
any circumstances, to be obligated directly or indirectly for a 
s ngle dollar beyond what might bs necessary to prepare itsown 
exhibit. and the expenses of the national Commission, is plainly 
snown throughout all the proceedings incident to selecting the 
location for the Exposition. 

Hon. De Witt C. Cregier, mayor of Chicazo, when before the 
the Senatorial Committee said, speaking officially for that city: 

Iam not goimg to say further, because I have two associates here who will 
present the matter to youin detail; therefore I will again emphasize that 
Chicago wants this Exposition, She is ready to meetevery requiremont by 
Government or by surrounding circumstances. 

Mr. Chairman, as 1 shall have occasion to quote from the two 
ussociates of Mayor Cregier to whom he alludes, I state here 
that they were Mr. Thomas B. Bryan, and Mr. Edward T. Jef- 
frey, and their utterances must have the same force asif spoken 
by the mayor. 

Mr. Thomas B. Bryan, now the vice-president of the Colum- 
bian Exposition, in his address before the Special Senatorial 
Committee, on the lith of January, 1890, said: 


The task assigned me in this discussion is an enumerat‘on of some of the 
more prominent reasons for the location we advocate. 
* « e x * « 


* 
The matter under consideration being of a business character, should, 
in my juigment, be treate1 in a business way. 


Mark you, Mr. Chairman, it was a business proposition and was 
to be treated in a business way, and it wasso understood by every 
one. Mr. Bryan then very ably stated his reasons, interroga- 
tively, and said: 

The answers to thase quastionsarssugg¢-stelin the questions themselves, 
and they will be more accurately and eiaborately repliel to by the gentle- 
man who succeeds me, Mr. Jeffrey, an accomplished expert. e sent him 
to Paris as the representative of Chicago, and how any one man could have 


accomplished more than he did in the brief sojourn he had there, it passes 
my coinprehension io say. 


Now, what did Mr. Jeffrey have to say upon this subject? You 
must bear in mind that Mr. Jeffrey is the gentleman who was 
rentto Paris, Hewasthe chief relianc: of the mayor of Chicago 
and of Mr. Bryan, who is now the vice-preident of the World's 
Columbian Exposition. so it isfair to presume that he knew what 
he was saying upon this great question, for he was supposed to 
be their best-informed gentleman upon the subject of the Expo- 
sition. 

This is in part what Mr. Jeffrey said. I willsend tothe Clerk’s 
desk and have read a few extracts from Mr. Jeffrey's speech. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The tas’ has been assigned to me of endeavoring to show youin some de- 
tail the ability of Chicago to satisfactorily and in a proper manner conduct 
its proposed Exposition in 1892. * * #* 

‘The tirst requisite, as has been stated by older and more eloquent tongues 
than mine, is the financial basis upon which to build. Following that the 
physical features must be fully and fairly considered. * * * 

lt is but natural that it should occur to the honorable committee to in- 
quire if it is expected that Chicago can construct and conduct for the sum 
mentioned the Exposition contemplated. 

Such an inquiry would be both reasonable and proper, and to meet it I will 
state the estimated resources ani expenditures of the undertaking: 


i ns ccna dndcmmannden $5, 000, 000 


ERROR Ore Gre Oe i one co tte nun se ncce ccccccee . 1,000,000 
Receipts from admissions, 15,000,000, at 50 cents each ._............. 7,500,000 
Sale of material after Exposition closes.............................. 500, 000 

Total estimated resources _......................... inde inelanmins 14, 000, 000 





For buildings and preparations of the grounds and their adorn- 

OR ea ee ee 7,000, 000 
al a acca, laa alias 3, 000, 000 
ee ep Widicte sata hae Beeld sags Daa vc cc dich Scub checkin deen 4, 000, 000 


DD incest Si peicni teil inti ae foie act a a le ide 14, 000, 000 
It has been found difficult for those who have had this project under con- 


| sideration in Chicago to prepare in a reliable, comprehensive, and satisfac- 


tory manner plans for buildings suitable for all the requisites of 1892 when 
it is not known by a single American citizen in New York, Washington, St. 
Louis, or Chicago what aggregation of space will be required, for no appli- 
cations have been made nor has direct and positive information been ob- 
tained. 

It is therefore, if you will pardon me, wasting your time and that of those 
who have and who might have prepared plans to, submit to you, to consider 
at this early day any plans. 

= * J - * - , 

First let me suggest that as the Exposition is a great undertaking, in- 

volving a wonderful amount of labor in a short time, it is essential that you 


| who are considering the subject should be convinced that the parties de- 


sirous of undertaking it have the ability, the energy, and the force at hand 
to construct and conduct it 
* * s Fa * * * 

The credit of our city is good. Her debt is but $12,500,000, which is less 
per capita than that of any other city ofequalorgreater population. In 1857 
it paid 8 per cent on loans. In 1889 the city refunded at 3} per cent #242.0000f 
its maturing 6 per cent bonds, the new 3} per cent bonds commanding 1024 
in the market. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, such were the words of Mr. 
Jeffrey, and that statement tells its own story. If this was to 
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have been a Government undertaking why was the task assigned 
to Mr. Jeffrey, as he states it was,to show in some detail the 
ability of Chicago to satisfactorily and in a proper manner con- 
duct its—observe, Mr. Chairman—its proposed Exposition. And 
then he adds, ‘‘ The first requisite is the financial basis upon 
which to build.” Why, sir, if it had been a Government affair 
a financial argument was unnecessary, for at that time the Fifty- 
first Congress had not confiscated the large surplus remaining 
in the Treasury of the United States from a Democratic Admin- 
istration. 

In the face of such a statement as that just read, made under 
such circumstances by so eminent an authority as Mr. Jeffrey, 
indorsed by the mayor of the city of Chicago and by Mr. Bryan, 
now the vice-president of the World’s Columbian Exposition, 
how can gentlemen come before this House and claim that this 
Exposition is a governmental undertaking? But this is notall. 
It will be observed that in the estimate submitted by Mr. Jef- 
frey he had only provided for $5,000,000subscriptions. When the 
Fifty-first Congress came to enact the bill it said, ‘‘ We do not 
accept your estimate; you must satisfactorily show to the Presi- 
dent of the United States that you have received not less than ”— 
mark the words, Mr. Chairman—‘‘not less than ten millions”— 
not five millions—before he should even give it such govern- 
mental sanction as was desired and was necessary, if foreign 
governments were invited to participate. 

In other words, Congress said that the minimum amount that 
must be in hand before other nations should be iuvited to send 
exhibits must be not less than $10,000,000. That was not the 
maximum amount, as it is now pretended to claim, but the min- 
imum sum, for Congress was very careful to use the term ‘not 
less than.” Was it ever before pretended that such words sig- 
nified a maximum limit? 

The claim that is now put forward, that the Fifty-first Con- 
gress made an estimate as to the necessary amount that would 
be needed to carry the Exposition to success, and that the sum 
so stated was $10,000,000, and that that was all Congress required 
in addition to a proper site, has no foundation in fact. Congress 
never made or attempted to make an estimate of this sort. Mr. 
Jeffrey very clearly stated in the portion of his address just read 
by the Clerk that it was too early to make such estimates and 
would be waste of time to do so. 

Those speaking for the city of Washington had named $15,000,- 
000. Those speaking for the city of New York had alsonamed the 
sum of $15,000,000. Those speaking for the city of Chicago had 
named $5,000,000 as a sufficient guarantee fund. The estimates 
were so widely different that Congress said, you must have not 
less than ten millions in hand before the President shall be au- 
thorized to give it governmental sanction. And thatisall there 
is to the claim that Congress made an estimate of $10,000,000 as 
all that would be required to onan through the Exposition. 

Section 10 of the act reads as follows: 

That whenever the President of the United States shail be notified by the 
Commission that provision has been made for grounds and buildings for the 
uses herein provided for and there has also been filed with him by the said 
corporation, known as “The World's Exposition of 1892,"’ satisfactory proof 
that a sum not less than $10,000,000 to be used and expended for the purposes 
of the Exposition herein authorized, has in fact been raised or providea for 
by subscription or other legally binding means, he shall be authorized, etc. 

On the strength of this very carefully worded section gentle- 
men would now persuade you that Congress had prepared a care- 
ful estimate and had thereby misled the city of Chicage as to the 
real necessities of the occasion. I repeat that Congress did no 
such thing: it simply specified a minimum sum that must be in 
hand in order to obtain governmental sanction, believing that 
with that sum in hand the solemn promises then given might be 
accepted for any further necessary sum. 

Mr, Chairman, this is not all. When the bill was under dis- 


cussion in the Fifty-first Congress, Mr. Candler of Massachusetts, | 
who had charge of the bill, was asked if the liability of the Gov- | 


ernment was limited to the amount necessary to prepare its own 
exhibit, and he repeatedly stated that such was the fact. 


was no misapprehension as to the intention at that time. Mr. 


Lawler, a member of this House from Illinois, and whose genial | 


face has illuminated this House and its corridors for the past few 
days, addressing the House, said: 

I say that Chicago stands ready to make this a successful enterprise. 
Chicago does not ask a dollar to bear the expense; but our business men 
will subscribe, if necessary, $25,000,000 to make this Exposition what it ought 
to be in this country. 

Mr. SPRINGER, who was, as he is now,a member of this House 
from the State of Illinois, said: 

if this is not enough to make the Fair at Chicago the greatest success ever 
achieved heretofore in any country, we can fall back on the great State of 
Illinois, the fourth State in the Union, which does not owe a dollar of State 
debt. Illinois will see to it that the Fair is not a failure. 

Mr. Chairman, if the bill at that time pending before Congress 
and then being advocated upon the floor limited the amount of 
money that Chicago was to raise for this enterprise to $10,000,000 


JULY 15, 


why did Mr. Lawler say that Chicago would raise $25,000,000 if 
that amount should be necessary, or why did Mr. SPRINGER say 
that ‘if this is not enough to make the Fair at Chicago the great- 
est success ever achieved heretofore in any country we can fall 
back on the great State of Illinois, the fourth State in the Union, 
which does not owe a dollar of State debt. Illinois will sea to it 
that the Fair is not a failure.” 

Let me say right here, Mr. Chairman, that this suggestion of 
State aid was not only a reasonable and proper suggestion, but 
was supported by precedent. The State of Pennsylvania con- 
tributed to the Centennial Exposition of 1876 an amount equal 
to that contributed by the city of Philadelphia itself. 

Mr. Chairman, it does not appear that application for assist- 
ance has been made to the great State of lilinois, a rich State, 
without a dollar of indebtedness, a State that will benefit largely 
from this Fxposition. I submit that in view of the statement 
from so eminent an authority that if aid should be necessary, 
which I claim and expect to show is not, application should be 
made to that State and not to the people at large who are, as a 
rule, heavily burdened with debt. 

Continuing, Mr. SPRINGER said: 

We will ask no money from Congress, except what will be required for 
the buildings and exhibit of the Government. Five orsix hundred thousand 
dollars will be ample for this. But I would be willing to deal as generously 
by this World's Fair as we did by the Philadelphia Exposition of 1876. 

When we consider, Mr. Chairman, that the Philadelphia Ex- 
position was held to celebrate the one hundredth anniversary of 
American Independence, to celebrate the completion of a cen- 
tury of popular government, a national one hundredth birthday 
party, and thusactually connected with this Government, whereas 
the coming Exposition, although to celebrate a very important 
historic event, has no more direct connection with the United 
States than it has with any other government upon the Ameri- 
can continent. I say, when we consider this, we can readily 
understand how the distinguished gentleman from [Illinois would 
not suggest more aid for this Exposition than was granted to the 
Centennial Exposition of 1876. 

I hold in my hand a statement from the Treasury Department, 
certifving that the expenditures of the Government on account 





There | 


of the Philadelphia Exposition were a3 follows, viz: 
Government exhibits... ...........-.......--... Dee escnesenouuiaeabanin $573, 206. 11 








er Io oi os sctke sides pilndb were ceenyscccakosctene 39, 902. 12 
Engraving and printing certificates of stock....................-.-- 22, 433. 33 
Ce mcdad seers ueenainben 640, 541. 56 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 27, 1892. 


Sr: In reply to your inquiry of to-day, I have the honor to inform you 
that the Government expenditures on account of the International Exhibi- 
tion of 1876 at Philadelphia were as follows: 


Government exhibits 
IE Ce iad vc Rinna cab onin ba Oana ccc cchineiosine die 39, 902. 12 
Engraving and printing certificates of Centennial stock -- 22, 433. 33 
The sum of $1, 500,000 was advanced to the Centennial Board of Finance by 
the United States under the act of February 16, 1876, and repaid in full into 
the Treasury of the United States. 
Respectfully, yours, 


$578, 208. 41 


L. CROUNSE, Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. J. J. LITTLE, 
House of Representatives. 


The Government has already appropriated for similar purposes 
for the Columbian Exposition $1,500,000, or nearly two and a 
half times the amount expended at the Philadelphia Centennial, 
and the present bill provides for the further sum of $520,500; 
and we are informed that even this sum will not carry the enter- 
prise beyond the end of the present fiscal year. The Government 
has certainly fully complied with the requirements demanded of 
it by the gentleman from Illinois in that particular. , 

r. Chairman, it was on the faith of such solemn pledges; as 
these that I have called to your attention that the Fifty-first 
Congress passed the bill sanctioning this Exposition. If this 
Exposition had been undertaken by the Government would the 
| Government have sought a charter from the State of Illinois for 

the purpose of carrying it into execution? No man will seri- 
ously contend that it would. On the contrary, it would undoubt- 
edly have located the Exposition at the capital of the nation, 
and have assumed the management as well as the responsibility. 

In cate doubt may still exist in the minds of any upon this 
point, I ask that the Clerk may read the first ten lines of section 
5 and all of section 15 of the act authorizing the Exposition: 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

Sec. 5. That said Commission be empowered in its discretion to accept for 
the purpose of the World’sColumbian Exposition such site as may be selected 
and offered and such plans and specifications of buildings to be erected for 
such purpose at the expense of and tendered by the corporation organized 
under the lawsof the State of Illinois, known as “The World's Exposition of 
1892"": Provided, That said site so tendered and the buildings proposed to be 
erected thereon shall be deemed by said Commission adequate to the purposes 
of said EB ition. 

So. 15. That the United States shall not in any manner, nor under any 
circumstances, be liable for any of the acts, doings, pr ings, or repre- 
sentations of the said corporation or zea under the laws of the State of 

| Illinois, its officers, agents, servants, or employés, or any of them, or for the 























1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE: 


6235 





service, salaries, labor, or wages of said officers, agents, servants, or em- 
ployés, or any of them, or for any subscriptions to the capital stock, or for 
any certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, or obligations of any kind issued 
by said corporation, or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses of any kind 
whatever attending such corporation, or accruing by reason of the same. 


Mr. LITTLE. It is apparent, Mr. Chairman, that members 
of the Fifty-second Congress who vote to spend the people’s 
money for the purchase of stock in this Exposition company 
must find some better excuse to justify themselves before their 
constituents than that the Fiftyfirst Congress had committed 
the Government financially to the undertaking. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the second point made is that the Expo- 
sition in its development has so far exceeded the expectations of 
every one that it would be unfair, because it would be burden- 
some and oppressive to the citizens of Chicago to insist upon that 
city carrying out the enterprise as she has undertaken to do. 

One of the most difficult tasks that can be assigned to any per- 
son is to measure the expectations of another; but I believe in 


this case there is quite enough record to enable us to form a | 
correct judgment as to the expectations, not only of the city of | 


Chicago, but of every other city that competed for the honor of 
this Exposition. If I am able to show this, I submit that the 
burden will be with the other side to show not only that the de- 
velopment has largely exceeded expectations, but that the Gen- 
eral Government is responsible for this unexpected development. 
If this can be shown, then there may be some justification for 
this application for governmental aid; but not otherwise. 

It needs no argument to show that the reason why so keen a 
competitionexisted between the principal cities of the country for 
this Exposition was its anticipated greatness. And the greater 
the discussions made it appear it was likely to be, the more in- 
tense became the competition tosecureit. It therefore seems 
quite clear that it was its anticipated and yet unknown grand 
proportions that prompted the officials and representative men 
of ei cities to compete for the honor of its location and con- 
trol. ‘The prize having been won by the enterprising city of 
Chicago, she now pleads for governmental aid because, for- 
sooth, she claims it is going to be more of a fair than she antici- 
pated. Mark, however, thatthe plea is onlyageneralone. No 
one comes forward and says we had no idea that this country or 


would not participate. It was to be a world’s exposition. 

For noother reason was the sanction of the Government sought 
than thatit might extend the invitation to the nations of the 
world. Itis that invitation that gives such great importance 
tothis Exposition. The invitation was sent out because the par- 
ticipation of foreign nations was desired. Certainly none have 
accepted that weregotinvited. Stillwe have the assertion that 
it is so far exceeding anticipations that the Government should 
buy its stock to the extent of $5,000,000. 

Is there a precedent during the whole history of the United 








States for the Government buying stock of any exhibition cor- | 
poration? If there is not, then this Congress ought not to set | 


so dangerous a precedent. 

I propose, Mr. Chairman, to recall some of the utterances of 
those who succeeded in securing the Columbian Exposition for 
the city of Chicago while they were making the contest, and 
thus endeavor to discover whether it is the Exposition that has 
so greatly changed or the men that are behind it. 


Hon. De Witt C. Cregier, mayor of the city of Chicago, speak- | ( t 
| your attention to how fully he has provided for every contin- 


ing officially for that city before the special committee of the 
Senate, said: 


The people of the city of Chicago are united in the hope and desire and de- | 


termination that it shall excel all former events of the kind and prove not 
only eminently successful, but that it shall comport with the grandeur and 


dignity of this great and progressive nation. * * * We have in Chicago | 


everything that may be required to conduct to a successful issue this great 
Exposition. 

It is evident that the mayor of Chicago had in mind that this 
was to be not only a great, but the greatest Exposition that had 
ever been held, for such were his own words. 

Mr. Thomas B. Bryan, now vice-president of the World’s Co- 
lumbian Exposition, following the mayor, said: 


manded. They can be manned by sailors where the vessel are built and be 
sailed thence across the Atlantic, and by way of the canal and our magnificent 
lakes can enter the port of Chicago, and th=re illustrate by an object lesson— 
a great historical object lesson—whai was accomplished by that fearless 
navigator four hundred yearsago. Thatlesson, gentleman, is worthy anage 
of — from orators as distinguished as those who have preceded me 
to-day. 


Mr. Chairman, here we have still another indication that it 
was in the minds of every one that this Exposition was to be 
carried out on amost magnificent and gigantic scale, but we have 
ceased to hear of the building of these old-time Spanish vessels, 


| except as it may be possible to induce the United States or Spain 


herself to carry out the idea, which is not very likely, as Spain 
is tohave a Columbus celebration of her own during the autumn 
of the present year. 

I have already called attention to the table of estimated re- 


| ceipts and expenditures submitted by Mr. Jeffray, wherein he 


estimated that $14,000,000 would be all that would be required to 
carry through this enterprise. Congress, however, as I have 
stated, did not accept this estimate, but provided that at least 
$5,000,000 more must be guarantied before governm>ntal sanc- 
tion should be given. Thus, you will perceive, that based upon 
Mr. Jeffrey’s table, Congress said that at least $19,009,009 would 
be needed, and it was on this basis that governmental sanction 
was given. 

It is now claimed that the requirements of the Exposition far 


| exceed the original expectations. The Chicago Timss, on the 


20th day of February, the day on which the Congressional excur- 
sionarrived in Chicago,in a very elaborate article upon the subject 
of the Columbian Exposition stated: ‘‘The grand total sum to 
be expended by the Exposition Company stand; at $18,530,453.” 
Why, gentlemen, had Congress made the estimate which is now 
assumed by some that it did, I ask if it could have bsen more ae- 
curate. The Times also stated that ‘‘in view of this showing a 
statement of the Exposition’s resources will be found«interest- 
ing,” and gives the following: 

NI hittin erin cannes owe eenne ss qeu aon ses &5, 721,200 


Ce tts wminilinneaydion name sane 5, 000, 000 
I ie sheen megnincnom on 10, 000, 000 
Concessions and privileges ---_.-- etashinctbantarte hata eae 1, 500, 000 


| Salvage . 1, 500, 000 


that country would not participate—that this State or that State | 


Interest on deposits .._. ........-..- sian s 33, 452 


Making a total of_-. > 754 GR2 


Showing the probable receipts to be $5,000,000 in exeess of the 
expenditures. 

Do these figures indicate that Chicago is likely to suffer any 
serious loss from this Exposition? But some may say that these 
are merely figures from a newspaper and may not be reliable. 
I hold in my hand a letter from Mr. William T. Baker, the presi- 
dent of the Exposition, bearing date February 1, from which [ 
read the following: 

The estimated cost of the compieted structures, including landscape, statu- 
ary, fountains, terminal facilities, police and fire stations, and all that may 
be necessary for the comfort and convenience of visitors will be 915,117,500 
exclusive of the cost of administration, which is estimated at #2,770,000, mak 
ing a total estimated expenditure of $17,887,500 up to the opening of the Ex 
position May 1, 1893. 

This estimate of the president isa million and a quarter less 
than the estimate of the Chicago Times. 

Mr. Chairman, that estimate is from the president of the Ex- 
position, and made as recently as February 1, and [ again call 


gency. These are his words, viz: 

Theestimated cost of the completed structures, including landscape, statu 
ary, fountains, terminal facilities, police and fire stations, and all that may 
be necessary for the comfort and convenience of visitors will be $15,117,500, 
exclusive of the cost of administration. 

And when the cost of administration up to the opening of the 
Fair is added, the total is but $17,887,500. Thus leaving a mil- 
lion and a quarter of dollars remaining for other expenses after 
the Fair opens, and this is based upon the minimum sum of $19,- 


| 000,000, as shown by Mr. Jeffrey's estimate and the additional 
| $5,000,000 demanded of Congress. 


The argument against holding the Fair in the interior, based upon the | 


supposed loss of both foreign visitors and exhibits because not held at the 
seaport, has been completely exploded by the prompt and hearty responses 
from leading merchants and the ablest journals of Europe in favor of Chi- 
cago. 

Continuing, Mr. Bryan read quotations from correspondence 
from allover Europe, tending to show that the people from abroad 
would very generally participate. Here again it is shown that 
foreign and general participation was the very thing that was 
anticipated and desired. Why does not Mr. Bryan at this time 
speak out and specify wherein the enterprise is so far exceeding 
his anticipations? And also state how much of an additional ex- 
penditure is involved thereby? 

Mr. E. T. Jeffrey following the mayor and Mr. Bryan said: 

Let me ask you, gentlemen, to bear in mind that there can be constructed 


in Spain three vessels identical with those that the great Columbus com- | 


I also have before me a pamphiet issued under date of Marc! 
26, containing answers to sixteen questions propounded by Hon 


| A. M. DOCKERY, chairman of the subcommittee on Appropria- 
| tions, in which Mr. Baker furnished another and later estimate 
| of expenses covering the whole period from the very inception 


| may be very much in excess of this figure, 


of the enterprise until the ‘‘completion of liquidation.” This 
estimate is $22,226,403.03. In this same book he estimates gate 
receipts for admissions at $12,500,000. 

Mr. Chairman, this estimate of gate receipts is considered by 
many as & very conservative estimate, and that the gate receipts 
However, as Mr. 
Baker is the president of the Exposition Company he is pre- 
sumed to have more information to enable him to form a correct 
estimate than others, and for the purposes of this showing we 
will use these very latest figures furnished by him. 

If we substitute this estimate of gate receipts for the one used 
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by Mr. Jeffrey in his estimate before the Sonate committee, and 
inc!nde the aiditional sum provided by Congress, we find the 
probable receipts are $24,000,000, leaving a surplus of nearly $2,- 
00,00) ater ‘‘completion of liquidation,” upon even this latest 
and extraordinary estimate of $22,000,00) of expenditure. 

I am informed, Mr. Chairman, that the estimate of cost as 
here s‘ated by President Baker, includes an item of more than 
$90,000 expended by committees for dinners, brass bands, excur- 
sions, ete., in the preliminary work of securing the location of 
the Fair at Chicago. If this be so, then Congress should amend 
this bill, if it is going to pass it, and include an amount sufficient 
to reimburse each of the other cities for the expense incurred in 
tiat contest. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not leave this branch of the subject with- 
out calling at-ention to this last and extraordinary estimate and 
comparing it with the estimates contained in the annual reports 
which weve furnished to the President of the United States and 
by him forwarded to this House on the 25th of February. 

On page 55 of the President’s message will ba found a state- 
ment showing tat $12,966,890 is the total estimated cost of 
grouids and buildings, and on page 56 is a statement that $17,- 
625,453 is the total estimated expenditure. Yet we ave now fur- 
nished with an estimate under date of March 26, wherein the 
estimat’d cosh of grounds and buildings is placed at $10,853,150 
and ih» grand total of expenditures is placed at more than $22,- 
00,030, 

How ean this be, Mr. Chairman, grounds and buildings to cost 
two millions less and yet expenditures bs four millions more? 
A:e these estim ites prepared to meat particular occasions? 

Mr. Coairman, the fifth preamble of the bill introduced by the 
ge itleman:from [Uinois read as follows, viz: 

W hereastue rapid growth and development of the industrial arts and a 


plied s_icatses, and the universal! interest felt and taken in said Exposition 
vy the poeple of the several States and Territories of the United States, and 


the foreign uations of the worid, rendered it necessary to determine — and 
sco.e of said Exposition, and toconstruct larger buildings and provide more 
crtended favilities for its accommodation than have been necessary in any 


[ revious Exposition, involving according to careful estimates a necessary 
expenditure of not less than $8,000,00) in excess of the ten millions available 
under said act of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, if that preamble means what it says, then care- 
ful estimates place the cost of the Exposition buildings at $18,- 
000,000. I would like the gentleman who introducei this bill to 
inform us who made these careful estimates. 

‘The majority report contains a list of the Exposition build- 
inws, with the cost of each, showing that the entire cost of the 
buildings will be $7,286,032.46. For what has the remaining 
*10,713,967.54 been expended, if not for salaries and permanent 
improvements to Chicago and her parks? 

{In this connection I direct attention to the table of estimated 
resources and expenditures, which was submitted by Mr. Jef- 
‘rey to the specia! Senate committee, and which has already 
been read by the Clerk, in which he estimated the cost of build- 
ings t» be $7,000,000, a difference of $286,032.46 only between the 
estimate of Mr. Jeffrey made in January, 1890, and the admitted 
cost of the buildings, now that all are completed or contracted 
for. I repeat that I hope we may be informed who made the 
careful estimates referred to, showing that the buildings are to 
cost ¥18,090,000. It could not have been Mr. Baker, the presi- 
dent of the Exposition Company, for, Mr. Chairman, I quote 
again from his letter of February 1: 

The buildings primarily projected, including landscape improvements, 
have all been contracted for at a saving of about $2,500, from the archi- 
tect’s estimates, but the growing necessities of the enterprise have required 
the erection of others not at first contemplated, at a cost of about $1,900,000. 

Here we have an estimate by the president of the Exposition 
Company himself that the growing necessities of the enterprise 
involve the erection of buildings not anticipated, involving an 
expenditure of $1,900,000 only, and at the same time he states 
that there has been a saving of $2,500,000 on the buildings origi- 
nally anticipated as being necessary, or an actual saving of $600,- 
000. Surely there can be no undue burden or hardship in this. 

Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the third preamble of the 
bill, introduced by the gentleman from Illinois. It is as fol- 
lows, viz: 

Whereas the President of the United States has made proclamation set- 
ting forth the time at which it will be held, and on behalf of the Government 
and people has invited foreign nations to take part in the said Exposition 
and appoint representatives thereto, and the same ha been formally ac- 
cepted by fifty-nine nations, each indicating its desire and p to par- 
ticipate in said Exposition and thus become the guests of the United States. 

I am at a loss to understand, Mr. Chairman, how gentlemen 
can make such a statement as is contained in the preamble just 
read. The United States has not invited any of these Govern- 
ments to bo its guests, and therefore not one has accepted as 
therein stated. I send to the desk and ask that the Clerk may 


read the proclamation of the President to foreign nations regard- 
ing this Exposition. 


| 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA—A PROCLAMATION. 
Whereas satisfactory proof has been presented to me that provision has 
been made for ew grounds and buildings for the uses of the World's 
Columbian Exposition, and that a sum not less than $10,000,000, to be used 
and expended for the purposes of said Dxposition, has been provided in ac- 
cordance with the conditions and requirements of section 10 of an act enti- 
tled “‘An act to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of 
the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by holding an interna- 
tional exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the 
soil, mine, and sea, in the city of Chicako, in the State of Illinois,” approved 
April 25, 1890; 
ow, therefore, I, Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States, by 
virtue of the authority vested in me by said act, do hereby declare and pro- 
claim that such International Exhibition will be opened on the first day of 
May, in the year 1893, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, and 
will not be closed before the last Thursday in October of the same year. 
And in the name of the Government and of the people of the United Stateg 
I do hereby invite all the nations of the earth to take part in the commemo- 
ration of an event that is preéeminent in human history, and of lasting in- 
terest to mankind, by appointing representatives thereto, and sending such 
exhibits to the Worild’s Columbian Exposition as will most — and fully 
oe their resources, their industries, and their progress in civiliza- 
tion. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set iny hand and caused the seal @& 


the United States to be affixed. 
Done at the city of Washington this 24th day of December, 1890, and of th 


Independence of the United States the one hundred and fifteenth. 
BENJ. HARRISON. 
By the President: 
JAMES G. BLAINE, Secretary of State. 


Mr. LITTLE. Itis clear, Mr. Chairman, from the reading oi 
the proclamation itself, that the nations of the earth are not in- 
vited to become guests of the United States, although if they wera 
it would not affect this question, for in that cause the Government 
and not the Columbian Exposition Company, would be the hosts. 
The nations of the earth have already been invited to take part ix 
the commemoration of the discovery of America, Of the fifty-nine 
nations that have accepted this invitation, less than forty of them 
have appropriated for the purpose sums aggregating $4,992,000. 
It is anticipated that the remaining nations will nearly all make 
liberal appropriations for the same purpose, so that it is fair to 
presume that instead of those fifty-nine nations being guests in 
the sense of being a burden to anyone, they will expend between 
five and six million dollars on the Exposition, the greater por- 
tion of which will be expended in the city of Chicago. 

In addition to this, thirty-eight States and Territories have a!- 
ready appropriated nearly $4,000,000 for the Exposition. Most 
of this money will also be expended in the city of Chicago, thus 
making already insight nearly nine millions, and it ismore likely 
to be $10,000,000 from these sources alone, most of which will ba 
expended in Chicago. Surely there can be no hardship in this, 
and, Mr. Chairman, this is but an incident to the great general 
benefit that the city of Chicago has already realized and will 
continue to realize. I venture the assertion, after talking with 
real-estate dealers of Chicago, that the location of the Exposi- 
tion in that city has already increased real estate values to such 
an extent that were the Fair to cost double what it will cost, it 
will still be the best investment that Chicago ever made. 

Mr. Chairman, let us consider at this point just what the bur- 
den is of which Chicago so loudly complains. The only resp» - 
sibility that the city has so far assumed is that of issuing b.n !s 
to the amount of $5,000,000. These bear interest at the rate of 
4 per cent and are to run thirty years or less, at the option of 
the city. The interest upon these bonds amounts to $200,000 per 
annum. A sinking fund of,less than $150,000 per annum is all 
that will be necessary to pay the bonds at maturity, being a total 
of less than $350,000 per annum. Stated in other terms, should 
this Exposition be an entire financial failure, a payment of less 
than 7 per cent per annum upon the bonds issued will pay prin- 
cipal and interest; and this is the burden of which complaint is 
made. Should the Exposition be financially successful, as pre- 
dicted, it would not cost the city one dollar. 

I have before me a statement from the comptrolier of the city 
of Chicago showing that from 1890 to 1891 the real estate of that 
city increased in assessed value (and the assessed value in Chi- 
cago ismadeupon a basisof only about one-third of itsactual value) 
$33,000,000, and the increase of personal property between four 
and five millions, or a total increase in assessed value of more than 
$37,000,000, an actual increase in value of more than 17 per cent. 
This large increase in values actually reduced the tax rate from 
4.353 in 1890 to 4.074 in 1891, being a reduction of 64 per cent, 
whereas the increase of the tax rate from 1889 to 1890, the year 
preceding the award of the Fair to Chicago was about 38 per 
cent. The valuation and tax rate for 1892 is not yet fixed, but if 
the results for the first year were as here stated, what may not 
be expected this year when all the States and Territories as well 
as foreign nations are pouring their millions into that city? 

This increase of more than $37,000,000, to which I have called 
attention, is only the increase of assessed valuation, whereas the 
actual increase is three times this amount, or considerably more 
than $100,000,0C0 in a single year. If we should allow that one- 
half of this increase was due to the natural growth of the city, 
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we still have an increase of more than $50,000,000 in a single 
year, which may fairly be attributed to the Exposition. 

The question naturally arises as to the justification of attrib- 
uting one-half of this increase in valuation to the Exposition. 
When I wrote to the comptroller I asked for and received valu- 
ations and tax rate for five years past. I will print the state- 
ment, which is very short: 

City OF CHICAGO, DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE, March 25, 1992. 


DEAR Sir: In compliance with your request of March 22, I herewith in- 
close a tabulated statement of the assessed valuation, tax levy and rate of 
taxation for city purposes, for the years 1887, 1888, 1889, afd 1891. 

Any further information you may desire we will be pleased to furnish. 


Yours, respectfully, 
H. N. MAY, Comptroller. 
Per F, M. BARRETT, Chief Clerk. 
JOSEPH J. LITTLE, Esq., 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 





Rate of 





| | 
: Teter tS 
Year and property. valuation. | forcity, | “treity: 
puspones. purposes. 
pons = 
1887. 
pe Sa a ee ee $123, 169, 455 
Personal property .....-..-.-......---. 38, 035, 080 
a ia ge oid, te cdoae aba 161, 204, 535 $5, 602, 712 $8. 475 
1888, sd 
in cndiinnndeditindnd tersnhee 123, 292, 358 
Forsonal property ......-...-......... 37, 349, 369 
SES octiden magdensiainitanncset | 160,641,727 | 5,723,967 3. 563 
1889. 
PR Ln dha cubshsvaedsitaascudds 152, 643, 993 
Personal property .........-..-....... 48, 460, 026 
ana ra a ee 201, 104,019 | 6, $26, 561 3.145 
1890. 
FE I chic ntti dens neckescatensunee | 179. 553, 854 
PORES FOE Kn ccccincnccc nese scan | 4%, 800, 514 
DOOD en sonic nc ilosdiv cial 219, 354,368 | 9, 558, 334 4. 358 
1891. ae Pees. 
TI cli cn ccictncskvecsutcdeess 203, 353, 791 
POPROMEE PROMOS 20.0 cc cccccccccncsee 53, 245, 783 
ats Sere OE os | 956, 599,574 | 10, 453, 270 4.074 








1892, valuation and levy not yet fixed. 


It will be seen from this statement that values did not increase 
at all from 1887 to 1888, while from 1888 to 1889 there was a very 
large increase owing to the city having annexed numerous sub- 
urbs. The year 1890 showed an increase of about $18,000,000, 
while the year 1891 showed an increase of more than $37,000,000, 
and on that showing it seems fair to estimate, as I have, that at 
least one-half of the increase of that year is fairly attributable 
to the Exposition. 

The great increase of values caused by the Exposition and the 
consequent lowering of the tax rate leaves an actual profit to the 
city of Chicago, after paying the interest upon her Exposition 
bonds and providing a sinking fund for their redemption. 

Mr. Chairman, as I stated afew moments ago, if the cost of 
this Exposition were to be double what it will be, Chicago, or 
any other city, could well afford to carry it though. This Ex- 
position, if not directly, will indirectly more than pay for itself, 
and I am glad that it will be so. That was the anticipation of 
every one in the beginning. It was on account of this expecta- 
tion that so many cities desired jit. I am glad that anticipations 
are to be so fully realized. That being so, however, it is not in 
order for Congress, at this stage of its progress, to add a $5,000,- 
000 premium as a prize to the city that secured the original par- 
cel, and which is proving to be so grand a bargain. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the third proposition that Chicago 
has already done all and more than all than was originally ex- 
pected of her. Why, Mr. Chairman, it was expected that she 
would do everything that was necessary to be done, as she had 
pledged herself to do, in order to make this Exposition the grand- 
est exposition that has ever been held on the face of the globe, 
and this was expected of her, because, as [ have attempted to 
show, she had most earnestly and solemnly promised to do so. 
She had not been urged to undertake the enterprise; but, on the 
contrary, she came here by committee, by her chief executive, 
by her representative citizens, by her representatives in Con- 
gress and pleaded for this Exposition, giving the most positive 
assurances not only of her willingness but of her ability to do 
whatever was necessary to be done to carry the enterprise to a 
successful conclusion. ; 

What has Chicago done toward fulfilling these pledges? Itis 
stated by the advocates of the bill under consideration that the 
minimum sum of $10,000,606 which was to be raised as a condition- 





p edent to the National Government giving its sanction to the 
olding of the Exposition at all, has been furnished by the city 
of Chicago, and even the President of the United States in his 
message to this House on the 24th of February last uses these 
words: 

The Illinois corporation has fully complied with the condition of the law 
that $10,000,000 should be provided. 

If this language is intended to mean that the $10,000,009 had 
been actually secured it is far from correct. Mr. Baker, the 
president of the Exposition Company, stated in his letter of Feb- 
ruary 1 that 60 per cent of the capital stock subscribed had been 
called, resulting in the payment into the treasury of $3,510,255, 
and then he added that the remaining 40 per cent will be called 
whenever our increasing requirements make itnecessary. Why 
was it not necessary, then, if it was necessary to apply to Con- 
gress foranappropriation? The facts,as [understand them, are 
these: Sixty per cent of the capital stock subscribed had been 
called, but 60 per cent as such had not been paid. Some sub- 
scribers, such as large corporations and firms, those expecting to 
derive large benefits from particular or special privileges, had 
paid the whole amount of their subscriptions, while many had 
paid nothing, even after suit. 

Again this amount of three and a half million of dollars paid 
on these calls was all the money that had been raised in the city 
of Chicago for the Exposition, and this was not raised by the 
city but was stock subscriptions largely from interested corpor- 
ationsand persons not all residents of Chicago. Itis not a large 
sum; on the contrary it isa small amount under the circum- 
stances. The Illinois Central Railroad could well afford to sub 
scribe a large portion of this amount itself. But you say, the 
city of Chicago has issued bonds and must eventually pay them, 
which is true, andI have already shown how small an annual 
tax will be required under the most adverse circumstances to 
care for them. In this connection I desire to state that I under- 
stand that none of these bonds were taken by the citizens of 
Chicago. Had Eastern cities followed the example of that city 
there is no assurance that any of these bonds would ever have 
been placed. 

While in that city recently Lasked why the citizens of Chicago 
did not subseribe for these bonds, and was informed that the peo- 
ple of Chicago would not invest their money in 4 per cent bonds. 
Does this not give a cogent reason why the remaining 40 per cent 
of the stock subscriptions were not collected? If there is not 
enough public spirit there to have city bonds taken for the pur- 
poses of the Fair with a guaranteed income of 4 percent can it b> 
expected that subscriptions will be paid when no guaranty of 
interest or principle is made. So much for the repeated asser- 
tion that Chicago has already provided more than ten millions 
for this Exposition. 

Mr. Chairman, let us now take up another branch of this ques- 
tion and discover if Chicago has done all and more than all she 
promised regarding the site for the Exposition. I readfrom Mr. 
Bryan’s address before the Senate committee: 

We have within five or six minutes, or possibly ten minutes, to the most 
remote of our prominent hotels, a park which seems to have been made and 
left there unoccupied for this express purpose; and where upon the face of 
the globe is a better site for a fine art or a machinery hall than just that? 
Dispensing entirely with any other conveyance, there is the old-fashioned 
‘‘shanks’ mare,” which the great bulkof us inthe West love toride. Isnot 
that essential? Is itnot essential that the artisan, and the farmer, and the 
a and the man of humble means may be able to reach that Fxpo- 
sition without the expenditure of a dollar, and walk in and walk out, and 
get to his home without resort to any means of public conveyance’ Pre- 


cisely that condition of things must there be, and based upon it is the cal- 
culation of what is necessary to the success of such an enterprise. 


Do such conditions exist as are herein stated must exist relative 
to the site selected for the Exposition? Again I quote from Mr. 
Jeffrey, in his address before the Senate committee: 

The city possesses upon its lake front, opposite to the outer harbor already 
referred to, a tract of land which can be enlarged and extended into the 
outer harbor and made to embrace at a reasonable cost over 200 acres, and, 
if necessary, according to some estimates, 260 acres of land. Upon ii, con- 
venient to all the principal hotels and right in the business heart of the city, 
adjacent to its great railway stations, contiguous to its street-car lines, 
cable and other, can be placed a great machinery hall, a palace of the fine 
arts, and buildings intended to display the liberal arts and the diverse in- 
dustries of the nation and the world. 

For the agricultural exhibit—which it is scarcely necessary to say after all 
the eloquent tributes that have been paid to the farmer by those who have 
—- me—for the agricultural exhibits, which will be very large, requir- 
ng not less than 640 acres of land, another location near the lake or in the 
westerly part of the city can be readily prepared. 


In his letter of February 1, Mr. Baker, the president of the 
Exposition Company, now tells us that the whole Exposition 
grounds, including space for agricultural exhibits, covers but 633 
acres. Of this more than 200 acres is lake and water ways, so 
that it appears in this particular the Exposition has not de- 
veloped but has been greatly curtailed, the total extent of the 
grounds being but two-thirds of what was promised for the agri- 
cultural exhibits alone. 

Mr. Chairman, the Exposition has not been located in any such 
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convenient or accessible spot as is set forth by those who spoke 
for Chicago. On the contrary, it has been placed 10 or.12 miles 
out, where every visitor must pay tribute to the Illinois Central 
Railroad, or some other company, in order to reach the grounds. 
When in that city not long since I asked a hackman how long it 
would take to drive out to the grounds, and he said if hired by 
the hour it would take two hours, butif hired by the job he could 
do it in something less. 

Compare that with the statement of Mr. Bryan, now the vice- 
president of the World’s Exposition, that the Exposition must 
and should be located where all could go on “‘shank’s mare” in 
five or six minutes. That, however, is not the only burden re- 
sulting from the change of location. Mr. Adams, on the floor 
of this House, said: ’ 

We have thus an available fund of $10,000,000. * * * Nota dollar will be 
— ae the permanent improvement of Chicago or of the park system of 

Yhicago. 

Mr. Baker, the president of the Exposition Company, in his 
letter of February 1, to which allusion has been made, com- 
menting upon the large expenditures necessary in preparing 
for the Fair, says that it requires 20 miles of water mains from 
6 inches to 3 feet in diameter to convey a supply of water to 
the distant grounds for the purposes of the Exposition. What 
the cost of this may be I do not know, but have no doubt it would 
take a very large share of the amount collected from the stock 
subscriptions. And very much of this expense goes to the per- 
manent improvement of that portion of the city of Chicago 
through which these water mains are laid. 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but hundreds of thousands of 
dollars have beenex pended by the ExpositionCompany in making 
a city park out of what was largely a swamp, and all this goes to 
the permanent improvement of the city of Chicago and her park 
system, in violation of the pledges made to Congress; and it is 
largely due to these extraordinary expenditures for permanent 
improvement to the city of Chicago and her park system that 
the expenditures have reached their present large proportions. 
The buildings have scarcely exceeded the original estimates, as 
has been shown, and I have not drawnon the imagination in any 
instance, but have given you facts and referred you to the au- 
thority in every instance. 

The Chicago Times, in commenting upon the views of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on the Columbian Exposition, as pre- 
sented to this House, regarding the $5,000,000 appropriation, 
admits the expenditure on the improvement of Jackson Park, 
but states that the park board will eventually pay back to the 
Exposition Company the value of what may be considered per- 
manent improvements; but, Mr. Chairman, why shall the Gov- 
ernment of the United States supply millions of dollars for this 


to some unknown tribunal at some indefinite future time? Let 
the people of Chicago carry out her agreement and make her 
own park improvements. Now is the time that the money is 
needed, and the present is the time she should furnish it. 

The fact that I wish particularly tokeep before the members of 
this House, is that the original cost of the buildings was esti- 
mated to be $7,000,000, and that it is now admitted that their 
cost, including the necessary increase for the enlarged scope that 
we hear so much about, will be but $7,286,032.46, an increase of 
$286,032.46 only, while the estimates of receipts are increased 
more than $5,000,000, and yet $5,000,000 additional is requested 
of this Congress, making a total increase of $10,000,000 to offset 
an increase in the building account of less than 3 per cent of the 
sum estimated in the beginning. 

Mr. Chairman, [ have endeavored to answer the three propo- 
sitions that have been urged before the committee and before 
the members of this House why this appropriation of $5,000,000 
should be made. [t has occurred to me that some may think 
there is another reason, more powerful than all the others, why | 
an appropriation should be made; and that is, the necessity in | 
order to make the Exposition asuccess. I do not hesitate tosay | 
there is no such necessity. 

Mr. Chairman, itneeds no argument on my part to demonstrate 
that there are several items of necessary and unavoidable ex- 
pense connected with any competitive exhibition, whether it be | 
merely a cattle or a horse show, a county or a State fair, a na- 
tional or an international exposition. 

First of all, is the providing of proper accommodations for the | 
holding of the exhibit. Second, is the necessary expense in- 
volved in caring for and protecting the exhibited articles. 
Third, is the expense necessarily involved in preparing and 
awarding the certificates, premiums, or prizes to which exhib- 
itors are entitied, for it must be kept in mind that it is the ex- | 
hibitors that make it possible to derive arevenue by charging a 
fee for admission, and that they receive no direct compensation, 
depending entirely for their reward upon having their exhibits | 
critically examined and compared with others of their class by 
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experts, and receiving either in the shapeof ceriificates or med- 
als a proper recognition as to the excellence of their exhibit. 

Is it not obvious also that the gate and other receipts should 
properly be used for this necessary, unavoidable, and proper ex- 
pense? If it can bedemonstrated that these receipts will largely 
exceed the expenses then there can exist no necessity for an ap- 
propriation. 

I submit that no one should be better authority on this propo- 
sition than H. N. Higinbotham, esq., chairman of the ways and 
means committee of the Columbian Exposition Company. If 
quote from his letter to Hon. A. M. DocKERY, chairman of the 
special committee of the Committee on 4 34 ce mama The 
letter appears on page 365 of the report of the Dockery commit- 
tee, and [ quote as follows: 

You will notice my estimates showing total receipts $35,029,384.99, and 
the total expenditures #22,476,112.99, a difference in favor of receipts of $12,- 
553,272. This, as you will see, will pay back the capital as at present sub- 
scribed, $10,419,510, and leave a surplus of $2,133,762. This amount would,if 
these figures prove to be correct, be divided back to the stockholders pro 
rata in excess of the refund of the total capital. 

Yet, what is asked of Congressat this time? Weare informed 
that the cost of the buildings necessary for this Exposition will 
be something more than $7,000,000. Congress is asked to appro- 
priate five millions of the seven. We are informed that the 
medals and diplomas will cost $103,000. Congress is asked to 
supply it all. The bill as originally presented stated that the 
cost of judging the exhibit would be about $700,000. Congress 
was asked to supply it all. Congress is also asked to supply the 
chief exhibit for the Fair, and to pay the entire expense of the 
National Commission. 

It is estimated that the gate receipts will be from twelve and 
a half to fifteen million of dollars; that there will be from two to 
three millions of dollars received for concessions. We are in- 
formed that the salvage will amount to perhaps as much more; 
and we are told that Chicago’s corporation will take charge of. 
the entire receipts, permitting the Government of the United 
States to participate in the profits ona portion of its outlay only. 

As a business proposition this will undoubtedly strike the aver- 
age business mind as one of rare originality, and is an indication 
that great progress has been made in business methods since Co- 
lumbus discovered the American continent four hundred years 
ago. 

In this connection I call attention to Exhibit A accompanying 
the majority report on bill 9267. We are here furnished a list 
of twenty-three citizens and firms of Chicago whose aggregate 
wealth is said to exceed $500,000,000; they are all shareholders 
in this Exposition Company. Surely there can be no necessity 
for the United States Government to scrape her vaults and sub- 
treasuries for uncurrent subidiary silver coins to aid these gen- 
tlemen of wealth in carrying out their undertaking as agreed, 
particularly as the chairman of their own ways and means com- 
mittee shows that there is to be millions of profit for them at 
the end. 

It will also be observed that this letter from these twenty- 
three millionaire shareholders, written to themselves, as many 
of them are also directors of the Exposition corporation, was 
written in December last, only three days after Congress assem- 
bled, at a time when comparatively very little Exposition money 
had been expended. The Chicago bonds had not at that time 
been issued. In February even President Baker states that but 
60 per cent of the stock subscriptions had been called, and yet 
they took that early opportunity of writing themselves a letter 
congratulating themselves on what had been done under their 
own wise and judicious management; urging themselves to go 
forward with the work; particularly commending themselves 
for their patriotic intention of asking Congress for an appropri- 
ation,and notforaloan. Informing themselves that if Congress 
gave $5,000 000 there would still be a probable necessity for two 
or three million more, and that proposition is still persisted in, 
although the Dockery committee, after a careful investigation 
of the whoie subject, reported that even less than the $5,000,000 
asked for will be sufficient. Which source of information shall 
we accept as the most reliable, the finding of our own committee 
at a recent date, or the conclusions of these twenty-three gen- 
tlemen in a letter written to themselves more than seven months 

go? 

Even on their own basis of calculation, do they pledge them- 
selves for this deficiency? Notatall. They state: 

With the appropriation of 95,000,000 secured, all financial questions may 
be construed as settled, because a temporary loan of the additional amount 
required can be placed at home. To place such loan as may be then found 
necessary you may look to the undersigned for the heartiest codperation. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, they pledge themselves to co- 
operate with themselves to place an additional temporary loan 


for an amount which the Deckery committee report is not nec- 


essary at all. 
Mr. Chairman, I am convinced, upon a fair review of all the 
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circumstances, it must be apparent thatno appropriation should | friend from New York [Mr. LITTLE] as having pledged the peo- 


be made to the Illinois corporation in connection with this Ex- 
position. : 
Ihave been credibly informed, that the application for aid 


does not meet the approval of the entire Exposition Finance | 


Committee. 
priety of seeking this appropriation. 


There was a division of sentiment as to the pro- 
Those who have under- 


taken the task are desirous of success as it will add largely to | 
their popularity at home, but whether they succeed or not it | 


will make no difference as to the success or scope of the Fair. 

I have in my possession a letter written from the office of the 
Illinois Central Railroad Company, to a citizen of my own State, 
bearing date March 21, from which I will read the opening and 
clesing lines. The letter opens as follows, viz: 

My DEAR Sir: Since Congress decided that the World’s Fair should be 
held in Chicago, the scope of the Exhibition has grown vastly. This, in a 


measure, in consequence of the Federal Government having sent invitations | 


to all the nations of the world to participate. 


The letter closes as follows: 


If you can reach Mr. LIfTLE, member of Congress from Flower's old dis- | 


trict, you can aid materially, as he is on the World’s Fair Committee of the 
House. Can you touch him? 
Very truly, yours, 








I confess that I am touched by such a plea from the Lllinois 
Central Railroad, a corporation that expects to and will reap 
many millions of dollars from this Fair. Oan it be possible that 
this corporation is to reap an advantage from the passage of this 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. Chairman, the supporters of this measure inform us that 
even the sum asked for will not be sufficient to complete the en- 
terprise; on the contrary, two or three millions more will be 
necessary, and then we are told that Chicago will supply these 
two or three millions more, and for that reason Congress should 
not hesitate to vote the five millions asked for. The gentlemen, 
however, have failed to inform you upon what basis Chicago will 
supply thes: other millions, but that information was given in 
the committee room. It is proposed to give a first lien upon the 
entire gate receipts for thissum. In reality you are now asked 
to vote five millions of the people’s money in order to afford col- 
lateral security to the people of Chicago for two or three millions 
of dollars. 

What a beautiful scheme! No offeris made to secure the Gov- 
ernment. It is not even proposed that Chicago's venture of $10,- 
000,900, that is admitted was to be supplied by that city as a con- 
dition precedent to securing the Fair, shall wait repayment until 
the sum now asked for be reimbursed. The bill provides for an 
unconditional appropriation of $5,000,000, practically for the pur- 
chase of stock on the same conditions as Chicago is to furnish 
her five millions, except that Chicago is to disburse the money. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any appropriation for this pur- 
pose on business principles. There may be more serious objec- 
tions on constitutional grounds, or the state of the national 
finances, but 1 leave those questions for others to discuss, confin- 
ing my remarks to the business aspect of the question. Chicago 
petitioned for this Fair and secured it. There has been nothing 
advanced to indicate that all reasonable expectations and even 
much more will not be realized. In addition, it willadd notless 
than $100,000,000 of permanent wealth to the city by the increase 
of the value of its real estate alone. In additiom to this it has 
been the means of drawing to that city millions upon millions of 
dollars from all parts of the world, and has supplied and will con- 
tinue to supply for some time to come full employment at high 
wages toevery workman of that city and thousands besides, thus 
largely increasing every established business there. 

This is no time to waste millions of the people’s money, and I 
again submit that no reason has been advanced which will jus- 
tify an appropriation for the purchase of stock in this Exposition 
Company, and I hope that the five-million appropriation may be 
stricken out. 

Mr. TAYLOR of [llinois. Mr: Chairman, it was not my in- 
tention to speak this evening, but 1 am informed by the Chair 
that there is no other gentleman present who desires recognition, 
and therefore Iam compelied to proceed. In the few remarks 
that I shall make upon this occasion I shall try to be fair, and 
I hope that every member of this House will put himself in the 
position in which I shail endeavor to put myself. I shall try to 


forget that I represent the district in which this World’s Fair is | 


to be held. [ shall try, in the remarks that I shall submit, to 
remember only that Iam a Representative of this great nation 
and to speak to this House as such a Representative, and I hope 
that every member who addresses the House upon this subject 
wiil try to do the same. 

The members from the city of Chicago in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress and the citizens of Chicago who expressed themselves on 
the subject at that time have been quoted by my distinguished 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY] and by my distinguished 


| 
| 
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| would always control the management. 





ple of Chicago that if this Fair was located there not a dollar of 
aid would ever be asked from the General Government. I hare 
no doubt that the utterances which these gentlemen have quoted 
were made, but let us be fair and consider under what cireum- 
stances they were made. The great city of New York and the 
great city of St. Louis, the city of Washington, in which we are 
holding this session, and the city in which I represent in part, 
were contestants for the location of the World’s Fair. 

Kach one of those cities came here with a bill and had it in- 
troduced in this House, and it was stated on behalf of each city 
that if the Fair was located there it would agree to substantially 
such an enactment as its bill represented. The bill introduced 
in behalf of the city of New York provided that one hundred 
citizens of that city, whose names were given, should manage 
the Fair, in codperation with two citizens from each State, which 
would still leave a majority of eight citizens of New York, who 
The city of St. Louis 
provided in her bill that the Fair if located there should be man- 
aged by a directory of thirteen, three members of which should 
be appointed by the President, the remainder to be citizens of 
St. Louis. 

The city of Chicago provided in its bill that a commission of 
certain citizens of Chicago, together with eight commissioners 
appointed by the President and one designated from each State, 
should manage the Fair. Thus, it will be seen very readily from 
the provisions of all these bills, that it was the intention and ex 
pectation that in whatever city the Fair might be located the 
citizens of that city should have the management of it. This 
was what every one bélieved and had a right to believe. 

But what is the condition that meets usnow? The utterances 
which have been quoted by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCrREARY] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. LITTLE} 
were all utterances made prior to the location of the Fair. 

Mr. SAYERS. Were not thoze utterances made in order to 
induce votes for Chicago? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 
fair. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman think, then, that Chicago 
ought to abide in good faith by those utterances? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman in my 
own way, before I get through. I think the —_ of Chicago 
ought to be held up toevery provision of the bill that you passed. 
If there is one provision in it to which they have not adhered, 
which they are trying to avoid, I ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tueky or the gentleman from New York or the gentleman from 
Texas to tell what that provision is. I will give sufficientof my 
time to allow it to be pointed out. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. They can not do it; they simply 
quote some of the effervescence of Mr. SPRINGER on this floor. 

Mr. TAYLOB of Iilinois. Yes; and they have quoted, too, 
Mr. Lawler. While | think of it, let me refer to one fact. 
When the location of the Fair was under consideration, a gentle- 
man, then a distinguished member from New York, now the dis- 
tinguished governor of that State, made a *‘ bluff” at the House, 
saying that he would furnish $10,000,000 himself if the Fair was 
located at New York; and my genial friend from Chicago out- 
bluffed him, ‘‘ raised” him to 325,000,000. 

A MEMBER. I[ wonder what those terms mean. [Laughter.| 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Let megoon. I say that after the 
Fair was located a bill was passed providing for the appointment 
of two commissioners from each State 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question for information? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Do youthink it would be exactly fair to 
take $5,000,000 of this silver money to the city of Chicago and 
palm it off on the people of the -United States as actually worth 
that amount, when you say it is worth only 67 cents on the dollar? 

Mr. TAYLORof Illinois. Well, whilel am in favor of limited 
coinage, I am not in favor of unlimited coinage. 

I was going on to say that after this Fair was located, this 
House passed a bill which became a law providing the manner 
in which the Fair should be conducted; and in that law I find it 
provided what this Commission is todo. In the first place, the 
Commission is to select the particular site on which the Fair 
shall be held. Then there is this proviso: 

Provided, That said site so tendered and the buildings proposed to be 
erected thereon, shall be deemed by the said Commission adequate to the 
purposes of said Commission. 


Probably they were. I want tobe 





They must not only select the site, but they must determine 
that the buildings are adequate for the purposes intended. 

Now, the city of Chicago, before asking for the location of 
this Fair in that city, made a careful study of the matter, and 
estimated about what they thought it would cost; and no esti- 
mate which was made exceeded $10,000,000. That was the limit, 
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therefore, putin the bill; that was the amount which they were 
to furnish. 

But when this Commission was appointed it extended the 
ecope of the estimates; it required that there should be more 
buildings and larger buildings than had been contemplated by 
the people of Chicago. Therefore this increased expense of from 
five to seven million dollars has been brought about by the Com- 
sion to which you gave life by your action. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why, then, did not the corporation decline 
to go on with the Fair? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. The corporation never knew of 
this increased expenditure until they had gone so far that they 
could not back out. Thisaffair hasgrown. It is different from 
my friend from Texas; he does not grow fast enough. This has 
grown all the time. I donot say the Commission has not done 
right; it has done right. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Chicago expected, too, that the 
country would back up the National Commission. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Undoubtedly. They did not ex- 
pect to have a commission put upon them with authority to de- 
termine the scope of the buildings, to select the site, to provide 
rules and regulations, to receive the exhibits, to have full charge 
of everything, unless the Government of the United States was 
going to stand behind them. 

Mr.SAYERS. Did the Representatives from Illinois, and es- 
pecially from Chicago, make any opposition to the passage of 
the act to which the gentleman has referred? 


Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. No, sir. 
Mr. SAYERS. Did you not vote for it? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Yes, sir. 


Mr. SAYERS. Did you not know what was in it? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SAYERS. Did you not know that it gave discretionary 


authority to the department which represented the Government? 

Mr. TAYLOR of illinois. Yes, sir. But I did not know what 
kind of commissioners the State of Texas was going to give us 
from that State. I did not know that she would give us com- 
missioners who would double the expense of the Fair. 

Mr. SAYERS. Who appointed the commissioners from my 
State? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Your governor. 

Mr.SAYERS. Who appointed the commissioners-at-large? 

Mr. TAYLORof Illinois. Ths President. The commission- 
ers were appointed by the governor of each State respectively, 
except the eight commissioners-at-large. The commissioners 
appointed by the governors of the States are in charge of this 
Exposition. 

Mr. SAYERS. And you voted for the bill? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. And what was done by the commissioners 
from the several States met the approbation of the corpora- 
tion? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It was not within the power of the 
corporation to Go otherwise than submit. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Lllinois. It was not in their power. They 
had not the vower to do anything else. The commissioners 
were supreme. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, why did they not object? 

Mr. TAYLOR of [ilinois. Ah, whydidthey notobject? Why, 
there has been war going on all the time, as the gentleman from 
Texas knows well, and the gentleman from Missouri, too. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The local board, according to the gentle- 
man, was coerced as it were. I have heard that story before. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Ah, yes; no doubt. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is merely an illustration 
that our friend from Missouri iz improving as he goes on. 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘The gentleman from Missouri, chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Appropriations, who investigated this 
thing, stated that he had heard the story and that there was no 
proot of it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois, 
got the proof. [Laughter.] 

You will see by the very act itself, if you read it carefully, that 
these gentlemen—this Commission—have everything todo with 
that Fair, and the local directory have but little control of it. 
It is all under the Commission cezated by this body. Read the 
act itself: 

That after the plans for said Exposition shall be prepared by said corpor- 
ation and approved by said Commission, the rules and regulations of said 
corporation governing rates for entrance and admission fees, or otherwise 
affecting the rights, privileges, or interests of the exhibitors or of the public, 
shall be fixed or established by said corporation, subject, however, to such 


modification, if any, as may be imposed by a majority of said commission- 
ers. 


Well, that may be. Now he has 


The lceal organization had nothing to do but to furnish the 
money to put up the buildings and pay for them. 
Mr. SAYERS. And that duty you assumed. 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. That is fixed under the law. To 
show the power of this Commission this act goes on to provide: 

That said Commission shall provide for the dedication of the buildings of 
the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

Now, then, that is the condition, and that condition has been 
brought about by this act, passed through this body, and under 
it commissioners have b2en appointed from your State and all of 
the other States, and have chet absolute control. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the gentleman claims that this enter- 
prise is now conducted practically under the control of this Com- 
mission, although it will not be denied that the local board 
assumes all liabilities and pays all expenses. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. We did not know what kind of a 
commission was going to be saddled upon us. There is no ques- 
tion that they can incur any liability beyond the one and one- 
half millions of dollars under this act. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY] and the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. LITrTLE]appear todwell on that. But itis not worth while 
to discuss it. ae can not do it unless you give them further 
authority. Their liability ceases there under this act unless 
you assume the responsibility for the acts of your own agents. 

Now, what is the condition? The gentleman from Missouri 
knows as well as any man can know that it will cost sixteen or 
seventeen millions of dollars to finish and prepare the buildings. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY] says the time 
has not arrived yet when he would for a moment consider favor- 
ably a proposition to extend further aid. When is that time 
going to arrive? After the buildings are put up and paid for? 
They will all b2 completed before we have another session of 
Congress. I ask, then, when is the time? The gentleman from 
Kentucky expresses great sympathy; he is terribly in earnest 
about being in favor of the Fair provided it does not cost any- 
thing; provided the people of Chicago, the little city of Chicago, 
will pay all the expenses of that great World’s Fair for the 
American people. 

Mr. SAYERS. You did not talk that way when you were 
asking votes for Chicago. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. What way? 

Mr. SAYERS. You did not talk of Chicagoas being a ‘‘ little 
city.” 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 
city, either. [{Laughter.] . 

The gentleman has not quoted me, none of them I discové™™ 
their arguments have done so, as saying that there would not be 
any further money required. I never placed myself in that po- 
sition, for I had a kind of a suspicion of the sort of people you 
were going to saddle on us for a Commission. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; I have known the gentleman too long 
to believe he would commit himself to any such proposition. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. No, sir; and they did not quote me. 
T had an idea, I say, of the kind of commissioners you were going 
to put on us. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Especially those from Texas. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Yes. Now, I repeat, what is the 
condition? My friend from Missouri has been out there and he 
knows what has been done. He knows that it will cost sixteen 
or seventeen millions of dollars to put up these buildings. Am 
I not correct in that? Chicago has furnished her $10,000,000, or 
will do so before any further appropriation is asked. 

Mr. SAYERS. ill the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. As against the Chicago fund, which the gen- 
tleman speaks of, how much does Chicago expect to make out 
of this? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Well, I donot know. I have not 
anyestimate. Ifit is profitable, under this bill there is one thing 
certain, that the Government will get their share of the profits. 
If it is a good thing, they get in. The condition of affairs is just 
about this: It will cost some seventeen millions of dollars to com- 
plete those buildings before the gates can be opened. Under 
the provisions of this bill the Presidentof the United States has 
invited all foreign countries to participatein thisaffair. Nearly 
ail of them have accepted. The States in this country have 
made large appropriations for buildings there. 

Foreign governments have made large appropriations for their 
exhibits. The appropriations made by States and by foreign 
countries already amount to about $10,000,000 in round numbers. 
Now, can this great Government afford for a moment to see this 
Fair curtailed in any particular? We are on exhibition. Chi- 
cago is not on exhibition. This country is on exhibition, and 
can we, as the representatives of this country, afford for a mo- 
ment, by any act of ours, done or failed to be done, to curtail 
this Fair in the least? Let us forget if we can that this Fair is 
located in Chicago. Let us remember thatit is located in the 


No, I did not; and it is not a little 
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United States of America, the States that we represent upon this 
floor. Blot out Chicago as we should blot it out in the consid- 
eration of this question. 


This is a national affair. Each and every part of this nation 


is interested in upholding the honor of this country, as much as | 


Chicago is, and I want to say now that this House by its acts 
may disgrace the nation. Chicago never will. This Fair has 
been located there, and whatever your action is, the people of 
Chicago will see that the Fair is a success. They know no such 
word as fail. You can helpthe Fair; youcan expand it by a just 
act, but you can not disgrace it. You can only disgrace the 
House of Representatives by being parsimonious. 

I will reserve the balance of my time. 
I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, there is no one 
in this great country who admires the energy and spirit dis- 
played by the people of the great city of Chicago more than 
myself. The gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. TAy- 


LOR of Illinois] says that the people of Chicago know no such | 
They told us that two years ago, when, by eloquent | 


word as fail. 
words, they persuaded the House of Representatives to place its 
reputation and the reputation of our country in their hands. 
We intrusted the management of this Exposition to the people 
of Chicago, with full knowledge of the character of her people, 
and with a full knowledge of the ability of those people to carry 
out this great enterprise. 


The question which the people of this country and of this | 
| of our country. 


| liean party has, during the last third of acentury, day by day, 


House will consider is, whether the Representatives of the peo- 
ple will inaugurate a system so inconsistent with the principles 
of our Government and of our Constitution as that which is con- 
templated by this bill. 

When the world’s fair was held in the city of New York in 1851 
no one lisped athought of asking one iota of help from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and not one cent in any way, 
shape, or form was contributed by the Government for that, the 
initial world’s exhibition in America. 

The Centennial Exposition at Philadelphia, only asked and 
only received about $650,000. 

A MEMBER. The Government gave Philadelphia $1,500,000 
beside that. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, the $1,500,000 was paid 
back, dollar for dollar, under the contract. No part of that 
$1,500,000 was given to the Philadelphia Centennia!. It wasa 
loan, well secured, and returned tothe Government. The mana- 
gers of that Exposition did not ask for any gift from the Gov- 
ernment, or if they did, the proposition was not even considered 
by Congress. 

The Exhibition in New Orleans cost the Government $1,650,000. 
We have already appropriated a million and a half to the Ex- 
hibition at Chicago. This bill, in addition to the five millions, 
carries with it an appropriation of $603,000 for the World's Co- 
lumbia Exposition, and the managers admit that they will ask 


Congress for an additional sum, which will make the total ap- | 


propriation exceed $3,000,000. 

Can we, with those facts before us, supplement this by a gift? 
Because it will be a gift of $5,000,000. If we inaugurate that 
system and carry it out, it is easy tocalculate the amount which 


will finally be demanded for such enterprises, nothing for the first | 


fair, $600,000 for the second, $1,600,000 for the third, eight or 
nine millions for the fourth, then in the same proportion the 
next fair will come and demand fifty millions or one hundred 
millions of dollars, and gentlemen will insist, as has just been done 
by the gentleman from Illinois{Mr. TAYLOR], that unless we give 
it the honor of the nation will be in jeopardy. 

I submit a letter received from the Acting Secretary of the 


[Applause. ] | 
How much time have | 








Treasury, which furnishes the figures which I have recited. It | A l n, \ 
| to oppose the measures of the dominant party was at thé risk of 
| life or liberty, the Democrats, like a band of martyrs, stood with 


is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 2, 1892. 
Str: In reply to your communication of the Ist instant I have the honor 
to inform you as follows: 


(1) It is not found in the statutes that any money was ooercepte by the 
Government on account of the World's Fair in New York in 1851. 


| 


(2) Congress appropriated for the Centennial Exposition at Philadelphia | 


in 1876 as follows: 


Act March 3, 1875, Government exhibits ._.._. Sciatica lls asghagss Woe ree a OO #505, 000 
I ns eT ewiiniotibiowmeswaain 1, 500, 000 
Act May 1, 1876, Government exhibits..................22.2.--.-.----. 73, 500 
Act April 17, 1876, admission of foreign goods.......................- 40, 000 





RU i hs ne entbeel de Mince 2, 118, 500 
The loan of $1,500,000 was returned in full to the United States Treasury by 
the Centennial Board of Finance. 
. (3) Congress appropriated for the New Orleans Exposition in 1884, as fol- 
ows: 


Act May 21, 1884, loan _............ ee Luss. <diee ah Oaakis sadaleie $1, 000, 000 
Act July 7, 1884, Government exhibits..................-.-.----.----- 300, 000 
ee ns ass smeshandasmwesapawiasddan'eaae 350, 000 

eee a ed ee is eee 1, 650, 000 
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| Republicans but nine voted for the bill. 


No part of the loan of $1,000,000 was repaid. 

(4) The a so far made by Congress for the World's Colum- 
bian Exposition at Chicago in 1893, are as follows: 

Act April 25, 1890: 


SEE LE EE EN ee $100, 000 
bl Ca a a 200, 000 
en so uu ginaieh a analel 20, 000 
Act March 3, 1891: 
Dee ee ot Nia dinadcaucsecdnecdanbe 300, 000 
Admission of foreign goods-.--..................- Sip ies bh aeicahieaed 20, 000 
a a embacuatescesncndenue 350, 000 
World's Columbian Commission _--_.........-.--..--- aah iiecea 59, 500 
Ne cc 2. Seeiveiaonnaw bana aw cnn awiumeies 36, 000 
Werne tO =~ seins <5 -204~.-s-.. silica tn Oth Mi iat ane stn elit el acta 2, 500 
| In sundry civil bill now pending; 

Government Hoare Or Comerel. .. 5... . .........................-- 316, 500 
Sc nci a nkcaccmacecesecn 59, 500 
Board of Lady Managers -.--- a ac 36, 000 

Pe ee 1, 500, 000 


Respectfully yours, 
L. CROUNSE, Assistant Secretary 
Hon. JOSEPH WHEELER, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. Chairman, this is not an auspicious time to ask for such 
tremendous donations from the Treasury of the United Siates. 
Of the ninety-seven millions of gold which Mr. Cleveland left 
there, in addition to the one hundred million reserve, I doubt if 
there are nine miilions in the Treasury to-day; and by the time 
this appropriation is ready to be paid I doubt if there will be five 
millions of gold left in the Treasury besides the $100,090,000 re- 
serve. 

Mr. Chairman, there is distress throughout the rural portions 
The financial and tariff legislation of the Repub- 


week by week, month by month, and year by year made the la- 
boring people of our country poorer and poorer, and made the 
bankers and money changers richerand richer. The concentra- 
tion of wealth in the hands of a few people, and the impoverish- 
ment of the masses-has at last reached a point which can not be 
tolerated. 

W hen men reach sich a point of distress as to bare their breasts 
to bullets, the evidence is irrefutable that a grave responsibility 
rests upon the lawmaking power. It proves beyond a'l question 
that legislation has been against the masses of the people. We 
only have to refer to the records of Congress during the period 
of unrestricted dominion of the Republican party to see that 
Republican legislation has caused this fearful condition of the 
people. The Democratic party are in no way responsible for this 
legislation. I love to look back and see how true the grand old 
party has always been in defending the int+rests and rights of 
the people. 

On July 10, 1878, I had the honor to deliver a speech which was 
published in several newspapers including the St. Louis Times 
and a number of papers in my State. In that speech I reviewed 
the financiai policy of both the Democratic and Republican var- 
ties. I said: ; 

The principles of the Democratic party have always been as 
unvarying as the needle to the pole. 

As unchanging and certain as the returnof day after the dark- 
ness of night, and the coming of summer after the storms of 
winter. 

Whether in prosperity and power, or in humility or defeat, its 
principles have been unswerving. 

The principles of the Democratic party demand that the peo- 
ple shall govern, and that they must so govern as to give the 
greatest good to the greatest number. We point with pride to 
the record of the Democratic party as most emphatic proof that, 
since this currency came into existence, Democrats have been 
constant and persistent in resisting the oppressive laws, the ef- 
fect of which has caused so much poverty and suffering. 

During the dark days of radical misrule and oppression, when 


the firmness of a roek upon the same financial principles which 
I am now here to vindicate. 

In February, 1863, upon the bill tocharter national banks in the 
Senate, all the Democrats except two voted against it, and all the 
In the House all but 
three Democrats voted against it and all but twenty-two Republi- 
cans voted for this system, which costs us $20,000,000 per annum. 

On April 18, 1864, the law which sought to perpetuate national 
banks was before Congress. Every Democrat in both Houses 
voted against the bill, while the radicals and independents, with 
the exception of one in the lower House and two in the Senate, 
voted for it. 

On February 28, 1865, the House passed the bill to provide 
ways and means for the support of the Government. The bill 
provided that all bonds or other obligations issued under this act 
shall be exempt from taxation by or under State or municipal 
authority. The vote was taken viva voce and Mr. Hooper moved 
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to reconsider and to lay the motion on the table. Upon this 
85 Republicans voted atlirmatively and 43 Democrats voted in 
the negative. 

The original contract was to pay the principal of the United 
States bonds in currency, and the obligation to so pay them was | 
recited upon the face of every bond. 

_In March, 1869, a Congress largely composed and under the 
entire control of bank officers and bondholders, with Grant and 
his army to sustain them in any measure, enacted a law that | 
these bonds should be paid in coin, and thus embezzled $1,000,- 
000,000 of the hard earnings of an honest people. Every Demo- 
crat but 1 voted against this iniquity, and all the Republicans 
but 12 voted for it. In the Senate 42 Republicans voted for it | 
and every Democratic Senator voted against it. In March, 1869, 
a resolution was offered to lighten the burdens of the people by 
placing a tax on the bonds, and exempting from taxation such 
necessaries as salt, tea, coffee, sugar, matches,and tobacco. The 
Democrats voted solid for and the Radicals solid against it. 

In 1870 a funding law was passed by which $500,000,000 was 
taken from the people and given to the bondholders. The Dem- | 
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ocrats in both the House and Senate voted solid against it, and 
all but two Republicans voted for it. 

In July, 1870, Congress passed the Sherman bill to increase 
the national-bank circulation $54,000,000. All but four Demo- | 
crats voted against the bill, and it was passed by the almost solid | 
vote of the Republicans. 

On June 14, 1870, Mr. Randall’s bill to substitute $300,000,000 
United States currency for national-bank notes was defeated; 
all the Republicans but ten voted againstit, and every Democrat 
but six voted forit. The failure of this measure has already cost 
us $160,000,000, 

Soon after Mr. MORGAN’s bill, which sought the same relief, 
but extending the substitution to $400,000,000, was defeated by 
116 Radicals, while it was supported by the almost solid vote of 
the Democracy. 

In 1872 a resolution was introduced indorsing and approving 
the ruinous Radical financial policy. Every Democrat voted 
against and every Republican voted for the resolution. 

This measure was a flagrant robbery of the people for the pur- 
pose of further increasing the wealth of bankers and bondhold- 
ers. In 1872 the Secretary of the Treasury adopted a ruling 
which recognized the 5-20 currency bonds as coin bonds, which 
robbed the people of hundreds of millions of dollars. This was 
denounced by the people; but the Republican House of Repre- 
sentatives, in order to sustain the Secretary in this robbery, 
passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the Secretary of the Treasury, 


in negotiating the loan authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither 
increased the bonded debt nor incurred an expenditure contrary to law. 


The vote stood 110 Republicans for the resolution and 86 Demo- 
cratsagainst it. Itwas astrict party vote, every Republican vot- 
ing torobthe people and every Democrat voting in their defense. 

The bondholders and baukers, not satisfied with stealing $1,000,- 
000,000 by the law of March, 1869, which made the bonds paya- 
ble in coin, now finding an increase in the production of silver, 
they in ‘tized that metal, and thus required the 
taxed people to pay them gold for their untaxed bonds. 

This bill was rushed through under a suspension of the rules 
by a strict party vot 

In 1875, by the same rule, the resumption act, ‘‘ that great 
king of destroyers,” was passed by Republican dishonesty. In 
the House every Democrat voted azvainst it, and nine-tenths of 
the Republicans sustained and voted for this law, which has 
already caused so much bankruptey, ruin, and distress. 

This, Mr. Speaker, was the record of the financial legislation 
of the Republican party, which I portrayed to my people on July 
10, 1878. TI only included the record up to the end of the Forty- 
third Congress, which ended its existence on March 3, 1875. | 
The beginning of the year 1876 found the Forty-fourth Congress | 
in working order and ‘mined to do something for our op- | 


1 


1873 demons 


det 


pressed people 

This was the first Democratic House of Representatives which 
had been electd since 18 he resumption act was bankrupt- 
ing and destroying the people. This Democratic House passed 


aiawre 


** resumption act,” although resisted in every 


possible way by the Republicans. 

On August 5, 1876, Mr. Cox’s bill to repeal the resumption act 
vas voted upon; 96 Demccrats voted for it and 59 Republicans 
voted agcalnst it. 

On December 13, 1576. the House voted upon a bill for the free 
coinage of sliver: 124 Democrats voted for it and 36 Republicans 
voted against it. 

On November 5, 1877, another bill for free coinage of silver 


was brought before the House; 97 Democrats voted for the bill | 
and 24 Republicans voted against it. | 
On November 23, 1877, another bill was considered and voted | 
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upon to repeal the resumption act; 109 Democrats voted for the 
measure and 92 Republicans voted against it. 

On February 28, 1878, the House passed the silver bill over the 
President's veto; 122 Democrats voted for it and 52 Republicans 
voted against it. 

On May 31, 1878, the bill was considered and passed to forbid 
any further retirement of legal-tender notes; 106 Democrats 
voted for it and 28 Republicans voted against it. 

I will now, Mr. Speaker, continue the record of the two parties 
on financial questions from 1878 to the present time. 

On January 15, 1879, Mr. Fernando Wood, chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, reported a bill to make United 
States notes receivable for dutiesonimports. This was a meas- 
ure clearly in the interest of the people and against banks and 
monopolies. The bill passed the House, 108 Democrats voting 
for it and 31 Republicans voting against it. 

Pending its passage )Mr. Garfield, in the interest of banks, 
sought to amend the bill and limititsoperation. Mr. Garfield’s 
amendment provided that the bill should only hold good ‘so 
long as said notes shall be exchangeable at par with coin.” Gar- 


| field’s amendment was voted for by 67 Republicans, and was 


voted against by 94 Democrats, and the Garfield amendment was 
defeated. On April 5, 1880, the following resolution was voted 
upon: 

Resolved, That,in the judgment of this House, that portion of the interest- 
bearing debt of the United States which shall become redeemable in the 
year 1881, or prior thereto, being in amount $782,000,000, should not be re- 
funded beyond the power of the Government to call in said obligations and 

ay them at any time, but should be paid as rapidly as possible, and accord- 

g tocontract. Toenable the Government to meet these obligations, the 
mints of the United States should be operated to their full capacity in the 
coinage of standard silver dollars, and such other coinage as the business in- 
terests of the country may require. 

Seventy-three Democrats voted for the resolution and 90 Re- 
publicans voted against it. In January, 1881, the bill was under 
consideration to facilitate the refunding of the national debt. It 
was a blow at the national-bank system, and was bitterly opposed 
by bankersand moneyed men. OnJanuary 19 the vote was taken; 
125 Democrats voted for the bill, and 109 Republicans and 8 
Greenbackers voted with the Republicans against the bill. These 
Greenbackers were elected to Congress with a pledge of undying 
hostility to national banks. The bill passed the Senate on Feb- 
ruary 18, Every Democrat, 38 in number, voted for the bill, and 
it was opposed by Republicans, not a single Democrat voting 
against it. On March 3 President Hayes vetoed the bill, and in 
his veto measure used these words: 

Ishould not deem it my duty to interpose my constitutional objection to 
the passage of the present bill if it did not contain in its fifth section provi- 
sions which, in my judgment, seriously impair the value and tend to the de- 
struction of the present national-banking system of the country. 

On April 3, 1882. the bill was voted upon toextend the charter 
of national banks; 103 Republicans voted for it, and not a single 
Republican voted against it. The bill was opposed by 69 Demo- 
crats. 

On May 18, Mr. Bland moved to amend the bill to extend 
charters of national banks by providing for tho retirement of 
national-bank currency and substituting United States Treasury 
notes. This would have saved the people $20,000,000 a year. 
Sixty-five Democrats, 2 Republicans, 2 Readjusters, and 2 Green- 
backers voted for this just and proper bill, while it was opposed 
by 114 Republicans and 5 Greenbackers, and [ repeat that every 
one of these 5 Greenbackers were elected by pledging extreme 
and unrelenting hostility to national banks. 

It is astounding to the last degree that these Greenbackers 
elected to the Forty-sixth Congress so utterly violated their 
pledges to their people and voted with the Republican enemies of 
the people and against such beneficent Democratic measures. 
It tends to show that these Greenbackers were controlled by Re- 
publican leaders and voted with the Republicans when required 
to do so by the leaders of the Republican party. 

On the same day Mr. Randall and Mr. Culbertson moved to 
amend the bill by provisions which restricted a contraction of 
the currency; 76 Democrats voted for the amendment, while 105 
Republicans voted solid against it. 

On May 19, 1882, Mr. JONEs of Arkansas, made another motion 
to prevent contraction of the currency; 76 Democrats voted for 
the measure, and 94 Republicans voted solid against it. 

On May 19, 1882, a bill was voted upon in the Senate to extend 


| national-bank charters; 26 Republicans voted for it, and 12 Dem- 


ocrats voted against it. 

On June 21, 1882, Senator Beck’s measure against national 
banks was voted on in the Senate; 20 Democrats voted for it, and 
29 Republicans voted against it. In the House, upon the final 
passage of the bill which extended national-bank charters, 103 


| Republicans voted for the bill, and but 2 voted against it,whilo 


57 Democrats voted against and opposed the bill. On June 21, 
1882, while the bill was before the Senate, Senator Beck offered 


—) 


an amendment which was in the line of free coinage of silver 
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and expansion of the currency; 20 Democrats voted for Senator 
Bock’s amendment, while 26 Republicans voted against the | 

























amendment, and not a single one voted for it. a 

On June 22 the billtoextend the chartersof the national banks | 
passed the Senate; 26 Republicans voted for the bill and 12 Demo- | 
crats and 1 Republican voted against it. 

On July 10, 1882, the conference report extending the charters | Date. Character of mea 
of national banks was voted upon in the House; 99 Republicans 
voted for the report and 69 Democrats voted against it. 

On April 8, 1886, a bill was voted upon in the House on the 
free coinage of silver; 96 Democrats voted for the bill in the in- —-— -- 
terests of the people and 93 Republicans voted against the bill | yu1y 25,1963 | To establish national banks 
and against the interests of the people. June 3, 1864 | Act to perpetuate natio nk 

On the same day an amendment was offered to suspend the | Mar. 18,1869 | Bill providing that greenback bond 
inawe of oll ans Bi Ttoum blots weted fcr thie 4 wndment and paid in gold. 
coinage OI Sliver; ol ty pub 1cans voted icr this amendment ant Jan. 14,1875 | Bill for the resumption of specie payment 
130 Democrats voted against it. May 19, 1882 | Bill extending national-bank charters 

On June 7, 1890, a motion was made to recommit the bullion | J¥y 1°, 1890 | On conference report on bullion bill - 
bill and report back a bill for the free coinage of silver; 101 - 

Democrats voted for the motion and 27 Republicans voted against | TABLE 3.— Votes in the House of Representatives 
it against banks and monopolies and in the i 

On the same day the bullion bill passed the House; 134 Repub- i 

licans voted for it and 112 Democrats voted against it. Mr. 

Featherston, a Farmers’ Alliance man, voted with the 134 Re- 

publicans in favor of this bill, which was in favor of banks and 

monopolies and against the people. Date. | Character of measure 

On June 25, 1890, Mr. BLAND offered an amendment in favor 
of free coinage of silver; 112 Democrats voted for it and 130 Re- 
publicans voted against it. 

On July 12, 1890, the conference report on the bullion bill was 
voted upon in the House; 121 Republicans voted for it and 90 | 5.,...08 i964 | Mr. Holman’s amendment permit 
Democrats voted againstit. Mr. Featherston, a Farmers’ Alli- tion of bonds. 7 
ance man, voted with the 121 Republicans and against the 90 | Mar. 29, 1869 | Mr. Morgan's bill taxing bonds, and exe1 

moratc ing from tax salt, tea, coflee, sugar, ma 
Democrats. | a : ; and tobacco. 

On July 12, 1890, the conference report on the bullion bill was | Jan. 17,1870 | Mr. McNeely proposed to substitute ¢ 
voted upon in the Senate; 39 Republicans voted for the bill and s , vacks for national-bank currency 
26 Democrats voted against it Jan. Si, 1670 | Mr. ie er etes oe 

. 5 P Pe ‘ should be paid in strict compliance w 
In order to show at a glance that Democrats have voted upon contract, and that bonds payabl: 
all financial measures in the interests of the people, I have backs should not be paid in gold 
. P ‘ ‘ . Q71 Mr. Randall proposed tosubstitute 3300.00 

peapaned four tables showing how Democrats and Republicans ° ie eee 
1ave voted on these questions during the last thirty years. | On the same day Mr. Morgan extended 
desired to have them read when the rule was under discussion | | sat _ same relief to extent of $100.000,004 
last Tuesday, but was unable to get the floor. ee rr aes 
_First. Table No. 1, showing votes in the House of Representa- | Aug. 5,18 Mr. Cox’s bill to repeal the resumption 
tives upon Republican measures in the interests of banks and | D: 3, 1876 | Bill for free coinage of silver. 

} ies and acainst the Lonle No 5, 1877 | Bill for free coinage of silver..-.-..-. 
monopolies a) ageans ~— E ggg ‘ ; mare . Nov. 24,1877 | Bill to repeal the resumption act 

S cond. Table No. 2, showing the same character of votes in | pr 8 1978 | Silver bill over the President's veto 
the Senate. May 31,1878 | To forbid further r nt of legal 

Third. Table No. 3, showing votes in the House of Represent- |)... 45 1979 eon eaten: 4 " 
atives upon Democratic measures against banks and monopolies : and imports. 
and in the interest of the people; and Ap 1880 | That the $782,000,000 i } 

Fourth. Table No. 4, showing the same character of votes in Comments shows not be tu 
the Senate poe 6s Hae serena 

senate. . . ; ; ligations, and that th nints s 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that all Democrats who examine these tandard silver dol 

tables, encouraged as they will be by the fidelity of the Demo- | ’*” oul oe - rel eo 

. ; . . . . } . ~ ¢ . 1AvIONAL-DANK Systé 

cratic party to the people, will hesitate along time before voting | ) 882 | On motion of Randall. Holman 

to give $5,000,000 of their hard-earned money to this corporation restrict national ba 

managed by the people of the wealthy city of Chicago. “s oan ie 

. 7 : interest of the people an 
TABLE 1 Votes in the Ho 2 OF Representatives po Rep blican meas banks. 
the interest of banks and monopolies and against the peopl M: 1882 | Mr. Jones's motior } itio 
i ae a 5 ad 7 June 1882 | On Mr. Beck's mot 1 i t natio 
= : Apr. 8, 1886 | Bill for free coinag 
& Jun 1890 | Motion to recommit ion 
5 back free-coinag 
< Ji 2%, 1890 | Mr. Bland’s amen 
3 age of silver 
Date. Character of measur 24 

gS. 8&5 This bill was Presid ~ 
an =— Eight Gr ce i 
Sead ‘Fi el i 

Feb. 25,1863 | Bill chartering national a eae ae 7D | { 

June 3,1864 | Act to perpetuate natio sence 80 

Mar. 3,1865 | Authorizing the issuan f ntaxable bonds 85 

Mar. 18, 1869 | Bill to pay off greenback bonds in gold ; 96 o 

March 18, 1869 

J 13, 1870 Bill for exchangin ‘een onds f 139 l 

, bonds and in fa ‘of na sl banks. ‘ 

dy 18,0 | Sherman's bill ‘to i ea national-ban 109 $4 

s culation by #54,000,000 

Jul 1872 | Bill indorsing Repu n finans legisla 1j0 ) 
tion 
Jan. 14, 1875 sill for th scie pay mt. 136 I 
Jan. 15,1879 | Garfield's : icting the use of 67 t 
green bdvack tue Sot he 
Apr. 3,1882 | Bill to exter ‘ rs 7 103 b : 
May 19,1882 | The national-bank bill Oe oe 103 7 ! is ‘B 
July 10,1882 | Adoption of conference 99 | 69 | J 1222'S j 
Apr. 8, 1886 ti pend the coinage of silver 51 130 
June 7, 1890 l it passed the House 1134 i 
July 12,1890 | On conference report on bullion bill_. +121 ”) 
= pe tawe ba i a A Te EE a 5 el Mr. Chairman, there are other thi in t 
*Solid +Featherstone, Farmers’ Alliance, voted with Republicans. am seriously opposed. I am opposed to th 





























TABLE 2.— Votes in the Senate upon Republican financial measures in the inter 
est of banks and monopoly and against the people. 
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United States legislating on the subjectof the local affairs of the 
ople of Illinois. Illinois already has, and for half a century 
as had, on her statute books possibly the most stringent Sunday 
law of any State in the Union, except Pennsylvania, and the 
Pennsylvania law and the Illinois law are, I believe, copies of 
each other. 

The Illinois Sunday law of 1845 prescribes that— 

Whoever disturbs the peace and good order of society by labor (works of 
necessity and charity excepted), or by any amusement or diversion on Sun- 
day, shall be fined not exceeding $25, and whoever shall be guilty of any noise, 
rout, or amusement on the first day of the week, called Sunday, whereby the 
peace of any private family may be disturbed, shall be fined not exceeding 


25. 


If the penalty is not sufficiently severe to preserve perfect or- | 


der, the Legislature of Illinois and the municipal authorities of 
Chicago can increase its severity. I believe in Christianity; I 
believe in the holy Sabbath day, but I do not believe in the Con- 


gress of the United States violating its functions by legislating | 


on that subject. 

Mr. SAYERS... Will the gentleman yield to me to make a mo- 
tion that the committee rise? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir; [ will do so. 

Mr. SAYERS. Imove that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LESTER of Georgia, chairman of the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported | 


that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
7520) and had come to no resolution thereon. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the | 


House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. 5446), to provide for the care of dependent children in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and to create a board of children’s guardians, 
Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. CADMUS, and Mr. Post. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, | 


announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 669) for relief of Dabney Simmons & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 4871) for the relief of John McMahan: and 

A bill (H. R. 6792) granting to the county of Mariposa, in the 
State of California, the right of way for a free wagon road or 
turnpike across the Yosemite National Park, in said State. 


It also announced that the Senate had passed with an amend- | 


ment the bill (H. R. 6091) to amend an act to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near 
Knoxville, Tenn., approved August 9, 1888, asked a conference 
with the House on the bill and amendment, and- had appointed 
Mr. BATE, Mr. VEST, and Mr. FRYE as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 


the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | 


Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 402) to 
establish a division line between land of the United States and 
the Pittsburg, Fort Wayne, and Chicago Railroad Company. 


It also announced that the Senate had passed with an amend- | 


ment joint resolution (H. Res. 108) extending the time in which 
certain street railroads compelled by act of Congress, approved 


August 6, 1890, to change their motive power from horse power | 
to mechanical power, for one year, asked a conference with the | 


House on the joint resolution and amendment, and had appointed 
Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. WOLCOTT as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint 
resoluion of the following titles; in which concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3179) authorizing the Secretary of War to cause a 
survey to be made for aship canal from Philadelphia across New 
Jersey to New York Bay; 

A bill (S. 3331) to relieve and exempt Henry Ley,of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, from the operation of an act entitled ** An 
act to restrict the ownership of reai estate in the Territories to 
American citizens; ” 

Joint resolution (S. R. 93) granting permission to exhibit in 
the Capitol the portrait of Gen. Thomas, painted by Caroline L. 
Ransom; and 

A bill to authorize the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine the claim of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, etc. 

[t also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment joint res lution (H. Res. 151) to continue the provisions of 


Ss. 945 


& joint resolution approved June 30, 1892, entitled ‘*A joint reso- | 


lution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment.” 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and 
a joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7624) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
| and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1893; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 151) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved June 30, 1892, entitled a ‘‘ Joint reso- 
lution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Gov- 
| ernment.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of 
his secretaries, informed the House that the President had 
| approved and signed bills of the following titles: 
|} On July 13, 1892: 
| An act (H. R. 5734) granting a pension to Eliza M. Boatright, 
the surviving widow of Alexander M. Boatright, who was a 
soldier in the Black Hawk war; 

An act (H. R. 8580) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 

Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
| Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings ship channel, in 
| Aransas County, Tex.; 
An act (H. R. 6663) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
| ize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the 
State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it 
| as a post road;” 

Anact(H. R. 2425) granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie Vaughan; 

An act (H. R. 7820) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. ——) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act approv- 
ing with amendments the funding acts of Arizona,” approved 
June 25, 1890; 

An act (H. R. 8294) to punish the carrying or selling of deadly 
or dangerous weapons within the District of Columbia, and for 
| other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6875) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8224) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Ottice Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
| 1893; 

An act (H. R. 5974) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
| ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes; and 
|; An act (H. R.5431) authorizing the issuing of patents for loca- 
| tions with certificates granted under the act of Congress ap- 
| proved August 5, 1854, entitled “‘An act for the relief of the 
lega heirs of Benjamin Metoyer.” 

On July 14, 1892: 
| An act (H. R. 2398) granting a pension to William S. Wood- 

ward; 

An act (H.R. 

An act (H.R. 
| An act (H.R. 
| An act (H.R. 
| An act (H.R. 

An act (H.R. 

An act (H.R. 
Wilson; 

An act (H. R. 6509) granting a pension to Herman Heinze; 

An act (H. R. 1445) for the relief of Kate P. Mitchell, daughter 
of Stephen Mitchell, late of the Fifth Maine Battery; 

An act (H. R. 2902) for the relief of David L. Truex; 

An act (H. R. 5330) for the relief of Frederick Meredith, late a 
soldier in the Indian war of 1832; 

An act (E-. R. 1276) to pension Adeline Alexander: 

An act (H. R. 1738) to pension Mrs. Adelia S. Ferris; 

An act (H. R. 3123) to pension Andrew J. Jones for services in 
the Indian wars; 

An act (H. R. 3202) to pension Nancy E. Renfro; 

An act (H. R. 5383) to increase the pension of Aaron V. Ham- 
ilton, late a member of Frémont’s Battalion, Mexican war; 

An act (H. R. 5034) to increase the pension of Michael Lahey; 

An act (H. R. 5722) increasing the pension of Meridy Smith, a 
Revolutionary pensioner; 

An act (H. R. 4043) granting an increase of pension to William 
| A. Birch; 

An act (H. R. 5726) to authorize the Lake Charles Road and 
| Bridge Company of Lake Charles, La., toconstruct and maintain 
| bridges across English Bayou and Calcasieu River; 











2436) granting a pension to Bridget Maloy; 
2496) granting a pension to Noah Staley; 

4488) granting a pension to James A. Davis; 
5342) granting a pension to Harmon H. McElvey; 
5363) granting a pension to David C. Barrow; 
5364) granting a pension to Mary Gatlin; 

6140) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth R. 
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An act (H. R. 5746) making a to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes; 

An.act (H. R. 4636) making appropriations for the ns of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; 
and 

An act (H. R.7688) to grant lot numbered 1 in block numbered 
72 of the Hot Springs reservation, to the school district of the 
city of Hot Springs for school purposes. 


SUNDAY CLOSING OF WORLD’S FAIR. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I am requested to ask unani- 
mous consent to have printed in the RECORD a memorial of the 
annual convention of the Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor on the question of opening the World’s Fair on Sun- 


day. 
There was no objection. 
The memorial is as follows: 
NEw YORK, July 11, 1892. 
To the Honorable Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


The following action in reference to the closing of the gates of the Colum- 
bian Exposition on Sunday was unanimously taken on July 10in the Madison 
Square Garden by a company of sixteen thousand Christian Endeavorers, 
2 oomagaaten assembled, and representing more than a million throughout 
the land: 

Believing that the Columbian Exposition, in which our patriotic pride is 
enlisted, should be the highest exponent of our civilization, and should not 
be degraded by lawlessness in any form, we renew our earnest protest against 
the opening of the World’s Fair gates on Sunday. 

We respectfully petition the United States ee to make Sunday clos- 
ing a condition of further appropriations to the Fair, believing that we thus 
express the convictions of the majority of the American people. 


nd we earnestly request the board of control in Chicago that in the man- | 


agement of its trust it respects the precepts of American law, the precedents 
of American history, the present and future welfare of the American work- 
ingman, and the sacred and perpetual rights of the Christian conscience. 

Furthermore, we believe that multitudes of Christian people will find it 
impossible to patronize a Sabbath-disregarding exposition. 

esolved, That we declare our allegiance to the sacred observance of the 
Lord’s Day, that we believe it to be one of the corner stones of our civil and 
religious institutions, and that we will, as patriots and Christians, in every 
way guard its sanctity and preserve it from desecration. 
JOHN T. BECKLEY, 
Trustee National Society. 


PERSONAL REQUESTS. 
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By unanimous consent, Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana was | 


granted indefinite leave of absence, on accountof important busi- 
ness. 

Mr. HALL was granted leave to print remarks in the RECORD 
on the bill H. R. 8033. 

Mr. C SBURN was granted leave to print remarks in the REc- 
ORD on the bill H. R. 6007. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’cock having arrived, under 
the rule, the Chair declares the House in recess until 8 o’clock; 
and the Chair designates the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


DE ARMOND] to perform the duties of the Chair at the evening | 


session. 


EVENING SESSION. 





The recess having expired, the House was called to order at | 


8 o’clock p. m., by Mr. DE ARMOND as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills 
on the Private Calender. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
under the special rule. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the roll of members be called; with the privilege given to each 
member to call upa bill when his name is called; and I beg leave 
to make an observation on that. We have somewhat over a 
hundred bills on the Calendar. Allof them are of a meritorious 
character, and some of them are particularly deserving; and 
therefore I ask that we have the privilege of calling them up in 
the way I suggest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the roll of members be called alphabetically, 
and that each member, when his named is called, shall have the 
right tocall up one bill. 
The Chair hears none. ; 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
have a bill that I desire to call up. It is a bill, however, which 
I think ought to be considered more than it might be if called 
up at this time. It may be of some benefit for me to have it 
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The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Iowa will have permission to present his bill later. 
There was ro objection. 
LOUIS BADGER. 
Mr. BROWN. Idesire tocall up the bill (H. R. 6302) toincrease 
the pension of Louis Badger, late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Louis Badger, late of 


| the Fourth Indiana Cavalry, at the rate of #72 per month, in lieu of the pen- 


sion he is now receiving. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and submit the following report: 

The claimant served as a member of Company D, Fourth Indiana Cavalry, 
from December 14, 1863, to July 28, 1865, when he was discharged upon a sur- 
geon’s certificate of disability oy reason of a gunshot wound of left thigh 
received in battle. He filed application for pension under general law and 
his claim was allowed May 21, 1#65, at 86 per month from July 28, 1865, on ac- 
count of the gunshot wound, and the same was increased to $8 from Septem- 
ber 16, 1874; $10 from November 9, 1877; 14 from November 14, 1881, and #16 
from June the 11, 1884, and he is now drawing a pension at that rate. He 
ae for increase February 1, 1890. which was rejected December 
17, 1890, on the ground that a #16 rating was fully commensurate to the de- 
gree of his disability, and that sciatic rheumatism was not shown to be a re- 
sult of wound of thigh. 

The medical examination shows that he is rated in medical certificate 
dated June, 1890, at sixteen-eighteenths for gunshot wound of left thigh, and 
no rating for alleged sciatic rheumatism. 

Cadwallader Jones, M. D., secretary of the board of examiners at Charles- 
town, Ind., made an examination of the claimant August 8, 1891, and in an 
affidavit filed with the committee testifies as follows: 

‘Gunshot wound of leftthigh. Ball entered the body of the vastus-externus 
muscle 2} inches below hip joint, passing through the thigh, making its exit 
through the body of the vastus-externus muscle and fracturing the femur 2} 
inches below the thigh joint. There is a shortening of the left femur of 1} 
inches and an atrophy of the muscles in the region of the wound. Measure- 
ment left thigh 2} inches below the joint, 22 inches; right thigh, 23 inches. 
There is a great weakening of the muscles of the left thigh. Claimant isa 
farmer by occupation, and is not able to perform any manual labor that re- 
quires any considerable ee of walking, on account of the condition of his 
left leg, resulting from said gunshot wound. He hasalsorheumatism of the 
left hip, and kneejoint,.and left shoulder. These — are all tender to 
paseo. There is a grating on motion of the left shoulder and hip joints 
Motion is limited to one-fourth degree in left shoulder and hip joints. Said 
afflant says that considering the physical condition of said Badger, resulting 
from said gunshot wound while in the military service, a rating by the Pen- 
sion Department of $16 per month is entirely too low, and that #50 per month 
would not be an overrating in his case.”’ 

W. G. Leinville, a regular practicing physician. who has been the family 
physician of claimant for three years and a half, testifies that he has often 
treated him for repeated attacks of rheumatism of the left hip joint and 
left kneejoint; he is often confined to his room and causing the use of 
crutches to enable him to get his meals. On account of his disabilities, re- 
sulting from said gunshot wound and rheumatism, is almost entirely un- 
fitted to follow his vocation asafarmer. Any labor requiring any amount 
of walking he is unable to perform. His suffering is great at times, and he 
is likely to so continue to suffer on through his life. His left leg is much 
shorter than his right leg as the result of said gunshot wound. 

A large number of citizens and neighbors of the claimant, petitioning for 
an increase of his pension, testify substantially to the facts stated in the 
foregoing affidavits. 

The soldier having been free from rheumatism at enlistment, and the 
rheumatism being located in the wounded limb and same side, it seems to 
your committee that the irresistible presumption is that the rheumatism is 


| largely if not solely caused by the wound. 


The committee recommend that the words ‘“‘seventy-two,”’ in lines 5 and 6, 
be stricken out and the word “ thirty ” inserted; so that it will read “at the 
rate of $30 per month,” and when so amended recommend the passage of the 
bill. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 
The question was taken on ordering the bill as amended to be 


| laid aside with a favorable recommendation, and the Chairman 


time being. 


announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 0. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cnair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Brown]. 

The committse again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 51, 
noes 1. 

Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw the point of no quorum, for the 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas withdraws the 
point of no quorum; the ayes have it, and the bill is laid aside 


| with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] | 


considered now, but it involves a little matter that we have not | 


considered, which might evoke as much as half an hour’s dis- 
cussion. 
time, with the privilege of calling it up later. 


Therefore, I will waive my right to call it up at this | 


EDITH 8S. READ. 
Mr. AMERMAN. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 
3061) to pension Edith S. Read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior b2, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roils, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edith S. Read, of Brad- 
ford, Pa., widow of Ogden B. Read, late captain of Company F, Eleventh In- 
fantry, United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. KRIBBS) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred #° bill (H. R. 


gerade 


ro 
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8552) granting a pension to Edith S. Read, have examined the same and re- 
ort: 

The beneficiary is the widow of den B. Read, who was captain of Com- 
pany F, Eleventh Infantry, United States Army. Hisdeath was by suicide, 
and the verdict of the coroner is that— 

‘Capt. Ogder B. Read came to his death from the effect of a 
inflicted by hisown hand, on the nightof April 13, 1889, whilela 
a fit of ee insanity." 

The pension laws cover cases of this kind, but the rulings of the office are 
such as to make it impossible for a claimant to furnish the proof demanded 
in reference to the cause and character of the mental derangement. It is 
not sufficient to show that the soldior was insane at the time he committed 
the act, and that the insanity was the result of his service in the line of 
duty. 

This soldier served in the late war of the rebellion, after which he was ap- 
pointed toa place in the regular Army, pales a continuous service, from 
1862 to 1889, of twenty-seven years. His qualifications and character are 
highly indorsed by Maj. Gen. Schofield, Gens. Schwan, Augur, Wilcox, 
and Col. Lawton, Inspector-General United States Army, and all of them 
join in urging special legislation for the relief of his.widow and children. 
Gen. Augur ae 

“He was faithful and efficient, and of exemplary habits; his wife and 
children are destitute.” 

In the opinion of the committee this officer's death, notwithstanding he 
took his own life, was a result of his service. He had served continuously 
over twenty-seven years in the Army, and had he lived a few months longer 
would have been entitled to retirement for length of service. He was ex- 
emplary, faithful, and of good reputation. He was temporarily irresponsi- 
ble. His dementia was not the result of vicious habits, and the committee 
see no necessity for going outside of his service toseek the cause of hisdeath. 
He frequently complained of suffering from the effect of sunstroke received 
in the service. 

Your committee are convinced that his death may be properly connected 
with his service, and that his wife and children should be pensioned accord- 
ing to his rank. 

Phe bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that itdo pass, after 
being amended by striking out all of the bill after the word ““Army,’’ in line8. 


Mr. AMERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill as amended by the 
House committee is identical with the Senats bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


istol wound 
ring under 


MICHAEL O’BRIEN. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. [call up the bill (S. 639) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael O’Brien. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Michael 
O'Brien, late major and brevet lieutenant-colonel of Sixth California Vol- 
unteer Infantry, at the rate of 850 per month, in lieu of his present pension 
of 330 per month, he being totally incapacitated from performing any man- 
ua! labor whatsoever. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 639) 
granting anincrease of pension to Michael O’Brien, submit the following re- 
ort: 
, This is a Senate bill granting an increase of Page. from $30 to $50 per 
month, to Michael O’Beien. We have examined with care the testimony and 
papers on file in the Pension Office, and recommend the passage of th** bill, 
and adopt the report of the Senate Committee, which is as follows: 


SENATE REPORT. 


Claimant was mustered into the Union Army as a captain, Company C, 
Second California Volunteers, September 6, 1861, and was promoted to major 
of the Sixth California Volunteers December 6, 1864, and was mustered out 
and honorably discharged as major of said regiment, with the field and staff, 
at Benicia Barracks, Cal., October 31,1865, having served over four years. He 
was brevetted lieutentant-colonel of volunteers March 13, 1866, for faithful 
and meritorious services. 

Claimant also served a3 a drummer boy in the Mexican war, making over 
nine years of active service in the defense of his country. 

The claimant contracted, rheumatism and resultant disease of heart and 
total deafness of right ear while with his command in carrying out the fol- 
lowing orders: © 

‘General Orders, No. 25.] 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE PACIFIC, 
San Francisco, October 9, 1861. 

The following movements of troops will be made at the time specified: 

1. Companies A, B,C, D,and E of the Second (Lippitt’s) and five companies 
of the Fourth (Judah's) California Volunteer Infantry, under the command 
of Maj. James F. Curtis, of the Second, and Lieut. Col. Harvey Lee, of the 
Fourth, respectively, will bein readiness to embark on the 17th instant for 
Fort Vancouver. The distribution of these companies to the several posts 
in the district of Oregon will be made by the district commander, who will 
receive special instructions on the subject. * * * 

By order of Brig. Gen. Sumner. 

R. C. DRUM, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 

The claimant is not only incapacitated from manual labor as a result of 
the diseases contracte¢ in the service, but is suffering from partial paralysis 
and disease of the spine, as will be observed by the following statements, 
which were made in June last, 9f physicians on file in his case, all of whom 
are well-known physicians of this city: 

“General condition very poor. He was considerably emaciated, had an 
almost constant hacking cough, with difficult and irregular respiration, be- 
ing 22 totheminute. It was a great effort for him to get up and down from 
his chair. His pulse was rapid and irregular, beating 128 to the minute. 
Upon examining his chest I found the apex beat of the heart displaced down- 
ward and inward so that it appeared just over the ensiform cartilage a little 
to the left. He also has an exophthalmic goiter as well aseruption over the 
abdomen.”’ (D. Percy Picklin, M. D.) 

‘Suffering from deafness, also loss of locomotion, reduced to what may be 
termed a dragging of his lower extremities, which without proper ecumine 
tion might be reduced to rheumatism, but upon proper examination, in my 
opinion, is partial paralysis of the lower extremities, and is a result of 
chronic disease of the spine; * * * hehas been almost deaf since 1869 to 
1879, during which period he has been under my treatment at various times. 

- Upon examination of his spine it will be readily discovered that he has 
trouble of the second, third, fourth, fifth lumbar vertebre, and the caudae- 
guma of nerves, seriously impeding locomotion. He has also spinal trouble 
of the fifth cervical vetebra, sufficient to cause weakness of the harhial 





lexe3 and the thoracic viscera; result, increased heart action, pronounced 
yoprin, impeded respiration after the least exertion, rendering him a com- 
plete physical wreck.” (Charles H. Bowen, M. D.) 

“T have known Col. Michael O’Brien, who was captain of Second Califor- 
nia Infantry, and major and brevet lieutentant-colonel Sixth California In- 
fantry, to the best of my recollection, for somewhere in the ne eigen 
of ten years, and I have prescribed for him on several occasions during the 
period which I have known him. When I was first called to see him profes- 
sionally, I found him suffering with dyspepsia, painful and difficult breath- 
ing, much aggravated by slight extra oo effort. I also found him suf- 
fering with cardiac difficulty, seemingly at that time organic in character, 
and, as I then expressed it, likely to be eon. is disabilities, rec- 
cognized by me, have progressed, according to my prognosis, until he has 
reached his present deplorable condition, as I find,upon an examination 
made of him by me this day, intense dyspnoea, organic disease of the heart, 
in nearly its last stages, the same being in my opinion mitral and aortic in- 
sufficiency; pulsation irregular, weak, rapid, and numbering about 130 to 
the minute when in the sitting posture; respirations labored, aocmney 
painful, and 35 to the minute when in repose. His emaciation is great. e 
1s impoverished of blood, attenuated of tissue, and is rapidly failing. He is 
utterly unable to perform any labor, and scarcely able torise from his chair 
when he painfully sitsdown. Malassimilation, digestion, and nutritionalso 
oe ch, of course, are the results of dyspepsia, of which this patient 
comp/ains. 

‘He has an extensive goiter which is very distressing as pressing upon 
and constricting the trachea, and he complains of deafness, and I have to 
speak to him in aloud voice. He is, in my opinion, totally disabled and in- 
curably diseased. I have no interest whatever in this case, and have made 
this examination and eS for this old soldier without fee or hope of re- 
ward.”’ (F. Donahue, M. D.) 

This claimant is now drawing #30 per month, but your committee believe, 
in view of the above facts as to the present condition of the claimantand the 
long and faithful serviees which he has rendered, that his is an unusually 
deserving and meritorious case, and therefore respectfully recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question ison laying the bill aside 


with a favorable recommendation. 


Mr. DUNGAN. I would like to ask whoever has charge of 
this bill why the claimant can not get the increase under the 
regular law: 

ir. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I have no further informa- 
tion concerning the claimant except that given in the report of 
the committee. I will say that he isa Grand Army man. He 
has accosted me a half dozen times in the corridors of this House, 
and said that it seemed strange to him that while other pension 
cases were being called up here and his had received a favora- 
ble report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, his case 
could not secure attention from a member of Congress. 

I promised him that I would call up his bill at the first oppor- 
tunity. I have done so, and now it rests with the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the name of the claimant? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Michael O’Brien. I wish, Mr. Chairman, 
to say that this man has been not only a lieutenant-colonel in 
the Army, but that he served in the Mexican war as a drummer 
boy. + I believe he is a good Democrat. [Laughter and ap- 

lanse. 

" Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I believe this isa bill that comes 
to us from the Senats to increase a pension to $50 a month. I[ 
ask unanimous consent that this bill may be laid aside for the 
present without prejudice, 

Mr. MARTIN. Before that question is put, Mr. Chairman, I 
want to make an observation. This is a bill from the Senate 
that came to this House early in April and was reported to the 
House by the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the 22d day of 
April. I want to say to the members present, and particularly 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mosgs], that this House has 
passed scarcely any of the Senate bills, and if they be not passed 
to-night there will be hardly any of the quite numerous bills 
that have come to us from the Senate that will be passed in time 
to become law. 

We have passed in all twoor three or possibly four of the Sen- 
ate bills during this session, and it seems to me thatI have a 
right to ask the members of this committee, and particularly the 
gentleman from Georgia, not to raise a question like this on a 
Senate bill, because we are, if anything, in arrears to the Sen- 
ate on these private bills. 

Mr. O’NE of Missouri. Can the gentleman state whether 
the pension which the soldier now enjoys was allowed by the 
Pension Bureau? 

Mr. MARTIN. It was. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Do you not think it bad policy for 
the House to establish the precedent of increasing pensions 
allowed by the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. MARTIN. Asarule, yes; in this case,no. The rule of 
the committee has been to in no case recommend an increase 
where the pensioner could receive relief through the Pension 
Office, but in cases where, On account of some technical diffi- 
culty or some imagined lack of proof, such relief could not be 
had through the Pension Bureau, the committee have thought 
it proper to recommend the passage of special bills. 

This is the case of a soldier who is in a very bad condition and 
who is drawing $30 a month, the most that he could draw under 
the law. I was going to say awhile ago, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. DUNGAN], that this man is not entitled to re- 
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ceive $72 a month, but his condition is such that, under the rule 
fixed by the intermediate pension bill recently passed here, he 
would be entitled to $50 a month; not on accountof his rank at all; 
his rank has nothing to do with it. The same rule that would 
give that pension to this man who was an officer would give it 
to the humblest private that served in the ranks. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to add just a word. 
It is a fact that every pension bill that has d this House at 
this session up to the present time has passed the Senate. I had 
a talk with a member of the Senate committee ar and he 
said that they were getting rather tired of passing all our bills 
while we have passed hardly any of theirs. I feel, therefore, 
with she chairman of the committee [Mr. MARTIN], that if we 
can with propriety pass the Senate bill there certainly ought to 
be a little reciprocity in this matter. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Well, the Senate has overdone it 
on other bills. I think that dose they gave us to-day on the sun- 
dry civil bill will make up for a good many pension bills. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the members present 
all know why I have made the request.that I have made. I put 
the House on notice the other night that while I should not ob- 
ject to any bill or try to obstruct the passage of any bill here, [ 
should insist upon justice and fair play in this matter. The 
House three months ago passed a bill to pension the veterans of 
the old Indian warsand that bill has been sleeping a sleep which 
seems to know no waking. Those men are very old, some of 
them nearly 100; [know two or three of them in my community, 
old men who can scarcely walk, yet they can not get the paltry 
sum of $8 per month, while we are called upon by the Senate to 
increase existing pensions to $50 a month. 

I, too, like my friend from New Hampshire, want reciprocity 
in this matter. The other night when I was speaking on this 
subject gentlemen called ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” and I say now that we 
are tired of voting when the voting goes all one way. The Pen- 
sion Committee, of which I am a member, has refrained from 
bringing in bills here for these old veterans, relying upon the 
assurances of both Democrats and Republicans that the general 
bill would pass. 

Mr. RAY. Did it not pass this House? 

Mr. MOSES. It did, but it cannot pass the Senate, and these 
old men, being from 8 to 90 or 100 years old, how much longer 
can they wait? 

Mr. RAY. Has it been reported adversely in the Senate? 

Mr. MOSES. They will notreportit at all, or if they do, they 
report it with amendments that they know will kill it. Why do 

ot they kill it honestly and fairly if they want to kill it? When 
it came before the Senate three or four Senators be to pile on 
amendments in addition to the amendments that ad been re- 
ported by the committee, which everybody at both ends of the 
Capitol knew would kill the bill. 

Mr. RAY. I think itis hardly fair under the circumstances 
for the gentleman to say that they do not intend to pass the bill. 

Mr, MOSES. Since what I said here the other night, youare 
the first Republican who has spoken to me on the subject that 
has notsaid in common honesty and common fairness the Senate 
ought to pass that bill. 

Mr. RAY. Iam in favor of the bill to which the gentleman 
refers; have favored itfrom the beginning; but I am suggesting 
whether the gentleman is quite fair in his arraingment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. MOSES. I will say that if we have not passed as many 
bills of the Senate as they have passed of ours, [ am willing to 
withdraw this objection. 

Mr.CURTIS. We havenot passed one of theirs to ten that they 
have passed of ours. 

Mr. MOSES. Butit seems that they strike down “‘at one fell 
swoop” these old men of the South; they strike down the last 
one when they strike down this pension bill for suvivors of the 
Indian wars. You are in favor of the bill I am speaking of, are 
you not? 

Mr.CURTIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOSES. Now, I ask you, has not that bill been before 
Congress for ten years? 

Mr. CURTIS. I suppose it has. 

Mr. MOSES. It has; and for ten years the Senate have been 
doing all they could tokill it, asthey are doing to-day. We have 
been asked to wait—— 

Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. MOSES. I willi. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will not take the gentleman off his ground 
of attack, but I ask him to consider the present situation. You 
say that we should not pass this bill because the Senate is not 
acting upon the bill which went to it from this House with a 
substantially unanimous vote. That is what I understood the 
gentleman to say the other evening. : 
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Mr. MOSES. That is correct. 

Mr. CURTIS. Now, we have passed, I believe, three pension 
bills from the Senate; they have passed every bill we have sent 
them, except those that have been passed in the House this 
week—every bill. Complaints have come from members of that 
body on this subject. I am a member of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and several Senators have taken occasion to 
speak to me, asking why it is that the House is not passing their 
bills. Now, [ want tosay we haven »t reported all their bills 

Mr. MOSES. Let me ask the gentleman a question. How is 
it that when the Senate can pass pension bills so expeditiously, 
this particular bill sleeps there for three months without any 
notice? Answer me that question. 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman will allow me to say I am nota 
member of the Senate; it is a co‘rdinate branch 

Mr. MOSES. I believe if you were a member of the Senate 
you would have had that bill passed. 

Mr. CURTIS. I certainly should endeavor to passit. What 
I wish to say to the gentleman is that the argument he is urg- 
ing to-night is an argument which should be addressed to the 
Senate. 

Mr. MOSES. How can I address it to the Senate otherwise 
than I am doing to-night? 

Mr. CURTIS. You can go to the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MOSES. They invited me to go before th» Senats com- 
mittee last Tuesday. I went there, and nobody was there but 
the clerk, and probably they will not have another meeting this 
session. 

A MEMBER. Yes they will. 

Mr. MOSES. Now, let me say to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CUMMINGS] that these old men, whose ages range 
from 85 to 100 years, can not waitalways. The gentleman knows 
that as well as I do. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And I would sooner call up one of their 
bilis in this House than the bill I have called up to-night. 

Mr. MOSES. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. But I do say that this poor fellow should 
not be held responsible because the Senate committee does not 
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meet on the day specified for its meeting. 

Mr. MOSES. I will say this to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cnet There is a bill pending of my own; and if by 
staying that bill I could coerce or persuade the Senate to act 
upon the other bill to which I have referred I would waive my 
own bill, because legislation should look to ‘‘ the greatest good 
to the greatest number.” [I wish to say that though they pass 
all these other bills which we send them, it seems that when we 
send this particular class of bill, a bill to which they can not 
openly object, it can not pass. 

Nowa word to the other gentlemanfrom New York [Mr. CuR- 
TIS}. I think that you(addressing Mr. CURTIS), with your great 
influence in this line, ought to go before members of the Senate 
committee and beg them to pass that bill. Will you do it? 

Mr. CURTIS. [I will. 

Mr. MOSES. Then I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. MoKINNEY. Iwill go with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CURTIS] to-morrow and urge that committee to pass 
that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being witidrawn, the bill, in 
the absence of further objection, will be laidaside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

EDITH S. REED. 

The CHAIRMAN. A few minutes since a Senate bill for the 
relief of Edith S. Reed was laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. It appears that a House bill (H. R. 8552) for the 
relief of the same individual has been reported from the House 
committee; and if there be no objection, the Senate bill will be 
laid aside to be reported with a favorable recommendation, and 
the House bill will be reported with the recommendation that 
it lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, I was in the Hall when my name 
was called, but failed to hear it. I think I should be allowed to 
call up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. Brerz] 
states that when his name was called in regular order he was 
present, but failed to hear the Clerk. He desires unanimous con- 
sent to call upa bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

WILLIAM H. BREWER. 

Mr. BRETZ. Icall up the bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Brewer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
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authorized and directed to cause to be placed on the 


ion roll, subject to 
nsion laws, the name of William H. 


the provisions and limitations of the 
venty-third Regiment Indiana Vol- 


Brewer, late a private in Company C, 
unteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2068) gronting a pension to William H. Brewer, have had the same under 
consideration and now submit the following report: 

William H. Brewer enlisted and served one year in Company F, Twenty- 
ninth Indiana Volunteers, after which he reénlisted as a private in Company 
C, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers, July 25, 1862, and was hon- 
orably discharged June 9, 1865, having served in al! about four years. 

On the 20th of June, 1885, he made application for pension, alleging that 
while out with five others on a for expedition he received a gunshot 
wound in the left arm just above the elbow, crushing the bone all to pieces. 
About 3 inches of bone was taken out; also theelbow cap was taken off, leay- 
ing the arm in such condition as to be of no use to him. 

he claim was rejected, but afterwards ——, and on the testimony 
presented to the Pension Bureau a pension with back pay was granted; but 
on the basis of the following paragraph, which appeared in a newspaper 7 
lished in the town where claimant resided, payment was withheld until an 
investigation could be had. The ay r item is as follows: 

“A lucky shot.—During the war Bill Brewer, of this city, and six other 
Seventy-third Indiana boys were out one ht after some rations not fur- 
nished y the commissary requisition, and Bill got shot in the shoulder by 
a bushwhacker who was rather careless in his alm. There are vouchers at 
the court-house which will give Bill $3,260 for that wound. Blessings, bless- 
ings on the arrears-of-pension law.” 

A special investigation was made which resulted in the rejection of the 
claim on the ground that claimant was not in line of duty when the gunshot 
wound for which he claimed pension was received. 

The disability for which claimant asks a pension is proved conclusively 
by the hospitai record, by the surgeon's discharge, and by all the document- 
ary evidence adduced. The only question for the committee to determine is 
as to whether the soldier was in line of duty when he received the injuries 
from: which he claimed pension. 

The claimant, in his affidavit made before Special Examiner Coffin, states 
that while at Larkinsville, Ala., in March, 1865, he had been on picket duty; 
came off about 9 a. m.; after sleeping all day, between 5 and 6 p. m. James 
Lettinge came to him and informed him that he knew of a smokehouse some 
2miles out in the country where they could get some meat, and asked him 
to go with him and some others after it. About dark claimant, with Line- 

ar, Chris Kring, Joe Liggett, and one Cathron, started for the smokehouse. 
Said ‘Lettinge told him that he had obtained thecountersign from the orderly 
sergeant, who was acting as officer of the guard, and when halted by the 
picket Lettinge gave the countersign and they were allowed to pass. 

Joseph Kring, a member of the party, testifies in corroboration in regard 
to receiving the countersign. 

Louis J. Leavio, who was in the hospital when claimant was brought in 
wounded, testifies that - were living on very short rations, comalating 
mostly of herring, hard-tack, coffee, and rice; they might have had beans, 
but doesn’t remember; knows that the meat rations were very scant. Does 
not remember to have had any rations of meat for six weeks when claimant 
received his injuries. 

John A. Richley, captain of Company C, Seventy-third Indiana, of which 
claimant was a member, in an affidavit June, 1879, testifies: 

“William H. Brewer was a member of my company; that while in the 
service and in line of duty he was wounded at the time, place, and circum- 
oes stated in his application for pension while out on detail foraging for 

orovisions.”’ 
. In a subsequent affidavit filed May 16, i884, he testifies as follows; 

‘Claimant was possessed of the countersign during his absence from camp 
while detailed upon a foraging expedition, and was wounded while in the 
discharge of that duty. I made a special investigation of this case during 
his confinement in the hospital, and find that his statement corroborates 
therewith.”’ 

At the time he was wounded he was 


laced in the post hospital, Huntsville, 
Ala., from which he was discharged a 


ay 16, 1865, as unfit for duty. In his 


certificate of discharge Dr. G. R. Baldwin, assistant surgeon in charge, says: 
“Said soldier was wounded on or about the 24th day of March, 1865, while 
in performance of his duty, and find him incapable of perfo the duties 


of a soldier, because of incision of left elbow joint from gunshot wound. 
Degree of disability expressed by three-fourths. He is not a subject for the 
invalid corps.” 

The company to which claimant belonged at the time his injuries were re- 
ceived, as potas from the testimony on file, consisted of 50 or 60 men en- 
gaged in doing picket duty on the railroad that runs between Huntsville, 
Ala., and Stephenson, with headquarters at Larkinsville. Claimant had 
often been out on foraging expeditions before that with a wagon train, for 
corn, hay, meat, flour, and other provisions. 

Ever since the gunshot wound was received the claimant has been totally 
disabled in his left arm from performing any labor. His record during four 
years of the war was that of a faithfui soldier, performing with cheerfulness 
the duties assigned him. He is a poor man and depends for subsistence on 
his daily labor as a drayman. 

An affidavit was recently made by Dr. Montgomery. After examining the 
soldier, the doctor says: 

“The lower partof humerus was shot away and there remains a loosefalse 
joint. Forearm hangs helpless and can not, be used voluntarily. Applicant 
is wholly disabied for the performance of manual labor." 

The committee, after careful consideration of the evidence in this case, be- 
lieve that the relief asked for in the bill ought to be granted. We therefore 
submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


During the reading of the foregoing report the following pro- 
ceedings took place: 

Mr. MOSES. Is it expected that every individual who calls 
up a bill shall call up one which was; introduced by himself—in 
other words, his own bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. You mean under the call? 

Mr. MOSES. Yes. Suppose,for instance, we find we can not 
get through with the names of members in their alphabetical 
order, and suppose my name is down lower on the list, towards the 
end, could Inot get my good friend from Georgia [Mr. EVERETT], 
whose name is up higher in the alphabetical order, to call up a 
bill for me? 

Tne CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the order, by 
unanimous consent, was that when the name of a gentleman was 
called he should have the right to present one bill. It did not 
specify that it should be his own bill. 





| pill (H. R.8298) to 





Mr. MOSES. For if I can not do that I do not want anybody 
elss to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order the Chair knows of no 
reason why the gentleman could not do it. 

The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the report. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

The bill was laid aside to bs reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CROSBY. Mr. Chairman, I was in the Hall when my 
name was called and did not haveabill at hand. I would like to 
ask unanimous consent to present one now. 

Mr. SEERLEY. Before giving consent I want to know if 
the gentleman is going to offer his own bill or a bill for some 
other member? 

Mr. CROSBY. It is not my own bill. 

Mr. SEERLEY. Then I object. 

Mr. CROSBY. But under the ruling of the Chair I think I 
would have a right to call up any bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not after your name has been passed on the 
roll. It requires unanimous consent to go back. 


EMMA JOHNSON. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, [ call up for consideration the 
oe Emma Johnson, blind and dependent 
daughter of Daniel D. Johnson, Company B, One hundred and 
forty-second New York Volunteers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of #12 per 
month, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws, the 
name of Emma Johnson, the blind and dependent daughter of Daniel D. 
Johnson, late captain of Company B, One hundred and forty-second Regi- 
ment of New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CURTIS) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 8298) 
granting a pension to Emma Johnson, blind and dependent daughter of 
Daniel D. Jo. n, deceased, and submit the follow report: 

The records of the War Department show that Daniel D. Johnson served 
as captain of Company B, One hundred and forty-second New York Volun- 
teers, from September <9, 1862, to October 24, 1863, when he resigned because 


of disability. soldier died in 1884, leaving a widow, who died in 1887, 
and it appears that no pension is being d on account of this soldier. 
Maria J. Wallace, of Gouverneur, N. Y., testifies that she is the sister of 


the petitioner who is the daughter of the soldier; that he died in 1884; that 
the petitioner's mother died in 1887; that their parents left no property; that 
the petitioner is 48 years of age, has been entirely blind for forty-two years, 
and is entirely dependent on others for support; that she lives with and is 
supported by this deponent, and has been subject to epileptic attacks for 
twenty-five years. 

Mrs. Cornelia A. McFalls testifies that the petitioner is the daughter of the 
soldier; that she has no property, is unmarried, and that no one is bound to 
support her; that her father and mother are dead; that she has been blind 
since she was 5 or 6 years of age; that she has been subject to epileptic at- 
—. for ae years; that deponent’s husband was petitioner's physician 

‘or a long time. 

G. S. Conger testifies that the petitioner is the daughter of the soldier; is 
entirely blind and dependent on others for support; that her father and 
mother are dead, and she lives with her sister, Mrs. Wallace; is in poor 
health, and has no property. 

In view of the permanently helpless condition of the petitioner, your com- 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass, after being amended as follows: 

In lines 5 and 6 strike out the words “ of 812 per month, subject to the lim- 
itations and provisions of the pension laws,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘‘to which she would be entitled under the act of June 27, 1890, if she 
were still a minor.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire of my friend from 
New York about the relationship of the beneficiary of this bill 
to the soldier on whose services the claim for pension is based? 

Mr. CURTIS. In reply to my friend from Texas I desire to 
say that Emma Johnson is the daughter of a soldier by the names 
of Daniel D. Johnson. He wasacaptain in a Saver in my own 
regiment, a man whom I knew, and this child was blind at the 
time he was in the service, and had been since she wa; 5 or 6 
years of age. 

Mr. KILGORE. How old is she now? 

Mr. CURTIS. She is now about 48 years of age, I think. I 


| did not know the girl, but knew her father. 


Mr. KILGORE. What is her pee condition? 

Mr. CURTIS. She is absolutely destitute. The father died. 
He had been sick some years as the result of his army services. 
He left no property. The mother died leaving nothing, and this 
girl is being supported by a sister whose husband earns a living 
by his own toil. 

Mr. SCOTT. What is the amount in the bill? 

Mr. CURTIS. Such as would be given under the statute if 
she was under 16 years of age. Ten dollars, I believe. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN CHAMBERLAIN. 


Mr. DANIELL. Mr.Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 371) grant- 
ing a pension to John Chamberlain. 








1892. 








The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll at the rate of Te 

onth the name of John Chamberlain, late an agent of the State of New 

‘ampshire to care for sick and wounded soldiers in the Army of the Poto- 
mac during the war of the rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. MCKINNEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 371) grant- 
ing a pension to John Chamberlain and submit the follo report: 

6 petitioner, as appears from evidence, is a minister who was commis- 
sioned by the governor of New Hampshire as an agent to care for the sick 
and wounded St the Army of the Potomac. It is shown that he acted as 
chaplain, nurse, physician, and even as a soldier on several occasions. That 
he did his duty nobly and well there is no doubt. 

It is in evidence that claimant spent more of his own money for the relief 
of sick and wounded soldiers than he received by way of compensation, and 
that, among other things, he enlisted a large number of recruits. Affidavits 
show that on several occasions he took the from the hands of wounded 
men and did a soldier’s duty. Other affidavits show the value of the services 
that claimant rendered the Government. He is now about 70 years of age, 
broken in health, and destitute of means. 

While the applicant was not regularly enlisted, and therefore does not 
come under the pension laws, we believe his services were such that he 
should be pensioned. 

Your committee therefore make a favorable report and recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN D. PRATOR. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 
4034) to increase the pension of John D. Prator. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby: 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of John D. Prator, of Mag- 
nolia, Ark., who served in Capt. Allen’s company from the State of Georgia, 
Indian war, 1836, to $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4034) in- 
creasing the pension of John D. Prator, have considered the same, and re- 

ort: 

The claimant is now a pensioner by special act of Congress on account of 
two months and twelve days’ service in Capt. C. W. Allen’s omapeny of the 
First Regiment Georgia Mounted Volunteers, Indian war of 1836. The rate 
of his present pension is 88 per month. 

In supE ort of the bill to increase the pension John A. Robertson, John 
Goode, M. D., and James R. Melton, citizens of Columbia County, Ark., tes- 
tify that the claimant is now 79 years old, and by reason of his physical dis- 
abilities, consisting of rupture and of injuries received by the kick of a horse 
while a soldier in action in said war, he is unable to suport himseif by man- 
ual labor and that he has no means of support for himself and aged wife. 

After full consderation of all the facts, your committee believe the case is 
one in which an increase of pension can properly be allowed, and the bill is 
therefore returned with the recommendation that it be amended to fix the 
rate of pension at $15 per month, and that the bill be passed as so amended. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH A. HAGAN, 


Mr. DE FOREST. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 
6507) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hagan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, suhject to the provi- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Hagan, 
dependent mother of Bartlett C. Hagan, late a member of Company C, Sixty- 
second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. KRIBBS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6507) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hagan, submit the following report: 

The soldier upon whose service the claim for pension in this case is based 
Was Bartlett C. Hagan, who enlisted July 4, 1861, as a private in Company C, 
Sixty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was discharged July 
13, 1864, at the expiration of his term of service. He died the 4th day of Au- 
gust, 1882. His mother, the claimant in this bill, applied for a pension under 
the act of June 27, 1890, but her application was reported for rejection on the 
ground that there was no evidence obtainable to show that the soldier's 
death was the result of his service, there being no record in the Surgeon- 
General's Office of treatment a three years of active service. But 
there is some evidence that after being in the service two years he com- 
plained of ill health. 

The evidence before your committee shows that the soldier was the sole 
support of his mother since he was 18 years of age up to within a year of 
his death, when he was unable to work, and after he exhausted his means 
was cared for during his last days by a fraternal order to which he belonged. 
The soldier was never married, and the claimant has been a widow since the 
death of the soldter’s father in 1855. The claimant's two other sons served 
during the war, One died the year after his discharge; the other has alarge 
family of his own that he is barely able to support as acommon day laborer. 
Since the death of the soldier the mother has been living wherever she could 
finda home. She is entirely destitute arid dependent, and is now 73 years 
of age, without the means of ops except her own labor or the contribu- 
tion of others not legally bound for her support. 


Your committee report this bill back wit 


the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY E. HULL. 


Mr. DOAN. 
to Mics Mary E. Hull, dependent sister of John A. Hull, deccased, 
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late of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, in the late war of the rebellion. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls the name of Miss 
Mary E. Hull, dependent sister of John A. Huil, deceased, late of Company 
F, in the Eighty-first Re ent of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
war = the rebellion, and that she be paid a pension at the rate of 50 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. SNOW) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 2086) 
grant a pension to Mary E. Hull, the dependent sister of John A. Hull, de- 
ceased, late a member of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment Llinois, and 
submit the following report: 

The evidence fully establishes the fact that the beneficiary in said bill was 
the sister of James and John A. Hull; that said James died in the serv- 
ice of his country in the war ofthe rebellion; that said John A. was a mem- 
ber of Company F, Eighty-first Illinois Volunteers, in the war of the rebel- 
lion, and also was in the Mexican war; that said Mary E. is now and always 
has been a single woman. 

That her brother, John A., was a widower when he entered the service of 
the United States in the war ofthe rebellion. That she lived with and was 
keeping house for him at said time; that he then had three young, helpless 
children, and the said Mary E. took chargeof them during his absence, cared 
for and educated them; that she had no money or property of her own, but 
devoted her energies and life to her said brother, John A., and his children, 
both during and after the war; that her brother, John A., remained a widower 
till his death. 

That he died about five years ago, leaving no property or money, and that 
said Mary E. has no property or money, is near 60 years of age, from disa- 
bility is unable to = herself, and is dependent on her friends for sup- 
port. Thatsaid JohnA. Hull contracted disabilities while in the line of duty 
in the service of his country in the late rebellion from which he never re- 
covered and of which hedied; that he was at thedate of his deathdrawing a 

oension for such disabilities. That said Mary E. was dependent on her said 

rother, John A., for support during his life, and since his death on the charity 
of friends. That from medical evidence furnished your committee she is 
now, from age and disibility, unable to work or labor to support herself. 

That she is, and always has been, a lady of good and irreproachable char- 
acter and reputation, respected by those who know her. That said Mary E. 
by her devotion to the family of her said brother, John A., caring for and 
rearing them from childhood to maturity, lost and abandoned the oppor- 
tunities of young womanhood, and your committee, fully believing that 
after these years of devotion to this soldier of the Union and his children, 
she should in her old days be cared for by a ——— Government, recom- 
mend that said bill do pass, with the following amendment, viz: In line 8 
strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word “twelve.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. M. E. ARNOLD. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I call up the bill (H. R. 1177) for the relief 
of Mrs. M. E. Arnold. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls the name of Mrs. M. E. 
Arnold, for conspicuous services rendered during the late civil war as an 
army nurse. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the biil (H. R. 
1177) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Arnold, submit the following report: 

Mrs. M. E. Arnold was an army nurse in the late war of the rebellion en- 
gaged at Jackson Hospital, Tennessee, from October 16, 1862, to February 13, 
1863, and at hospital, Memphis, Tenn., from March 28 to April 4, 1863, and at 
Benton Barracks Hospital, St. Louis, Mo., May 26, 1863, to September 4, 1863. 
Her maiden name was M. E. Elliott. The records show she was a valuable 
nurse. She is now poor and dependent on her own daily toil for support. 

Your committee recommends the passage of this bill after amending the 
same by adding after the word “nurse,’’ in sixth line, the words ‘“‘and pay 
her a pension of $12 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committe > was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FRANCES B. WILSON. 


Mr. DUNGAN. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8618) 
granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Frances B. Wilson, 
who was the widow of Ross Wilson, private in Company F, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. PEARSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (HL R. 8618) 
granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson, and submit the following report: 

Ross Wilson enlisted September 19, 1861, in Company F, Forty-ninth Ohio 
Volunteers, and died in service July 6, 1862. His widow, Frances B. Wilson, 
was pensioned at 88 per month from the date of his death until] 1875, when 
she remarried. The records of the Pension Office show that she was last 
paid to December 4, 1875. It is shown that she married one Hiram Munger, 
who was a worthless character and so cruel and abusive to the petitioner 
that she, in 1884, secured a divorce and was restored to her former name; 
that she is now aged and indigent. These facts are shown by statements of 
Lester Wilson and J. R. Bartlett, of Fremont, Ohio, and Judge John M. Lem- 





i : } mon, of Clyde, Ohio. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the | 
| writing of his own pérsonal knowledge that 


Hon. WILLIAM E. HAYNES, a member of Congress from Ohio, certifies in 


rs. Wilson is in indigent cir- 


| cumstances, without other means of support than the contributions of per- 


I call up the bill (H. R. 2086) granting a pension | 


sons not legally bound to support her, and that she was divorced from her 
second husband, Munger, and restored to the name of her former husband, 
Wilson. Mr. HAYNEs also certifies to the high standing and veracity of 
Messrs. Wilson. Lemmon, and Bartlett, above referred to. 

Your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pags. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


WARREN ALONZO ALDEN. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6965) to perfect the military record 
of Warren Alonzo Alden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

To perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden. 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ian and required to enter the name of Warren Alonzo Alden upon the roll 
of Company H of the Ninety-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry, with a state- 
ment of the fact that he faithfully served the United States in said — 
zation, commencing August 15, 1862, and continuing until January 5, 1863. 

zc. 2. That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, authorized and re- 

red to complete the record as to the services of Warren Alonzo Alden in 

Jompany O, Fourth i dent Battalion Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, in which 
he served from July 10, 1863, until October 10, 1863. 

The report (by Mr. PATTON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6965) to perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden, having had the 
same under consideration, submit the following report: 

Warren Alonzo Alden, at the age of l5 years, entered the Army of the United 
States and performed the duties of a private soldier, except guard and fatigue 

* duty, in Company H, of the Ninety-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry, from 
August 15, 1862, to January 5, 1863; and in Company C, Fourth Independent 
Battalion Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, from July 10, 863, to October 10 of the 
same year. He received no compensation for said services, and was never 
placed on the muster rolls of either of said com es. 

The evidence of his service is entirely satisfactory, and it appears that 
Warren Alonzo Alden is not seeking pecuniary aid from the Government, 
simply requesting that his military record be perfected, so that he may be 
able to join the Grand Army of the Republic and to enable him to leave 
some evidence to his family of his services d the war. 

Your committee regard the services of Warren Alonzo Alden as entitled to 
recognition by the Government, the only reason that he was not mustered 
in being that he had not reached the age entitling him to enter the Army, 
and the proof shows that he retired from the Army on October 10, 1263, after 
having discharged such services as would haveentitled him toan honorable 
discharge if he had been of sufficient age to have been mustered into the 
Army. 

The committee recommend that the bill H. R. 6965 do pass with the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Aiter line 6 insert: “Provided, That no pay or allowance accrue on account 
of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I could not understand from 
the reading of that report what the facts about this case are. It 
occurred to me that the Clerk meas” Qe out a raph now and 
then, and they did not fit very well. [Laughter.}| I do not un- 
derstand from the reading who it is that is the beneficiary, and 
what he wants under the bill. 

Mr. DURBOROW. The name of this man is Warren Alonzo 
Alden. He enlisted at the age of 15 years. He was under age, 
but he went through, and the records of this company and the 
testimony of his officers show that he did the regular duty of a 
soldier, picket duty, and guard duty, and eve ing else. He 
was never regularly mustered in on account of his age; but now 
he desires to leave some record of his Army service behind him, 
and he asks Congress to empower the Secre of War to place 
him on that roll, so that this record of his military service may 
be left. He seeks no pension and expects none. 

Mr. KILGORE. You say he was in the service during the 
war? 

Mr. DURBOROW. Yes; and he performed regular duty as a 
soldier. He simply was not mustered in on account of his age. 

Mr. KILGORE. And he wants to be mustered in so he can 
join the Grand Army, as I understand. I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. DURBOROW. You will find this case is all right. 

Mr. KILGORE. He wants permission to join the Grand Army, 
but does he not want to become a pensioner? 

Mr. DURBOROW. He seeks nopensionatall. 
that to me. 

Mr. KILGORE. But is not this to clear the right of way for 
a pension in the future? 

Mr. DURBOROW. I do not think he is seeking that. 
is a good case. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY VENARD. 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to recur to my name on the list for the purpose of having a 
bill called up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRooxk- 
SHIRE] asks unanimous consent to have his name called. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4283) to pension Mary Venard, late hospital nurse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place the name of Mary Venard on the pension 
roll, at the rate of $12 per month. 


He has stated 


This 
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The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4233) to pension Mary Venard, a hospital nurse, have had the same under 
consideration and submit the following report: 

The records of the War Department show that the claimant entered into 
service February 11, 1853, and was attached as nurse No. 4 general hospital, 
Nashville, Tenn., serving therein until on or about June 26, 18€3; that she 
was on duty at No. 20 general hospital, Nashville, Tenn., from on or about 
June 26, 1863, until on or about July 31, 1863; and that she was attached to 
general hospital, Natchez, Miss., October 7, 1863, and was discharged October 
—, 1864, exact date of discharge not known. 

George M. Allen, in a recent affidavit, says: 

‘She is now almost helpless, ha little use of herright hand. Although 
her father was pensio: for service in the war of 1812, Miss Venard declined 
to receive it after his death, being then able to support herself. Sheis now 
in reduced circumstances and I believe her to be fu ear mae to a pension.” 

Levi G. Beirson, in an affidavit, after showing her hospital service, says: 

“She is now almost helpless. Her right hand is crippled from a fall some 
yearsago. She is in reduced circumstances and needs aid.” 

A number of affidavits by oe ple who have known the claimant 
many years fully corroborate therecords of the War Department as to length 
of service and efficiency of her labors while so employed. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by 
insert “army nurse’ immediately after the name “ Mary Venard,” in 
line 4, so that it will read: “‘Mary Venard, army nurse.”’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM M. WATSON. 


Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the (H. KR. 8038) granting a pension 
to William M. Watson of Walker County, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Tuat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of William M. 
Watson, of Walker County, Ga.,an invalid soldier of the Mexican war, being 
a@ member of Company E, First Alabama Volunteers, 1846, and that in con- 
sequence of his disability, arising from a wound received in said service, he 
be paid at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8038) 
granting a pension to William M. Watson, have considered the same and 
report: 

e claimant enlisted June 16, 1846, at Mobile, Ala., for twelve months’ 
service In the Mexican war and was mustered in as a private in Company 
E, First Alabama Volunteers. He was discharged at the above-named 

lace June 29, 1846, on su "s certificate of disability. The certificate of 
Nisability recites that he is “entitled to a discharge by reason of a wound 
accidentally inflicted oe discharge of a pisto. in his breast and right 
shoulder and disabling him from duty.”” An indorsement on the cer- 
tificate by the major comman states that the Wound was accidentally 
received while “in duty’ under his (the major’s) command. 

On March 27, 1872, Mr. Watson made ap on for an invalid pension, 
basing upon the above-named woun h he alleged was caused by 
the accidental discharge of a pistol in the hands of a personal friend, who 
was also a member of the company. The friend was trying to remove a cap 


from the at the time. 

Mr. Watson was examined August 5, 1879, by the United States ining 
surgeon at Chattan Tenn., ape sears of the wound were fourd, but the 
doctor recommended fo ra the claim was disallowed pber 27, 
1879, on the ground of no pehsionable disability, and the furthe ound 
(which does not seem to be well based in the light of the record) that the 
wound was not shown to have been received in line of dhty. 


After the pacmas of the Mexican war service-pension act of January 29, 
1887, Mr. Watson filed a claim thereunder, but the same was rejectéd on the 
ground of insufficiency of service, the service rendered by him covering a 
— + has fourteen days, and also becatise he participated in no battle 

ng war. 

This action of the Pension Office was ee from, but the Secretary of 
the Interior affirmed the rejection of the m. 

Accompanying the bill is the testimony of Dr. W. J. Bryant, J. S. Cleg- 
horn, Samuel Hawkins, and other citizens of Chattooga and Floyd Counties, 
Ga., a theclaimant is very old, feeble, and infirm, unable to work, 


to support himself and — wife, and without property or intome, except a 
— on ae ofvery littlevalue. Heownsno home and isin needy 
and de’ en 

From a examination of the claimant Dr. ant is of the opinion 
that the t’s infirmities are ly due — ed wound Of breast 
and right side. The doctor the wounds were caused by a large 
number of small shot, some ate encys the skin and others, 


in the doctor’s opinion, entered the cavity of the c and penétrated the 
substance of the right lung, where they are now encysted. 

Your committee, after full consideration of the facts, recommends the 
passage of the bill with an amendment fixing the rate of pension at #8 per 
month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


HENRY MERRITT. 


Mr. GANTZ. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 7117) 
to increase the pension of Henry Merritt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Taat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to oo the pensjon roll, at the rate of 330 per 
month, in lieu of the pension h he now receives, the name of Henry 
Merritt, late a private of the Second Ohio Regiment in the war with Mexico, 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7117) 
granting a pension to Henry Merritt, have considered the same and report; 

The claimant was a private in Capt. Lytle’s company of the Second Ohio 
Volunteers, in the war with Mexico, and served thérein from October 6, 1847, 
to July 25, 1848. He is now rocesvang the service pension of 8 per month 
provided by the act of January 29, 1887. 

Charles W. McCoy, Solomon H. Morris, and David Hatcher, citizens-o8 





1892. 





Panes County. Ohio, testify that the claimant is 86 years old, totally 
lind, and without means of oueens aside from his small pension. 

Dr. G. N. Hollingsworth, of Hunter, Ohio, certifies under date of April 3, 
1892, that the claimant is totally blind and unable to nr ge himself. 

This old soldier’s deplorable physical condition an is destitution are 
such as to commend him, in the Judgment of your committee, to the favor- 
orable consideration of Congress, and the passage of the bill is therefore 
recommended with an amendment fixing the rate of pension to be allowed 
at #25 per month; also with an amendment changing the title of the bill so 
as to read “A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry Merritt.” 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed | 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


SUSANNA DAVIS. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 
6561) granting a pension to Susanna Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susanna Davis, of 


the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, widow of William | 
Davis, late a private in the United States Marine Corps, and who served in | 


the Indian war in Florida, and pay her a pension at the rate of 312 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referréd the bill (H. R. 6551) 

anting a pension to Susanna Davis, have considered the same and respect- 

ully report: 

Mrs. avis is the widow of William Davis, who entered the service as a 
United States Marine September 25, 1833, and (after three reénlistments) was 
finally discharged in August, 1846. During a portion of the above period he 
rendered service in the Florida Indian war. 

On July 10, 1874, William Davis was es. out of the naval pension fund, 
a pension rated at $6 per month. This pension was provided by the act of 

arch 2, 1867, for ten years’ service. 

Mr. Davis died April 22, 1877, and on April 20, 1883, his widow made appli- 
cation for pension, but the same was disallowed on the ground that the gen- 
eral pension laws do not reach her case. 

Mrs. Davis is now 60 years of age, in feeble health, and without means of 
support, but is dependent for a livelihood upon the Aged Women's Home in 
Washington, where she resides. 

There are numerous precedents for the allowance of pensions to the aged 
and dependent widows of soldiers and sailors of the old Indian wars, and as 
this case seems to be a deserving one, the passage of the bill isrecommended. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


SABRA A. WOLCOTT. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5508) 
to place the name of Sabra A. Wolcott upon the pension rolls. 
he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior hereby is authorized 
and directed to place the name of Sabra A. Wolcott upon the pension rolls, 
and that she be granted a pension as the widow of Foster Ames, late of Com- 
pany E, Seventeenth Michigan Infantry, in accordance with the provisions 
of law now in force, as though she, the said Sabra A. Wolcott, had always 
remained the widow of the said Foster Ames. 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5508) granting a widow's pension to Sabra A. Wolcott, submit the following 
report: 

in examination of the papers in the claim shows that the claimant was 
married to Foster Ames, late a private in Company E, Seventeenth Michi- 
gan Infantry, on the 6th day of July, 1853. That said Ames died in the serv- 

ce on the 30th of April, 1863, as is evidenced by the pension granted above 
claimant, under pension certificate No. 10539, and that claimant drew pen- 
sion as widow of said Ames under certificate No. 10539 until March 4, 366, 

That the claimant remarried Samuel B. Wolcott on the 12th day of April, 
1866, and that said Wolcott died on the 16th day of September, 1870, and that 
said claimant again remarried Peter T. Van Horn on the 12th of March, 
1873, and was divorced from said Van Horn on the llth day of November, 
1876, as is shown by a certified copy of the record of the circuit court for 
WashtenawCounty, Mich. The affidavit of claimant shows that she assumed 
the name of Wolcott immediately after said divorce, and has ever since and 
does now go by the name of Wolcott. 

That claimant is now 62 years of age, broken down in health, is no longer 
able to earn a living by manual labor; that she isin destitute circumstances, 
and is now supported by the charity of her friends. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that this is 
carrying the rule rather a long way. As I understand, the 
beneficiary under this bill has been married three times and 
three times lost the right to a pension, if she ever had it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Twice. 

Mr. KILGORE. An explanation is perhaps due from the gen- 
tleman, 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that this is one of 
a class of widows that this House ought to pension, if it pensions 
any. This is properly called a “ war widow.” Her husband 
went to the war and there died in the service. She was granted 
a pension as his widow. She remarried Wolcott and surrendered 
her right to pension. Wolcott died, and she thought, perhaps, 
to better her circumstances 

Mr. COOPER. And relieve the Government. 

Mr. GORMAN. And relieve the Government at the same 
time, and did remarry again. She married a man by the name 
of Van Horn, who was a very worthless and drunken fellow. She 
had a little property, and he managed to get that away from 
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her. She was divorced from him, I think, in 1876, as the report 
shows, and has since struggled along until now she is broken 
down in health. She has lived this long time without any assist- 
ance from the Government, and I[ believe the Government would 
simply do its duty if it would restore this widow and this class 
of widows to the pension roll. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. 
to restore all of them. 

Mr. GORMAN. And there will be a bill reported for that 


There ought to be a general bill 


| purpose sooner or later. 





Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr.SCOTT. Inview of the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Texas, is it not the opinion of the gentlemen in charge of this 
bill that the Government has made money by her remarriages? 

Mr.GORMAN. The Government has saved paying her a pen- 
sion from 1860 until the present time. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! Vote!” 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


MAUD CASE. 


Mr. HARRIES. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7306) to pension Maud Case, of Dodge County, Minn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to place upon the pension roils, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Maud Case, the dependent and to- 
tally blind daughter of Hezekiah Case, deceased, late private Company H, 
Thirty-third Wisconsin Volunteers, at the rate of 312 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HARRIES) is as follows: 


Tne Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 7306) 
granting a jon to Maud Case, and submit the following — 

The petitioner is the daughter of Hezekiah Case, who served in Company 
H, Thirty-third Wisconsin Infantry, from August 2], 1862, to August 9, 1265, 
and died November 14, 1880, from d es which the Pension Bureau has ac- 
— as due to his military service. 

Two children of the soldier were pensioned until each became 16 years of 
age; of these Edith Maud, the younger, became 16 years of age August 16, 
1 since which date no pension has been paid. It is shown by testimony 
of Dr. S. W. Ransom, S. P. Kinney, and Samantha Kinney, of Dodge Center, 
Minn., that the petitioner is totally blind, and has been so from her birth, 
and also that she has no property whatever, and is dependent upon others 
for her support. 

Your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


JULIA S. TOMPKINS. 


Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Mr.Chairman, I call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Julia S. 
Tompkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Julia S. 
Tompkins, an army nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. BUTLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7236) granting a pension to Julia S. seen having examined and consid- 
ered the same, report the same back to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mrs. Tompkins was appointed nurse in a military hospital of the western 
department by authority delegated to the sanitary commission, by Mrs. D. 
S. Dix, general superintendent of nurses in military hospitals in the United 
States, on June 24, 1863, and was detailed to service in Benton Barracks hos- 
pital, where she served during 1853, 1864, and 1865 in actual care of sick and 
wounded soldiers. 

She makes a very strong show! in regard to her service, its efficiency, 
and her good qualities and favorable work, having aflidavits to this effect 
from Dr. Grove, who was in charge of that hospital during 1863-’64, and by 
various others who were connected therewith. 

Mrs. Tompkins has never heretofore applied for any relief on account of 
this service, but she is now well advanced in years and without adequate 
means of support. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommenda- 


| tion that it do pass. 


LOUISA B. SHARP. 


Mr. HAYNESof Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louisa B. Sharp. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa B. Sharp, 
widow of John B. Sharp, first lieutenant in Company F, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $17 per month. 


Mr. KILGORE, Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. PEARSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6563) granting a pension'to Louisa B. Sharp, submit the following report 

The petitioner was the widow of John B. Sharp, who served in Company 
F’, Eighteenth Missouri Infantry, from August 10, 1861, to April 6, 1862, when 
killed in battle, be then a first Heutenant. The widow was pensioned at 
$17 per month to September 9, 1866, when she remarried; a child of the sol- 
dier drew pension from that date until June 4, 1871 (when 16 years of age), 
since which date no pension has been paid. 
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It ars from a certified copy of the decree that the petitioner was on 
March 1, 1874, divoreed from her second husband, Samuel ©. Williams, and 
was restored to her former name of Louisa B. Sharp, the court finding that 
“the defendant had been willfully guilty of gross neglect of duty towards 
said petitioner.” 

Mrs, Theresa Stanford, of Norwaik, Ohio, testifies that she has been a 
neighbor of the oo for twenty-two years; that the petitioner “ hasno 
visible means of support, and is poor; that she has subsisted by her own 
labor when able to work; for the t five years her health has been broken 
down and she has been unable to labor.” 

Mr. Franklin Sawyer, of Norwalk, Ohio, states in a letter on file with this 
committee that the petitioner was a patriotic woman who accompanied her 
husband, the soldier, to the field; that for many years she has been a great 
sufferer through ill health and poverty, and that she has been assisted by 
the township, out of funds raised by State tax for this purpose; that her 
divorce in nowise affects her character, as her second husband abandoned 
her without cause. 

In view of the facts above set forth, your committee recommend that the 
bill do pass. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. DoI understand that the pension is $17 a 
month? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the amount contained in the bill. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Then I move to amend by striking out 
‘*seventeen ” and inserting ‘‘ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

MARY O'CONNOR. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I call up for 
consideration the bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Mary 
O’Connor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 


" authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mary O’Con- 


nor, stepmother of Daniel O'Connor, late a private in the Seventh New York 
Heavy rtillery Volunteers, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 a 
month. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. VAN HORN) was read, as follows: 


«The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2428) granting a pension to Mary O'Connor, submit the follo report: 

The War Department records show that Daniel O’Connor enlis March 
5, 1863, in Company B, Seventh New York Heavy Artillery, and died in sery- 
ice August 25, 1864. His father, John O'Connor, was pensioned in 1886 on the 

ound of his dependence on the soldier. It appears from the papers in the 

-ension Bureau that the soldier was born February 15, 1845; his own mother 
died in 1852 or 1853; his father married this a August 13, 1853, when 
the soldier was about 8 years of age; he lived with his father and stepmother 
from that time until his enlistment. 

The evidence which has been accepted by the Pension Office as sufficiently 
showing the dependence of thefather is equally applicable to the case of the 
stepmother, whose claim has been rejec on the ground that she is not the 
natural mother of the soldier. 

Thomas McMullen and Michael Malone, as well as the petitioner, testify 
in affidavits filed with this committee that she took care of the soldier from 
his childhood, and that he aided in her support when he became able to do 
so. The age of the petitioner is variously stated from 57 to 67 years. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, after being amended as 
follows: In line 5, insert the word “‘dependent” before the word “step- 
mother,” and at the end of the bill add the words “subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
JAMES H. WILLEY. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts (when the name of Mr. HOAR 
was called). Mr. Chairman, I ask that the privilege be extended 
to me to present a bill in behalf of my colleague [Mr. Hoar] as his 
name has been called. AndI desire to say that Idothisat Mr. 
Hoak’s request. He has a bill which he intended to present 
himself, but last night he received a telegram announcing the 
death of his mother, and he has written me a letter asking me, 
in his behalf, to present this bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized to pay to James H. Willey, of Waltham, Mass., late of Seaman 
G, Richardson Light Infantry, attached to Seventh Battery Light Artillery, 
Massachusetts Volunteers, a pension at the rate of 820 per month from and 
after the passage of this act. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. MCKINNEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4808) granting a pension to James H. Willey, submit the following report: 

The claimant herein bases his claim for pension on the following state of 
facts as setforth by himself. He enlisted April! 19, 1861, at Lowell, s., in 
the organization known as Richardson’s Light Infantry, which afterward 
became part of the Seventh Massachusetts ht Battery. The men went 
into camp for a week and were ordered back to Lowell and were quartered 
in Chesley Hall until about May 10, 1861, when they were ordered to Boston. 
On the way to Boston this claimant was struck in the right eye by a cinder 
from the locomotive, while sitting near the aisle. A Dr. Bradley, who was 
in the company, treated the eye, but failed to get the cinder out. 

After getting to Boston they got orders to return to Lowell and fill up the 
company to one hundred and one men, which was done. When the order 
came for the a to go the claimant was ready to go, but Dr. Hook and 
Dr. Bradley examined his eye and pronounced him unfit for service for three 


eave ois 


mon and advised him to go home, and to report as soon as his eye got 
well. He went to his home in Maine and did not return until the last of 
gust, when he was arrested as a deserter, placed under guard, and sen 


to the United» States general hospital at Augusta, and then to the comman- 
dant at Boston, where he was released from custody September 6, 1862. 

In support of this statement the following evidence has been furnished: 

A letter dated September 4, 1862, addressed to Gen. Schouler and signed b; 
George F. Richardson, stating that James H. ae was charged wi being 
a deserter; that he had been one of the first to enlist in Richardson’s Ligh 
Iafantry; that about a week before thecompany left for Fort Monroe Willey 
had his eye badly injured by acinder from the engine; he consulted Dr. Hook, 
who was surgeon of the company, and who told him he could not go with 
the company as it would be some months before his eye would be well; the 
company went off without him and next day was mustered into the service; 
he was never mustered in; he has lost the use of his eye; “I know all these 
facts from my own personal knowledge,”"’ the writer adds. On this letter is 
indorsed a statement by William Schouler, dated September 5, 1862, to the 
effect that the writer is a most — citizen and that the company re- 
ferred to was namedin honor of him. 

A letter dated September 4, 1862, signed G. F. Richardson, and addressed 
to Col. Day, which states that Willey was never mustered into the serviceof 
the United States; that if he was a deserter, the circumstances are such 
that he could not have done differently. A statement as follows: 


‘HEADQUARTERS RECRUITING VOLUNTEER SERVICE IN 
“ MASSACHUSETTS AND OF MILITARY COMMANDER, 
* Boston, September 6, 1862. 


“It appearing that John H. Willey has never been mustered into the 
United States service, he is free to go and come without ——. - 
“ 4 A ‘ 
** Lieutenant-Colonel, Military Commander.” 


A lettersigned by H. M. Hook, examining physician of the Richardson Light 
Infantry, and indorsed by William Schouler, adjutant-general, September 
5, 1862. Mr. Hook says: 

‘IT examined James H. Willey for the dutiesof asoldier. I passed him as 
fit for service. Although at the time he was sound, yet before the company 
to which he was attached left Lowell, he was taken with inflammation ofthe 
eye caused by as k from a locomotive. The day the com y left I 
positively declared unfit for any service, military or otherwise.” 

The certificate of a board of examining surgeons, August 4, 1886, shows 
that this claimant is nearly totally blind in the right eye; that he can see 
only light and shade with it. The claim for pension was rejected by the 
Pension Bureau on the ground that the records of the War De ment fail 
to show that the claimant was ever in the service of the Uni States. 

There is also on file an affidavit of Wilbur G. McCurdy, confirming the 
claimant’s allegations as to his enlistment and the injury to his eyes. 

By joint resolution approved March 29, 1886, the Legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts ordered paid to James H. Willey the sum of $250, in con- 
sideration of injuries received while acting under the orders of the military 
authorities of the Commonwealth in the year 1861, and acertifled copy of the 
resolution is on file. 

It seems clear that this man’s disability was incurred while practically 
and essentially in the service of the United States, although not technically 
so, inasmuch as he was not mustered into the service. Your committee, 
therefore, return the bill with therecommendation that it do pass, after be- 
ing amended as follows: 

In line 4, strike out the words ‘‘to pay to”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘‘and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions ofjthe pension laws, for injury to the right eye, the name of.”’ 

Strike out all of the bill after the word * Volunteers,’ in line 6. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES SMITH. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill which Isend 
to the Clerk’s desk, and I especially request that gentlemen will 
notice the reading of the report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the name of James 
Smith, formerly orderly es of Company F, Sixth Re ent United 
States Infantry, in the ole Indian war, at the rate of per month, 
subject to the rules and regulations governing pensions. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4809) 
granting a pension to James Smith, have considered the same and report: 
The service of the claimant is shown by the following reportfrom the War 
Department: 
‘““WaR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
‘Washington, April 29, 1892. 


““Srr: [have the honor to return herewith request of the chairman of 
Committee on Pensions, House of Representatives, requesting a report of 
the service of James Smith, late orderly sergeant Company F, Sixth In- 
fantry, dw the Seminole Indian war, and in reply to —o that the rec- 
ords of this office show that Sergt. James Smith, Company F’, Sixth Infantry, 
enlisted June 22, 1838, at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., and was discharged June 
22, 1841, at Fort Harrison, east Florida, by expiration of service. He served 
in Florida from December, 1838, to date of discharge. 

“Very respectfully, 
“J.C. KELTON, 
“Adjutant-General. 
“The SECRETARY OF WAR.” 


On September 24, 1881, Mr. Smith filed an application for pension at the 
Pension Office, declaring that while in Florida d said service he in- 
jured a ——— thrown from a horse and ured his right hand 
while building officers’ quarters. It also appears from subsequent state- 
ments made by him that he was twice wounded by Indians during the Flor- 
ida cam —once in the knee and once in the neck. 

Reports on file at the Pension Office from the rolls of the company show 
that the claimant was under treatment in h tal during a part of his serv- 
ice, but the nature of his disabilities not be shown by the records and 
the sestimony filed in the claim not be re ed as sufficient by the Com- 
— of Pensions, the claim was rejected August 24, 1882, on the ground 
0 — 

‘“No record of origin of alleged disabilities in the service and line of duty 





‘ 
, 
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and inability (on the part of claimant) to furnish satisfactory evidence to 
establish the facts.” 

Subsequently additional testimony was filed and the claim was specially 
examined to determine its merits, but the testimony adduced upon special 
examination was also regarded as insufficient, and the claim was again re- 
jected on substantially the same grounds as above stated. 

During the pendency of the claim at the Pension Office it was made “spe- 
cial’ on the ground of the applicant’s destitution, decrepitude, and old age. 
He is now in the neighborhood of 78 years old, and an inmate of the Sol- 
diers’ Home at Washington, D.C. 

In view of the soldier’s long service and his feeble and destitute old age, 
your committee think he can properly be granted a pension, and the passage 
of the bill is recommended, with an amendment fixing the rate of pension at 
$15 per month. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to say a word about this bill. 

Mr. CASTLE. I think there is no objection to that bill. 
(Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’) 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to say a word or two about it. 


(Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”) I have known this old gentleman as long as | 


any of you have lived. I have known him for more than fifty 
years. 

Mr.CASTLE. Notwithstanding that we will vote for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had not met him for nearly half a century 
until within the last two or three years. I knew him when I 
was a farmer boy on the Ohio River hills, and we then called 
him ‘‘old uncle Jimmy Smith,” even half a century ago. He 
came here from Montana or Idaho, I am not certain which. I 
went with him to the Pension Office and saw upon what a mere 
formal ground his pension claim was rejected. He has a feeble 
old wife out West. He is an old man, nearly 80 years of age, who 
was twice wounded in the Seminole War, according to that re- 


as and I ask the committee to make that pension $20 a month | 
y. 


striking out ‘‘ fifteen” and inserting ‘‘ twenty.” 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the amount in the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I introduced the bill at $50. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. This old man is over 75 years of age; he 
has a wife in Idaho lying at the point of death, and he wants to 
get this pension so that he may have money enough to go there 
to see her before she dies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask unanimous consent to strike out ‘‘ fif- 
teen” and insert ‘* twenty.” 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make that motion, Mr. Chairman. 


The amendment to the amendment of the committee was agreed | 


to. 
And the amendment of the committee as amended was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with arecom 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY C. SMITH. 


Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith. 

The biil was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary C. Smith, the 


dependent and helpless daughter of Michael Smith, a deceased honorably 
discharged soldier, late a private in Company C, One hundred and twenty- 


fifth New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per | 


month. 


The report (by Mr. VAN HORN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 7843) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Smith, and submit the following report: 

Michael Smith enlisted in Company C, One hundred and twenty-fifth New 
York Infantry, August 9, 1862, and was discharged November 14, 1862; he 
died October 1, 1863; his widow was pensioned to the date of her death in 
December, 1885. The petitioner, Mary C. Smith, is 41 years of age. It is 


shown in evidence that when she was 5 or6 years of age she had a fall into | 
a cellar, since which time her mind has been a wreck, and her physical con- | 


dition such that she is unable to care for herself and has been dependent on 
others for her maintenance; that she is supported by a sister who has to 
work to provide for her. 

These facts are testified to by James H. Carlin, Michael Carroll, Adelia 
Caulfield, Patrick Cannon, Edward Heffern, and Charles McDermott, of Troy, 
N. Y., and by a numerously signed petition. 

John Walsh, pastor of St. Peter’s Church, Troy, N. Y., certifies under seal 
of the church that Mary C. Smith is now without means of support, is phys- 
ically and mentally enfeebled, is utterly unable to care for herself or secure 
her own support, and for the present is entirely dependent on her sister, 
_——- C. Smith, for her care and maintenance. 


. A. McGowan, of St. Augustine’s Church, Lansingburg, N. Y., certifies | 


under seal of the church that the petitioner is in a physical condition much 
debilitated and is without means of support. She is an object of pity, and 
actually appeals to any authority on ths score of humanity. 

Dr. George H. Billings, of Cohoes, N. Y., testifies that he has known the peti- 
tioner since her childhood; knew her father; that while a little girl she in- 
curred an injury to spine and head from a fall, as a result of which she is 


now unable to care for herself in - way; mind very weak; loss of mem- | 
1 


ory; requires constant watching. She is entirely dependent for support on 
her sister, Miss Margaret Smith, who is compelled to work for a collar fac- 


tory, and but for friendly assistance occasionally given they would suffer for | 


necessaries of life. 


Dr. Michael Keenan, of Troy, N. Y., testifies that he has examined the pe- | 


titioner and finds her physically weak and an anemic, with great impair- 
ment of memory; can not tell her age nor family history; is nervous, timid; 
given to laughter or weeping for slight cause; condition borders on idiocy; 
she has no means of support and is dependent upon a sister, who works in a 
nop for a living; her disability is of long standing, permanent, and incura- 
e. 
Your committee recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM OSCAR STANLEY. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8241) 
granting a pension to William Oscar Stanley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension rolls the name of William Oscar Stanley, 
of Des Moines, Iowa, imbecile son of Nathan T. Stanley, late of Company H, 
Eighty-second Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $10 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 8241) 
| granting a pension to William Oscar Stanley and submit the following re- 
| port: 

| William Oscar Stanley is 20 years old and the imbecile son of Nathan T. 
Stanley, now deceased, late a soldier of Company H, Eighty-second Regi- 
| ment Ohio Volunteers. His mother is living but is very poor, and has no 
means of sup: ort except what she earns by manual labor. 

The evidence before your committee is voluminous and clearly shows that 
said Stanley is so mentally weak as to be unable to care for himself, but re- 
quires the care of another person, yet is not vicious but docile and quiet in 
| his behavior. Hecan not be pensioned under the general law, because he was 
over 16 years of age when the act of 1890 was passed. He has no property 
and noone legally bound to aopesee him. 

Your committee recommend the passage of this bill after amending the 
same so as to read, after the word ‘act,’ in the ninth line, as follows: © and 
pay the same to his legally constituted guardian.” 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ABIGAIL L. FINNEY. 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I call up 
the bill S. 1356. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, e'c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abigail L. Finney, 
dependent mother of Sylvester P. Finney, late of Company E, Tenth New 
York Heavy Artillery. 

The report (by Mr. CURTIS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 1356) 
granting a pension to Abigail L. Finney, which passed the Senate May 4, 
1892, and submit the following report: 

It appears from the Senate report that the petitioner is the mother of Syl- 
vester P. Finney and George W. Finney, both of whom served in Company 
E, Teath New York Heavy Artillery, and both of whom aided in her sup- 
port; but as both were married, and each left a widow surviving, the mother 
can not be pensioned under the general law. 

Sylvester P. Finney enlisted about August 5, 1862, and died in the service 
in December, 1863, and his widow drew a pension until 1873, when she mar- 
ried again, and her pension ceased. Itis also shown that the petitioner is 
78 years of age; that she has been acripple from a broken hip since 1866, and 
that she broke her arm two years ago; that she is exceedingly feeble, and 
dependent on others to dress and undress her, and that she is maintained by 
a daughter who is a teacher in the public schools, and is in straightened cir- 
cumstances. 

From an affidavit on file with this committee it appears that the soldier 
Sylvester left no child surviving him, and that when his widow remarried 
in 1873 she removed to Nantes, France, where she now resides with her hus- 
| band. 

If this soldier had left no widow surviving, the mother would be pensionable 
under the general law, and inasmuch as his widow has remarried and her 
pension has long ago ceased, your committee recommend the passage of this 
bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH HARLEY. 


| Mr. JOLLEY. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 2429) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ae roll the name of Elizabeth 
Harley, former widow of Hugh Gillespie, of Company K, Ninth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and to pay her a pension as the widow of a soldier 
of the Mexican war. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2429) 
| granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley, have considered the same and re 
port: 

: The claimant’s late husband, Hugh a. was a private in Company 
K, Ninth United States Infantry, enlisting therein October 12, 1847. and be- 
ing discharged August 23, 1848, by expiration of termof service. The records 
| show that he rendered service in Mexico during a portion of his term of en- 
| listment. 

It appears from her sworn statements that the claimant married the sol- 
dier, Hugh Gillespie. in January, 1847, and remained his wife until he died in 
Albany, N. Y., March 25,1849; that she remarried to one Edward Harley, 
August 13, 1863, who died March 4, 1875,and she has remained a widow ever 
since. She further states that from the time of his discharge from the serv- 
ice Gillespie was in reduced and feeble condition from chronic diarrhea which 
| she believes was incurred in Mexico, and from which disease he died, she in 
the meantime having cared for and assisted him. She further states that 
she is now 61 years old, in feeble health, without property or income of any 
kind, and dependent for support upon those who are not legally bound to 
care for her. She has supported herself by her daily labor for years, but 
| can no longer work and fears she may soon become a public charge. 

} She resides at No. 262 North Pearl street, Albany, N. Y. 
| 














Margaret O’Connor and Mary Gorman, residents of Albany, N. Y.. corrob- 
orate in detail all of the above statements of the claimant. They swear to 
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having known the soldier, Hugh Gillespie, and to a full personal knowledge 
of all the facts 
The claimant made application for a pension to the Pension Bureau, but 
favorable action can not be taken there because of her remarriage. There 
e, however, several precedents for the allowance, by special act, of pen- 
8ions to widows of soldiers who, after the soldier’s death, remarried and are 
again widows and in a feeble and dependent condition. 
The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 
NATHAN FALKNER. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 4385) 
to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline County, Ark. 

‘The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Nathan 
Falkner, of Saline County, Ark., who served in the Florida Seminole war of 
1836 as private in J. C. Blount’s company, Alabama regiment, andthat the 


said Nathan Falkner be paid a pension under the pension laws at the rate of 
$15 per month. 
The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4385) 
granting a pension to Nathan Falkner, have considered the same, and re- 
OTL: 
: The records of the War Department show that the claimant was enrolled 
February 27, 1836, in Capt. Blount’s company, Chisholm’s regiment, Alabama 
Militia, Florida war, and was mustered out with the company in May of the 
same year, the exact date not being shown. 
William Terry and Daniel A. Cameron, citizens of Benton, Saline County, 
Ark., testify to an acquaintance of many years with the claimant, and that 
he is 78 years old, in feeble health, destitute of means, and dependent upon a 
son for a livelihood. This son is himself poor and has a family to support. 
Your committee recommend that the word “twenty-four,” in line 9, be 
stricken from the bill and that the words “fifteen” be substituted in lieu 
thereof, and that as sv amended the bill do pass. 


Mi. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in behalfofthe 
beneficiary of this bill that I have the authority of my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] for saying that the case is a very 
deserving one. This man was a good soldier, and he is now in 
indigent circumstances. The bill ought to pass. 

The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WALTER BARRETT. 


Mr. KRIBBS. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 4815) 
granting an increase of pension to Walter Barrett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the increased rate of 


$72 per month, the name of Walter Barrett, late major of the Eighty-fourth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. KRIBBS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4815) granting a pension to Waiter Barrett, submit the following report: 

Walter Barrett, the claimant in this bill, was leutenant-colonet of the 
Eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, enlisting in 1861, and 
was mustered out of the service in September, 1862, on account of injuries 

eceived in the line of duty at Clouds Mills, Va., caused by his horse falling 
through a bridge and falling oo him, injuring him so severely as to in- 
capacitate him for further service, and was the cause of his present disabili- 
ties. 

His left arm was splintered and a bone in his left foot broken. He was 
crushed at the hips, and bowelsand spine injured. He was pensioned by the 
Department at #12.50 per month, which was increased to $30 per month, when 
he broke down under the constantly increasing disability from his injuries. 
He applied in 1888 for an increase, and although recommended by the board 
of examiners for the first grade, or $72 per month, it was refused. The facts 
as to his being a sound man when he enlisted, as to receiving his injuries as 
stated, and as to his disability since his discharge from the service are all 
entirely substantiated by the evidence of others, among which are many of 
his comrades, neighbors. ex-Governor Curtin, and others. 

Bis last examination before the pension examining board was August 25, 
1889. The report, under the request of the Commissioner of Pensions, is 
thorough and exhaustive, and comprises, in addition to the regular blanks 
usually used by examining boards, three closely written legal-cap pages. 
From this lengthy report we give the following brief synopsis: | 

‘He is suffering from gastro intestinal catarrh, constipation of the bowels, 
torpidity of the liver, acidity of the stomach, muscles are weak, flabby, and 
wasting: has lost his physical strength; his mental vigor is very much im- 
paired the last two or three years; slow of speech and ideas confused so that 
he can not practice his profession as attorney at law; exceeding tenderness 





of the spinal column; can not walk any distance without crutches, in at- 
tempting it he has a staggering, straggling, and straddling gait, and in or- 
der to waik at all the forearms are brought to the position of an acute angle 


with the upper arms. 

‘‘}lis arms are almost as helpless as hislegs; partial paralysis of the blad- 
der, great difficulty in voiding urine; soreness of the limbs and sense of 
weight and dragging; external and internal hemorrhoids, accompanied with 
constant pain. The external tumors are five or more, as large as walnuts; 
rectum highly inflamed and bleeding; violent hemorrhages occur and pro- 
lapsus of the rectum when bowels move. Fistula in ano, which sometimes 
partially closes, suppurates, fills up, breaks, and discharges. Heart very ir- 
ritable, and xlight arterial tension at radial pulse. All the organs of the 
body partake of general weakness of his constitution. 

“Fie is suffering from the effects of progressive posterior spinal sclerosis, 
induced or originated, no doubt (says the report of the examiners) ,by the in- 
jury or concussion received by the fall of his horse while in the service; also 
that there is some change in the cord, either ofinduration, sclerosis, Or some 
form of gray degeneration, is very evident from the symptoms manifested. 
There is partial or incomplete paralysis or paresis of the lower extremities. 
This man bas the constant attention of his wife, otherwise he could not get 
along at all, and in our gpinion (says the board) he is entitled toa rating 
of the first grade.” 
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Subsequent to this examination there was placed on file an affidavit of Dr. 
D. Hayes Agnew, the eminent Philadelphia surgeon, saying that he has 
known Col. Bassett for twenty years, and had the active treatment of his case 
for several years, and that he treated him for paresis, resulting from an in- 
jury to the spine. The result of the disease being paralyzation of his ex- 
tremities and an obstruction of vision. 

Dr. J. P. Satie. who is a member of the pension examining board that 
meee — examination hereinbefore quoted, certifies under date of June 6, 

, that— 

“Col. Bassett is in much the same physical condition that he was at the 
time the board examined him. He has not improved any in health, and it is 
not likely he will, for his disease is one which is permanent in character, and 
in all probability will grow worse as he advances in years.” 
Isaac Johnson and W. A. Hagerty testify that they have known Col. Bas- 
sett for forty and twenty years, respectively, and in January, 1888, that he 
broke down and was confined to his room, and afterwards was taken to a 
hospitalin Poiladelphia for treatment, and since that time has needed and 
required regular aid and attention. 
The claimant is poor and has no other means of support than his present 
pension, which is not sufficient to furnish him with the care and support that 
his present condition requires. 
The Pension Department did not think the case was one that ought to re- 
ceive the first-grade rating of 872 per month, recommended by the board of 
examiners. 
While your committee does not feel justified in recommending this degree 
of rating, but believes that the applicant ought to have a better rating than 
the Department, under the law, could allow; that is, a rating intermediate 
between the $380 and $72 grade. 
Your committee returns this bill with a favorable recommendation, that 
it do pass after being amended by striking out the words “seventy-two,” in 
the fifth line, and inserting “fifty; ’’ so that the amended bill shall read, 
‘**rate of $50 per month.”’ 


The amendment recommended in the last paragragh of the 
report was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOUISA J. REEVES. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8263) to 
restore to the pension roll the name of Louisa J. Reeves. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension rolls, from the date of the 
passage of this act, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Louisa J. Reeves, widow of Thomas J. Reeves, formerly 
widow of Robert M. Horton. deceased, late of Company D, One hundred and 
twenty-sixth Illinois Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SNow) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8263) to restore to the pension roll the name of Louisa J. Reeves, submit the 
following report: 

Your committee have fully considered said case, and find from the testi- 
mony that the claimant was the widow of Robert M. Horton, whom she mar- 
ried in June, 1857, and lived with him until September 8, 1863, at which time 
said Horton departed this life while engaged in war of the rebellion; and 
after his death the claimantreceived a pension from the Government as such 
widow until her second marriage to Thomas J. Reeves, which was on the lith 
day of November, 1868, and the said Thomas J. Reeves departed this life July 
24, 1886. 

It further appears from the testimony that the said Thomas J. Reeves left 
no estate or property to his said wife; that she is now old and unable to per- 
form any manual labor because of chronic rheumatism, and has no means 
of support nor friends or relatives who have sufficient means to support her. 

These facts are shown in part by the records of the Pension Bureau, and 
in part by the testimony of Dr. I. W. Finks and Joshua M. Desart, of Hills- 
poro, Ill., on file with the committee. 

Your committee therefore return the bill with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ISAIAH QUEMAN. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H.R. 
8569) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Queman. For 
some reason or other this bill has not been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and, after consultation with the 
chairman, I now ask unanimous consent that the committee be 
discharged from its further consideration, and the bill be now 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Isaiah Queman, who was a corporal in Company 
D, Forty-first Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, is en- 
titled to a pension, according to the merits of his case, for continued increase 
of disability from the date of his sickness in the Army, shown by hospital 
records, until it culminated in total blindness of both eyes and total help- 
lessness requiring attendance, at the rate of $72 per month, to commence on 
the 3d of March, 1879; this pension, being for total blindness of both eyes 
and total disability requiring attendance, is in lieu of other pension, and that 
act shall take effect immediately. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill 
by changing the amount from $72 to $30. The facts in the case 
are these. This old negro man, Isaiah Queman, lives in At- 
lanta. He was acorporal in the Forty-first Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry. He got sick and was sent 
to the hospital and for some time he has been drawing a small 
pension, but he has now become totally blind. He is 70 years of 
age and perfectly helpless; the case is a meritorious one and the 
bili ought to pass. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia so as to make the bill read 





1892. CONGRESSIONAL 


oe 





‘‘at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of any pension that he is | 


now receiving; to commence with the passage of this act.” 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I accept the amendment. 


The amendmentof Mr. LIVINGSTON, as amended, was na 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
KATIE ALLEN. 

Mr. MALLORY. I call up the bill (H. R. 8693) granting a 
pension to Katie Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, e(c., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension rolis the name of Katie Alleh, the widow of 
Albert L. Allen, who was pensioned by special act of Congress, and to pay 
hér a pension of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen, have had the same under considera- | 


tion and submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of Albert L. Allen, who was pensioned by spe- 
cial act of Congress dated April 27, 1886, and who died April 19, 1890. The 
widow made application for pension to the Pension Bureau, but it was re- 
jected on the ground that the records did not show that he was regularly en- 
listed in the United States service. 

The evidence upon which the special act was based, which is necessary to 
a right understanding of this case, is as follows: 

The evidence on file in this case shows the following facts: That during 
the war claimant was a Government agent, under diregtion of Lyne S. Met- 
calfe, then iu charge of Government stores at the St. Louis depot; that he 
Was ordered to and took charge of the quartermaster’s stores, then embarked 
on the Government transport steamer Venice, and conducted the same from 
St. Louis to Johnsonville, on the Tennessee River, in Tennessee; that while 
returning from said duty, having taken on board at Johnsonville a detach- 
ment of troops commanded by one Lieut. Gibson, of the New Jersey troops, 
as they were approaching Paris, Tenn., on October 30, 1864, the Venice and 
consort were fired into by Confederate troops under Gen. Forest; that Lieut. 
Gibson ordered every man on board to fight till all should be killed, and en- 
forced his order with drawn revolver; that all took arms and fought from 
10 a. m. to 4p.m., nine men being killed and many wounded; that claimant 
fought with a musket and was shot through the right shoulder and right 
foot, and was permanently disabled. 

The vessels were captured and most of the wounded carried off as prison- 
ers, but the surgeon said that claimant would die, and could not be re- 
moved, whereupon Gen. Forest paroled him. Claimant was neglected for 
five days, and lay helpless with his wounds undressed until they became 
offensive, and he has been disabled ever since. 

R. M. Kerley, M. D., makes the following certificate, dated February 10, 
1892: 

“This is to certify that I attended Albert L. Allen in his late illness, who 
died on April 19, 1890. The immediate cause of death was uremia, the result 
of prostatitis and a suppurating wound of the right foot. The cause of the 
suppuration was necrosis of the bones of the foot, causing blood poisoning. 
The wound and the prostatitis were the combined causes of death.” 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 

favorably to the House. 
ANNA TORRENCE, 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask the consideration of 
4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized to place upon the pension roll the name of Anna Torrence, of Roa- 
noke, Ind., formerly widow of Elijah Groves, deceased, late a private in Com- 


pany F’, One hundredth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers in the war of the 
rebellion, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence, have had the same under con- 
sideration and submit the following report; 

The claimant was the widow of Elijah Groves, who died in hospital at 
Memphis, Tenn., November 12, 1863. Her widow’s claim was allowéd June 
2, 1861, at 88 per month, to December 6, 1876, when claimant remafried to 
William Torrence, when her pension ceased. William Torrence died about 
four years ago, leaving claimant in destitute circumstances. 

Thomas Thrasher and J. W. Roberts testify that claimant has no income 
and is dependent on her labor for support. She owns asmall house in Roan- 
oke, Ind., which is worth about #300. She has no other property or income 
and is old and in poor health. She is a worthy woman. 

J. B. Bryson testifies that he is well acquainted with claimant. She is 69 
years old, is poor, has no income, and no property but a small house and lot 
worth probably #800, and Is able to work but little. 

It isshown that she has not remarried since the death of herlate husband, 
William Torrence. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
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Mr. MCCLELLAN. [I call up the bill (H. R. 7244) granting 
a pension to Florence Esther Williams, the blind daughter of 
Henry D. Williams, late a private in Company F, Sixty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Florence 


JORENCE ESTHER WILLIAMS. 


isther Williams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a private in | 


Company IF, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and grant her a 
pension of $30 per month from the date of the passage of this act. 
Mr. MARTIN. 
thirty ” and inserting 
pension $14. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


. ‘*fourteen;” so as to make the monthly 





I move to amend the bill by striking out | 
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There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside 
| to be reported favorably to the House 
| ANNIE DAVIS. 
|. Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called unani- 
mous consent was given that I should have the opportunity later 
to call up a bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
| a bill. 


The gentleman has p2rmission to sent 


pr 
i 











| Mr. BUTLER. I call up the bill (H.R. 6882) granting a pen 
sion to Annie Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name < \nni 
Davis, mother of Samuel Davis, late a member of Compa B of t Si 
teenth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers, anc ‘ra pensiona ’ 
of $12 per month. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to 

| ported favorably to the House. 
EDWARD SMITHERMAN. 

Mr. McKAIG. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R 
8784) granting a pension to Edward Smitherman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name o LY 
Smitherman, at the rate of $20 per month, he being an invalid imbeci 
of Alfred Smitherman, deceased, late a member of the Fifty-first 
of Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment reported by the committse was read and 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out ‘‘at the rate of 20 per month” ani insert sub 
the provisions and limitations of the act of June 27. 1590, as thoug a 
been under 16 years of age at the taking effect of said act 

There being no objection, the bill as amended -was laid aside 


to be reported favorably to the House. 
ROBERT 
Mr. MCKEIGHAN. lIeall up the bill (H. R. 8310) granting a 
pension to Robert S. Campbell, veteran of Seminole war, 1837. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


S. CAMPBELL. 


4)" 


; 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a1 re is her 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls, subject to the pr 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert S. Camp 
late private in Capt. Rosel’s company, Snodgrass’s regiment of m 


volunteers, in Seminole war, 1837, and pay him a pension of #20 per mont! 
The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 








The Committee on Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 831/ 
granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell, have considered the same 
respectfully report as follows: 

The records of the War Department show that the claimant was enr: 
October 26, 1837, as a private of Capt. Peter Rosel’s company, Col. S: 
grass’s regiment of North Alabama Volunteers, Florida war, and was 1 
tered out with the company and regiment April 9, 1838. 

The claimant, who resides at National, Logan County, Ark., states in h 
petition that he is75 years old, nearly blind, unable to labor at his occupatio1 
as a farmer, and in destitute circumstances. 

M.A. Black, J. R. Stiles, A. M. Copeland, and eleven other friends and n 
bors of the applicant certify to the truthfulness of the claimant's state 

Your committee recOmmiend that tho bill be amended to fix the ra 

| pension at $15 per month, and that as so amended the bill do pass 
The amendment reported by the committe: was read a 


agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid a 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

CAPT. WILLIAM C. KNOWLTON. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. I ask for the present consideration of 1 
bill (H. R. 4215) to correct the military record of Capt. Willi 
C. Knowlton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, 


and he is hereby, dir 


e 




















to correct the record of Capt. William C. Knowlton, late of Company C, S 
enth New Hampshire Volunteers, by giving him an hot harg 
withstanding the order of court-martial on January 1, 1861 
The report (by Mr. HULL) is as follows: 
| The Commnittee on Military Affairs have considered the bi H.R. 42 
| correct the military record of Capt. William C. Knowlto nd s 
| following reper}: 
| The War Department records show that William C. Knowlton 
| tered into service as first lieutenant Company D venth New Hamy r 
| Volunteers, to date November 6, 1861; as captai date N« mber 7. 18 
and transferred to Company C of said regim He v m “cl 
| service by sentence of general court-martial January 1, 1864. He was charge 
| with drunkénness on duty while acting as regimental officer of the day D 
| cember 22, 1863, in that he invited an enlisted man to his tent, ft shed hi 
with intoxicating drinks and drank with him, and indul i i 
| terous, ahd disgraceful conduct in his tent. The court rtia i 
| guilty as chargéd except as to the words “riotous and boisteron 
| was accordingly cashiered. 
The petitioner states that this charge was the result of a cor 
| the part of two officers of his regiment, Lieut. Leander W. Fogg 
George F’. McCabe, who, being jealous of his promotion to captain, en 
| his tent with professions of friendship, urged him to drink with t 
| honor of his promotion, and produced a bottle of liquor. The petiti 
| luctantly yielded, drank sparingly of the liquor, which he now belie, 
| drugged; that he was made insensible, and thereupon cha 3 agais 
| were formulated. 
| In support of the petitioner's allegation, he furnishes th rn testim 
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of George Smith, who was a private in Company K, Seventh New Hampshire 


Volunteers, who testifies that he has no hesitation in saying that Capt. 

Knowlton was the victim of adeliberate a: and that he was drugged; 

that he heard Lieuts. Fogg and McCabe chuckling over the success of their 
lot, and heard Fogg say, ‘‘McCabe, that dose had a splendid effect on 
nowlton.”’ 

Moses A. Hunkins testifies that he was in Knowlton’s tent when McCabe 
and Fogg came in with a bottle of mqeer fnd urged him to drink, which he 
finally did, and became intoxicated. e could not stand liquor, and his visi- 
tors knew it, and as a result of this incident he was court-martialed and 
cashiered; that witness testified at the court-martial and has never be- 
lieved the sentence just, and it was the general talk that he was the victim 
of a conspiracy. 

G. A. Curtice, who was captain of Company D, testifies to the worth and 
efficiency of the petitioner as an officer, and states that Lieuts. Fogg and 
McCabe carried whisky to his tent and persuaded him to drink with them, 
and then used theirinfiuence to have him court-martialed. ‘It was a wicked 
and malicious proceeding, done with the deliberate intention of getting 
him court-martialed; he is, and has been since the war, a temperate man.” 

George W. Gould testifies that he was familiar with the matter, and has 
no hesitation in saying that the result of the court-martial was unjust to 
Capt. Knowlton; he was an honorable man, a good soldier and officer. 

Seth T. Hill testifies that he has known the petitioner since 1856; that he 
never knew a more industrious, upright, sober, and effective workman; that 
his conduct since the war has been the same—sober, honest, industrious, ex- 
cellent—working for the same company that employed him before the war. 

A petition signed by eleven members of the Seventh New hampshire In- 

_fantry requests that an honorable discharge be granted the petitioner. 

Ex-Governor James A. Weston and ex-Governor Smyth, of New Hamp- 
shire, certify from long acquaintance that Capt. Knowlton before and since 
the war has been a respected and honored citizen, his integrity and veracity 
unquestioned. 

The committes recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


NANCY CAMPBELL. 


Mr. MCRAE. I call up thebill (H. R. 3203) to pension ——— 


Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Camp- 
bell, of Magnolia, Columbia County, Ark., widow of Archibald Campbell, late 
a private of James Blakeley’s Company, Harblus Battalion, South Carolina 

ilitia, Florida war, 1837, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as fellows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3203) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Campbell, have considered the same and 
report: 

‘he records show that the claimant's late husband, Archibald Campbell, 
was enrolled January 20, 1837, as a private in Capt. Blakeney’s Company, 
Harliee's Battalion, South Carolina Militia (Florida war), to serve three 
months, and was mustered out of service with the company as a private 
April 20, 1837, at St. Augustine, Fla. 

ohn Goode, M. D., and William M. Joiner, citizens of Columbia County, 
Ark., testify to the identity of the claimant as the widow of the above-named 
soldier; that she is 67 years old, of very feeble health, being afflicted with 
rheumatism and not able to gain a living by her own efforts; also that she 
has no income more than small rents froma poorfarm. Itisfurthershown 
that the farm is but of nominal value, and that the little rent received there- 
from is entirely inadequate to support the claimant. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by inserting the 
word “Nancy ” before the word ‘“*Campbell” in the title, and in line 5 of the 
bill, and that the spelling of the surnames of the officers of the soldier's 
company and battalion be changed to *‘ Blakeney” and “ Harllee,” and that 
as so amended the bill do pass. 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the con- 
cluding paragraph of the report were read and agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 


LAURA E. SKEELS. 


Mr. NEWBERRY. I ask the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Mrs. Laura E. Skeels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to cause to be paid to Mrs. Laura E. Skeels the pen- 
sion and arrearages which were due her mother, Mrs. Nancy M. Elmendorf, 
under pension certificate 189143. 

The report (by Mr. SNow) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
1742) granting a payment of accrued pension to Laura E. Skeels, submit the 
following report: 

Alexander F. Elmendorf enlisted August 21, 1861, in Company K, Second 
New York Cavalry, and died in service December 9, 1864. In July, 1889, a 
pension certificate, numbered 189143, was issued to allow pension to his de- 
pendent mother, Nancy M. Elmendorf, at the rate of 8 per month from De- 
cem ber 10, 1854. Prior to the issuance of this certificate, however, the mother 
for whose benefit it was issued had died, on January 9, 1880, and hence no 
part of this pension was ever paid to her, and the entire amount reverted to 
the Uniied States Tresury except a certain sum stated at $205.21, which was 
paid under section 4718, Revised Statutes, to reimburse the persons who 
bore the expenses of the last illness and funeral of the decedent. 

The object of this bill is to permit the payment to Mrs. Laura E. Steels, 
the daughter of Mrs. Elmendorf, the dependent mother above named, the 
amount of accrued pension which would have been due the mother up 
to January 9, 1880, if she had lived to receive her certificate, less the amount 
paid from such accrued pension as reimbursement for funeral expenses, and 
the amount involved is, in round numbers, about $1,240, which sum was le- 
gally due under the pension laws, but which can not now be paid because of 
the death of the beneficiary. 

It appears from evidence submitted that the soldier's mother left two 
daughters, Mrs. Laura E. Skeels and Emily S. Elmendorf, who still survive. 
The latter waives all right, title, and interest in the accrued pension of her 
mother and all right to make claim or petition for the same, and testifies 
under oath that her sister, Laura E. Skeels, had the entire care and alone 
contributed to the support of their mother until herdeath. Mfs. Skeelsalso 
testifies that she alone had the care of her mother, who repeatedly stated 
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that it was her desire and wish that she, Mrs. Skeels, should receive the pen- 
sion due her to reimburse her for expense incurred in taking care of the 
mother during her life. 

It appears from the Pos age on file in the Pension Office that Mrs. Skeels 
is the sister of the soldier as claimed, and it is also shown that she is en- 
tirely dependent on her own exertions for a living. 

Your committee therefore return the bill with the recommendation that 
it do pass after be amended by adding after line 7 the words ‘“‘ after deé- 
ducting the amount already paid under section 4718, Revised Statutes, as re- 
imbursment for funeral expenses;” also by inserting the word ‘‘accrued” 
before the word ‘*pension”’ and striking out the words ‘‘and arrearages”’ in 
line 5 also by striking out the word ‘‘ were” in line 5, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word ‘ was.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the con- 
cluding paragraph of the report were read and agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 


JAMES REED, JR. 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I call up the bill (H. R. 1784) 
granting a pension to James Reed, jr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Reed, jr., who en- 
listed in the United States Navy June 26, 1838, and served on the ships Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, and Hudson, and was discharged from the latter vessel No- 
vember 15, 1838, by order of the Department, he being unfit for service on 
account of a rupture. . 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 1784) 
granting a pension to James Reed, jr., have considered the same and re- 
port: 

The claimant served from June 26, 1838, to December 21, 1838, as ordinary 
seaman on board the United States ships Columbus, Ohio, and Hudson. In 
an application for pension, filed at the Pension Bureau Feburary 3, 1887, he 
alleged that while so serving he incurred a rupture of right side while load- 
ing pig iron for ballast. 

The Navy Department records show that the claimant was discharged on 
account of being unfit for service, but the nature of his disability at that 
time is not stated, aud the claimant being unable by reason of the long time 
which has elapsed since his service to furnish the proof required by the Penh- 
sion Office, his claim was disallowed. Medical examinations show that he 
is now afflicted with a double inguinal hernia, and it is shown that he is de- 
pendent and helpless. He is now about 74 years old. 

Your committee believe the case to be a meritorious one, and the passage 
of the bill is therefore recommended. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


JEREMIAH WHITE. 


Mr. OTIS. Iask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 7434) granting relief to Jeremiah White, of Osage City, Kans, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is pereey, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll Jeremiah White, la 
srivate of Capt. Hare Fellow’s company, Second Regiment Illinois Mounted 

olunteers, Black Hawk war, 1831, and pay him a pension of 850 per month 
from and after the pessoas of this act, this pension being in lieu of the pen- 
sion of 8 per month which he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to Whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7434) 
granting relief to Jeremiah White, of Osage City, Kans., have considered the 
same and report: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. Hare Fellow’s Common, Second Illi- 
nois Mounted Volunteers, Black Hawk war. He is now pensioned at $$ per 
month by special act of Congress on account of an injury of left leg, alleged 
to have been received during said service. Since the above-named pension 
was granted it appears that the claimant's disabilities have increased, until 
now he is unable to perform any manual labor; he is about 82 years old, and 


ver. r. 

H & Shaw, secretary Union Building and Loan Association, of Osage 
City, Kans., testifies that the claimant is so destitute as to be unable to pay 
his house rent, and so disabled as to be unable to earn a livelihood, and if 
he had not been assisted would have suffered for the necessaries of life: 

A. B. Thurman, deputy sheriff of Osage County, Kans., testifies substan- 
tially as Mr. Shaw. 

Dr. E. B. Packer, of Osage City, Kans., testifies that by reason of age and gen- 
eral debility the claimant has grown so feeble and decrepit as to be totally 
unable to do any Bie ey labor; also, that he is scarcely able to get from 
place to place, and needs someone to care for him constantly. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended so as to fix the rate 
of pension at $18 per month, and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the con- 
cluding paragraph of the report was read, and agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 


BRIDGET BRENNAN. 


Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island. I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8246) granting a pension to Bridget Bren- 
nan, widow of Thomas Brennan, late of Companies C and G, 
Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the — laws, the name of Bridget Brennan, of 
Lincoln, R. L, widow of Thomas Brennan, late of Companies C and G, 
Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. MCKINNEY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 8246) 
granting a pension to Bridget Brennar and submit the following report: 
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~ The petitioner is the widow of Thomas Brennan, who served in a 
G, Second Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, from June 5, 1861, to July 13, 
1865, when honorably discharged, and to whom she was married March 4, 
1864. She applied for pension under act June 27, 1890, alleging that her hus- 
band eye yoy ww in 1878 and has not been heard from since, and is firmly 
believed to be dead. 

A special examiner of the Pension Bureau investigated the case and secured 
the testimony of the petitioner, and of James H. Brennan, the soldier's 
brother, and seven other reputable men to the effect that the soldier disap- 
peared in June, 1878, being then out of employment and having spoken of 
going away to seek work, and that he has never been seen since nor heard 

rom definitely by se | of his friends, although there was a rumor that he 
went to Memphis during the yellow fever epidemic on account of the high 
wages paid there at that time; that his family relations were pleasant; that 
he had committed no crime, and that no reason is known for his failure to 
return; that his aged mother has never heard from him, and that all his 
acquaintances believe him to be dead. 
e special examiner summarizes that the soldier— 

‘**Was aman that was generally liked by everyone, and the general opin- 
ion is that he must be dead. I could not learn of anyone that had ever heara 
of him since he lefthome. From all the evidence before me, 1 believe that 
the soldier is dead, and therefore the widow to be entitled to pension under 
the new law, and therefore recommend admission.” 

The soldier had been wounded in the service; he would probably be en- 
titled to pension under the general law if living, and almost certainly so un- 
der the new law, yet he has never applied for pension, although he was a 
poorman. The Pension Bureau did not, however, feel justified in allowing 
the widow’s claim without direct proof of death, although all other requisites 
= under the act of June 27, 1890, were fully established by competent 
evidence. 

To the minds of the committee, the evidence is such as to compel the con- 
viction that the soldier is deceased, and as under the recent law of 1890 the 
cause of death is not material, your committee recommend that the bill do 
pass, after being amended as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the words “ pension laws,’ and insertin lieu thereof the 
words ‘act of June 27, 1890.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the con- 
cluding paragraph of the report was read and agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 


THOMAS ENLOW. 


Mr. PARRETT. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 5012) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Enlow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase to the sum of $25 per month the pension 
of Thomas Enlow, late of Company E, Fourth Indiana Volunteers, in the 
war with Mexico. 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5012) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas Enlow, have considered the same 
and report: 

The claimant was a private in Company E, Fourth Indiana Volunteers, 

exican war, and served therein from May 15, 1847, to July 20, 1848. During 
his service he contracted a disease of left eye, which resulted in the loss of 
sight of the eye, and he is now receiving a pension of #8 per month on ac- 
count thereof, said pension having been allowed in 1885, after a thorough 
special examination by the Pension Bureau. 

Tae claimant is now also a sufferer from severe deafness, which he attrib- 
utes to the same disease that produced his blindness, but the Pension Bu- 
reau has declined to accept the deafness as a result. 

Mr. Enlow is now about 64 years old, and the gentleman who introduced 
the bill states that he is without means of su — aside from his pension. 

It appears from petitions numerously signed by citizens of Spencer County, 
Ind., that in addition to his other disabilities the claimant is a sufferer from 
a hernia of both sides and from a fractured hip. 

In the light of the foregoing facts, your committee are of the opinion that 
the relief prayed for can properly be granted. The bill is therefore returned 
with a favorable recommendation, amended, however, so as to fix the rate 
of pension at $20 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the con- 
cluding paragraph of the report was read and agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported favorabiy to the House. 

MARY TUCKER, 

Mr. PEARSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 6628) granting apen- 
sion to Mary Tucker. 

The bill.was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mary 
Tucker, widow of William Tucker, late of Company F, Ninety-second Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. PEARSON. I ask theClerk toreport the amendment and 
then I will make a statement in reference to this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the words “ pension roll,” in the fourth line, the words “subject 


to the limitations and provisions of the act of June 27, 1890;"’ and strike out 
in the eighth line all after the word “Infantry.” 


Mr. KILGORE. Is there a report accompanying this bill? 
Mr. PEARSON. The report has not been printed. 
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Mr. KILGORE. Thegentleman can make a brief explanation, | 


I presume. 

r. PEARSON. This bill, I will state to the gentleman, was 
reported to-day from the committee and there has not been time 
to have the report printed. This grants a pension at the rate 
of $8 a month instead of $12, which the bill originally proposed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is this the widow of a soldier? 
Mr. PEARSON. Yes. She married this soldier, I will state, 
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in 1862. He had been married before. In 1854, however, his 
first wife left him. After that he married this Mary Tucker, in 
1862, in good faith on her part, and she lived with him as his 
wife up to the time of his death. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long was the time intervening between 
his separation from his first wife and the remarriage? 

Mr. PEARSON. From 1854 to 1862. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EMELINE L. LANDERS. 


Mr. RAY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3324) for 
the relief of Emeline L, Landers. 

I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I have not had time to go be- 
fore the committee and make a statement in regard to this ap- 
plication. Iam personally acquainted with the claimant, and 
she was the dependent sister of the deceased soldier. He was 
killed in the service. Ever since his death she has been de- 
pendent. The major part of the time-since the war she has been 
supported by the town, and is now supported by those upon 
whom she has no claim whatever. I move that the committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that 
it be put upon its passage. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has there been areport made by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. RAY. No, sir: for the reason I have stated. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then they have not agreed on any report. 

Mr. RAY. They have not. I have not had time to present 
the case. | 

Mr. KILGORE. I think it had better go over for the present, 
until we know something more atoutit. Let the committe: act 
on it first. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman objects to that course I desire to 
call up another bill. — 

Mr. KILGORE. I do object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman has a 
right to call up another bill. 


LOIS P. LEONARD. 


Mr. RAY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6849) 
granting a pension to Lois P. Leonard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lois P. Leonard, step- 


mother of William N. Leonard, deceasei, who was a soldier in Company Kk, 
One hundred and sixth New York Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CURTIS) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 6849) 
granting a pension to Lois P. Leonard, stepmother of William N. Leonard, 
and submit the following report: 

William N. Leonard is shown by the records of the War Department to 
have enlisted August 9, 1862. in Company K, One hundred ont sixth New 
York Infantry, and to have died in service July 4, 1863. 

The claimant, Lois P. Leonard. married the father of the soldier, William 
N. Leonard, March 11, 1840, and afterward cared for the boy as if he were her 
own child, and he thereafter called her ‘‘mother”’ and treated her in all re- 
spects as such. The father died in 1878, leaving the widow, this claimant, 
in poor circumstances. She has a life interestin a poor farm ot 137 acres, on 
which there is a mortgage of $600, and that her receipts from the farm are 
about 860 or #70 per year, and that she has no other income, from which the 
interest on the mortgage is to be paid. 

The claimant’s relationship to the soldier, and the facts as to her means 
of support, are fully substantiated by the sworn statements of Albert O. 
Copeland, William Leonard (a cousin of the deceased soldier), and Marcus 
Crossman. The first mentioned states that while he knew the soldier well 
and often heard him speak of his mother, he never knew until the present 
time but that Lois P. Leonard was the natural mother of the soldier. 

There are on file with this committee several letters written by the soldier 
while in the Army, in five of which hespeaks affectionately of his ‘* mother,’’ 
and two of them are addressed to ‘**‘ Dear Father and Mother.” 

In views of the facts shown, your committee are of the opinion that the 
claimant should be entitled to the same benefits as are provided for mothers 
of deceased soldiers, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

The bill was laid aside t> be reported to the House with the 


recommendation that it do pass. 
DANIEL ELDRIDGE, 


Mr. PATTON. lask now, Mr. Chairman, not having the bill 
at hand when my name was called before to consider the bill (H. 
R. 5519) for the relief of Daniel Eldridge, Company D, Fifteenth 
Illinois Volunteers. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause the charge of desertion to be removed from the 
record of Daniel Eldridge, late a private in Company D, Fifteenth Regiment 


Illinois Volunteers, and cause to be issued to said Daniel Eldridge an hon- 
orable discharge. 


The report (by Mr. PATTON) is as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


Without objection the bill will be re- 
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6519) toremove the charge of desertion from the name of Daniel Eldridge 
have carefully considered the same and beg leave tosubmit the following: 

The said Daniel Eldridge enlisted on the 4th day of March, 1865, in Com- 
pany D, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, to serve one , and it 
appears from evidence submitted, and from the records of the War Depart- 
ment, that he served faithfully until June 25, 1865, at which date the records 
state that he deserted and did not return. This desertion, it is claimed, was 
while his regiment was encamped at St. Louis, Mo. 

Jasper Powell testifies that he was a member of the same com and 
regiment as Eldridge, and was his messmate during the time of Eldridge’s 
service. That Eldridge had been sick for several days, and that at the time he 
left the command for his home it was with the consent of his captain that 
he went home. 

David Rinehart, another comrade, testifies that Eldridge was taken sick 
in May, 1865, at New Berne, N. C., and continued sick until he left his com- 
mand in June, 1865. 

Mrs. Andrews, former widow of Daniel Eldridge, testifies that Eldridge 
came home sick during the last week in June, 1865, and remained sick under 
ote IF Dr. J.G. Winegardner (now dead), until he, Eldridge, died 
March 1,1 \ 

This evidence is now corroborated by two witnesses. It is the opinion of 
your committee that the soldier did not intend to desert, and, as the evidence 
shows, was unable to return on account of sickness which continued until 
his death. We therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


MARTIN M’DERMOTT. 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 7305) to pen- 
sion Martin McDermott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to place upon the pension rolls, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Martin McDermott, who is the de- 
pendent and totally blind son of Michael McDermott, deceased, late private 
of Company I, One hundred and sixtieth New York Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HARRIES) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7305) granting a pension to Martin McDermott, submit the aah tates 
The petitioner is the son of Michael McDermott, who served in Compan 
I, One hundred and sixtieth New York Infantry, from November 21, 1861, 
until July 28, 1863, when he died in the service. The soldier’s widow, the 
mother of this petitioner, was pensioned from the date of the soldier's death 

until her death, which is shown to have occurred January 20, 1892. 

The petitioner alleges that he is 53 years of age, and is totally blind, and 
has resided with his mother all his life, and was supported by her from her 
pension money until her death; that he has no property of any kind and is 
unable to support himself, and is dependent on friends. The witnesses state 
that he became blind when he was l4or 15 years of age. The fact that the 
petitioner is totally blind, that he has no property, that he is dependent on 
others, and that he is the son of the soldier above referred to, is shown by 
the testimony of John Burns, of Pleasant Grove, Minn.; Mary Callaghan, of 
Rochester, Minn.; Michael Burns, of Rochester, Minn., and Patrick Kelly, 
of High Forest. Minn. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE. This bill provides that the beneficiary shall 
be placed upon the rolls subject to the provisions of the pension 
laws. What amount would he receive? 

Mr. HARRIES. This is a bill that I reported upon, and I 
think the amount would be about $10 per month. 

Mr. KILGORE. I thought it was $72 a month in such cases 
where the benficiary was totally blind? 

Mr. HARRIES. No, that only applies to the case of a soldier 
himself who is suffering under such a disability. If this person 
had been a minor at the time of the death of his father, he would 
have received a pension under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Mr. KILGORE. What would he have been entitled to? 

Mr. HARRIES. Ten dollars per month. 

Mr. SCOTT. And if he had been a soldier himself, laboring 
under this disability, he would have received $72 per month. 

Mr. HARRIES. This only provides for a minor. 

The dill was laid aside to b2 reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY J. ALVIS. 
Mr. SEERLEY. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 6279) 
granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, in- 
structed to place onthe pension rolls Henry J. Alvis, of Montrose, Iowa, a 


private in the service of the United States in the Seminole Indian war, in | 


Col. Lyndsey’s regiment, Alabama Volunteers, and pay hima pension of #12 
per month. 

The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6279) 
granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis, have considered the same and report: 


The claimant rendered service in Capt. W. H. Mark’s company, Louisiana 
Volunteers, Florida Indian war, and the same has been officially recognized 


by the allowance to him of bounty land. 
In his petition for relief the claimant swe rs he is 81 years old, the owner 
of no real estate, and with no personal property of over #200 in value; also 


that by reason of age and infirmity he can do no labor by which to support 
himself. 

The claimant's reputation for truth and veracity is fully vouched for b 
the sworn statements of neighbors and acquaintances of many years’ stand- 
ing. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended with an amendment, 
striking out the word *‘Alabama,”’ in line 7, and substituting in lieu thereof 
the word “ Louisiana.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MRS. MARGARET BRACKETT. 


Mr. SHIVELY. I call up the bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Margaret Brackett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


” Bett enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Mar- 

t Brackett, widow of Dr. James W. Brackett, late surgeon of the Ninth 

giment Illinois Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws. ‘ 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: 


Add to the bill the words “‘at the rate of #12 per month from and after the 
passage of the bill.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOUIS HENINGER. 


Mr. SNOW. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 1002) 
granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of St. Louis, Mo. 
The bil! was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Louis 
Heninger, subject to the limitations of existing laws, and that said Louis 
Heninger be paid the sum of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SNOW) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1002) 
granting a pension to Louis Heninger and submit the following report: 

The petitioner was during the war captain of the steamer Lady Pike, 
which was engaged in carrying 2 to the United States fleet in the 
Mississippi River. Ona trip from ro to Vicksburg in July, 1862, with pro- 
visions and coal for the fleet, he was informed that there was a ae, of 
six pieces with two hundred men about two miles above Greenville, Miss., 
and that the steamer Lake in the Woods had been fired on and sunk the day 
before. It was thought necessary torun the battery and this was accord- 
ingly done on July 26, 1862; the boat was fired on but no one was hurt except 
Capt. Heninger, who was struck on the knee by a piece of shell. 

hese facts are shown by the sworn statements of John EB. Winter, of 

Goines. Ill., who was an ensign and pilot in the United States Navy. and 

elson Platte, of St. Louis, Mo., whowas engineer of the Lady Pike, both 
of them being eyewitnesses to the occurrence. 

It appears that Mr. Heninger is now infirm, having suffered from rheu- 
matism and partial paralysis resulting from an apoplectic stroke. 

This petitioner was not in the military or naval service of the United 
States, but was a civilian employé of the Quartermaster’s Department; but 
inasmuch as he was actually wounded in action by the enemy, your com- 
mittee are of the opinion that he should be pensioned in proportion to the 
degree of disability from such wound, and therefore recommend that the 
bill do pass, after being amended as follows: 

Strike out all the remainder of the bill after the word “limitations,” in 
line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the words, “ and provisions of the pension 
laws, without regard to rank, at a rate proportionate to the degree of his 
disability from shell wound of the knee. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ADDISON M. COPEN. 


Mr. STEWART of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to call up the bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of 
pension to Addison M. Copen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Addison M. Copen. late of Company 
I, United States Dragoons, Mexican war, be increased to $25 per month; 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to place 
upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the gen- 
eral pension laws, the name of said Copen, at the rate of $25 per month, ‘he 
same to be in lieu of all pensions heretofore granted to him. . 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to Whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7095) 
granting an increase of pension to Addison M. Copen, have considered the 
same and report: 

The claimant was a private pGempen: y 1, Third United States Dragoons, 
and served from April 22, 1847, to July 31, 1848, in the war with Mexico. On 
April 13, 1866, he filed an — for pension, which was subsequently re- 
noe ground of his inability to furnish the evidence necessary to 
establish it. 

By a special act approved March 3, 1885, Mr. Copen’s name was placed upon 
the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the general 
pension laws, and he was allowed a rating of #8 per month on account of 
varicose veins and chronic eczema, result of phlegmonous erysipelas. This 
rating wasfrom time to time increased unjil his pension was fixed at the 
sum he now receives, i. ¢., $14 per month. 

Mr. Copen contends (and this contention has been repeatedly pressed at 
the Pension Office) that his principal disability, rheumatism, has never been 
recognized, although he attributes said disease directly to the erysipelas. 
He is now 68 years old, and in addition to his disability from eczema and 
varicose veins is a sufferer from rheumatism and totai loss of use of left 
hand. <A board of examining surgeons in this city finds that— 

“The left hand is about useless; all the fingers are bent a! the middle joint 
at a right angie and are fixed in this position. The thumb also is stiff; can 
use the hand as a hook, but that is about all. Thereis passive motionin the 
wrist, but no voluntary motion. There is complete loss of use of hand for all 
— purposes; can not use it for manual labor. The condition of hand 
s due to nerve lesion, but there is no evidence of cerebral lesion.” 

The aggregate rating recommended by the board for all disabilitics found 
amounts to $52 per month. 

Mr. Copen is entirely without resources aside from his small pension. and 
much of the time he has been dependent upon charity for support. 
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Upon full consideration of the bill your committee are of the opinion thai 
the case is one in which a measure of relief can properly and justly nted, 
and the bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, 
with an amendment fixing the rate of pension at #20 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


LIEUT. F. W. DAVIS. 


Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Mr. Speaker,I ask for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5649) for the relief of Lieut. 
F. W. Davis, and granting him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the order heretofore made dishonorably dismissing 
from the military service of the United States Lieut. F. W. Davis, late of Com- 
pany E, Fifty-eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, be, and the 
we is hereby, revoked, annulled, and set aside, and that the Secretary of 

ar is authorized and directed to grant to said Lieut. F. W. Davis an hon- 
orable discharge, to date and take effect from June 14, 1865, and to correct 
the records of his Department to show the removal of the said order of dis- 
ssal; and the said Lieut. F. W. Davis is restored to all rights and privi- 
leges lost or suspended by suchorder: Provided, That the said F. W. Davis 
-—- not be entitled to any pay or allowances on account of the passage of 
this act. 

The report (by Mr. HULL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6649) for the relief of Lieut. I’. W. Davis, and granting him an honorable dis- 
charge report as follows: 

The records show that Frank W. Davis enlisted as private in 1861, in Com- 
E. Fifty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and reénlisted as a veteran in Jan- 

ary, 1864, in same regiment, and was mustered as first lieutenant of Com- 
pany E, same regiment, December 23, 1864. He was detailed to act as adju- 

ant of the regiment. He repeatedly asked to be relieved from such duty, 
but the major commanding the regiment refused to send him back to h 
company. 

On the 23d day of April, 1865, he was ordered by the major commanding 
the regiment to escort the colors with the color guard from regimental head- 
quarters to the parade ground and refused. For this trivial offense he was 
court-martialed and dismissed the service. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

The report from the War Department and petition from officers of the 
FPifty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers and letter from colonel of the regi- 
ment are herewith submitted and made part of this report. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIS LUTTRELL, 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Committee on 
Pensions be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and that the bill be now 
considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, e(c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes,” approved January 29, 
1887, the name of Willis Luttrell, late a member of Doniphan’s expedition 


into Mexico, and to pay him a pension from and after the passage of this 
act. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, the beneficiary named in 
this bill was employed as a teamster in what was known as Don- 
ne expedition to Mexico during the Mexican war. When 
the expedition reached the Rio Grande and hostilities com- 
menced, the teamsters were formed into a military organization, 
armed, and equipped. They were not mustered into the service. 
They participated as soldiers, and this man participated as a sol- 
dier in the battle at Sacramento, and was there wounded. There 
are a number of cases of this kind. In the Fifty-first Congress 


introduced a bill for this claimant and his brother, who both | 
Sees en 4 - a | ported from the Committee on Pensions, and I would like to hear 


participated, and both were wounded in that engagement. 

The CHATRMAN. 
eration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

CALVIN DANIEL. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 
1687) to correct the military record of Calvin Daniel, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

To correct the military record of Calvin Daniel, deceased. 
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fell out sick; that the last they saw of him he was sitting beside 
a tree utterly unable to proceed. Proof is filed showing that he 
was actually captured and died in a Confederate prison. Thisis 
established by the affidavit of J. F. Williams, which is to the 
effect that he was a prisoner in the guardhouse at Columbia, 
Tenn., and died in prison. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia{Mr. Moses] 
was called from the Hall on important business at the time that 
his name was called. He now asks unanimous consent to pre- 
senta bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOSES. I ask unanimous consent 
: Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to ob- 
ject. I am at the bottom of the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made 

REUBEN RIGGS. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr.Chairman,I ask unanimous consent to call 
up the bill (H. R. 5518) to pension Reuben Riggs. 

The bill was read, a3 follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Reuben 
Riggs, of Locust Bayou, Calhoun County, Ark., who served as a private in 
Capt. McDavid'sCompany H, Snodgrass’s Regiment, North Alabama Mounted 
Volunteers, Florida war, and pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referrel the bill (H. R. 5518) 
granting a pension to Reuben Riggs, have considered the same and report 

The official records show that uben Riggs was enrolled October 26, 1837, 
as a private in Capt. McDavid’s Company (H), Snodgrass’s Regiment, North 
Alabama Mounted Volunteers, Florida war, to serve six months. and that 
he was mustered out with the company April 10, 1838. 

J. B. Ponder and W. H. Proffitt, acquaintances of the claimant, testify that 
he is about 80 years old. a sufferer from bone erysipelas, physically unable 
to support himself and family, and in need of assistance. 

Your committee believe the bill should pass, and therefore return it with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 


House with a favorable recommendation. 
ELLEN CARPENTER. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. I ask that the Committee on Pensions be 
discharged from its consideration, and that the bill be put on its 
passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpenter. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ellen Car 
yeas widow of Patrick Carpenter, late of Company B, Third United States 

nfantry (Florida war), and to pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month 

Mr. TRACEY. The Committee on Pensions recommend the 
passage of the bill with an amendment making it $12 a month, 
and they delayed filing their report until they could get a writ- 
ten statement from me, as I was acquainted with the claimant's 
circumstances. The chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. WILSON], will make a statement, if it is de- 





| sired. 


Is there objection to the present consid- | 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- | 


ized and required to amend and correct the military record of Calvin 
Daniel, deceased, late a private in Company B of the Ninth Regiment of In- 
diana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, so as to remove therefrom the 
charge of desertion, which is hereby declared to have been erroneous. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman,I will not insist on the read- 
ing of the report, as I understand it is rather long, but I would 
like to hear some explanation as to the ground upon which it is 
sought to correct the record of this soldier. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, this soldier was with his regi- 
ment in November, 1864, and on the retreat from Pulaski, Tenn., 





he became sick and fell out, as some of his comrades have testi- | 


fied, and was never afterwards heard from by them. d 
On this ground he was recorded as having deserted his com- 


Mr. KILGORE. 
Mr. TRACEY. 
Mr. KILGORE. 


What is the amendment? 
It reduces the amount to $12 a month. 
I understand that the bill has not been re- 


a statement from the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. WILSON of Missouri. I will state to the gentleman from 
Texas that the bill has been passed upon by the committe>, and 


| the report prepared, but the committee were simply waiting for 


a corroborative statement from the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. KILGORE. Is it a favorable report? 
Mr. WILSON of Missouri. It is a favorable report, and the 


| statement has been supplied by the gentleman from New York. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the 
recommendation that it do pags. 

MRS. MARY ANN ROSS. 

Mr. WIKE. Mr. Chairman, I cail up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, alias: Mary 
Ann Coats, late of Pike County, Ill., but now of Marceline, Mo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Mary 
Ann Ross, alias Mary Ann Coats, of Marceline, Mo., who was a nurse in the 
medical department of the United States volunteers, and pay her a pension 
of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SNOW) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 6117) to 


| pension Mary Ann Ross, formerly Mary Ann Coats, an army nurse, and sul> 


mand. The testimony of his comrades, however, shows that he | 





mit the following report: 
The beneficiary of this bill is58 years of age; she alleges that she was em- 


. 
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ooree by Col. Bailey, of the Ninety-ninth Illinois Infantry, about August 
Ki 862, as a nurse for that regiment; that she joined immediately, and con- 
tinuously from that time to August 26, 1865, cared for the sick, wounded, 
and dying of that regiment, by authority of the commanding officer of that 
regiment, and that she never received any compensation for this service. 

George W. K. Bailey testifies that he was colonel of the Ninety-ninth Illi- 
nois Infantry, and that he appointed this claimant as a nurse for his regi- 
ment, and she served ae such from September, 1862, until he left 
the regiment, December 16, 1864, and that he never heard a word of her but 
was to her credit; that she rendered valuable service in nursing the sick at 
Salem, Mo., at Houston, Mo., and at Vicksburg, Miss. 

Dr. J. K. Ledlie testifies that he was surgeon of the Ninety-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Infantry, and also commends in the highest terms the services of 
Mrs. Ross, formerly Coats, as nurse for the regiment, from August, 1862, to 
May, 1861, when the affiant was promoted. 

Hon. A. C. Matthews (First Comptroller of the Treasury) testifies that he 
was an officer of the Ninety-ninth Illinois Infantry, and that Mrs. Coats was 
with the regiment from August or September, 1862, to August, 1865, and 
never failed to look after the sick and wounded whenever necessity required, 
which was pretty constantly; that her conduct was that of a Christian lady, 
and that she had the respect of the regiment and of the brigade to which it 
was attached. 

The records of the War Department show that Mrs. Mary Coats was on 
duty at general hospital, Quincy, Ill., as a nurse, from about June 19, 1862, 
until about July 25, 1862, but the precise dates of assignment and discharge 
do not appear. 

Hon. A. C. Matthews, in a letter which is on file, states that Mrs. Ross is 
getting old, is very much crippled, is a good woman, and ought to be pen- 
sioned. 

Your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass 
after being amended by striking out the words * alias M Ann”’ before the 
word “Coats,” in line 6, and also in the title, and inserting in licu thereof 
the word * formerly.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


MARY E. TRIMBLE. 


Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 8162) to pension Mary E. Trim- 
ble, widow of Montague N. Trimble, of the Mexican war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mary E. Trimble, widow of Mon- 
tague N. Tiimble, of Company H, First Missouri Mounted Volunteers, Mex- 
ican war, on the pension roll, and pay her at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8162) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Trimble, have considered the same and re- 
port: 

The facts, as shown by the papers received from the Pension Bureau, are 
as follows: Montague M. Trimble was a private in Company H, First Mis- 
souri Mounted Volunteers, and served from May 30, 1846, to June 21, 1847, in 
the Mexican war. He died December 13, 1883, and on June 14, 1887, one Cas- 
sandria Trimble, of Kansas City, Mo., made application as his widow for the 
pension provided by the Mexican war pension act of Jannary 29, 1887, and 
upon the filing of proof of legal widowhood the claim of Cassandria was al- 
lowed by the Pension Bureau; but, as it afterwards appeared, she died be- 
fore payment was made to her. 

On April 27, 1888, the beneficiary under this bill aT E. Trimble) made 
application for the pension, declaring that she is the lawful widow of the 
soldier, but her claim being in direct conflict with that of Cassandria Trim- 
ble the papers were placed in the hands of a special examiner for investiga- 
tion. To the special examiner Mary E. Trimble stated that in 1855 and prior 
thereto she was living in Gentry County, Mo., then the wife of one James 
Roberts; thatthe soldier, M. M. Trimble, lived in the same locality with his 
wife Cassandria and their six children, the oldest of whom being only 13 
years old; that said Roberts becoming * jealous”’ of said M. M. Trimble, left 

er (claimant) and procured a divorce from her; that she then went to Cen- 
tralia, Boone County, Mo., and in 1856 said Trimble, who had separated from 
his wife Cassandria, came to Centralia and “got” her (claimant), and they 
went to Austin, Tex., where they were married by a justice of the peace 
whosename she does not know, and that there were no witnesses to said 
marriage, and that they immediately returned to Missouri, where they lived 
for several years. 

The claimant further stated that She understood that Cassandria, the sol- 
dier’s tirst wife, procured a divorce from him, but of this she offers no 
proof, except to state that the records of the county in which she believes 
the divorce was secured were destroyed by fire. On the other hand, Cassan- 
dria’s children and others testified that they never knew of her applying for 
or securing a divorce. The claimant accounts for her inability to show that 
there was a marriage ceremony between her and Trimble by the statement 
that she does not know who the justice was who married them, and there 
were no wilnesses. 

It appears, further, that the claimant lived with the soldier for twenty- 
live years as his wife without objection or molestation from Cassandria or 
anyone else: that she cared for Trimble during his old age and infirmity (he 
having been totally blind during the last five or six years of his life), and saw 
him decently buried after his death. 

It further appears that she is now very poor, in advancel years, and in 
great need of the pension. 

After thespecial examination of the case the claimant's application was 
rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that ‘she is not the legal widow 
of the soldier, as he had a wife living, from whom he had not been divorced 
when he married the claimant,’’ and the rejection of the claim was subse- 
quently affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior on appeal. 

Your committee being in doubt as to the legal status of this claimant as 
the widow of the soldier, and being unable to find any precedent for affirma- 
tive action in the case. respectfully return the bill without recommendation 
for such action as the House may deem just and proper. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


JAMES W. KIRTLEY. 
Mr. WINN. Mr. Chairman, I call up for present considera- 


tion the bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirt- 
ley. ' 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provl- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James W. Kirtley, a 
soldier of the Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension of $20 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, House of Representatives, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James Ww. Kirtley, having 
considered the same beg leave to submit the following report: 

The officiai records show that James B. Kerkley (who is believed to be 
identical with this claimant) was enrolled May 25, 1832, in Capt. Stone’s Com- 
pany, Illinois Volunteers, Black Hawk war, and was a 7ay 16, 1882. 

The records show further that the muster-out roll of Capt. Jonathan 
Craig’s company, Illinois Volunteers, dated September 6, 1832 (the only roll 
of the company on file), reports J. W. Kirtley (this claimant) enrolled July 
16, 1832, and mustered out with the company September 6, 1832. 

Nathanie! A. Merrell, George Longman, and George L. Wheeler, citizens 
of DeWitt, Clinton County, lowa, testify qhat = claimant is a poor man, 
and without means of support; also that he is wholly unable to earn his liv- 
ing by manual labor, being more than 80 years old and in feeble health. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 
JACOB O’NEIL. 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 7100) to pension Jacob O'Neil. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Jacob 
O'Neal, disabled son of Willis O’Neal, deceased, late of Company H, Seventy- 
ee Volunteers, and pay to him a pension at the rate of $18 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (H. R. 
7100) topension Jacob O’Neal, submit the following report: 

The ciaimant is disabled son of Willis O'Neal, who enlisted pzeen 15, 1862, 
in Soneee, H, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, anc was 
honorably discharged December 31, 1862.. The widow was pensioned at $12 

r month by reason of service and death of the soldier from disease of serv- 
ce origin, under the general law, act of March 19, 1886. The widow, ag 
appears by an affidavit filed with the committee, died on the I4th day o 
— 1891, and that there is no one of said soldier's heirs drawing a 
pension. 

William Bunton, S. H. Woodle, and Joseph Ballenger, all of whom have 
been intimately and personally acquainted with claimant since childhood, 
testify that he been a constant sufferer from various diseases, and has 
been so enfeebled and debilitated that he has never been able to perform a 
day’s labor in his life. He depended entirely on his father dur his life- 
time for a living, and after his death he was dependent on his mother for 
support until her death, which occurred August 14, 1891, as above stated, 
since which time he has been amperes by the county. 

After amending the bill in line by striking out the word “ disabled ” and 
inserting the words “‘ permanently helpless,” and eee out all after the 
word “ pension,” in line 7, and inserting the words ‘subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws,’’ your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM N. PRINGLE. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. Chairman, I call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 2935) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William N. Pringle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
the military record of William N. Pringle, late private in Company B, Ninety- 
eighth New York Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. PATTON) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2935) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of William 
N. Pringle, having had the same under consideration, report: 

Allthe evidence submitted tends a that William N. Pringle was un- 
able by reason of sickness contrac in line of duty from completing his 
term of enlistment. 

It appears from the evidence on file that William N. oe enlisted in 
the Ninety-eighth New York Regiment, ee in 1861; he went with 
the company to Fortress Monroe and up the Peninsula to Yorktown; after 
the evacuationof Yorktown was at the battle of Williamsburg; he then went 
on towards Richmond; was in the advance guard to support a New York 
battery at Bottom’s Bridge, under Gen. Kearney; was in the front at Fair 
Oaks in one of the first regiments attacked; went with McClellan to Harri- 
son’s Landing, and was placed on a transport boat and taken toa hospital in 
Philadelphia; remained there four weeks and was ordered to join his regiment 
at Yorktown; reached Washington on his way to join his regiment, and was 
taken to Convalescent Hospital, Me pe the Capitol,and remained two weeks. 
when the hospital becoming crowded with the wounded from Antietam, he had 
orders to report to any hospital North; went to a hospital in Phiiadelphia 
and remained two weeks, and was then taken by his parents to Canada, 
where he remained a fortnight; he then went to his sister’s home in Detroit, 
and lived there until the spring of 1863, when he went to Chicago, and was 
joined by his sister a month later, at whose home he lived for thenext four 
years; during all of which time he was unable to perform any manual labor, 
and for most of said time was confined to the house. 

Your committee recommend the passage of bill H. R. 2935. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


W. H. PHILPOT. 
Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I call up for present considerae 
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| 
tion the bill (H. R. 8550) to increase the pension of W. H. Phil- 
pot, a pensioner of the Mexican war. 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized arid directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and regulations of the pension laws, the name of W.H. Philpot, of Talbot 
County, Ga., at the rate of $20 per month,in lieu of the pension now received | 
by him. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 
SARAH L. RONALDSON. 


Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Chairman, [ call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. | 
Ronaldson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, re- 
quired to place the name of Sarah L. Ronaldson, widow of Mathew Konald- 
son, late a —— in Company B, First Iowa Cavalry, and pay her a pension of 
$15 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. Ronaldson, submit the following re- 


rt: 
PeTnis claimant is the widow of Matthew Ronaldson, first lieutenant in Com- 
any B, First Iowa Cavalry. The evidence shows that said soldier was 
Beaith when he entered the service, and that during his service he was very 
severely injured by accidents in the line of duty. 

First. He was injured by an explosion of powder, which knocked him sense- 
less and from the effects of which he was with great difficulty revived, and 
never fully recovered. 

Second. In a cavalry charge he was thrown against atree and left for dead 
by his comrades, but again revived. 

After his return from the Army he was always feeble and finally died, from 
stomach trouble, as reported by hisphysician. Whilehelived he would not 
apply for a pension, declaring that the country did not owe him anything. 

fter his death, this claimant, his widow, failed to secure pension because 
unable to show that the husband's death was directly due to his army service. 

While it may be technically true that the evidence does not directly con- 
nect the death of this officer with the accidents and injuries above mentioned, 

et his consequent enfeebled condition is undoubtedly the real cause of his 
eath. 

The widow of a deserving soldier, who served four years in the defense of 
his country, should certainly have advantage of the doubt in such case, and 
this your committee recognizes in this report. 

We recommend the following amendment: That the words “first lieuten- 
ant” be inserted in the blank space in line 5 of the bill, and as so amended 
the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM M. WATSON. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, there was a bill passed just 
now that I think ought to be reconsidered. Itisa bill presented 
by the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. EVERETT]. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I request that the benefici- 
ary ia the bill (H. R. 8030) granting a pension to William M. 
Watson, Walker County, Ga., considered by the committee to- 
night, be put on a par with the beneficiaries in the other bills | 
which have been considered to-night. The bill grants him a 
pension of $8 a month and other bills like it granted a pension 
of $20 a month. I ask to have the bill amended by striking out 
“eight” and inserting ‘ twenty.” 

A MEMBER. Fifteen was the amount in the other bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, in the bill indi- | 
cated the word ‘‘eight” will be stricken out and the word ‘‘ fif- 
teen” inserted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LANSING SHEAR. 


Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, I present for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Lansing Shear. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause the records of the War Department to be so 
amended as to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Lansing 
Shear, late a private of Company F, Third Regiment New York Infantry 
a and grant him an honorable discharge as of the date of May 21, 


The report (by Mr. CRosBy) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2432) for the relief of Lansing Shear, aero report: 

The soldier was a private in Company F, Third Regiment New York In- 
fantry. He enlisted on the 30th day of September, 1861, and understood that | 
it was for the unexpired term of the regiment, i. ¢., until May 14, 1863. How- 
ever, the United States disbursing officer mustered him in for three years 
or during the war. 

Shear, in May, 1863, was sent with a recruiting party under Capt. William 
N. S. Sanders, to Albany, N. Y.; while there he was discharged by Recorder 
Austin, who had the same jurisdiction as a judge of the supreme court, on 
May 21, 1863, and Capt. Sanders allowed him to depart and reported the mat- 
ter to headquarters of the regiment, where Private Shear was placed on the 
rolls as a deserter. 

Capt. Sanders, ina written communication now in the handsof your com- 
mittee, says: 

‘Shear was always a manly, upright, and brave fellow and an excellent 
soldier, and a reliable man in every way. * * * Ihave always felt a very 
grave injustice had been done him, etc.” 

Your committee feel that as Shear was allowed to leave the service by con- 
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sent of his superiors, on the order of the court, he is entitled to a discharge, 
and therefore recommend that the bill do pass with the following amend- 





| ment: 


Add at the end of the bill the following words: “Provided, however, That 
no pay or emoluments shall be due by reason of the passage of this act.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to b2 laid aside with the rec- 


'ommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH A. NOBLE. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the’ pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Noble, 
mother of James Dunn, jr., late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment of 
Iowa Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble, have examined and considered 
the same and recommend that it do pass. 

The facts in this case as shown to the committee by the statement of Mrs. 
Noble, and supported by the indorsement of a large number of the leading 
citizens of her locality, are that she is now about 8t years of age, very in- 
firm, in poor health and crippled for life by an accident, and entirely de- 
— for Th upon the exertions of an unmarried daughter. The 
irst husband of Mrs. Noble died in 1846, and she has been a widow from the 
death of her second husband for over forty years. 

She had three sons who serve i in the Union Army in the war of the rebel- 
lion, two of whom were married, and oneof these died asaresult of his army 
service, leaving a family, and the other not only has a large family to sup- 
port by his own labor, but is absolutely deaf by reason of his army service, 
and so is in no wise able to contribute to his mother’s su rt. 

The third son died in 1888 from the result of an accident ina mine, and this 
not ae result of army service the mother’s claim was rejected by the 
Pension Bureau, but as a matter of fact it is shown that he was left in very 
poor health by reason of his army service, and that he was the sole source 
of support of his mother, and that he labored during his life to that end, 
— when by reason of his own health it was extremely difficult for him so 

0 do. 

Taking into consideration the service done fortheir country by those sons 
and the fact of the physical and pecuniary condition of the petitioner, it 
seems to me no more than just that the Government shouldaid her through 
a pension during the few years at most that she will survive. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; andMr. D—E ARMOND having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY, Chair- 
of the Committee of the Whole, reported that that committee 
had had under consideration sundry bills on the Private Calen- 
dar, and had directed him to report them to the House with vari- 
ous recommendations. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous question be considered as ordered on the amend- 
ments and the engrossment and third reading of all the bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN. I further ask unanimous consent that the pre- 


| vious question be considered a3 ordered on the final passage of 


the bills, with the right of fifteen minutes debate on each side. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN. I now ask unanimous consent that in cases 
where the reports were not read to-night they be printed in the 
RECORD in connection with each bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o'clock and 30 
minutes having arrived, the Chair declares the House adjourned 
until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 0f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Hous:, as follows: 

By Mr. VAN HORN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: A bill (H. R. 5480) to confirm to the heirs of Mrs. Court- 
ney Ann Claiborne the title to a certain tract of land in the 
State of Louisiana. (Report No. 1898.) 

By Mr. DANIELL, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A 
bill (S. 2965) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins. (leport 
No. 1899.) 

By Mr. FELLOWS, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia: A bill (H. R. 9417) to incorporate the Protestant Epis- 
copal Cathedral Foundation of the District of Columbia. (Re- 
port No. 1900.) 

By Mr. COX of New York, from the Committee on Claims: A 
bill (S. 3059) for the relief of the Old Dominion Steamship Com- 
pany. (Report No. 1902.) 
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By Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(S. 3311) to refer the claim of Jessie Benton Frémont to certain 
lands and the improvements thereon in San ¥rancisco, Cal., to 
the Court of Claims. (Report No. 1903.) 
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By Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: | 


A bill (H. R. 9437) for the removal of the charge of desertion 
against Willian W. Holloway. (Report No. 1904.) 

A bill (H. R. 1684) to correct the military record of Madison A. 
Thomas. (Report No. 1905.) 

A bili (H. R. 8574) granting an honorable discharge to James 
C. Jennings. (Report No. 1906.) 

By Mr. BARWIG, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill 
(S. 1661) granting an increase of pension to John Hallam. (Re- 
port No, 1907.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 6192) to pension Joel A. Walters. (Report No. 
1908. } 

A bill (H. R. 2912) to pension John T. Fleenor. (Report No. 
1909. ) 

A bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Florence Esther Wil- 
liams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a private 
in Company F’, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. (Re- 
port No. 1910.) 

A bill (S. 317) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Rbdberts. (Report No. 1911.) 

A bill (S. 3076) granting an increase of pension to Wells John- 
son. (Report No. 1912.) 

By Mr. SNOW, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 7449) to restore to the pension rolls Mary B. Christo- 
pher, and grant her a pension as widow of James Bringhurst, 
late a surgeon of the Twenty-eighth Regiment of Illinois In- 
fantry Volunteers. (Report No. 1913.) 

By Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
4664) for the relief of James Cullen, late captain Company E, 
Twenty-fourth Michigan Infantry. (Report No. 1914.) 

By Mr. CURTIS, from the same committee: A bill (S. 2549) 
for the relief of Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet. (Report No. 1918.) 

By Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
6882) granting a pension to Annie Davis. (Report No. 1919.) 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (S. 2175) to pension Ann M. Green. (Report No. 1915.) 

By Mr. FLICK, from the same committee: A bill (S. 2846) 
granting a pension to Granville R. Turner. (Report No. 1916.) 

By Mr. MCKINNEY, from the same committee: A bill (S. 1917 
to increase the pension of Frank L. Avery. (Report No. 1917. 





BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 9554) to amend section 2306 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to homestead 
entries—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O’NEILLof Missouri: A joint resolution (H. Res. 152) 
providing for the compilation of laws relating to interstate com- 
merce and the labor laws of the various States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A resolution to print gpa of the major- 
ity and minority report of the investigation of the Pension Of- 
tice—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A resolution that for the 
remainder of session that the House take a recess from 5 o’clock 
until 7:30, and that the evening session be devoted to commit- 
tees in their regular order—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 153) for the 
appointment of clerks to prepdre an index of the Journals of 
Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H.R. 9555) toamend the a record 
of Stephen Helterle— to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also a bill (H. R. 9556) to place upon the pension rolls the name 
of George J. Kraus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTTING (by request): A bill (H. R. 9557) to refer the 
claim of the heirs, assigns, or legal representatives of Leonidas 
Haskell, deceased, to certain lands and the improvements thereon 
in San Francisco, Cal., to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 9558) to remove 
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the charge of desertion from the military record of Henry V. 
Girard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAGAN; A bill (H. R. 955) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Col. Henry Wilson, Seventh United States Infantry, 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 9560) to pay the city of Cin- 
cinnati the proportional cost of asphalt streets in front of the 
pile ved States buildings in Cincinnati—to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H.R. 9561) for the relief of Mary 
H. Holston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 9562) for the relief of Clara 
A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, 
and Elizabeth Smith, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of Annie M. Myers, of Cham- 
bersburg, Pa., asking to be placed on the pension rolls—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABBITT: Petition of 400 citizens of Racine, Wis., 
opposed to closing the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BRYAN: Two petitions of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., 
against Sunday closing of the World's Fair—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

' Also, petition of Thomas H. James and others, of Beatrice, 
Gage County, Nebr., against oer, closing of the Worid’s Fair— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

.By Mr. BUNTING: Petition of the Charity Organization of 
the city of Lockport, N. Y., Willis H. Howe, president, in rela- 
tion to the numerous accidents and loss of life to railroad em- 
ployés—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Protest of A. H. Ford and 8 others, of 
Louisville, Ky., against opening the World’s Fair on Sunday or 
selling liquor ch the grounds—to the Select Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition. 

Also, protest of the Cigarmakers’ Union, No. 32, of Louisville, 
Ky., against closing the World’s Fair on Sundays—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Papers in the matter of John Die- 
ters, referred to the Committee on Claims and by that commit- 
tee re-referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: Paper in the claim of Patrick Kelly, lats 
United States ship luka—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Adeline Sutton and others, of 
Ashley, Gratiot County, Mich., against closing the World’s 
Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- 

ition. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Boyle Bros., for 1-cent postage— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of Barbara Clark and others, of Min- 
nesota, relative to the World’s Fair appropriation—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Scott County, Iowa, 
against Sunday — of the World's i'air—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Knights of 
Labor Assembly No. 9783, of Arnot, Tioga County, Pa., praying 
Congress to withhold all appropriations for use of the World’s 
Fair until certain labor differences connected therewith are set- 
tled—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 


Also, petition of 100 citizens of Williamsport, Lycoming 
County, Pa., protesting against Congress legislating in regard 


to the observance of the Sabbath at the World’s Fair—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of David Akins and others, of Minne- 
sota, relative to the World’s Fair appropriation—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Memorial of the Woman’s National In- 
dustrial League of America, protesting against the removal of 
the duty on foreign productions of art—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of industrial organizations and 
citizens of Rochester, Ind., in relation to the closing of the 
World’s Fair on Sunday—to the select Committee on the Colum- 
bian Exposition. 

By Mr. PEARSON: Two petitions of citizens of Ohio as fol- 
lows: one of W. D. Strauss and 22 others of Marietta, and the 
other by W. D. Straus, and 11 others, members of industrial 
organizations, both against C ional interference with 
opening of the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Columbian Exposition. 
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By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of citizens of Nappanee, LIL., that 
paper-wrapped cigarettes shall be assessed and collected as 


internal-revenue tax $10 per thousand—to the Committee on | 


Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of George T. McClintic, post- 
master at Covington, Va., for relief—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WIKE: Affidavit for the relief of Henry Harmon, to 
accompany House bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of Sarah E. Higgins for the estate 
of Sirah E. Chadwick, deceased, late of New Kent County, Va., 


praying that her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims | 


under the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 16, 1892. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J.G. BUTLER, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | 


GEORGE W. CLARK. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension | 
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to George W. Clark was passed yesterday evening. A commit- | 
tee amendment was inadvertently omitted from the bill in the | 


hurry and pressure of the moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
gives notice of the entry of a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill indicated by him was passed; and asks that the 
same may be returned from the House of Representatives to the 
Senate; which order will be made, if there be no objection. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
resronse to a resolution of the 12th instant, a report from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the disposition of 
moneys appropriated to pay the scouts and soldiers of certain 
bands of Sioux Indians, etc.; which, with the accompanying 


papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Sec- 
ond National Mining Congress of the United States in session at 
Helena, Mont. (transmitted by telegram from Francis G. New- 
lands, president), urging the defeat of House bill No. 561, known 
as the free lead ore bill, ‘‘ a3 its passage would inevitably result 
in the closing down of numbers of our silver mines of which lead 
is the principal part, now being operated on a very narrow mar- 

in of profit, and the consequent throwing out of employment 


of thousands of hard-working miners whose very existence is | 


dependent on the continuance of operations in these properties; ” 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Enterprise Pleasure Club 
of Yonkers, N. Y., and of the Emmet Club of Brockton, Mass., in 
regard to the imprisonment in England of Dr. Thomas Galla- 
gher, and praying that steps be taken for his release; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1357) to compensate Elihu Root for serv- 
ices rendered by direction of the Attorney-General, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fisheries, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CAREY 
July 15, intended to b> proposed to the general deficiency bill, 
reported it without amendment, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8124) to extend the privileges of the 
transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to 
the port of Dunkirk, N. Y., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 3221) to provide for the adjustment and pay- | 


ment of the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith, for work done and 
materials furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me., re- 


ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4827) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine the claim of the heir of Hugh Wash- 
ington, for his interest in the steamer Eastport, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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| Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3301) for the erection 
| of a public building at the city of East St. Louis, [ll., reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3395) to remit the penalties on 
| gunboat No. 3, the Concord, and gunboat No. 4, the Bennington, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, 
| to whom was referred the bill (S. 3300) for the relief of the estate 
| of Leander C. McLellan, deceased, to report it favorably without 
| amendruent. 

Mr. SANDERS. [shall file a minority reportiathat matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
gives notic> that he will file the views of the minority in this 





Mr. STEWART. If there is to be a minority report I ask 
leave to withdraw the report and refer the whole matter back 
to the Committee on Claims. If there is to be a difference of 
opinion we willexamine itfurther. I ask leave to withdraw the 

| report, and have the bill referred again to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
asks that the bill (S. 3300) for the relief of the estate of Leander 
C. McLellan, deceased, b2 recommitted to the Committee on 
Claims. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


IMMIGRATION INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER on the 9th 
instant, reported it without amendment, and it was read as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration be empowered to investi- 
gate the workings of the laws of the United States relative to immigration 
from foreign countries and the importation of contract labor into the United 
States, and of the laws and prevailing methods of naturalization: the inves- 
tigation to be conducted at such times and places as said committee may 
deem proper, during the present session or the recess of Congress, an the 
committee is hereby authorized, as a full committee or through sub:om- 
mittees thereof, to send for and examine persons, books, and papers, and to 
administer oaths to witnesses; the expenses of the investigation to be paid 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iask for the immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 


| 
| from the contingent fund of the Senate. 
| 


| resolution. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to offer an amendment to the res- 
olution. In line 4, after the word ** naturalization,” I move to 
since the year 1890; ” so as to read: 

That the Committee on Immigration be empowered to investigate the 
workings of the laws of the United States relative to immigration from 
foreign countries and the importation of contract labor into the United 
States, and of the laws and prevailing methods of naturalization, since the 
year 1890. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. I will say to the Senator from 


| Missouri that this amendment meets all the objection that has 


been made to the resolution by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. H1iLu] and others who areonthecommittee. I ama mem- 
ber of the committee myself, and this makes the resolution ac- 
ceptable all around. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


AMELIA R. WEBSTER. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief 
of Amelia R. Webster, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its immediate consideration, the Senate hay- 
ing passed a similar bill at a higher rate. The Senate passed a 
bill allowing $39 a month. This bill allows $20, and the com- 
mittee desire it to be passed as it has been sent from the other 
House. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll, at the rate of $20 per month, the name of Amelia 
R. Webster, widow of the late Capt. John A. Webster, jr., 
United States Revenue Marine Service. 

The bill was reported to the Senats without amendment, or- 


ACTIONS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. VEST. I expect to leave the city in a very short time, 
and T ask the Senate to consider the bill I reported yesterday 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, which wil! give rise, [ 
think, to no debate. It is House bill 8153. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that it now consider 
the bill (H. R. 8153) providing when plaintiff may sue as a poor 
person and whencounsel shall be assigned by the court. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That any citizen of the United States, entitled to com- 
mence any suit or action in any court of the United States, may commence 
and prosecute to conclusion any such suit or action without being required 
to prepay fees or costs or give security therefor before or after bringing suit 
or action upon tiling in said court a statement under oath, in writing, that, 
because of his poverty, he is unable to pay the costs of said suit or action 
which he is about to commence, or to give security for the same, and that 
he believes he is entitled to the redress he seeks by such suit or action, and 
setting forth briefly the nature of his alleged cause of action. 

SEc, 2. That after any such suit or action shall have been brought, or that 
is now pending, the plaintiff may answer and avoid a demand for fees or se- 
curity for costs by filing a like affidavit, and willful false swearing in any 
affidavit provided for in this or the previous section shall be punishable as 
perjury is fn other cases 

Sec. 3. That the officers of court shall issue, serve all process, and perform 
all duties in such cases, and witnesses shall attend as in other cases, and the 
plaintiff shall have the same remedies as are provided by law in other cases. 

Sec. 4. That the court may request any attorney of the court to represent 
such poor person, if it deems the cause worthy of a trial, and may dismiss 
any such cause so brought under this actif it be made to appear that the 
allegation of poverty is untrue, or if said court be satisfied that the alleged 
cause of action is frivolous or malicious. 

Sec. 5. That judgment may be rendered for costs at the conclusion of the 
suit as in other cases: Provided, That the United States shall not be liable 
for any of the cost thus incurred. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. TELLER. From the Committee on the Judiciary, I re- 
port back favorably the bill (S. 3415) for the removal of the polit- 
ical disabilities of William S. Walker, of Atlanta,Ga. I under- 
stand it is the custom to pass these bills promptly on -being 
reported, and | ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is the bill open to amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is open to amend- 
ment in the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to offer an amendment toit. I 
move to add after the words ‘‘ William S. Walker, of Atlanta, 
Ga.,” the words * and all other persons.” IT think more than 
twenty-five years after the war it is time to have a general 
amnesty and wiping out of all disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment. I believe that is the sentiment of the Sen- 
ate from my conversation with many gentlemen in it, and I 
think this would be a good time to adopt the provision. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator had better not move that 
amendment on this bill. It will probably bring up some discus- 
sion and end in postponing the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. If there is any objection to it, I do not wish 
to press the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. There will be objection to it, I am satisfied, 
and I think it had better come in as a separate bill. If the Sen- 
ator will introduce a bill of that kind, as far as I am concerned 
I am willing to support it; but I think that this bill ought not to 
be encumbered with such a provision. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have introduced a bill—— 

Mr. TELLER. Iwish the Senator would withdraw the amend- 
ment and let the bill pass. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will state that I have introduced a bill of the 
kind, and I heard such general expression of favor in regard to 
it, thatl anticipated that there would be no objection to adopt- 
ing the principle at any time. If there is objection by even one 
person, I shall not insist on the amendment; but unless there is 
objection, I should rather have a vote upon it. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the suggestion of the Senator from 
Virginia? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tor from Virginia will be stated. 

Mr. DANIEL. Toa bill removing the political disabilities of 
a particular person I move a general amendment removing all 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, after the word ‘‘ Georgia,” in- 
sert ‘“‘ and all other persons;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America, in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring there- 
in), That. all legal and political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States by reason of partici- 
pation in the late rebellion be, and they are hereby, removed from William 
S. Walker, of Atlanta, Ga., and all other persons. 


Mr. PLATT. I trust that the Senator from Virginia will not 
insist on his amendment. These cases have always been acted 
on separately, and each one of them presents a different state of 
facts. For instance, this officer was a quartermaster in the Army, 


The amendment of the Sena- 
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I believe, and before passing wpon the question as to whether his 
disabilities should be reunovel we investigated the records, and 
found that his quartermaster’s accounts were all right. Soevery 
case presents its own peculiar facts. ‘There never has been any 
difficulty about removing the disabilities whenever any person 
has petitioned to have it done if. there was a proper case made 
out. I should be very sorry to bring up the question this morn- 
ing as to whether there ought to be a general removal of disa- 
bilities. At any rate it ought to be done by a general bill, not 
by an amendment on a particular bill. I hope the Senator from 
Virginia will withdraw tlie amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut 
that if any one objects to this and does not want it done I shall 
not precipitate any discussion on it, because I think such discus- 
sions are very disagreeable and unprofitable. But unless there 
is manifest objection to the passage of the bill with this amend- 
ment, it seems to me that, twenty-five years having elapsed, it 
would be a good and reasonable thing to do. 

Mr. PLATT. I object to the adoption of any such general 
provision upon the pending bill. I object to it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendmentis withdrawn. 
The bill is in the Senate and open to amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Senators present 
voting in the affirmative). 

WASHINGTON AND ARLINGTON RAILWAY. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. [I introduce a bill, and I should like to call 
the attention of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to it. Some 
time ago the Senator from Maine introduced a resolution of in- 
quiry as to the corporation called the Washington and Arling- 
ton Railway Company, which it was said had sold its charter, 
and there was some difficulty in regard to it. That matter has 
been investigated, and the result is the bill which I now intro- 
duce to amend the charter, and which will put the affairs of the 
company in better shape so far as the District is concerned. [ in- 
troduce the bill, and ask its reference to the Committees on the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill (S.3448) to amend the charter of the Washington and 
Arlington Railway Company was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. I wish tosay in reference to the bill just introduced 
by the Senator from Michigan, to which he called my attention, 
that I am very glad the committee of which he is chairman has 
given a faithful examination to that subject. The bill chart>r- 
ing the railroad company in the last Congress was pushed and 
forced and lobbied through here by constant importunities and 
by Senators being beset early and late to waive their objections 
and allow it to pass. After atime, as such things do, in good 
nature everybody yielded and the bill was passed, upon the state- 
ment made on the floor and in private that it was a great public 
need, that the corporators were men of property, that they meant 
to build the road, and that it would be opened within a com- 
paratively shorttime. The upshot was thatafter we had yielded 
and allowed the bill to be passed, the men who had the charter, 
when Congress adjourned, declined to do anything whatever 
about building the road, sold the franchise outright which they 
had obtained from Congress, pocketed the money, and refused to 
move an inch, 

I called the attention of the committee in the early part of the 
session to this subject, and as the Senator from Michigan has 
| stated, they have investigated it and taken this matter in hand, 
have changed the form of the preceeding and introduced a new 
bill, and [am very glai it has been done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call the attention of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia to the fact that I have 
| heard it stated that quite a large number of individual citizens 
| here, employés in the Departments and others, took stock in this 
company and paid out their money for it with the expectation 
| that the road would be constructed and completed in proper time 
| and that in the end they would receive a dividend upon their 
| stock—actual cash, not a mere speculation. Inconsideration of 
| this fact I should like the committee to take it into account. I 
| think there is no doubt of the fact that there are quite a large 
number of persons here in Washington ill able to lose their sub- 
scriptions who have subscribed and paid money into this enter- 
prise. 
| Mr. MCMILLAN. I will state to the Senator from Missouri 
that this bill is intended to protect those very peowie. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
RAILROAD TRACKS IN THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. McMILLAN. [I introduce a joint resolution and ask for ite 
immediate consideration. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 
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The joint resolution (S. R. 100) to permit the railroads of the 
District to lay extra tracks to accomodate the traveling public 
during the Grand Army of the Republic encampment, was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to issue to any steam railroad in the said District a per- 
mit to lay and use, for a period not to exceed fifteen daysin all, and not more 
than twice in any one calendar year, temporary tracks on streets adjacent 
to its passenger depot for the purpose of accommodating passengers and 


baggage coming to or leaving the city of Washington on special occasions | 
when numbers of persons are expected to visit the said District of Co- | 


lumbia. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. I3there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear an explanation of this | 
measure. To what roads does it apply; to the steam railroads or | 


the street-car railroads? 
Mr. McMILLAN. It relates to the steam railroads, the Balti- 
more and Potomac and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroads. They 


will find it necessary to lay extra tracks during the encampment | 


which is to meet and during the inauguration ceremonies. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Where are these tracks to be laid? 


Mr. McMILLAN. They are to b> laid on the streets. As it | 


is now, the Commissioners have no power to allow the railroid 
companies to lay extra tracks adjacent to the passenger depots. 
It is to enable them to bring extra trains down as near as possible 


to the passenger stations during the encampment. It is a mat- | 


ter of only a few days, and it is done to accommodate the public. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are the Commissioners to be authorized 
to give permission to lay tracks upon private property, or is it 
to be upon the streets, or where are these extra tracks to be 
said? 


Mr. McMILLAN. On the streets adjacent tothestations. It | 


has been done heretofore, but the Commissioners have found 
that really they had no authority for giving the permission, and 
they ask this authority. 


Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to ask the chairman whether | 


it would not be wise to confine this authority to the coming of 
the Grand Army of the Republic and to the next inauguration? 
It may be wise to do that, but to make a permanent provision of 


this kind might be considered equivalent tocontinuing the pres- | 


ent inadequate facilities indefinitely. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator that he limit the 
joint resolution up to and including the Ist of April, 1893. 

Mr. McMILLAN. [I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Imake that suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Mary- 
land present his amendment so that it may be stated? 

Mr. ALLISON. It can be done by a proviso: 

Provided, That this authority shall cease on the Istof April, 1893. 


Mr. GORMAN. Yes; that will accomplish the purpose. I | 


thank the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. That covers it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add tothe joint resolution the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That this authority shall cease on the Ist day of April, 1893. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator in charge of this measure 
whether the language is not general, and does not allow the Com- 
missioners to permit the companies to lay tracks anywhere in 
any part of the city? 


Mr. MCMILLAN. No; it states that the track is to be laid on | 


the street adjacent to the railroad station. 


he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- | 


ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, | 


and the amendment was concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5446) 
to provide for the care of dependent children in the District of 


Columbia, and to create a board of children’s guardians, agreed | 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes | 


of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEMPHILL, 
Mr. CADMUS, and Mr. Post managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 
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The message also announced that the House had passed the 
| following bills: 

A bill (S. 479) for the relief of Mrs. E. Trask; 

A bill (S. 1279) for the correction of the military record of Wil- 
helm Spiegelberg; 

A bill (S. 3201) to provide for holding terms of court in the dis- 
| trict of Montana; and 
A bill (S. 3447) toextend the privileges of the first and seventh 
| sections of the act of June 10, 1880, to the ports of Bangor and 
Vanceboro, Me. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
| had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 726) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent 
ai Grande Ronde Agency, State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1129) for the recognition of Henry O. Kent as colonel 
| of the Seventeenth New Hampshire Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 1708) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah J. Waggoner; 

A bill (S. 2018) granting a pension to Mary E. Law, widow of 
Capt. Richard L. Law, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 2519) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell certain lands in the city of Springfield and Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R, 6923) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other pur- 

,0Se8; 

A bill (H. R. 9040) making appropriations for the legislative, 
| executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiseal 
year ending June 3), 1893, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R. 9283) authorizing the Leonard Avenue Street 
Railway Company to lay tracks upoa certain streets abutting 
hin States military reservation in tne city of Columbus, Ohio; 
an 

A joint resolution (S. R. 76) to authorize the President to in- 
| vite certain Governments to s2nd delegates to the Pan-American 
Medical Congress. 





BILL INTRODUCED. 
| Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3449) granting a pension 
to Dora Sauer, widow of Peter Sauer, deceased: which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

| ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

| Mr. STEWART. I ask that the resolution reported from the 
| Committee on Contingent Expenses instructing the Committee 
| on Mines and Mining to report the average cost of the produc- 
| tion of gold and silver bullion in the United States, and for other 
| purposes, may be considered now. 

Mr. HALE. Let us get through with the morning business 
| first. 

Mr. STEWART. That is practically morning business. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution is on the Calendar. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; it was put on the Calendar, but reso- 
lutions of this character are usually considered when reported. 
It will take butamoment. [ask the Senate to proceed to its con- 
sideration now. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to the resolution, but morning 
| business, which is the regular reports of committees, etc., ought 
| to be first concluded. We shall then reach the Calendar, and 
| other things may be attended to. After morning business is 

concluded, [ propose to call up the deficiency bill, after which 
I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next order is the intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions. [A pause.] If there be no 
further bills and joint resolutions that ordér is closed. Concur- 

| rent and other resolutions are now in order. [A pause.] Is there 
further morning business? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call atten- 

tion to the fact that upon the desk of the Presiding Officer there 
| are a number of resolutions coming over from a previous day, 
which are really a part of the morning business. 

Mr.HALE. Those, I think, can wait. Nobody desires to press 
*hem now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 9284) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1832, and 
| for prior years, and for other purposes. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. HALE. I yield now to the Senator from Nevada. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING. 


Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Maine yields to me to 
| call up the resolution instructing the Committee on Min»s and 
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Mining to report the average cost of the production of gold and 
silver bullion in the United States, and for other purposes. 

The PRES‘DENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be reported 
for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and directed to investigate and report the average cost of the 
production of gold and silver buiiion in the United States; and for that pur- 
pose the committee is hereby authorized to sit during the recess of the Sen- 
ate, to employ a clerk, and the necessary expenses to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee 
te Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If the resolution is to pass, I should like to 
have the word ‘‘ average” stricken out, so as to know what is the 
extreme cost. 

Mr. STEWART. I will accept that amendment. I should 
like to say one word in explanation of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, before the word ‘‘ cost,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘average;” so as to read: 

That the Committee on Mines and Mining be, and it is hereby, authorized 
and directed to investigate and report the cost of the production of gold and 
silver bullion in the United States, etc. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no other objection to the resolution 
than the general objection which [ have made two or three times. 
I do not approve myself, and I have generally declined to serve 
on committees during the recess, because inmany cases they are 
matters which involve considerable expense witha doing any 
good. While I have no doubt it will be very easy to ascertain 
the cost of mining silver, I would as soon take the Senator’s 
word for it without this investigation. He knows all about that 
subject. It seems to me that these committees going around 
during the recess as a rule are not very useful. 

Mr. STEWART. I will say to the Senator that there will be 
no other expense connected with this than the expense of a clerk. 
I will do the balance of the work myself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It necessitates the employment of a clerk, 
and to that extent increases the contingent expenses of the Sen- 
ate. It is a personal matter to which I do not like to object. I 
merely wanted to state my general feeling, which is that com- 
mittees, especially select committees, ought not to be author- 
ized to sit during the recess. I can imagine that a standing 
committee, having much to do, might desire such an arrange- 
ment sometimes. 

Mr. STEWART. This is a standing committee; it is no new 
committee. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care to say anything further about 
it; but I do not think it ought to be done. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the resolution proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pvo tempore ere said: A resolu- 
tion passed by the Senate this morning, by an inadvertence, it is 
ascertained, read as a joint resolution. If there be no objection 
the words “ by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congressassembled ” will be stricken 
from the resolution, so that it will stand asa simple Senate reso- 
lution, it being a matter concerning oneof the committees of the 
Senate. The Chair hears no objection, and that change will be 
made. 





BRIGHTWOOD RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. Ifthe Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] will 
yield to me, [ should “like to ask unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate for the present consideration of House bill 8579. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate for the present considera- 
tion of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8579) to incorporate the Pet- 
worth, Brightwood and Takoma Park Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be noobjection the 
bill will be considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reported for information first. 
We can not tell whether we shall object or not until we hear 
what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator to the fact that the bill will be read at length as 
in Committee of the Whole, and of course be at any time sub- 
ject to objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I wanted to understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis the rule. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Ifwe have that understanding itis all right. 
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The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the biil. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 


Columbia with an amendment to strike out all after the enaet- 
ing clause and insert: 


That the charter granted to the Brightwood Railway Company by am act 
- ngunee approved October 18, 1888, be, and the same is, amended as fol- 

ows: 

“That within six months from the date of the approval of this act, the said 
Brightwood Railway Company shall equip and operate its existing line with 
the overhead trolley — of electric motive power, and shall thereafter 
maintain the road in first-class condition. That the road shall be supplied 
entirely with new cars of the most approved pattern, which shall be run as 
the public convenience shall require, but not less frequently than one car 
every fifteen minutes from each end of the line, between 5 o’clock a. m., and 
12 o'clock midnight. 

“SEc, 2, That within twelve months from the date of the approvai of this 
act the said Brightwood Railway Company shall extend its tracks to the 
District line, as provided in the original charter of said company, and shall 
operate the new portion of the line in the same manner and under the same 
conditions as hereinbefore provided for the operation of those portions of 
the road already built. The said company shall also constructand maintain 
a branch line, beginning at a point, to be located by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, west of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad track on 
Fifth street in Takoma Park; thence along Fifth street to Umatilla street; 
thence west along Umatilla street to and across Piney Branch Road, and 
thence to Brightwood avenue by such route as the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia shall approve. Said branch line shall be operated by 
the overhead trolley system; the cars used shall be first-class in every re- 
spect, and the schedule of therunning of cars shall be subject to the approval 
of the District Commissioners, but cars shall be run as often as one every 
fifteen minutes between the hours of 5 o’clock a. m. and 120’clock midnight. 
Work on the said branch road shall be begun within two months and com- 
pleted, with cars running thereon, within one year from the date of the ap- 
proval of this act. 

“Sxo. 3. That in the event that the company should not be able to come to 
an agreement with the owner or owners of any land through which the said 
road may be located to pass, or upon which any necessary buildings may be 
required to be located, proceedings for the condemnation for the use of the 
company of so much of said land as may be required, not exceeding 100 feet 
in width, for its roadway, and of so much as may be necesary for buildings, 
etc., may be instituted in the usual way in the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, under such rules and regulations as said court may prescribe 
for such gn ee 

“Suc. 4. That any failure to comply with any of the provisions of this act 
shall work a forfeiture of the origina! charter of the said Brightwood Rail- 
way Company. All acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

‘Sec. 5. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act.”’ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of 
the difference between the House bill and this proposed substi- 
tute. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The House bill is intended to grant a new 
charter to a new company because the old Brightwood Railroad 
Company was running its cars miserably. They were the poor- 
est second-hand cars, and were being run about once every half 
hour. During part of the winter, when the people wanted to get 
into the city, the company did not run them atall. Therefore, 
it was proposed to grant a new charter, which would take away 
from the Brightwood company the charter which was given to 
them in 1888 The Committee on the District of Columbia 
thought it was better not to get into any lawsuit or any trouble 
with the old company and made this arrangement, which will 
compel the company chartered in 1888 to put its line in first-class 
condition and give the people who live out there rapid transit. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Brightwood avenue is an extension of Sev- 
enth street. ; 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. There is a great demand for this 
road, and many public meetings have been held by the people 
interested. This is intended to make the company do what they 
should have done long ago. 

Mr.COCKRELL. On the extension of Seventh street was 
there not some underground system attempted to be carried out 
for some distance? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The company spent $150,000 in trying the 
air system, which turned out to be a failure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How far did they construct that system? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Onlya short distance—about three-fourths 
of a mile. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was it the Brightwood company which 
did that work? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill is intended to compel the com- 
pany to complete the road within a given time? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The road has fallen into the hands of the 
bondholders, the stockholders having given up their stock, and 
this is to compel the bondholders to do what ought to have been 





done before. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see there is no provision here in relation 
to the rate of fare or for an exchange of tickets. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This isa long run, and the rate of fare, 5 
cents, is provided for in the original charter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that in the original charter? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. The substitute proposed to amend 
the original charier, and it is provided for there. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It was provided for in the bill as it came 
from the House. I did not know that that provision was in the 
old charter. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is in the old charter. 

Mr. GORMAN. This road, as I understand, by its original 
charter was to run from a point beginning on Seventh street out 
to Brightwood, and the company was required to construct its 
track outside of the Seventh-street road on land that it was to 
acquire. 

If I understand this bill, it will permit the extension of the 
road from Brightwood to the District line on that greatavenue, 
one of the principal avenues leading out into Maryland. We 


acquired the road from the old turnpike company, and it has been | 
remodeled by the Government, and will be damaged if this trolley | 


system is to be allowed in the center ofit. I suggest to the 
Senator this is a wide road and it will probably accommodate 
this railroad, but I should not like to see the trolley system per- 
mitted to be used in the center of thatsplendid drive. The road 
ought to be constructed under the same conditions a3 are pro- 
vided for in the original charter, entirely off the roadway or to 
one side of it. I trust the Senator, on consideration, will agree 
to insert a provision that no part of that roadway shall be used 
in the construction of the extension. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say to the chairman of the committee 
in charge of this bill, that that roadway is the only great drive 


leading out from Brightwood to Maryland in that section of | 


country, and it is one in which our people in Maryland have ex- 
pended a great deal of money in making an extension 20 or 30 
miles up into that delightfulcountry. Itis the only drive practi- 
cally we have now for any distance outside of the city, which is 
not obstructed by railroads. If this railroad from Brightwood 
to the District line is to be permitted to occupy the center of 
that roadway with the trolley system, it will be a great nuisance. 

I have no objection to the bill if the Senator will confine the 
company to one side of the roadway, and require them to put 
their tracks on the land to be acquired by the company. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The road beyond Brightwood has been 
widened by the people owning property there some 15 or 18 feet, 
I have forgotten which. It isa very wide road. The company 
uses now a single track. The Commissioners can at any time 
change the tracks if they find they are injurious to the public in 
any way. So we did not put that provision in the substitute. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9144) to establish a 
railroad bridge across the Black River, in Arkansas. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF CUSTOMS PRIVILEGES TO DULUTH, MINN. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


| consideration of Senate bill 3188. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committes of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3188) to extend to 
Duluth, Minn., the privilege of immediate transportation of un- 
appraised merchandise. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce, with 
an amendment in line 3, after the words *‘ provisions of,” to in- 
sert ‘‘ the first section;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the provisions of the first section of an act entitled 
“An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880, be, and the 
Same are hereby, extended to the port of Duluth, Minn. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readimg, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so a3 to read: ‘‘A bill to extend to Du- 
luth, Minn., the privileges of the first section of an act entitled 
‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’ approved 
June 10, 1888.” 

ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous consent for th2 present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 1276. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1276) providing for the adjust- 


| ment and payment. of the accounts of laborers and m=«chanics 


I have no objection to an amendment to compel the company | 
when they do put in a double track to Jay it on one side of the | 


road. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator will prepare that amend- 
ment. He is familiar with the provisions of the bill, and I am | 
not. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 16 of section 2 of the amendment, 
after the words ‘ trolley system,” I move to insert: 

And when the company lays its double tracks from Brightwood to Ta- 
koma Park said tracks shall be laid on one side of the said road. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SANDERS. lIoffer an amendment to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘ midnight,” in line 16 of 
section 1 of the amendment of the committee, it is proposed to 
insert: 

And said street railroad company shall arrange for the transfer of its pas- 
sengers with ~, other street railroad which it may cross, or with which it 
connects in the District of Columbia for only one fare. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended, so as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Brightwood Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia.’” 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment, and ask for a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. PERKINS were appointed. 


BLACK RIVER BRIDGE, IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 9144, the pending bill being informally 
laid aside for that purpose. 


arising under the eight-hour law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SANDERS. Letit be read for information. 

Mr. CAREY. As the committee has reported a substitute I 
suggest that the substitute only may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be followed 
in the absence of objection. 

The Chief Clerk readthe amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor, which was to strike out allafter the 
enacting elause of the bill and insert: 

That the statute of limitation shall not be interposed in any suit broucht 
by any laborer, workman, or mechanic in the Court of Claims against the 
United States to recover wazes claimed to be due him under the national 
eight-hour law: Provided, That such suits shall be commenced within three 
years from the passage of this act: And provided further, That any number 
of claimants may join in the same suit, and the court may tind in favor of 
some and against some, as in law and equity may be right, and both the 


Is there objection tothe pres- 


| Claimants and the United States shall have the right to appeal to the Su 


| by striking out the words ‘“‘three years” and inserting 


preme Court of the United States, irrespective of the amount claimed. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment in line 8 
“one 
year; so as to read: 

Provided, That such suits shall be commenced within one year fr 
passage of this act. 

Mr. CAREY. That is satisfactory. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. CALL. I understand that this bill is the old controversy 
in relation to the payment of a large amount of money for labor 
in excess of eight hours per day. It has been discussed before 
the Senate repeatedly, and has been, I believe, the subject of 
very decided differences of opinion. I should not suppose it is 
proper that such a bill should be passed under a rule which does 
not allow any discussion. 

Mr. CAREY. If the Senator from Florida will permit me, 
the committee have not attempted to report a bill toadjust these 
accounts. They merely want to give the men who are now 
barred by the statute of limitations the right to go to the Court 
of Claims. It is not intended even to leave the title of the bill 
the same as that of the bill which has bzen here before. It is 
simply to remove the bar of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. CALL. The Court of Claims has no authority whatever 
to give any judgment upon this subject unless Congress author- 
izes them to do so, and Congress in authorizing them to do so 
must affirm the propriety of theclaimsif the facts areas alleged 
by the claimants. 

The question is whether Congress will authorize the taxation 
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of the people of this country to the extent of a great many mil- 
lion scbion's to pay for extra labor which has been done by avery 
limited proportion of the people. I think there are very grave 
grounds of objection to it in the fact of the general distress of 
the country, and that the taxation which will be levied upon 
the great mass of the people to pay these few beneficiaries of 
this law, will be a very great burden tothem. For that reason 
I object to the consideration of the bill, unless we can have full 
discussion upon it. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, 
goes over. 

HENRY W. LEE. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 2398. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2398) for the relief of 
Henry W. Le>. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the In- 
terior to inquire into and determine whatservices were rendered 
by Henry W. Lee, now of Stevens Point, Wis., to the Winne- 
bago Indians, or to any bands or families thereof, whether such 
services were rendered at the request of or under any agre>- 
ment withwor accept ince of such Indians, whether such services 


were of utility and value to such Indians, and deserving of com- | 


pensation, and to fix upon the proper measure of the value of 
the same, not exceeding $10,000 and over and above any sum3 of 
money which may have been paid to Lee on account thereo’; 
and if he shall determine that Lee is justly and ejuitably enti- 
tled to any such sum or compensation as he shall so fix, then to 
deduct the same from the accounts to be paid and distributed 
to the stray bands of Winnebagoes in Wisconsin, or to svch 
of themasvhe shall find were justly answerable, in such yearly 
installments or portions a3 he shall think fit, and to pay the 
same to Lee in full discharge of all his claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to. be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tims, 
and passed. 

SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY AT PITTSSURG, PA. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
consideration of House bill 7454. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7454) authorizing 
and direeting the sale of certain property belonging to the United 
States situave in Pittsburg, Pa. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without am2ndment, o°- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INDIAN REGENTS OF EDUCATION, 

Mr. PERKINS. On the Ist day of March I introduced the 
bill (S. 2412) to provide for the creation of a board of regents of 
education for the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, to define the 
powers, duties, and responsibilities of such board, and to provide 
for the purchase of certain lands from the Government of the 
United States, for the promotion of the industrial and academic 
edueation of Indians and others. The bill was referred to the 


Committee on Indian Affairs. It has not beenconsidered by that | 


committee since its reference,] think. The bill'was p-epared by 
Rev. Dr. MeVicker, who has been a missionary and educator of 
the Indians almost all his life. The bill was recommended by 
the Commissioner of Indian A‘fairs and approved by the Se:re- 
tary of the Interior, and at the request of those g>ntlemen I in- 
troduced it. It is‘a bill drafted for the purposs which I have 
stated. 

{ have no personal interest in the measure, and it does not in 
any considerable degree affect the people whom I repres>nt. 
Since the introductioa of the bill some feeling has been mani- 
fested in opposition to it by those who desire to settle upon the 
unoeeupied Cherokes Outlet, who believe that that section of 
country should be open to settlement. They have thought that 
som? provisions of the bill were inimical in some way to their in- 
terests: that it might in some way retard the cp2ning of that 
section of country to sottl ment, and might in some way be con- 
strved as unfavorable to th »!ezislation which is p-nding to ratify 
the agreement with the Cherok2e Indians. 

[ have been in favor of that legislation from the first. For many 








| 
| 


who might in time avail themselves of the benefits of the law— 
yet in view of the circumstances I have stated, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Indian Affairs be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill and that it may be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill named 
by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLATL. Mr. President, I balieve I find myself the only 
member of the Committee on Indian Affairs in the Chamber at 
this time, and I do not like, finding mys2lf in that position, to 


| consent for the Committee on Indian Affairs that this bill, which 


has been referred to that committe, and which, although it has 
never been formally considered, has been a matter of considera- 
ble discus:ion before the committee, should be taken away in 
this summary manner and indefinitely postponed. It seems to 
me @ very strange request. 

This is a bill which looks to providing a fund for Indian edu- 
cation in Oxlahoma Territory. While there isa great deal in 
the bill which [ should myself criticise, I do not think the com- 
mittee should be discharged from the consideration of the sub- 
ject, and I fesl bound to enter an objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Laope, then, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS] will have the formal motion entered, so that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs will not waste their time in considering 
aw bill which the Senate will probably never act upon favorably 
under any circumstances. 

Mr. PERKINS. If in order, then, I move to discharge the 
Committee on Indian Affairs from the further consideration of 
the bill, and that it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that motion go on the Calendar, if it is a 
proper motion to go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unanimous consent asked 
by the Senator from Kansas being objected to, the Senator enters 
a motion that the Committee on Indian Affairs be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, which motion, under 
the rules, will go to the Calendar under the objection made to 
its pres -nt consideration by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT}. 

MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the consideration at this time of 
House bill 4667. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 4667) to incorporate 
the Maryland and Washington Railway Company was considered 
as in Committee of the Whele. 

Mr. SANDERS. lI offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in as sections 23 and 24, which will require the re- 
numbering of the last two sections of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 


| the Senator from Montana will be stated. 


Tae SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as new sections the 
following: 


SEc. 23. “hat said corporation shall not have or issue any greater number 
of shares of stock than a; the nominal value of such shares shail eqnal the 
actual and necessary cost of the construction of such railroad, which sum 
shall first be ascertained and authorized upon petition therefor to ths su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, under such rules and regulations 
a> the chief justice and judges thereof shall prescribe efficient to limit the 
stock of sach corporation in the aggregate to the actual and necessary cos} 


| thereof. 


Suc, 24. That if it shall be desire1 by such corporation to issue bonds upon 
its said property, secured by mortgage or otherwise, upon petition therefor 
to said court, setting forth the necessity thereof and the amount of stoc: 
issued and outstanding, it may and shall be lawful for such court, or thi 
chief justice or justices thereof, as the case may be, or one of them, upon 
public notice, to be prescribed by the rules of the court, to permit the issu- 
ance of such bonds and mortgage if desired: Provided, however, That an 
amount of stock equal to the bonds so issued shall be tirst canceled. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana | Mr. SANDERS}. 

Mr. HARRIS. This bill provides that the company shall not 
issue stock beyond 10 per cent of the actual cost of.construction, 
equipment, and condemnation. It does not provide “or the issue 
of bonds at all, and I do not quite see the necessity .or such an 
amendment as the Senator from Montana suggests. The bill 
seems to be remarkably well guarded in all respects. I should 


years, in fact, I have contended in Congress that the Cherokee | not favor authorizing the issuance of stock beyond the actual 


Outlet ovght to be open to the home-seekers of the country under 


cost of construction, equipment, and the matter of condemnation 


the p* visio-s of tre homestead law: and I would not offer any | of the right of way,which is a part of the cost of the roadway of 


meas ire in C ngress whic’) tend:din any way toembarrass that | course. Beyond that point I should not favor the issuance of 
proposed lezislatio.. stock. : 
[In view of the opposition which has been manifested to this Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 


bill and bec vuse of the fact I have stated, that I introduced it in 
the first place at the requ st of the officers ani persons whom I 
have named, and because my constituency has no considerable 
interest in it—although I believe in many respects it is a wise 
m> s'r) and in the enl would result in good to the people of 
QO: zhoma Ter.itory as well as to the colored people and Indians 


Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. AsI heard the amendment read, it did not pro- 
vide for the equipmentas wellas construction; but if the amend- 
ment is adopted at all, clearly it ought to cover the equipment 
as well as the construction of the road. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, but I am inclined to think the Sen- 
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ator from Maine was misled by failing to hear, for I think the 
bill does provide that no amount of stock beyond 10 per cent 
above the actual cost of construction, equipment, and condem- 
nation. 

Mr. FRYE. I refer to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], which my recollection is does not 
provide for the equipment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not controvert—— 

Mr. FRYE. I did not refer to the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am not sure whether the amendment pro- 
vides for it or not, but this company have not asked for the priv- 
ilege of issuing bonds, but only ask the privilege to issue stock | 
to an extent not to exceed 10 per cent of the actual cost of con- 
struction, equipment, and the right of way. I do not quite see 
the necessity for the amendment. 

Iam quite in sympathy with the Senator’s general view and 
I should not favor allowing any corporation to issue stock for a | 
larger amount than actual cost, but I should not object tothe 10 | 
per cent additional by reason of various contingencies which can 
not be anticipated. I should not, however, be willing to go be- 
yond that. Therefore the bill in its present form is satisfactory 
to me. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Montana, before 
he proceeds, that any amendment involves the necessity for the 
bill going back to the House, but if there be real merit or real 
necessity for amendment that is no sufficient reason for object- 
ing to it. 

Mr. HALE. I gave way until 2 o’clock for measures which 
Senators desired to bring up which would lead to no discussion, 
and I can not defer the deficiency bili any longer. 

Mr. HARRIS. If this bill takes any time I shall not ask the 
Senate to go on with it. 

Mr. HALE. I donot object to the Senator himself proceeding. 
I object to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. FRYE. That amendment will not do in its present form. 
Clearly this company should be authorized to issue stock to the 
extent of the actual cost of the road. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the Senator proceeds let me state to 
him another fact, which he perhaps does not know. 

Mr. SANDERS. I yield. 

Mr. HARRIS. This railroad company is chartered by the 
State of Maryland, and hasa line 12 or 15 miles in that State. 
It only asks permission to cross the District line and come to a 
point near the boundary of the District. The United States 
charter of course will control its operations within the District, 
but it willbe more largely controlled by its Maryland charter | 
than it can be by the charter granted here. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, confessing that in this re- | 
spect the bill is one of unusual excellence, I nevertheless desire 
to say that in relation to this kind of legislation heretofore, the 
Congress of the United States, it seems to be, has been, I ought | 
to say, criminally remiss. 

The PRESIDENT ¥ tempore. The Senator will please sus- | 
pend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of 
the Chair to lay before the Senate the first special order, the | 
title of which will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2728) fixing the compensation of | 
United States district attorneys, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lask unanimous consent of the Senate that the | 
special order may be informally laid aside, and I ask consent of | 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] that for twenty minutes, if | 
it shall take so long, or, if that is too long, I will limit it to ten | 
minutes, and then if we have not disposed of this bill I shall not | 
ask him to yield further. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will not bedone. We shall have 
a morning hour on Monday, and this bill can lie over until then. 

Mr. HARRIS. This bill is now in the minds of Senators, and 
I think we can dispose of it in ten minutes. The Senator from 
Montana [Mr. SANDERS] has the floor now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the bill which | 
has been pending be continued. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
jects and the bill goes over. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatiyes, by Mr. T. O. | 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed | 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing | 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the | 








The Senator from Iowa ob- | 
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bill (H. R. 402) to establish a division line between land of the 
United States and the Pittsburg, Fort Wayne, and Chicago Rail- 
road Company. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 371) granting a pension to John Chamberlain; 

A bill (S.639) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O’Brien; 

A bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to Abigail L. Finney; and 

A bill (S. 3061) to pension Edith S. Read. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8533) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 





| the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
| for trial and service, and for other purposes, asked a conference 


with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. FORNEY, Mr. LIVINGSTON, and 
Mr. COGSWELL nianagers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 
108) extending the time in which certain street railroads com- 
pelled by act of Congress approved August 6, 1890, to change 
their motive power from horse power to mechanical power, for 
one year, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. HEARD, and Mr. Post managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6091) to amend 
**An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Ten- 
nessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn.,” approved August 9, 
1888, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
O’NEILL of Missouri, Mr. MALLORY, and Mr. LIND managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the special order be laid aside, and that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9284) making 


| appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the first formal reading of the bil! be 
dispensed with and that the committee amendments b> con- 
sidered in their order as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
consent of the Senate that the first formal reading be dispensed 
with and that the bill be read for action upon committee amend- 
ments in their order. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maine whether he 
intends during the first reading to allow amendments to be of- 
fered by individual Senators? 

Mr. HALE. Ofcourse not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears “no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Maine. 2 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
aquestion. I askif his suggestion contemplates that committee 
amendments which have been acted upon, may be subsequently 
referred to for the purpose of amendment? : 

Mr. HALE. Ihave made the request which has been made 
in regard to every appropriation bill I have ever known consid- 
ered here. The committee amendments are taken as they go 
along and disposed of, and otheramendments come in afterwards 
ad libitum. That does not interfere with other amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. My suggestion was whether amendments to 
the committee amendments might be subsequently offered. 

Mr.HALE. No; they areinorder when the committee amend- 
ments are reached. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand that, but my question was 
whether, under the request of the Senator, an amendment might 


| bo offered toa committee amendment after the committee amend- 
| ment had been acted on? 


Mr. HALE. That is not in accordance with therules. I kave 


| no doubt, for the convenience of a member who is called away 


on important business, as perhaps the Senator is, that there will 
be no difficulty in getting in his amendment afterwards. 

Mr. PERKINS. I may desire to offer an amendment in that 
way, and that was the object of the inquiry. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 
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The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations was, under the head of “ State Department,” at the 
beginning of page 3, to insert: 

Payment to the heirs of Alexander Clark: For payment to the heirs of 
Alexander Clark, late minister and consul-general to Liberia, the amount of 
one year’s salary of said officer, $4,009. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury De- 
partment,” on page 3, after line 5, to insert: 

Office of Comptroller of the Currency (nationai currency, to be reimbursed 


by national banks): For superintendent, to make his salary $2,200 for fiscal 
year 1892, and to correct an error in legislative act for that year, $200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the spec for ‘‘ Coast 
and Geodetic Survey.” on page 4, after line 4, to insert: 

Th vt the accounting officers of the Treasury Department are hereby au- 
thorized to credit Lieut. W.P. Ray, United States Navy, command offi- 
cer (f the United States Coast Survey steamer McArthur, the sum of $160.45, 
amount actually expended by him for cleaning and laundering clothing of 
the o‘Jicers and crew of that vessel after she had been accidentally sunk 
aloncsice the dock at Seattle, Wash. 

Tue amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the 7 ‘** Under the 
Smithsonian Institution,” on page 5, after line 3, to insert: 

To meet customs duties on glass imported for the National Museum, 9500. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; { 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Public build- 
ings,” on page 5, to strike out the clause from line 11 to line 20, 
inclusive, in the following words: 

cr custom-house and post-office at Milwaukee, Wis.: Thatso much of the 
roceeds of the sale of the old custom-house and post-office site and building 
n Milwaukee, Wis., as may be necessary is hereby made available for the 
payment of the rent of such premises at the rate prescribed in the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1891, for such time as may be necessary to rent 
the same from the purchaser thereof during the construction of the new 
— States post-office, court-house, and custom-house building in said 
city. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move to insert, after line 20: 

For post-office at Dayton, Ohio: For payment of outstanding contract 
liab lities on account of construction of building and approaches, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
to strike out the clause from line 23, on page 5, to line 4, on page 
6, inclusive, as follows: 





For court-house and post-office at Macon, Ga.: That the unexpended bal- 
ance of 85,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the appropriation 
of #.000 made in the sundry civilappropriation act approved March 8, 1891, 


for the construction of a sewer, be, and the same is hereby, made available 
for the improvements of the building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 23, to insert: 

Expenses of offices of shipping commissioners: To reimburse the shipping 
commissioner at New York for his expenditures for office fixtures, books, 
and stationery, heating apparatus and fuel, telephone service, office rent, 
and other expenses connected with the administration of his office from the 
ist day of July, 1886 (at which time the provision for the payment thereof by 
the Treasury Department was omitted in the act of June 19, 1886), to the Ist 
day of July, 1891, $5,000; and also the further sum of $2,500, or somuch thereof 
as may be necessary, for similar expenses that may have been or may bein- 
curred by shipping commissioners at other ports during said period, such 
expenditures to be audited and such reimbursement to be e under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury; in all, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 19, to insert: 

Contingent expenses independent treasury: For contingent expenses un- 
der the requirements of section 3653 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Stat:s. for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of the 
public money, and for transportation of notes, bonds, and other securities 
of the United States, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 2, to insert: 

Transportation of silver coin: For transportation of silver coin, including 
fract.onal silver coin, by registered mail or otherwise, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page L1, after line 19, to insert: 

Payment to George S. Prindie: To pay George S. Prindle, special assistant 
United States attorney, for professional services in examining the patent 
for the Courtenay automatic whistling buoy in the interest of the light-house 
ser Ce, S75 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 13, after line 20, to insert: 

Relief of John Monks and Son: To pay the claim of John Monks and Son, 


of New York City, contractors, for damage to pier numbered 11. North River, 
can by the United States tug Nina, of the navy-yard, New York, $80.84. 
Tie amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 13, to insert: 
1 ayment to the Pacific railroads: The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause a careful examination to be made of the 
claims heretofore reported to Congress for services performed for the Gov- 


ment by the several Pacitic railroads, their branches and leased lines, as set 
facto and described in House Executive Documents numbered 71 and 122, 
and Senate Executive Documents numbered 132 and 135, Fiftieth Congress, 
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second session; House Executive Documents numbered 144, 174, and 304, and 
192, 199, 205, and 216, and Senate Executive Documents numbered 123 and 1—, 
Senate Executive Documents numbered 210 and 211, Fifty-first Congress, 
first session; House Executive Documents numbered 167 and 171, Fifty-first 
Congress, second session; and House Executive Documents numbered 94, 
Fifty-second Congress, first session; and upon ascertainment ofthe amounts 
respectively due for services over the aided and nonaided or leased lines 
of said roads, to pay the same out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated; the amounts due for services over the aided lines to 
be paid into the Treasury on account of the indebtedness of said Pacific 
roads, as now required by law, and the amounts due for services over the 
nonaided or leased lines to be paid to the respective companies by whom the 
services were rendered, care being taken that the several amounts found 
u such examination to be due and payable shall not include any claims 
that have been or may be included in any judgment obtained against the 
Government for like services rendered by either of the roads specified in the 
executive documents to which reference is made herein. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 8, page 15,1 move to strike out the 
word ‘‘ and” where it occurs first, and after the word ‘ sixteen” 
to insert “and two hundred and fifty-eight:” and in line 10, 
after the word “and,” to fill the blank with the word “ forty;” 
80 as to read: 

Two hundred and sixteen and 258, and Senate Executive Documents num- 
bered 123 and 140, Forty-second Congress, first session. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendmentof the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of ‘‘ District of Columbia,” on page 19, after line 
13, to insert: 

Sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning streets: Forsprinkling, sweeping, and 
cleaning streets, avenues, alleys, and suburban streets, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 2, to insert: 

For permanent fixtures in laboratories, blackboarding, and gas fixtures 
for high-school building on Capitol Hill, $2,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 5, to insert: 

Washington Asylum: For furniture for female workhouse, $1,275. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 11, after the words 
“two thousand,” to strike out “six hundred” and insert ‘‘ four 
hundred and twenty-five; so as to read: 

Militia: For rent, fuel, light, care, and repair of armories, 2,425. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 12, to insert: 

For printing and stationery, $250; and for this purpose the additional sum 
of $140 shall be transferred from the appropriation for expenses of drills and 
parades, and the sum of $60 from the —— for expenses of rifle 
practice and matches for the fiscal year 1892. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 20, after the words 
“two thousand,” to strike out “six hundred and forty ” and in- 
sert ‘‘seven hundred and fifteen;” so as to read: 

For expenses of drills, parades, and instruction, $40; in all, $2,715. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 21, line 1, after the words 
“five hundred,” to strike out “dol ars’ and insert “and ninety 
dollars and eleven cents;” so as to make the clause read: 

Support of convicts: For support, maintenance, and transportation of 
convicts transferred from the District of Columbia, to be expended under 
the direction of the Attorney-General, $8,590.11. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “War Depart- 
ment,” on page 25, after line 16, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of transportation of the Army and its supplies, and certified to Con- 
gress in House Executive Document No. 253, I‘ifty-second Congress, first 
session, 877,059.68. 

Mr. HALE. That is included in the preceding clause. That 
may be disa to. It is cared for in another document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is provided for in another document? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 27, after line 11, to insert: 

For reimbursement for loss of clothing and valises by the crew of the Mis- 


sissippi River Commission steamer Patrol by the sinking of that vessel on 
January 1, 1892, $293.53. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 23, on page 28. 

Mr. HALE. On:page 28, after line 23, I move to insert: 

Pay of Marine Corps, commutation of quarters: For commutation of 
quarters for officers on duty without troops, where there are no public 
quarters, $548.40, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1892. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of ‘‘ Navy Department,” on page 32, after line 10, 
to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay to Joseph Fernandez, a British 
subject, the same to be received by him as full indemnity for the loss and in- 
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juries caused by a shot fired from the United States steamship Galena, while 
engaged in practice on the range at Key West, Fla., in 1890, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘Interior De- 
partment,” on page 33, after line 2, to insert: 

Pension Office building; To pay to Wilson & Goss balance due them on 
their contract for building the foundation of the new Pension Office build- 
ing, #295.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 16, to insert: 

Custodians of abandoned military reservations and ruins of Casa Grande: 
To pay salaries of custodians of abandoned military reservations and ruins 
of Casa Grande, at not exceeding $480 each per annum, for services rendered 
during the fiscal years 1891-92, $13,126. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill if he thinks that provision is really just as reported by 
the committee. I desire to suggest to him and to the Senate 
that the men who are provided forin the amendment have been 
on duty now for two years without pay. 


formed during this period of time that they would be required 
to doit for $40 a month, and that is all that is appropriated by 
this provision. The custodians themselves anticipated that they 
would be paid $120 a month for this service, and they thought 
the guards would be paid $60 per month. 

There are two of these abandoned military reservations in the 
State of Kansas, one at Fort Dodge and the other at Fort Hays. 
At those reservations there are many buildings to care for and 
quite a valuable property, as is noted by the Secretary in sub- 
thitting his estimates to Congress upon this subject. 

The Secretary of the Interior in submitting his estimates has 
only asked that these officers be paid $60 per month, or $720 per 
year, $1,440 for the twoyears. That certainly isas little, itseems 
to me, as ought to be appropriated for this purpose. These men 
ought not to be required to serve for less than $60 per month, 

articularly as they have waited two years for their pay and dur- 
ing all this time have received nothing. The custodian of the 
military reservation at Fort Dodge, as well as at Fort Hays, has 
been constantly on duty there: the responsibility has been quite 
a great one; there has been important property to care for and 
look after that I have suggested; and it has really required the 
constant care and attention of these men. I know personally 
that they have devoted their entire time to this service. They 
are responsible, worthy gentlemen, and to pay them now at the 


end of two years but $40 per month for the service they have ren- | 


dered seems to be an act of injustice that the Senate ought not 
to consent to. 

I have a letter on my desk from one of them in which he says 
he expected $120 per month for the service, and yet by the pro- 
visions of the amendment reported they are to receive but $40 
per month. ‘There is not a reputable man in the city of Wash- 
ington in the employ of the Government who does not get more 
than this sum; and yet these men, men of responsibility, of edu- 
cation, of worth, of social standing, qualified for almost any duty 
in the public service, are, according to the provision of this 
amendment, after waiting two years to be paid, to get but $40 a 
month. 

I moye to strike out the words “at not exceeding $480 cach 
per annum” and to insert ‘‘at not exceeding $720 each per an- 
num.” If this amendment to the amendment prevails I shall 
ask the Senate to change the footing so that the aggregate 
amount necessary shall be appropriated. 

I have in my hand the estimates submitted by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and in that is the estimate for this service, and 
the amount that he estimates for it is $19,688.39. I find that 
there is a cus‘odian at Fort Ripley, in Minnesota; a custodian at 
Fort Dodge, in Kansas; a custodian at Detroit Arsenal grounds, 
in Michigan: a custodian at Fort Hays, in Kansas, and a watch- 
man at Fort Hays; in fact, two watchmen at Fort Hays. They 
are all spoken of, however, in this estimate as custodians. There 
is another at Fort McDermitt, in Nevada; there is one at Lyon, 
in Colorado: there is one at Fort Haileck, in Nevada; there is 
one at Fort Laramie, in Wyoming; there is another at Fort Lar- 
amie, in Wyoming; there is one at Fort Fred Steele, in Wyoming; 
there is one at Fort McDowell,in Arizona; one at Fort Sullivan, 


in Maine; a second at Fort Sullivan, in Maine, perhaps a watch- | 


man; and one at the ruins of Casa Grande, in Arizona. 
Those are the officers, and to ask at the end of two years that 


these officers and employés shall accept $40 a month in sat- | 


isfaction of the service they have rendered, being compelled 
during all this time to board and support themselves, is, as I 
have suggested, an act of injustice in my judgment. 
that my amendment to the amendment may prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). 
amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, page 33, strike out ‘‘ $480 each 
per annum ” and insert ‘‘ $720 each per annum.” 


The 





None of them supposed | 
when they were appointed to perform the duties they have per- | 


I hope | 


Mr. HALS. These designations of men to be nominally cus- 
todians are attended with very little burden. The property is 
only in cases where it is abandoned. It is of very little ac- 
count. It has been the custom of the Department to turn over 
the places nominally to these men, who are called custodians, 
who take possession of them, in many cases get all the bene- 
fit there is, the cutting of grass and the use of the buildings. In 
every one of these places men are desirous to get the custo- 
dianship, even if they are paid nothing. In fact it never was 
intended to pay them anything, and all of these men were ap- 
pointed with that especial understanding. There was no pro- 
vision in law for their being paid, and it was understood that 
unless Congress should pay something to them they would not 
getanything. In every place there is somebody desirous of be- 
ing the nominal custodian. I know there are in my State. 
There are two of these places there, where there is no burden 
attending it,and they are lucky to get even as much as is allowed 
here. 

I can see why the Senator may want to get $720 for his con- 
stituents; I should like to get for my constituents $720 a year out 
of the Treasury; but I do not think this is a good place for that. 
Therefore I am willing that they shall be cut down with the 
rest. Iam afraid that instead of their getting more, as the Sen- 
ator wants them to have they will be very lucky if we get this 
through and get it passed at what the committee has putin. The 
other House will strike it out, I have no doubt, as it has rejected 
it; but we thought in committee that something was proper as a 


recognition. Therefore we put it at$480,or340amonth. Ihave 
no idea that we shall get any more. 
Mr. PERKINS. I think at the two military reservations in 


our State there have been no perquisites in connection with this 
service. At Fort Hays thers is a man the custodian who served 
in the senate of our State,and who was appointed upon the 
recommendationof our Senators. He is one of the most influen- 
tial m2n in our State, and I know personally that he has devoted 
almost his entire time to this service, and has cared in anefficient 
and faithful way for that property. I had nothing todo with 
his appointment myself: | know nothing of the circumstances at- 
tending his appointment; but he writes me that he was assured 
he should have for his services $3120 per month. Who gave him 
that assurance I do not understand, unless it was the Senators 
fromour State. I donot pretend to say that that binds the Gov- 
| ernment, but he states tome that that was the assurance he re- 
ceived from our Senators at the time of his appointment, and he 
accepted the appointment with the understanding that he would 
be paid thatamount. I do not say he got that assurance from the 
Departmen: officer; but he accepted the appointment. He is an 
honorable, capable, efficient gentleman. He has looked after 
this property with zeal and fidelity, and now at the end of two 
years, having served all that time, to turn him down with $40a 
month is, it seems to me, rather ungrateful, to say the least. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendmentof the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, to strike out the clause from line 6, to line 15, inclusive, on 
page 34, as follows: 


| 





Town sites in Oklahoma: To pay the amounts which shail be found due 
after proper audit in each instance, to the persons constituting the boards 
including disbursing agents and clerks, appointed to carry into effect the 

rovisions of the act approved May 14, 1890, to provide for town site entries 

n Oklahoma, $8,500: Provided, That no payment shall be made hereunder to 

the disbursing agents of said boards until after the accounts of said agents 
shall have in each instance been satisfactorily adjusted by the General Land 
Office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 2, on page 35. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the Secretary failed to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the amendment on page 35, recom- 
mended by the committce, striking-out the provision pertaining 
to town sites in Oklahoma. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Maine why that was stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary did call attention to it, and a vo'e 
was taken on striking it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. If it may be informally reconsidered I should 
like to ask the Senator if provision is made somewhere else for 
| thisitem. If not, I should like to ask why it was stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. The committee had neither any of the reports 
nor any of the papers, it had no information whatever upon this 
| subject. The general subject of old claims for pay of deputy 
| marshals and marshals for enforcing order is found in another 
| part of the bill. Whether that covers all this item or not the 
| committee does not know, and it struck it out for information 
| when we get into conference. 
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Mr.PERKINS. ThenIask that the amendment may be passed 
over informally, because I know there is careful statistical in- 
formation with the Department concerning this claim, and that 
Department has recommended its payment. 

Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that he will run no risk 
aboutit. If we find the other House have those papers that will 
settle it the moment it comes into conference. I suppose they 
have the documents. We had none. In a case where we have 
no information we strike out the item and leave it for the other 
House to furnish it. There will be no risk about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now in Committee 
of the Whole. When it comes into the Senate the Senator from 
amen can make any proposal in reference to the amendment he 

esires, 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator finds anything it will be all right. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know there is something to show that the 
appropriation should be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless a motion is made for 
reconsideration, the reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

Mr. PERKINS. Idefer the matter, Mr. President. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 35, after line 
9, to insert: 

Pine ee Commission: To pay the account of Charles E. Pearce, chair- 
man Pine — Commission, for services and expenses incurred by him in 
a visit to Washington, D. C., under instructions from the Department of the 
Interior, for the purpose of a consultation in regard to matters contained in 
the report of the Pine Ridge Commission, organized under the authority of 
the Indian appropriation act of March 3, 1891, $149. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from line 
19 to line 21, inclusive, on page 35, as follows: 

To pay John R. Gilman, of Arizona, $2,000 balance due for erection of ware- 
house and office on San Carlos Reservation in Arizona. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 5, to insert: 

Board of Indian commissioners: The accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department are hereby authorized to allow, in settlement of the accounts of 
the disbursing officer of the board of Indian commissioners, the sum of $101, 
expended for the purpose of inspecting Indian schools in Alaska in 1890, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from line 
22, on page 37, to line 9, on page 38, inclusive, as follows: 

EXPENSES OF ELEVENTH CENSUS. 


For salaries and necessary expenses for continuing the work of compiling 
the results of the Eleventh Census, #560,000, to continue available until ex- 
hausted. 

For the work of the division of farms, homes, and mortgages, #100,000, to 
continue available until exhausted. 

To continue printing of the final volumes of the Eleventh Census, author- 
ized by the act of March 3, 1891, $250,000, to continue available until exhausted. 


Mr. HALE. That part of the amendment striking out the last 
clause on page 38, for printing the final volumes of the Census 
should be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The part proposed to be re- 
tained will be read. 

The CHlEF CLERK. The committee also report to strike out 
Jines 6 to 9, inclusive, on page 38, in the following words: 

To continue printing of the final volumes of the Eleventh Census, author- 
ized by the act of March 3, 1891, $250,000, to continue available until exhausted. 

Mr. HALE. That clause should remain in, and also the head- 
ing in line 22 on the preceding page: 

Expenses of Eleventh Census. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended. was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the head of ‘‘ Post-Office Department,” on page 39, 
line 8, after the date ‘1891,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert 
‘**six;” andinline 10, after the date “1890,” tostrike out ‘‘ thirty- 
one” and insert ‘forty-one ;” so as to read: 

Compensation to postmasters: For amounts to reimburse the postal reve- 
nues of the fiscal years 1890 and 1891, being the amount retained by post- 
masters in excess of the appropriations (ascertained and estimated), as fol- 
lows: For 1891, $$678,118.41. 

For 1890, $41,549.49. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 11, to insert: 

To pay the amount certified by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post- 
Office Department to be due Luke Voorhess, late contractor on mail route 
numbered 35,040, Fargo to Pembina, Dak., contract term ended June 30, 1882, 
for the period from April 1, 1881, to July 31, 1881, $9,356.37, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* Department of 
Justice,” on page 41, after line 19, to insert: 

To pay the assistant attorney-general in charge of Indian depredation 
claims an amount sufficient to make his compensation from the date of his 
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qualification to the end of the fiscal year 1892 the same as that paid to the 
other assistant attorneys-general in the Department of Justice, $2,521, or 
so much as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘‘ to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for fees 
and expenses of marshals, United States courts, for the fiscal 
year 1892,” from ‘‘$181,500” to ‘* $250,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after liae 3, to insert: 

For fees of special deputy marshals at Congressional elections, being a de- 
ficiency for the fiscal year 1889, $25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 24, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘ to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for fees of district attorneys, United States courts, for the fiscal 
year 1892,” from ‘‘ $2,522.16,” to ‘‘ $3,563.86.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 12, toincrease the 
appropriation ‘‘ to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
pay of special assistant attornéys, United States courts, for the 
fiscal year 1890,” from ‘‘ $12,360” to ‘‘ $14,360.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 13, to insert: 

For special counsel for” Mission Indians, California, from July 16, 1883, to 
January 14, 1886, $2,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘ to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
fees of clerks, United States courts, for the fiscal year 1891,” 
from ‘* $53,728.80” to ‘* $53,969.85.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 4, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
fees of commissioners, United States courts, for the fiscal year 
1892,” from ‘$91,196.43 ” to ‘* $121,196.43.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
fees of commissioners, United States courts, for the fiscal year 
1890,” from ‘‘ $6,609.78” to ‘' $7,212.83.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 2, to increase the 
appropriation to supply deficiencies for the support of insane 
United States prisoners for 1890 from ‘‘ $62,070.87” to ‘ $62,- 
077.87.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘ to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
rent and incidental expenses of offices for the marshal, district 
attorney, and commissioners, Territory of Alaska, on account of 
fiscal year 1892,” from ‘*‘ $521.77” to ‘* $697.27.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the items to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for ‘‘defending suits in claims against the 
United States,” after line 24, on page 48, to insert: 

For 1892, $1,321.80. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 21, after the word 
“cents,” to insert ‘‘to the Sun Publishing Company, Denver, 
Colo., $4,963.05; ” and in line 23, after the word ‘‘all,” to strike out 
‘*twenty-three thousand seventy-three dollars forty-one” and 
insert ‘‘ twenty-eight thousand and thirty-six dollars and forty- 
six:” so as to made the clause read: 

For publishing notice of the organization of the Court of Private Land 
Claims, as follows: To the Phoenix Herald, Phoenix, Ariz., $7,331.06; to the 
New Mexican Printing omy New Mexico, 26,311.25; to the Washington 
Post, District of Columbia, 9,431.10; to the Sun Publishing Company, Den- 
ver, Colo., $4,963.05; in all, $28,036.46. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 17, after the word 
deputies,” to insert ‘‘ between April 22, 1889, and May 24, 1890; ” 
in line 22, after the word ‘‘ investigation,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” 
and insert ‘‘ thirty-four; ” and in the same line, after the word 
‘* all,” to strike out ‘‘ sixteen” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;” soas to 


read: 

Deputy marshals in Oklahoma: To enable the Attorney-General to inves- 
tigate and ascertain the amounts due such persons as are alleged to have 
rendered service in Oklahoma since the lands therein were opened to settle- 
ment by proclamation of the President under orders of the United States 
marshal as deputies, between April 22, 1889, and May 24, 1890, in compliance 
with directions from the Attorney-General, $1,000; and for the payment of 
ome which will be found due upon such investigation, 934,000; in all, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the end of the same clause on 
page 50, iine 23, to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That in no case shall there be allowed exceeding % per diem for 
compensation and $2 per diem each for expenses. 





1892. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the beginning of page 51 to insert: 


Relief of George T. Larkin: To reimburse George T. Larkin, late deputy 
marshal, eastern district of Tennessee, for expenses incurred in his defense 
in the Stateand Federal courts on an indictment for killing in self-defense 
a citizen of said State while resisting arrest, and in full compensation of all 
claims on account thereof, $692.55. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 7, to insert: 

Relief of Allen R. English: To pay Allen R. English for services rendered 
under appointment of the court in defending certain Indians charged with 
crime at the October term, 1889, of the first judicial district court of the 
Territory of Arizona, #800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 21, to insert: 

SENATE. 
To reimburse Hon. FRED. T. DuBois, Senator from the State of Idaho, for 


expenses incurred in defending his right to a seat in the Senate as Senator | 


from said State, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 2, to insert: 

To pay William H. Clagett, in full compensation for his time and expense 
incurred in prosecuting his claims to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from 
the State of Idaho, $4,009. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 6, to insert: 

To pay R. H. M. Davidson, in full compensation for his time and expenses 


incurred in prosecuting his claims to a seat in the Senate as a Senatorfrom | 


the State of Florida, $1,250. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


For payment to the Jegal representatives of the Hon. John S. Barbour, 
deceased, late a Senator of the United States from the State of Virginia, 
$5,000. 


"The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 13, to insert: | 


For payment to the widow of the Hon. Preston B. Plumb, deceased, late a 
Senator of the United States from the State of Kansas, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 16, to insert: 

To Ol Alexander McDonald, under Senate resolution of March 
38, 1891, $6,502.29, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 20, to insert: 

To reimburse the Official Reporter of the Senate for moneys paid by him 
during the present session for clerical hire and extra clerical services, 95,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 23, to insert: 


To pay clerks to Senators and per diem clerks to committees retained in 
the service of the Senate during the recess of the Fifty-first Congress, under 
resolution of the Senate of September 30, 1890, #21,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 3, to insert: 

For one month’s extra pay to regular officers and employés of the Senate, 
who were borne upon its annual or session roll for the whole of the second 
session of the Fifty-first Congress and who were not provided for and paid 
under the clause in the general deficiency bill, being the act approved March 
3, 1891, giving one month’s extra pay to the officers and employés of the 
House and Senate borne on the annual and session rolls both on the Ist day 
of October, 1890, and the 3d day of ‘March, 1891, $2,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

Mr. HALE. After the word “thousand,” in line 14, I move 
to insert ‘‘ five hundred and eighty-five;” so as to read, $2,585.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 14, to insert: 

To pay Isaac Hamburger, clerk to the Committee to Examine the Several 
Branches of the Civil Service, for eight days’ services, from December 18 to 
25, inclusive, 1891, $48. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 18, to insert: | 


To pay William H. H. Hart, in full compensation for his claim for services 
as janitor under the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate during fiscal years 1887 
and 1888, #517.50. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 23, to insert: 


For contingent expenses, namely: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $2,000. 

For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, $2,000. 
For services in cleaning, repairing, and varnishing furniture, $156.42. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 54, under the head of ‘* House | 


of Representatives,” after line 7, to insert: 


To pay to the widows and legal representatives of deceased members of 
the House, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move to insert, after line 9: 
For payment to contestants and contestees in election cases, $1,000, 





Mr. COCKRELL. That is put in at the request of members 


of the other House? 
Mr. HALE, Yes. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 55, line 18, to strike out the name of * Frank T. Doyle” 
and insert ‘‘ Frank F. Doyle;” so as to make the clause read: 

To Frank F. Doyle, $24.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘judgmeuts, 
United States courts,” on page 57, lins 9, after the number *‘ 243,” 
to insert ‘‘and Senate Executive Document numbered >” and 
in line 10, after the blank, to strike out ‘‘ eleven thousand six hun- 
dred and sixty-five dollars and thirty-three” and insert ‘* thirteen 
thousand nine hundred and fifty-seven dollars and forty-three; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For payment of the final judgments and decrees, including costs of suit, 





| Which have been rendered under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, 


entitled “‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government 
of the United States,” certified to Congress at its present session by the At- 
torney-General in House Executive Documents numbered 9 and 243 and Sen- 
ate Executive Document numbered ——, $13,957.43 cents, together with such 
additional sum as may be necessary to pay interest on the respective judg 
ments, at the rate of 4 per cent per annum from the date thereof until the 
time this appropriation is made. 

Mr. HALE. I move to fill the blank in line 10 with ‘‘ one hun- 
dred and thirty-six.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was ageeed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations * for payment 
of judgments of the Court of Claims,” on page 62, after line 4, to 


insert: 
The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 10, to insert: | 


To the Michigan Central Railroad Company, #1,524; 

To William S. Rosecrans, $445.60; 

To the Alabama Great Southern Railroad Company, $4,343.61, and interest 
on this judgment from February 13, 1890, to January 18, 1892, $335.58; 

To William H. Woolverton, $46,580; 

To William H. Strong, $122.80; 

To Sarah A. Harris, administratrix of William P. Harris, $269; 

To Philip A. Eloyne, $546.65; 

To James J. McNew, $62.20: 

To Howard D. Spencer, $271.10; 

To Francis Bloodgood, $3,382.75; 

To James Brizzolara, 8797.10; 

To James C. Strong, $474.70; 

To Alfred E. Buck, $2,340.85; 

To J. M. Brown, $58.15; 

To Joseph C. Wilson, $336.50; 

To Joseph C. Wilson, $96; 

To Grant Jarvis, administrator of John Mefford, %529.80; 

To William Wilson, $190; 

To Thomas W. Campbell, #254; 

To George W. Henderson, $126; 

To Robert S. Friend, $709.80; 

To Alfred E. Buck, $330.90; 

To G. G. Eaves, $351.95; 

To Thomas R. Morgan, $159.85. 

To John M. Landon, #374.70. 

To J. A. Thorn, 614.30. 

To A. T. Summey, 8465.50. 

To Thomas B. Ford, $259.40. 

To William H. Strong, $2,429.52. 

To Warren Green, $1,545.83. 

To William H. Hunter, $569.15. 

To Sampson Williams, 6111.70. 

To Benjamin P. Seals, $632.75. 

To George W. Blankenship. #116.30. 

To Anson C. Merrick, $726.05. 

To William D,. Ramey, $42.50; 

To John E. Pound, $370.75: 

To Charles C. Waters, 8118.35; 

To Chapel W. Tweed, $193.40; 

To Thomas E. Goodwin, administrator of John C. Moore, $469.84; 

To Stephen C. McCandless, $267.50; 

To Edward T. Jones, ¥59.70; 

To Alfred B. Getty, $358.20; 

To Christopher Dart, $2,365.45: 

To Richard A. Donnelly, $307.60; 

To John W. Burton, $389.45; 

To William G. Cantrell, #185.15: 

To Henry H. Kirkpatrick, #1,189.85; 

To Henry N. Wayne, administrator de bonis non of James M. Waynea 
$1,128.97; 

To John T. Patterson, 2409.25: 

To Thomas R. Jernigan, $2,385; 

To William G. Bogle, #800; 

To Isaac C. Fowler, $1,361.81; 

To William N. Payne, $1.080.45; 

To James E. Reed, $975.60; 

To William H. Fawcett, $313.70; 

To Richard P. Morle, $285.65; 

To William H. Hunter, #401.27; 

To Stanley W. Martin, executor of Charles Martin, $2,623.95; 

To Stephen Wheeler, $1,739.55; 

To S. B. Noe, #226; 

To Mattie H. Leak, administratrix of Joseph F. Leak, #113; 

Te Bushrod W. Bell, $372.45; 

To Henry C. Cowles, $470.35; 

To Madison J. Julian, $484.80; 

To William P. Dryden, #245; 

To Angelo C. Scott, $144.60; 

To Robert Barber, $397.05; 

To John M. Tinney, 8335; 

To Eugene O’ Locke, £271.40; 

To McLain Jones, $1,190.05; 

To Edward Kurtz, $386.15; 

To William W. Gilbert, $198.95; 

To William E. Singleton, #1,091.69; 

To H. C. Hamilton, $1,594.95; 
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To E. K. Cunningham, 7693.35; 

Tro William A. La Motte, executor of Robert S. La Motte, $200; 

To John J, Allen, $3,663.20; 

Mary E. Brazee, administratrix of Andrew W. Brazee, $382.75; 

To Bushrod W. Bell, $408; 

To Joseph W. Dimmick, $1,472.60; 

To Nathaniel er ak $115,157; 

To Robert Barber, #949.50; 

To William A. Allen, $161.85; 

To Daniel D. Davies, $660.20; 
To Daniel N. Cooper, $889.24; 
To Richard Jones, $393.60; 

To James W. Hocker, $379.21; 
‘To William Muirheid, 84,499.64; 
To Joseph Ricketts, $295.10; 

To John I. Davenport, $1,000; 

To the Alabama Great Southern Railroad Company, $8,418.31; 

To William D. McKinstry, $1,322.04; 

To William L. Goodwin, 8767. (0; 

To Boon Crawford, $211.70; 

To Benjamin Z. Herndon, $160.65; 

To Andrew McAllister, 3,320.36; 

To OC. H. Matthews, 83,352.24; 

To W. W. White, $3,069.08; 

To C. C. Willis, $2,935.07; 

To W. Stuart Smith, $3,311.22; 
To B. O. Sampson, $3,243.25; 

To Kenneth McAlpine, $3,454.27; 
To D. C, Redgrave, $3,367.59; 

To Albert Moritz, $3,409.57; 

To H. G. Leopold, $2,967.12; 

To John ©, Leonard, 82,779.12; 

‘ To Gustave Kaemmerling, 82,973.64; 

To R. B. Higgins, $2,420.15; 

To W. B. Day, #2,794.91; 

To F. H. Conant, $2,504.89; 

To Floyd Bankson, $2,900.94; 

To Solon Arnold, $3,692.87; 

To M. A. Anderson, $3,295.39: 

Mr. HALE. Inline 5, on page 71, the nameshould be “Lloyd” 
instead of ‘‘ Floyd;” so as to read ‘* Lloyd Bankson.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

Mr. HALE. At the end of the amendment, after line 10, I 
move to insert the following additional claims: 

To AmasaA. Redfield, receiver and assignee of William Mitchell, $15,046.38; 

To A. J. Houston, $98.80; 

To Stephen M. Dickey, #226; 

To Henry D. Fitzgerald, $234.25; 

To Samuel Henry, #362.15: 

To John W. Payne, $278.7 

To Charles L. Smathers, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those judgments were reported since? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are the same kind of judgments as 
the others? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 71, line 10, to increase the total amount of the ap- 

riations ‘‘for payment of judgments of the Court of Claims” 

rom ‘' $97,228.78” to ** $390,635.87.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. That must be amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The footing will have to be 
changed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It must be amended by adding to it the 
amount contained in the amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be included. The 
Clerks will change the footing in the absence of objection. 

Mr. HALE. The true total, if the Clerks willmake thechange, 
and [ call the attention of the Senate to it, will be $407,049.87. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total will be corrected, so 
as to read ‘*$407,049.87,” and the amendment of the committee as 
amended will be agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 22, on page 75. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of the 
billif the appropriation for fees of district attorneys of the United 
States courts in the item just read, or any other lump item, in- 
cludes a balance due Henry W. McCorry, late district attorney 
for West Tennessee. I am aware of the fact that there isan un- 
paid balance of $1,300 or $1,400. 

Mr. HALE. It does include it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does include it in one of these lump sums? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations in section 2, was, under the 
head of ‘‘ Navy Department claims allowed by the Fourth Aud- 
itor and Second Comptroller,” on page 83, to strike out the clause 
from line 16 to line 22, inclusive, in the following words: 

That hereafter officers serving on receiving shi training and ctice 
ships, when not cruising, shall be considered s en ahane duty, and Pntitiea 
to shore-duty pay; and the accounting officers of the Treasury are prohibited 
from allowing credit to any disbursing officers of the Navy who may allow 
or pay such officers other than shore-duty pay while so serving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 












The nextamendment was, in section 2, on page 85, after line 
16, to insert: 


For relief of sufferers by wreck of the Huron, $155. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 5, on page 86. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
KERR, its Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Clark. 

The message also announced that the House insisted on its 
amendment to the bill (S. 2171) to amend section 766 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. BUCHANAN of 
Virginia, and Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4871) for the relief of John McMahan; 

A bill (H. R. 5396) for the relief of W. H. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 6792) granting to the county of Mariposa, in the 
State of California, the right of way for a free wagon road or 
turnpike across the Yosemite National Park in said State; and 

A bill (H. R. 7093) making appropriationsfor the navalservice 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes. 

ALLEYS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5119) ‘to prevent the build- 
ing of houses along certain alleys in the city of Washington, and for other 
purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same amended to read as follows: 

“That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful to erect or 
place a dwelling house on or along any alley in the District of Columbia 
where such alley is less than 30 feet wide and is not supplied with sewerage, 
water mains, and light: Provided, That no dwelling house hereafter erected 
or placed in any alley shallin any case be located less than 20 feet back clear 
of the center line of such alley, so as to give at least a 30-foot roadway and 5 
feet on each side of such roadway clear for a walk or footway, and that it 
shall be unlawful to erect or place a dwelling house in or along any alley 
which does not run straight to and open at right angles upon one of the 

ublic streets bordering the square in which such alley is located, with at 
east oné exit 15 feet in the clear. 

* Seo. 2. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisionsof this 
act are hereby repealed.”’ 

Amend the title to read: 

“An act regulating the construction of buildimgs along alleyways in the 
District of Columbia.” 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

E. O. WOLCOTT, 

JAMES MCMILLAN, 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on tke part of the Senate. 


JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 
JNO. 'T. HEARD, 
A. C. HARMER, 
Managers on the part of the Hous. 


The report was concurred in. 
Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3971) to provide for the 
opening of alleys in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed torecommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Houserecede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same, amended as follows: 

To section 1 of the Senate amendment add, after the words ‘‘necessary for 
the public health,’’ the words: 

= d, Thatinthe opening, extension, widening, or a ofan 
alley it shall be iawful toclose any original alley, or part of an original alley, 
the fee of which is in the United States, which may thereby become useless 
or unnecessary, and that it shall also, in like manner, be lawful to close any 
other alleys or of alleys, the title thereto to revert to the person or 
persons who dedicated the same for alley purposes, or to their assigns.” 

In section 3 of the Senate amendment, line 8, after the word “ less,’’ insert 
the words “per square foot; ’’ also in line 9, after the word “‘ value,” insert 
the words “ per square foot.” 

In section 5 of the Senate amendment, in line 14, after the word ‘‘and,” in- 
sert the the following, ‘‘in case of failure to pay the amount soapportioned.” 

Insert to stand as section 9 in the Senate amendment the See 

“Tf any moneys from the sale of land in which the United States is inter- 
ested shall remain after ca out the provisions of the preceding sections 
of this act such moneys shall be paidinto the Treasury of the United States, 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.” 

Change the numbering so that section 9, in the Senate amendment, shall 
stand as section 10. 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

E. O. WOLCOTT, 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
OHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
A.C. HARMER, 

. Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 
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GEORGE W. CLARK, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I entered a motion to reconsider Senate bill 


3225, which has just been returned from the other House. The 
committee amendment was inadvertently omitted. I ask that 


the motion to reconsider may be acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the bill (S. 3325) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Clark, returned from the House 
of Representatives upon the request of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [move to reconsider the votes by which the 
bill was ordered to a third reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now let the amendment of the Committee 
on Pensions be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word “ Clark,” insert 
the words: 


A member of Capt. Philip Pryor’s Company of Light Horse Cavalry in 
the war of 1812. 


Theamendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9284) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1892, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The next amendmentof the Committee on Appropriations was, 
to insert as a new section, begining at line 6, on page 86, the fol- 
lowing: 

Src. 3. That for the payment of the following claims, certified to be due by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appropria- 
tions the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874,and under 
appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the 
fiscal year 1889 and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which have 
been certified to Congress under section 2 of the actof J = 7, 1884, as fully 
set forth in Senate Executive Document Numbered 123, Fifty-second Con- 
gress, first session, there is appropriated as follows: 


AUDITED CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER. 
STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Foreign intercourse: For salaries, consular service, $475.75; For pay of 
consular officers for services to American vessels and seamen, $213.91. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Internal revenue: For salaries and expenses of agents and subordinate 
officers of internal revenue, #1. 

For refunding taxes illegally collected, 95,965.31. 

For drawback on stills exported, act March 1, 1879, $20. 

Miscellaneous: For pay of assistant custodians and janitors, $51.17. 

For fuel, lights, and water for public buildings, $1.71. 

For plans for public buildings, 26.60. 

For repairs and preservation of public buildings, 40 cents. 

For contingent expenses, independent Treasury, #4. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


seve eat service: For salaries, office of surveyor-general of Dakota, 
1890, $1.79. 
. For contingent expenses, office of surveyor-general of South Dakota, 1891, 

192.44. 

For salaries and commissions of registers and receivers, 60 cents. 

For contingent expenses of land offices, $36.30. 

For reimbursements to receivers of public moneys for excess of deposits, 
$21.76. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


For fees and expenses of marshals United States courts, $1,206.18. 
For fees of commissioners United States courts, $3,400.75. 

For fees of witnesses, United States courts, 87.60. 

For support of prisoners, United States courts, $278.84. 

For fees of supervisors of elections, $15. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST AUDITOR AND COMMISSIONER 
CUSTOMS. 


For expenses of collecting the revenue from customs, 8649.05. 

For Life-Saving Service, $196. 

For supplies of light-houses, $530.28. 

For expenses of buoyage, except for services over Pacific railroads, $1,977.69. 
For Marine Hospital Service, 25 cents. 

For repayment to importers, excess of deposits, 956. 


WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS CERTIFIED BY THE SECOND AUDI- 
TOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 


ouan ae etc., of the Army, except for services over the Pacific railroads, 


For medical and hospital department, ®. 

For traveling expenses of California and Nevada volunteers, $160.60. 

To reimburse the State of Pennsylvania for money expended for payment 
of militia, $3,732.50. 


INDIAN CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SEC- 
OND COMPTROLLER. 


oon te support of Sioux of different tribes, subsistence and civilization, 189i, 


For Indian schools, support, $139.06. 

For Indian school transportation, 1890, 9569.84. 

For Indian school transportation, $348.21. 

For Indian school, Albuquerque, N. Mex., support, $184.74. 
For Indian school, Carlisle, Pa., neport 1890, $67.01. 

For Indian school, Fort Totten, N. Dak., support, 1892, $42.22. 
Fer Iwiian school, Lawrence, Kans., support, $1.24 


eee ee 


For incidentals in Washington, including employés and support and civi- 
lization, 881.52. 

For telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, 1891, #110. 

For transportation of Indian supplies, #48. 

Pay of judges of Indian courts, $96. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR AND SECOND COMP- 
TROLLER. 
WAR DEPARTMENT. 

For subsistence of the Army, $27.12. 

For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, $42.53. 

For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, 85,946.55. 

For transportation of the Army and its supplies, except for services over 
the Pacific railroads, $227.99. 

For 50 per cent of arrears of Army transportation due certain land-grant 
railroads, $497.52, 

For barracks and quarters, $128. 

For Signal Service, regular supplies, $195.57. 

BX r Signal Service, clothing, 41 cents. 

For observation and report of storms, $1.50. 

For contingencies of fortifications, #28. 

For 20 per cent additional compensation, #168. 

For gunboats on Western rivers, $23.72. 

For horses and other property lost in the military service, 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
For fees of examining surgeons, army pensions, $94. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDI 
TOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 

For pay of the Navy, 87,337.40. 

For pay, miscellaneous, #5.95. 

For pay, Marine Corps, $823.24. 

For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, $948.37. 

For contingent, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, $105.14. 

For enlistment bounties to seamen, $2,385.97. 

For bounty for the destruction of enemies’ vessels, 990.21. 

Br vr indemnity for lost clothing, $1,428. 92. 

For destruction of clothing and bedding for sanitary reasons, 333.74. 

For the | nee fo of claims for difference between actual expenses and 
mileage, allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in 
the case of Graham vs. The United States, $8,186.75. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SIXTH AUDITOR. 

For deficiency in the postal revenue, $7,777.57. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_The next amendment was, to insert as a new section, begin- 
ning at line 8, page 93, the following: 

Src. 4. That for the payment of the following claims certified to be due by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appropri 
ations the balances of Which have been exhausted or carried to the surplu 
fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under 
appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the 
fiscal year 1#89, and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which have 
been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully se! 
forth in Senate Executive Document No. —. Fifty-second Congress, first ses- 
sion, there is appropriated as follows: 


AUDITED CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
For fees of commissioners United States courts. 3363.35. 
For fees of witnesses United States couris, $18.89. 
For support of prisoners United States courts, 8322.50. 
For expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, 92.20. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST AUDITOR AND COMMISSIONER 
OF CUSTOMS. 
For expenses of collecting the revenue from custo ns, #222. 


WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS CERTIFIED BY THE SECOND AUDI 
TOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 
For pay, etc., of the Army. $5,115.02. 
For Signal Service, pay, 7165.84. 
For Signal Service, Medical Department, $192.25. 
For traveling expenses of California and Nevada volunteers, $42.81. 


INDIAN CLAIMS CERTIFIED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND SEC- 
OND COMPTROLLER. 
For incidentals in Dakota, 86.54. 
For Indian schools, support, $153. 
For reimbursement to Samuel YY. Brown, a Creek Indian, for stolen money 
and property, 21,325.50. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR AND SECOND COMP- 
TROLLER. 
WAR DEPARTMENT. 

For transportation of the Army and its supplies, except for services over 
the Pacific railroads, #8,065.57. 

For horses and other property lost in the military service, $1,263.60. 

For refunding to States expenses incurred in raising volunteers, $6,405.82 

For reimbursing the State of Kentucky for expenses in suppressing the 
rebellion, $2,015.61. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWEDBY THE FOURTHAUDITOR 

AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 

For pay of the Navy, #559.78. 

For pay, miscellaneous, $13.30. 

For contingent, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, $5.87. 

For enlistment bounties to seamen, #1 46.68. 

For bounty for the destruction of enemies’ vessels, 219.06. 

For the payment of claims for difference between actual expenses and 
mileage, allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in 
the case of Graham, $1,278.11. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Maine 
supply the blank in line 19, cn page 93? 

Mr. HALE. The number should be “140.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘One hundred and forty” will 
be inserted in the blank. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to insert as a new section, beginning 
at line 12, on page 96, the following: 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Sxc. 5. To pay the findings of the Court of Ciaims on the following claims 
for indemnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American 
citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to the 3ist day of July, 
1801,"’ approved January 20, 1885, namely: 

On the schooner Nancy, Nathaniel Lincoln, master, namely: 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry, de- 
ceased, $808, 

On the snow Lydia, Eleazur Washburn, master, namely: 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry, de- 
ceased, 13,201.96; 

William A. Richards, administrator of the estate of William and Thomas 
Walter, both deceased, 82,727.48. 

On the schooner Polly, Joseph Atkins, master, namely: 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry, de- 
ceased, $1,233. 

On the ship Argo, Benjamin Randall, master, namely: 

5 Henry J. Gardner, administrator of the estate of Matthew Cobb, deceased, 
12,000. 

On the schooner Ranger, Josiah Bacon, master, namely: 

Abie! S. Lewis, administrator of the estate of Thomas Lewis, jr., surviv- 
ing partner of Thomas Lewis & Son, $8,480. 

On the sloop Nancy, David Foster, master, namely: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator de bonis non of Peter Chardon 
Brooks, $1,000; 

William Sohier, administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,000; 

George G. Sill, administrator de bonis non of William Coggeshall, deceased, 
#851.50; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowley Hatch, 
deceased, \ 

On the schooner Betsey and Nancy, Samuel Eels, master, namely: 

Samuel R. Eels, administrator of the estate of Samuel Eels, deceased, 
$2,504.25: 

David Stewart and John E. Semmes, receivers of the Maryland Insurance 
Company, $3,550. 

On the schooner Phoenix, James Coward, master, namely: 

George F. R. Waesche, administrator de bonis non of the estate of George 
Repold, 84,427.44; 

Henry Frederick Wegner, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Al- 
bert Seekamp, $4,427.44. 7 

Charles F. Taylor, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Henry 
Schroeder, $4,427.44. The last above three items to be subject to a deduction 
of the amount of insurance received, which amount shall be investigated 
and determined by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

On the brig Caroline, William Morton, master, namely: 

Wallace T. Jones, administrator of the estate of Edward Jones, $2,752.70. 
ome Francis Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, 

5, 402.50. 

Henry Parkman, administrator of the estate of John Duballet, $1,080.50. 

Henry W. Biagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of the estate of 
Crowell Hatch, $1,080.50. 

On the schooner Phoenix, Joshua Waite, master, namely: 

Henry R. Virgin, administrator of the estates of Samuel Snow, Stephen 
Purrington, and John Snow, jr., $2,126. 

Henry Deering and Francis Fessenden, administrators of the estate of 
James Deering, $1,373. 

Henry J. Gardner, administrator of the estate of Matthew Cobb, 82,173. 

Robert Codman, administrator of the estate of William Gray, jr., $3,000. 

On the brig Friendship, George Hodges, master, namely: 

Charles S. Nichols, administrator of the estate of Ichabod Nichols, $13,692.27; 

William H. Silsbee, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Hodges, $14,- 
225.04; 

Thomas Kitridge, administrator of the estate of George Hodges, $171.24; 

Robert Codman, administrator of the estate of William Gray, jr., $5,200; 

Charles Francis Adams, jr., administrator of Peter C. Brooks, assignee of 
Tuthill Hubbart, David Green, and Benjamin Homer, $2,000; 

William Sohier, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fellowes, $700; 

H. Burr Crandall, administrator of the estate of Thomas Dickason, jr., $500; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of the estate of 
Crowell Hatch, : 

Daniel D. Slade, administrator of the estate of Daniel D. Rogers, $500: 

Robert Grant, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Mason, jr., $500; 

John Morton Clinch, administrator of the estate of Perez Morton, $500; 

Horatio H. Hunnewell, administrator of the estate of Arnold Welles, jr., 
$300; 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of the estate of Samuel Cobb, #200; 

On the ship Speculator, John H. Billings (at first) and (then) John Mc- 
Carthy, master, namely: : 

Louisa J. Sebor, administratrix de bonis non of the estate of Jacob Sebor, 
$294; 

Louisa A. Starkweather, administratrix of the estate of Richard S. Hal- 
lett, $250; 

John W. Lawrence, sole surviving executor of the estate of Walter Bowne, 

is . 


William H. T. Elting, administrator of the estate of Peter Elting, $166.66. 

On the brig Calliope, John Leonard, master, namely: 

Reginald Fendall, administrator of the estate of John Leonard, $26,960. 

On the brig Betsey, William Witmarsh, master, namely: 

Mary Souther, administratrix of the estate of Benjamin Wheeler, de- 
ceased, $6,048.06; 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter C. Brooks, 
deceased, $3,000; 

Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of the estate of John C. Jones, de- 
ceased, $1,000; 

William G. Perry, administrator of the estate of Nicholas Gilman, de- 
ceased, $1,000; 

Robert Grant, administrator of the estate of W. H. Boardman, deceased, 

000; 


1, ; 
Jobn H. Moriarty, administrator of the estate of James Scott, deceased, 
500 ; 


Lucy S. Cushing, administratrix of the estate of Jacob Sheafe, deceased, 


8 Charlies F. Hunt, administrator of the estate of J oseph Russell, deceased, 
1,000. 
On the sloop Martha, Joshua McWilliams, master, namely: 
. John C. Williams, administrator of the estate of Edward Dunant, deceased, 
1,260. 
On the schooner Jane, Thomas Atwood, master, namely: 
Henry G. Dorr, administrator of the estate of Andrew C. Door, 2,573.87; 
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anes A. Wheelock, administratrix of the estate of William Door, 
pocharles Francis Adams, administrator of the estate of Peter &. Brooks, 


William Sohier, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fellowes, $500; 

John Wetherbee, administrator of the estate of James Tisdale, $500; 

William Vernon, administrator of the estate of Samuel Brown, $600; 

Henry W. Plagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of the estate of 
Crowell Hatch, $700. 

On the schooner Victor, Samuel Thrasher, master, namely: 

The Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $2,450; 

John N. A. Griswold, as trustee of the Columbian Insurance Company of 
the City of New York, $13,720. 

On the brig Catherine, Samuel Cazneau, master, namely: 

He R. Perkins, administrator of the estates of Anthony Davenport and 
Moses Davenport, joint owners of the Catherine, $8,935. 

On the schooner Hannah, Joseph Bright, master, namely: 

Abram H. Smyth, administrator of the estate of Abram Hewes, deceased, 

Lawrence Stabler, administrator of the estate of William Hartshorn, de- 
gonees. remaining partner of the late firm of William Hirtshorn & Sons, 

David Stewart and John E. Semmes, receivers of the Maryland Insurance 
Company, ©,666.66. 

On the schooner Three Friends, James Shepherd, jr., master, namely: 

Gilbert C. Huntington, administrator of the estate of Alvan Fosdick, de- 
ceased, surviving partner of Fosdick & Lambert, $13,517; 

Mar ant administratrix of the estate of Benjamin Wheeler, de- 
ceased, : 

On the Gore Coasaenen, Francis Bradbury, master, namely: 

George W. Bradbury, administrator of the estate of Charles Bradbury, in 
right of Francis Bradbury, his assignor, $1,366; 
ame” W. Bradbury, administrator of the estate of Theophilus Bradbury, 


On the schooner Hannah, Josiah Bouton, master, namely: 
George B, St. John, administrator of the estate of Eliphalet Lockwood, 
Buckingham Lockwood, and William Lockwood, $4,202.09; 
George B. St. John and Jarvis Kellogg, administrators of the estate of 
Hezekiah Selleck, $4,202.09; 
On the schooner He and Gustavus, John Smith, master, namely: 
George G. Sill, administrator of the estate of Thomas Sanford, #1,786.63; 
Herman Whittlesey, administrator of the estate of Aaron Gaylord, 1,786.63; 
Mary H. Williams, administratrix of the estate of Ezekiel Williams, %193.67; 
John C. Parsons, administrator of the estate of John Caldwell, $487.50. 
On the sloop Mary, Gilbert Totten, master, namely: 
one C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Frederick Hunt, deceased, 
oi anes C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Thomas Rice, deceased, 


we john C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Elias Shipman, deceased, 


On the schooner Shepherdess, Warren Chapman, master, namely: 

George G. Sill, administrator of the estate of Timothy Chapman, #1,841.05; 
Warren C.!Pike, administrator of the estate of Warren Chapman, #1,841.06; 
Mary H. Williams, administratrix of the estate of Ezekiel Williams, $96.53; 
John C. Parsons, administrator of the estate of JohncCaldwell, $193.06. 

On the ship Eliza, William Marrenner, master, namely: 

Wallace T. Jones, administrator of the estate of Edward Jones, $48,186. 

On the brig Eliza Wright, P. Etheridge, master, namely: 

Henry A. T. Granberry, administrator de bonis non of the estate of John 

Granberry, $109.01; 

ont Maso Smith, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Francis Smith, 
John Neely, administrator de bonis non of John Cowper, surviving partner 

of John Cowper & Co., $148.65; 

Gilbert R. Fox, jr., administrator de bonis non of the estate of Thomas 

Willock, $138.74; 

aii om Newport Greene, administrator de bonis non of Conway Whittle, 
On the brig Rosetta, Isaac Isaacs, master, namely: 

nt Cc. Tilghman, administrator of the estate of William Van Wyck, 
Rebecca R. Thompson and Elizabeth Y. Thompson, administratrixes of the 

estate of Joseph Young, $5,597.46. 

David Stewart and John E. Semmes, as receivers of the Maryland Insur- 
ance Company, $11,760; 

William Donnell, administrator of the estate of John Donnell, $1,960. 
ane C. Noyes and David Stewart, administrators of the estate of James 

ark, : 

a D. Hollins, administrator of the estate of Cumberland Dugan, 
David Stewart, administrator of the estate of William McCreery, #980, 
Mary Ann B. Smith, administratrix of the estate of John Smith, #980. 
Charles J. Bonaparte, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Williams, 


980. 

David Stewart, administrator of the estate of Paul Bentalou, $980. 

John W. Jenkins, administrator of the estate of John Hillen, $980. 

David Stewart, administrator of the estate of Henry Payson, #490. 

Robert Shriver, administrator of the estate of Isaac Causten, $490. 

On the noon ee Seth Lincoln, master, namely : 

—— Bourne, administrator of the estate of Shearjashub Bourne, 
out F. Peckham, administrator of the estate of Samnel Wardwell, 

On the scow Charlotte, Cornelius Lowe, master, namely: 

John Stewart, receiver of the Baltimore Insurance Company, $10,600; 

David Stewart and John E. Semmes, receivers of the Maryland Insurance 
Company, $12,200; 

George Hawkins Williams, administrator of Joseph Williams, surviving 
partner of Williams & Low, $3,464; 

On the ship Two Sisters, John T. Hilton, master, namely: 

Andrew Lacy, administrator of the estate of William Neal, deceased, $8,- 


448; 
On the ship Eliza, Peter Burton, master, namely: 
Alexander Proudfit, administrator of the estate of John Proudfit, deceased, 


951; 

On the brig Venus, John Harmon, master, namely: 

John S. Cole, administrator of the estate of John Storer, deceased, $10,568; 

On the schooner Needham, William Grant, master, namely: 

John C. McDonald, administrator of the estate of William McDonald, de- 
ceased, $4,914; 

On the schooner Thankful, William Ward, master, namely: 

Albert C. Arnold, administrator of the estate of Frederick William Geyer, 
deceased, #226.80, the award in the above case having been made to Francis 
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M. Boutwell, as administrator of the estate of John Herr, assignee in bank- 
ruptcy of said Frederick William Geyer; 
m the =“ ey. Daniel Allin, master, namely: 
Rebecca B. Armington, administratrix of the estate of Samuel Allin, 


$3, 766; 
Elizabeth T. Pike, administratrix of the estate of Daniel Allin, deceased, 





766 ; 

Samuel W. Peckham, administrator of the estate of Samuel Carlisle, sur- 
viving partner of the firm of S. and B. Carlisle. 83,766; 

On the brig Hiram, J. Humphreys, master, namely: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter Chardon Brooks, #414; 

William Shoier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $14; 

The Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $3,528; 

Henry W. Blagge and others, administrators of Crowell Hatch, $372; 

Richard Delafield, administrator of John Delafield, surviving partner of 
Church & Delafield, $980; 

The New Haven Insurance Company, $980; 

Simon Tomlinson, administrator of Samuel Hull, $400; 

John F. Plumb, administrator of John Humphreys, #400; 

John F. Plumb, administrator of James Humphreys, $400; 

Louisa J. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, $490; 

Carlisle Terry, administrator of Carlisle Pollock, $490; 

William S. H. Elting, administrator of Peter Elting, $490; 
oa” Union Trust Company of New York, administrator of William Ogden, 

T. B. Bleecker, jr., and Charles C. Leary, receivers of the New York In- 
surance Company, $1,764, 

On the ship Leeds Packet, Richard Bunce, master, namely: 

Benjamin H. Rutledge, administrator of Adam Tunno, surviving partner 
of Tunno & Cox, $21,167.80; 

Gordon Gairdner, administrator of James Gairdner, surviving partner of 
James and Edwin Gairdner & Co., $4,833.93; 

Henry E. Young, administrator of John Turnbull, $700; 

Henry E. Young, administrator of James Carson, $1,700; 

Lucy Franklin Read McDonell, executrix of George Pollock, surviving 
partner of Hugh Pollock & Co., $12,109; 

Louisa J. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, $509. 

On the brig Albert, Robert Gray, master, namely: 

Robert M. Pratt, administrator dz boaw non of Joseph White, deceased 
$6,265.75; 

William Parker, administrator de bonis non of William B. Parker, de- 
ceased, 2,088.58; 

Elizabeth R. Gardner, administratrix de bonis non of Jesse Richardson, de- 
ceased, $2,677.16; 

William D. Pickman, administrator de bonis non of Dudley L. Pickman, 
deceased, $849.62; 

Henry O., Benjamin W., and Robert Stone, executors last will, etc., Robert 
Stone, jr., deceased, #4, 177.16; 

William A. Lander, administrator de bonis non of Pickering Dodge, de- 
ceased, $3,132.87; 

Arthur E. Huntington, administrator de bonis non of William Orne, de- 
ceased, $1,500; 

Mary F. Witherby, surviving executor of Charles Cleveland, deceased, 
$783.21; 

Nathaniel P. Richardson, executor of Joshua Richardson, deceased, $2,088.50. 

On the brig American, Thomas Towne, master, namely: 

J. Hall Ware, administrator de bonis non of John Hall, deceased, 4,691. 

On the ship Bacchus, Richard George, master, namely: 

Henry Pettit, administrator de bonis non of Andrew Pettit, surviving as- 
signee of Ambrose Vasse, deceased, #980; 

eorge W. Guthrie, administrator de bonis non of Alexander Murray, sur- 

eee of Miller & Murray, $980; 

M. H. Messchert, administrator d: bonis non of Jacob Gerard Koch, de- 
ceased, #980; . 

Samuel Bell, administrator de bonis non of John G. Wacksmuth, deceased, 


J ames Crawford Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, deceased, #196; 

Henry Lisle Waln, surviving executor of Jacob S. Wain, surviving assignee 
of Thomas Murgatroyd, $980. 

On the schooner Ballahoo, Joseph Ripley, master, namely: 

James F.. Breuil, administrator of Francis Breuil, deceased, $1,568.95. 

On the vessel, the snow Boston, Dougherty, master, namely: 

J. Bayard Henry, administrator of George Latimer, deceased, $3,025.36; 

The Real Estate Title Insurance and Trust Company of Philadelphia, ad- 
ae de bonis non cum testamento annexo of James Campbell, deceased, 

026.36; 

J. Bayard Henry, administrator of Andrew Bayard, surviving assignee of 
Pragers & Co., $882; 


Henry Pratt McKean, surviving executor of Henry Pratt, surviving part- | 


ner of Pratt & Kintzing, #784; 


D. Fitzhugh Savage, administra‘or of John Savage, surviving assignee of | 


Rundle & Leech, $784; : 

James Crawford Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, #90; 

Francis A. Lewis, administrator of the estate of John Lewis, jr., $490; 

William A. M. Fuller, administrator of John Leamy, #490; 

John C. Williams, administrator of Edward Dunant, $343; 

Arthington Gilpin, administrator of the estate of Joshua Gilpin, $343; 

Samuel Bell, administrator of the estate of John G. Wacksmuth, #1,176; 

Henry Pettit, administrator of Andrew Pettit, surviving assignee of Am- 
brose Vasse, $784; 

George W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, surviving part- 
ner of Miller & Murray, 8685; 

D. Fitzhugh Savage, administrator of John Savage, #882; 

James S. Cox, administrator of James S. Cox, $490; 

M. H. Messchert, administrator of Jacob Gerard Koch, #490; 

Richard C. Murtrie, administrator of John Bohlen, surviving assignee of 
Ross & Simson, #490; 


Frank R. Pemberton, administrator of John Clifford, surviving partner of | 


Thomas and John Clifford, #294; 

Henry Lisle Wain, surviving executor of Jacob S. Waln, surviving assignee 
of Thomas Murgatroyd, $588; 

The Pennsylvania Company for Insurance on Lives and Granting Annui- 
ties, administrator of Thomas M. Willing, #392; 

Thomas F. Bayard, administrator of Thomas W. Francis, #392; 

The City of Philadelphia, administrator of Stephen Girard, $490. 

On the brig Confidence, Thomas Manning, master, namely: 

Catharine M. Singleton, administratrix de bonis non of Alexander McKim, 
ogee of the firm of Robert McKim & Co., $1,497.39. 

On the brig Eleanor, James Treat, master, namely: 

George H. Williams, administrator de bonis non of Samuel Williams, de- 
ceased, $1,583.59; 

Charles J. Bonaparte, administrator de bonis non of Benjamin Williams, 
deceased, #1,583.59; 
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David Stewart, administrator of Francis Johonnet, surviving partner of 
Francis Johonnet & Co., $5,723.18. 

On the schooner Eliza, Thomas Poulson, master, namely: 

John Merven Carrere and David Stewart, administrators, etc., $11,744.96; 

David Stewart, administrator, etc. , $3,781. 

On the vessel, snow Fanny, Garrett Barry, master, namely: 
our S. Ward, administrator de bonis non of James Barry, deceased, 

> 

On the sloop Federal George, George Hussey, master, namely: 

Charles Francis Adams, jr., administrator, on account of the assignments 
of said Homer, Hubbart, Sargent, and Pomeroy, $2,341.86; 

ek W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators, $936.75; 

Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix, $250; 

Charles F. Hunt, administrator of the estate of Joseph Russell, surviving 
partner of Jeffrey & Russell, $468.37. 

On the sloop Fox, Brooks. master, viz: 

Sanford J. Horton, as administrator of theestate of William Wickham, de- 
ceased, $1,508.33; 

Melvin B. Copeland, as administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Blake, de- 
ceased, $454.16; 
ane G. Sill, as administrator of the estate of William Moore, deceased, 
3.283. 33; . 

Charles Francis Adams, as administrator of the estate of Peter Chardon 
Brooks, deceased, #400; 

H. Burr Crandall, as administrator of the estate of Thomas Dickason, de- 
ceased, #400; 

David G. Haskins, jr., as administrator of the estate of David Green, de- 
ceased, #500; 

Frank Dabney, as administrator of the estate of Samuel Wyllys Pomeroy, 
deceased, #500; 

Robert Grant, as administrator of the estate of William H. Boardman, de- 
ceased $300; 

William I. Monroe, as administrator of the estate of John Brazer, deceased, 


John Wetherbee, as administrator of the estate of James Tisdale, de- 
ceased, $1,000; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, as administrators of the estate of 
Crowell Hatch, deceased, . 

On the schooner Hannah, Phillip Besser, master, namely: 

William Gray, adm iistrator of William Gray, deceased, amount of insur- 
ance paid, $2,920; 

Sarah J. Brown, administratrix of Isaac Collyer, deceased, for value of 
1,164 quintals of fish, $1,312; 

Ebenezer D. Secomb, administrator of Philip Bessom, value of cargo, less 
the 1¢4 quintals of fishowned by said Collyer, and less also the insurance paid 
thereon by William Gray, $23,180. 

On the brig Hope, Church, master, namely; 
¢ a C. Parsons, as administrator of the estate of John Caldwell, deceased, 

12,412.17; 

William Sohier, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fellowes, de- 
ceased, $1,000; 

Frany Dabney, administrator of the estate of Samuel Wyllis Pomeroy, de- 
ceased, $1,000; 

: a W. Apthorp, administrator of the estate of Caleb Hopkins, deceased, 
1, ; 
papreenes Bond, administrator of the estate of Nathan Bond, deceased, 


‘ ee D, Slade, administrator of the estate of Daniel Dennison Rogers, 
eceased, ; 
On the brig Lady Washington, Stephen Selleck, master, namely: 
Henry Pettit, administrator of Andrew Pettit, surviving assignee in bank- 
ruptcy of Ambrose Vasse, 8709.80; 
William A. M. Fuller, administrator of John Leamy, $425.88; 
Robert W. Smith, administrator of Robert Smith, surviving partner of 
Robert Smith & Co., $567.84; 
George Willing, administrator of George Willing, $283.92; 
Francis A. Lewis, administrator of John Miller, junior, $567.84; 
George — a of Peter Blight, $709.80; 
Craig D. Ritchie, administrator of Joseph Summerl, surviving ps oO 
Summer! & Brown, $567.84; . ae 
William Brooke-Rawle, administrator of Jesse Waln, $709.80: 
Richard C. MeMurtrie, administrator of John Bohlen, surviving asignee 
in bankruptcy of Ross & Simson, $567.84; ; 
The Pennsylvania Company for Insurance on Lives and Granting Annui- 
ties, administrator of Thomas M. Willing, surviving partner of Willing & 
Francis, $709.80; 
Thomas F. Bayard, administrator of Thomas W. Francis, $283.92: 
Henry Pratt McKean, surviving executor of Henry Pratt, surviving part- 
| ner of Pratt & Kintzing, 2425.88; 
Francis R. Pemberton, administrator of John Clifford, surviving partner 
of Thomas & John Clifford. 354.90; 
Samuel Bell, administrator of John G. Wacksmuth, $354.90: 
William Read Fisher, administrator of Samuel W. Fisher, $354.90: 
Isaac S. Smyth, administrator of Jacob Baker, surviving partner of Baker 
& ements aaah - ' bas 
George W. Guthrie. administrator of Alexander Murray, surviving partne 
of Miller & Murray, $709.80; . ee 
Uselma C. Smith, adininistrator of William Jones, surviving partner of 
Jones & Clarke, $567.84; 
A. Louis Eakin, administrator of Chandler Price, surviving partner of 
Morgan & Price, $709.80. 
Frederick W. Meeker. administrator of Samuel Meeker, #709.80; 
James C. Fisher, surviving executor of James C. Fisher, $354.90: 
D. Fitzhugh Savage, administrator of John Savage, surviving assignee in 
bankruptcy of Rundle & Leech, $709.80. 
On the brig Leonard, William Hackett. master, namely; 
Joseph A. Titcomb, administrator of estate of John Wills, otherwise called 
John Wells, deceased, #8, 150. 
On the schooner Lucy, Lewis Holmes, master, namely: 
Isaac Brewster, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo estate of 
Daniel Jackson, deceased, #3,567; 
Charles G. Davis, administrator de bonis non of William Davis, deceased, 
#992. 
On the brig Lydia, John Cook, master, namely: 
Charles B. Allen, administrator de bonis non of Zachariah Allen, for vessel, 
cargo, and the freight earned, $12,291. 
On the ship Patapsco, William Hill, master, namely; 
William Donnell, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo of the 
estate of John Donnell, deceased, $6,659.99; 
George W. Brown, administrator of the estate of James A. Buchanan, de- 
ceased, $4,609.99, being his share of vessel and freight; 
Robert Carter, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo of the es- 
— of Samuel Smith, deceased, $4,609.99, being his share of vessel and 
freight; 
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Esther H. Buchanan, administratrix of the estate of William B. Buchanan, 
who was the surviving partner of the firm of S. Smith & Buchanan, deceased, 

25,056, the value of the cargo shipped by said firm; 

Cumberland D. Hollis, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo of 
the estate of John Hollis, deceased, $7,600; 

Mary Ann B. Smith, administratrix'de bonis non cum testamento annexo of 
the esiate of John Smith, jr., deceased, 348,466. 

On the brig Sally, William Hampton, master, name! 

Alexander Proudfit, administrator de pease non wit 
the estate of Robert Ralston, deceased, $5.73 

On the schooner Sea Flower, Joseph Farley , Master, namely 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter Chardon Brooks: $487.06; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators de bonis non ot 
Crowell Hatch, deceased, $243.53. 

. Francis M. Boutwell, administrator de bonis non of John McLean, deceased, 

487.06; 

Frank Dabney 
ceased, $243.53; 
af H. Moriarty, administrator de bonis non of James Scott, deceased, 

2.20 

Philo B. Shelton, administrator de bonis non ot Benjamin Homer, $243.53. 

On the schooner Thankful, William Ward, master, namely: 

Adeline F’. Alden, administratrix of James Torrey, $1,428.40: 

Adeline F. Alden, administratrix of George Torrey, $1,428.40; 

Abel H. Bellows, administrator of Thomas Geyer, $226.80; 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of John Heard, assignee in bank- 
rupicy of Frederick W. Geyer, $226.80; 

Stephen R. Rogers, administrator of Joseph Rogers, $1,733.33; 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, assignee of 
Sargent, Bridge & Hubbart., £2,009; 

David Greene Haskins, administrator of David Greene, $1,000; 

Robert Grant, administrator of William Boardman, #400; 

Wiliam Smith Carter, administrator of William Smith, $1,000; 

Lawrence Bond, administrator of Nathan Bond, #400; 

Lucy S. Cushing, administratrix of Jacob Sheafe, 9500; 

John Lowell, jr., administrator of Tuthill Hubbart, $500; 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,300; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of the estate of 
Crowell Hatch, $1,000; 

William Gray. administrator estate of William Gray, $2,200. 

On the vessel Two Sisters, Jacob Henery, master, namely: 

George W. Norris, administrator of John Garesche, deceased, $2,043.80; 

George W. Norris, administrator of Peter Bauduy, deceased, $436.77; 

William R. Lejee, surviving executor of Samuel Breck, jr., $1,919.27; 

. The president and directors of the Insurance Company of North Avaerica, 

10,339; 

The Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $12, 163.77; 

M. M. Messchert, 2dmisistrator of Jacob Gerard Koch, deceased, $980; 

George W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, surviving part- 
ner of Miller & Murray, 8784: 

James Crawford Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, deceased, $294; 

J. Bayard Henry, administrator of Andrew Bayard, surviving assignee ‘in 
bankruptcy of Pragers & Co., 3784; 

Henry Lisle Waln, surviving executor of Jacob S. Waln, surviving assignee 
in bankruptcy of Thomas Murgatroyd, 8784; 

William A. M. Fuller, administrator of John Leamy, deceased, 8784; 

Herry Pettit, administrator of Andrew Pettit, surviving assignee in bank- 
ruptey of Ambrose Vasse, $784; 

John C. Williams, administrator of Edward Dunant, deceased, 9294. 

Arthington Gilpin, administrator of Joshua Gilpin, ‘deceased, #294; 

James S. Cox, administrator of James S. Cox, deceased, $294. 

On the brig William, Benjamin H. Rathbone, master, namely: 

Bayard Tuckerman, administrator of Walter Channing. surviving partner 

of Gibbs & Channing, and likewise administrator of George Gibbs, 820,754. 

On the schooner Alert, Jacob Oliver, master, namely 

Franklin Leach, administrator of William Leach, 577.88; 

Edward I. Browne, administrator of Israel Thorndike, §,003.73;, 

Arthur Huntington, administrator of James Dunlap, #600; 

Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel Wyllys Pomeroy, %600; 

John H. Moriarty, administrator of James Scott, 3400; 

Lucy S. Cushing, administratrix of Jacob Sheafe, $400: 

H. Burr Crandell, administrator of Thomas Cushing, $400; 

Archibald M. Howe, administrator of Francis Green, $800; 

Tkromas H. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, #500; 

Horace B. Sargent, jr., administrator of Daniel Sargent, $300; 

John C. Ropes, administrator of Thomas'Amory, $1,000; 

H. Hollis Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Welles, jr.. $400; 

Willtam G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, $300. 

On the ship Betsey, Josiah Obear, master, namely: 

Horace Obear. administrator of Josiah Obear, $1,705.68; 

Franklin Leach, administrator of Nathan Leach, $126; 

Charles Francis Adams, jr., administrator of Peter Chardon Bcooks, 95,500; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrator of Crowell Hatch; 
$1,000. 

(Awards added to the conclusions of law by order of the court December 
7, 1891, to the findings filed April 23, 1888:) 

William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, $198; 

Horatio BH. Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Welles, jr., $396. 

On the vessel Fusileer, Thomas Shaw, master, namely: 

George B. Chase, administrator of Stephen Chase, deceased, $2,955; 

Albion C. Taylor, administrator de bonis non of Joseph Chase, deceased, 
$2,955: 

Calvin Page, n@ministrator of Thomas Shaw, deceased, $1,168.55. 

On the 8hip Jane, John Wallace, master, namely: 

Esther S. Buchanan, administratrix, representing Smith & Buchanan, 
$11,060 21; 

Robert Carter Smith, administrator, representing Samuel Smith, 86,738.21; 

Cumberland D. Hollins, administrator, representing John Hollins, $4,922. 

On the ship Reindeer, Robert tieg master, namely: 


"the will annexed of 


, administrator de bonis non of Samuel W. Pomeroy, de- 





Henry Deering and Francis Fessenden, administrators of James Deering, 
$20,625 

On the brig Thomas, Mark Fernald, master, namely: 

James W. Emery, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Thomas 
Manning. deceased, $6,132. 

On the ship Theresa, Philip Brum, master, namely: 


George S. Sonntag, administrator of William L. Sonntag, deceased, sur- 
viving partner of William L. Sonntag & Co., as representative of said firm, 
$13,897.50 


George S. Sonntag, administrator, as nepesoeneasee of William L. Sonn- 


tag, one of the joint owners of the T ee, Se 
Jane J. De La Roche, administratrix of Frederick Franck De pe Rocke, as 
a resentative of one of the joint owners of the Theresa, $3,264.50. 
n the vessel Georgia Packet, John McKever, master, namely: 


The Pennsylvania Insurance Company for Insurance on Livesand Grant 

ss administrator of Thomas M. Willing, deceased, $6,246; 
ichard F. Flickwir, administrator of Richard Fiower, Gooeeses si, 7% 

Richard F. Flickwir, trator of John Flower, deceased, $1,055 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of Reese Wall, deceased, $1,035; 

Edward S. McKever. ootmeininzaios of John McKever, deceased, $1, 055. 

On the Tia William Moodie, master, namely: 

George administrator of William L. Sonntag, $7,886.50 

Jane J. De La Roche, administratrix of Frederick Franck De La Roche, 


$7,886.50. 

On the schooner Betse , John Murphy, master, namely: 

W. Hall Harris, strator de bonis non, etc., estate of William Patter- 
son, deceased, $20,334.16. 

On the ship ‘Juliana, ‘Thomas Hayward, master, namely: 

Thomas B. Ghequiere, administrator of the estate of Charles Ghequiere, 
deceased, $3,849.16; 

Jacob Bowman Sweitzer and David Stewart, administrators of John Holmes, 
deceased, $12,129.16. 

On the schooner Union, Samuel.Larrabee, master, namely: 

Cornelia S. Jackson, administratrix of Levi Cutter, $1,833.50; 

Seth L. Milliken, administrator of John Milliken, $1,833.50. 

On the ship Hitty (or Hetty) Jane, Joshua Neal, master, namely: 

Augusta H. Chapman, administratrix de bonis non of Peter Clarke, $14,844.37; 

John C. Howell, administrator cf John Potter, $25,254.76; 

A. M. Lee, administrator of Thomas Stewart, 76,051.98; 

Thomas H. Perkins. administrator of John C. Jones, 3500; 

Witliam S. Carter, administrator of William Smith, $1,000; 

Philo S. Shelton, executor of the will of Benjamin Homer, 9500; 

John C. Ropes, administrator of Thomas Amory, #1,000; 

William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas G jlman, $1,009; 

David G. Haskins, jr., administrator of David Greene, $1, 000; 

John H. Moriarty, administrator of James Scott, 3500; 

Charles H. Ladd, surviving executor of the will of Nath. A. Haven, 2200. 

On the sloop Nancy, David Foster master, namely: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator de bonis non of Peter Chardon 
Brooks, $1.000; 

William Sohier, administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,000; 

George G. Sill, administrator de bonis non of William Coggeshall, de- 
ceased, $851.50. 

Harriet Sebor, administratrix de bonis non of Jacob Sebor, deceased, not 
proved. , 
Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell 

Hatch, deceased, $509. 

On the snow Lydia, Washburn master, namely: 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estates of Jonathan Merry, 
deceased, $13,204.96. 

William A. Richards, administrator of the estate of William and Thomas 
Walter, both deceased, $2,727.48; in all, 3982,479.52. 

Provided, That in all cases where the original sufferers were adjudicated 
bankrupts the awards shall be made on behalf of the next of kin instead of 
to assignees in bankruptcy, and the awards in the cases of individual claim- 
ants shall not be paid until the Court of Claims shall certify to the Seeretary 
of the Treasury that the personal representatives on whose behalf the award 
is made represents the next of kin, and the courts which granted the admin- 
istrations, respectively, shall have certified that the legal representatives 
have given adequate security for the legal disbursement of the awards. 


The Secretary read the amendment to line 12, on page 98. 
Mr. HALE. I move to strike out lines 10, 11, and 12, 0n page 
98, in the following words: 


David Stewart and John E. Semmes, receivers of the Maryland Insurance 
Company, 73,550. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the amendm2nt was continued to line 20, on 

page LOL. 
Povir. MITCHELL. I was notin the Chamber when the read- 
ing of these claims wascommenced. I wish tocall the attention 
of the Senator in charge of the bill to the fact that the claim 
growing out of the snow Lydia, Eleazar Washburn, master, is 
also iccluded in the amendment, on page 97. 

Mr. HALE. There are two or three cases of that kind that 
we are striking out. There is one at the bottom of the page 
also. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The sloop Nancy also. 

Mr. HALE. I have those marked. The first one that was 
reached was stricken out, and when we come to the others I 
shall move to strike them out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the amend- 
ment will proceed. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 35, on 


oe 102. 

“Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Maine to lines 23 and 24, on page 102. The 
spelling of the name is different. Which is correct? 

Mr. HALE. ‘“ Dorr,” Isuppose. I fancy it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction then will be 
made in line 24, to strike out “o” and insert ‘‘r,” so as to read, 
“Dorr.” The reading of the amendment will proceed. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 16 on 

e 103. 
a. PLATT. Lnotice on lines 15 and 16, page 103: 


The Insuranee Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $2,450. 


Isupposed it was the policy of the committee not to include the 
insurance companies’ claims. 

Mr. HALE. Lines 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19, on page 103 should 
be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to theamend- 
ment will be stated. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out lines 14 to 19, inclusive, on 
page 103, in the following words: 

On the schooner Victor, Samuel Thrasher, master, namely: 

The Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, 38,460; 

John N. A. Griswold, as trustee of the Columbian Insurance Company of 
the city of New York, #13,720. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the amendment was resumed at line 20, on page 
103, and continued to line 10, on page 104. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out lines 8, 9, and 10, on page 
104, in the following words: 

David Stewart and John E. Semmes, receivers of the Maryland Insurance 
Company, $4,666.66. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 2, on 
page 108. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out line 25, on page 107, and 
lines | and 2, on page 108, in the following words: 

David Stewart and John E. Semmes, as receivers of the Maryland Insur- 
ance Company. $11,760. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line H, on 
page 109. 

Mr. HALE. I moveto strike out lines 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, on 
page 109, in the following words: 

John Stewart, receiver of the Baltimore Insurance Company, $10,600. 

David Stewart and John E. Semmes, receivers of the Maryland Insurance 
Company, $12,200. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 7, on 
page 111. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out lines 6 and 7 on page 111, in 
the following words: 

The Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $3,528. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 14, on 
page 111. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out lines 13 and 14, on page 111, 
in the following words: 

The New Haven Insurance Company, $980. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 7, page 112. 

Mr. HALE. I move tostrike out lines 5, 6, and 7, on page 112, 
in the following words: 

T. B. Bleecker, jr.,and Charles C. Leary, receivers of the New York In- 
surance Company, $1,764. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 1, on page 


Mr. MITCHELL. I notice that the remainder of the claims 
embraced in this amendment, with one exception, commencing 
at the top of page 113 and continuing to the end of the bill, are 
claims that have never been reported from the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hardly think under the circumstances 
that they ought to be included in this bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations desired that 
there should be no discrimination in these matters. The Com- 
mittee on Claims had not, as we understood, been able to con- 
sider them all and get at them, and we took all the reportsfrom 
the court and examined them. I examined them myself, with 
the clerks, very carefully, and we only put in such claims as the 
court had allowed, giving such examination to them as I fancy 
the Senator from Oregon would have done if he had been able 
todo it. It was said thatif we only put on a portion it would 
only apply to certain claims and certain attorneys’ claims, and 
the committee thought it better to do that work itself. So it 
has put all the claims on that came up. The Senator is correct 
about it, and the matter rests very largely with him. I canonly 
assure him that the committee was very careful about it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no doubt the Senator from Maine 
has given these cases careful examination, but there is a ques- 
tion of the jurisdiction of the committeeinvolved. Idonotneed 
to remind the Senator that these very. claims were, on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine himself, on the 27th of June last, 
transferred from his committee to the Committee on Claims, 
after the Senate had prior to that date determined by adecisive 
vote that the claims belong in the first instance properly to the 
Committee on Claims. Hence, when this bill was prepared and 
these claims incorporated in the bill, the claims were not before 
the Committee on Appropriations, but they were before the 
Committee on Claims tpon the Senator's own motion. 


Mr. an The Senator sees I am not—— 
Mr. MITCHELL. It is hardly dealing fairly with the Com- 
mittee on Claims, [ think. 

Mr. HALE. I leave it largely and entirely to the Senator 
from Oregon. The Senator sees just what the situation is. [ 
know he does not want to make any discrimination. I know he 
is a very eae man. He sent down one of these old cases and we 
put thaton the bill. Then it waselaimed that the others ought 
to be in the same boat with those already on, and the committes 
did what I have suggested. But I was in favor of it and felt re- 
lieved when these claims were sent to the Committee on Claims, 
and we all felt relieved. If the Senator now, under the circum- 
stances, after what I have stated, makes that point and moves 
that these other claims be stricken out beeause he desires to ex- 
amine them himself, under the order of the Senate, I can not 
make any objection. I leave that to the Senator in his discre- 
tion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator knows that personally I have 
no desire todo it myself. It is simply a question as to my duty 
as chairman of oneof the standing committees of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Ican only say that we looked them over very 
carefully. 

Mr. MITCHELL. So far as the claim reported since is con- 
cerned, that claim was really before my committee at the time, 
and it was through a mistake of the clerk of the committee that 
we made the report. 

Mr. HALE. We put that on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Butevery one of these claims, commencing 
at the top of page 113, is by the order of the Senate, on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine, before the Committee on Claims, 
and I shall have to move to strike them out. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator thinks it worth while I shall not 
resist it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall be compelled to do it. 

Mr. HALE. I would rather the Senator would make the mo- 
tion now and save the reading. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All these items form one amendment to the 
bill IT understand. I move that all the claims commencing with 
page 113 to the end of the bill be stricken out, saving, of course, 
the appropriation at the end to cover the amount of claims to be 
retained. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not want to strike out the 
Patapsco claim? 

Mr. MITCHELL. With the exe2ption of that one claim, the 
Patapsco claim, on page 124,I move that the rest be stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. LI recognize the force of the point the Senator 
makes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Wedo not understand the motion 
of the Senator from Oregon on this side. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My motion is toeliminate from the amend- 
ment all the claims included in it, commencing at the top of page 
113, with the exception of theclaim of the Patapsco,on page 124. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator refers to the french spoliation 
claims? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; there is nothing else in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. It issimply asthe Senator stated—I do not know 
that the Senator from Arkansas heard him —that these claims 
he seeks to strike out now have not had the consideration of the 
Committee on Claims. That I do not dispute. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That committee was instructed by order 
of the Senate to consider them, and I feel it my duty for that 
reason to make this motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator excepts the Patapsco claim? 

Mr. MITCHELL. 1 do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity for reading it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. With the exception of the claim on page 
124, commencing with line 7, I move to strike out all the rest, 
| from the top of page 113. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the motion to strike out 
| extend to page 136, line 8? 

Mr. HALE. To line 6, on page 136. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There will have to be a new 
total. The total will have to be changed. 

Mr. HALE. The clerks will arrange the total. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
| amendment to the amendment, and then the Chair will recoy- 
nize the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not understand just what the Senator from 
| Oregon proposes. 
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| Mr. MITCHELL. I moveto eliminate from the amendment 


all the claims that are before our committee. 
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Mr. WHITE. The effect of that would defeat this appropria- 
tion at the present session of Congress. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would defeat the appropriation. 

Mr. WHITE. It would exclude all the claims not yet reported 
by our committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course. There are some other claims 
that should be in this bill, in which the section of country from 
which I come is very largely interested. The Indian depreda- 
tions claims—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, who has the floor? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish tointerfere with this matter—— 

Mr. PLATT. I thought I was going to have the floor, if the 
Senator from Oregon is through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had directed the 
amendment to the amendment to be stated as soon as the Senator 
from Oregon yields the floor. The amendmentto the amendment 
wiii be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the amendment of the committee 
from line 1, on page 113, down to and including line 6, on page 
136, excepting from lines 7 to 25, inclusive, on page 124 and lines 
1 to 5, inclusive, on page 125. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT] is recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. I regret that the Senator from Oregon should 
feel impelled to make this motion toamend. As I understand 
it, the claims which it is proposed now to strike out, and for 
which it is proposed to make no appropriation, stand on precisely 
the same footing as the claims which it is proposed to make ap- 
propriations for, except that they have not been reported upon 
by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL. For the simple reason, if the Senator will 
allow me a moment, that when these claims were coming up 
here at the beginning of the present session—— 

Mr. PLATT. Iam coming to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state that at this session of Congress 
a controversy arose as to what committee should have jurisdic- 
tion of these claims and the Senate after a discussion, by a very 
decided vote, determined that they should go to the Committee 
on Claims. In the mean time certain of the reports had gone to 
the Committee on Appropriations. Finally the Committee on 
Claims, late in the session, took up all the cases that were before 
the committee, as they supposed, and made a report favorably 
to the Senate, recommending that the amendments go to the 
Committee on Appropriations to be inserted in the deficiency 
bill. One case, that of the Patapsco, was omitted by the mis- 
take of my clerks, and it has been reported subsequently. 

On the 27th of June, on the motion of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], all the cases that had gone to the Appropriations 
Committee were transferred from that committee to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, the Committee on Appropriations being dis- 
charged on the motion of a member of that committee from the 
further consideration of the claims, and on his motion they were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. Now, they have been put 
in this bill by the Committee on Appropriations with the claims 
pending before the Committee on Claims, and I feel it my duty 
as chairman of that committee to insist that this ought not to 
be done until that committee has performed its duty under the 
order of the Senate, namely, reported on the claims one way or 
the other. 

Mr. PLATT. ILagree that the statement made by the Senator 
from Oregonisexactly correct. These claims, I understand, were 
reported to Congress at an earlier date than thoSe which have 
been acted upon by the Committee on Claims. They obtained 
their judgments in the Court of Claims earlier than the claims 
which it is proposed to pay because they have been acted upon 
by the Committee on Claims; but because itso happened that 
they were first sent to the Committee on Appropriations and sub- 
sequently reported hack and sent to the Committee on Claims, the 
parties who obtained the earlier judgments are not to get their 
claims paid, while those who have obtained judgments sub- 
sequently are to get their claims paid because they were referred 
to the Committee on Claims in the first instance. 

I do not wish at all to disturb any etiquette that exists be- 
tween committees here or in any way interfere with the customs 
and courtesies of the Senate, but it does seem to me that the 
parties who obtained these judgments would havesome occasion 
to complain if by reason by some action of the Senate of thissort 
which seems to have complicated the consideration of the claims 
between the two committees, parties who obtained the earlier 
judgments should be shut out and those who obtained subsequent 
judgments should come in. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is wholly mistaxen in assum- 
ing that these are earlier judgments. Some of them are earlier 
and some of them are not. 
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Oregon not to press his point of striking out these claims. Here 
are a large number of claimants whose claims do not stand cer- 
tainly in any worse light than claims which we are paying, who 
are not toreceive any ane for their claims because they 
have not been reported upon by the Committee on Claims. I do 
not suppose there is any question about the claims. They are 
just as much entitled to consideration by Congress and to be ap- 
propriated for in this bill as those we do appropriate for. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? I 
ask as a matter of factif this reference of the judgments that 
come from the Court of Claims is nota matter of form. I really 
do not know what the Committee on Claims have to do—the 
chairman of the committee perhaps could tell us—but it seems 
to me it is a mere matter of form in sending them to committees, 
and I do not see what is to be gained by the delay, unless there 
is some substantial ground for taking them off of this bill and 
sending them again to that committee. I agree entirely with 
the Senator from Connecticut that these claimants ought to be 
certainly on an equal footing with the others who have procured 
judgments and that they should be allowed to get their money 
at the same time. 

Mr. PLATT. My interest in this matter was because in look- 
ing over the claims proposed to be stricken out I recognized a 
few of the claims, two of them at any rate, as being.due and the 
judgments rendered in behalf of people who live in Connecticut 
and are my constituents. If I did not oppose any discrimination 
being made between them and other claimants in Connecticut 
who have judgments which are of no more binding authority on 

| the Government, I should not be doing my duty. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to inquire if the Senator knows 
whether there is anything substantial to be gained by a refer- 
enca of these judgments to the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know about that. I had supposed it 
was very much a matter of form anyway. I know the policy of 
Congress has been not to include claims which are brought by 
any judgments which have been obtained by insurance com- 
panies, and I supposed that about all that was to be done was to 
«ift out those claims and not report them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
me a moment, I should be glad to inquire of the Senator from 
Oregon what is the effect of the reference of all these judgments 
to the Committee on Claims? Have they rejected any of the 
judgments so far? 

Mr. MITCHELL. They have not rejected any, but a good 
many corrections have been made. The print should be ex- 
amined very carefully. There are a great many discrepancies 
between the print and the original records. We had them all 
carefully examined in the committee, as far as that is concerned. 
Under the act referring these cases to the Court of Claims, while 
the court was authorized to pass upon the law as well as the 
facts, there is a reservation in the act itself to the effect that 
their decision shall not be binding upon Congress. So they are 
not to be taken as a matter of course, but should be looked into 
by Congress. 

I am willing for the present, if this matter can be laid over, 
to proceed with other and uncontested parts of the bill. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the proposition made 
by the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam willing that my motion to amend the 
amendment shall be suspended for the present and lie over, that 
the Senate may proceed with other parts of the bill. I shall 
bring it up later on. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the Senator that he withdraw 
his motion to amend for the time being, with notice that he may 
renew it hereafter. 

Mr. PLATT. He can renew it when the bill comes into the 
Senate, if he desires. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have already stated that Iam willing the 
matter shall lie over for the present. It is not withdrawn, but 
I shall not insist upon its consideration at present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. TL suggest to the Senator that he pick out 
any one eae claim—— 

. Mr. MITCHELL. That is not the question, I will say to the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. hat is the question? 

Mr. MITCHELL. These claims have by an order of the Sen- 
ate been referred to a committee of this body, after discussion, 
and on motion of a member of the’ Committee on Appropriations 
now in charge of this bill. After that is done claims are inserted 
by the Committee on Appropriations, and by the very member 
of the committee on whose motion they were transferred to an- 
other committee. He very generously and Tar properly states 
himself that it was not in the regular order and if any objection is 





Mr. PLATT. Some of them certainly are; and therefore I | made to it he is perfectly willing that they shall go ous of the 


rose for the purpose of making an appeal to the Senator from 


bill. Now, why any other Senator should insist that the matter 
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qpodia stand, whichamounts simply to taking the subject out of 
the hands of the committee to which it was referred, I can not 
quite understand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should not want the claims to go out of 
the bill if they are just; they ought to be paid even if the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations assent to their going out. I do not 
think the Senator from Oregon wishes to delay here a year or 
two years just claims except upon substantial grounds. I know 
he is too just a man to want to leave them out simply because 

is committee have not had time to pass upon them. If I had 

en aware that the Committee on Eiaims had passed upon a 

rtion of these claims and had left the others out I should cer- 

nly have been very persistent with the Senator from Oregon 
that he should induce his committee to act upon them. 

Under the circumstances I think the Senator ought to be will- 
ing to undertake before this bill passes to indicate claims that 
he thinks ought to be left out, and then of course there would 
be no objection to leaving them out. I understand he has al- 
ready moved to exclude certain claims in behalf of insurance 
companies, and their exclusion from the bill has been assented 
to by the Committee on Appropriations. I do not believe the 
Senator from Oregon is so unjust, simply because his committee 
has not had time to deal with this subject so fully as he wishes, 
as to seek to exclude this great mass of claims from the others, 
to draw a distinction between them. I think the Senator ought 
to be willing to indicate, as he has already done in one case, the 
specific claims to be left out, and permit the others to remain in 
the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill makea proposition to the Senator from 
New Hampshire and the Senator in charge of the bill. I pre- 
sume the bill can not be completed to-day anyhow. I will pledge 
that our committee will look into these claims between now and 
Monday, and unless we find some good reasons why they should 
be stricken out I will consent that they shall remain in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. That will settle the whole matter. I was going 
to make that suggestion. There is no conflict, the Senator un- 
derstands, with this committee. Then let it be the understand- 
ing that the claims following page 112,embracing the remainder 
of the bill, are to go over until Monday norning. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Why not have the items read pro forma? 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity for that. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the necessity to take the time to read 
them? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentto the amend- 
ment will be again stated, and then the proposition made by the 
Senator from Maine will be submitted to the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. Amend the amendment by striking out all 
from and including line 1, on page 113, down to and including 
line 6, on page 136, excepting from lines 7 to 25, inclusive, on page 
124, and lines 1 to 5, inclusive, on page 125. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. the Senator from Maine sug- 
gests that the amendment of the committee be laid aside in- 
formally for the present. 

Mr. HALE. Let the motion to amend be pending. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why does that goover and not the others? 
I did not hear what the Senator from Oregon had to say. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Oregon, in the interest of ad- 
justing this matter equitably, says that between now and Mon- 
day morning he will take occasion to have his committee exam- 
ine these claims, and unless he finds some good reason for strik- 
them out he will not object to their remaining in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ILunderstand these are the claims the Com- 
mittee on Claims did not consider. 

Mr. MITCHELL. They are the claims the Committee on 
Claims have not reported upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis what I wanted to get at. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the com- | 
mittee with the amendment to the amendment will be tempo- | 
aril y laid aside in the absence of objection. The Chair hears | 
none, and that will be the order. 

Mr. HALE. On page 56, after line 24, I move to insert: 

To enable the Public Printer to pay to the estate of John C. Rives rent for 
buildings on premises of the late John C. Rives. near Bladensburg, in the 
State of Maryland, in which certain books and stereotype plates belonging 
to the Government of the United States were stored from September 1, 1878, 
to October 10, 1889, $1,333.33. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I believe I have no other amendments to offer. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the committee amendments are through 
and other amendments are in order, I should like to submit one 
from the Select Committee on Indian Depredations, and for that 
committee [ move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

aa SECRETARY. Add to the bill the following additional 
section: 


SEc. —. For payment of judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian dep- 
Teaation cases, $478,252.62, or so much thereof as may be necessary to pay 


and discharge such judgments as have been rendered against the United 
States, after the deductions required to be made under the provisions of 
section 6 of the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the adjustment and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” 
shall have been ascertained and duly certified by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior tothe Secretary of the Treasury, which certification shall be made after 
the passage of this act, and such deductions shall be made according to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, having due regard to the educa- 
tional and other necessary requirements of the tribe or tribes affected, and 
the amounts paid shall be reimbursed tothe United States at such times and 
in such proportions as the Secretary of the Interior may decide to be for the 
interests of the Indian service. ’ 


Mr.HALE. Is this amendment reported from the committes? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Itis reported from the Select Committee on 
Indian Depredations. It was submitted to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and is now properly in order. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the Senator if it is the amendment 
which I examined to see if the deductions required in section 6 
of the Indian depredation act are provided for? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Entirely so. 

Mr. HALE. There has been no change? 

Mr. PADDOCK, It is drawn exactly in consonance with the 
provisions of sections 5 and 6 of the act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the report in support of the 
amendment, which is two pages long, be printed in the RECORD. 
It was submitted by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] and 
states very clearly the grounds on which the committee recom- 
mend the adoption of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the report of the committee 
from which the amendment comes be printed in the REcorRD. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The report (submitted by Mr. SHouP July 9, 1892) is as fol- 
lows: 


The Select Committee on Indian Depredations reports an amendment to 
the general deficiency bill for the payment of Se of the Court of 
Claims in Indian depredation cases, amounting to 479,067.62, accompanied 
by the following proviso: 

‘* Provided, That any amount so paid from the Treasury of the United 
States shall remain a charge against any Indian tribe adjudged liable there- 
for,and shall be deducted from any annuity, fund, or appropriation 
which may become due from the United States to such tribe; poelded, how- 
ever, That if in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior the financiai 
condition of any tribe against whom judgment has been rendered on ac- 
count of ee committed by members of that tribe is such as to im- 
perativel emand for their support, education, or civilization the full 
amount that would be due them for interest on any fund to their credit in 
the Treas of the United States, orifin his judgment it would be injudi- 
cious immediately to use the moneys of the said Indians for the purpose of 
paying the judgment rendered against them as aforesaid, then any such 
judgment shall be reimbursed to the United States at such times and tn such 
proportions as the Secretary of the Interior may decide to be for the inter- 
ests of the Indian service.” 

A list of the claims making up the foregoing amount of %479,067.62 is con- 
tained in a communication from the Attorney-General to the Senate, dated 
July 7, 1892, being Executive Document No. 124 of the present Congress, a 
copy of which is annexed to this report. 

ese judgments have been rendered by the Court of Claims in due and 
complete accordance with the act of March 3, 1891, entitied, “An act to pro- 
vide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian depre- 
dations.”’ The subject of these claims had been many times carefully inves- 
tigated by committees of Congress. The Senate report, in pursuance of 
which the act of March 3, 1891, was adopted, was made from the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations, on May 16, 1890, is ee as Senate Report 
No. 1016, Fifty-first Congress, first session, and fully reviews the history of 
the claims. 

The law was enacted to perform the obligations of the Government in- 
curred by a stipulation contained in various acts of Congress from 1796 down 
to 1834, as follows: 


[Act of May 19, 1796, 1 U. S. Stat. at Large, 472. 


And, in the meantime, in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or de- 
stroyed, the United States guarantee to the party injured an eventual indem- 


nification. 
[Act of March 3, 1799, 1 Stat. at Large, 747.] 


And, in the meantime, in respect to the property so taken, stolen, or de- 
stroyed, the United States guarantee to the party injured an eventual indem- 
nification. 

[Act of June 30, 1834, 4 Stat. at Large, 731.] 


And,in the meantime, in respect to the Ss so taken, stolen, or de- 
stroyed, th® United States guarantee to the party so injured an eventual 


| indemnification. 


The act of March 3, 1991, passed in fulfillment of the above obligations of 


| the United States, contained carefully enacted provisions for mak proper 


defense in behalf of the United States and the Indians to all Indian depreda- 
tion claims presented to the Court of Claims in pursuance of the act, and 
all appropriations for paying the expenses of making such defense have 
been made for which the Attorney-General has asked. 

Under these circumstancos the Committee on Indian Depredations has 
not felt called upon to review or reéxamine the facts in any of the casés 
where judgment was rendered by the Court of Claims, and no appeal was 
taken to the Supreme Courtof the United States. Such a review and re- 
examination undoubtedly should take place in any case where a suggestion 
is made of fraud or error in connection with the procurement of the judg- 
ment. Nosuch case has yet appeared to the committee. 

The gross amount of the claims pending before the Court of Claims is very 
large; but this amount will, in the opinion of the committee, be reduced 
through adjudications to less than one-third of the sums nominally claimed. 
In view of all the circumstances upon which the legislation of Congress from 


| the act of May 19, 1796,down to the act of March 3, 1891, is based, the commit- 


tee believes that Congress should accept as final the judgments rendered by 
the.Court of Claims in the absence of any suggestion or charge of fraud or 
error. 

The provision contained in the act of March 3, 1891, that any amount paid 
from the Treasury of the United States shall remain a charge against any 
Indian tribe adjudged liable therefor, and shall be deducted from any an- 
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nuity, fund, or appropria 0 xh may pecome te from the United States 
6. 


such tribe, is 6 clapee appr tion recommended b 
committee, goreies, however, with cortatn 
were recom ded by the retary of t te 


tations thereof whic 
a letter to the Senate 
Of June 27, 1892, Executive Document No. 117, y-second Co $8, first 
session, and in a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
poeary of the Interior, dated June 29, 1892, copies of which are herewith ap- 
pen ea, 


the Sec- 

Mr. MITCHELL. I notice that the certifications are to be 
made ‘after thepassage of this act.” I suggest to the Senator 
from Nebraska if it would not be better to say ‘“ immediately 
after.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. [ move to amend the amendment by in- 
serting the word ‘‘ immediately” before ‘‘after.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Ore- 
gon that while I have no objection, it may be difficult to do it 
immediately after the passage of the act. I would say “as soon 
as practicable after the passage of the act.” 

Mr. HALE. I thinkit is well enough as it stands. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to change the word “after” to 
the werd ‘‘ upon.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
satisfactory, I think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The object was to require a new certifi- 
cation after the act became a law. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think we had better put in any manda- 
tory words about having it done at once. 

Mr. MITCHELL. None of these eneueoss can,be paid until 
the certification is made, and it should be made as soon as practi- 
cable from and after the passage of this act. 

M:. HALE. I have noobjection to inserting ‘as soon as prac- 
ticable.” P 

Mr. PADDOCK. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well; I move to insert “‘as soon as 
practicable” before “after,” in line 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12of the amendment, after the word 
‘*made,” insert ‘‘ as soon as practicable;” so as to read: 

ioe certification shall be made as soon as practicable after the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

Mr. PADDOCK, That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is that modification accepted? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KENNA. After line 15, on page 57, move toinsert what 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 57, after line 15, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To pay to the legal representatives or devisees of James W. Schaumberg, 
deceased, the sum of $11,165.3), being the amount found to be due him by the 
United States circuit court for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, which 
judgment was affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States, for the 
pay and emoluments of said Schaumberg as a first lieutenant of ‘oons 

rom July 1, 1836, to March 24, 1845, as heretofore found to be due to by 
the United States circuit court for the eastern district of Pennsylvania on 
the 25th day of November, 1875, after deducting such sums as may have been 
paid on account of such service; and there is hereby appropriated the sum 
of $11,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for such payment. 

Mr. KENNA. TheCommittee on Appropriations is thorough] 
familiar with the matter involved in that amendment, wei 
has been heretofore considered by the Senate, and unless there 
is objection, I do not think it necessary that I should say any- 
thing about it. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. PLATT. LIoffer the amendment which I send todhe desk, 
to come in at the end of page 50. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of page 50 it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

To enable the governor of the Territory of Oklahoma to prepare and make 
an apportionment of the said Territory into thirteen council and twenty-six 
representative districts, for the purpose of an election to be held as herein- 
after provided for, $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary :—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I feel constrained to make a point of order on 
that amendment. 
Mr. PLATT. 

to be read. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
cluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the proposed amend- 
ment, as follows: 

Provided, That at such election in said Territory of Oklahoma there shall 


‘‘Upon the passage of this act” would be 


I hope the Senator will allow the amendment 
Ibeg pardon. [thought the reading was con- 


The reading of the amendment 


be elected a Delegateto the Fifty-third Congress, members of the Second Leg- 
islative Assembly of the Territory, and county and township officers. Su 


election shall be conducted in all respects as provided by the laws of said 
Territory. 


The governor shall apportion the Territory into such council and repre- 
sentative districts as nearly as may be according to population, and shall on 
or before the Ist day of September, 1892, issue a proclamation for the holding 
of such election on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November, 
1892, set forth therein the apportionment of said Territory as aforesaid. 
And such election shall be held on the day last named, and said Second Leg- 
islative Assembly shall convene on the second Tuesday of January, 1893, as 
now provided by the laws of said Territory. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I suppose I shall not lose the right to make 
the point of order after hearing the Senator's statement. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask the Senator from Virginia to withhold 
his point of order until I can make a statement in regard to the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
to the point of order as before. 

Mr. PLATT. No provision was made by the last Logislature 
of the Territory of Oklahoma for the holding o/f subsequeat 
elections for members of the Legislature, and no provision was 
made for the holding of elections for a Delegate from that Ter- 
ritory. The organic act provided that after the election of the 
Legislative Assembly, which was authorized by that act, the 
Legislative Assembly which should then come together should 
fix the times and places for holding future elections and provide 
for them. The Legislative Assembly sed an election law, 
but it did not provide for holding any election. The condition 
of things in Oklahoma to-day is, therefore, that unless there is 
some legislation by Congress there will be no election held there 
for a Delegate to the next Congress, and there will be no election 
of another Legislative Assembly there. 

It is now late in the session, and it would seem that the only 
possible way of providing for the election of a Legislature there, 
the election of a Delegate, and the election of county officers is 
to put this provision in an A ay, 5a bill. It is manifest 
that no legislation will pass unless it be in this way 

Thisamendment provides that the governor shal: make an appor- 
tionment. The last Legislative Assembly was elected from seven 
counties only. There are now fifteen counties in the Territory. 

The point might be reached by the governor calling the old 
Legislature together; but there are two difficulties in the way 
of that. One is that there is a law which prevents the calling 
of a special session of the Legislative Assembly in a Territory 
unless an apereerseses is first made for it. We might get 
around that by providing $10,000 or so for the meeting of that 
Legislative Assembly, but the Legislative Assembly which 
would have to make an apportionment of the Territory and 
provide for this election would come from the seven counties only. 

Another objection, however, which seems to me an insupera- 
ble one—and I desire the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
to listen to this—is that that Legislature was elected for two 
years from the 5th of August. The election was oa the 5th of 
August, and the Legislature was elected for two years. Their 
term will expire either on the 5th of August next, two years 
from the time they were elected, or on the 25th of August, two 
years from the time when they took the oath of office. [ think, 
on an examination of the statute, that their term expires on the 
5th of August next. Therefore it will be impracticable to give 
the requisite notice and get that Legislature together in time. 
If that Legislature were brought together to reapportion the 
Territory and to provide for this new election, it would be a 
Legislature composed of members from seven counties only, and 
of that Legislature I think three of the members have moved 
out of the Territory; two of them at least, and probably a third; 
there is doubt about the residence of the third. Several of 
the members have moved from the counties for which they were 
elected into other counties of the Territory. So it would seem 
as if it were better that that Legislature should not be called to- 

ether. ‘ 

. Now, I am going to be very frank about this business. It has 
been said that if we allow the governor to apportion the Terri- 
tory he may make some political apportionment of it. Idesire to 
say with regard to Governor Seay—and I will call upon the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], and I should call upon the 
other Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], if he were here, to bear 
me out in whatI am going to say—that I do not believe Gov- 
ernor Seay has any such desire or will exercise any such power. 
He can not afford to do it, and he has no disposition to do it. 

The whole of this matter is, from the necessity of the case, to en- 
able the people of the Territory of Oklahoma to have a Legisla- 
ture elected and also to elect a Delegate in Congress and county 
officers. 

So far as I am concerned there has not been the slightest idea 
in the preparation of this amendment that there can be any po- 
litical advantage obtained by it for any party. 


The amendment will be subject 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator a question? | 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say one word more. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT. If there is a suspicion that there is anything | 
of a political character in this amendment, it has to go to the 
other House and go into conference, and nothing can come out 
of it whereby any political advantage will be derived from it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask the Senator for what length 
of time the county officers in Oklahoma were elected? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know thatI can answer that. I think, | 
however, two years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand—and I supposed the Senator | 
had investigated it—that some of the county officials are elected 
for a specific period pf two years, and probably some others are 
elected for two years, and until their successors are elected and 
qualify. If the Legislature is not called together, and there is 
no election held, in the case of those county officers whose terms 
expire by operation of law, the governor would have the ap- 
pointing power, I think beyond any question. The governor 
would then have devolved upon him the responsibility of filling | 
a very large number of the county offices in that Territory. 
If [am correct in my supposition that a number of these county 
officers have terms which expire, and they can not serve until 
their successors are elected or qualify, but their terms expire 
at a given time 

Mr. PLATT. That is my impression about it, but when the | 
Senator asked me the question I did not wish to say so positively | 
without examining and being better informed than I was; that, | 
however, is my impression about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would leave the appointment of. all | 
these officers in the governor of the Territory. I presume the 
law provides that in case of a vacancy the governor shall fill it, 
and probably he would have the power anyway, whether there 
is any specific law to that effect or not. 

I understand the Senator’s proposed amendment provides for 
taking a census, and then to apportion upon that census? 

Mr. PLATT. It does not provide for the taking of a census 
interms. Itprovides thatthe governor shall a as nearly 
as may be, according to the population of the Territory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Into legislative districts? 

Mr. PLATT. Into thirteen council and twenty-six legisla- 
tive districts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many counties are there now? 

Mr. PLATT. There are fifteen counties. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are there not some new counties to be 
added? 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink not. Eightcounties have been added 
under the acts which have opened new districts there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The total number of counties is fifteen. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. Eight new counties were authorized by 
the act which opened the Territory, to be marked out by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and he did it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That makes fifteen all told. 

Mr. PLATT. Fifteen all told. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the law provides for fourteen repre- 
sentative council districts? 

Mr. PLATT. Thirteen council districts and twenty-six rep- 
resentative districts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So that the counties have to be divided in 
the distribution of representatives? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. The amendment does not provide for an | 
absolute census. The proposition was that $10,000 should be ap- | 
yropriated tomakeacensus. We thought that was unnecessary, 

but that the governor should, according to his best lights, as- 
certain the population and make the apportionment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to say in reply to what the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has stated touching Governor 
Seay of the Territory of Oklahoma, that he is a gentleman of 
high character and standing, a fair-minded man, and would do 
from his standpoint as a Republican exactly what he thought 
was right, just as a Democrat of like quality and standing would | 
do from his standpoint if he were in Governor Seay’s place. I | 
do not think that Governor Seay would undertake to doanything, | 
even to gain a political advantage, that would be unblushingly 

artisan in any manner or form. I take it for granted that any 

publican governor or any Democratic governor, in the admin- | 
istration of the law, and in the division of council districts and | 
representative districts, other things being equal, if he could | 
give his own party the advantage would very naturally and very | 
properly do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Connecticut | 
[Mr. PLATT] to state a moment ago that the governor had not 
the power to reconvene the Legislature or call an extra session? 

Mr. PLATT. He has no power unless an act of Congress 
makes an appropriation for it inadvance. That is the provision 
of a general law. 











Mr. BUTLER. Could we not make an appropriation in this 


| bill then? 


Mr. PLATT. We undoubtedly could. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me that would be the more regular 
way to arrive at it. 

Mr.PLATT. Then youhave this difficulty, that youonly have 
seven counties represented in that Legislature, two of the mem- 


bers having moved out of the Territory, many of the members 
having moved from one county to another, and their terms, | 
think, expire on the 5th day of August, certainly on the 25th. 


Mr. PERKINS. They have less than thirty days to serve be- 
fore their terms absolutely lapse by operation of law. 

Mr. BUTLER. May i inquire how this condition of things 
was brought about? Whose fault is it that the Territory was 
left in this condition? 

Mr. PERKINS. As suggested by the Senator from Connecti 
cut [Mr. PLATT], it is evident now that the only way this levis 
lation can be reached is by an amendment to this appropriation 
bill. There has been, however, a bill pending in both Hous sof 
Congress providing for a general election, providing for an a»- 
portionment, and providing for the omission which occurred in 
the legislation organizing the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. BUTLER. The president of the council and the speaker 
of the house are still in existence, I infer, politically? 

Mr. PLATT. They are, but there is a question as to whether 


| one of them resides in the Territory or resides in Kansas. 


Mr. BUTLER. Iwas going to suggest that it seems to me 
that it would be better and more regular if there could be a 
board of some kind appointed. 

Mr. PLATT. If this amendment is not satisfactory, the quos- 
tion can be arranged in conference. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest, the Senator from Connecti- 
cut (Mr. PLATT] having the floor, that I understand the Senato 
from Virginia (Mr. DANIEL] intends to make a question of orde: 
Now, why should we sit here and debate on the merits of « 
question in respect to which a point of order is to be made? 
it is to be made, let it be made now. 

Mr. DANIEL. I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. My point of order is that the amendment is 
not germane to the pee appropriation bill, that it is not an 
amendment reporte by a committee 

Mr. BERRY. And it is general legislation. 

Mr. DANIEL. And it is not to carry out an existing law. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave no right to debate a question of order, 
but I desire to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatcan only be done by unan- 
imous consent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and was referred to the Coimittee on 
Appropriations, more than a day having elapsed since it was 
referred. it carries an appropriation, and, as it seems to me, is 
entirely in order. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia 
raises the point of order, as the Chair understands, that the 
amendment is not germane. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thought this was an amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Conneticut himself. A: 

Mr. HARRIS and Mr. BERRY. It is general legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was not the point. 

Mr. BERRY.’ I make the point that the amendment is gen- 
eral legislation, directly in the face of the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is made by 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] that the amendment is 
general legislation. That point is to be decided without debate, 
and the Chair will read clause 3 of Rule XVI: 

No amendment which proposes genera! legislation shall be received to any 
general ee bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or rele 
vant to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any 
amendment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not 
directly relate thereto; and all questions ofrelevancy of amendments under 


th rule, when raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided with- 
out debate. 





The point made by the Senator from Arkansas, that this amend- 
ment is general legislation, and therefore within the prohibition 
of the rule that no amendment which proposes géneral legisla- 
tion shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the Chair 
thinks well taken. 

Mr. PLATT. ThenI beg to appeal from the decision of the 


Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. An appeal is taken from the 
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decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to be heard on the appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecti- 





cut. 

Mr. PLATT. This question has been decided over and over 
again, and it has always been decided that an amendment in 
this form, making an appropriation and coupling therewith con- 
ditions relating to the expenditure of money so ap ropriated, 
was in order. One remarkable instance, which wi t be readily 
recalled to the minds of Senators, was the putting of what was 
known as the subsidy measure upon the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. The point was then debated by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] as showing that it was in order, and it was 
overwhelmingly voted by the Senate to be in order. This isa 
ease on all-fours with that case. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, there is in our history an ex- 
act precedent for this condition of things. The organic act which 
created the Territory of Oklahoma gave to the governor the right 
todivide the Territory into legislative districts, and to apportion 
a certain number of councilmen and representatives thereto. 
That duty discharged, the act further provided, if I remember 
rightly, that the Legislative Assembly elected under that appor- 
tionment should proceed to apportion the Territory legislatively. 
That Legislative Assembly omitted to discharge that duty. 
In 1864, when the Territory of Montana was created, it was pro- 
vided b; its organic act that the governor should divide the Ter- 
ritory into assembly and council districts, and should apportion 
thirteen councilmen and twenty-six representatives to thos2 va- 
rious districts; which he proceeded to do. ’ 

The act provided that that first Legislative Assembly elected 
under that apportionment should apportion the Territory into 
legislative districts, and assign to itthe representatives and coun- 
ci men, or senators, interchangeably, as the term might be used, 
to the several districts thus created. 

As in the case of Oklahoma, the First Territorial Legislature 
of Montana omitted to discharge that duty which was devolved 
upon it by the Congress of the United States. Having omitted 
it, a question arose whether the legislative apportionment of 
the governor continued or not. It was debated in courts and 
other places, and it was adjudged that it was not within the 
competency of the governor to make a new apportionment, that 
the apportionment which he was authorized to make for the 
first Legislative Assembly expired with the Legislatures which 
wes authorized to be elected under it, and that the omission of 
the duty by the First Legislative Assembly caused the legisla- 
tive functions of that Territory to lapse. 

The gentlemen composing the First Legislative Assembly as- 
sembled at various times and assumed to enact laws, which were 
submitted to the courts, and were adjudged to be invalid. Mat- 
ters continued in that shapes for a numberof years—two or three 
years, I may say—and grat confusion occurred and great threat 
to property resulted from the controversy which was going on, 
the executive refusing to acknowledge the validity of the deter- 
minations of the courts until the id day of March, 1867, when 
Congress passed, and the President approved, an act which is 
found in the fourteenth volume of the United States Statutes at 
Large, on page 426, which, so far as it affects this matter, pro- 
vides in section 5: 

That for the purpose of reviving legislative functions of the Territory of 
Montana, which have been adjudged therein to have lapsed, the governor 
of said Territory be, and he is hereby, authorized— 

Practically the same as in the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PLATT. As far as that is concerned, it has been done in 
Montana and almost all the Territories. . 

Mr. HARRIS. This amendment does contain an appropria- 
tion of $1,000. It says: 

To enable the governor of the Territory of Oklahoma to prepare and 
make an apportionment of the said Territory into thirteen council and 
twenty-six representative districts. for the purposes of an election to be held 
as hereinafter provided for, 31,000. or so much thereof as may be necessary: 
Provided, That at such election in said Territory of Oklahoma there shall 
be elected a Delegate to the Fifty-third Congress, members of the Second 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory, and county and township officers. 
Such election shall be conducted in all respects as provided by the laws of 
said Territory. 

The governor shall apportion the Territory into such couacil and repre- 
sentative districts as nearly as may be according to population, etc. 

If this amendment is not general legislation Ido not think the 
ingenuity of the human brain could devise one that does contain 
genera! legislation. 

Mr. PLATT. 
general legislation? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is general legislation by reason of requir- 
ing that they shall elect a delegate to the Fifty-third ae 
it is general legislation in requiring that the governor shall ap- 
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in what respect does the Senator think it is | 
| timated for by the Department by any regular estimate. 


JULY 16, 


portion the Territory; and itis general legislation in the various 
requirements which are contained in the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I think by law of Congress these officers are to 
be elected, and there is no time for their election. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator had shaped his amendment so 
as to appropriate ‘‘ $1,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary 
to carry out the acts of the Territorial Legislature,” I should not 
insist upon the point of order asI now do. But in the form this 
amendment is put it is general legislation in various respects, 
and falls under the third paragraph of Rule XVI. 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not wish at this time to add anything to 
that which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] has said 
in regard to this matter, except to say that if by simply putting 
an appropriation in an Proms it is taken out from under 
the rule, then the rule is an absurdity, because on any kind of 
general legislation it would be easy to attach an appropriation. 
It seems to me that if the rule ever did apply to any case what- 
ever it applies to this, and it is impossible for any man to read it 
and say it is not general legislation of the most pronounced char- 


acter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgmentofthe Senate? [Putting 
the ered, The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. PLATT. I cal! for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A division is called for. 

Mr. BERRY. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I was about to suggest that I 
shall at sometime desire a vote upon this amendment, which 
will probably call for the yeas and nays. Evidently no quorum 
is present here now. Therefore, with the unanimous consent of 
the Senate, I shall waive the whole matter until the bill is re- 
ported to the Senate when we shall have a fuller attendance 
than we have at present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let me suggest to the Senator from Connec- 
ticut that he withdraw the amendment until the bill shall be 
reported to the Senate. 

r. PLATT. That is what I undertook to say, that with the 
consent of the Senate I will withdraw the amendment for the 
present, with the understanding that I shall offer it when the 
bill shall be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course the Senator will have the right to 
do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Chair understand the 
Senator from Connecticut to suggest that there was no quorum 

resent: 
: Mr. PLATT. I did not make that suggestion formally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There may not be with pairs 
a voting quorum present. The Chair will not direct a call of 
the Senate. Did the Chair understand the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to ask for the yeas and nays on the appeal from the deci- 
sion of the Clair? 

Mr. BERRY. The appeal has be2n withdrawn by the Senator 
from Connecticut, as I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Connecticut to withdraw the appeal from the deci- 
sion of the Chair? 

Mr. PLATT. I do for the reason I have stated. 
the amendment hereafter. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 32, after line 10, it is proposed to 
insert: 


I shall offer 


For reimbursing to Charles C. Carpenter, a captain in the Navy, pilotage 
charges accruing in the year 1883, $111.60. 


Mr. HALE. Is that certified? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is approved by the Department? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
reported. 

‘The amendment was again read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was that estimated for and reported as a 
deficiency? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was not; but I have quite a bundle of 
papers here from the Navy Department in reference to this 
charge, and it is quite clear that the Department believes reim- 
bursement should be made. 

Mr. HALE. I understood the Senator from New Hampshire 
to say that the claim was estimated for by the Department. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not mean to say that it had been es- 
I meant 
to say that the Department approved the reimbursement as will 
be seen by letters of the Secretary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That makes a very excellent claim, but I 





1892. 


suggest to the Senator in charge that if claims of this character 
are going to he put on this bill, we mav as well let all private 
claims be put on, and be done with then. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The amendment is subject to the point of 
order, of course, if any Senator desirestomakeit. Itisundoubt- 
edly a claim because it was a pilotage charge paid by the De- 

rtment and charged to this officer, which they now think should 
[ reimbursed to him. I do not think under any fair construc- 
tion of the rules governing the Senate, it should be treated as a 
private claim. I will submit the papers in the case tothe Com- | 
mittee on Appropriations so that they may see whether they de- 
sire to insist upon the amendment in conference, I will ask the 
Senator to allow the amendment to be adopted in order that it 
may be examined by the conferees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave tooffer an amendment to come in | 


under the head of ‘‘ State Department,” on page 3, after line 4, 
to read as follows: 


Wharf and roadway as means of approach to Wakefield: Ten thousand 
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The SECRETARY. On page 3, after line 4, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 
That the sum of #200 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 





| money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and that the same be 


paid to George C. Tanner, late consul at Verviers and Liege, for rent of 
rooms, paid by him. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I offer an amendment to come in on page 136, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 136, line 11, after the word “kin,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘or those entitled under the wills of the 
original sufferers or the wills of those who take thereunder;” 
and after the word “to” to insert ‘ voluntary assignees or to;” 
and after the word “kin,” at the end of line 15, to insert ‘‘ or 
legatees as aforesaid;” so as to read: 

Provided, That in all cases where the original sufferers were adjudicated 
bankrupts the awards shall be made on behalf of the next of kin or those 
entitled under the wills of the original sufferers or the wills of those who 


take thereunder, instead of to voluntary assignees or to assignees in bank- 
ruptcy, and the awards in the cases of individual claimants shall not be paid 





dollars to construct a wharf and roadway as a means of approach to the 
monument to be erected at Wakefield, Va., to mark the birthplace of George 
Washington, the said sum to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of State, 


Mr.HALE. The Senator should have offered that as an amend- 
mend to the sundry civil appropriation bill. It is certainly not 
a deficiency item. 


Mr. DANIEL. If there is objection to the amendment, I can | 


not maintain it in a perliamentary sense, but it is a matter, if the 
Senate will indulge me for a moment, which has been hitching 
here for a number of years, and the building of a monument at 
Wakefield, the birthplace of Gen. Washington, has been delayed 
by lack of wharfage for the purpose of delivering material. 

The President of the United States, Mr. Arthur; the Secretary 
of State, Mr. Frelinghuysen; another Secretary of State, Mr. 
Evarts, and “ol. Thomas Lincoln Casey, of the Corps of Engi- 
neers, have looked thoroughly over this matter, and this pro- 
posed amendment is in accordance with the recommendation of 
Col, Casey. 

The monument was provided for, first, by the act approved 
June 14, 1879, and second, by the act of February 26, 1881, appro- 
priatiznz $30,000. The Secretary of State has been delayed in the 
completion of this monument by the cost of the delivery of ma- 
terials which would have consumed all of the appropriation. 
It a matter so just and so appropriate that I hope the Senator in 
charge of the bill will make no objection to its entry here. 

Mr. HALE. I regret very much to have to interpose the 

int of order on the amendment, but after the admonition of the 

senator from Missouri{Mr. COCKRELL] I am compelled to do so. 
This is not a proper deficiency, of course, and the Senator him- 
self does not claim that itis. I should be glad to help the Sen- 
ator with the monument, but this is not the place to get an ap- 
propriation for that purpose. 
r. DANIEL. I do not understand the Senator from Maine | 
to object. He is merely making some critical remarks. I ac- | 
knowledge the potency of his criticism, but_I hope he has no in- 





Mr. HALE. I amconstrained to make the point of order. 


until the Court of Claims shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the personal representatives on whose behalf the award is made represents 
the next of kin, or legatees as aforesaid, and the courts which granted the 
administrations, respectively, shall have certified that the legal representa- 
tives have given adequate security for the legal disbursement of the awards. 

Mr. HIGGINS. The reason for this amendment arises out of 
the fact that the absence of the words I have now suggested, by 
way of amendment to a provision identical with this in the ap- 
ppropriation bill of last Congress, has resulted in considerable 
| legislation, and these words are necessary to make clear the 
meaning with which that proviso was inserted originally. The 
object of the proviso on page 136 in regard to the French spoli- 
ation claims was that the sums appropriated should not be di- 
verted from the original sufferers or their next of kin, or persons 
who took under their wills, by reason of their having become 
bankrupts or through voluntary assignments. 

The amendment to the former appropriation bill made proper 
provision for next of kin, but it did not for those who might 
take under wills. It alsoexcluded assignees in bankruptcy but 
it did not exclude voluntary assignees. It is in these two re- 
spects that this proposed amendment will cure the original de- 
fect. 

Mr. HARRIS. Where will the amendment come in? 

Mr. HIGGINS. On page 136, line 11. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Delaware propose that 
as an amendment to that part of the bill making appropriations 
to pay the French spoliation claims. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Itisan amendment tothe committee's amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS. But by a consent agreement all that part of 
the bill goes over until Monday next, as I understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
this is not the partof the amendment that goesover. Theques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Delaware to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


to come in on page 133, after line 16. I yield, however, for the 


tention of objecting. | Mr. PERKINS. I have anamendment which I desire to offer, 
| 


Mr. DANIEL. I admitthe propriety of the point of order. 


purpose of allowing the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1GcrIns] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir- | to make a report from a committee. 


ginia insist upon his amendment? 


Mr. DANIEL. I acknowledge the propriety of the point of | 


order, if it is insisted upon. 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 


The PRESIDING oO ‘FICER. The Chair understands the } bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6891 } authorizing the 


Senator from Virginia to withdraw his amendment. 
Mr. DANIEL. Now, Mr. President, I move to insert at the 


lace where the other amendment would have gone if it had | 


en adopted, the following: 
That the sum of #200 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and that the same be | 
paid to George C. Tanner, late consul at Verviers and Liege, for rent of 


rooms paid by him. 


I will state that there is a report here from the Committee on 
Claims showing that this amendment is in accordance with the 
recommendation of the State Department. it is a deficiency, 
and therefore is now in order. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly this is a deficiency and in order, if 
it comes from a Department or has been reported from a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DANIEL. It isreported by acommittee, andI will briefly 
state what the Departm=nt say about it. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator need not do that; I do not make the 

point of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. I will merely say that it was rec- 
ommended by the late Secretary of State, Mr. Frelinghuysen. 


ayment of a certificate of indebtedness of the District of Co- 
| lumbia, No. 4987, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2142) for the relief of M. S. Helman, of Can- 

| yon City, Oregon, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 
Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims. to whom was re- 
| ferred the bill (S. 3115) for the relief of Clement Reeves, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8537) relating to the limita- 
tion of the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics em- 
ployed upon the public works of the United States and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President. it is now twenty minutes after 
5 o’clock on Saturday evening. It has alreaGy been agreed that 
the appropriation bill shall go over until Monday. I ask that it 
may be informally laid aside and that the Senate may complete 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- | the consideration of Order of Business 903, being House bil! 4667, 


ported 


the bill having been read this morning and would have been 
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passed, I think, in about two minutes, but for the time arriving 
when the appropriation bill had to be taken up. I ask unani- 
mous consent to consider and dispose of the bill at this time. 

Mr. PERKINS. So far as I personally concerned J am 
very willing that my amendment shall be deferred until Monday 
morning, if it meets the approval of the Committee on Appro- 

riations. 
, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks that the appropriation bill may be informally laid aside for 
the purpose of taking up the bill referred to by him. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the Senate, as in Com- 
tnittee of the Whole, resumes the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4667) to incorporate the Maryland and Washingten Railway 
Company. 

Mr. BLACKBURN . That is upon the understanding that the 
appropriation bill which has been under consideration is in- 
fo ly laid aside until Monday? 

Mr. HARRIS. Unmistakably. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been done by unani- 
mous consent. The bill taken up as requested by the Senator 
from Tennessee will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been read, and the pending question 
when we passed from its consideration was on the amendment of 
the Senator from Montana (Mr. SANDERS). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 

ported. , 
. Mr. HARRIS. The amendment has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, then, ison the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Montana [Mr. SAN- 
DERS], which has been read. 

Mr.PLATT. I understood the Senator from Montana to say 
when the bill was under consideration that he proposed to with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator ison the floor and will answer 
for himself. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, when I was interrupted in 
this matter I was saying that it seemed to me there had beena 
remissness in legislation of this character, which I characterized 
by a word so severe that I will withdraw it. But the amend- 
ment which I have introduced contemplates a sharp, a short, 
and a decisive change in all legislation touching such enter- 
eee as are concerned in this bill, the creation of an improved 

Lighway. 

If any citizen of the United States should put a saw log across 
the highway, and it should be found out, he would be hauled up 
before the police court and put into jail; and there is where he 
would rightly belong. If a capitalist, or a financial buccaneer 
without capital, puts an obstruction in a highway in the shape 
of a mortgage upon the improvements by which the public tray- 
els, he is rewarded by a present from the public of a large sum 
of money. 

This amendment proceeds upon the hypothesis that highways 
are public property, that they belong to the public, that whether 
it be a 2-foot buffalo trail or the improved one of a four-track 
railroad, still they belong to the public, and there is no rightof 
any man, or woman, or child, or corporation of and concerning 
them, except to do the public carriage in an orderly way, and to 
receive for it a reasonable compensation for such sums of money 
as they have actually put into it. 

This is a great question, and my amendment presents it ina 
very small place. I introduce the amendment upon this bill be- 
cause the bill itself is a step in the direction which I desire. It 
dares to face this question and to provide that the obstructions 
upon the highway contemplated here shall not be very much 
larger than are necessary for the creation of it. The apology 
is made in this bill that the obstruction shall be small. 

Now, I deny, I deny utterly, and I deny with whatsoever em- 
phasis English speech can give, the right gf any human being to 
place upon astreet railroad or any other road or any other 
instrumentality for the carriage of men or goodsor news any toll 
except that which is a just and fair compensation for its crea- 
tion. 

I say that the crime of the last half of the nineteenth century 
is and has been the permission of people to obstruct the avenues 
of commerce by and encumbering them with unlimtted securi- 
ties upon which, when they get into the hands of innocent hold- 
ers, there is an equitable plea that they ought to pay a reasona- 
ble amount of interest or a reasonable dividend. 

| did say to the Senator who reported this bill that in consid- 
eration of the great progress which it makes in the right direc- 
tion, the opening of a door to the right result, it was my pur 
to withdraw the amendment; and I do withraw it. Taating 
over this bill, however, and contemplating the evils which it 


concedes, to which it bows, and to which it sends in its flag of | 


surrender, upon mature consideration, I am constrained to offer 
another amendment, which I will send to the Secretary’s desk. 
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My rap endment is to that part of the bill which pro- 
vides that the citizens who travel along the highway, who pat- 
ronize it, shall only pay a reasonable interest upon what it act- 
ually cost and a reasonable interest upon 10 per cent more, for 
that is the provision of the bill. 

The bill is a ay per cent better than the average bills 
of that character, but I wish to say with reference to it that I 
cordially approve of that proposition, and I am _ well satisfied 
that there is some misprint in the bill. I am well satisfied that 
somewhere from the time that it was first conceived by its 
author down to the time it was presented in this Senate, that 
at least one line has been left out of it, and that is the line which 
I propose to restore by the amendment which I now offer, which 
I ask to have read. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish to say here that it is im- 
possible to finish the appropriation bill to-night, and I shall call 
it up on onday morning after the routine business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment of the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 12, line 5, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” it is proposed to insert: 

— said 10 percent of stock shall be the property of the District of Colum- 

a. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SANDERS. That erables me to say, Mr. President, that 
the provision of law that there shall be issued of the capital stock 
of this corporation 10 per cent in excess of what it costs is right. 
Let the capital stock which is issued be sold for par, let the peo- 
ple who want to own that railroad put their money in it, and let 
us issue stock 10 per cent in excess of the moneys they put into 
it, and put that 10 per cent of stock into the hands of the public, 
so that the public may know what is the manipulation of that 
corporation and what attempts are made to deceive the public or 
to befog them, so that there will always exist in the District of 
Columbia the right to bring that corporation into court asa 
stockholder and inguire what it is doing to add to the burdens 
of the public in traveling over that road. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. 8S ERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether the Senator would advocate 
this proposition as a general rule for legislators to observe when 
they create corporations; first, to allow the stock issued to rep- 
resent the cost of the construction, and then 10 per cent more to 
be held by the State or ae creating the corporation, 
so that the State or municipality would always have about 10 
per cent in all the stock corporations created by it? ° 

Mr. COCKRELL. That ought to be a general law and appli- 
cable to all of them. 

Mr.SANDERS. Every corporation which by common lew 
fulfills a public function, such as a common carrier, is a public 
officer; by the common law, telegraph companies, telephone 
companies, street-railroad companies, and railroad and canal com- 
panies are all public officers, and I say that in every such corpora- 
tion to whom Sppropeiately may be given the exercise of the 
right of eminent domain there ought to be a certain per cent of 
the stock in the hands of the State which creates it, or the au- 
os power that creates it, with interest in it to the end 
that there may be no concealment of its transactions and no 
frauds perpetrated upon the public. Therefore I answer the 
question of the Senator in the affirmative. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That it should be a donation? 

Mr. SANDERS. No donation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator proposes to have the State 
or municipality put in the money or something representing the 
money? 

Mr. SANDERS. I do not propose to have them put in the 
money. The franchise itself is of value. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield? 

Mr. SANDERS. I do. 

Mr. PEFFER. If it is a good thing that the publicshall have 
10 ed cent interest in corporations, would it not be a better thing 
to have the Government own 100 per cent? 

Mr. SANDERS. The question addressed to me opens a little 
wider range of inguiry than I had proposed to enter upon, but I 
am fYee, having reflected upon this matter considerably, to say 
to the Senator from Kansas that in my judgment there is never 
going to be social repese among the people of the United States, 
intelligent or ignorant, until every avenue of commerce is theirs 
without the intervention of financial pirates or economic buc- 
caneers who can saddle the expenses of these great avenues of 
commerce upon any community which they choose—men with- 
out a dollar themselves, but controlling millions and hundreds 
of millions of dollars by reason of some particular and personal 
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advantage which they have gained in the manipulation of large 
corporations. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Montana allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. SANDERS. I will. 

Mr. HARRIS. Some six or eight years ago, after experience 
of some years on the District Committee, Tthink I may lay claim 
to have been the first man who demanded and required the esti- 
mates of competent engineers to show exactly what the cost of 
the construction and equipment of proposed street railroads 


would amount to; and I then and there and have since adhered | 


to the idea of limiting the right of such corporationsin the issue 
of stock or bonds to not exceeding 10 per cent above the actual 
cost of construction and equipment. This bill contains that 
provision. When you come to put in actual operation one of 
these enterprises the cost more often exceeds the allowance of 
a margin of 10 per cent than it falls belowit. Itissafe. I sim- 
oly wish to submit that suggestion to the Senator in order that 
ne may determine how far he will insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, if I have not made entirely 
plain my approval of this bill beyond all other bills which I have 
seen in the Senate since I have been here, I have used the Eng- 
lish language in a very mistaken way. 

But the Senator himself lays down a proposition perfectly 
just, which no individual can dispute; and yet it is proposed to 
add 10 per cent more than the cost to the amount of securities 
which this railroad company shall hold. 

I know what the argument for that is. It is that anybody 
who goes into a contract expects to make at least 10 per cent 
profit; but I hold, inasmuch as it is true, as the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] by his interrogatory intimated that this 
is a public highway, and that the only claim anybody can have 
in it is a reasonable interest upon what they are compelled nec- 
essarily to put into it for construction, that we are guilty of a 
crime if we allow 10 per cent to be added to this and for all com- 
ing time make the people who travel over this road pay interest 
on that account. 

I believe myself it is much better to allow this stock toexceed 
by 10 per cent the amount the road will cost and then have it in 
such shape that the District of Columbia can always a rasa 
stockholder, for it is not merely the watering of stock by which 
the public is burdened, but it is oxorbitant salaries of officials 
and exorbitant pay of employés,and all manner of deceit and 
fraud whereby, inasmuch as nobody is interested except the en- 
tire public, no one individual takes hold of it. If the District of 
Columbia owns 10 per cent of this capital stock, it can always 
say, ‘‘I am a stockholder, and if you conceal from me what as 
one of the owners of that stock I have a right to know, I can 
make you come into court and expose the conduct of this great 
corporation.” 

It is a good time to begin just now when the guns are sound- 
ing in our ears, when we know there is a good deal of wild and 
loose thinking, but when no sensible man can forget that under- 
lying it all there is a certain amount of absolute justice and 
right here and now on this proposition. There can not be a 
particle of doubt that the public sentiment is most profoundly 
stirred. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. SANDERS. Ido. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to make a mo- 
tion to adjourn? 

Mr. SANDERS. I will. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will withdraw the motion if the Senator 
can secure a vote on his bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon with- | 


draws the motion. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to give notice that I shall ask for | 


about one minute's executive sesssion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana | 
[Mr. SANDERS] h»s withdrawn the amendment he previously of- | 


fered, and offers ancther, which has been stated to the Senate. 
The question isontheamendment. [Putting the question.] The 
noes appear to have it. 

Mr. SANDERS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS, That strikes me as a little singular, but I be- 
lieve I will not state why. Iam profoundly astonished however, 
and still will not state why. Let the bill go over, if the Senator 
calls for the yeas and nays, because he and I both know what the 
result of a call of the yeas and nays will be. 
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| 
Mr.CALL. Mr. President—— 
| Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator to yield to me. 
Mr. SANDERS. I think Iam entitled to a word of personal 
explanation. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 


ISSUANCE OF FLORIDA LAND PATENTS. 


Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous cpnsent that Senate bill 2420, 
Order of Business 957, may be taken up. It will require nothing 
but the reading of the bill. Itis a billof very great importance. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Floridaasks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, the title of 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S.2420) to require patents to be 
issued to land actually settled under the act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
provide for the armed occupation and settlementof the unsettled 
part of the peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842. 

Mr. ALLISON. What became of the bill which was under 
consideration a moment ago? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the request of the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] it went over. Is there objection 
to the request of the Senator from Florida for the consideration 
of the bill the title of which has been read? 

-Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to object to any bill, but this 
is certainly an important bill, and may affect int2rests which we 
know nothing about. Iwill ask the Senator if the bill is the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Publie Lands? 

Mr. CALL. It is the unanimous report of the committee. It 
can not affect anybody in the world except people who have been 
twenty years in possession under the ‘armed oceupation act” 
of Congress. The bill proposes to require proof of that fact to 
be made to the Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It there any written report accompanying 
the bill? 

Mr.CALL. There is. The bill can not possibly affect any 
human being injuriously. It confirms land upon which the par- 
ties settled under the “armed occupation act” may years ago, 
and have been twenty years continuously in possession, which 
gives title everywhere else, and only gives them as against the 
United States the right to this patent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
sent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the report read, or a 
brief statement of the report made. I do not wish to object to 
the bill, but it seams to me a little curious that this matter has 
been lying so long unless there is some adverse interest some- 
where. 

Mr. CALL. Thereis no adverse interest, I assure the Sen- 
ator. I never heard of an adverse interest against parties twenty 
years in peaceable possession. 

I will state to the Senator that the people for whose relief this 
bill is intended settled upon this land many yearsago. A set- 
tlement and occupation where there was no sale or transfer has 
always been regarded as satisfactory. The time has now passed: 
the same people or their assignees are in possession, and they 
ask for the original title, which is of nual here, showing sot- 
tlement under the “ armed occupationact” upon 160 acres within 
the limits prescribed in that act. They ask that that fact shall 
be considered as proof of original occupation and technical proof 
required by the law. The war has occurred, the records have 
been destroyed, and these people are in possession of this land 
without any muniments of title except proof of the original ap- 
plication and original settlement. That is the whole of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the words 
‘* shall be,” to strike out ‘“‘and are hereby granted” and insert 
| ‘*issued;” in line 6, after the words “ part of,” to strike out “‘ of ” 
where it occurs the second time; in line 9, before the word “ per- 
son,” to strike out ‘‘same;”’ in the same line, after the word “ per- 
son,” to insert ‘‘who actually settled thereon;” and in line 11, 
| after the word ‘“‘land,” to strike out “is claimed,” and insert 
‘under said act has been derived;” so as to make the section 
read: 

That patents shall be issued to the persons in possession and occupation of 
all land settled upon under the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the armed 

a. and settlement of the unsettled part of the peninsula of East 
| Florida,’’ approved on the 4th of August, A. D. 1842, where the land has been 


| in the occupation and possession of the person who actually settled thereon, 
or his predecessors, from whom a right of possession to said land under said 
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act has been derived for the period of twenty years next preceding the ap- 
proval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after the word 
‘*'That,” to insert “‘ proof of:” in the same line, after the word 
‘*the,” to strike out ‘‘ possessions” and insert ‘ possession;” in 
line 2, after the words ** twenty years, and,” to strike out ‘‘ proof; ” 
and in line 4, after the word ‘' conclusive,” to strike out ‘‘ proof; ” 
so as to make the section read: 

Src, 3. That proof of the possession and occupation of said land for the 
period of twenty years, and of the {act of application for settlement under 
the said act of Congress, shall be held to be conclusive, as against the United 
States, of settlement under the said act of Congress, and of compliance with 
all the requirements of said act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, after the word 
“ali,” to strike out ‘‘ acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act are hareby repealed,” and insert: 


Persons claiming the benefit of this act shall be required to make the 
proof required herein within two years from the date of its approval, before 
the officers who are authorized to take similar proofs under the homes 
laws; and the requirements of these laws, as to notice, contests, appeals, 
and the course of procedure, shall, wherever they are applicable, apply to 
all cases arising under this act. 

So as to make the section read: 


Sxc. 4. That all persons claiming the benefit of this act shall be required 
to make the proof required herein within two years of the date of its ap- 
proval, before the officers who are authorized to take similar proofs under 
the homestead laws; and the requirements of these laws as to notice, cone 
tests, appeals, and the course of procedure shall, whenever they are appli- 
cable, apply to all cases arising under this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. SANDERS. IthinkIloughttosay with reference to House 
bill 4667, to incorporate the Maryland and Washington Railway 
Company, which has been laid over until Monday, after offering 
an amendment this afternoon, of the inherent justice of which I 
have no doubt, and the imperative necessity of which is equall 
apparent, [ was so gratified by the reading of that bill that 
made up my mind to withdraw my amendment and to permit a 
possible excess of what that highway would cost, amounting to 
no more than 10 per cent. I considered that a step in the right 
direction, and I said to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HarR- 
RIS], who reported the bill, that I would withdraw that amend- 
ment. 

Reflecting upon the matter, and believing that the condition 
of affairs was one that should not be compromised with or yielded 
to in any shape or form, it seemed to me perfectly appropriate 
that while that amendment might be withdrawn another amend- 
ment would make that bill more useful than it would have been 
provided my amendment had been adopted. Therefore I of- 
fered it. 

I believe this Senate dare not face the public judgment on a 
proposition that it is competent for a man who has got money to 
obstruct the public highway beyond the imperative needs of the 

yublic itself. I believe furthermore that the interest of the pub- 

fic in these highways, while it ought to be absolute and com- 
plete, may very usefully be partial, and therefore I offered the 
amendment which I did. 

I should be glad to yield to the Senator from Tennessee; I know 
all his service in this body and elsewhere; but so long as I rep- 
resent a State, the opinion of whose people upon this subject 
knows no wavering and who are absolutely unanimous, I can not 
consent to withdraw the amendment which I offered nor yet to 
withdraw my application for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr.HARRIS. Mr. President, there isno man on this floor who 
yields more readily or recognizes more emphatically than I the 
right of every Senator to offer legitimate amendments to any 
pending measure. I have never objected toamendments offered 
by the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] or any other Sen- 
ator to any bill which I chanced to have in charge. The Sena- 
ior offered an amendment this morning after the bill was read 
which led to some little debate. In the mean time the hour of 2 
o'clock arrived, and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] called 
up the appropriation bill. I asked unanimous consent of the 
Senate to cons that bill informally laid aside and that I should 
be given ten minutes for the completion of the bill then under 
consideration, the amendmentof the Senator from Montana being 
the pending question. He had a perfect right toofferit; he had 
a perfect right to have a vote of the Senate upon it, and all that 
I desired was that he should have a vote of the Senate upon it 
and have the question determined. 

I have no more interest in the bill which I was representing 
here than any other Senator upon this floor, but it wasmade my 





duty by one of the committees to which I belong to report eT 
had reported it and asked the Senate to consider it. The Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] objected to the informal laying 
aside of the appropriation bill, and the billI had in charge went 
over. 

The Senator from Montana came to me; I did not go to him. 
I recognize his right to offer and his right to press his amend- 
ment. He came to me across the Chamber and told me that he 
was on the floor for the purpose of withdrawing his amendment 
and letting the consideration of the bill be completed. I said I 
was very much obliged, and that I intended to allow the appro- 
priation bill to proceed until a late hour and then to ask the com- 
pletion of the consideration of the bill which I had asked the 
consideration of previously. I notified the Senator that I should 
call it up in the course of the evening in order that he might be 
present to press or withdraw his amendment. Hewas here. I 
understood that he did withdraw that amendment. He offered 
another. To that I have no objection; he had a perfect right to 
do so; but he knew, as I knew, that upon a roll call there was no 
voting quorum in the Senate. So when he had volunteered to 
come across the Chamber to inform me that he would withdraw 
his amendment and approve the bill, that he would allow it to 
pass, and then interposed the demand for the yeas and nays upon 
an amendment which he knew must carry the bill over, I confess 
that I felt somewhat irritated, and I perhaps used language more 
harsh to the Senator than was entirely legitimate under the 
rules of the Senate. But those are the facts of the case. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before putting the motion, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
is the bill (H. R. 2728) fixing the compensation of United States 
district attorneys, and for other purposes, The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Connecticut that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spentin 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 18, 
1892, at 12 o'clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 16, 1892. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Bertrand Rhine, of Independence, Cal., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Independence, Cal 
Elmer E. Johnson, of Alamosa, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Del Norte, Colo. 
Thomas J. Sherwood, of nes Cal., to. be receiver of 
public moneys at Marysville, Cal. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Frank W. Boggs, of Neligh, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at Neligh, Nebr. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Second Lieut. Eli K. Cole, United States Marine Corps, to be 
a first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Theodore P. Kane, United States Marine Corps, 
to be a first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Lewis C. Lucas, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant. 

Assistant Paymaster John A. Mudd, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 

Assistant Paymaster Willis B. Wilcox, to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 

Assistant Paymaster Edwin B. Webster, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 16, 1892. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. 
CUTHBERT, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 6091) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River 
at or near Knoxville, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House insist, and agree to a conference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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CHANGE OF MOTIVE POWER ON STREET RAILROADS IN THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 108) extending the time in which certain street railroads 
compelled by act of Congress, approved August 6, 1890, to change 
their motive power from horse power to mechanical power, for 
one year. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 
cur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to ask some questions about this bill. 

Mr. HEARD. I would say to the gentleman that I have not 
had time to examine the Senate amendment, and I would say to 
him further that when the conference report is made there will 
be a full explanation of every amendment of both House and 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to dispose of the bill at this 
time. The Clerk will report the Senate amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines from 7 to 13, inclusive, and insert: ‘So fast as the cars 
now building are equipped with storage batteries they shall be placed on the 
road: And provided further, That pending the change, the present equipment 
shall be put, kept, and maintained in good condition.” 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 
cur in the Senate amendment and agree to a conference. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker, I 
want to ask the gentleman from Missouri a few questions: First, 
is not this the bill extending the time of the Metropolitan Rail- 
road Company one year longer to equip their line of street cars 
with storage batteries? 

Mr. HEARD. It is. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Has not the Senate stricken out the 
amendment which was inserted in the House, giving that com- 
pany the right to use the overhead system of trolley wires at 
once, and which was adopted on the ground that the storage- 
battery plan has so far proved a failure? 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman wants to injectastump speech 
into an inquiry 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
my own time. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman knows as well as I do that the 
object of the amendment of the Senate is to strike out the pro- 
vision granting the privilege of using overhead wires, a right 
which the company never asked for and did not desire, and 
which was given here by an amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], I do not know for what 
purpose, unless it was to demonstrate the feasibility and propri- 
ety of the use of overhead wires in the District. The company 
did not ask for it, the committee did not recommend it, and it 
was put on by an amendment offered here by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Thegentleman from Missouri has taken 
occasion to say that he did not understand with what motive I 
offered the amendment which was engrafted on this joint reso- 
lution in the House when it was under considerationhere. Iam 
not aware that I owe to the gentleman from Missouri any ex- 
planation of the motive which actuated me in proposing toamend 
a bill for the public benefit either in this District or in the coun- 
try at large. I offered that amendment to try to get rapid tran- 
sit over the streets of this city for the benefit of the citizens of 
the District of Columbia, the permanent residents of the District 
as well as those of us who are here attending to public duties. 
I did not offer the amendment with the view of demonstrating 
any pet theory of my own, and I do not think it necessary to say 
that I did not offer it in the interest of any other company. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I have the floor. The gentleman will 
have his own time directly. I do, however, insist on saying 
now, Mr. Speaker, that this Senate amendment is for the bene- 
fit of an electrical company which is experimenting with astor- 
age battery which has proven so far an absolute and miserable 
failure, and which, in my judgment, will continue to prove an 
absolute and miserable failure for the Lord only knows how 
much longer, and during all that time the people who use 
these street cars are to be dragged along at the rate of 3 miles 
an hour, when they might be going along at the rate of 8 
miles an hour in ease and comfort. Insaying this, Mr. Speaker, 
I want to be understood as not reflecting upon the gentleman 
from Missouri in any particular or in any sense; but this is an 
important measure, and before we hurry through to conference 
a bill giving this railroad company another year to do what they 
have failed to do in nearly three years : 

Mr. HEARD. No, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, over two years. 

Mr. HEARD. No; not two years. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, they have had just as long to 
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equip their line with electric motors as the Georgetown Com- 
pany has had to equip its whole line with the cable. The cable 
has been laid from the wharf on Seventh street to the Boundary 
on the north; and the trench, pulleys, and all the machinery 
have been provided on the line from the Navy-yard to George- 
town for the running of this cable line east and west. Provision 
has thus been made for decent transiton these streets; but while 
this has been done by one company, the other company, feeling 
secure apparently that whenever they come here and ask per- 
mission to continue the use of the miserable old horses that they 
drive we will give them unlimited time, have practically done 
nothing. 

Now, on behalf of the people of this District who are suffering 
from the miserable car service now provided, [ insist that in- 
stead of sending this bill to conference it be sent back to the Dis- 
trict Committee. Let the bill go back and let the committee 
bring ina perfected bill. I move, therefore, in lieu of the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] that this bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask the attention, and the candid attention, 
of the House to a statement of the position of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is not debatable, but 
by unanimous consent the gentleman from Missouri can proceed. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WASHINGTON] will not make a speech himself and then try 
to cut me off. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I have not been in the habit of doing 
anything of thiskind. But I have made a motion which, I think, 
—_ to be adopted; and I intend to keep that motion before the 

ouse. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire an opportunity to say a 
word in explanation of the situation in which this matter will be 
placed if the bill should be sent back to the District Committee 
with the amendments of the Senate. The newspapers contain 
the statement—I have not had time to examine the bill—that the 
Senate yesterday adopted an amendment striking out the pro- 
vision allowing the use of overhead wires. When the bill was 
under consideration here before, in a very thin House, an amend- 
ment was adopted putting on a provision of this kind, although, 
as I have said, the company has not desired authority to adopt 
the overhead-wire system. As is well known to members of the 
House, the Senate absolutely refuses to assent to the further ap- 
plication of that class of power in street-car service within the 
city limits. Therefore the Senate has rejected that provision 
of the House, or, in other words, they propose to strike it out. 

Now, I wish to say that a reference of this bill at the present 
time to the District Committee would be placing it in such a 
position that probably it would not again bs brought before the 
House this session. In'the mean time, no man can point out how 
any good would come to the public through such a disposition of 
the bill. If the bill should be sent to conference, I pledge gentle- 
men here that full opportunity shall be given for the discussion 
of this and every other amendment before we ask the adoption 
of any report from the conferees. When the report comes in 
there shall be the amplest opportunity for the discussion of all 
these propositions; and then, if the House desires to defeat the 
bill, let it be done. 

Mr. SEERLEY. I have no preference personally as to what 
system of improved propulsion may be adopted on these car lines, 
but I object to extending for another year the privilege of using 
the present system. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They have had ample time already. 

Mr. SEERLEY. And this bill proposes to give them an ex- 
tension of another year. 

Mr. HEARD. Thatis the provision of the bill asit now stands; 
but that is a question open to determination. If the House is 
opposed to giving so much time, it will be the duty of the con- 
ferees, if possible, to secure the adoption of that view and to 
carry into effect the wishes of the House on that point. Ths 
House on full discussion heretofore considered it wis2 to give 
the extension of time provided for in the bill. 

The showing made to the House then has been made even more 
strongly before the Senate committee. Over $275,000 have been 
spent by these people, and they are practically on the eve of the 
successful operation of a system which is deemed efficient. They 
have about five cars ready to put in operation on this system; 
and, as Senator MCMILLAN stated in the Senate, they will 
be ready to put on forty more cars as soon as the motor equip- 
ment can be gotten. Senator MCMILLAN is a man conversant 
with the business of building and equipping cars: and he stated 
yesterday in the Senate, according to the RECORD, that from 
forty to ao. cars are ready for equipment and four or five 
are practically already equipped. 

But in the mean time, Mr. Speaker, this amendment goes fur- 
ther and undertakes to compel these people to establish and 
maintain a better service than they have now. In this regard 
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the provision will be a public benefit. It certainly is not desir- 
able that the bill should be sent at this stage toacommittee that 
will probably not have another meeting this session. The House 
has considered this matter of importance enough to justify an 
extension of time. I promise the House that if the matter goes 
to a conference there will be the amplest opportunity for discus- 
sion of these questions when the report is made. ‘ 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, we shall not, by adopting the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], dispose ad- 
yersely of a bill which ought to have fair consideration. I hope 
the bill will not be sent to a committee which will probably not 
hold another meeting this session, but will be sent, to conference, 
the conferees pledging themselves to observe the direction of the 
House upon all these propositions, even if the bill should fail. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Does this bill aim to do away 
with the overhead system of wires? 

Mr. HEARD. Not at all where it now exists. But by an 
amendment which was placed by the House on this bill it is pro- 
posed to grant to this Metropolitan Railroad Company the right 
10 use the overhead system on Ninth and F streets, a system 
which the company do not desire, and which they have not asked 
for, and which I do not think either House, on a fair considera- 
tion of the question, would grant to any company. For that 
reason I have asked tononconcur in the Senate amendment, with 
a view of bringing this matter to a conference, and if we can 
make the bill acceptable to both Houses, to enact it into law. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Would it allow the overhead 
system on any part of the line? 

Mr. HEARD. It would, as the bill left the House, as [ have 
said; but by the amendment of the Senate the right to use that 
power in the city is denied. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Because, for one, I do not want 
the overhead system used, at least in the ventral parts of the city. 

Mr. HEARD. No,norl. I understand the gentleman's posi- 
tion in that regard, and I do not think that either House is de- 
sirous of granting that privilege. ButI want the matter tocome 
before the House, pledging the conference committee to observe 
the directions of the House on all these separate propositions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In other words, the desire of the gentleman 
is to refer the bill to the conference committee for proper con- 
sideration, as a reference to the District Committee would simply 
mean defeat at this stage of the session? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SEERLEY. When does the time expire when this road 
should be operated by other than horse power under the law? 

Mr. HEARD. In a very short time now, about the 6th of Au- 

ust. 

, Mr. SEERLEY. Why do they find it necessary to come before 
the House and ask this extension, if they have a storage-battery 
system in operation now and a power house erected? 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman understood the situation he 
would not find it necessary to ask the question. I will state to 
him that they have not only to provide for the line on Ninth 
street but also for the F-street line. Now, they have built a 
power house costing about $200,000 in Georgetown, and much of 
the work which has been done was in a measure experimental, 
but it has proved to have been well and successfully done. They 
have undoubtedly, as experts pronounce, the best works in the 
world for this purpose. As stated by Senator MCMILLAN, some 
$275,000 have been expended. But this bill applies to both the 
Ninth-street and the F-street lines, and the purpose is to give 
them additional time such as may be necessary to finish this work 
on F street and have an opportunity of applying the same system 
to the Ninth-street line, where they must build another power 
house. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the motion is not 
debatable. The gentleman from Tennessee moves to refer this 
bill with the Senate amendments to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Before that motion is submitted I ask 
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the consent of the House for a few moments, as unanimous con- 
sent was given to the gentleman from Missouri. 

TheSPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman desire? 
The Chair desires to get to other business which is waiting. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ionly wantabout two or three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I only wish to state, in reply to what 
has been said by my friend from Missouri, this: That this Met- 
ropolitan Railroad Company has had exactly the same length of 
time that the Georgetown and Navy-Yard Company have had to 
eguip its line, and they have gone through the form of erect- 
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ting a power house in Georgetown and making a series of ex- 
periments. There is astorage-battery system in operation in 
this city to-day which has been satisfactorily demonstrated to 
work well, and I do not know why this Metropolitan company 
should ask a longer extension. If this company had been in 
earnest in its endeavor to carry out the requirements of the act 
of Congress, it would have had its cars running two or three 
months ago, or at least it could have had them operating under 
this new system by the 6th of August, as the law requires. 

Now, notwithstanding the statement of the gentleman from 
Missouri, it is a fact that this company have done nothing up to 
this time but to erect one power Save in Georgetown. They 
have no cars running excepting their horse cars. This is the 
only company in the District that has come to Congress and 
asked an extension of time for changing its motive power; and 
I venture to say that if we give them an additional twelve months 
to continue their experiments we will have to ext2nd that for 
another twelve months, and very likely another twelve months 

eyond that extension.” Where is the matter going to end if we 
do not require them to comply with the law? 

Now, as the statement has been made by two others on the 
other side, who had occasion to ask questions of the gentleman 
from Missouri, that they were not in favor of this overhead or 
troiley-wire system, I want to say that I favor it only as a tem- 
porary expedient, for the reason that it is a recognized practical 
operating motor system, which can bs applied without any fur- 
ther material expenses by this company if they choose to do so. 
If they put in these overhead wires they could have their road 
operating in that manner within the next six or eight weeks, 
and then if they succeed in their storage-battery systems these 
poles and wires can be removed and the only loss which the 
company will incur—because they must have motors on their 
cars whether they use the storage-battery system or the over- 
head-wire system—the only loss the company will incur will be 
the labor necessary to erect the poles and string the wires, ba- 
cause they could dispose of the old material. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is the only reason I object to this exten- 
sion. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. Dces not my friend know that it will ve almost 
absolutely certain that the Senate would not consent to anything 
of that kind? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Idonot know how that might be. I 
do not appreciate the position the gentleman takes in that re- 
gard. I think the Senate is as likely as the House to have its 
views or opinions medified by a proper presentation of facts be- 
fore it. Besides, the Senate is as amenable to public sentiment 
and public opinion as the House in its desire to serve the best 
interests of the people of this District and of the country. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker,I state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], and to the House, that if this 
bill goes to conference, then whatever the direction of the House 
may be, the conferees on the part of the Houss will endeavor to 
carry out that direction. 

Now, justs word further. I shall not impuse upon the patience 
of the House. The gentleman from Tennessee says this company 
has had as much time to make this changes as the cable company 
has had. The use of the cable for street railroad purposes has 
been for years an assured success, and everything about that sys- 
tem which it was necessary to know has be2n known for years. 
It was not in an experimental stage; but as I have said before to 
the House, this road is so full of curves that the use of the cable 
upon it has been pronounced impracticable. 

Two experts who made independent examinations of the line 
have so pronounced it, and I believe that to be the fact. The 
company could not use the overhead wires, regardless of what 
the Senate may now do, because, under the law at present on 
the statute book, overhead wires can not be erected in the Dis- 
trict to-day, and companies operating roads by that means must 
pull them down next July. Therefore this company is remitted 
absolutely to a storage-battery system. The Senate committee 
have found upon examination just what the House committee 
found to be the fact, that this company have done their best and 
have made fair progress toward thedesiredend. Todefeatthe bill 
now will do no one any gool, and toextend the time will give 
the company an seers to raise the money necessary to go 
on and complete the system. That is all I have to say. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] to refer the bill with 
the Senate amendments to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that he was 
in doubt. 

Mr. WASHINGTON demanded a division. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 62. 

So the motion of Mr. WASHINGTON was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 

entleman from Missouri (Mr. HEARD] to nonconcur in the Sen- 
Bite amendments and agree to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 


(H. R. 8533) making appropriations for fortifications and other | 


works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 


of heavy orduance for trial and service, and for other purposes; | 


in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- | 


lowing titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 
A bill (S. 3416) regulating licenses in the District of Columbia 


and imposing penalties for engaging in any trade, business, or | 


profession without having first obtained a license therefor; 

A bill (S. 3098) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief 
of W. H. Tibbets,” approved August 8, 1888; 

A bill (S. 2772) for the relief of Seaton Norman; 

A bill (S. 1049) granting a pension to Helen A. Patterson; 

A bill tS. 3449) to extend the privileges of the first and seventh 
sections of the act of June 10, 1890, to the ports of Bangor and 
Vanceboro, Me.; and 

A bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Clark. 


It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- | 


ment the bill (H. R. 5396) for the relief of W. H. Howard. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief of Amelia R. Webster; and 

A bill (H. R. 8153) providing when plaintiff may sue as a poor 
person and when counsel shall be assigned by the court. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 


sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of | 


pension to George W. Clark. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled bills, re- | 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and | 


a joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 


A bill (S. 2290) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to | 


sell certain lands in the city of Springfield, and Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts; 

A bill (S. 2018) granting a pension to Mary E. Law, widow of 
Capt. Richard L. Law, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. 1708) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah J. Waggoner; 


A bill (S. 726) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent | 


at Grande Ronde Agency, State of Oregon; 
A bill (S. 1129) for the recognition of Henry O. Kent as colonel 
of the Seventeenth New Hampshire Volunteers; 


Joint resolution (S. R. 76) to authorize the President to invite | 


certain governments to send delegates to the Pan-American 
Medical Congress; and 
A bill (H. R. 6923) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other 
purposes. 
APPEALS IN CAPITAL CASES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a Sen- | 


ate bill with House amendments, the title of which bill the Clerk 
will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2171) to amend section 766 of the Revised Statutes of the United | 


States. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is a Senate 
bill with a House amendment, in which amendment the Senate 
nonconcurs and asks for a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. A motion for a conference is privileged. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House insist upon its 
amendment and agree to the conference asked for. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced as conferees on the 


part of the House Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia, | 


and Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the 
fortifications appropriation bill, with Senate amendments. The 
Clerk will report the title. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 8533) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, forthe armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
| for trial and service, and for other purposes. 


| Mr.FORNEY. Mr.Speaker,I am directed by the Committee 
| on Appropriations to move nonconcurrence in the amendments 
of the Senate, and to request a conference. 

| Mr. DINGLEY. That should be done. 

| The motion of Mr. FORNEY was agreed to. 

| Mr. FORNEY. I ask that the amendments be print-d. 

| The SPEAKER. The amendments will be printed. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 
| House Mr. FORNEY, Mr. LIVINGSTON, and Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosay that 
| I learned this morning that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
|Mr. COGSWELL] is ill and I fear he will not be able to act asa con- 
feree. 

Mr. FORNEY. Ithink he will bs able toserve with the com- 
mittee on Monday. Ifnot, we will then ask that the gentleman 
from Vermont {Mr. Grout] be appointed. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The gentleman from Vermont 
| [Mr. GROUT] is the other member of the subcommittee. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Massachusetts is not 
well enough to serve, the Chair will substitute the gentleman 
| from Vermont [Mr. GRouUT]. 
| Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. If the gentleman from Massa- 
| chusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] is well enough to come here, of cours» 
it will be proper to have him serve. My only reason for making 
= suggestion is that I fear he will not beable to serve for some 

ays. 
*. GROUT. I suggest that the gentleman from Massachu- 
| setts [Mr. COGSWELL| be named as a conferee, and let the mat- 
ter rest until Monday. He may be able to be here then and to 
| act with the conferees. 

The SPEAKER. That direction will be given to the matter. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] will be ap- 
| pointed, and if he is unable to serve on Monday, the Chair will 
substitute the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GRouT]. 
APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferess on the part of the 
House on the bill H. R. 6091 Mr. O’NErt of Missouri, Mr. MaL- 
LORY, and Mr. LIND. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, ro- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (A. R. 9283) authorizing the Leonard Avenue Street Rail- 
way Company to lay tracks upon certain streets abutting United 
States military reservation in the city of Columbus, Ohio: and 

A bill (H. R. 9040) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
| year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Senate bills of the following titles were severally read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and referred to the com- 
mittees named below: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 93) granting permission to exhibit in 
the Capitol the portrait of Gen. Thomas, painted by Caroline 
L. Ransom—to the Committee on the Library. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 9)to direet the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia the 
sum appropriated by the act of Congress entitled ‘“‘ An act to 

| credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied 
by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861 °’—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 460) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George K. Otis, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A-bill (S. 3331) to relieve and exempt Henry Ley, of the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, from the operation of an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to 
American citizens ”’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3179) authorizing the Secretary of War to cause a 
survey to *. made for a ship canal from Philadelphia across New 
Jersey to New York Bay—to the Committee on Railroads and 
Canals. 

A bill (S. 2472) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin—to the Coni- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

PORTS OF IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION AT BANGOR AND 
VANCEBORO, ME. 
| The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3447) to e 
| tend the privileges of the first and seventh sections of the act of 
June 10, 1880, to the ports of Bangor and Vanceboro, Me. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I request, on behalf of my col- 
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league [Mr. BOUTELLE], who’ is at home under a sad bereave- 
ment, the immediate consideration of this bill, which provides 
simply for giving the privilege of immediate transportation to 
these two ports. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the privileges of the first and seventh sections of the 
act entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
postanies: of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,”’ approved June 10, 1880, 

€, and the same are hereby, extended tothe ports of Bangor and Vanceboro, 
in the district of Bangor, State of Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This bill is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the Senate bill? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered toathird reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TERMS OF COURT IN MONTANA, 


Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3201) to provide for holding 
terms of court in the district of Montana. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the territory embraced within the following coun- 
ties inthe district of Montana, to wit, Beaverhead County, Madison County, 
and the county of Silver Bow, shall hereafter constitute and be known as the 
southern division of the district of Montana, and regular terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States for said district may be held at 
Butte City, Mont., on the first Tuesday in February and the first Tuesda 
in September of each year; and the said courts so sitting at Butte shall 
have and exercise the same jurisdiction and authority in all civil actions, 
pleas, or proceedings, and in all prosecutions, informations, indictments, 
or other criminal or penal proceedings conferred by the general laws or the 
district and circuit courts of the United States; and where one or more de- 
fendants in any civil cause shall reside in said division, and one or more de- 
fendants to such cause shall reside out of said division, but in said district, 
then the plaintiff may institute his action either in the court having juris- 
diction over the latter or in the said division. That this act shall not affect 
the jurisdiction, power, and authority of the court as to actions, prosecu- 
tions, and proceedings already begun and pending in said district, but the 
same will proceed as though this act had not been passed, except that the 
court shall have power, which it may exercise at discretion, to transfer to 
the court in said division such of said pending actions, prosecutions, and 
proceedings as might properly be begun therein under the provisions of this 
art. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tionof this Senate bill? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DIXON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


WILHELM SPIEGELBURG. 


Mr. BARWIG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consentfor the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1279) for the correction of 
the military record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order of discharge in special orders, Depart- 
ment of Virginia and North Carolina, dated tober 26, 1864, of Wilhelm 
Spiegelburg, and to discharge him, to date May 1, 1865. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARWIG, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MRS. E. TRASK. 


Mr. OTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
of the bill (S. 479) for the relief of Mrs. E. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Mrs. E. Trask, legs postmaster at Em- 
poria, Kans., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of #243, to reimburse her for losses resulting from the theft of five 
registered letters by burglars, who entered said post-office at Emporia, 
Kans., on the night of October 5, 1871. 


Mr. OTIS. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Thereport will be read, subject to objection. 

The report (by Mr. Cox of New York) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to Whom was referred the bill (S. 479) for the 
relief of Mrs. B. Trask, beg leave to report the same with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

This blll was formerly reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, this session, by Senator SAWYER (Report No. 174), which so fully 
sets forth the facts that your committee adopt the same and make it a part 
of this report. 


resent consideration 
rask. 





[Senate Report No. 174, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 479) for the relief of Mrs. E. Trask, have examined the same and re- 

ort: 

This bill appropriates the sum of $243, to reimburse Mrs. E. Trask for losses 


resulting from the theft of five registered letters, stolen from the post- office 


at Emporia, Kans., while she was postmaster. 
This ~ ane Se effected on the night of October 5, 1871. The report of 
the post-office tor is dated May 1, 1833, and it exonerates Mrs. Trask 


from blame, certifies to her due diligence in protecting Government property ; 
that she was a good and efficient postmaster, and held the position eight 


ears. 

The committee are convinced that Mrs. Trask ought to be paid. The 
parties whose money was stolen have long since been reimbursed from her 
private resovrces, and it is but just thatthe loss should be made good to her. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OTIS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was leid on the table. 


MAJ. GEN. GEORGE S. GREENE. 


Mr. GREENLEAF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 7487) for the reliel 
of Maj. Gen. George S. Greene. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in view of the long and faithful services of Bvt. 
Maj. Gen. George S. Greene, United States Army, before and during tha 
late war, and of severe wounds received by him in battle, the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint George S. Greene, brevet major-general 
United States Army, and late brigadier-general United States Volunteers, 
to the rank of captain of engineers in the Army of the United States, and to 
place him on the retired list of the Army as of that grade, the retired list 
being thereby increased in number to that extent; and all laws and parts of 
laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose only: Provided, 
That from and after the passage of this act no pension shall be paid to the 
said George S. Greene, but this proviso shall be no bar to any claims for pen- 
sion thatthe widow or children or other heirs of said George S. Greene may 
have after his decease. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not think I could agree to let this bill 
go through this morning. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This old gentleman is eighty- 
five or ninety years of age. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then it does not appear to me that he would 
need it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. GREENLEAF. I would like to have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the 
regular order. 





Is there objection to the present considera- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen hav- 
ing reports from committees to file may have leave to hand them 
in at the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that, instead of calling the committees for reports, gen- 
tlemen having reports may file them at the Clerk’s desk. Is 
there objection? Patter a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


LINE BETWEEN LAND OF THE UNITED STATES AND THE PITTS- 
BURG, FORT WAYNE AND CHICAGO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr.AMERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I present aconference report. 
The report was read, as follows. 


The committee of conference on the piaveresin votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment ofthe Senate to the bill (H. R. 402) ‘‘ to establish a divi- 
sion line between land of the United States and the Pittsburg, Fort Wayne 
and Chicago Railroad Company,” having met, after full and free conference 
ae agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
ollows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate. 
LEMUEL AMERMAN, 
THOS. C. MCRAE, 
H. TOWNSEND, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 


M. S. QUAY, 
B. W. PERKINS, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The amendment of the Senate is in the nature of a substitute, and was 
proposed by the Secretary of War to correct a defect in the bill as passed by 
the House of Representatives, as appears in the correspondence with the 


War Department hereto appended. 
LEMUEL AMERMAN, 
THOS. C. MCRAE, 
H. TOWNSEND. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the report 
of the committee of conference. 
Mr. MCRAE. Has the statement been read? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair was not paying attention, but is 
informed that it has been read. 
Mr. MCRAE. The letter from the Secretary of War will ex- 
plain why this action is taken. 


Le 
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The letter and inclosure was read, as follows: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 21, 1892. 
Sir: I have the honor to return herewith House bill 402, Fifty-second Con- 
ess, first session, ‘‘T'o establish a division line between land of the Uuited 
tates and the Pittsburg, Fort Wayne, and Ohicago Railroad Company,” 
which was referred to this Department by your letter ofthe 18th instant, and 
beg to invite your attention to the inclosed report of the Chief of Engineers, 
dated the 2ist instant, on the bill. ; 
The draft of the proposed substitute, which is referred to in the report of 
the Chief of a is also herewith. 
Very respect b 
m3 e " . A. GRANT, 
Acting Secretary of War. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
United States Senate. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEERS. 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., June 31, 1892. 

Str: Ihave the honor to acknowledge reference to this office of letter of 
the Senate Committee on Commerce of the 18th instant, inclosing for views 
of the War Department thereon a copy of H. R. 402, Fifty-second Congress, 
first session, ‘‘ An act to establish a division line between land of the United 
States and the Pittsburg, Fort Wayne and Chicago Railroal Company,” 
and to return it with the following report: 

The line of division described in the bill runs under water tanks owned by 
the Government, and if adopted would leave them standing partly on 

ound owned by the railroad company; for this reason the line specified 

oes not meet the approval of the War Department. Passage of the bill in 
its present form is not, therefore, recommended. 

A draft oS aoe substitute for H. R. 492 is hsrewith submitted, in 
which the line of division specified in the bill is slightly modified sothat all 
the land on which the tanks stand shall become the property of the United 
States; the other conditions which have heretofore been prescribed by the 
War Department are inserted, together with provisions to secure the inter- 
est of the Government. The provisions of the substitute proposed are satis- 
factory to this office and no objection to its passage by Congress is known. 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, . 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY. 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. S. B. ELKINs, 
Secretary of War. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the report of the committee of conference was agreed to, 
was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the Senate amendments to the sundry 
civil bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of Senate 
amendments to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the 
fact that the regular order will be the consideration of bills, the 

assage of which were recommended by the Committee of the 
hole last night, on which bills the previous question has been or- 


dered. I therefore make the point of order that the motion of | 


my colleague is not in order at present. 
The SPEAKER. 

bills will have to be disposed of. 

House that at last evening’s session there were a number of pen- 

sion bills passed by the Committee of the Whole, and by unani- 


mous consent the previous question was ordered, not only to the | 


engrossment and third reading, but upon the final passage of 
the bills,and under the rule these matters come over to the next 
day to be considered immediateiy after the reading of the Jour- 


nal. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But they will be privileged at any subse- 
uent time, to be called up at the pleasure of the gentleman from 
ndiana, would they not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman might let them go over in 
that way. 
next Wednesday. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
that he let them go over until next Wednesday. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [ hope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MARTIN] will consent that these bills go over until next Wed- 


nesday, immediately after the reading of the Journal, retaining | 


all their rights under the rule. 
Mr. MARTIN. 


which has been made I want to ask my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN] 
a question, in view of the apparent nearness of the close of the 
session, as to what time he thinks the session will close? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my request, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SAYERS. It will not be for ten days yet. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, were severally considered, the amendments 
agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and 


If the gentleman calls up this matter those | 
The Chair will state to the | 


I hope that my colleague will let them go over until | 


Mr. Speaker, [have no desire to get in the | 
way of appropriation bills, but before I accept the suggestion | 





read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly 
read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, 
late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 8298) to pension Emma Johnson, blind and de- 
pendent daughter of Daniel D. Johnson, Company B, One hun- 
dred and Forty-second New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R.4034) to increase the pension of John D. Prator: 

A bill (H. R. 2086) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, 
dependent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, 
Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 1177) for the relief of Mrs. M. E. Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 6965) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 4283) topension Mary Venard, late hospital nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to William M. Watson, 
of Walker County, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 7117) granting a pension to Henry Merritt; 

A bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louisa B. Sharp; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Mary O'Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey; 

A bill (H. R. 4809) granting a pension to Jane Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 8241) granting a pension to William Oscar Stan- 


ley; 
a (H. R. 4385) to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline County, 
ek.: 

A bill (H. R. 8569) for the relief of Isaiah Quemann: 

A bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Florence Esther Wil- 
liams, the blind daughter of Henry G. Williams, late a private 
in Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers: 

A bill (H. R. 8784) granting a pension to Edward Smitherman; 

A bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell, 
veteran of Seminole war, 1837; 

A bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Mrs. Laura E. Skeels: 

A bill (H. R. 7434) granting relief to Jeremiah White, of Osage 
City, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. 8246) granting a pension to Bridget Brennan, 
widow of Thomas Brennan, late of Companies C and G, Second 
Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5012) to increase the pension of Thomas Enlow: 

A bill (H. R. 6628) granting a pension to Mary Tucker; 

A bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Brack- 
ett; 

A bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of 
St. Louis, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Addison 
M. Copen; 

A bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpen‘er; 

A bill (H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. Ronaldson: 

A bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Lansing Shear; 

A bill (H. R. 6117), title amended so as toread: ‘A bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, formerly Coats, late of Pike 
County, Ill., but now of Marceline, Mo.;” and 

A bill (H. R. 3203), title amended so as to read: ‘‘A bi!l to p=n- 
sion Nancy Campbell.” 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, were severally ov- 


dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and they were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed: 
A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to William H. Brewer; 


A bill (H. R. 6507) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hagan: 

A bill (H. R. 8618) granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6561) granting a pension to Susanna Davis 

A bill (H. R. 5508) to place the name of Sabra A. Wolcott upon 
the pension rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 7306) to pension Maud Case, of Dodge County, 
Minn.: 

A bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Julia S. Tompkins; 

A bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley: 

A bill (H. R. 8263) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Louisa J. Reeves; 

A bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence; 

A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to Annie Davis: 

A bill (H. R. 4215) to correct the military record of Capt. Wil- 
liam C. Knowlton; 

A bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to James Reed, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 6849) granting a pension to Lois P. Leonard; 

A bill (H. R. 5519) for the relief of Daniel Eldridge, Company 
D, Fifteenth Illinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7305) to pension Martin McDermott; 

A bill (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis; 

A bill (H. R. 5849) for the relief of Lieut. F. W. Davis, and 


| granting him an honorble discharge; 
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A bill (H. R. 2400) granting a pension to Willis Luttrell; 

A bill (H. R. 1687) to correct the military record of Calvin Dan- 
iel, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 5518) to pension Reuben Riggs; 

A bill (H. R.8162) to pension Mary E. Trimble, widow of Mon- 
tague N. Trimble, of Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirtley; 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to pension Jacob O’Neal; 

A bill (H. R. 2935) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William N. Pringle; 

A bill (H. R. 8550) to increase the pension of W. H. Philpot, 
a pensioner of the Mexican war; 

A bill (H.R. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble; and 

A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to John Mercer. 

Senate bills of the following titles, favorably reported from 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, were sev- 
erally read a third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 3061) to pension Edith S. Read; 

A bill (S. 659) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O’Brien; 

A bill (S. 371) granting a pension to John Chamberlain; and 

A bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to Abigail L. Finney. 

WALTER BARRETT. 

The bill (H. R. 4015) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barrett (favorably reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar) was read. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was read, as follows: 

in line 5, strike out ‘‘seventy-two,” and insert “fifty,” so as to make the 
pension §50 a month. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to have the report read, or to hear 
some explanation in favor of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, as already published. 

Mr. OATES (before the reading was conciuded). Mr. Speaker, 
I have heard enough of this report. I am opposed to extrava- 
gant pensions; I think that the large amounts granted in this 
way are the bane of our pension system. But in this case, from 
the description which the report gives of the condition of this 
man, I do not think the amount of pension proposed is toomuch. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





Mr. TAYLOR of Iliinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to be pending at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 6 and insert the following: 


If the Commission determine to keep the Exposition open on Sunday, there 
shall be an entire cessation on that day of all labor by employés and atten- 
dants connected with the Exposition, except such service and attention as 
may be absolutely necessary for the management of the Exposition, the 
preservation of order, and the safe-keeping of articles on exhibition; nor 
shall any machinery be operated, nor work of any sort be carried on, except 
as before stated, within the limits of the Exposition. It shall also be the 
duty of the Commission to provide a hall of sufficient size, with suitable 
furniture and arrangement for religious services; and said Commission 
shall invite the various religious denominations of the United States to hold 
such exercises in said hall upon every Sunday during the time the Exposition 
may be opened, the invitation to c issued impartially and without dis- 
crimination, so that equal opportunity may be given toevery sect and faith. 

No part of the appropriations made by this bill for the World’s Exposi- 
tion shall be paid until the directors have entered into an agreement with 
the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of this section. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] is recognized. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I wish to make an inquiry. How 
much time is the gentleman from Alabama entitled to? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is entitled 
to twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. TAYLORof Illinois. The reason Iask is this, that I find 
printed in the RECORD a speech of the gentleman from Alabama 
which must have taken over a half hour todeliver. My inguiry 
is as to whether he delivered thatspeech on the floor, and, if 80, 
how he can be entitled to so much time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman occupied eight minutes, 
and is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. But. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Alabama made the speech which is printed in this morning's 
RECORD he has occupicd more than the half hour, and if he did 
not deliver the speech on the floor he has violated the rule of 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will pro- 
ceed. 


{[Mr. WHEELER of Alabama withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time 
that has been allotted to me, I desire to call the attention of the 
members of the committee to the exact status of the question 
that is before us. The arguments which have been indulged in 
by opponents of this bill are entirely misleading, and I think it 
is due to the House that there oak be a recapitulation of the 
facts which led up to the proposition which we find engrafted on 
the sundry civil bill. Gentlemen will remember that some two 
or three years ago the people of the United States determined to 
celebrate the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus; and when the last Congress 
assembled, one of the questions for the representatives of the 
ane to determine was, where this celebration should be held. 

Vhen Congress met there were four places that sought the 
privilege and honor of furnishing the site for this great Inter- 
national Exposition, namely, the cities of New York, Washington, 
Chicago, and St. Louis. 

Now, mark you, members of this committee, it was not pro- 
posed that any of these cities which were competing for this site 
should have control of this Exposition, or that it should become 
a State or municipal affair. The proposition was that we should 
have a great international exposition; and the only proposition 
to be determined was where the site of this Exposition should 
be located. The four cities which I have named made proposi- 
tions to the people of this country as to what would be done by 
each if Congress would locate the site in its particular city. 

In that contest the site of this Exposition was awarded to the 
city of Chicago. The condition of its being located there was 
that that great city should furnish a site which should be ample 
and satisfactory to the Government of the United States; and, 
secondly, that the citizens of that city should furnish $10,000,000 
towards defraying the expenses of the Exposition. 

Now, I ask any member of this House, any member who will 
be called to vote upon this bill next Tuesday, whether or not 
the proposition that was made by the city of Chicago had been 
fulfilled or not? Laffirm, without fear of successful contradiction, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now renew my motion that the House re- | that no pledge that was made by the city of Chicago, no author- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of | ized statement in her behalf that was made, has been left unful- 
the Union to further consider the Senate amendments to the | filled. The site wasselected by the local board and presented for 


HOUSE BILL TABLED. 


House bill of the following title (reported from the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, with a recommendation 
that it lie on the table, a Senate bill similar in its provisions 
having been reported with a favorable recommendation) was 
laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 8552) to pension Edith S. Read, widow of Ogden 
B. Read, late captain of Company F, Eleventh Infantry, United 
States Army. 

RECONSIDERATION, ETC. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, in all these cases of pen- 
sion bills passed by the House upon reports from the Committee 
of the Whole, a motion to reconsider the vote on the passage 
will be regarded as laid on the table, if there be no objection. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

JOHN MERCER. 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. ee I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider and pass the bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to John 
Mercer. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to _ on the ‘pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Mercer, of 
Brooks County, Ga., late a private in Capt. Redding’s company of the First 
Florida Cavalry in the war of 1836, at the rate of 88 per month. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed, and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TURNER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


esses SS 


sundry civil bill. inspection and approval to the Commission that was appointed to 


. The motion was agreed to. | examine into this matter. After a careful inspection, Jackson 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | Park was accepted by the National Commission asa place filling 


Whole, Mr. LESTER of Georgia in the chair. | all the requirements for holding this great Exposition. The 
The Ci AIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the | $10,000,000 pledged have been subscribed, and all the conditions 


Whole for the further consideration of the Senate amendments | relating thereto complied with to the satisfaction and approval 
to the sundry civil bill. | of the Secretary of the Treasury. In view of all this, I confess 








1892. 





that I have been greatly surprised at some of the statements 
made on this floor by gentlemen arguing in opposition to this 
proposed appropriation. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. LITTLE] notably, in the 
argument which he made yesterday, assumed from first to last 
that this is a local affair; that nobody in this great country, ex- 
cepting the citizens of Chicago, are interested in the success of 
the Exposition. I was more surprised when I came to look at 
the list of the committees and found that that gentleman was 
upon the Columbian Exposition Committee, and had had ample 
opportunity to inform himself as to the national character of 
the enterprise. And, Mr. Chairman, when I came to look over 
his remarks this morning I confess I was still further surprised 


at the style of argument that he indulged in, and I hope for | 


the sake of the city of New York that he has not expressed the 


sentiments of his constituents or of the great city from which he | 


comes. 

Mr. LITTLE. Did I make any statementfor which I did not 
give the authority, and which I did not verify? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. Ifthe gentleman will waita little 


he will learn the pointsof exception that I take to his argument, | 


but I will state one of them right here. One of the prime rea- 
sons which he gave why he, as a legislator, looking to the great- 
ness and glory of our country, would refuse to vote for this ap- 


ac oy was, that Chicago, by virtue of the location of the | 


xposition there, would make $100,000,000, Isthat an argument 
worthy of a Representative of this great Republic? 

Mr. LITTLE. I will answer the gentleman and say that it is, 
when it is based upon the fact that that city bound itself by ev- 
ery (hing that is honorable, by its chief executive, by its citizens, 
by its member of Congress, to take the burdenof this Exposition. 
A when it is shown that they are not only to have a success- 
ful expositicn, but that they are to make $100,000,000 besides, I 
say the argument is a fair one. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have given the 


gentleman an opportunity to restate his proposition, a prop- | 


osition that is not founded in fact. Let me remind him that | 
have just called his attention and the attention of the House to 
the fact that Chicago never did make any of the propositions 
that he has stated here now or that he stated in his argument 
yesterday. : 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I can not be interrupted again, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. LITTLE. Well, I must deny that. 

Mec. HOPKINS of Illinois. The only proposition that Chicago 
ever made was that she would furnish a site for the Exposition 
which would be satisfactory to the national committee and that 
she would subscribe $10,000,000 in aid of the enterprise, both of 
which propositions have been fulfilled. 

I say again, that it is an argument unworthy of the gentleman, 
and unworthy of the great city which he in part represents, to 
say that he will refuse to vote this a simply because 
some of the people who live within the limits of Chicago may 
make some money out of the Exposition. Isthe good city of New 
York jealous of the prosperity of Chicago. Because the city of 
New York failed to obtain the location of this great enterprise 
there; does she deputize her Representatives on this floor to at- 
tempt to make it a failure by refusing proper and necessary ap- 
propriations? 

r. LITTLE. [I will answer that question. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman can answer in his 


own time. 

Mr. LITTLE. Why doesthe gentleman ask the question if he 
does not want it answered? Mr. Chairman, the gentleman asks 
me a question and I would like the privilege of answering it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, I will yield for an answer. 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman asks if the city of New York is 
jealousof Chicdgo? No,sir. Didnot New York take your bonds 
to enable you to go on with this enterprise? Was there a sin- 
gle bond taken in the city of Chicago? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Did the city of New York take a 
bond? Not one. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Thecity of New York did not take 
a single bond, and if the gentleman were well informed on the 
subject he would know that. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will refer to section 6 of the original law which authorizes this 
Exposition, he will find that the determination of the plan and 
scope of the Exposition was left to the National Commission, and 
that the local board and the city of Chicago had no power what- 
ever in the premises. The exclusive authority and the exclu- 
sive power were vested in the National Commission. 

Now, who compose orform that NationalCommission? By re- 
ferring to section 2 of the act it will be found that that Commis- 
sion consists of two members from each State and Territory and 
eight members tobe appointed at large by the President. That 
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is the body in which this power is lodged. Now, why is it that 

the people of this country are called upon to make the appro- 
priation contemplated in this bill under consideration? 

Not, as I have shown, by reason of any dereliction on the part of 
the people of Chicago or this corporation that undertook toaccom- 
plish so much as hasalready been accomplished by the loca! board 
atChicago. The reason that the Governmentis called upon is this: 
This Nationa! Commission, the agents ofthe Senate and Houseof 
Representatives, in forming the plans and determining the scope 
of this Exposition, exceeded the appropriations that had been ex- 
acted from Chicago. Instead of requiring $10,000,000 to put up 
the buildings and to equip this Exposition in a manner which 
would reflect credit upon this country, it is now estimated that 
seventeen or eighteen million dollars will ba required. And to 
show the generosity and patriotism of the people of that great 
city where this Exposition is toba held, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of members of the House tothe fact that those citizens pro- 
pose, if Congress will appropriate this $5,000,000 in the manner 
indicated in the bill before us, to provide by private subscrip- 
tion, without any aid from the Government, the other $3,000,00). 
And we have in support of this pledge the signatures of some of 
the ablest financiers in the city of Chicago, men who are amply 
able to make up the amount which they have offered to con- 
tribute in this letter to the president of the board of directors of 
the World’s Columbian Exposition, dated Dacember 8, 1891. 

Mr. LITTLE. I would like the gentleman to point out-—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Llinois. I can not be interrupted any fur- 
ther by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LITTLE]. 
| As I have said, the agents of the Government—that is to say, 
the National Commission—have enlarged the scope and the p'an 
of this Exposition; and I submit that the Government of the 
United States is in honor bound to appropriate this $5,000,000 as 
fully and completely as a principal in any business transaction is 
bound to cancel the obligation of his agent where the agent has 
acted within the scope of his authority. Here we have anactof 
the national agent, which is the act of the nation itself, creating 
this increased liability. Justice an1 equity alike d2mand that 
the Government make the appropriation ani cancel th: lia- 
bility. 

Now this statement in itself ought to be enough to induce the 
members of this Hous: to act as patriotically as the Senate has 
done, and to join in appropriating the $5,000,000. Yet I find 
that one argument after another is indulged in by gentlemen 
here who seek to defeat this appropriation. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. McCrsary] in his sonorous and 
well-rounded sentences yesterday, after paying a compliment to 
the ability and the enterprise and the energy of Chicago, found 
an insuperable objection to voting $5,000,000 away, in that dear 
old instrument, the Constitution of the United States. [ could not 
but reflect Mr. Chairman, upon the changed position of the gen- 
tleman from his argument a few days ago. It is scarcely a 
week since I remember seeing him in his place here arguing in 
favor of a proposition to make an appropriation of $65,000 for the 
purpose of aiding in the survey and to establishment ofa rail- 
road from this country to South America- 

Mr. McCREARY rose. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Inone momentI willyield. That 
was an enterprise in which it was not expected the Government 
of the United States would acquire one dollar of interest, an enter- 
prise to which, according toable lawyers on the gen tleman’s own 
side, the Constitution stood in the way of granting any aid, yet 
with that facility and ability which are so characteristic of the 
gentleman, the Constitution did not stand in his way upon that 
occasion. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam surprised that my friend from IIli- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS], who is usually so well informed about the 
action of Congress on important measures, should have misrep- 
resented me to a certain extent in the statement he has just 
made. The gentleman has probably forgotten that in support- 
ing the $65,000 appropriation to finish the preliminary survey of 
a continental railway I was supported by every member of the 
United States Senate, and supported, so far as the REcorRpD 
shows, by every member of this House, including the gentleman 
from Illinois himself. And I want to draw a distinction be- 
tween—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I can not yield further. I desire 
to say to the gentleman 

Mr. McCREARY. I want toshow the difference between that 
appropriation and the one proposed here. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in support of this 
proposition I have the authority of the Senators of the United 
States, whom the gentleman invokes in his aid; and I have the 
sanction, also, of the ablest lawyers in this House. There is no 
inconsistency in my position, for I favor both appropriations. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Will not the gentleman allow me toanswer 
the question he asks me? 
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The CHAIRMAN. 

ield. 

Mr. McCREARY. 
000 appropriation and this appropriation. 


The gentleman from Illinois declines to 
There is no similarity between that $65,- 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the statement of 
the gentleman from Kentucky can not do away with the sturdy 
facts of the two cases; and it will take a finer and more discrim- 
inating mind than even his to mark out any principle of distinc- 
tion between the two appropriations. 

I say that the constitutional argument presented here against 
this proposition is simply an argument of expediency, resorted 
to when gentlemen desire to defeat an appropriation without 
being able to find any suitable facts or figures to warrant their 
action. 

Again, the gentleman says that even if he could consent to an 
appropriation he would not want to s2e it made under the con- 
ditions proposed in this bill. He likens this to a corporation. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, any person who has ever read the most 
elementary work on corporations understands that there is no 
similarity between the corporation that is to receive this pro- 
posed appropriation of $5,000,000 and a joint stock company of 
the character spoken of by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The proposition in this bill is that the $10,000,000 appropriated 
by the citizens of Chicago shall be first used before any of this 
$5,000,000 shall be touched at all. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself must be satisfied of that before any portion of 
this money can ba used; and as a guaranty of the good faith 
on the part of the citizens of Chicago, that the Government 
shall receive a return of this money, it is provided that when 
the receipts of this great Exposition are realized, one-third, or 
a proper proportion of the money, shall be turned into the Treas- 
ury of the United States as a reimbursement. Those who are 
most familiar with the Exposition itself and tne great prospects 
there aflirm that the Government of the United States will not 
be out one dollar. But it is important that provision shall be 
made at this session of Congress for this money in order to com- 
plete the buildings now in process of erection, and to arrange 
matters for the opening, as provided in the law and as centem- 
plated by the gentleman having it in charge. 

But the gentleman from Kentucky in his argument on yester- 
day spoke of the $15,000,000 of profits that were to be gained out 
of the Exposition. This can not be anticipated for the purpose 
for which this proposed appropriation is to be used, and the gen- 
tleman is too astute a business man not to know that to be a fact. 
I was sorry to hear him indulge in an argument of that kind, un- 
derstanding and knowing, as he must understand and know, that 
the necessities of the case require the appropriation to bo made 
now, if it isever made, in order that the Exposition may be opened 
atall. There is no use in talking about waiting for the receipts. 
There will be no rec2ipts until the Exposition is inaugurated and 
properly opened. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, another argument that was indulged in, 
both by the gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from 
New York, was a most surprising one from my standpoint; and 
that was that Mr. SPRINGER of Illinois had made certain state- 
ments on the floor of the House that the managers of the Ex- 
position would ask nothing further in the shape of appropria- 
tions from Congress, and that they had abided by his statement. 
Now, everybody acquainted with Mr. SPRINGER understands the 
effervescing character of his mind and the enthusiasm with 
which he advocates any project that he espouses. He stood upon 
this floor, not asa representative of the city of Chicago or of 
this Exposition or as the representative of the State of Illinois, 
but simply as one iedividual expressing his opinion as to what 
might oceur. 

Mr. REED. He said it in the heat of debate, did he not? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. And then retracted. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I repeat, he did not represent the 
city of Chicago, but he simply stood on this floor as one of the 
representatives at large of the United States of America and 
expressed his view of the matter. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him for a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
about it I will yield. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I wishto ask, if the president of the Colum- 
bian Exposition, Mr. Baker, and Mr. Higginbotham, the chair- 
man of its ways and means committee, can show that the receipts 
from the Fair are to be so much greater than the probable ex- 
penditures, where is the strained and needy condition which the 
gentleman assumes as existing? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. The receipts do not come in until 
after the Exposition is opened. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In answer to the gentleman from 
Kentucky I will state that the amount of the receipts are purely 


If the gentleman will be very brief 
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speculative. The mppenestetion here asked is to complete the 
construction of the buildings and the regular arrangements of 
the Exposition in order to prepare for the opening of it. When 
that is done there will be receipts, I presume, and not otherwise. 
They need this money now. The expenditure of $10,000,000 con- 
tributed by the people of Chicago will not enable them to do 
this. Thatis the reason this appropriation is asked. The argu- 
ment the gentleman from Kentucky makes hardly comes up to 
the standard of statesmanship he has heretofore habitually main- 
tained in the House. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Let me remind the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that the argument I make is the argument of Mr. Baker, 
the president, and Mr. Higginbotham, the chairman of the waya 
and means committee of the Exposition. 

Mr. LITTLE. Wiil the gentleman from Illinois allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
from New York for another question. 

Mr. LITTLE. Very well. 

Mr. HOPKINS of flinois. The assertion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, tha‘ he can not vote for this appropriation because 
the member from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] said the Exposition 
would not require additional aid from Congress, is hardly frank 
or fair. Let us carry out the logic of his position and see where 
it willlead him. The gentleman from Kentucky four years ago, 
Mr. Chairman, was led to believe, from statements of Mr, 
SPRINGER, that the State of Illinois would give the Demccratia 
party at the approaching Presidential election a majority, and 
under the delusion of Mr. SPRINGER’S statement he made num: 
berless Democratic speeches in his State and worked long and 
hard for the success of the Democratic party. But Lllinois did 
not give the Democratic party a majority at that election, 
Would the gentleman, because of the fact that he had been mis- 
led in that regard by Mr. SPRINGER, feel that he should aban- 
don the Democratic party? 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Illinois is mistaken, 
Mr. SPRINGER told me a few days ago that Illinois would go Dem- 
ocratic, and the election is notover yet. I think it will go Dem- 
ocratic. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
rely upon his statements. 

Mr. SCOTT. Did it go Democratic in 1890, let me ask the 
gentleman? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. You may ask a good many ques- 
tions, but I can answer you that it never did go Democratic and 
never will. 

Mr. SCOTT. Only 30,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The State of Illinois is populated 
by too intelligent people ever to become Democratic. 

The gentleman has compared this Exposition with those held 
in Paris and Philadelphia and other places, and has compared 
the proposed expenditures here with the expenditures in these 
other cities. The Director-General, when he was before the 
Columbian Committee, said that the number of nations who have 
already signified their intention to be represented at Chicago 
were twice as great as thos2 representec' at Paris. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Is it not a fact that in order to complete 
the arrangements for the Paris Exposition they hypothecated 
the probable gate receipts in advance? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It makes no difference whether 
they did thet in Paris or not. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Your argument here is that this is al- 
ready demonstrated as destined to be a much larger Exposition 
than that at Paris. Now, if they could reasonably hypothecate 
their receipts there, why is it impracticable for this Exposition 
to do the same thing now? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Under the conditions that we have 
here, that would be an entirely improper thing todo. I want te 
know if there is any man upon this floor so unpatriotic that, 
when he comes to look at the law that we have here and under- 
stands, as he must if he will exercise his intelligence, that this 
is a national Exposition, would refuse aid and rely upon the 
private efforts of a few citizens of Chicago to make it a grand 
success? That isa position, I say, that is unworthy of the mem- 
bers of this House. 

Now, I say the true thing and the patriotic thing to do is to 
follow the lead of the Senate of the United States, and say to the 
people who have in charge this great Exposition, ‘‘We appreci- 
ate the great effort that you are making, we appreciate the 
magnanimity that is shown by the people of Chicago, and we 
will second your efforts and grant ungrudgingly the five millions 
that are asked here, and will make this one of the grandest exe 
positions that the world has ever seen.” Now, when this quee 


I can not yield to the gentleman 
Life is too short. 


You will be misled again if you 
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tion comes to be voted upon, I hope gentlemen will look at it from | 
this national standpoint and vote the appropriation in thatspirit. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Two minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I reserve that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, it has been sought by those 
who favor the amendments of the Senate to leave the impression 
upon this House and upon this country that this is a question of 
patriotism. I deny it. The law limited the whole cost on the part 
of the United States Government, on aspecial contract, to $1,500,- 
000. Therefore there is a question of law and a question of con- 
tract involved in this matter before this House to-day. 

There are other questions involved in it that I want to speak | 
about, and are of vital importance to taxpayers. There has_ 
been appropriated heretofore, Mr. Chairman, $1,088,000 of the 
appropriation agreed upon in the contract. There was carried | 
in this bill by the act of the House $412,000, which discharged 
the obligation on the part of the United States to Chicago. 

We granted the money, Mr. Chairman, and its purpose and 
objects were clearly and definitely stipulated. It was for Gov- 
ernment buildings and for the purpose of Government exhibits 
and only for those two purposes, that they asked this contribution 
of $1,500,000. The Senate amendment increases beyond the limit | 
fixed by that contract in the first place $408,000, and then in addi- 
ticn to the $408,000, $5,000,000 of peculiar silver coin, a total in- 
crease by the Senate over the contract under the law and the ar- 
rangement with the board of commissioners, amounting to $5,- 
408,000. 

This bill in toto increases the House appropriation $12,200,000. | 
My first objection, Mr. Chairman, to this appropriation of 
$5,000,000 of money and of thse $408,000 besides is that this Gov- 
ernment, through its representative bodies, this House and the | 
Senate, has no right to enter into any contract looking to a part- | 
nership business with any private enterprise. This is a privete 
enterprise, entirely a private one, outside of the Government ex- 

hibit and the appropriation to take care of it. 

It is purely and simply a private enterprise, and no gentleman 
dare deny it on this floor; but now the Senate proposes by its 
amendment to set the example todo what? To do that which 
every Senator and almost every member of this House two years 
ago said was unconstitutional, paternal, and impracticable,when 
the farmers of this country demanded of the Congress of the 
United States that they be allowed to put their cotton in a ware- 
house, certified to as to its weight, its value, and proper insur- | 
ance, and to ask for an advanc> of three-quarters of its value, per- 
fectly safe to the Government, and at a charge of 1 per cent per 
annum for the alvance. 

Wewere met then by the cry that that is paternalism and un- 
constitutional. The Government can not go into this partner- 
ship with farmers. It makesno matter how depressed, and how 
sorely pressed they are, we can not doit. Oh, gentlemen, con- 
sistency is a jewel. Now, the very men who stood before us and | 
refused one single particle of help in that line, come here and 
ask this House to go into partnership in a private enterpriss, in- | 
corporated as such and fortified with a charter, by making it an 
appropriation of $5,408,000, and agreeing to take shares in the 
p-ofits. Now, I want to say this, Mr.Chairman, I am not alaw- | 
yer, but I defy any lawyer in this Houss or elsewhere to point to 
one scintilla of law authorizing such an appropriation or part- 
nership either under the Constitution or the Revised Statutes, 
or any precedent for it in this country from Colonial days up to 
now. 

I understand this House and the Senate loaned $1,000,000 to 
New Orleans, and to Philadelphia $1,500,000. That was a dif- 
ferent proposition. Whether you had the constitutional right | 
to do that or notis another question. But here is a partnership 
in a private enterprise. I want, Mr. Chairman, to ask who is 
doing the “‘ howling” now? 

Just a few days ago the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. TAYLOR], 
in anoted speech on the tin-plate question, said that the great 
trouble with the farmers of this country was that they were calam- 
ity howlers, knocking at the doors of Congress with their ‘‘im- | 
practicable and unconstitutional” requests. Now, Mr. Chair- | 
man, who is howling around the doors of Congress to-day? Chi- | 
cago and the Northwest that lies around and contiguous to her | 
are howling after what, charity? No. To become a partner 
with the Government in a speculation that no man on earth can 
tell whether it will profit a cent or lose a millionin it. No man 
can tell. 

Mr. Chairman, for twenty-seven years the farmers of this 
country did the digging and delving, and kept their mouths 
shut, but when capital concentrated and combined, when trans- 

rtation concentrated and combined, when manufacturers com- 

ined, when all other occupations and callings combined, the 
farmer was brought to the absolute necessity of combination, or 
stand as ‘“‘ hewers of wood and drawers of water;” and because 








they did combine and stand against the money combina‘ions, 
the transportation combinations, and the manufacturing combi- 


| nations, and the mining combinations, for all these enterprises 


to-day are moved and controlled by combinations alone, they 
were hooted at and sneered at, and called ‘ calamity howlers,” 
and the gentleman from the State of Ohio |Mr. JosepH D. Tay- 


| LOR] recently said that ‘‘if the farmers would talk less and work 


more they could get along better.” That is the kind of consola- 
tion we get. Thatis the kind of greeting we meet with when 
we come to Congressin this matter and ask for what we believe 
to be our simple right. But when Chicago comes here, when 
New Orleans or Philadelphia comes here, either for a loan of 
money or a partnership business, we find advocates for it on our 
right, on our left, in our front, and in our rear, from both sides 
of the House. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] that 
if he will take the statistics of this country and carefully note 


| them, and then say upon the floor of this House, and say horesily 


and candidly, that they have not worked and talked but little, I 
would be glad to hear him. Notasingle product of the eirth, 
not a single product of the shop or mines, South, East, West, 


| or North, whether these people labor at the plow, at the anvil, 


or with the pick, but has so wonderfully increased in volume 


| that the world stands marveling at the fact. Instead of three 


or four million bales of cotton in the ante bellum days, this same 
labor, colored and white, has run the erop of cotton up to 9,009,- 


| 060 bales, wheat, oats, and everything else in proportion. Yet 
| we are told that if the farmers would do better, they should talk 
| less and work more. 


Now, one would think, from such language as fell from his [Mr. 
TAYLOR’S] lips, that the farmer is made up of hair, bones, and 
muscles, and no brains, and is not expected to have any, but that 
somebody else mustcarry the brainsforhim. Thatday has passed 
in this country. They are (farmers) asserting their rights, and 
they intend to knock at the doors of the legislature of this 
country for even-handed justice, whether in the face of such 
talk as that coming either from the gentleman from Ohio or the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Th>re is another part of this bill to which I object, and that 
is this peculiar coinage. Why should we have this remarkable 
c inage of 10,000,000 half-dollars of the ordinary weight and fne- 
ness’ And they are to have astamp alongside of it, on top, or 
on the edges, somewhere, tobe engraved, that will fix it for some 
purpose. For what purpose? 

Souvenir! The Government going into the souvenir business! 
Whom are these souvenirs for? Why, they are for the people 
from Europe and Asia; and I want to suggest, Mr. Chairman, 
that consistency ought to obtain among members of Congress, as 
well as in the pulpit and at the prayer meeting, for the reason 
that we are sworn servants of the psople. And yet we heard it 
said here a few days ago by men upon this floor to this House 
that the silver dollar was ‘‘a dishonest dollar” when it was 
offered to the laborers of this country under the free-coinage 
act. Now, members who were loud-mouthed against the free 
coinage of silver are anxious to have that same coin put into 
circulation, which is worth no more or no less than the coin pro- 
vided for in the free-coinage act, turned upon Chicago to be paid 
to people now engaged in work there. 

Mr. DAVIS. And they propose a lighter dollar. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, and they propose even a lighter 
dollar. That is true; but I wanted to give them the benefit of 
the whole thing. To whom is it to be paid? It is to be paid to 
the men who build the houses, to the men who stand guard at 
night, to the men, in a word, who by their labor earn their daily 
wages, and are, if there be an honest dollar issued by the Gov- 
ernment, above all others entitled to the same. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to ask those of you on this floor who 
voted against free silver to stand up here—you will have to doit 
when you get before your constituents, and you had better learn 
now to make excuses. [Laughter.] I want some of you to stand 
up here and state what excuse you will have when you go to 
the country and are compelled to say: ‘“‘I voted against the sil- 
ver dollars going out to help the farmers and laborers of Geor- 
gia because it would be a fraud; but I deliberately put them off 
upon the laboring men and the poor people of Chicago.” I want 


| you to answer that. 


Yes, you propose to provide ten million ‘“‘souvenirs.” It is 
not in the amendment, I confess; but, reading between the lines, 
I can read this: ‘‘We will give Chicago ten million half-dollar 
souvenirs with peculiar inscription and engravings; they wil! 
not pay them out; they will sell them at a premium and inst<ad 
of getting five million dollars they will perhaps get ten millions.” 
I can read that between the lines, and a greatdeal more just like 
it. You think it is all right to vote against free silver. 

When the planter’s cotton is selling at 6cents and he is almost 
tankrupt. and when the wheat-grower is down at the bottom, 
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and when we are begged by millions of Democrats and Repub- 
licans to give them more money, or at least a double standard 
by which to measure values, you refuse their petition; you say: 
‘Oh, no; that is dishonest; it is afraud upon the laborers and 
farmers of the country to put out this silver dollar;” but when 
it comes to Chicago it is allright. Gentlemen, you were wrong 
the other day, or you are wrong now, and you dare not deny it. 

Mr. OATES. Perhaps they were wrong both times. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, I think they were wrong both 
times. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say candidly that I may 
not be as much of a patriot as the gentleman who occupied the 
floor a little while ago. { may not have the kind of patriotism 
which some men in this country have, but I thank God I have 
this kind of patriotism, and I intend to preach it here as long as 
Iam amember of this House, and I intend to preach it every- 
where as longas I am able to do so—the sentiment that every 
American citizen is entitled to a fair chance and to equal and 
exact justice from the legislation of this country. That is the 
kind of patriotism I have. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a species of class legislation; it follows 
along the line of the class legislation that we have had for twenty- 
five years past; legisiation for the benefit of the few to the det- 
riment of the many; legislation for the benefit of particular en- 
terprises without reference to the public good. Congress has 
been cursed with it; ourstatute books are loaded down with it— 
for twenty-five years past, and when do we propose to unload? 
I think this is a good place to start. 

We have kept faith with Chicago. We have given her $1,088,- 
000, and we have in this bill a provision for $412,000, which we 
are under contract to furnish. Now, why not stop right here? 
I find in this bill, intended, I supposa, to concilliate us silver 
folks, a sort of sugar-coated pill, a political belladonna plaster. 
[Laughter.] I find in the first part of the Senate amendment a 
provision for an international monetary conference. You sayin 
substance to us, ‘‘ Well, boys, you want free silver, now we are 
going to fix it right up for you. We will get an international 
monetary conference which will settle it all right.” Mr. Chair- 
man, I am opposed to that proposition, and I will tell you why. 
I am an American. If I was a rebel once, I am an American 
now, and I believe we ought to have an American flag, an Amer- 
ican Constitution, and American currency. I want to ask some 
of you gentlemen who are in favor of an international monetary 
conference what you think about having an international tariff 
conference. [Laughter.] Come, now, let us getthat up. What 
do you say about it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Reciprocity amounts to that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You propose an international monetary 
conference. For what purpose? To settle what amount and 
kind of metal shall constitute a dollar. You say the reason for 
that is that England is interested in that question, that France 
is interested in that question, thatGermany is interested in that 
question. I know it; but are not England, France, and German 
interested in the tariff question? hy, they are a thousan 
times more interested in that than they are in the money ques- 
tion. Why not then callan international tariffconference? Did 
you ever think of it gentlemen? If the plan is good in the one 
instance it is as well in the other. 

Is it true—I appeal to members on this floor—is it true that 
we have conducted this Government for over one hundred years 
as an independent republic under our own flag, sitting under our 
own vine and fig tree, and that to-day we are compelled to look to 
Europe for a currency? I tell you when you get to that point 
you will have to go to Europe for atariffalso. Begin thatcourse 
and there is no stopping a so you had better oon ra ht now. 
Why should we require that France, or Germany, or England, or 
any foreign country should recognize our money one way or the 
other unless we are commercially dependent upon them? 

Are we independent? Yes; that wasdemonstrated during the 
war. You shut us up by the blockade; you would not let us out 
or in; we could obtain neither provisions nor clothing; but we 
fought you four long years, and we did a pretty good job at it, 
too. Talk about independence! There never was a nation or 
country with so much innate independence as this country has 
to-day. Yet gentlemen propose that we dicker with Germany 
and France for a currency. If that is to be the policy, let us go 
there for a tariff, too. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the provision as it comes from 
the Senate for the closing of this Exposition on Sunday. I can 
not agree with my friend from Alabama[Mr. WHEELER]. This 
is not a religious question; it is not a matter that has anything to 
do with the Baptists, the Methodists, the Presbyterians, or any 
other religious denomination. This is a question of morals, as 
much so as the principle of morality inculecated in the seventh 
commandment, or the eighth. There is no difference. ‘‘Thou 
shalt not steal” is no more binding on a man, whether he be a 
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Christian or non-Christian, than the other commandment, ‘‘ Re- 
member the Sabbath day to keep it holy.” 

Mr. Chairman, there is not, I am proud to say, a State within 
the limits of this Union that has not in its Constitution or 
statutes a clause forbidding all ordinary labor on the Sabbath 
day. Yet, we, the members of the eves Congress of a great 
country, coming from these different localities, where this kind 
of morality is not only taught but enforced—we propose as na- 
tional legislators to violate a fundamental principle underlying 
our Government, recognized at our homes and inour respective 
States, as involving the safety and peace of the nation. 

Mr. MANSUR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANSUR. I was engaged for many years of my life as 
a criminal prosecutor, and I do not know of any State that has 
in its Constitution such a provision as the gentleman mentions 
though I believe there is a statute of that kind in force in e1l of 
them. If the gentleman can refer to the Constitution of a sin- 
gle State containing such a provision, I would like him to do so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I am not a lawyer, and 
am not responsible for any little technical mistake of this kind. 
Tam willing to accept the gentleman’s correction, and to say 
that there is such a provision in the statutes of every State in 
the Union. 

Mr. MANSUR. That, I believe, is probably true. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Whether it is in the organic law or not, 
it is a statute, and a wise statute, in force in every State. 

Mr. DICKERSON. That being the case, are you not willing 
to allow the statutory provision in force in Chicago with refer- 
ence to the regulation of Sunday to control this matter? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir; and I will give you the reason 


why. 

Mr, DICKERSON. Then you are ready to deprive the State 
of Illinois of the exercise of a right which you accord to every 
other. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir; I am not. Gentlemen can not 
intimidate this House by such a proposition as that. Here are 
the facts of the case. The Government of the United States has 
appropriated $1,500,000 to aid this Exposition, and is to put within 
its limits her own buildings and her own exhibits. If the doors 
are left open, it is the United States Government that does it; 
if they are closed, the United States Government must do it. 

I admit that if the United States had no buildings or exhibits 
there—if this Exposition were not in any way under the sanction 
of the Government—it would be, in my opinion, not only un- 
Democratic, but altogether wrong to meddle with this business. 

Mr. DICKERSON. As the Government has its own separate 
buildings, if the gentleman proposes to apply the principle he 
advocates, why not close the doors of the Government buildings 
and let the local authorities, if they choose, leave the doors of 
the rest open? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Because, ‘as the gentleman knows, we 
can not divide the responsibility in that way. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I think there need be no trouble about it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You can not close part of the buildings 
on Sunday and keepa partopen. You can not go into that sort 
of arrangement. If the people of Chicago ask the Government 
to give them help in this way, they must submit to such restric- 
_— as Congress may see fit to put upon the contribution it 
makes. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another reason why Iam opposed 
to this appropriation of $5,000,000, It is not only class legisla- 
tion but, in my humble opinion, unconstitutional. I do not pro- 
fess to be a lawyer, but I believe I will be sustained in this posi- 
tion by such lawyers of this House as the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON]. I do not believe there is the scratch of a 
pen in the organic law that permits or authorizes an expenditure 
of this kind. Not only that, but this bill makes a peculiar dis- 
crimination against certain localities, which is altogether wrong. 
In Georgia we have in circulation $1.34 per capita; in Illinois 
there is in circulation $4.75 per capita; in this District 36 per 
capita. Gentlemen can all see the reason of these differences. 
If we make this vast appropriation, it nearly all goes to Chi- 
cago; and in this way you absolutely increase the circulation 
immensely in a single locality, while discriminating against all 
other localities. 

This has been the constant practice by Congress for many 
years and the Government being the agent to distribute the tax 
money collected, it should look well to a fair and equitable dis- 
tribution when it comes to make appropriations for many pur- 
poses included in bills for appropriating money and thus help to 
equalize the money in circulation. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, if we intend to coin our silver—and here 
is the point that I want some gentleman who favors that propo- 
sition to answer—if we are to coin our silver dollars that you 
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claim are dishonest dollars, why not distribute them evenly and 
properly throughout the entire country? Why will you make 
Chicago a pet to receive the whole of them?’ I appeal to mem- 
bers of this body that you do not support these Senate amend- 
ments. 

I appeal to you to reject them, first, because it is unauthorized; 
second, because it is a precedent for going into a kind of mutual 
partnership business between the Governmentand a a en- 
terprise; and, third, because it will leave us muddled with Chi- 
cago or their Representatives here for the next fifty years be- 
fore a settlement can be had, and in the end, whether we get 
much or whether we get little of the proceeds, it will be an un- 
fortunate alliance. It is unauthorized. It is a discrimination 
against the working people and the taxpayers of this country; it 
is taking their money without their consent to distribute it in a 
certain locality whellx unauthorized, and the principle is wholly 
at variance with the sentiment of our people and the doctrines 
of our Government. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON ofIowa. Mr.Chairman,I want to address 
this House from the standpoint of a common American citizen- 
ship I shall not attempt to follow any gentleman who has oc- 
cupied his time in making a partisan speech, no matter upon 
which side of the question he may have spoken. [I appeal to 
this House to consider the fact that we are discussing a ques- 
tion that touches the reputation and the honor of the American 
people and this great Government. There is but one question 
involved ia this debate, and it is that question that I have 
already indicated—the honor of the American Republic. 

I do not care whether you want to make a loan or issue the $5,- 
000,000 of silver half dollars, or in what particular form your ob- 
jections are made. After all the only question here involved is, 
shall we make a success of this great International Exposition, 
to be given under the American flag and under the invitation 
of the American Government. 

For forms of faith let canting zealots fight; 
His can’t be wrong whose life is in the right. 

For the particular form in which it is done I care nothing. 
Like others I might have my preferences. But, Mr.Chairman, 
we have before us simply the question of pursuing the policy 
which we have already inaugurated, and lide a success of this 
great International Exposition. It is due to ourselves, it isdue 
to our people that this shall be done. It is not in any sense of 
the word a partisan question. I am proud for my country to be 
able to stand on the floor of the House of Representatives and 
say that when this bill was passed—the act of April 25, 1890— 
there were recorded 202 votes in favor of it and but 48 votes 
against it. Of the two political parties a decided majority of 
both was in favor of holding this great Exposition. 

Such distinguished Democrats as BLANCHARD, BOATNER, 
Buckalew, CARLISLE, CARUTH, CATCHINGS, CRAIN, CuUM- 
MINGS, FITHIAN, Governor Flower, HATCH, HAYES, HOOKER of 
Mississippi, MANSUR, McAdoo, MCCREARY, MUTCHLER, OUTH- 
WAITE, and others supported and voted for the proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, the policy is settled that we are to have a great 
Exposition. It was settled, as I havesaid, by a majority vote, a 
preponderating majority of both political parties. Let us then 
go harmoniously on, with hearts beating only with patriotic im- 
pulses, and consider what is our duty on this occasion. 

Reference has been madetotheform. My distinguished friend 


from Kentucky, Governor MCCREARY, spoke of it as a copart- | 


nership. My friend and associate on the Committee on Appro- 
priations who has just spoken [Mr. LIVINGSTON] referred to it 
as a partnership, and told us to draw a distinction between that 
and the loan of the Government to the New Orleans Exposition. 
There is no distinction in principle. 


Mr. McCREARY. Willyou allow me to read a section of the 


bill in response to that? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Iwill ask my friend to wait until 
Iam through. I would prefer that. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I have no more time at my disposal. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I presume there will be no 
trouble about time. If I commence yielding, my thirty minutes 
will soon be gone, and I am trying to reserve a partof it to enable 
other gentlemen to be heard. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I only desire to support what I said by 
reading from the bill. 

Mr. NDERSON of Iowa. And you only switch a man off 
his line of thought in that way. ° 

Now, I say that there is no distinction in principle between 
these appropriations; and the only distinction that can be really 
found is that under the pending proposition the Government may 
get back more than it lends to this great Exposition. That is 
the only real distinction. Itis stated inthe minority report that 
we mace a loan of $1,000,000 to Louisiana; and it has been said 
also in that report that we lost the million of dollars. In aspeech 








on this floor I supported the loan to Louisiana. In one sense 
the million of dollars was lost. Nodollarofit was ever paid back 
to the Treasury directly, but Mr. Chairman, not one dollar of 
it was lost to this country. It was like the bread cast upon the 
waters, to be found after many days. I visited New Orleans dur- 
ing that Exposition. It was my first visit South since 1865, and 
I went there with my heart full of the same feelings that I had 
when on this floor I advocated and supported that Exposition. 

And T tell you, = countrymen, that in the commingling of 
our people, in the demonstration ‘there, and the exhibition of 
the fruits of industry, the great fruits that come from every 
hand being honorable that does work, it was a quickener to the 
thought of this nation, and the million dollars loss was millions 
of dollars found to the Republic. That is my belief. 

What were New Orleans or Philadelphia, with their great 
expositions, compared to the one which we are considering? 
The subcommittee sent to Chicago which visited every building 
and looked over that vast field doited with palaces to receive 
the tribut:s of the world, were unanimous in their reportin say- 
ing that it issomething unparalleled in history. Your children 
and mine and our children’s children will come and go, and un- 
der no flag will there be such an exposition as is to open in May, 
1893, in this country. 

We in States and cities put forth every effort toattract the at- 
tention of the world to our development, to our civilization, to 
our progress, and to our industry. Where can such an adver- 
tisement be found? And I uss aimost a gross term, but a true 
one. The nations ‘iat will come from every land and across 
every sea to look at that great Exposition, will go back honoring 
the flag that floats over our heads to-day. They will go back im- 
pressed with the spiritthatanimates the Republic. They will go 
back carrying tidings to the nations that will open wider and 
wider the markets of the world to us. My friends, this isacom- 
mon interest, and I pray that we may lift it outside of the nar- 
row channels of partisan debate. 

It has been asserted that we are taxing the products of labor 
to do this work, that we are trespassing upon the rights of the 
farmer and the toiler throughout the land. First, in a narrow 
sense, let me say from personal observation, and an inspection 
of the report of our visiting committee will verify it, that an 
overwhelming majority of all the dollars spent in connection 
with this great enterprise will go into the pockets of the labor- 
ing men. Ninety per cent at least of it will be put into the 
hands of the men who rear these great structures, who prepare 
the homes for the exhibition of industries. Labor will reap the 
reward. And bere, whileitis in my mind, referring to a thought 
just expressed about the distribution of these half-dollars, I say 
that no coin or money of any kind willleave our National Treas- 
ury that will be so per‘ectly and generously distribut+d as these 
$5,000,000. And every citizen of this country or of any other 
country getting possession of one of these half-dollars will hold 
it as a treasure—a precious memento of the advancement of 
civilization and the grandeur of the American Republic. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. - May I suggest to my friend that it will 
simply amount to $5,000,000 in the toe of the stocking, that will 
never be used. It will take five millions of silver and put it into 
stocking-toes, never to be used. Do you think that is right? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Every dollar will pay for the 
toil of labor, and these dollars will be made of the injured, im- 
perfect coin in the Treasury, now lying idle. 

Mr. DAVIS. Worth about sixty cents on the dollar, do you 


say? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. No matter what it is worth. 

Mr. DAVIS. Do you say that because the money will be paid 
to labor? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Under our laws these dollars 
will go forth equipped with al! the power and majesty of any 
other coin of the country. 

Mr. DAVIS. Except to bondholders. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. They will perform their func- 
tions, and will have adouble attraction to the American people. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Beyond that, they are redeemable at every 
treasury of the United States at par. 

Mr. DAVIS. In greenbacks. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. There will be precious few that 
the Treasury of the United States will have a chance to redeem. 

But that is the “form of the faith.” I am after the eternal 
sunlight that should blaze upon this question, not the petty 
‘* forms of faith,” to use my illustration that I gave before. 

As to the farmers, I do not know what may be the experience 
of other gentlemen on this floor, but I have had more appeals 
from the farmers of my district in favor of this great Exposition, 
and of giving it proper governmental aid, than I have had in 
respect to any other question except the antioption bill! alone. 
They favor it; and only yesterday I received a letter from an in- 
telligent person in my district, saying ‘‘ Help the great Exposi- 
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tion, and do not have any string tied to your help.” That is the 
counsel that I receive. 

Now, as to the amount. The report of the minority and some 
observations that have b2en made yesterday and to-day, sum up 
the to‘al receipts from the time that the Fair opens until the 
work is done, and hold up the amounts, variously estimated at 
from twenty-two million to twenty-five million dollars, ranging 
around that sum, and say it is claimed by the friends of this 
measure that $17,000,000 will be required to do the work. They 
strike a balance of $25,000,000 receipts, and $17,000,000 expenses, 
and say here is a balance. How do they dare come here and ask 
for $5,090,000? My friends, you lose sight of this simple little 
fact, for the purpose of opening the Exposition on the Ist of May, 
1893, not a dollar can be received until the great Exposition 
opens. They may receive something at the dedication in Oc- 
tober; but, practically, until the Exposition opens, no receipts 
can come in. 

We show in our report, which was made to this House, that in 
order to open the doors of the Exposition, and finish that work, 
so that receipts can begin on May 1, that $15,546,009.95 will be 
needed. Weshowed you in our investigation that $10,763,189.99 
would be received from different sources. That money, which 
has been raised by the citizens of Chicago, showing that there 
must from some source come $4,782,819.76 in order to complete 
the work and open the Fair on the Ist of May, 1893. 

We took the different estimates that had been made, and struck 
asortof average. Reference has been made to the report of Mr. 
Higginbotham, chairman of the committee on finance. As I 
remember, his figures of the receipts, and as to the amount to be 
raised, were the most generous of any one who was before your 
subcommittee. 

But, as one gentleman said, Mr. Wigginbotham was one who 
was placing the stock; he was painting in the brightest colors 
what could be accomplished. We did not take his extraordinary 
estimates. We tried tostrike an average. But we found on the 
most careful estimate that, in round numbers, $5,000,000 would 
be needed. Chicago had done more by several hundred thou- 
sand dollars than Congress rejuired her to do in the act of April 
25, 1890, Then here we stand, with an admitted deficit of #5,- 
000,099, and the gates must be opened. Is there a gentleman on 
this floor who will content himself by saying, ‘‘ Let this Exposi- 
tion fail before we will give a dollar”? I do not believe there is 
one such representative of the people here, and yet this $5,000,000 
mustbe had. Chicago has raised $10,000,000—nearly $11,000,000, 
in round numters. Whereshall therestcome from? We must 
have it before the receipts begin to pourin. When they pour in, 
as some indicate, the Government will get back all her money 
and more; but that is not the question. 

I say, as a representative of this country, that this $5,000,000 
must be had. Do not belittle it by talking about Chicago—a 
Chicago private enterprise. No exposition given on earth ever 
had its government throw its arm around it as closely as this In- 
ternational Exposition has had from the arms of the Government. 
We have dictated everything by law. Chicago raised her $10,- 
000,000 and the Federal Commission provided by law picked out 
the cloth, cut the cloth, and said you must make this garment, 
gentlemen; and it can not be made for less than $15,000,000 or 
$17,000,000. The Government fixed the cost of this mighty gar- 
ment. Chicago has raised all that this Government asked her 
to raise. Chicago the sole beneficiary! Her benefits are but 
petty, paltry drippings in this great enterprise. 

It is the mighty stream and sea of blessings that will pour like 
a flood over this Republic, blessing every State, north, south, 
east, and west; and the little hotel items that are talked about, 
and street-car matters, are but a bagatelle in the presence of this 
majestic question. And here let me tell you another fact, that the 
great bulk of these $11,000,000 was raised by big, patriotic citi- 
zens in Chicago, who get but very little benefit out of the floods 
of people who will go there. But you, my countrymen, neither 
you nor I, your wife or child, will go there unless we are to be 
benefited by the excursion. That tells the story. If this Expo- 
sition is to be patronized, it will be patronized by those who ex- 
pect to receive an equivalent for what is expended. 

Now, one word more. Suppose you do not give this money. 
I pray for the honor of my country that no such calamity is go- 
ing to fall upon us. Suppose you do not doit. Whatthen? I 
am frank to say, gentlemen, thatif the House of Representatives 
proves recreant to the high duty of the hour, Chicago, so much 
sneored at in a few quarters, in my opinion, single-handed and 
alone, will save the reputation of the Republic. 

But I do not want to lift Chicago up and tear my country down. 
She is equal to the occasion and I believe will save us from dis- 
grace. Chicago! I have seen her one night in sorrow and in 
ashes, and the next morning an imperial city by her sea, chal- 
lenging the admirationof the world! [Applause.] Do not sneer 
at those people who have done so much, who have given the en- 
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tire country so much of their money and their services to add 
glory to our flag and to spread abroad the prosperity of the land 
that we all love. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, how many minutes have I remaining of my 
time? 

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman has three minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I yield that time to the gentle 
man from Illinois[Mr. TAYLOR], to be used when he deems proper. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I will reserve the time. 

Mr. SAYERS. LIyield ten minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have listened 
with great pleasure to the argument made by my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. HopKINs] this morning and also to the one just con- 
cluded by my distinguished friend from Iowa[Mr. HENDERSON], 
and I admire the patriotism manifested by both those gentle- 
men, theirspirit and their temper, but I want to call the attention 
of the House to the language of the law which has been referred 
to by the gentleman from [Iowa in order that we may see just 
what was the character of that legislation to which he directed 
attention and in reference to which he recited the yeas and nays 
in part. Let me first remark, however, that all of us who were 
here at the time remember that when the first proposition was 
made for a World's Columbian Exposition there was a great con- 
test in this House as to where itshould be located. In that con- 
test five of the great cities of the country, New York, Chicago, 
St. Louis, Cincinnati, and Washington were engaged. 

I favored the location of the World's Fair at the seat of Gov- 
ernment, because I thought it would dispense with the necessity 
of removing the Government exhibits from the places provided 
by law for their safe-keeping. I favored it further because this 


| city was the seat of government and, in my judgment, the 


rope? 

ylace to which the people of the world should be ievined” The 

Iouse, however, decided otherwis2, and the question narrowed 

itself down to a question between the great metropolitan city of 

New York on the seaboard and the great city of Chicago re- 
motely situated in the interior. 

In that contest Chicago prevailed, and, by a vote of the House 
before the passage of the law to which I am about to refer, Chi- 
cago was selected as the place, the selection being made in large 
measure in deference to the expressions of opinion of that vast 
army of people residing upon the upper waters of the Mississippi 
and following it to where it flows into the Gulfof Mexico. <After- 
wards the House came to make provision by law for the conduct 
of the Exposition. My friend from Massachusetts [Mr.Candler] 
was the chairman of the World’s Fair Committee, and he re- 
ported from that committee the bill which was subsequently 
passed by the House, the seventeenth section of which bill con- 
tains this proviso: 

Provided, That the United States shall not be liable on account of the 
erection of buildings, expenses of the Commission, or any of its officers oF 


employés, or on account of any expenses incident to or growing out of said 
Exposition for a sum exceeding in the aggregate $1,500,000. 


There is the law as it was enacted by Congress. At that time 
it was accepted as the law governing the case, and the House 
by an appropriation donated this sum of $1,500,000. Now, a 

roposition comes to us that an additional amount shall be given 
b the Government, in contravention of that solemn enunciation 
of opinion and enactment made by the representatives of the 
American people. 

When propositions relating to other matters have been made 
here with regard to the power of the Government to loan money, 
I have had occasion to say that the Constitution clothes the 
Government of the United States with the power to levy taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises upon the American people to pay 
the debts and provide for the defense of the country, but that 
nowhere in that entire instrument, from its preamble to its sig- 
nature by George Washington, is there to be found any provi- 
sion vesting in the Government of the United States the power 
to lend money to anybody for any purpose or on any account. 
The proposition before us is a proposition to coin money to be 
used in this Exposition in the shape of ‘‘ souvenirs” or in any 
other way that may be determined, and to increase the amount 
of the Government loan by $5,000,000, making, with the $1,500,- 
000 already appropriated for the Government buildings and ex- 
hibit, six and a half million dollars. 

When the act from which I have read was under discussion a 
distinguished Representative of the State of Illinois, the present 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the House, and 
other Representatives from that State, assured the House that 
whatever other moneys might be required would be raised b 
the city of Chicago, and the law was framed in conformity wit 
those assurances and presented to the House by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] and while it was under dis- 
cussion here when the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN] 
was making some remarks implying doubt as to whether Chi- 
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cago would raise the amount of money that would be required, 
he was interrupted by a exo Om Representative from the 
State of Illinois, coming, I believe, from the city of Chicago 
{Mr. Lawler] who used this language. 

I make this statement and will verify it again, that if $5,000,000 or $10,000,000, 
or $25,000,000 are necessary to make the World's Fair a success in Chicago, it 
will be raised within the next six months. 

This was the declaration of notone Representative alone, but, 
as I understood, having been here myself, a part and parcel 
of that Congress, and voting on this proposition, it was dis- 
tinctly enunciated that when the Government had furnished its 
own exhibits and transported them to Chicago—when the Gov- 
ernment had erected its own buildings for the purpose of receiv- 
ing those exhibits (and I am told this Government building has | 
now been erected at a cost of $400,000, and is a very creditable | 
structure) the distinct understanding was that so far as the Gov- | 
ernment and the people of the United States, the taxpayers, | 
were concerned they were to pay no more than the one million | 
and a half which was donated by the act I have referred to. 

It was said by my friend from Illinois [Mr. HopKINsS] that 
these commissioners, consisting of two from each State, were 
constituted the agents of the Government of the United States; 
and he invoked the principle of law that the agents having 
mapped out a Columbian Exposition of greater proportions than 
had been expected, therefore the Government of the United 
States is bound to make the appropriations to carry out that proj- 
ect. Sir, sucha statement is in contravention of the great prin- 
ciple which lies at the foundation of the law of agency. The 
agent, acting within the scope of the authority given by the 
principal, can bind him; butnever can he bind him when acting 
outside of the scope of his authority. So far from there being 
an unlimited grant of power to these commissioners, there was 
a specific restriction of their power within the limits indicated 
by the proviso. That proviso must be construed strictly, and 
can never in any court of justice be construed so as to enlarge 
the power. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will the gentleman give me 
just one moment more? 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. J wish to read a prophesy 
which was made on this floor by my friend, Mr. John Randolph 
Tucker, of Virginia, when we were debating here the question of 
making a loan in aid of the Centennial Exposition at Philadel- 

hia. It had been said then by a gentleman here from Chicago 
That an appropriation of one million and a half dollars to the 
Centennial Exposition would be (estimating our population at 
45,000,000) only 3+ cents per capita. In answer to that, my dis- 
tinguished friend from Virginia, then a member of Congress— 
now succeeded by his able and talented son, ——_ in the place 
which the father so much honored—made a prediction which 
has become history. His language was: 


My friend before me from Illinois, who belongs to that department in this 
aviary in which we are assembled denominated the spread-eagle, and who 
delivered so fine a speech this morning, asks ‘Where is the man who will 
not give three and a half cents for the glory and honor of his country?’’ 
janenter. | Why, sir, that is all very fine, but I will remind my friend and 

will remind this House of those most eloquent words uttered by one of the 
most eloquent men who ever spoke the English tongue, in his great speech 
on American taxation. I will remind them that Edmund Burke said ‘* No 
man ever doubted the commodity of tea would bear the imposition of three 

mee.” ‘Would twenty shillings,” said he, ‘‘have ruined Mr. Hampden’s 
ortune? No, but the payment of half twenty shillings on the principle it 
was demanded would have made him a slave!” And I say, sir, to make me 
or my constituents pay one cent upon the —s le this bill demands—that 
is, that you can go outside of the Constitution to do it—will make my people 
slaves. And Edmund Burke added that it was not the weight of the duty 
but the weight of the preamble that claimed the right to impose it that the 
Americans were unable and unwilling to bear. That is the Din pm here. 
I do not care about three and a half cents, but I will tell my friend from New 
York that he can not assure me or this country that when he gets his scheme 
in for three and a half cents someone else may not come the next day and 
say ‘‘ We also want to have a big show down at Yorktown, or we want to 
have a great show at Bunker Hill or Chicago.”’ [Laughter.] 

Well, why not have a great show at Chicago? “Oh, you have got no con- 
stitutional power.” ‘‘Ah, none at all? You passed the centennial bill yes- 
terday. Show what is the difference between the two. It will be only 3 
cents more. That would not hurt anybody.” But another comes along an 
says, ‘“‘I will not let that scheme get through unless mine gets through, too, 
and mine will only be 3} cents more.’’ It is well, Mr. Chairman, to remem- 
ber the canny Scotch proverb, ‘‘Monie a mickle maks a muckle.” It is the 
accumulation of the little expenditures that makes up the burdens which 
oppress the people of the country and paralyze their industries. 


Every member of the House, I think, must recognize the per- 
tinency of this language to the case now before us. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

fr.SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COVERT]. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire first toanswer the in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKINS] made in the 
course of his speech a few moments ago: ‘‘Is New York jealous | 
of the prosperity of Chicago because of the location of this great | 
enterprise?” | 
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For all answer I make appeal to the proceedings of the last 
Congress, when the matter of the selection of a site for the Ex- 
position was under discussion. I refer to the record then and to 
what has been uttered in this Chamber from that time down to the 
present, when any phase of this matter has been under discus- 
sion, and affirm that not one word save in kindness has ever been 
spoken of the Queen City of the West by any Representative 
from the grand Commonwealth which [ have the honor in part 
to represent. 

Imperial New York has no place in her warm bosom for any 
thought or shadow of jealousy of Chicago, or toward any other 
municipality on this continent. 

But, sir, New York is jealous, and properly so, of the rights 
and safeguards secured to her in common with other sections by 
solemn covenant and formal enactment; and this feeling, it oc- 
curs to me, should be shared by the people of this entire land. 

No one will dispute, no one can deny, that the original act es- 
tablishing the forthcoming Exposition at Chicago was passed 
with the distinct understanding and upon the express con- 
dition that the Federal Government should not be held re- 
sponsible. directly or by implication, for the first one dollar be- 
yond the expenses of the National Commission and for the 
preparation of its own exhibit. 

The very act itself as finally adopted contained a provision 
to the effect that the United States should not in any manner 
nor under any circumstances be liable for any of the acts, pro- 


| ceedings, or representations of the Exposition Commission or 


its officers or agents, or for any subscription to the capital stock, 
or for any certificates of stock or obligations of any kind issued 
by the Commission, or for any of its expenses, debts, or liabili- 
ties. 

This, then, was the compact and these the conditions under 
which the city of Chicago and the Commission created by the 
Stats of Illinois solemnly agreed to conduct the forthcoming 
Exposition. 

And now the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] more 
than intimates that if the officers in control of the affairs of the 
Exposition, and whom he denominates ‘“‘ the agents of the Gov- 
ernment,” have incurred obligations which they find themselves 
unable to discharge, the honor of the Government demands that 
the tax-paying people of the land shall make good the deficiency 
by the passage of the measure under discussion. 

Against this proposition, as a Representative from the State 
of New York, I, for one, most emphatically protest. The Gov- 
ernment and the taxpayers were to be held harmless against 
these very acts and liabilities of the Exposition officers. 

It was ‘‘so nominated in the bond;” and, on behalf of the tax- 
paying residents of my own State, at least, I demand the strict 
fulfillment of the compact thus sacredly made. [Applause.| 

‘**The honor of the nation is involved,” say the cloweent gen- 
tlemen who have preceded me. Why, sir, if the officers in con- 
trol of the Exposition—be they Governmentagentsor otherwise— 
have exceeded their authority,if they have gone beyond the 
limit of the law which brought them into being, it would not be 
in the line of the conservation of the national honor, but it would 
be in the direction of national dishonor to sustain them in the 
wrongful acts they have committed. 

‘* We are confronted by a condition, and the national honor 
must be sustained,” say the eloquent gentlemen who advocate 
this proposition. It must be sustained at this juncture by pass- 
ing over to the use of the Exposition Commission the additional 
sum of $5,000,000 out of the Federal Treasury. 

Some years ago the same claim was presumably made in refer- 
ence to the Exposition at New Orleans. The market rate at 
which the honor of the nation could be saved at that time was 
fixed at $1,000,000, and that amount was appropriated by the Gen- 
eral Government as a loan, to be repaid at the close of the Exhi- 
bition. This was the result, that not one dollar of the loan ever 
was or ever will be covered back into the Federal Treasury. 

The project before us, however, does not reach the dignity of 
a loan to the Exposition management. 

It is a proposition to recoin 10,000,000 silver half-dollars, to 
stamp upon them an inscription or device commemorative of tho 
occasion, and to place these at the disposal of the Exposition 
Commission in aid of its work. In return, the Government is to 


| receive stock representing $5,000,000; and when the gates are 


closed and our foreign visitors have departed, an accounting is 
to be had, and the Federal Government, having placed itself on 
the same plane as the city of Chicago or any individual stock- 
holder, is to share in the profits or the losses which may accrue 


| from the exhibition in proportion to the amount of its stock sub- 


scription. : 

I, for one, sir, fail to see how the honor of the nation is to be 
up builded and sustained by having the Federal Government 
become party to astock speculation of this character. Every 
silver coin thus issued by the Government and intended as is 
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claimed as a souvenir of the Exposition would be a badge and 
token of dishonor. It would bear are its face the assurance of 
Federal paternalism—a feature of all others the most repugnant 
to our system of government and against which the founders 
and fathers of the Republic waged the bitterest warfare. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman from New 
York permit a question? 

Mr. COVERT. Iam speaking by the courtesy and in the time 
of the gentleman from Texas{Mr. SAYERS]. Only that my time 
is necessarily limited, I should be most glad to answer, if I could, 
any question my friend might wish to ask. 

Gradually, perhaps, but very surely, ideas and schemes involv- 
ing Federal aid to special classes and in exceptional directions 
have grown and gathered strength among portions of our peo- 
ple. Appropriationsare annually asked from Congress for which 
there is absolutely no precedent and certainly no constitutional 
warrant. It is safe to say that in every instance the claim is 
made that the glory, the grandeur, or the honor of the nation 
will be promoted or the prosperity of the people advanced by 
these proposed unwarranted aids in these special directions. 

The same spirit which underlies the present proposition is 
akin to that which demands the establishment of subtreasuries 
and warehouses—of government advances upon farm products 
and of government control of railroads andtelegraphs. As well 
almost might this Congress commit the Government to all these 
measures; as well almost might it send a committee to Wall 
street for speculative purposes on behalf of the Government as 
to make the nation a stockholder of the Exposition as contem- 
plated in the measure before us. 

This measure should be voted down, and by so decided a ma- 
jority as will emphasize the feeling of this House upon proposi- 
tions of a kindred character. 

A precedent for negative action here and now was furnished 
only a few days ago, when this House was called upon to make 
an appropriation of $100,000 from the Federal Treasury for the 
entertainment of the Grand Army of the Republic at their forth- 
coming encampment at the national capital. Hosts of members 
on this floor who were constrained to vote against the proposi- 
tion in the form in which it was originally presented,would have 
been most glad thus to do honor to these battle-scarred veter- 
ans. Toall of us came memories of the sacrifices made for home 
and country by this band of loyal and patriotic men who, in the 
hour of the nation’s deadliest peril, risked their lives that the 
integrity of the Republic might be preserved. We realized that 
the nation would honor itself in thus honoring those whose he- 
roic efforts and whose boundless sacrifices preserved to us a 
Union which, under heaven, will never again be threatened 
with dismemberment. 

My friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] advocated that propo- 
sition then just as eloquently as he has alvocated this measure 
to-day. 

But to the majority of the members of this House the plain and 
direct werds of the Federal Constitution were more eloquent and 
more controlling than the rounded sentences of the gentleman 
from Iowa; and with every disposition to aid and to honor those 
who had so potently aided us, the measure was voted down as 
matter of conscience and of law. The proposition was defeated 
in favor of an entirely legitimate appropriation to be made avail- 
able out of the fund set apart for the District of Columbia, the 
locality to be honored by the presence of these, the defenders of 
the nation’s honor and of the nation’s life. 

And this illustration brings me to the consideration of another 
point which has been suggested during the course of thisdiscus- 
sion. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DURBOROW] in charge 
of this measure has sent to the Clerk’s desk and has had read 
extracts from the platforms of the two great political parties as 
adopted at their recent conventions, favoring, in guarded terms, 
affirmative Congressional intervention in behalf of the Exposi- 


tion. In this entirely impartial way representatives of both 
parties are sought to be reminded that it is the part of party 
duty to support the measure under consideration. 

i desire to say in this connection that the uliar plan and 
scheme now before the Houses had been outlined and was pre- 
sumably thoroughly understood long before the assembling of 
either of the two great national conventions. While it is true 
that both conventions in general terms suggested such action on 
the part of Congress as might be necessary to sustain the proper 
and becoming dignity of the country, neither of the two great 
bodies indors:d, either directly or by implication, this excep- 
tional plan ‘ov making the General Government a shareholder 
in the forthcoming Exposition. It was left to the judgment and 
the conscience of Congress to determine what aid should be ex- 
tended and in what manner such assistance should be granted. I 
maintain, sir, that there is absolutely nothing in the platform 
of either par.» which makes it the duty of a single adherent of 


any politica’ o-ganization to surrender his conscience or his 
judgment in the support of this measure. 
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Appreciating the fact—a fact which stands admitted to-day— 
that Chicago would bs primarily and permanently benefited by 
the holding of the Exposition within her limits, her represent- 
atives and the Representatives of the State of Lilinois, from 
their places in this Chamber, again and again during the dis- 
cussion of the question of a site pledged themselves =a pledged 
the honor and credit of their State that no further demands 
would be made upon the General Government and no appeals 
would be urged upon its bounty. 

So stands the record. I appeal to that recordand to the clear 
and emphatic language of the solemn enactment I have quoted. 

Again I say, sir, this measure and all measures of similar 
character, no matter how plausibly presented and how zealousl 
urged, should be voted down by this House. Let the growt 
and spread of governmental paternalism be stopped and stayed. 
Let it be stopped at the outer portal of this Chamber, and let it be 
stayed now as the outcome of the consideration of this proposi- 
tion. Let the assurance go forth, and let it be emphasized by 
the vote to be now recorded, that the policy of this Congress is 
one of opposition to special legislation; that the function of this 
Government is to secure and insure equal rights and exact jus- 
tice to all and special favors and exceptional privileges to none. 
[Loud applause. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. KYLE]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman from Mississippi = 
ceeds, as I believe I will be recognized a in the debate, I de- 
sire to yield him in advance five minutes of my time, so that he 
can occupy the fifteen minutes without interruption. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam very much obliged to gentlemen for their 
or 

Mr. Chairman, when we were considering this bill—when it 
was before the House on a former occasion—I remember then 
that some of the gentlemen who participated in the debate made 
an effort to secure its e in such form and in such shape as 
to carry with it only such appropriations as were regarded as 
necessary for the proper exercise of the functions of this Gov- 
ernment for which these appropriations were made. 

And, Mr. Chairman, when the question was raised here in the 
interest of economy, and in the interest of what seemed to befor 
the good of our people, we constantly heard the cry coming from 
the other side of House: “‘Oh, this is a eheese-paring Con- 
gress; it isa picayune Congress. The Democrats of this Gov- 
ernment can not be trusted to make adequate or sufficient appro- 
priations to carry it on properly,” ete. And so constantly, Mr. 
Chairman, did these d ons come to us that some of us be- 
gan to doubt possibly whether we were as liberal as we ought to 
be along these lines or not. And when this bill goes to a Re- 
publican Senate, what dowe find? That amendments have been 
tacked on to the number of 312, nearly every one of them carry- 
ing additional appropriations, and some, like the amendment 
now under consideration for the Columbian Exposition, involv- 
ing millions of dollars. 

Now, sir, [want tosubmit to the House this question: Whether 
or not the appropriations that the Senate have tacked on to this’ 
bill are in the interests of the people; whether or not they are for 
the benefit of this Government; and furthermore, whether they 
are necessary to the proper exercise of the functions of govern- 
mentor not? For I hold that we have no right to appropriate 
money out of the Treasury except for the legitimate expenses of 
the Government. I think, gentlemen, if I can demonstrate that 
they are not necessary to the functions of government, you will 
agree with me, Republicans and all alike, that Democrats who 
appealed for economy were improperly assailed, and that you 
were insincere in your declarations when you made them against 
what we claimed were the efforts being made to secure proper 
economy in the expenditures. 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, I will not have time to call atten- 
tion to all of these items against which I would inveigh. I can 
—_ call attention to a few. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I will make this statement before leading 
out upon these ideas: There is a declaration in both the Demo- 
cratic and Republican platforms adopted by the last convention 
of these two great parties, committing themselves to economy. 
What does that mean? That you shall appropriate the money of 
the people of this country for purposes only which are legitimate, 
and for the proper exercise of the function of the Government. 

Now, let ussee. We find, Mr. Chairman, that after this House 
had carefully considered these bills, and the members had made 
up their minds as best they could, after getting such data as they 
could obtain as to the aecessities of thevarious Departments the 
House passed these bills making such an appropriations as were 
thought proper. They went to the Senate and were considered 
by that body and the Naval bill increased $838,000. 

The House likewise passed an executive, legislative, and ju- 
dicial bill, and that went to the Senate where it was increased 
$370,000. The House next passed the sundry civil appropriation 
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bill. That went to the Senate and it was there increased to the 
amount of nearly $12,000,000. The Indian appropriation bill was 
inereased $800,000; the District of Columbia appropriation bill 
was increased $900,900; the post-office appropriation bill was in- 
creased $2,000,000, and these other bills that we have not acted 
upon I am unable to give any data as to what they will be in- 
creased. But I suppose, carrying out the idea upon which the 
Senate has been proceeding, that when these billscome back ad- 
ditional burdens in like manner will be imposed upon the peo- 
ple of this country to be discharged by them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend allow me to say right there 
that the total increases made by the Senate, exclusive of the de- 
ficieney bill, amount to more than $30,000,000. 

Mr. KYs.E. I am much obliged to the gentleman for the 
statement. And now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of this House to the purposes for which some of this money is 
appropriated. Mind you, gentlemen, that this Government has 
not got a dollar that it does not take out of the pockets of the 
people. That is where your ane comes from. I do not care 
what sort of sophistry you use by which you propose to avoid the 
idea that it is taxation, nevertheless, every dollar that you vote 
out of the Federal Treasury comes out of the pockets of the peo- 
ple that you represent here upon this floor. For aman to squan- 
der and waste his own means is a wrong, but when he appropri- 
ates to unauthorized uses the money of a trusting and confiding 
constituency he commits a crime. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said awhile ago, I want to call the 
attention of the House to the further fact: It was stated by the 
gentleman from West Virginia |[Mr. PENDLETON] yesterday that 
this was a great nation of people, a ple who were wealthy, 
a people who were the qualianel untold millions}of property, and 
that for this reason we should not hesitate to make the appro- 
priation of $5,000,000 for the World’s Fair. I agree that this is 
&@ great country, and I agree that the people are possessed of great 
wealth, and if the wealth of the country contributed the money 
with which to pay the appropriation I would not object so seri- 
ously; but you must take into consideration the fact that under 
our system of taxation you collect of those without wealth as well 
as those who have it, not in proportion te what they may be 
worth, but in proportion as they consume the necessaries of life. 
You levy a tax upon the wool hat that protects the laboring 
man's head from the burning raysof the summersun. You levy 
a tax upon the tin plate from which he takes his humble repast 
before he enters upon the labors of the day. 

Now, mind you of all the great wealth of this country, at least 
one-half of it is possessed by 31,000 people and the necessities of 
the respective individuals constituting this number may be no 
greater than of the respective individuals without wealth. So 
when you put this appropriation upon the idea that this isa 
great and wealthy country, I beg you to bear in mind the taxes 
are not taken from the individual citizen according to his wealth 
but according to his necessities. 


which this Sonate proposed to take this money out of the pockets 
of the people and use it. 

The first item I want to call your attention to is that of an ap- 
propriation of $30,500, to pay to the widows of some Supreme 
Court judges who once occupied seats upon the bench of this 
country. I submit to you in all earnestness and in allsoberness, 


you know you commit a wrong when you do it. There are 
thousands in this country as worthy as these ladies who will 
never be able to possess fortunes equal to the amount that you 

roposs to dispose of here as a gift,a pure gratuity. 
justify this upon any idea of fairness or justice? 

However much we admire them, however great an interest we 
feel in them, however much we may sympathize with them in 
their bereavement, I submit, gentlemen, that there is no man 
on this floor who can rise in his seat and say that we have amoral 
right to levy taxes upon the already impoverished people of the 
country to pay to these ladies this sum of $10,000 each—a pure 
gift, a gratuity, unauthorized by the Constitution, unauthorized 
by morals, unauthorized by right. I say, gentlemen, you can 
not reconcile your consciences to the idea that it is right; you 
can not vote for such a proposition. 

Mr. BOATNER. It is the balance of a year's salary. 

Mr. KYLE. Admitting that itis the balance of a year’s sal- 
ary, which is not true, and still you have no right to Xo it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [ know the claim that is made in favor 
of this proposition is that these grand men have served their 
country acceptably, and served it well. I grantall that. I say 
that is all true; but I say, Mr. Chairman, upon the same theory 
you might pay to the widow of Mr. Cyrus Field, the great man 
who died a few days ago, a like sum, or any other sum. He 
served his country, in his way, well. He was of great benefit to 
his day and generation, having been the first to lay the great 
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cable connecting by telegraph this country with Europe. I 
might go on and enumerate men who have served their country 
in other ways acceptably; and I say, Mr. Chairman, and say it 
without fear of contradiction, for I know no man can contradict 
it, and be reasonable and be in earnest about it, that you may 
just as well take the money out of the Federal Treasury and pay 
it to the man who works at the forge, and who helps to make the 
implement of industry with which to eultivate the farms. 

You may as well take it and pay it tothe man who produces 
the cotton with which to clothe the millions of earth or pro- 
duces food crops with which to feed the hungry. You may as 
well pay it to the men who are engaged in building railroads; 
because they are a benefit to their day and generation, and they 
serve their country in their respective spheres just as much and 
just as acceptably as these men did. 

So much for that, Mr. Chairman. I lay down this proposi- 
tion, and I am not afraid of its being contradicted, that no man 
upon this floor can say that he has got the moral right to take 
money out of the pockets of the people and give it to the parties 
mentioned in this amendment, and that in view of the fact, Mr. 
Chairman, as I am informed, that one of the beneficiaries is 
worth more than a million dollars to-day. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

fr. KYLE. I have some views which I desire to express 
against the appropriation for the Cofumbian Exposition, but as 
my time is up | shall have to desist. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to that portion of the bill relating to the Columbian Ex- 
position, to have it pending. I will ask that it be read at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by Josorting, 6 the end of line 13, page 131, the patentee: f 

“And provided further, That no part of the appropriation provided for in 
this act shall be paid or be in any manner av ble until satisfactory as- 
surances are given by the officers of the Columbian Exposition that the sale 


of mponianting liquors on the grounds of said Exposition shall be prohibited, 
except for medicinal, mechanical, or scientific purposes.“ 


Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I amafriend of the World’s 
Columbian Exposition. I voted to locate it at Chicago, because 
I believed that the great West deserved this recognition, and I 
expect to vote for this appropriation for the reason that the cost 
ofthis great enterprise will be too burdensome to be borne by a 
single city. I would not willingly do anything that will preju- 
dice the interests of Chicago or the Fair. 

I hope to see on exhibition there the most complete array of 
the products of the farm and the factory, the mill, and the mine, 
that has ever been assembled in thisworld. But there are some 
things that I do not want to see there. I do not want to see 
drunkenness with its attendant disorder there, nor do I want 


| to see saloons run wide open on the grounds of the Exhibition. 
Now, I started awhile ago to tell yousome of the purposes for | 


I do not believe that the interests of the Exhibition will be sub- 
served by the sale of intoxicating liquors within its grounds, 
and I think that no temptations to drunkenness should be offered 
upon them. 

The sale of liquor at the Exhibition is not necessary, and the 
sentiment of the Christian churches and Christian people of this 
country is against it. 

This House has been flooded with petitions praying that the 
sale of intoxicating liquor shall be prohibited on the grounds of 
the Exposition, and the number and high character of the peti- 
tioners entitle their views to the highest consideration and re- 
spect. 

The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church at its meet- 
ing at Portland, Oregon, protested against the liquor traffic at 
the Fair, and the General Conference of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, held at Omaha, spoke against it with added emphasis. 
Every Christian denomination has denounced it, and no voice 
has been lifted in its favor. : 

If this amendment is adopted drunkenness upon the grounds 


| will be avoided with all its train of annoyance and disorder, and 


the families of people who are oppozed to the saloon will not be 
brought into contact with it. Only recently the Congress of the 
United States passed an act prohibiting the sale of liquor within 
1 mile of the Soldier’s Home, at Washington. Theact met with 
the almost unanimous approval of the members of this House. 
Its object was to remove temptation from a few hundred old sol- 
diers. Is it not infinitely more important to remove temptation 
from the hundreds of thousands of people who will visit this fair? 

The saloon and itsallurements should be banished fromit. No 
privation will be imposed upon men who must drink, because 
the resources of the city of Chicago will, I have no doubt, be ad- 
equate to meet their most exacting requirements. I have the 
highest authority for saying that the sale of liquor is improper 
atafair. My authority is no less than the Legislature of the 
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‘State of Illinois. In 1883 they enacted a law prohibiting the 
sale of liquor at fairs, and the penalty was the forfeiture of the 
Hiquor and the place where it was sold and a fine besides. The 
‘wisdom of the law is shown by the fact that it has been on the 
i statute book for years, and no effort has been made to repeal it. 
I will read it: 


Whoever shall keep any shop, booth, tent, wagon, vessel, boat, or other 
_ place for the sale of spirituous liquors, or expose for sale, or sell, give away, 
'or otherwise dispose of any spirituous liquors, or engage in gaming at or 
within two miles of the place where any agricultural, horticultural, or me- 
chanical fair is being held shall, for each offense, be fined not less than five 
nor more than one hundred dollars: Provided, This section shall not affect 
tavern keepers, distillers, or others exercising their calling at their usual 
place of business. 

The word fair is defined as follows: 


Wherever the word ‘fair’ occurs in this act, it shall be held to mean a 
_ bona fide exhibition of the four principal classes of live stock, together with 
general agricultural and horticultural products and mechanical arts. 

If it was needful and proper to prohibit the sale of liquor at 
the comparatively small fairs of that State, it is more necessary 
that it should be banished from the great Exhibition. If the 
use of liquor produces confusion at a small fair, and brings its 
well-known evils there, will its bad effects not be increased pro- 
portionately and intensified in the great Exhibition we are now 
prov iding for? The State law was wise and wholesome, but, amaz- 
ing as it may seem, the board of directors of the World’s Colum- 
bian Exhibition have set it at defiance. 

The only argument I have heard in favor of the sale of intoxi- 
cants at this fair is that this board of directors have granted con- 
cessions to men to sell liquor on the grounds and have bound 
themselves under penalties to the extent of $600,000 that they 
will assure the liquor-sellers this privilege. They say they will 
be compelled to pay these penalties if the privileges are with- 
held. Ideny it. No action will lie upon an unlawful contract, 
and this contract was to permit and authorize one of the parties 
to it to violate the law of Illinois. Who gave these men author- 
ity to defy the laws? Not the Congress of the United States, 
because we were careful to maintain the rights of the States 
when the legislation relating to the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition was enacted. Section 21 of the law of Congress creating 
this Exposition provides— 

That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to override or interfere 
with the laws of any State, and all contracts made in any State for the pur- 
poses of the Exhibition shall be subject to the laws thereof. 

The attempt of the officers of the Fair to nullify and set aside 
the statutes of the State in which the Exhibition is to be held 
is a high-handed usurpation and deserves our unqualified con- 
demnation. 

The evilsof the liquor traffic at fairs have been recognized and 
provided against by the statute of Illinois, and we should not 
allow that statute to be defied. 

Drunkenness at the Fair should be prevented; the young who 
go there should not be tempted by the allurements of the saloon, 
and the sentiments of the Christian people of all this broad and 
grand land of ours should be respected. Let us, then, adopt the 
amendment I propose and show to the world that the House of 
Representatives of the United States will insist that State laws 
shall be sustained and that Christian sentiment shall not be dis- 
regarded. 

Mr. Chairman, when our Lord was on this earth he taught us 
to pray ‘‘ lead us not into temptation.” We all learned that prayer 
fromour mothers’ lips. Letusnotdisregarditnow. The Ameri- 
can people have placed us in a high position. We can by our 
vote to-day determine whether the young who visit Chicago 
shall be led into temptation or not. Weshould decide this ques- 
tion infavor of temperance, morality, and good order at the Fair. 

I yield back such time as I have not occupied to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, when this debate began 
there were some of us who indulged the hope that we would 
have an opportunity to discuss one public question outside the 
lines of party politics, and I for one looked forward to the luxury of 
having a matter before us important enough to demand general 
attention, yet so completely neutral in politics as to silence the 
noise of partisan contention. It was a vain expectation, since 
one after another of those opposed to the appropriation have 
filled the hours assigned to the discussion with the worn plati- 
tudes of old campaigns, so withered by time as to appear exempt 
from further service. 

The World’s Fair of 1892, being a true expression of the pop- 
ular aspiration, has long since won the cordial approbation of all 
parties and gained a verdict in the forum of universal public 
opinion. At Minneapolis, at Cincinnati, at Chicago, at Omaha, 
wherever earnest men have met in political convention this 
great national undertaking has found every man its friend and 
no man its enemy. Even in this House, the only place in the 


United States where two or three can be gathered together in a 
spirit of malice towards it, every man who has spoken against 
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it has taken pains to apologize in advanceand exploit his friend- 
ship for the Fair. The quality of the friendship, I regret to say 
is not very serviceable, and is likely to dispose the managers of 
the Exposition to repeat to themselves the quaint observation 
of our friend in ** Twelfth Night, or What You Will,” who, when 
the duke asked him ‘‘ How dost thou, my good fellow?” an- 
swered, “ Truly, sir, the better for my foes and the worse for my 
friends.” [Laughter.] 

Why should Congress deny to this great national enterprise 
the reasonable assistance it requires? Already our RECORD is 
filled with the small, crooked, and deformed arguments that are 
to serve as our excuse for proceedings unfriendly to the Fair. 

It is said that the proposition ought to come here on a bill 
from the World’s Fair Committee, and that we ought not to deal 
with it as an amendment to the sundry civil bill. But what 
imaginable difference can it make to any sane mind whether the 
proposition stands on the merits of a separate bill or comes here 
as it does now? 

As a member of the World’s Fair Committee, if it were earlier 
in the session, I might have a right to complain that the busi- 
ness of that committee has been wholly taken away by the Amal- 
gamated Association of Legislative Fine Workers [laughter] 
whose periodical squabbles about the condition of the Treasury 
contribute so largely to the comedy of our experience here. 
[Laughter.] But as a friend of the World's Fair, anxious for its 
success, I welcome this opportunity to do what must be done 
quickly if we would save the undertaking from becoming an in- 
ternational exhibition of national meanness. [Laughter.] 

Another comes forward and says that the appropriation is not 
warranted by the Constitution, and my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
LIVINGSTON], who tells us in advance that he is not a lawyer, 
calls upon us to point out the section of the Constitution which 
authorizes this expenditure. Now, I am not much ofa constitu- 
tional lawyer, possibly not much of a lawyer of any sort, having 
spent the most of my time meditating on the welfare of the 
country. [Laughter.] I have always envied the constitutional 
lawyer every time I see him rise in this House; I have envied 
that complacent, not to say exultant, sense of authorship which 
enables a veritable constitutional lawyer to clasp the sacred in- 
strument to his bosom and offer himself as its guardian, even 
though he stands on the burning deck of jurisprudence whence 
all but him have fled. [Laughter.] 

Now, I like the Constitution myself, and would be ready to in- 
dorse an active movement for its more general observance in this 
country, but I have lost all fear of the danger of violating it since 
I heard my friend from Louisiana, now chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. BLANCHARD], in the last 
House, calling for more money for the levees, because the Con- 
stitution required the United States to guarantee toevery State a 
republican form of government and to protect them against the 
‘‘invasion” of surface water, no less than of armed forces. 
[Laughter.] 

A construction like that, made in the orderly course of our 
proceedings, indicates that even our Democratic brethren can in 
a pinch broaden the lines vpon which the Constitution of this 
country ought to be interpreted. At the foot of the terrace 
yonder sits a figure cast in bronze which for ages shall speak for 
the great Chief Justic2, who first clearly discerned that the real 
constitution of a country is its history, and that under our funda- 
mental law, preserved in its letter and its spirit, is the general 
welfare of the people of the United States. 

By that warrant we have gone again and again with a display 
of our products to the capitals of Europe and have four times 
invited the whole world to our own shores to participate with 
us in the pageantry of international expositions. 

By the same warrant we have this year invited to the capital 
of the agricultural empire of the West a literal congress of na- 
tions, a literal parliament of man; and by that warrant we can 
advance a part of the expense of that mighty assembly if we are 
not too down right stingy as a National Government to do it. 
[Applause. ] 

Another gentleman, doubtless incited thereto by some of the 
less amiable newspapers of New York, claims that when citi- 
zens of Chicago were trying to locate the Fair, they promised 
to pay the entire expense of it, asking Congress for nothing but 
good will and the nominal patronage that goes with it. My 
friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], who as a Democ?atic leader 
from that State did so much to locate the Fair, is daily quoted 
as the authority on which the promoters of this argument rely. 

Now, without waiting to say that the rights of this national en- 
terprise ought not to be settled, beyond hope or remedy, by the 
overflow of the enthusiam excited in the strife of such a contest as 
that was, it is enough for me to reply thatthe Exhibition which 
to-day asks the consideration of Congress is not the exhibition 
about which New York and Chicago were contending in the 
crowded hotels of this capital in the winter of 1890. That was 
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a limited enterprise, the production of which fell within the lin 
of ten millions, in the thoughts and expectations of every man 
interested. 

To furnish that amount, as expressly provided in the act of 
1890, Chicago set herself with generous resolution, and she has 
done all and more than any reasonable creature expected or re- 
quired. Her contribution to the World's Fair is the most ex- 
traordinary display of pa spirit in the history of the world. 
No community on earth ever yet equaled that splendid outpour- 
ing of individual and local resources to a public enterprise. It | 
stands absolutely unapproached in the annals of the human race. 
And now that the Exposition has grown beyond the plan and 
thought of the men who proposed it; now that London and Paris 
and Vienna are to be distanced in this superb rivalry of nations; 
now that all the languages of the world are to be spoken within | 
its gates, and the flags of every people are to fly from the domes 
of its palaces of industry and of art; now that its scope has been | 
enlarged to more — fill the measure of these miraculous 
centuries; now that we have put the nation of America into it, 
to issue its invitations, to receive its guests, avd to adjudge its 
awards, I claim that we ought to bear a reasonable responsibil- 
ity for the expenditure necessary to make sure of its success. 
Ba osyetes 

If we fail to do that we put at risk the noblest opportunity 
in the national life of this generation, and even should the Co- 
lumbian Exposition of 1893 enjoy a prosperity to which we have 
not allowed the United States to contribute we shall have at 
least emphasized the public spirit of a great city by putting 
it side by side with the cheap and narrow policy of a great na- 
tion. [Applause.] 

I believe that the World's Fair will give back to the Ameri- 
can people all that it costs. Many years ago I read the proceed- 
ings of the impeachment of Andrew Johnson, and in all those 
volumes I have remembered one thing so distinctly that [ think 
of it every time I walk through the main corridor of this Cap- 
itol. It was in the speech of that eloquent Tennessee lawyer, 
Thomas A. R. Nelson, in the President's defense. He was de- 
scribing, with the rich style of the South, the historic paint- 
ings that adorn the rotunda, beginning with the Landing of 
Columbus. He said that he had sometimes thought that every, 
American father ought to be compelled by law and at the pub- 
lic expense to bring his children to this place at least once 
in their early years, that their minds might be enlarged and | 
their lives broadened by looking upon the striking monuments | 
of the national greatness that are all about us. It was an ex- 
travagant suggestion, but there is in it a page from the higher 
philosophy of the public welfare, which understands that for 
every dollar the American people put into an enterprise like the 
World’s Fair of 1893 there will come back to all the homes of 
the people a hundredfold in the educational and industrial life 
of thecommunity. We are going toexhibit the nineteenth cen- 
tury, all that it hes inherited, all that it has achieved. We are 
going to exhibit the manhood and the womanhood of America, 
recognizing for the first time in human history the equal sta- 
tion of women in the work of the world, in its industries and 
its arts. . 

But more significant than all the evidences of our material 
progress, we are going to exhibit the standard of our civili- 
zation and show to the world that popular government has not 
undermined, but rather strengthened the foundations of the pub- 
lic virtue. This measure recognizes the traditions of our his- 
tory,and applies the precepts of sound Christian morality with- 
out questioning the wisdom of the men and women who laid the 
foundations of society on this continent and upon the troubled in- | 
fancy of the Republic did not think it vain to reverently ‘‘ in- 
voke the gracious favor of Almighty God.” 

All these things we are going to exhibit, and it lies with this 
House to aid the great enterprise, by a timely allowance out of 
the National Treasury, or by refusing national aid and encour- 
agement, to cripple and discredit it before the world in pursu- 
ance of a policy which can be defended before no intelligent con- 
stituenc Tieereen the oceans. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of my time to my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. Doan]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gertieman has three minutes re- | 

aining. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I had three minutes yielded to me | 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], which I now | 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DOAN]. | 


a DOAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
dix. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I yield now four minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. CoB]. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the amendments pro- 
posed to the pending bill by the Senate and now being pressed 
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in this House, which assert the right of control by the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the management of the Columbian 
Exposition, as well as the amendment appropriating $5,000,000 
in aid of the enterprise, are all, in my opinion, unwarranted and 
dangerous. They will be adopted, if adopted at all, in forget- 
fulness that we have a Constitution from which all our powers 
are derived; in forgetfulness that the Government existing under 
and by virtue of that Constitution is of limited and enumerated 
powers, and that no authority can be properly exercised by it 
except those conferred in terms or by necessary implication; in 
forgetfulness that there is no authority directly nor indirectly 


| conferred on Congress to do this thing; in forgetfulness that 
| the taxing power is of all others the most despotic, resting 
| on necessity alone, ceasing when the necessity ceases to pro- 


vide for the expenses of the Government economically admin- 
istered; in forgetfulness that the power to appropriate is in 
no respect broader than the power to collect, and that the 
necessity to collect is limited to the amount required for public 
purposes; in forgetfulness that the pending proposition is to pro- 
vide for the expenditure of public money for private purposes, 
under the control and management of a private corporation: in 
forgetfulness that the money in the Treasury is there by the tax- 
ing power exerted on an overburdened people, and is a sacred 
trust fund not to be touched for illegitimate purposes however 
meritorious; in forgetfulness that behind us are the people who 
are sovereign, to whom we owe allegiance, and who will, surely 
if not swiftly, mete deserved punishment to those who discredit 
be racer they occupy by a disregard of their interests and their 
wishes. 

But we have precedents, it is said. Unfortunately thisis true, 
for unfortunately there have been men here before us whose re- 
gard for the preservation of our system in its integrity was no 
stronger than we will show ours to be by passing this bill as 
amended. Precedents! What are they? Excuses oftentimes 
sought by those who would thereby ease their consciences and 
bolster a cause possessing no better foundation of merit. These 
furnish the arguments which by repeated using have brought, 
alas too extensively, contempt on the work of the fathers—the, 
fundamental law of the Government of the United States. 

Precedents forsooth! As if precedents can supply a clause to 
the Constitution, or change the plain meaning of clauses not 


| needing iaterpretation. Sir, I am no pessimist, but I see the 


rapid strides which this Government is making to centraliza- 
tion, and I tremble for the issue. These strides towards the 
overthrow of the best government on earth will be checked, if 
checked at all, by the wisdom and virtue and patriotism of the 
body of the people—the plain, honest people of the Republic. 
And this check can not be more appropriately nor effectually 
commenced than by stern and unyielding condemnation of those 
who trifle with their obligations in the expenditure of the pub- 
lic money; who, caught by the tint and glitter of a so-called na- 
tional show, will put other pounds on the backs of the laboring 
poor, and in the guise of patriotic ardor pose as the defenders 
of the nation’s honor. 

Wherein is the nation’s honor involved? Not surely inaiding 
a private corporation to entertain its guests by glittering show: 


| but it isinvolved in every deliberate violation, under the forms 


of law, of the limitations of the Constitution. Itis involved when 
we propose to enter the domain of a sovereign State and annul 
the laws of that State, or arrogate to ourselves the power and 
prerogative to legislate in respect of matters over which the 


| State has exclusive control. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I yield four minutzs to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. MosEs]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And I yield to my colleague the three 
minutes I had remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia will b> rec- 
ognized for seven minutes. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman. I did notexpectto take any part 
in this discussion until the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLur- 
VER] asserted that thoseofus who ee this measure got up 
here with trembling lips tomake apologies for doing so. 

I say to the gentleman that if oe should make apologies 
on this floor it should be the gentlemen who by vote would say 
that the great city of Chicago is not entitled to public confidence. 
You owe an apology to the people of Chicago. Two years ago 
they came here and said toyou: *‘ Let us have the glorious privi- 
lege of having within our borders the World's Fair, and we 
pledge the faith of Chicago and of the great State of Illinois to 
make it a success.” Inthe language of her own Representatives 
she said: ‘‘ We will ask no money from Congress. * * * Chi- 
cago does not ask a dollar to bear the expense. If this is not 
enough Illinois will see to it that the Fair is not a failure.” 

I will not insult your city, sir, by assuming that Chicago and 
Illinois are not able and willing to stand by their contracts. 
Where should the apologies be made? The advocates of this 
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measure propose a vote of lack of confidence in the city of Chi- 
cago, or they propose to say to the American people that when 
cities come upon the floor of the American Congress and make 
solemn obligations and promises that it is not expected that 
they shall be regarded. Promises are cheap when made to the 
United States Government. Look how we have permitted the 
great railroads to rob us in this way. Su in the years to 
come this question arises again? hat faith could be placed in 
ledges and promises? Suppose New York or Chicago or At- 
anta should come before Congress in competition for Federal 
recognition. It would be a competition in lying—to see which 
could make the fairest promises. We have said to the world 
that we have no regard for the sanctity of coritracts and argu- 
ments. 

We should, as representatives of honest men, say to the world 
that we do aot hold common honesty at a discount. We have 
contracted with corporations, and we have permitted them to 
violate their contracts in the grossestmanner. The people have 
well nigh lost confidence in the legislative branch of our Gov- 
ernment. It is charged that the Government is not only willing 
to ‘‘ protect” the interests of corporations at the expense of the 
citizen, but that fairs, banks, and railroads can borrow the peo- 

le’s money, while the people themselves can not borrow a dol- 
ar. The Government not only refuses to lend to the farmers, 
but even prohibits the banks from recognizing the farmer’s col- 
laterals. Why not treat all aiike? 

I believe that Chicago will stand by her pledges and will see 
that the Fair is a success. 

The Republicans are great inventors. They have invented a 
great many things. Now they modestly comeand ask us to give 
them a ‘*‘ souvenir” of 35,000,000. I say to you Republicans that 
you have given us more new words in the last twenty years than 
were added to the English language during sixty years of Dem- 
ocratic government. I want to ask some of you older men if un- 
der Democratic rule you ever heard the word “souvenir” us2d 
in this way? So many evils have grown up under Republican 
rule that new words had to be coined to designate them. Why, 
gentlemen upon the Republican side, you have left your impress 
upon our very language, just as the conquering Normans did 
upon that of the Anglo-Saxons. If Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, 
or any of the leaders during the best days of the Republic could 
come to life now, they could not read a morning paper with any 
intelligence. There are many names of things that have grown 
out of your laws that would be wholly unintelligible to them. 
What would they know of such words as “ trusts,” ‘*combines,” 
‘* sirikes,” ‘* Pinkertonism,” ‘‘ tramp” ‘‘ boycotts,” ‘‘ subsidies,” 
‘poodle,’ ‘‘ futures,” ‘‘fat-frying,” ‘* blocks-of-five,” and many 
others too numerous to mention. 

Did yeu ever hear of a tramp until within the last twenty-five 
years? These are the fruit of your legislation. I remember 
when I was a boy—and that is not long ago—the good old word 
‘‘trust” was somehow akin to heaven; but the people have 
learned that the *‘trusts ” under Republican rule is the broad road 
to financial hell. 

Now, they came up here with *‘ souvenirs.” Ithink your party 
will need one, because you will soon be athing of the past. Who 
ever votes for it, will certainly never forget it. You all know 
the story of the little boy that had a fight with the old gander, 
and the old gander worsted the little fellow. The next morning 
his mother saw him out knocking off the heads of the goslings, 
and she said ‘‘ Why, Johnny, what are you doing thatfor ?” His 
reply was ‘‘ These things make ganders.” [Laughter.] Let us 
‘resist beginnings,” you have a great many old gray ganders 
that are crushing the life out of us, but we propose to strike the 
head off from this gosling—your ‘‘souvenirs.” [Applause.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri[Mr. 
BLAND] the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, Uncle Sam seems to be an un- 
fortunate individual, especially in his own household. He is 
praised as a great nation; he is told that the glory of his flag and 
his reputation are at stake. He is flattered and cajoled in every 
way by bunco-steerers and stockjobbers, but after all their flat- 
tery they generally wind up by asking for a nickel, and if they 
can not get that they will take a ‘‘debased coinage.” The Sen- 
ate sends a proposition to the House to take from the Treasury 
of the United States $5,000,000 worth of what they cail “de- 
based” and ‘‘uncurrent” coin, to be coined into souvenir coins, 
with such devices and superscriptions as may be designated, I 
believe, by the Secretary of the Treasury, so as to indicate its 
object, as a memoir of the Columbian Exposition. And the idea 
is to sell this coin, so that those who visit the Fair may have a 
remembrance of it. Thissouvenir coin is intended to besold. It 
is a matter of speculation, and the corporation for which this ap- 
propriation is made no doubt anticipates the making of at least 
$5,000,000 out of it. Atwhoseexpense? Uncle Sam’s, of course. 
He has to furnish the material. 





The deception practiced upon the House is apparent. When 
they call it uncurrent and debased and mutilated coin, it is no 
such thing. It is the subsidiary coin in the Treasury of the 
United States to-day that makes a part of the very small and 
diminishing surplus in the Treasury, that goes out from day to 
day and returns under the operations of the laws of Congress. 
We have a law upon the statute book by which this subsidiary 
coin is expressed all over the country to various banks and asso- 
ciations who send for it, for small change. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If my friend will pardon me asingle sug- 
gestion, this is the coin which is abraded below the limit of tol- 
erance. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the gentleman’s point, and I shall 
come to that before I get through. I hope gentlemen will not 
interrupt me. Itis no more abraded than the quarters I have 
in my pocket, and not as much. This coin is shipped to every 
part of the country at the expense of the Government, to be put 
in circulation; but under a law that we have, merchants, rail- 
roads, street-car companies, and others who happen to accumu- 
late a surplus they want to get rid of, can, under a law we have, 
deposit it in any subtreasury of the United States and receive 
full legal-tender money for it, paper money, more convenient 
than silver. The consequence is that when this is deposited it 
is sacked up and returned to Washington again, and it is going 
and coming all the while, and there is notasingle dime of it that 
is not as current as and no more below the limit of tolerance than 
that already in circulation, and it is shipped abroad every day. 

We make appropriations here for the purpose of coining a 
| large quantity of it into dimes; and the Director of the Mint, I 
suppose, desiring to continue some manufacture at the mints of 
the United States and give émployment to the employés, is re- 
coining a great deal of it. It is debased bythe law. It is below 
the standard, and while some of it may bs worn and somewhat 
| mutilated, yet that does not detract one iota from its usefulness in 

circulation. It is limited in quantity, debased already by the law 
of its issue, and the fact that 1 or 2 grains of silver may be worn 
off makes no difference whatever as to its circulation. But here 
they come and make a pretense in this House that it is a worn 
and mutilated currency. It is a fraud upon this House and the 
country to say that it is not current coin, or in that way insinu- 
“ate themselves in order to get it out of the Treasury. 

Why, I would suppose that most of these genglemen were very 
anxious to have the coin paid out of the Treasury that would be 

| not only standard, but of a gold standard especially. And yet 
| they seem willing to take these $5,000,000 of uncurrent, abraded 
coin, as they call it, and keep it on an equality with $5,000,000 of 

money. Now, what is the result? That would amount to a loss 
of currency to this country of $5,000,000; necessarily so, and why? 
Because it is coined into souvenirs, a coin that is to be bought 
up by individuals who visit the Fair. It goes not into circula- 
tion, but is to be laid up as a memento of the Fair; taking it outof 
circulation wholly and entirely, so that it will work as an absolute 
contraction of the currency to the amount of at least the $5,000,- 
000 you appropriate. 

Why, I received a telegram a moment ago from a constituent 
of mine who has large contracts for the improvement of the 
Missouri River, wanting me to go to the War Department and 
ascertain why he had not been paid for his material and labor 
upon that river. I have not ascertained why, but rumor has it 
that it is because we are threatened with a deficit in the Treas- 
ury; so the contractors are not being paid, the employés of the 
Government and men working upon works are not being paid, 
because the Administration is threatened every day with a (le- 
ficit in the Treasury, and they want to postpone public knowledge 
of the fact until aiter the election, when the whole thing will 
be developed. 

Mr. TUCKER. We can not get a public building started. 

Mr. BLAND. Money is needed on the public buildings and 
public works, and yet we are called upon to appropriate 000,- 

| 000 of money for a stock-jobbing operation, instead of having this 
| money paid out to those who have earned it and deserve it 

Fifteen million of dollars they say is necessary. . y og 
that money necessary? My State pays its own expenses. e 
appropriated $150,000 for that purpose. Every State in the 

nion pays her own expenses there, so far as 1 know. Every 
State puts up her own building. I believe every nation that ex- 
pects toexhibitthere puts up its own building and.pays its own 
expenses. Why is all this money necessary? Because there is 
an enormous swindle and job init; that isall. I had hoped, Mr. 
Chairman, that no jobs would be presented in the House of Re 
resentatives of this Congress, and that when this House re a 
be able to adjourn and we should go home, we would be able to 
say that we had not been called upon to go into this sort of an 
So 

ow are the Democratic Representatives to go before their 
constituents as the agents and abettors of ajoband steal, for that 
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is all itis. When the projectof this World’s Fair was first con- 
ceived and parties came before Congress in favor of it, for what 
purpose did they come? They asked simply that the Govern- 
mentshould recognize the Fair and becoméa party to it in so far 
as the Government was concerned in making it a Government 
exhibit; and not a dollar was to be asked from Congress. These 
were the pledgesmade. St. Louis, New York, Washington, and 
Chicago wanted the Fair, and they were all demanding of Con- 
gress recognition upon the pledge, in the debate and everywhere, 
that not one dollar should ever be asked of Congress in order to 
carry on the private corporation or the private business in con- 
nection with the Fair, whether it was located in New York, Chi- 
cago, or St. Louis, and that the only expense the Government 
should be put to was for its own exhibit. 

But here we are considering a Senate amendment, not a bill, 
oe has ever been brought in for consideration of the House. 

Jaiting until the last days of the session, understanding full 
well that some pressure must be brought upon this House in or- 
der to pass it, they put it as a Senate amendment on one of the 
bills necessary to carry on thisGovernment, the failure of which 
will stop the great operations of the Government, in order to co- 
erce members of this House to agree to it. We are not obliged 
to doit. Do we propose todoit? That is the question. Can 
we atford todo it? Why, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON], in his eloquent address in advocacy of this appropria- 
tion, said, why of course Chicago would do it if we did not, but 
he was anxious that the Government should have some of the 
honor of it. If Chicago, as the gentleman says, is able and will- 
ing to carry on this Fair without this appropriation we can leave 
all the honor to her in reference to it. 

What honor is there in Congress voting $5,000,009 to mere 
stock jobbers and corporations and speculators? Oh, but thisis 
a great nation! A great nation consists in a great people, anda 
good government consists in regarding their interests and their 
rights, and in taking no money from them except for necessary 
any purposes of government economically administered. We 

ave no right to tax the people for this purpose. It is contrary 
to the theory of our Government, contrary to the Constitution 
under which we live, and this proposition is contrary to every 
pledge and promise that was made both by the last Congress in 
the passage of the law and by the gentlemen whocame here ask- 
ing recognition of that Congress. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if we are to make an appropriation at all 
for this purpose, if we must doit—andIdo not think we are under 
any cack 
better appropriate the money outright from the surplus reve- 
nues in the Treasury than to take five millions of current money 
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that is in circulation to-day and in the Treasury to-morrow, and | 


recoin it into what will become bullion, tobe sold inthe market, 
and in that way curtailing and contracting the currency of the 
country. 


This is not the way to make this appropriation. It may be, | 


Mr. Chairman, that the Senate had an idea that there was a bad 


odor about this proposition, and that therefore they undertook | 


to gloss it over, or sugar-coat it,and give it a little semblance of 


morality by injecting into it antiliquor provisions and Sunday- | 
closing laws; but thatwill notdo. There is nopossible glossing | 


over of this scheme of rascality that will make it moral. 


It is time to call a halt, and if the Congress of the United States | 


ever intend that they will refuse to be ‘‘ bilked,” that they will 
no longer be duped, that they will no longer appropriate the peo- 
ple’s money in cases like this where parties come here and give 
every assurance and promise that it will not be asked, and then 
disregard those promises and assurances. I say if the Congress 


of the United States ever intend to put an end to that sort of pro- | 


ceeding, now is the time to stop it. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of 
my time to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN]. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Iwill yield the gentleman from Michi- 
gan three minutes additional. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment suggested 
tothis bill by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] 
to ‘gene the sale of alcholic drinks upon the Fair grounds 
will meet my strongest opposition. I do not care, however, to 
dwell upon that subject now, because it is not the main question 
of contention here. I also wish to say very plainly and emphat- 
ically that I am not satisfied with the arrangement made in the 
bill in regard to Sunday closing. It is a very delicate question; 
but I have no doubt that, in the interests of morality and of 
good government and for the purpose of subserving all the ends 
for which Sunday, not the Sabbath, but Sunday, was instituted, 
a different arrangement would be better: If the World’s Fair 
is closed all day Sunday Chicago will run riot with every form 
of licentiousness, with drunkennness, and gambling, and all 
the other vices which it is possible to imagine. 





obligation—let it not be done in this way. We had | 
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Large crowds in a city of that kind may be prevented by closed 
gates from entering the World’s Fair on Sunday, but all the 
places of iniquity will receive them with open doors. All men 
of the world understand this, and I think all men whoare in 
favor of practical morality will agree with me that it would be 
better to have some other arrangement made with regard to this 
matter of Sunday observance. Of course I could give a great 
many reasons for this position. I could go into the question of 
the desirableness of permitting the working people to view the 
Exposition on Sunday, the only day in the week when it will be 
accessible to them, but I donot choose at present to dwell further 
upon. this subject. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman tell us what there will be 
for the laboring people to see on Sunday? The Stat» exhibits 
will be closed, the United States exhibits will b> closed, individ- 
uals will have their exhibits closed, and what will there be for 
the workingman to see? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. My friend is making an argument for me 
that f have not made for myself. Ihave not proposed that there 
shall be any such stoppage of the Exhibition as he suggests. I 
have not proposed that the United States or the States shall 
close their exhibition Sunday. I have not propcsed that the 
other branches of the Exposition to which he refers shall be 
closed on thatday. It may be that in some departments it would 
be necessary to close, but the United States Exposition should 
be kept open, the exposition of the fine arts should be kept 
open; all those branches of the Fair which do not necessiate the 
running of machinery or the labor of employés should certainly 
be kept open upon part of that day. Loffer this suggestion, not 
in opposition to Sunday observance, but in a desire todo what 
is best. But as I have already said, I do not choose to discuss 
that question further on this occasion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the appropriation of $5,000,- 
000. The original act organizing the World's Fair Commission 
startsout with very brave words. Itunfoldsamagnitic2nt scheme, 
a scheme worthy ofa great nation, one of the most splendid 
which the imagination of manever contemplated. The products 
of the land and of the sea and of the mine and the manufac- 
| tures and art of the entire world are to be collected in this Ex- 
position. 

They are to reach from the pole to the farthest Ind—the prod- 
| ucts of the Eist—of that Ofient so famed in history, so sung in 
| poetry—the handiwork of the m2chanics in the mill—the car- 
pets, satins, silks—all the wonders of skill and knowledge; the 
conception of which marks the state of civilization to which men 
| have advanced—the artificers of all thesa are invited, not only 
| from our land, but from every land. In the high language of 
| the preamble of this organic act this Ex :0sition is to be not only 
| national, but international—world-embracing. 
| Savage and civilized alike—all grades of civilization, all shades 
| of human progress, are invited to come here—the monarch on 
| his throne, the pearl-fisher on the coast of Celyon, the workers 
| in the mines of France and Belgium—every one who represents 
| 
' 

i 





human industry, every one who proluces anything which sup- 
plies human wants or ministers to human taste, is invited to come 
and join in this glorious pageant—the exposition of four cen- 
| turies of the world’s growth, and the apotheosis of the great- 
| ness of this American Republic. 
| Why, sir, this magnificent scheme, I repeat, is worthy of a 
great nation. It would illumine with fame the brightest crown 
which has ever flashed across the pages of history: it would add 
| laurels to the loftiest brow which ever s:ared to benefit and to 
| bless mankind. 
| And, sir, we have made proclamation to the world that we in- 
tend to do this thing. Wehave bade mankind come hither: and 
| in response to our invitation they are getting ready to flock to 
| these shores. Everywhere the loom is busy under the cunning 
hands of those who can weave silk or worsted or other fabrics 
into artistic and useful shapes. Everywhere the mills in which 
the products of iron and steel are manufactured are clanging and 
roaring with the mighty effort te get ready for this Exposition. 
Your carver of furniture, your worker in every department of 
| useful art, your scalptor with his chisel, your painter with his 
| brush, are working day and night, toiling to make this occasion 
the success of the century. 
Do gentlemen pause to think what that means? Are they pre- 





pared now to say, *‘ You sculptor, throw away your chisel; you 
yainter, throw down your brush; you manufacturing artisan 
in furniture, away with your cunning tool for carving”? Are 
they prepared to go from shop to shop and from man to man 
throughout this great country and say, ‘‘ This has been but a 
dream; the toil you have gone through must be thrown away as 
so much waste; and the great hope of future prosperity which 
inspired your labor shall not be realized in the Exposition at 
Chicago”? There is no gentleman here who desires such a re- 
| sult as that. 
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But, sir, we are told that the Constitution stands in the way. 
T am sometimes tempted to ask what good and beneficent thing, 
what thing of use to the toiling masses of this country there is 


which the Constitution does not stand in the way of? Is there 
any man so cunning as to devise any proposition which some gen- 
tlemen, especially gentlemen belonging to a particular school 
of constitutional construction, will not find objection to? Sir, I 
yield to no man in a strict and, I believe, a conservative con- 
struction of the Constitution. I not only take all the instru- 
ment literally, but in following it literally I follow also all its 
fair implications, because whatever is fairly to be implied from 
it belongs to the strictest construction which you can give it. 
Is there any doubt as to our power? Can there be any doubt? 
Would there be any doubt if this were a question before a court 
of law—before the Supreme Court of the United States? Gentle- 
mensay, ‘‘ Point to the particilar power.” Iconfess there is not 
in the Constitution a single word which says, ‘‘You may have a 
national exposition.” 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOU of Ohio addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I thought I was entitled to a little time of 
my own. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man may be permitted to continue his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan was occu- 
pying the time of other gentlemen. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I would like to go on in my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was not recognized in his 
own time. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. 
own time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be permitted to finish his remarks in his own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is unanimous consent given that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan be recognized to proceed in his own time 
for half an hour? 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. 
ee I object to it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I can not see how this is a question to which 
objection can be made. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. 


I say I would like to be recognized in my 


Objection is made. , 
Iam calling the Chair’s attention—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not recognize the gentle- | 


man in his own time. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. That is the very point to which I wish to 
call the Chair's attention. I hope the Chair will hear a state- 
ment in regard to the matter before deciding. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Under what rule is it that lam prevented 
from going on in my own time, now that I have the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. Simply this; the name of the gentleman 
was on the list to be recognized when his turn came; but the gen- 


tleman from West Virginia and the gentleman from Illinois re- | 


quested permission to tarn over their unexpired time to the 
gentlemanfrom Michigan. Upon thatthe gentleman was recog- 
nized to occupy their unfinished time. The gentleman was not 
recognized in his own right. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. When consent was 
asked that the gentleman proceed “in his own time,” I supposed 
it was meant that he should proceed at his own pleasure with- 
out regard to any limit of time. 
request as now made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before permission is given for the gentle- 
mar to go on I desire to call attention to the fact that debate on 
this question is to close on Tuesday at 12 o'clock, and that on 
Monday the House will be engaged on other business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks everyone understands 
that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So that all gentlemen who wish to partici- 
pate in this debate must do so this evening. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Does the gentleman object to my going on 
now? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Chair has 
recognized the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HovuK]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As amemberof the committee I desire to be 
recognized during this discussion. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Well, I simply will protest now against the 
ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no objection. 

Mr. TAYLORof Lllinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I understood the gentleman from 
South Carolina had withdrawn his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had ized the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Hovuk]. But the Chair will submit the request. 


As I understand the | 


Of course I do not object to the | 


Is there unanimous consent that the gentleman from Michigan 
may be recognized now, with the consent of the gentleman from 
Ohio, to proceed for one-half hour? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Ishall not want that much time, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have been rec- 
ognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the gentle- 
man from Michigan proceeding at this time? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I do not want to lose my time. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 
[Mr. CHIPMAN] may be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I will be perfectly willing, Mr. Chair- 
man. I do not want to interpose myself to the inconvenience 
or detriment of any other gentleman here. But I understood 
that after the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] addressed 
the committee I was to be recognized by the Chair. That, I 
believe, was the understanding. I have no objection, of course, 
to the gentleman from Michigan making his address within his 
own time; but I do object to standing aside and giving up my 
right in the matter. I have no objection to the gentleman pro- 
ceeding for ten minutes if it does not sacrifice my time. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask, then, unanimous consent that my 
colleague may proceed for tex minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
floor? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Yes, sir; for the present. 
gentleman from Michigan to proceed. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Now, Mr.Chairman, I have no trouble what- 
ever about this question of the constitutionality of the proposed 
| appropriation, and how any gentleman can raise a question of 
that kind is to me a matter of a good deal of surprise, or would 
be if I had not seen it so frequently brought forward on this floor. 
Whether it is best to do a thing or not is one question, and 
whether we have the power to do it or not is another question. 
| I have no doubt that if I had the time I could demonstrate by 
authority that under the commerce power given to us by the 
Constitution we may undoubtedly do what we propose to do here 
now. 

I wish to advert to this fact in this connection: The act insti- 
tuting the Columbian Exposition Commission, if the position 
taken by gentlemen here against this bill is correct, was uncon- 
stitutional ab initio. There was never a moment, if they are 
right, when there was a solitary breath of constitutional life in 
it; and how gentlemen can fail to see it, how they can bs guilty 
of the inconsistency of pluming themselves upon the construc- 
tion of the original bill, which they succeeded in passing, and 
yet when we come to a point where the purpuses of the bill must 
fail or be sustained by the proposed action here, tell us that this 

rovision is unconstitutional, is something [ can not comprehend. 
Why, the act of organization, the life-giving act to the Exposi- 
| tion, makes an appropriation—the original act does. I have it 
|in my hand. Here is $200,000 appropriated by it for the purpose 
| of a Government exhibit. 
| Let me appeal to the gentlemen and ask them where in the 
| Constitution do they find the clause (specific clauses is their 
| demand) saying that it shall be lawful to make a Government 
| exhibit in any exposition of any character? Where in the Con- 
stitution do they find warrant for saying that you may go into 
| the States and spend the public money for the purpose of mak- 
| ing an exhibition? Is it possible that the limit of constitution- 
| ality is a peripatetic one; that it depends upon amounts, and 
does not depend upon principle? That $200,000 to pay for the 
expense of the Government exhibit, and $400,000 for the Gov- 
ernment buildfig in this Exposition are constitutional and yet 
that a larger sum for the same purpose is unconstitutional and 
therefore unwarranted? Is $200,000 worth of unconstitutionality 
“a proper and sta*esmanlike thing to advocate? Is $400,000 of 
the same article likewise proper and statesmanlike, and yet a 
| penny above or a penny below improper or unconstitutional? 
Gentlemen can not sustain this position who voted for this 
| original bill, who brought it into the House. And yet some of 
| the very same gentlemen, after committing themselves to the 
| doctrine of the entire constitutionality of expending money for 
| the purpose of an exposition, are standing here to-day and as- 
sailing a further expenditure on the ground that it is uncon- 
stitutional. If they would say ‘‘ We doubt the propriety of it; 
we doubt whether it is justified under the circumstances,” I could 
understand their attitude. 
| Mr. BLAND. I would like to interrupt the gentleman. He 
| says some of the gentlemen here who say it is unconstitutional 


Has the gentleman from Ohio yielded the 
I want the 





| voted for the bill originally. I voted against it, and I would like 


the gentleman to specify whom he means. 
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Mr. CHIPMAN, It is very seldom that my friend from Mis- | which that aid should be ‘afforded was finally agreed upon by 


—— [Mr. BLAND] is out of my mind, but for once I had forgot- 
ten him. 

Mr. BLAND. You ought to say whom you do mean, then. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Lhope the gentleman will pardon me for the 
great oversight of having forgotten him. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the short space of time I have here it 
is impossible to make this argument as it should be made; but I 
do protest, as I have protested on this floor before, against the 
Constitution of the United States being eternally invoked as a 
bar to all progress, to all prosperity, and to everything useful. 
[Applause.] Ido protest here against gentlemen affirming, in 
the most solemn manner, on the 25th day of March, 1890, that it 
was constitutional to appropriate $400,000 for buildings and $200,- 
000 for a Government exhibit, and then getting up here to-day 
and saying that it is not constitutional to appropriate anything 
further for any other object connected with the Exposition. It 
is inconsistent, it is absurd. Gentlemen must not blame me, 
they must not blame the country, they must not blame this 
House, if it is held that by their most culsetas act that they have 
decided that an appropriation of this character is not only proper 
but over and above all that it is a constitutional appropriation, 
fit to be made under the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in the remarks that I 
propose to submit to the House I wish to confine myself strictly to 
the proposition that is beforeus. I willnotattempt toanswer the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], who spoke upon the sil- 
ver question in regard to this bill now before us, any further than 
to say that there is no warrant for the declaration made by him 
that these silver coins were to be sold; nordoI find any warrant 
in the facts anywhere, so far as I am acquainted with them, to 
justify his assertion that this is a stock-jobbing operation and a 
swindle, or a fraud upon the people of the United States; and I 
wish further to say that if there are any coins that are coined 
for this purpose that are current and are not abraded below the 
limit of tolerance, that this law will be violated. 

Mr. SAYERS. If they are not to be sold, what is to be done 
with them? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. They are to be paid out by the Colum- 
bian Exposition for the expenses and for the labor that is to be 
= in oo geaoag mg for the Fair. There is no such thing 

n the whole bill, nor in any bill, countenancing the idea that 
they are to be sold or made the subject of speculation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Are they constituted a legal tender? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Yes, they are constituted a legal tender. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can you force anybody to take them through- 
out the country? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Yes; they are constituted a legal tender 
py the provisions of the law. The language of the law is as fol- 

OWS: 

Sgc. 2. That for the parpose of aiding in ee the cost of completing 
the work of poy or inaugurating the World's Columbian Exposi- 
tion, autho by the act approved April 25, A. D. 1890, the Secretary of 
the asury is authorized and directed to have recoined 85,000,000 in haif- 
dollar silver coins from the uncurrent subsidiary silver coins abraded below 
the limit of tolerance now in’the Treasury, which coins shall be of the same 
weight and fineness and have in all other res ts the same qualities as the 
silver half-dollar now authorized by law; said coins shall also be of such de- 
— and be stam and engraved with such inscriptions and devices as 

l designate their value as coins of the United States, and also make them 
suitable souvenirs of said celebration of the four hundredth anniversary of 
the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, and there is hereby ap- 
nome from the Treasury the said %5,000,000 so coined; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized to pay the same as lawful money tothe Worid’s 
Columbian Exposition monthly in such amounts as may be needed, in his 
discretion, upon detailed estimates of the expenditures for the succeeding 
— certified to him by the president of the World's Columbian Exposi- 

Mr. BLAND. But the money which is called uncurrent and 
abraded is just as currentas the money which I have in my pocket. 
The words are simply a deception. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. When these abraded coins are returned 
to the Treasury I understand they can not go out of the Treas- 
a x operation of law. 

Mr. BLAND. This subsidiary coinage is paid out every day 
just like anyother money, and it is counted as a part of the fund 
available to be paid out. 

Mr. SIMPSON. There is an appropriation in this bill provid- 
ing a hundred thousand dollars for the recoinage of that very 
money. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] did not vote for this bill originally. The gentleman 


from Kentucky did, but the gentleman from Missouri has been | 


—- to this scheme of the Exposition from the start. 
e€ 


proposition now before the committee embraces substan- | 
tially, and indeed literally, the provisions of the bill agreed upon | 


by the Select Committee on the World’s Columbian Exposition, 
and heretofore reported to the House. 

The subject of Congressional aid to the Columbian Exposition 
received protracted and thorough consideration. The form in 


| your select committee, and has been embodied in the amend- 
ments to the sundry civil bill made by the Senate, and now 
before us. 

| I had hoped, sir, that we would be afforded full notice and 

opportunity for the discussion of this important and most inter- 

| esting measure; but it is obviously impossible within the time 

| allotted to each member in this debate to do justice to the many 

aspects which this great subject presents. 

In the first place, I wish respectfully to ask the House to con- 
sider the character of this Exposition. 

It is unlike in conception, as it far surpasses in its development, 
et exhibition that has ever hitherto been held in the 
world. 

Its idea is far broader and more exalted than that of a merely 
commercial or material display. It is the most conspicuous and 
will be regarded the most memorable expression of aggregated 
human thought and achievement ever made in the history of the 
| human race. 

It is a step forward in accomplishing the highest aspiration 
| of modern Christian civilization, the brotherhood of nations, and 
I say to you, gentlemen of the American Congress, that it will 
do more to promote future peace and good will between us and 
the nations of the world than all the millions you can expend to 
| display our prowess and power in splendid military and naval 
establishments. In this single view alone of the results of this 
Exposition I would regard the appropriation of this $5,000,000 
as but the planting of seed to yield a harvest of an hundredfold. 

Mr. LLVINGSTON. Will the gentleman be so kind as to tell 
the House who would reap that harvest? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. The people of the United States and 
the people of the world will reap the harvest. 

There is not to-day on the face of this broad earth an existing 
enterprise thatis receiving as hearty and universal a cobperation 
among civilized and semicivilized mankind as the World’s Co- 
lumbian Exposition. It will be regarded in the future as one of 
the great landmarks along the highway of human progress—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Wewill get the sentiment, and the other 
fellows will get the money. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. You take that view of it, and I take 
another. 

The conquests of Alexaffler changed the face of an ancient 
civilization. The Crusades of the Middle Ages, combining the 
nations of Europe in a common purpose, led to a transformation 
in the condition of medizval civilization. We are now upon the 
threshold of a new phase of modern civilization, in which new 
forces are to supersede to a great extent those which have hith- 
erto governed mankind. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Including the Pinkertons. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Yes, sir; I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman from Kansas—‘‘including the Pinkertons.” I am as 
much opposed to them as he is. 

Mr. SIMPSON. You spoke of getting another form of gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HOUK ofOhio. Perhaps we will get it at some time, even 
at the sacrifice of the Pinkertons. 

In every State and Territory of this broad Union the n»tes of 

reparation are heard; the labor of willing hands, directed by 

intelligence and taste, is employed to give interest and éclat to 
this festival of nations. 

Thirty-nine foreign countrie3, appropriating $5,000,090, to en- 
able them to contribute suitably to this great enterprise, have 
already accepted the invitation of the President of the United 
States made through the Departmentof State in accordance with 
the tenth section of the act of Congress of April 28, 1899, to be 
present on the occasion. All these foreign powers without a 
single exception are cordial and liberal in their coperation; 

| and are spending their $5,000,000, and bringing across oceans 
their fifty millions in value of articles for display, as our guests, 
while we, as hosts for this mighty assemblage, ure debating 
whether we shall appropriate the sum necessary and proper to 
give them a suitable reception. 

It is true, as gentlemen assert, that nosuch expenditure as now 
seems necessary was contemplated when that act was pasved. 
Neither was any such gigantic occasion as now appears immi- 
nentanticipated. Yet Congress declared by that act that it was 
‘fit and appropriate to commemorat: the four hundredth an- 
niversary of the discovery of America,” by an exhibition of our 
resources as a nation, our development and of the progress of 
civilization in the New World, and that such an occasion should 
| be of a national and international character, so that ‘all na- 
| tions” might, if they should so desire, participate; and that such 
| an exhibition therefore ‘‘should have the sanction of the Congress 





of the United States;” and Congress proceeded in accordance 
with the dignity and importance of the idea to constitute a cor- 
poration designated the ‘‘ World's Columbian Commission,” com- 
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posed of commissioners selected from all the States and Terri- 
tories of the American Union, and the District of Columbia. 

The Secretary of State has directed to have this body ap- 
pointed and notified to meet, organize, and proceed to the dis- 
charge of their duties. 

They were authorized by this act, section 5, as a body to ac- 
cept, for the purposes of the Exposition, the site and plans for 
buildings tendered by this other corporate body called the 
World's Exposition of 1892, a corporation organized under the 
laws of the State of Lilinois, provided such site and buildings 
should be deemed adequate by the Commission to the purposes 
of the Exposition; and provided further that such corporation 
‘should provide $10,000,000, in ample time for its needful use, 
during the prosecution of the work, for the complete prepara- 
tion for said Exposition.” 

This, gentlemen, is the language of that act, and its sixth sec- 
tion prescribes the functions and powers of that Commission: 
To allot spece for exhibitors; to prepare a classification of ex- 
hibits; to determine the plan and scope of the Exposition; to 
appoint judges and examiners to award premiums; to have gen- 


eral charge of all intercourse with exhibitors and the represen- 


tatives of foreign nations; and last, but not least, to appoint a 
board of lady managers, the first, most conspicuous, and worthy 
recognition of woman a3 a valuable factor in any great enter- 
prise affecting the improvement of the human family. 

All these duties have been faithfully performed. An organiza- 
tion of several hundred gentlemen into these two bodies, and an 
organization of women who are an honor to our race and civil- 
ization, have been effected and all these bodies have accomplished 
results so far, that command universal and unqualified praise. 

These bodies, I beg to say, gentlemen and Mr. Chairman, are 
of your creation. They owe their existence to your legislative 
action—their action has been by your authority. 

The twelfth section of that act, appropriates $20,000 out of 
the public Treasury and its seventeenth section authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to cause a building to be erected at a 
cost not to exceed $400,000, and directly appropriates $100,000, 
for the year ending June 30, 1891, out of the money not other- 
wise appropriated, in the Treasury of the United States. 

Such then, gentlemen, is brisfly the character of this great 
enterprise, inaugurated by solemn actof Congress, and to be con- 
ducted under the auspices of the @vernment of the United 
States, and through its lawfully constituted agencies, to a glori- 
ous ({ will not say maybe an inglorious) termination. For I do 
believe, even now, that if this Congress should, by its action re- 
fuse to extend that necessary aid to this great Exposition, which 
our predecessors virtually and morally committed us to, in the 
eyes of our own people and of the world, and which I believe it 
is our duty to render, the citizens of that young and mighty city, 
which itself is a wonder of American energy, indomitable perse- 
verance and enterpris2, would find some way or devise some 
method to save the honor of the country and their own just pride 
by attaining a signal and glorious final success. 

But while such a result would redound tothe everlasting honor 
of Chicago, it would leave an indelible stain upon the escutcheon 
of the United States. 

My distinguished friend from Kentucky, Governor MCCREARY, 
whospoke yesterday soeloquently against this measure, told us he 
voted for the act of April 25, 1890, and he takes great pride in 
the enterprise and patriotism of Chicago and in the World’s 
Columbian Exposition. You,sir, then voted to bring this World’s 
Columbian Commission into existence, and to breathe into its 
nostrils the breath of its corporate life. You voted to clothe it 
with the powers it has faithfully and wisely exercised in fur- 
therance of this magnificent enterprise. You voted to author- 
ize it to accept the site tendered by the Illinois corporation, 
composed of enterprising and liberal citizens of Chicago, and to 
require them to pay this more than a king’s ransom of $10,000,- 
O00. 

You voted $420,000 out of the public Treasury to worthily en- 
throne the United States Government in this unparalleled dis- 


. play of the glory of the nations. Forall thisI beg to assure the 


distinguished gentleman from Kentucky he has my hearty ap- 
proval. But when he casts the weightof his great influence and 
elojuence, as he did yesterday, against a measure which is re- 
garded by all who are best informed as to the requirements of this 
enterprise, that involves not only the glory and welfare but the 
honor of our country, I can no Loon yield him my approval, 
and especially when my friend raises the question of constitu- 
tional authority to make this appropriation! I beg to suggest 
that it is rather late for him or gentlemen who oppose this 
measure to raise that question in the face of the act of April, 
1890, and the situation that now confronts us. I will not waste 
any of the few minutes allotted to me by any further mention of 
this question. 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Ohio has referred to 
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me, and therefore I desire that he allow me to respond. I did 
vote for the very bill he holds in his hand, and that bill contained 
this statement: 


That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any liability of 
the United States, direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation incurred, nor 
for any claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury 
of the United States in support or liquidation of any debt or obligations cre- 
— by said Commission in excess of appropriations made by Congress there- 

or. 


The appropriation referred to is a million anda half dollars and 
has been paid. I stand by that contract as presented in the act, 
which was supported by gentlemen who were here representing 
Chicago. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. The gentleman speaks of a contract. 
Does he say that is a contract that binds me as a member of the 
Fifty-second Congress? Does he call that a contract that binds 
the Fifty-second Congress? Does he hold that a provision in 
a law making an appropriation binds all future Congresses from 
making any appropriationinthe same line? Is that his position? 

Mr. MCCREARY. The gentleman referred to me, and I was 
in that Congress and voted for that act. Iam not referring to 
the gentleman, but to the position I occupy. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Suppose a fire should have buraed down 
the buildings provided for in this bill, and the gentleman voted 
$400,000 to erect that building, would not this Government have 
liberty thereafter to make an appropriation to reSrect those 
buildings? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ithinkit would. But hasa fire burned 
down the buildings? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. No, sir; but circumstances have altered 
so as to make an additional appropriation of money necessary. 

Mr. MCCREARY. The president of the World’s Fair and the 
chairman of the committee on ways and means in their state- 
ments, and other representatives of the Fair, indicat2 that no 
money is necessary at this time. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. That isa mistake. The gentleman mis- 
understands the situation. The gentleman gave a table in his 
—— which showed the assets which were to be realized after 
the Exposition was ae Now, we are asking here for an ap- 
propriation to open the gates of the Exposition. The gentleman 
says because the assets and because the proceeds and the gate 
money will in the end perhaps amount to $25,000,000, that there- 
fore the $5,000,000 now asked for the purpose of opening the 
gates of the Exposition should not be appropriated. 

Mr. MCCREARY. How does it become necessary, then, to 
appropriate $5,000,000 to aid this Exposition? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Because the reputable gentlemen to 
whom has beencommiited, under your law, the authority to take 
this matter in charge, have made a report to this House upon 
their honor, and these gentlemen who are upon this subcommit- 
tee have also reported that fact. 

Mr. MCCREARY. The president of the Fair says that the 
probable receipts will bs $15,000,000, which, added to the $10,- 
000,000, makes $25,000,000. Mr. Higginbotham, the chairman of 
the committee on waysand means, says that the probable receipts 
will be about $35,000,000; total expenses about $22,000,000, a dif- 
ference in favor of receipts of $13,000,000. These are the high- 
est officers, and itdoes not appear from their statements that a 
further appropriation of money is necessary. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. That is Mr. Higginbotham'’s sugges- 
tion, and the other is Mr. Baker’s more conservative estimate; 
but how do they know how many people are going to attend 
the Fair? 

Mr. McCREARY. How doyou know? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. The attendance may be 20,000,000 or it 
may be 40,000,000, and all the estimates of the revenues are 
predicated upon the number of people that will probably attend 
the Fair. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Who is better qualified to make such esti- 
mates than the president of the Fair and the chairman of the 
committee on ways and means? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I am not talking about the closeness of 
the estimates. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky: Do 
you in good faith make that argument to this House, that because 
the proceeds which are to be realized in the future from the Fair, 
after it has been opened and concluded, are estimated to amount 
to so much, that constitutes a valid objection to this proposition 
to appropriate $5,000,000 for the purpose of enabling the Fair to 
be opened? 

Mr. McCREARY. I say that if the president of the Fair is 
fit for the position he occupies, and if the chairman of the com- 
mittee on ways and means is capable of discharging the duties 
of that position, when they make statements like these and send 
them out to the world, we very properly think they are more 
capable than other men of making trustworthy estimates of 
what the revenues of the Fair will be. 
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Mr. BUSHNELL. Yes; but if they do not get enough money 
to open the show they will not realize a cent. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. The gentleman from Kentucky un- 
derstands very well that the revenues there estimated isnot ex- 
pected to come in until after the Fair shall have been opened 
and kept open for a long period. 

Mr. McOREARY. These gentlemen say that ten millions 
have been raised by Chicago; now, I donotsee how the money—— 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I do not yield further to interruptions. 

Mr. McCREARY. I should not have interrupted the gentle- 
man, but he referred to me by name—— 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I know I did, but that does not give the 
gentleman an excuse for taking up all my time. 

But gentlemen say that section 18, which appropriates the fur- 
ther sum of $200,000, expressly provides against a Government 
liability of more than $1,500,000. This is true, butno gentleman, 
I apprehend, can successfully maintain the proposition that if 
the Columbian Commission, in the lawful exercise of the powers 
con erred upon it by the sixth section of the same act, determines 
upon a plan and scope*of the enterprise more extensive and in- 
volving heavier expense than that originally contemplated to 
effectuate more completely the purposes of the act, that the limi- 
tations of the thirtieth section of the act of April, 1890, would be 
binding upon the present Congress or forbid this appropriation. 

Here, then, are the facts in regard to the responsibility of the 
Government in connection with the Columbian Exposition. 

The act of Congress of April 25, 1890— 

1. Provides that the Exposition shall be held. 

2. Defines its character to be national and international. 

3. Establishes the ‘‘World’s Columbian Commission.” 

4. Defines its powers and functions. 

5. Authorizes it to accept proffered site and plans for build- 
ings from the LIllinoisCorporation, with a donation of $10,000,000. 

6. Directs the President to hold a naval review in New York 
Harbor in April, 1893, and to invite foreign nations tosend ships 
of war to join our Navy in rendezvous at Hampton Roads. 

7. Authorizes the President to make proclamation and invite 
foreign nations to take part in the Exposition and send repre- 
sentatives thereto. 

All these things have been done in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this act. The preparations have already been advanced 
far towards completion. The Illinois corporation has supplied 
its promised ten millions, which have been expended. The na- 
tions of the world, some forty in number, have accepted the invi- 
tation of the United States Government, not of Chicago, or of an 
Illinois corporation. They have selected their sites on the 
grounds, and in part erected their buildings. The Statesof the 
Union have done the same. 

And yet gentlemen upon this floor, who were members of the 
Congress that passed that act, and some of whom voted for it, 
are found to raise the question whether the World’s Columbian 
Exposition is a great national and international enterprise, held 
under the auspices of the Government of the United States, ora 
merely local affair to be conducted under the auspices of an 
auxiliary corporation authorized by the laws of the State of L1li- 
nois, composed of citizens of Chicago, and upon whose shoulders 
the burden of this necessary expenditure should be imposed. 

An additional supply of money is required and is admitted to 
be necessary. Now, will any gentleman inform me upon what 
possible valid ground under such circumstances the Government 
of the United States can ask the people of Chicago or the Illi- 
nois corporation to furnish this money? 

Is it not clearly and beyond all cavil an entertainment of which 
the Government of the United States is the host? 

Do Great Britain, France, and Germany, and all the other na- 
tions who were notified through the Department of State and 
invited by the President to participate in this affair regard them- 
seives as the guests of Chicago or of the corporation of Illinois, 
called the World’s Exposition of 1892, or have they a right to 
regard themselves as accepting the invitation of the United 
States Government, and as the participants in an international 
exposition? 

Jid the courteous gentleman from Kentucky and those who 
voted with him for the act of 1890 think that the Federal Gov- 
ernment would fulfill its whole duty towards this great inter- 
national enterprise and the nations it invited to participate in it 
when it should pay for its own exhibit? [Applause.] 

I trust this House will take no such narrow,and as it appears 
to me, disgraceful view of its duty. 

The people of the United States I doubt not would feel humil- 
iate 1 and misrepresented if Congress should pursue such acourse. 
All the great parties of the country have spoken in the most un- 
equivocal language upon this subject, and have recommended this 
appropriation. ‘hose resolutions were passed withouta dissent- 
ing voice, and truly reflect the wishes of the people of the 
United States on this question. 


But the gentleman from Kentucky criticises the way in which 
it is pa to make this appropriation. He says he is op- 
posed to the Government becoming a partner with a private 
corporation. 

The Government, I respectfully submit, doesnosuch thing. It 
simply advances the amount ery to make this Exposition 
successful to one of the instrumentalities it has recognized to 
carry out its purposes, with the understanding that in the final 
settlement of the finances of the concern it shall receive its 
equitable pro rata of the entire net proceeds. 

I fail to see, sir, in such action anything derogatory to the 
dignity of this Government. The gentleman says the estimates 
made of the assets of the enterprise show that this appropria- 
tion is not needed; yet he fails tostate the fact that in that esti- 
mate is included the revenues that are to ke derived from the 
Exposition up to its closing, whilst the appropriation requested 
is to complete the preparations for its opening! 

The plan suggested for the raising of this money is of all con- 
ceivable methods the least burdensome to the public Treasury. 
There is now inthe Treasury, as stated in an official communica- 
tion from the Department, a sum of uncurrent silver coin far in 
excess of the amount asked for in this bill. That silver, unless 
recoined, is absolutely unavailable and practically useless. To 
coin it under the provisions of this law into souvenir half-dollars 
as proposed, will not only give the complete relief required by 
those who have the preparations for the Exposition in charge, 
but will put into circulation among the people a most desirable 
and suitable memento of this great occasion, that will descend 
to the latest generations of men. It is hardly necessary to add 
that whatever fluctuations may occur in the price of silver these 
ten million souvenir coins will always have a market far in ex- 
cess of their intrinsic value. 

The estimated cost of the. completed structures, including 
landscape, statuary, fountains, terminal facilities, police and 
fire stations, and all that may be necessary for the comfort and 
convenience of visitors, will be $15,117,500, exclusive of the cost 
of administration, which is estimated at $2,770,000, making a to- 
tal of $17,887,500 expenditure up to the opening of the Exposi- 
tion, May 1, 1893. 

This advance of $5,000,000, in this recoined form, which involves 
noembarrassment to the Treasury and no burden upon the people, 
to enable those in charge to complete the work on the compre- 
hensive plan and scope established by the Commission, the special 
agency establishe by law of Congress, is requeste1 to be made 
upon the same terms as that made by the city of Chicago, under 
which, after the close of the Exposition, the Government will 
receive the same pro rata of the surplus or of remaining assets 
for distribution as the city of Chicago and the stocxholders of 
the Illinois corporation. 

This isasimple and comprehensible ‘statement of the situa- 
tion, and I can see no possible good reason why it should not re- 
ceive a favorable response from this Congress. 

There are many different standpoints from which this great 
undertaking can be regarded, tosome of which I have already 
alluded. 

But there is one view, not however in my estimation by any 
means the most exalted, bsing purely material, to which I wish 
to call the attention of gentlemen who have the rule of financial 
economy ready to apply toall measures of legislation, and who 
sympathize with the interests of labor and laboring men. 

L undertake to say that the material benefits that will accrus 
to the agricultural, manufacturing, and mechanical industries, 
and to the commerce of the people of the United Stites, from 
the Columbian Exposition will be, in a word, inca'culable, and 
in comparison with which its entire cost, large as it appears, 
will be a mere bagatelle. [Applause.] 

And I will remind gentiemen in this connection that ever) 
pound of iron, wood, or structural materia’ in all the mighty 
buildings that cover the 155 acres of those Exposition grounds, and 
allthat they contain, represent the well-paid skill and intelligent 
labor of many thousands of American workingmen, and that if 
you make this appropriation of 10,000,000 of half-dollar souvenir 
coins, every dollar of it will pass to the benefit of skilled and 
unskilled laboring men. Remunerative occupation has already 
been furnished in connection with this enterpris2 to hundreds 
of thousands of laboring people, not only in Chicago and in the 
United States, but throughout the world. Artists and artisans, 
workers in iron and wood, machinists and mechanics of every 
name and description, manufacturers of every conceivable de- 
vice to gratify human wants, necessities, or tastes are even now, 
while I am speaking, engaged in preparation in all parts of the 
world as well as here for the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

Should the American Congress of all bodies in existence, hav- 
ing the power to further so beneficent an enterprise, so fraught 
with blessings to our country and to mankind throughout all 
future time, prove indifferent or recreantto the high trust which 
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has been committed to them and refuse the necessary assistance 
to make the Columbian Exposition of 1892-93 the richest legacy 
bequeathed by the expiring nineteenth century to future gener- 
ations? [Applause.] 

CONCLUSION. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I have buta few minutes left to sum- 
marize the situation in regard to this measure. 

(1) The Columbian Exposition was inaugurated bythe direct au- 
thority of the United States, under the act of Congress approved 
by the President April 25, 1890. 

(2) Itembodies the most comprehensive and exalted idea that 
has found expression in the nineteenth century, or in any age. 

(3) Its sole purpose is to promote human knowledge and the 
brotherhood of mankind—to cement the relations of peace,good- 
will, and friendship among nations. 

(4) ThisGovernment being the leading nation of the world, and 
especially of the continent discovered by Columbus, could alone 
become the sponsor of such an occasion. 

(5) In this festival of nations nearly all the races of mankind will 
be represented, and the very highest attainments of human 
civilization will be displayed. 

(6) This Government has already acted through its legally con- 
stituted agency, ‘‘the Columbian Commission,” to organize, su- 
pervise, and carry on, thus far, this great enterprise. It hasal- 
ready appropriated, without serious constitutional question, more 
than a million anda half of dollars by Congress to suitably partici- 
pate in the affair as principal and host, and has accepted, in terms, 
the valuable codperation of the Illinois corporation, called the 
‘*Columbian World’s Exposition,” with $10,000,000 to aid in the 
execution of the great undertaking. 

(7) The enterprise has grown far beyond the proportions upon 
which it was originally projected and beyond all anticipation, as 
everyone admits. An additional sum of five millions is abso- 
lutely ee, to carry it out on the scale adopted by the 
agency of the Federal Government, acting in accordance with 
oe and delegated powers. 

(8) A method to supply this money is proposed which will trans- 
fer uncurrent coin in the United States Treasury, and unavail- 
able in its present shape, into a new, distinctive, and most desira- 
ble coinage, amounting to $5,000,000, that will be no burden what- 
ever upon the people and will be worth twice its nominal value 
in their hands; and thus, after fully answering this great need 
first, will pass into circulation and become more and more val- 
uable with the lapse of time as mementos of the greatest occa- 
sion in the world’s history. 

(9) The action of the Government has beyond question com- 
mitted its honor tothisappropriation. Itdecreed, organized, and 
invited all nations to this Exposition. To allow it to be impaired 
at this stage would be a disgraceful form of repudiation, and 
would inflict a stain upon the honor of the country that could 
never be effaced. 

(10) Its results will be fraught with benefit to the material inter- 
ests of our own people, to their intellectual and moral improve- 
ment, to the extension of commercial and friendly intercourse 
among all nations, and to the cause of human civilization through- 
out the world. 

Such an enterprise has the full sympathy and approval of the 
American people, the codperation of foreign nations, and de- 
serves the efficient, liberal support of the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee was recognized. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to give notice that as 
soon as the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] con- 
cludes his remarks I shall move that the committee rise, and 
when we get into the House I shall ask unanimous consent that 
from half past 7 o’clock until half past 10 o'clock on Monday even- 
ing be devoted to debate upon this question. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, if that 
be the general desire, would it not be well, in view of the late- 
ness of the hour, for the committee to rise now, and give the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] an opportunity to 
make his remarks consecutively when the debate is resumed? 

Mr. SAYERS. If that is agreeable to the gentleman from 
Tennessee it is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I do not object. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, Mr. Chairman, with the understanding 
that the gentleman from Tennessee |[Mr. PATTERSON] shall have 
the floor when the debate is continued on Monday evening, I 
now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LestTER of Georgia, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration 
the sundry civil appropriation bill and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent 
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that the House sit from half past 7 until half past 10 o’clock on 
Monday evening for the purpose of debate only upon the pend- 
ag ee to the sundry civil bill. 
r. BURROWS. Mr.8S er, would it not be well to have 

an hour fixed at which the House shall take a recess on Monday 

Mr. SAYERS. I would rather not have it fixed, because some 
unforeseen exigency may arise. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well, I will not insist. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

INVESTIGATION OF THE ELEVENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. FITHIAN submitted a report in relation to the investi- 
gation of the Census Bureau, conducted by a subcommittee of the 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Census; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

The testimony taken by the subcommittee was submitted with 
the report, and, by unanimous consent, was ordered to be printed 
for the use of the House. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. TAYLORoOf Illinois, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case 
of Tenedore Ten Eyck. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 8579) to incorporate the Petworth, Brightwood and 
Takoma Park Railway Company of the District of Columbia, 
asked a conference with the House on the bill and amendments, 
and had appointed Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. PER- 
KINS as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 9144) to establish a railroad bridge across the 
Black River, in Arkansas; and 

A bill (H. R. 7454) authorizing and directing the sale of cer- 
tain property belonging to the United States situate in Pitts- 
burg, Pa. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the Hous: was uested: 

A bill (S. 2398) for the relief of Henry W. Lee; 

A bill (S. 3188) to extend to Duluth, Minn., the ie of 
the first section of an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1888; 

A bill (S. 3415) to remove the political disabilities of William 
S. Walker. of Atlanta, Ga.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 100) to permit the railroads of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to lay extra tracks to accommodate the travel- 
ing public during the Grand Army of the Republic Encampment. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its sec- 
retary, announced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of 
the committees of conference on the disagreeing votesof the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5119) to prevent the building of houses along cer- 
tain alleys in the city of Washington, and for other purposes; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 3971) to provide for the opening of alleys in the 
District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined, and found truly enrolled, bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4871) for the relief of John McMahan; 

A bill (H.R. 5396) for the relief of W. H. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 6792) granting to the county of Mariposa, in the 
State of California, the right of way for a free wagon road or 
turnpike across the Yosemite National Park, in said State; and 

A bill (H. R. 7093) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other pur- 
“ REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


RETENTION IN PUBLIC SERVICE IN THE UNITED STATES TO 
VETERANS OF THE LATE WAR. 

Mr. RAINES, from the Seiect Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 
5098) to insure preferenc> in appointment, employment, and re- 
tention in the public service of the United States to veterans of 
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the late war; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 

with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF THE POLICE COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BOATNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
rted back’favorably the bill (S. 3011) toamend ‘‘An act to define 
he jurisdiction of the police court of the District of Columbia,” 
approved March 3, 1891; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dat, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF THE INDIAN TERRITORY AS A STATE. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 

rted back favorably a resolution in lieu of the resolution of 
nquiry relative to the admission of the Indian Territory as a 
State; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

The original resolution was laid on the table. 


DONATION FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. TERRY. Before the gentleman from Texas[Mr. SAYERS] 
moves to adjourn I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of a bill to which I am satisfied there will be no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5059) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, city of Hot Springs, by 
school directors thereof, and use of proceeds for school purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the directors of the school district of the city of 
Hot Springs, Ark., are hereby authorized to sell and convey, at private or 
— sale, lot 8 in block 93 on Ouachita avenue in said city, as shown by 

he survey and plat of the United States Commissioners for Hot Springs, 
heretofore designated and set apart by the Secretary of the Interior as site 
for school-house, under act — une 16, 1880, and to apply the proceeds 
of such sale for the benefit of common schools of said city. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been unanimously 
reported. The lot to which the bill refers has already been given 
by the United States to the school district of Hot Springs. It 
was one of several little lots donated for school sites. The school 
district commissioners have found an opportunity to buy a build- 
ing for a schoolhouse cheaper than they could put up one; and 
on account of the location being such that they do not now want 
to erect a building on this lot, they ask the Government to per- 
mit them to sell it and use the money for school purposes. 

Mr. BAILEY. The bill carries no charge upon the Treasury? 

Mr. TERRY. None at all. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


BRIG RUSSELL. 


Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
the spoilation claim of the brig Russell, and moved its reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

And then, on motion o r. SAYERS (at 5 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library: 
A joint resolution (S. R.93) granting permission to exhibit in 
the Capitol the portrait of Gen. Thomas, painted by Caroline 
L. Ransom. (Report No. 1923.) ° 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. 3779) 
*. » the relief of John Dieters. (Report No. 1924.) 

By Mr. WAUGH, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill (H. 
it. 4320) granting a pension to Thomas Kennedy. (Report No. 
¥QO 
_5y Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 
SLOnS: 

A bill (H. R. 8492) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Le- 
venia D. Athon. (Report No. 1930.) 

A bill (H. R. 6718) to increase the pension of L. D. Owen. (Re- 
port No. 1931.) 

A bill (H. R. 7008) for the relief of Mrs. Susan C. Byrd, widow 
of Hugh L. Byrd, deceased. (Report No. 1932.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 
By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: | 


A bill (H. R. 1783) granting a pension to Honora Shea. (Report | 
No. 1928.) met — 
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BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WHITE (by request): A bill (H. R. 9563) to prohibit 
the coinage of gold—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: A bill (H. R. 9564) to regulate the terms 
of the circuit courts of the United States in the district of Ken- 
tucky, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H.R. 9565) to authorize 
the purchase of the library of historical manuscripts and printed 
books belonging to the estate of the late George Bancroft—to 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WHITING: A bin (H. R. 9566) to reduce the duty on 
certain manufactures of iron and steel—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: A resolution asking for in- 
formation from the Attorney-General as to steps taken to punish 
members of sugar trusts and others for illegal combination to 
raise, control, and arbitrarily regulate the price of an article of 
food—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution calling for information from 
the Secretary of the Treasury as to amounts of taxes paid by na- 
tional and other banks, and as to losses by holders of national 
and of State banks, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 9567) to pension William T. 
Hutton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 9568) for the relief of John 
Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 9569) fixing the compen- 
sation of the assistant attorneys in the Department of Justice— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COBURN: A bill (H. R. 9570) for the relief of Mary 
Murry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9571) for the relief of Mrs. 
ae Sohan, of Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H.R. 9572) for the relief of Charles 
Milske—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9573) for the relief 
of John W. Bradburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WINN: A bill (H. R. 9574) for the relief of Jones's bat- 
— of Georgia State Troops—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Petition of 9 citizens 
of Pine Bluff, Ark., against closing the World's Fair on Sundays— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. ~ 

By Mr. COBURN: Petition of G. Van Steenwyk and others, 
in favor of an amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRISP: Letter from the Universal Peace Union, in- 
viting eae ery a in Congress to attend the Inter-Parlia- 
mentary Peace Conference, to te held in Berne, Switzerland, 
August 28, 1892—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Evidence to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Mrs. Kate Sohan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARTER: Papers for the relief of Mrs. Nacy Curren, 
re accompany House bill 9096—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolutions adopted at a mass 
meeting of the colored citizens of Chicago, Lll., July 9, 1892, urg- 
ing that $200,000 be set apart by Congress for the purpose of 
gathering statistics of the colored race—to the Select Commit- 
ttee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Local Assem- 
bly No. 4708, Knights of Labor, of Marsh Hill, Lycoming County, 
Pa., praying Congress to appropriate no money for the World’s 
Fair purposes until certain labor difficulties in connection there- 
with have been settled—to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
Bian Exposition. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petitions of St. Mark’s Evangelical Lutheran 
Church, Washington Township, Armstrong County, Pa., Mount 
Pleasant Baptist Church, of Corsica, Jefferson County, Pa., and 
from the O. Y. P. S. C. U., of Saltsburg, Indiana County, Pa., 
praying for the closing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
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By Mr. LYNCH: Remonstrance of A. G. Hughes and 50 others 
of Ogdensburg, Wis., against closing the World’s Fair on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Resolutions adopted by Federated Trades 
Council of the city of Milwaukee, denouncing the practice of em- 
ploying Pinkertons by private corporations, and asking for pro- 
hibitive legislation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOW: Petition of citizens of Kankakee, Kankakee 
County, Ill., against legislation in regard to Sunday closing of 
the World’s Columbian Exposition—to the Select Committee on 
the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of John W. Bradburn—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. , 

By Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR: Petition of citizens of Ark, 
Ohio, favoring amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing that no State shall pass any law respecting the 
establishment or prohibition of religion giving aid in any way 
to ary religious society—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

B; Mr. 1TLLMAN: Petition of R. B. Toole and 17 others of 
Aiken County, 5.C., remonstrating against the passage of the 

3rosius lavd bill, H. R. 395, and praying for the passage of the 
Paddock pure-fcod bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., 
relating to the opening of the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Petition of Mary R. Pack- 
ett, late of JeffersonCounty, W. Va., praying that her war claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of J. S. Brick and others, of Mineral County, W. 
Va., in favor of House bill 401—to the Select Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Bayard, W. Va., 150 members, against opening the 
World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
bian Exposition. 


SENATE. 
Monpnay, July 18, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
that authority be given to the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to audit and allow the claim of James W. Schaumburg, as 
requested in a letter of Secretary Folger dated July 11, 1882, di- 
rected to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions: which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying document, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


OFFICERS AND EMPLOYES OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Director of the Geological Survey, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 15th instant, certain 
information in regard to the officers and employés connected 
with that survey: which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Colerado [Mr. WOLCOTT] to the communi- 
cation which has just been read. The recollection of the Chair 
is that it is transmitted to the Senate in response toaresolution 
introduced by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The resolution in response to which the 
communication was sent to the Senate was introduced by the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. In his absence, I move 
that it lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. And be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
accompanying papers, will lie on the table and be printed. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tenpore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8533) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the amendment 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv- 
ice, and for other purposes, and requesting ‘a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
GORMAN, Mr. STEWART, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House’had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 730) for the relief of James A. Finley; 

A bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of 
St. Louis, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 1117) for the relief of Mrs. M. E. Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 1687) to correct the military record of Calvin 
Daniel, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Mrs. Laura E. Skeels; 

A bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to James Reed, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to William H. Brewer; 

A bill (H. R. 2086) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, 
dependent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, 
EKighty-first Regiment of Illinois Voluateer Infantry, in the late 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to John Mercer; 

A bill (H. R. 2400) granting a pension to Willis Luttrell; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Mary O'Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley; 

A bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Lansing Shear; 

A bill (H. R. 2935) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William N. Pringle; 

A bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble; 

A bill (H. R. 3203) granting a pension to Nancy Campbell; 
A bill (H. R. 4034) to increage the pension of John D. Prator; 

A bill (H. R. 4215) to correct the military record of Capt. 
William C. Knowlton; 

A bill (H. R. 4283) to pension Mary Venard, late hospital 
nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 4385) to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline County, 
Ark.; i 

A bill (H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. Ronaldson; 

A bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey; 

A bill (H. R. 4809) granting a pension to James Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4815) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence; 

A bill (H. BR. 5012) to increase the pension of Thomas Enlow; 

A bill (H. R. 5059) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, city of 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and use of proceeds for 
school purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5508) to place the nameof Sabra A. Wolcott upon 
the pension rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 5518) to pension Reuben Riggs; 

A bill (H. R. 5519) for the relief of Daniel Eldridge, Company 
D, Fifteenth [Uinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5649) for the relief of Lieut. I’. W. Davis and 
granting him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 5869) for the relief of Archie St. Clair and Charles 
E. Rogers; 

A biil (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, for- 
merly Coats, late of Pike County, Ill., but now of Marceline, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis; 

A bill (H. R. 6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, 
late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 6507) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hagan; 

A bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louisa B. Sharp; 

A bill (H. R. 6628) granting a pension to Mary Tucker; 

*A bill (H. R. 6849) granting a pension to Lois P. Leonard; 

A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to Annie Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 6965) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Copen; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpenter; 
7095) granting an increas? of pension to Addison 


7100) to pension Jacob O’Neal; 
7117) to increase the pension of Henry Merritt; 
7236) granting a pension to Julia S. Tompkins; 

A bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirtley; 

A bill (H. BR. 7244) granting a pension to Florence Esther Wil- 
liams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a private 
in Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7305) to pension Martin McDermott; 

A bill (H. R. 7306) to pension Maud Case, of Dodge County, 
Minn.: 

A bill (H. R. 7434) granting relief to Jeremiah White, of Osage 
City, Kans; 

A bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith: 

A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to William M. Watson, 
of Walker County, Ga.; 
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A bill (H. R. 8162) to pension Mary E. Trimble, widow of Mon- 
tague N. Trimble, of Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 8241) grauting a pension to William Oscar Stan- 
ley; 

fs bill (H. R. 8246) granting a pension to Bridget Brennan, 
widow of Thomas Brennan, late of Companies C and G, Second 
Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8263) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Louisa J. Reeves; 

A bill (H. R. 8298) to pension Emma Johnson, blind and depend- 
ent daughter of Daniel D. Johnson, Company B, One hundred and 
forty-second New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell, 
veteran of Seminole war, 1837; 

A bill (H. R. 8550) to increase the pension of W. H. Philpot, a 
pensioner of the Mexican war; R 

A bill (H. R. 8618) granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen; 

A bill (H. R.8784) granting a pension to Edward Smitherman; 
and 

A bill(H. R. 9018) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Brackett. 

The message also announced that the House had appointed 
Mr. GROUT a manager at the conferenceon the part of the House 
of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8533) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnanc2 
for trial and service, and for other purposes, in place of Mr. 
COGSWELL, excused. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8579) to incor- 
porate the Petworth, Brightwood and Takoma Railway Com- 
pany, of the District of Columbia, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. HEARD, and Mr. Post 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 649) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accotinting officers of the United States Treasury De- 
partment; and 

A bill (H. R. 669) for the relief of Dabney, Simmons & Co. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of Dis- 
trict Assembly No. 49, Knights of Labor, of New York, stating 
that the recent labor troubles at Homestead, Pa., are the out- 
come of the wage system of production, and demanding that the 
Pinkerton forces and their employers *‘ be treated and dealt with 
as pirates, and that they be indicted, tried, sentenced, and exe- 
cuted as national malefactors;” which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a resolution of the Alfred C, Chapin Club 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., in regard to the imprisonment in England 
of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, an American citizen, and praying that 
steps be taken for his release; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of the General Execu- 
tive Board of the Order of Knights of Labor, remonstrating 
against the appropriation of $5,000,000 for the World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition until certain information concerning things be- 
ing done or contemplated by the management of the Exposition 
detrimental to the working classes of the country may be sub- 
mitted to the committee having the bill in charge; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Alexander C. Miller and 47 
other citizensof Pawnee County, Nebr., praying that an increase 
of pension be granted to George W. Hamilton, late a private in 
Company H, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
as he is wholly disabled for any manual labor, the disability aris- 
ing from disease contracted while in the military service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 19 citizens of St. 
Joseph County, Mich., praying for the passage of legislation to 
prohibit gambling in fictitious farm products, ete.; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 81 citizens of Barry County, 


Mich., and a memorial of 38 citizens of Battle Creek, Mich., re- | 


monstrating against the commitment of the United States Gov- 
ernment to a union of religion and the state by the passage of 
any legislation closing the World’s Columbian Exposition on 
Sunday; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a communication from the Ameri- 
can Boiler Manufacturers’ Association of the United States and 
Canada, suggesting certain amendments to Senate bill 1755 to 


amend certain sections of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, and to carry into effect certain recommendations 
of the United States delegates to the International Marine Con- 
ference. The communication is accompanied by a letter from 
Mr. Charles R. Valk, president and treasurer of the Valk & 
Murdock Iron Works of Charleston,S.C. I move that the com- 
munication and letter be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented petitions of citizens of Centerville 
and Harlan, in the State of Indiana, praying for the passage of 
legislation prohibiting the sale, manufacture, and importation 
of cigarettes in the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented a petition of the Ebenezer Baptist Church, 
and a petition of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of the Ebenezer Baptist Church. Dearborn County, ind., 
praying for the ‘closing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on 
Sunday; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Isaac Parks and 25 othe 
members of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church of Jon:sboro, 
Ind., remonstrating against the commitment of the Government 
to aunion of religion and the state by the passage of any legisla- 
tion closing the Worid’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday or in 
any other way committing the Government to a course of relig- 
ious legislation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of James D. Lytle, of Hanover, 
Ind., praying that no appropriation be made for the World’s Co- 
lumbian Exposition unless the Exhibition be closed on Sunday; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Musi- 
cians’ Protective Association, No. 1, remonstrating against allow- 
ing the military bands of the Army absence or furlough to 
compete with civilian musicians; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Charles B. Waite, president of 
the American Secular Union, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the 
passage of legislation prohibiting the sale of ice in the District 
of Columbia on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of O. K. Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Indiana, praying for the passage of the Washburn- 
Hatch antioption bills; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the General Assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church, at a session held at Portland, Oregon, May 
30,1892; of the Methodist General Conference held at Omaha, 
Nebr.,May 19,1892; of the General Synod of the Reformed Church 
of America, 600 ministers and 100,000 members; and a petition of 
the Christ’s —— Church, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying that 
no appropriations be made in aid of the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position unless upon condition that it be closed on Sunday; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the memorial of I. R. Allison and other 
citizens of Bates County, Mo., remonstrating against the closing 
of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petitionof A. L. Shannon and 
22 other citizens of Warren County, Miss., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Washburn-Hatch antioption bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of 23 members of the 
Seventh-Day Adventist Church and 20 other citizens of Atlan- 
tic, lowa, remonstrating against the union of church and the 
state by the passage of any legislation closing the World’s Co- 
lumbian Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CAREY presented a petition of citizens of Fort Bridger, 
Wyo., praying for the passage of the Washburn-Hatch antiop- 
tion bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Amanda Dinwid- 
die, of Fayette, Mo., widow of Solomon Dinwiddie, and moth 
of George and Martin Dinwiddie, soldiers in Companies G and 
H, Sixty-fifth Regiment United States Colored Troops, praying 
that certain bounty be granted to her that is now withheld by 
the Department; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, sub- 
mitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2931) to provide for the 
survey and transfer of that part of the Fort Randall military 
reservation in the State of Nebraska to said State for schoo! pur- 
poses, heretofore reported by him. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Julius C. Zanone, 
only heir of John B. Zanone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski 
County, Ill., deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2158) for the erection of an equestrian 
statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H., 
reported it without amendment. 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF ART. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There was reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, upon Friday last, the bill (S. 3211) 
to authorize the establishment of an neers: and gallery of art 
in the Districtof Columbia. If there be no objection, I ask that 
it be put uponits passage. It will take but a moment. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The bill was read, and, there being no objection, the Senate 
asin Committze of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill does not contain the ordinary 
clause about the right to alter, amend, or repeal. I think that 
should bo inserted. I move thatthe usual clause be added. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have no objection to that amendment. I 
supposed it was in the bill. I also desire to offer an amendment 
as to the right of the incorporators to select their associates, 
which I should be glad to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed. by 
the Senator from Ohio will first be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add as a new section: 

Sxc. 6. Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will bs read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, at the end of the first line, 
after the word ‘‘ to,” insert ‘‘select their assoeiates and succes- 
sors, to;” so as to read: 

That said persons named shall have power to select their associates and 
successors, to organize and elect officers, etc. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to enter my objection to exempting the 
property of any corporation from taxation, unless it is for strictly 
religious purposes, and I doubt even then if it isnot wrong. [ 
make that suggestion, and for myself that consideration will 
control my vote. I am not in favor of exempting the real estate 
of any corporation from taxation, but I except church buildings. 
I think the bill had better go over for to-day. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill 
will be passed over. 

SATURDAY BANK HALF HOLIDAY. 


Mr. FAULKNER. From the Committee on the District of 
Columbia I report back the bill (S. 3418) making Saturday a half 
holiday where banks and bankers so elect, and I ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. I think from the reading of the bill Sen- 
ators will see at once that it isa matter they can all concur in 
without any debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia asks that the bill be now considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information first. 

The bill was read; and, there being no objection, the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why this half of Sat- 
urday is to be made a holiday, and Bo the whole day is exempt 
from the transaction of business. hy not make the notes, bills 
of exchange, and everything payable on the first half of the day 
instead of giving the paper another whole day to run? 

Mr. FAULKNER. This bill was introduced by me at the re- 
quest of bankers of the city of Washington and was approved by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. I will state the 
reason for the passage of the bill. The bankers say that under 








the present rules,which keep the banks open until 3 or 4 o’clock | 


(some are kept open until 3 and others until 4), their force is 
worked during this hot weather until 8, 9, and 10 o’clock to get 
up the bank business of the day. They think it is unfair to the 
employés to keep them so cuphagel in such weather as we have 
here during the summer months. As they have changed in the 
interest of the employés of the banks the time when the notes 
shall be payable, they think it is the duty of the bank to assume 
the carrying of the notes until the succeeding secular day,which 
would be Monday. The bill therefore provides that any note 
which happens to fall due on Saturday shall not be a matter of 
protest or demand until Monday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not make it apply to the other half 
of the day? There is half of the day exempt. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That would be very satisfactory to the 
banks, but the banks do not think it is fair to the men whase 
obligations would fall due on Saturday and who have always had 
the right to pay them up to the regular hour for closing the 
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right of debtors in any way whatever to the banks when obliga 
tions fall due on Saturday. 

I think it is an exceedingly liberal eS upon the par 
of the banking institutions of this city. It isin the interest o 
the employés, and of course gives the debtor two days more in 
which ay his note; and he therefore cannotcomplain. I 
derstand from the Senator from New York [Mr. HIL1] that the 
bill is framed upon the exact provisions of the New York statute 
looking to these half holidays on Saturday, and it has been thé 
custom there to carry the paper over until Monday. 

Mr. WHITE. From my conversation with the Senator from 
New York, I do not agree with the statement just made by the 
Senator from West Virginia. I have not had time to look at 
the New York statute, but I submit to my friend that there is a 
serious objection to this proposed law. I agree with him about 
the half holiday; I agree with him that if a half holiday is given 
the paper which matures that day should be held to mature on 
Monday instead of on the prior part of Saturday; but I think it 
is a very grave commercial mistake to make commercial paper 
mature a and variedly. There ought to be a uniform 
rule or there ought to be no rule. This makes the rule depend 
upon the consent and volition of the banks. 

The bill does not say that there shall be a half holiday on Sat- 
urday and that all the paper maturing on Saturday shall be paid 
on Monday, but it says ‘that it shall be lawful for trust com- 
panies, banks, and bankers in the city of Washington to close 
their doors for business at 12 o’clock noon on each and every Sat- 
urday in the year.”” Onecompany may determine not to close its 
doors and another may determine to open them, and then we 
shall have one rule of commercial paper in this city in one bank 
and another rule in another. In my judgment, that is the grav- 
est commercial mistake that could be committed. It is abso- 
lutely essential for commercial paper that the man who gives 
commercial paper — know absolutely and inflexibly when that 
paper is to mature. The result of this provision is that the ma- 
turity of a man’s commercial paper is going to depend not upon 
the obligation written in the paper, not upon a general law ap- 
plicable to everybody, but upon the desire of a particular bank 
whether it shallclose oropen. A bank in this city may say,‘‘ On 
every second Saturday in July [close at12o0’clock.” Then as to 
that bank allcommercial paper falling due on Saturday goes over 
until Monday. Across the street there is a bank which says,‘‘I 
will keep open all that Saturday; ” and in that bank commercial 

per matures on Saturday. : 

It is true this is not a large commercial city, but I appeal to 
any gentleman on this floor familiar with commercial transac- 
tions to say whether such a fluctuating and variable provision as 
to the maturity of commercial paper is not going to lead to great 
commercial harm and great commercial wrong. If you want to 
give your half holiday, give it; I will vote for it; if you want 
to make your paper mature on Monday, make it so; but let it be 
flowing out of the law and according to the provision of the law 
operating upon every man’s paper, and donot let it depend upon 
the will of the bank whether the paper shall mature on Saturday, 
or whether it shall mature on Monday. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not think the criticism the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. WHITE] passes upon this bill is a 
correct one. The first few lines of the bill simply lay down the 
rule that it shall be lawful for these corporations to close their 
doors for business at 12 o’clock on each Saturday. ‘They need 
not close their doors unless they so desire. The reason why the 
bill is framed inthat manner unquestionably is that the charters 
of these institutions and other laws applicable to them require 
the banks to keep open every secular day of the week. But the 
subsequent phrases of the bill provide that for every purpose of 
the payment of paper and presentation of paper Saturday shall 
be regarded as a holiday. Itis not left optional with the bank 
to say whether the paper shall be protested or not. It is left 
optional with the party who owes the debt. If the bank is open, 
the party may come into the bank and pay the debt; but if the 
party omits to do it, then the paper can not be protested until 
Monday. That is all there is of the bill. The bank is author- 
ized to close at 12 0’clock, but for all the purposes of the presen- 
tation of paper and the payment of it Saturday is a holiday. 

Mr. WHITE rose. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if the bill gives rise to further 
discussion I must object and ask that it goover, 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Maine will give us 
ten minutes more, I think it is a very important bill and it will 
be passed. If he could see the sweltering humanity that the bill 
will help in this city, I think he would give us ten minutes and 
try to pass it. 

Mr. MORGAN. [rise to morning business. 

Mr. HALE. I can ses from the expression of Senators about 


bank. They have been willing to assume the responsibility of | me that the bill is to be debated at considerable length, and 
running the notes until Monday, not affecting the interest or | therefore I must ask that it go over. 
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ThePRESIDENT protempore. Being objected to, the bill will 
be placed upon the Calendar with the favorable report of the 
committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise to inquire whether the introduction of | 
bills is in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The introduction of bills is 
not yet reached. Reports of committees are stillinorder. Are 
there further reports of committees? 

Mr.FAULKNER. Of course the Chair understands that the 
bill was objected to within the proper time and under the rules 
of the Senate? It was read for information with the privilege of 
objecting to it afterwards? 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that | 
under the practice of the Senate bills which are considered by | 
unanimous consent during the morning hour can be objected to 
at any time before their passage. 


HARRIETT W. SHACKLETT. 


Mr. PEFFER. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Har- | 


riett W. Shacklett, to report it favorably without amendment; | 
and inasmuch as it is one of exceptional merit and the claimant 
is very old, somewhere in the neighborhood of 80 years, and 
very much in need of the amount for which the bill makes ap- 
propriation, and inasmuch, further, as the other House has 
passed the bill, I ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required to pay to Harriet W. Shacklett, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise 9 pm the sum of $597, which sum shall 


be taken and accepted and receipted for in full satisfaction of her claim, as 
found by the Court of Claims. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to call up for pres- 
ent consideration Order of Business 733. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator from New York will | 
allow me to submit a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order of business | 
being reports of committees, the Senator from Oregon rises to | 
submit a report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. LIaminstructed by the Committee on Claims 
to report a resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas in the judgment of this committee all French spoliation claims 
reported from the Court of Claims should in the first instance undergo in- | 
vestigation in and report from this committee; and 

Whereas, the following order of the Senate was made June 27 last: 

“ Ordered, That the Committee on Appropriations be discharged from 
further consideration of the following French spoliation claims favorably 
pb jhe by the Court of Claims, and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Claims: | 

‘Brig Confidence, Thomas Manning, master; Fifty-second Congress, first | 
session. S. Mis. Doc. No. 5, page 17. 

‘Brig Eleanor, James Treat; idem, page 22. 

‘* Schooner Eliza, Thomas Poulson; idem, page 25. 

“Snow Fanny, Garret Barry; idem, page 26. 

‘*Sloop Federal George, George Hussey; idem, page 30. 

‘*Schooner Hannah, Philip Bessom; idem. page M4. 

‘Brig Hope. Church; tdem, page 35. 

“Schooner Lucy, Lewis Holmes; idem, page 43. 

“Ship Patapsco, William Hill; tdem, page 47. 

“Schooner Thankful, William Ward; idem, page 53. 

* Schooner Alert, Jacob Oliver; S. Mis. Doc. No. 20, page 1. 

‘Ship Betsey, Josiah Obear; idem, page 4. 

‘Ship Jane, John Wallace; idem, page 10. 

“Ship Theresa, Philip Brum; S. Mis. Doc. No. 22. 

“Brig Yorick, William Moodie; S. Mis. Doc. 77. 

**Schooner Betsey, John Murphy; S. Mis. Doc. 90; ” 

And whereas the claims included in such order did not reach your com- 
mittee in time to be considered and included in the report on bills thereto- 
fore pending in such committee and reported to the Senate June 29 last, and 
your committee have been unable for want of time to make investigation 
thereof since that date; and 

Whereas ali such claims have been incorporated in the deticiency bill, now 
pending in the Senate, by the Committee on Appropriations: 

It is the judgment of your committee that while such claims should not 
ordinarily be included in such deficiency bill until after examination and | 
report from this committee, in order that no invidious distinctions as to in- 
vestigation and report at this session may be made as to claimants, your 
committee are willing, under the circumstances, that the same shall be con- 
sidered in the Senate as a proper amendment to such deficiency bill on such 
statements as to their proper investigation by that committee as the Com- | 
mittee on Appropriations may feel warranted in making, and for such 
action of the Senate as may be deemed advisable. And 

Resolved, That it is the recommendation of the Committee on Claims that | 
there be excepted from the claims so considered in connection with the de- 
ficiency bill all those which are presented by insurance companies or the as- | 
signees of insurance companies as claims for insurance, and that all the 
claims for insurance which were included in the report of this committee 
submitted on the 29th of June, 1892;should be withdrawn from the deficiency 
bill and the Senate and re-referred to the Committee on Claims for further 
consideration. 











Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. The resolution is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it is all right, except in one thing. 
It states that these insurance cases should be withdrawn from 
the bill. They have already been withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. Iso stated to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are notin the bill. Then it states that 
these insurance claimsshould be re-referred to the Committee 
on Claims. That may mean very little or it may mean a great 
deal. I do not think the insurance companies should be paid at 
all, and therefore if the Committee on Claims is to examine that 
question I want it to exumine it with reference to the peculiar 
obligation of the United States to pay those claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that 
is the very purpose of the motion to recommitthem. When the 
report was made from the Committee on Claims on the 25th of 





| June there was a bare majority of the committee present. Sev- 


eral members of the committee were absent necessarily from the 
Senate at that time, as the conventions were running. We were 


| pressed to get the report into the Senate, and felt compelled to 


take action. There wasa difference of opinion among the mem- 
bers of the committee then present as to whether the insurance 
claims should be paid. With a full committee to-day it was the 
opinion of all the members of the committee unanimously that 
inasmuch as there is adifference of opinion among the members 


| of the committee and aiso in the Senate all the claims should be 
| withdrawn from the Senate and recommitted to the committee, 
so that they may undergo careful investigation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
asks that the resolution reported by him from the Committee on 
Claims be adopted by the Senate. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

x BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SAW YER introduced a bill (S.3450) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary Murry; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. r 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill(S. 3451) to revive and amend 
and extend theactof Congress of August 15, 1876, toencourage 
and promote telegraphic communication between America and 
Asia, across the Pacific Ocean, from the western shores of the 
United States to the Hawaiian Islands, to Japan, and China; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3452) fixing the time for 
holding the circuit and district courts in the district of West 
Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3453) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States in lot 3 in square south of square 990,” approved March 


| 3, 1891; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 101) 
directing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to au- 
thorize and permit the construction of certain pits or vaults in 
the public om of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Philip Hawk be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate, no action having been taken thereon. 


DIRECT-TAX SALE IN FERNANDINA, FLA. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to com- 


| municate to the Senate the names of the persons who were the owners of prop- 
| erty in Fernandina, Fla., at the time of the direct-tax sale under the act of 
| Congress in 1863-65, so far as the same appears in the records of the Treasury 
| Department. 


ARBITRATION LABOR COMMISSION. 

Mr. CALL. I give notice that to-morrow morning I shall ask 
the indulgence of the Senate to call up the resolution introduced 
by the Senator from Indiana {Mr. VOORHEES] on the 12th in- 
stant, for the purpose of submitting some remarks upon it. 

EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to call up a resolution which was re- 
ported a few days ago from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate in relation to the employ- 


| ment of Pinkerton men. 


Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator that if that resolution 
is called up, it will give rise to some debate. I desire that the 
Senate shall go on and finish the deficiency appropriation bill in 
order that we may get it into conference. 
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Mr. PEFFER. I am perfectl jing that it laid over 
temporarily until we dispose of the appropriation bill to which 
the Senator refers. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9284) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for pridér years, 
= — other purposes. 

. HALE. Now, Mr. President, if the Secretary will return 
Re p: as 113, which we have reached, and will read the remainder 
of the amendment, as we go along I[ shall have the insurance 
claims struck out under the order made by the Senate. 

Tie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question, as the 
Chair understands, is the motion of the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MrrcuEe.y], which probably was disposed of by the passage 
of the resolution this morning. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Oregon, I know, withdraws 
that now, because the Senate adopted the rule of action given by 

the Senator’s resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 
The reading of the amendment will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amendment reported by 
She < ‘committee on Appropriations, beginning at line 1, on page 

13, as follows: 


“On the brig Albert, Robert Gray, master, namely: 
atte rt M. Pratt, administrator de bonis non of Joseph White, deceased, 
6,265.75; 
William Parker, administrator de bonis non of William B. Parker, de- 
ceased, $2,088.58; 
Eli — R. Gardner, administratrix debonis non of Jesse Richardson, de- 
ceased, ®2,677.16; : 
William D. Pickman, administrator de bonis non of Dudley L. Pickman, 
deceased, 9849.62; 
Henry O.. Benjamin W.,and Robert Stone, executors last will, etc., Robert 
Stone, jr., deceased, $4,177.10; 
William A. Lander, administrator de bonis non of Pickering Dodge, de- 
ceased, $3,132.87; 
Arthur E.  Saenany eae, administrator de bonis non of William Orne, de- 
ceased, $1,500 
on F. W itherby, surviving executor of Charles Cleveland, deceased, 
783.21; 
Nathaniel P. Richardson, executor of Joshua Richardson, deceased, #2,088.50. 
On the brig American, Thomas Towne, master, namely: 
J, Hall Ware, administrator de bonis non of John Hall, deceased, $4,691. 
On ship Bacchus, Richard George, master, namély: 
Henry Pet tit, administrator de bonis non of Andrew Pettit, surviving as- 
signee of Ambrose Vasse, deceased, $980; 
George W. Guthrie, administrator de bonis non of Alexander Murray, sur- 
ving partner of Miller & Murray, #980; 
M. H. Messchert, administrator de bonis non of Jacob Gerard Eoch, de- 
ceased, 8080; 
Samuel Bell, administrator de bonis non of John G. Wacksmuth, deceased, 


James Crawford Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, deceased, 8196; 
Henry Lisie Waln, admjnistrator ofjJacob S. Waln, surviving assignee 
of Thomas spureetrors. 
On the schooner Ballahoo, ‘Joseph Ripley, master, namely: 
James F. Breuil, administrator of Frances Breuil, dechanet, $1,568.95. 
On the vessel the snow Boston, ee a ee 
J. Bayard Henry, Administrator of Geotge La 
The Real Estate Title Insurance and Trust on of 
ministrater de bonis non cum testamento annexo of Tames Cam ll, pee 
$3,025.36; 
J. Bayard Boney administrator of Andrew Bayard, surviving assignee of 
Pragers & Co 
Henry Pratt McKean, surviving executor of Henry Pratt, surviving part- 
ner of Pratt & Kintzing, 8784. 
D. Fitzhugh Savage administrator of John Savage, surviving assignee of 
Rundle & Léec 78 
James Crawford Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, $490; 
Francis A. Lewis, administrator of the estate of John Lawis, ‘jr. 190: 
William A. M. Fuller, administrator of John Le , 8190; 
John ©, Wiiliams, administrator of Edward Dunan , $343: 
Arthington Gilpin, administrator of the estate of Josh’ ‘Gilpin, $343; 
Samuel Bell, administrator of the estate of John G. W. uth, $1,176; 
Henry Pettit, administrator of Andrew Pettit, surviving assignee of Am- 
brose Vasse, : 
George W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, surviving part- 
ner of Miller and Murray, 
D. Fitzhugh Savage, adminstrator of John Sa 882; 
James S. Cox, administrator of James 8. Cox, 
M. H. Messchert, admistrator of Jacob Gerard Koch, $490; 
- Richi oo Cc, Murtrie, administrator of John Bohlen, ‘surviving assignee of 
toss & Simson, 
Frank R. Pemberton, administrator of John Clifford, surviving partner of 
Thomas and John Clifford, 8294; 
Henry Lisle Waln, surviving executor of Jacob S. Waln, surviving assignee | 
of Thomas Murgatroyd, 8588; 
The Pennsylvania Company for Insurance on Lives and Granting Annui- 
ties, administrator of Thomas M. wong: 
Thomas F. Bayard, administrator of T omas W. Francis, $392; 
The City of Philadelphia, administrator of Stephen G , $490. 
On the brig Confidence, Thomas Manning, master, nam 
Catoerine M. Singleton, administratrix de bonis non n of Alexander McKim, 
surviving partner of the firm of Robert McKim & Co., $1,497. 
On the brig Eleanor, James Treat, master, name y: 
oni A Ww illiams, administrator de bonis non of Samuel Williams, de- 
ceased, $1, 
Charles J. tance administrator de bonis non of Benjamin Williams, 
deceased, $1,583.59; 


David jar pane & Bo. ek ie of Francis Johonnet, surviving partner of 


se 
Poulson, master, namely: 
Sob. Merven Ca fe nna’! avid SteWart, administrators, etc., $11,744.96; 
David Stewart, administrator, etc., $3,781. 
On the vessel, snow ene, — Barry, master, namely: 
espe S. W: ‘ard, ad trator de bonis non of James Barry, deceased, 


On the sloop}F'ederal George, George Hussey, master, namely; 

Charles Francis Adams, jr., administrator, on account of the assignments 
of said Homer, Hubbart, Sargent, and Pomeroy, #2,341.86 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators, $936.7 

Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix, $250; 

Charles F. Hunt, administrator of the estate of Joseph Russell, surviving 

partner of Jeffrey & Russell, $468.37. 

On the sloop Fox, Brooks, master, viz: 

Sanford J. Horton, as administrator of the estate of William Wickham, 
Geceased, $1,508.33; 

Melvin B. Copeland, as administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Blake, de- 
ceased, #454. 

amu G. ‘Sin, as administrator of the estate of William Moore, deceased, 


Charles Francis Adams, as administrator of the estate of Peter Chardon 
Brooks, deceased, $400 

E. Burr © Crandall, as administrator of the estate of Thomas Dickason, de- 
ce 

eae G. Haskins, jr., as administrator of the estate of David Green, de- 
ceased 

Frank Dabney, as administrator of the estate of Samuel Wyliys Pomeroy, 
deceased, $500; 

Robert Grant, as administrator of the estate of William H. Boardman, de- 
ceased, #300: 
a1 vila L Monroe, as administrator of the estate of John Brazer, deceased, 

0; 
J a Reacts, as administrator of the estate of James Tisdale, de- 
cease 1,000 

Henry W. Blagge and ome B. Samuels, as administrators of the estate 
of Crowell Hatch, deceased, $500 

On the schooner Hannah, Philip Besser, master, namely: 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray, deceased, amount of insur- 
ance paid, 32,920; 

Sarah J. Brown, administratrix of Isaac Collyer, deceased, for value of 
1,164 quintals of fish, $1,312; 

Ebenezer D. Secomb, ‘administrator of Philip Bessom, value of cargo, less 
the 164 quintals of fish ‘qwned io Collyer, and less also the insurance paid 
| thoreon by William Gray, $23, 

On the brig Hope, Church, master, namely: 
oe C. Parsons, as administrator of the estate of John Caldwell, deceased, 

17; 

William Sohier, administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Fellowes, de- 
ceased, $1,000; 

Frany Dab Dabney, administrator of the estate of Samuel Wyllis Pomeroy, de- 
cease 1,000 
81 iy W. Apthorp, administrator of the estate of Caleb Hopkins, deceased, 
oat Law rence Bond, administrator of the estate of Nathan Bond, deceased, 


Daniel D. ~ ae administrator of the estate of Daniel Dennison Rogers, 
deceased, 

On the brig | W Stephen Selleck, master, namely: 

Henry Pettit, administrator of Andrew Pettit, surviving assignee in bank- 
ruptecy ‘of Ambrose Vasse, $709.80; 

illiam A. M. Fuller, administrator of John Leamy, $425.88; 

Robert W. Smith, adminisicator of Robert Smith, ‘surviving partner of 
Robert Smith & Co., $567.84; 

George Willing, administrator of George Willing, $283.92; 

Francis A. Le administrator of John Miller, junior, 9567.84; 

George Blight, inistrator of Peter Blight, $709.80; 

Craig D. R tchie, administrator of Joseph Summerl, surviving partner of 
Summer] & Brown, 8667.84; 

William Brooke-Rawle, administrator of Jesse Waln, 8709.90; 

Richard C. MeMurtrie, administrator of John Bohlen, surviving assignee 
in bankruptcy of Ross & Simson, $567.84 

The Pennsylvania Company for Insurance on Lives and Granting Annui- 

ties, administrator of Thomas M. Willing, surviving partmer of Willing & 
Francis, $709.80; 

a Ba ard, administrator of Thomas W. Francis, #283.92; 

Pratt cKean, — executor of Henry Pratt, surviving part- 

ae ‘Of tt & Kintzing, $425.88 

Francis R. Pemberton, administrator of John Clifford, surviving partner 
of Thomas & John Clifford, $354.90 

Samuel Bell, administrator of J ohn G. Wacksmuth, $354.90; 

William Read Fisher, administration of Samuel W. Fisher, $354.90; 

Isaac S. Smyth, administrator of Jacob Baker, surving partner of Baker 
& Comegys, 8567.84; 

George W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, surviving partner 
of Miller & Murray, “$700.80: 

Uselma C. Smith, administrator of William Jones, surviving partner of 
Jones & Clarke, $567.84; 

A. Louis Eakin, administrator o* Chandler Price, surviving partner of 
Morgan & Price, $709.80; 

Frederick W. Meeker, administrator of Samuel Meeker, #709.80; 

James C. Fisher, aie executor of James C. Fisher, 8354.90; 

D. Fitzhugh Sa ministrator of John Savage, surviving assignee in 
bankruptcy of Rw le & & Leech, $709.80. 

On the brig Leonard, William Hackett, master, namely: 

Joseph A. Titcomb, ee of estate of John Wills, otherwise ealled 


| John Wells, deceased, #8, 15 


= 
pec 


| — Sa 99, 
bert Carter, 


On the schooner Lucy, Eowts Holmes, master, namely: 

Isaac Brewster, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo estate of 
Daniel Jackson, deceased, 93,567; 

Charles G. Davis, administrator de bonis non of William Davis, deceased, 


F992. 

On the brig Li John Cook, master, namely: 

Charles B. administrator ~ bonis non of Zachariah Allen, for vessel, 
cargo, and the ht earned, $12.29 


freig 
On the ship Patapsco, William ili, master, namely: 
William Donnell, administrator de Donis non cum testamento annexo of the 
estate of John Donnell, deceased, 96,659 
George W. Brown, administrator of the estate of Z ames A. Buchanan, de- 
his share of vessel and freight 
r de bonis non cum testamento annexo of the es- 


eT ee Smith, deceased, $4,609.99, being his share of vessel and freight; 
H. Buchanan, administratrix of the estate of William B. Buchanan, 
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who was the surviving partner of the firm of S. Smith & Buchanan, deceased, 
$25,056, the value of the cargo shipped by said firm; 

Cumberland D. Hollis, i de bonis non cum testamento annexo of 
the estate of John Hollis, deceased, 87,600 

Mary Ann B. Smith, administratrix de "bonis non cum testamento annexo of 
the estate of John Smith, jr., deceased. $48,466. 

On the brig Sally, William Hampton, master, namely: 

Alexander Proudfit, administrator de ‘bonis non with the will annexed of 
the estate of Robert Ralston, deceased, $5,734. 

On the schooner Sea Flower, Joseph Farley, master, namely: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter Chardon Brooks, 8487.06; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators de bonis non of 
Crowell Hatch, deceased, $243.53; 
una” M. Boutwell, administrator de bonis non of John McLean, deceased, 

87.06 

Frank Dabney, administrator de bonis non of Samuel W. Pomeroy, de- 
ceased, $243.53 
os John H. Moriarty, administrator de bonis non of James Scott, deceased, 

292.20; 

Philo B. Shelton, administrator de bonis non of Benjamin Homer, 2243.53. 

On the schooner Thankful, William Ward, master, namely: 

Adeline F. Alden, administratrix of James Torrey, $1,428.40; 

Aseline F. Alden, administratrix of George Torrey, $1,428.40; 

Abel H. Bellows, administrator of Thomas Geyer, $226.80; 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of John Heard, assignee in bank- 
ruptcy of Frederick W. Geyer, $225.80. 


Mr. HALE. Lines 13, 14, and 15, on page 126, being the last 
clause which has been read, should be stricken out, because they 
are duplicated in another part of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That clause will be stricken 
out if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the amendment, and 
read as follows: 


Stephen R. Rogers. administrator of Joseph Rogers, $1,733,33; 
Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, assignee of Sar- 
gent, Bridge & Hubbart, #2,000; 
David Greene Haskins, administrator of David Greene, $1,000; 
Robert Grant, administrator of William Boardman, #400; 
William Smith Carter, administrator of William Smith,’ $1,000; 
pe rence Bond. administrator of Nathan Bond, $400; 
Lucy S. Cushing, administratrix of Jacob Shaefe, $500: 
John Lowell, jr., administrator of Tuthill Hubbart, $500; 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1, 300; 
Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of the estate of 
Crowell Hatch, $1,000; 
William Gray, administrator of the estate of William Gray, 22,200. 
On the vessel Two Sisters, Jacob Henry, master, namely: 
George W. Norris, administrator of John Gresche, deceased, $2,043.80; 
George W. Norris, administrator of Peter ee deceased, $436.77; 
William R. Lejee, surviving executor of Samuel Breck, jr., $1,919.27; 
—_ and directors of the Insurance Company of North Amer ica, 
The Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $12,163.77; 


Mr. HALE. Line 25 on page 127, and lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 4, 
on the next page, should go out, being the last two clauses 
which have been read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed amendment will 
be read. 

Mr. HALE. It has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the com- 
mittee will be amended by striking out the part read, if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


The Secretary resumed the reading of the amendment, and 


read as follows: 


M. M. Messchert, administrator of Jacob Gerard Koch, deceased, 2980; 

George W. Guthrie. administrator of Alexander Murray, surviving part- 
ner of Miller & Murray, $784; 

James Crawford Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, deceased, $294: 

J. Bayard Henry, administrator of Andrew Bayard, surviving assignee in 
bankruptcy of Pragers & Co., ¥7 

Henry Lisle W aln, surviving executor of Jacob S. Waln, surviving assignees 
in bankruptcy of Thomas Murgatroyd, 8784; 

William A. M. Fuller, administrator of John Leamy, deceased, $7 

vanes Pettit, administrator of Andrew Pettit, surviving assignee = bank- 

uptcy of Ambrose Vv asse, $784; 
ohn C. Williams, administrator of Edward Dunant, deceased, $294; 

Arthin ‘on Gilpin, administrator of Joshua Gilpin, deceased, #294; 

James S. Cox. administrator of James S. Cox, deceased, #294. 

On the brig William, Be njamin H. Rathbone, master, namely: 

Bayard Tuckerman, administrator of Walter Channing, survivin tner 
of Gibbs & Channing, and likewise administrator of George Gibbs, 754. 

On the schoone “4 Alert, Jacob Oliver, master, namely: 

Franklin Leach, administrator of William Léach, $3,577.88: 

Edward L. Browne, administrator of Israel Thorndike, $1,005.73; 

Arthur Huntington, administrator of James Dunlap, 8600; 

Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W ve Ponieroy , 2600; 

John H. Moriarty, administrator of James 

Lucy S. Cushing, administratrix of Jacob She e, $400; 

H. Burr Crandell, administrator of Thomas Cushing, $400; 

Archibald M. Howe, administrator of Francis Green, $800; 

Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of John ©. Jones, 800; 

Horace B. Sargent, jr.. ad Te < Danie Sargen nt. #300; 

2S Ropes, Lowell: atuueeiobeasat on a 

H. Hollis Hunnewell. ad ator, Arnold elles, 3 8400; 

Will G. Perry, odnuinisttator of> theo Gilman, #30 

On the ship Betsey, Josiah Obear, master, namély 

Horace Obear, administrator of Josiah Obear, #1, tis, 68; 

Franklin Leach, administrator of Nathan Leach, $126; 

Charles Francis Adams, jr., administratof of Peter don Brooks, 95,500; 
aan? W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administratér of Crowell Hatch; 
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On the vessel F'usileer, Thomas Shaw, master, namely; 

George B. Chase, administrator of Stephen Chase, deceased, 82,955: 

Albion C. Taylor, administrator de bonis non of Joseph Chase, deceased, 
$2,955. 

Calvin Page, administrator of Thomas Shaw, deceased, 71,168.55. 

On the ship Jane, John Wallace, master, namely: *° 

Esther S. Buchanan, administratrix, representing Smith & Buchanan, 
$11,660. 21; 

Robert Carter Smith, administrator, representing Samuel Smith, 36,738.21; 

Cumberland D. Hollins, administrator, representing John Hollins, $4,922. 

On the ship Reindeer, Robert Motley, master, namely: 
onan? Deering and Francis Fessenden, aiministrators of James Deering, 

20,625. 

On. the brig Thomas, Mark Fernald, master, namely 

James W. Emery, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Thomas 
Manning, deceased, $6,132. 

On the ship Theresa, Philip Brum, master, namely: 

George S. Sonntag, administrator of William L. Sonntag, deceased, sur- 
viving partner of William L. Sonntag & Co., as representative of said firm 
$13,537.50 

George S. Sonntag, administrator, as representative of William L. Sonn 
tag, one of the joint owners of the Theresa, #3,264.50; 

Jane J. De La Roche, administratrix of Frederick Franck De La Roche, as 
representative of one of the joint owners of the Theresz, 93,264.50. 

m the vessel Georgia Packet, John McKever, master, namely 

The Pennsylvania Insurance Company for Insurance on Lives and Grant 
ing Annuities, administrator of Thomas M. Willing, deceased, 6.246; 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of Richard Flower, deceased, 31,055; 

Richard F. Fiickwir, administrator of John Flower, deceased, #1,055 

Richard F’. Flickwir, administrator of Reese Wall, deceased, #1,055, 

Edward S. McKever, administrator of John McKever, deceased, #1,055 

On the brig Yorick, William Moody, master, namely: 

George S. Sonntag, administrator of William L. Sonntag, %7.836.50; 

Jane J. De La Roche, administratrix of Frederick Franck De La Roche 
$7,886.50. 

On the schooner Betsey, John Murphy, master, namely: 

W. Hall Harris, administrator de bonis non, etc., estate of William Patter 
son, deceased, $20,334.16. 

On the ship Juliana, Thomas Hayward, master, namely: 

Thomas B. Ghequiere, administrator of the estate of Charlies Ghequiere, 
deceased, $3,819.16; 

Jacob Bowman Sweitzer and David Stewart, administrators of Johp 
Holmes, deceased, $12,129.16. 

On the schooner Union, Samuel Larrabee, master, namely 

Cornelia S. Jackson. administratrix of Levi Cutter, $1,833.50; 

Seth L. Milliken, administrator of John Milliken, #1,833.50. 

On the ship Hitty (or Hetty) Jane, Joshua Neal, master, namely: 

Augusta H. Chapman, administratrix d¢ bonis non of Pete ——— $14,841.37 

John ©. Howell, administrator of John Potte v, #25. AT 


Thomas H. Er erkin s, administrator ot ‘ich ron Jone 2500; 

William S. Carter, administrator of William Smi th. #1.000 

Philo S. Shelton, executor of the will of Benjamin Homer, #50) 

John C. Ropes, administrator of Thomas Amory, $1,000; 

William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, #1,000: 

David G. Haskins, jr., administrator of David Greene, #1,000; 

John H. Moriarty, administrator of James Scott, $500; 

Charles H. Ladd, surviving executor of the will of Nath. A. Haven, $200 
On the sloop Nancy, David Foster, master, name:y: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator de bonis non of Peter Chardon 


| Brooks, $1,000; 


| 
} 
| 
' 
| 
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| 
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(Awards added to the conclusions of law by order of the court December | 


7, 1891, to the findings filed April 23, 1888:) 
William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, $198; 
Horatio H. Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Welles, jr., $396; 


William Sohier, administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Fellowes, #1,000; 

George G. Sill, administrator de bonis non of William Cog geshali, de 
ceased, $851.50. ; 

Harriet Sebor, administratrix de bonis non of Jacob Sebor, deceased, not 
proved. 

Henry W. Bleeee and Susan B. Samuels, aiministrators of Cornweil 
Hatch, deceased, 

On the snow Ly dia, “Washburn, master, namely: 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estates of Jonathan Merry 
deceased, $13,204.95. 

William A. Richards, a trator of the estate of William 
Walter, both deceased, $2,727. 

Mr. HALE. On page 135, from line 13 to line 6, on page 136, 

inclusive, the items should go out,as they are duplicated in 
another part of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part stated will be re- 
ported. 

The SECRETARY. On page 135, it is proposed to strike ou 
lines 13 to 25, inclusive, and on page 136, lines 1 to 6, inclusive 
as follows: 

On the sloop Nancy, David Foster. master, namely 

Charlies Francis Adams, administrator de bonis non of Peter Chardon 
Brooks, $1,000; s 

William Sohier, administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Fell 

George G. Sill, administrator de bonis non of William Cozg: 
851.50; 

Harriet Sebor, administratrix de bonis non of Jacob Sebor. deceased, not 
proved; s 2 

Henry W. Blags ze and Susan B. Samuels, administrators 
deceased, 

On the ow Lydia. Washburn, master, namely: s 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estates of Jonathan Merry, de 
ceased, $13,204.96; 

William A. Richards, administrator of the estate of William and Thomas 
Walter, both deceased, $2,727.48; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The lines will be stricken out, 


und Thomas 


owes, 3140; 


ill, deceased 






of Crowell Hatch 


if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 
Mr. HALE. in line 7, on page 136, the total should be changed 


from ‘ * $982.47 9.5 * to * * $3875 Js 247.3: 

The PRESIDENT protempore Theam ndment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, in line 7, on page 
136, ‘* $982,479.52” and insert ‘* $875,247.35. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VII#AS. Is it in order at this time to consider the with- 
drawal of those insurance claims, on the report of the Commit- 
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tee on Claims, as I understood a resolution was adopted this 
morning on that subject? 

Mr. HALE. They have all been struck out as we went along. 

Mr. VILAS. I @esire to call attention to the fact that there 
are in the first list $120,000 which was put in, and probably more 
than that in the last list, which has been read. Iwas just mark- 
ing them with a view of calling the attention of the Senate to all 
of them. A great share of the claims which appear here in the 
names of individuals are in fact insurance claims. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will call attention to any particu- 
lar claim which his examination has shown him is an insurance 
claim, I shall move to strike it out. The Senate has struck out 
all of the insurance claims that appear. 

Mr. VILAS. I will ask the Senator from Maine to look at the 
report presented by the Committee on Claims on the 29th of June, 
if he has itaccessible. If not,I will send it tohim. On the last 

sages of the report will be found a list of those claims which are 

in fact claims for insurance, but are embraced in the list of claims 
previously reported as being judgments of the Court of Claims. 
To accomplish the object desired by the committee it will be 
necessary to strike out a very considerable portion of these 
claims. I have partially marked those which should be stricken 
out. 

Mr. HALE. Are these claims which represent the insurance 
companies? 

Mr. VILA%. These are either claims which were by insur- 
ance companies, originally transferred by assignment or other- 
wise, or they are claims made through insurance brokers. 

As I understand the facts, the high rates of premium which 
insurance on vessels of this character at that don required to 
be paid attracted individual investors, who, through insurance 
ieices: insured vessels. These claims are of that description, 
and just as much insurance claims as if made by an insurance 
company. ; 

I have, for example, in the report from the Court of Claims in 
respect to the vessel, the snow Boston, one of those named in 
the amendment of the committee to the bill, in relation to 
which the separate finding of the Court of Claims is as follows: 

June 2, 1797, a wr of insurance was made in the office of Wharton & 
Lewis, insurance brokers, of the city of Philadelphia, in the sum of #8,000, upon 
the said snow called the Boston on the voyage aforesaid, for the account and 
risk of said Latimer & Campbell. The underwriters on the said policy were 
* — and for the amounts set opposite to their respective names, to 
Thotnae & Bil Oasty.. 2. nccusiens case ccna sctinuunssanstccoudehvosengeeien $300 
PRUE £0 DO. . neccdccccscucencscdpccswcensdakacekis ueseaeaenene 300 

And so on through a list of ten different underwriters, agrre- 
gating altogether the $3,000 of policies of insurance. Those 
claims are presented here as individual. claims, but they are in 
reality simply the claims of insurers who, attracted by the pre- 
mium of 35 per cent in some cages, were willing to jeopardize 
their money for gains which they might make. So they under- 
wrote in this way policies of insurance upon vessels. 

The Committee on Claims, in its resolution which was pre- 
sented this morning, intended to have all of these claims with- 
drawn, and the list which is given in the report of the commit- 
tee of the 29th of June comprehends, according to the careful 
selection of the clerk of the committee, all claims of that class. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That list, if the Senator will allow me, in- 
cludes seventeen vessels, and the claims amount in the aggre- 
gate to $120,016.82. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. To be found on pages 86 and 87 of the re- 
port of the committee. 

Mr. VILAS. For the purpose of bringing the exact point to 
the attention of the Senate, [ intended to propose the striking 
out of those claims from among that list of claims, which, hav- 
ing been reported by the Committee on Claims, were thereupon 
inserted in the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and also those in the other list,which the Committee on Appro- 
priations inserted in the bill without their having been reported 
from the Committee on Claims. In a moment more the amend- 
mentgean be completed, but to bring the question directly before 
the Senate I will move first to amend by striking out, on page 
97, from line 20 to line 23, inclusive, which reads in this wise: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator de bonis non of Peter Chardon 
Brooks, $1,000; 

William Sohier, administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,000. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will first be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 97, it is proposed to strike out 
from line 20 to line 23, actalivns as follows: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator de bonis non of Peter Chardon 
Brooks, $1,000. 

William Sohier, administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,000 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why move to strike out? Why not just 
disagree to that part of the committee’s amendment? 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, let me suggest in the interest of 
expedition—— 
on r. VILAS. Was the motion put on the amendment offered 

y me? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question has not been put. 
It has only been stated. The Senator from Maine is addressing 
himself te the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to make a suggestion in the interest 
of doing business as rapidly as possible. Of course, if the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom these questions and claims have all 
been referred, in the resolution presented by its chairman this 
morning intended to raise this question of insurance where it 
applies to underwriters and not to insurance companies, these 
claims should be stricken out for future examination. 

The Senator as a lawyer willsee that there is a difference be- 
tween the claims of insurance companies proper and the claims 
of the underwriters, a difference recognized distinctly, upon 
which appropriations were made in the well-known cases called 
the Alabama claims. The war premiums there were paid, but 
the insurance companies were not paid, upon the theory that the 
insurance companies advanced all theirrates and got the benefit 
in immense profits upon vessels that were not touched, while the 
war-premium men, the underwriters, paid to the insurance 
companies actually these sums and had nobody to recoup upon. 

So, ifthe Senator from Wisconsin, or if the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims insists on these claims going out, I hope 
in the ultimate conclusion that this consideration will, as I have 
no doubt it will, be borne in mind as to this distinction. 

Having said so much about that, in the interest of expedition, 
I suggest to the Senator that, unless he has his amendment pre- 
pared, he embody a motion to strike out of this bill all claims 
found in Exhibit Din the report of the Committee on Claims. 
Then there will be no necessity for hunting up the various items 
in the bill, but they can be arranged by tlie Secretary after the 
Senator’s motion carries. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was about to suggest the same thing. 
There can be no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. Then there will be no uncertainty about it, be- 
cause they are all marked; but as they are found in different 
parts of the bill, if we are togo overitand pick them out by peace- 
meal, as the Senator has begun, we may be a Jong time, and may 
not get them all; but one motion van cover the whole thing. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator will allow me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. With aviewof presenting the amendment prop- 
erly, I was having the bill as it was printed so marked as that 
the Secretary might make one amendment, without repeating it 
all through, but it would not do to quite adopt the suggestion of 
the Senator from Maine for this reason, that the list referred to 





| 

in the report of the Committee on Claims as Exhibit D, only 
| comprehends those insurance claims which were embraced in the 
list of claims reported by the committee on the 29th of June, 
whereas in this long additional list, which the Committee on 
Appropriations has inserted in the bill, there are numerous 
one claims of the same character, and by embracing them all 
in this list, my motion would easily enough comprehend all at 
once. That was the purpose I had in view. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator has got the bill so marked, as the 
amendments have all been read, there is no necessity for having 

them read over again, but they can be given to the Secretary, 
and struck out of the list. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly, but I made the motion simply to pre- 
sent the question to the Senate. 

Let me add, Mr. President, as I think I may without a breach 
of propriety, that the Committee on Claims came to no resolu- 
tion in respect to the allowance or disallowance of any of these 
insurance claims, but inasmuch as the report of June 29 was 
‘made while the committee was not full and as this morning the 
entire committee was present and a considerable difference of 
opinion was developed in respect of the justice of these claims 
upon the Treasury and the existing taxpayers of the country in 
favor of insurance companies, some of which have already passed 
out of existence, and especially where the premiums were so 
large, it was deemed best to ask the Senate to give that commit- 
tee a further opportunity simply for the consideration of the 
claims, and that distinction which has been so clearly stated by 
the Senator from Maine will undoubtedly receive very careful 
attention before any final action by that committee. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, if he will send up 
his list, ard instead of making a formal motion, will call the at- 
tention of the Secretary to the lines the various items referred 
to can be struck out as we go along, without putting motion after 
motion. 
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is being pre- 


Mr. VILAS. I mean to include it, if you lene, all in one 
? 


motion, and instead of reading that motion at one 
tary can take the items from the marked bill whic 
pared. 

: Mr. MALE. Then let this subject be passed over for the pres- 
ent while the Senator is preparing his amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the 
amendment to the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] on 
page 7, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. VILAS. By unanimous consent that amendment can be 
mde to read to strike out those and all the additional claims in 


the bill of that character which will be marked, and the Secre- | 


tary can incorporate all as part of the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let theSenator withdraw his amendment for the 
moment until he has it fully prepared. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well, I will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis withdrawn. 


The questionis onthe amendmentof the committee as amended. | 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, these are the French spoliations | 


items. I ask that they be passed over for the present while the 
S:nator from Wisconsin is preparing his amendment, and that 
the Secretary finish the reading of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill has | 


been concluded in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. Has the proviso on pase 136 been read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proviso has been read, as 
the Chair understands. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I move afurther amendment to the proviso | 
on page 136, in line 10, after the word ‘‘ bankrupts,” to insert the | 


words ‘‘ or insolvents, or made voluntary assignments.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 136, line 10, after the word ‘‘ bank- 
rupts” it is proposed toinsert “‘ or insolvents, or made voluntary 
assignments;” so as to read: 

Provided, That in all cases where the original sufferers were adjudicated 
bankrupts or insolvents, or made voluntary assignments, the awards shall 
be made on behalf of the next of kin, etc. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have one or two amendments to the bill from 
the Committee on Appropriations. On page 10, I move to insert 
after line 19, what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 10, after line 19, it is proposed 
to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Silas Q. Howe, surviv- 
ing partner of W. T. Pate & Co., the sum of $19,662.19, being the sum audited 
under section 3220, Revised Statutes, and set forth in Executive Document 
No. 46, Fiftieth Congress, second session, being the sum paid by said firm 
as taxes on distilled spirits in excess of the quantity withdrawn by said 
firm from bonded warehouse. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 6, I move to strike out lines 13 to 18, in- 
clusive, as they appear in another part of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out from line 13 
to line 18, inclusive, on page 6, as follows: 

FISH COMMISSION. 

For the completion of the fish-cultural stations at Green Lake and Craigs 
Brook, Maine, including construction of ponds, buildings, roads, grading, 
and all a. eam and equipment, and pay of employés required 
for the same, #7,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Maine will permit me to 
go back for a moment to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. The proviso as amended on his 
motion refers to all cases where the original sufferers were ad- 
judicated bankrupts or became insolvents or made voluntary as- 
signments. Does the Senator from Maine not think that there 
should be added after the words ‘‘ made voluntary assignments.” 
the words “for the benefit of creditors;” because there might 
be any number of voluntary assignments which would not go to 
the benefit of creditors? 

Mr. HALE. That, of course, was in the mind of every lawyer 
when the amendment was offered. I think those words had bet- 
ter be added. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think so. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 136, in the amendment of the 
committee, in line 10, after the words ‘‘ voluntary assignments,” 
it 2 proposed to insert ‘‘for the benefit of creditors;” so as to 
read: 


Provided, That in all cases where the original sufferers were adjudicated 
bankrupts or insolvents, or made voluntary assignments for the benefit of 
creditors, the awards shall be made on behalf ef the next of kin, etc. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I submit that where a man sold 
his claim for 5 or 10 cents on the dollar there is no equity in 
depriving a creditor to whom it has been assigned for the pay- 
ment of a debt and giving it to a speculator. I think in all 
cases the money ought to be paid to the heirs or next of kin of 
the original claimant. This opens the door, I will say, to all 
speculators who have bought these claims fora trifle. I think 
the legislation of Congress has always been opposed to encour- 
aging that species of speculation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment to the amendment be 
again read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment to the amend- 
| ment will be again stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. WOLcoTT to the 
| amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the amendmentisone which 
came to my mind in the formal reading of the bill, where the 
committee had inserted a proviso that where the original suffer- 
ers had become bankrupt, nevertheless the next of kin should 
receive the benefit of thess awards. The Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HiGGrIns], from the Committee on Claims, in view 
of the fact that the word ‘' bankruptcy” might not cover all 
the proceedings in the different States whereby a debtor's prop- 
| erty was taken for payment of his debt, added the words “‘ in- 
solvents or made voluntary assignments.” It appeared to some 
of us over here that he had included in the words “ voluntary as- 
signments ” more than he intended, from th» fact that a volun- 
tary assignment might not be an assignment for the benefit of 
creditors, and might be such a voluntary assignment as ought 
not to carry the award to the next of kin, asif it were a donation 
or otherwise. For that reason the suggestion is made that the 
addition be made of the words ‘‘ voluntary assignments for the 
benefit of creditors.” 

If the Senator from Florida thinks there is any objection, I 
should only be too glad to withdraw my amendment. I merely 
suggested its insertion as a lawyer, because I thought it made 
the phraseology of the bill a little better. 

Mr. CALL. The only objection I have isthe fact that it opens 
the whole class of voluntary assignments to the operation of this 
proposed law; that is to say, it gives an assignee of the original 
claim, no matter what he paid, or no matter whether the con- 
sideration was a fictitious one or merely appears in the nature 
of a formal assignment, the benefit of the award. I think that 
is opening it to speculation. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I think the Senator from Floridahas just got 
it the wrong way. It is intended by this proviso that the de- 
volution of the estate to the administrators, to either the next 
of kin or the legatee, shall not be diverted by the fact of the 
original sufferer having become either bankrupt or forced into 
insolvency under State laws or having made a voluntary assign- 
ment for the benefit of his creditors. That is the scope of the 
proviso as finally amended. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator from Delaware whether 
the object of this proviso is to contro! the awards already made? 

Mr. HIGGINS. It does not. It only controls those included 
in this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The proviso reads: 

Provided, That in all cases where the original sufferers were adjudicated 
bankrupts or insolvents, or made voluntary assignments for the benefit 
of creditors, the awards shall be made on behalf of the next of kin, etc. 

What does that refer to? It does not refer to the claims, but 
it refers to awards made by the Court of Claims, Certainly it 
can not affect the awards already made. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Do I understand that the Senator means to 
give a retroactive effect on what was contained in the bill of a 





vear ago. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is simply a change in the law by which 
these cases were remitted to the Court of Claims. Clearly, it 
can only apply to future awards. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator thinks the language needs 
further amendment to make it clear, I have no objection. 

Mr. HALE. You can not do that now after the awards are 
made. If you could, it would send them all back to the Court of 
| Claims. The provision can only apply to the future. 
| Mr. CALL. The language of the bill, I think, makes this 
| clear. The bill appropriates money to pay certain awards men- 
| tioned in the billand theamendment. The amendment provides 
| that in all cases where there has been bankruptcy or assignment 
| for the benefit of creditors, the award or the money appropriated 
shall be paid to the next of kin and not tothe assignee. The amend- 
ment proposes to restrict the assignee or assigns toassignments for 
the benefit of creditors, leaving, therefore, the conclusion plain 
from that language that @ voluntary assignment not for the ben- 
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efit of creditors, but upon an alleged consideration, would not be 
within the scope of that inhibition, but that it would be valid as 
it is under the law, without some provision in this bill to the 
contrary. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it seems to me that whatever 
regulation is made here, should apply to this appropriation, and 
not to awards hereafter made. The Court of Cais makes no 
award under the law. We have absolute control of this sppre- 
polation, of who shall receive thismoney. Nobody is concluded. 

think the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware 
{Mr. H1GGINS]as modified should prevail, and whatever the rule 
is, it should apply to every appropriation made in this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But I submit to the Senator that clearly 
there must be some further change before it can have that effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then; that change should be 


made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The language “the awards shall be made 
on behalf of the next of kin” should be niade to read, “ payment 
shall be made to the next of kin.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Say “the awards appropriated for in this 
act.” That willcover it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Thatis right. I donot object to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WoOLCO?fT] to the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions as amended by the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HIGGINS], which was adopted. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Iowa state again the 
amendment which he proposes? 

Mr. ALLISON. The proviso now reads: 

Provided, That in all cases where the original sufferers were udicated 
bankrupts or insolvents, or made voluntary assignments for the benefit of 
creditors, the awards shall be made on behalf of the next of kin. 

I suggest that there be inserted ‘‘ the awards shall be paid to 
the next of kin.” : 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwish to make this mnmgestion. to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Anprapeae. he purpose of this 
amendment is to make it apply to this bill, to the awards of the 
Court of Claims which have already been made. Therefore, if 
the Court of Claims has in a given case decided that John Doe 
is entitled to asum of money, the proposition is by this amend- 
ment to say that in the event that the said John has ever 
been declared a bankrupt or an insolvent or has never made an 
assignment for the benefit of his creditors that then you will not 

ay this money as directed by the court, but you will pay it to 

is next of kin. Now, the question is who is to determine who 
is the next of kin? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has struck the heart of the whole 
subject. After the court has given its awards in terms, its ju- 
risdiction has passed. No accounting officer in the Treasury 
couid settle as to who the next of kin were, and the only way to 
get at it is, if you are going to provide a different rule for the 
destination of these sums of money, that rule must apply to the 
court in making its awards. The accounting officers of the 
Treasury can not settle that. Therefore the Senator has struck 
the heart of the whole matter. It is one of those things which 
become involved by amendments proposed here which nobody 
sees the scone of at the time they are made. 

Mr. PLATT. The same difficulty is in this bill which was 
provided for in the original proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not want to press that amendment, be- 
cause it may net cover whatI intended. I wish tosay, however, 
to the Senator from Maine, who has charge of this bill—I do not 
wish to interfere in the matter—but so far as my understanding 
goes it is that this proviso or this clause is to regulate and con- 
trol the distribution of this fund, that we are not simply pro- 
viding a rule which shall apply to future awards made by the 
court. It seems to me whatever legislation is had upon this 
subject should be had as respects these existing claims, and that 
we should not provide as respects awards to be made hereafter. 
The latter clause of this proviso devolves upon the Court of 
Claims the power, and in fact directs them, to make this investi- 
gation. 

“ HALE. That is the only way it can be done, by the court 
itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator wants this to apply to the present 
act, ofcourse in the future, if we make a rule for the court, there 
will be no need of this double process of going to the Treasury 
and back to the court, because they will ioiie in each case to 
whom the money shall go. That is a rule for the future. 

Mr. ALLISON. A similar proviso was put upon the last ap- 
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propriation made to these claimants. As 1 understood it, the 
whole matter was relegated to the Court of Claims to make cer- 
tifiea’ accordance with the rule laid down here. 

Mr. HALE. Why does not the Senator say ‘‘inallcases where 
the original sufferers were adjudicated bankrupt,” etc., ‘‘ awards 
shall hereafter be made on behalf of the next of kin,” and as to 
the poeapa appropriation, the rule which is given in the last 
half of amendment shall apply? That will coverit, and then 
we sho not pave to insert such a provision every year. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to make one suggestion, and 
that is that by the primary rule govering the devolution of per- 
sonal property, these awards must in the first instance go to the 
personal representatives of the original sufferers, and the Court 
of Claims require in those cases that letters de bonis non shall be 
taken out upon their estates either as administrators or execu- 
tors cum testamento annexo in the case of original sufferers who 
made wills. This proviso requires that before the Court of 
Claims shall pay any award to these administrators—— . 

Mr. HALE. The court does not pay any money. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Before the award shall be made in any case, 
there shall be pre certificates made that administration has 
been made and security given, in order that there shall not be 
bogus administrators come in to take out letters of administra- 
tion and get hold of this fund and not to pay it over again. But 
after the money is paid over to personal representatives of the 
original sufferers, it then becomes a matter for the State courts 
under this law to determine who shall finally get the money. 
This bill as originally reported says it shail go to the next of 
kin, and by the amendment made on Saturday that it shall like- 
wise go to the personal representatives in case there are wills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2728) fixing the compensation of 
the United States district attorneys, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I move that that be laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. HALE. No, I make the formal motion. I move to take 
up the shoe, appropriation bill. 

The PRESID NY 70 tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Senator Gon, Maine moves; that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9284) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The deficiency appropriation 
bill tecomes the unfinished business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to ask the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. HiaGins] if in making the amendment which he proposed 
it was in his mind to provide for future awards or to provide as 
well for what is contained in this bill? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Only to provide for what is contained in this 
bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I had in mind, but now the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] raises the point that this 
legislation does not apply to this bill at all. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It oughtto be amended so as to make it apply. 

Mr. ALLISON. SolI say. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Secretary read the amendment of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]as amended by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorT}? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 156, line 10, after the word 
“bankrupt,” it is proposed to insert “‘ or insolvents, or made vol- 
untary assignments for ths benefit of creditors;” so as to reat: 

Provided, Thatin all cases where the original sufferers were adjudicated 


bankrupts or insolvents, or made voluntary assignments for the benefit of 
creditors, the awards shall be made on behalf of the next of kin instead of 


to volun ees, Or to a in bankruptcy, and the awards in the 
cases of individual claimants shall not be paid. 


Mr. HALE. The words “ herein appropriated for” should be 
inserted after the word ‘‘ claimants.” Those, I think, are the 
words suggested by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], to be 
inserted after the word “ claimants.” 

The PRESIDENT we tempore. The amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Maine will be reported. 

The CuIEr CLERK. In line 12, after the word “claimants,” it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘ herein appropriated for;” so as to read: 


And the awards in the cases of individual claimants herein appropriate i 
for shall not be paid until the Court of Claims shall certify to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, etc. 
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‘Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 

ent pro by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the 
‘Ommittee’s amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I simply wish to put this question to the 
Senator from Maine: Every one of these cases has been passed 
upon by the Court of Claims. The Court of Claims is functus 
dpicio so far as these cases are concerned. Now itis proposed by 
this amendment to have something done in reference to these 
very cases by that same court before any payments are made. 
How are you going to doit? How are you going to get hold of 
such jurisdiction? 

Mr. HALE. This is not my project. Iam trying to put the 
amendment in shape so as to carry out the intention oi Senators 
who are not satisfied with thisamendment. I want tochange it, 
and, as has been discoverable from the debate, the intention is 
in accordance with these words. How practicable that is I do not 
know. Itisopen to the objection suggested by the Senator from 
Oregon, and yet I do not think it is an insuperable objection. 
Then I think there also should be inserted “hereafter awards 
shall be made on behalf of those parties,” so that the court may 
Settle the matter at the time when they hear the case. That 
will make the bill and the ruleof action of the court symmetrical 
hereafter. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ihave no objection to that. I think it would 
be well. 

Mr. HALE. Then, after the word “ bankrupts,” in line 10, I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘ the,” and after the word ‘‘shall” 
to insert ‘‘ hereafter; ”’ so as to read: ‘‘ hereafter the awards shall.” 
We do not award; the court awards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw 
the amendment last reported? 

Mr. HALE. No: I want that adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question is on that 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment now proposed 
by the Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10, after the word “ bankrupts,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ the,” and after the word ‘“‘ shall” to 
insert ‘‘hereafter;” so as to read: 

Awards shall hereafter be made on behalf of the next of ‘kin, instead of to 
voluntary assignees or to assignees in bankruptcy. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. [I offerthe amendment whichI send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 25, after line 8, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That the Metropolitan Railroad Company is hereby required to repair the 
bridge across Rock Creek at P street, in the District of Columbia, at a cost 
of not exceeding $15,000; said repairs to make the bridge sufficiently strong to 
allow the passage of storage-battery cars of the said company, and to be made 


under the direction of the Engineer Commissioner of the District of Co- 
=— and in accordance with plans and specifications to be prepared by 
m. 


Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if we have not already 
provided for that in another bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. A similar provision was stricken outof the 
District appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. We inserted it in another bill? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It was in the District appropriation bill, 
but afterwards stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. Taken out in conference? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes, 

Mr. HALE. Then I think it ought to go in this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I offer another amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, under the head of 
—— of “Columbia, health department,” on page 17, after 
ine 2: 
= five garbage inspectors, at a salary of #900 each, $4,500, for fiscal year 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. VOORHEES. If inorder I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk, and to be heard for a moment upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Indiana will be stated. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I offer it to come in on page 87, after line 
18. Itis ‘“‘ Under the Treasury Department, miscellaneous.” I 
did not know of any other better place for it. 








The SECRETARY. On page 87, after the word “dollars,” in 
ine 18, it is proposed to insert: 

Authority is hereby granted for the payment of $750 to St. Julien B. Da- 
pray for special and legal eg rendered the board of control and man- 
agement, Government exhibit, World's Columbian Sapo to be held 
at Chicago, Ill., 1892 and 1893, from moneys appropriated. 

I have in my hand an elaborats statement made by Edwin Wil- 
lits, chairman of the board of control of the Government exhibit 
mentioned in the amendment, which is indorsed as follows: 

Seay forwarded with expression of the opinion that Mr. Dapray 
should be compensated for the services rendered to the qoard of manage- 
ment of the Government exhibit. 

CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 

It comes here with the authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I understand that Mr. Dapray isa lawyer of high 
ability. This is labor which he did not seek: it sought him be- 
cause of his legal acquirements. I have the highest authority 
for stating that he labored late and eatly. It was extra work, 
it is true, he sometimes working until midnight. - Althourh he 
is a salaried officer, I have here the opinion of the Solicitor of 
the Treasury, which I shall ask to have read. 

Mr. Dapray has not sought this in any roundabout way. The 
Secretary of the Treasury indorses the claim, but the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, for good and satisfactory 
reasons to himself, has not had it inserted in the bill. I repeat, 
however, that I have the opinion of the Solicitor of the Treasury 
here, which, as I say, I shall ask to have read. I think itis a 
case of very strong equity which ought to be provided for. I 
lend the paper to the Secretary's desk to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letier referred to will be 
read. . 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before the Secretary commences the read- 
ing I will state further that this money has already been appro- 

priated for. This amendment does not look to an appropriation. 

his claim was allowed through all the officials up to a certain 
point, when a clerk in the Treasury Department failed to initial 
it, perhaps, in proper form, and thereby it failed. Otherwise it 
would have been paid at the proper time. The merest trifling 
technicality kept its payment from being made at the proper 
time, as recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. I do 
not think that advantage ought to b> taken of a hard-working 
officer like this in that way. 

I know that Mr. Dapray is better known on the other side of 
the Chamber than he is to me, and his ition is one to warrant 
all I have said of him. Ido not think he should be deprived of 
what he has earned by hard work by so trifling a technicality 
as has been interposed in this case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, unless 
there be objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 5 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. C., August 11, 1891 

Srr: I have the honor to inclose certain papers received from Mr. St. 
Julien B. Dapray, chief of the law and contract division, Office of the Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury Department, relating to his account for 
$750 for extra services in connection with the contract for the exhibit of the 
Navy Department at the World’s Columbian Exposition of 1893. 

In a communication herewith addressed to the Solicitor, Mr. Dapray says: 
“[ * * * would respectfully request that your opinion in regard to the 
legality of such a payment being made to me from the special appropriations 
under the control of the board, after a full and careful consideration of the 

uestion, be rendered in an Official communication addressed to Hon. A. B. 
Nettleton, as Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Without being hypercritical or ceremonious as to the propriety of the 

communication, addressed directly to the Solicitor of the Treasury by the 


claimant, it is assumed that this course was taken with the knowledge and 
approbation of Assistant Secretary Nettleton, and reply is made accord- 
ingty. 

t 


oes that the service rendered by Mr. Dapray was after the regular 
office hours, and did not in any way interfere with the proper discharge of 
his duties as an officer in the Office of the Supervising Architect. Besides, 
it does not appear that said board is technically within the jurisdiction, or 
is a part, of any Executive Department. 

It appears that in April, 1891, Lieut. E. B. Taussig, United States Navy, 
assistant to Capt. Richard W. Meade, United States Navy, “representative 
of the Navy Department,” on said board, and Mr. F. T. Bickford, secretary 
of the board, requested Mr. Dapray to render certain special and legal serw 
ice to facilitate the adoption of a procedure, prepare legal forms, etc., in 
connection with the conduct of the public business with which said board 
was charged by law. 

No question is raised as to the legality of this employment. 

By decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Converse vs. United States, 
21 How., 463, a person holding two compatible offices or employments under 
the Government is not precluded from receiving the salaries of both by any- 
thing in the general laws prohibiting double compensation; but the prohi- 
bition in those laws extends to every case where the duties for which extra 
jane ee jm is claimed are performed without a regular appointment au- 
thorized by law. (9 Op. A. G., 508; see also 19 Op., 123, 283.) 

In the case of the United States os. Saunders, 120 U. S., 126, the Supreme 
Court of the United States held: 

“We are of the opinion that taking the sections (1763, 1764, and 1795) all 
together the purpose of this legislation was to prevent a person holding an 
office or‘appointment for which the law provides adefinite compensation by 
way of sa or otherwise,which is intended to cover all of the services 
which, as such officer, he may be called upon to render from receiving extra 
compensation, additional allowances, or pay for other services which may 
be required of him either by act of Congress, or by order of the head of his 
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Department or in any other mode, added to or connected with the regular 
duties of the place which he holds; but that they have no application to the 
case of two distinct offices, places or employmeé each of which had its 
o6wn duties and its own compensation, which 0 may both be held by one 
person at the same time. In the latter Case he is, ‘e of the law, two 
officers, or holds two places or appoints ts, the ctions of which are 
separate and distinct, and, according to all the decisions, he is in such case 
entitled to recover the two compensations.’’ Seealso110 ‘U. S., 688, 19 Court 
of Claims, 497 (Meig’s case), and 130 U. S.,439. Authorities in support of this 
principle might be further multiplied. 

Iam of the opinion that the claim of Mr. Dapray falls clearly within the 
above decisions and opinions, and that he may, therefore, be lawfully paid 
for the said special service. The papers submitted are herewith referred. 


pincer een F. A. REEVE, Acting Solicitor. 
Hon. A. B, NETTLETON, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HALE. Thecommittee looked into this case and rejected 
it. In the first place, it did not appear before the committee and 
does not appear by this letter, which I am very glad has been 
read, that any remarkable or extensive service was rendered any 
way. Here is this man employed by the Government to give his 
time, for which he gets a large pay. 

Mr. GEORGE. How much? 

Mr. HALE. Eight dollars a day, twice the amount, I venture 
to say, that he could get in any private employment. He deals 
with the form of contracts and gives his advice and suggestions 
about the little immaterial matters that come up in the Super- 
vising Architect's office, but if any important matter comes up 
it goes to the Solicitor or to the Attorney-General, each one of 
whom is giving his days and nights to important questions and 
asks no extra pay for it. 

The reading of the communication shows that the only thing 
thatis claimed for is that there was a contract made by the Navy 
Department about its exhibition at Chicago, and somebody, not 
the Secretary, notthe Assistant Secretary, nobody having the re- 
sponsibility about it in any enlarged sense, asked this man to 
prepare an opinion about that one thing. I venture to say that 
the Senator from Indiana, who is a good lawyer, or any other 

ood lawyer, would have taken that whole question and in one 

our would have given an opinion. There is not acommittee of 
this body which deals with questions of this kind that does not, 
through the lawyers upon the committee, render opinions and 
give advice that is taken upon important matters of the law here 
every day of the meeting of committees, and nobody comes in 
and asks extra pay. There ought to be a stop to these things. 
The Chicago Exposition deals with the branches of the Govern- 
ment, and it is the business of the officers of the different branches 
of the Government todo the writing that isnecessary, to furnish 
opinions upon law questions as a part of the work of their De- 
partment. 

As to the ingenious argument which has been made at the end 
of fhe letter, that this case comes outside of the general propo- 
sition which all of us assent to, that a man shall not have extra 
compensation when he is a salaried employé of the Government, 
I leave that to men who have more imagination than I have. 
There is nothing it. 

The committee has examined the case and rejected it. I know 
how good-natured the Senator from Indiana is. JT know how he 
feels in this matter. He is desirous that this man should have 
his pay because he is large-hearted and generous, Claimants 
and applicants and leeches apply to him because he is large- 
hearted andgenerous. Hecomes here, ashe hasa right todo, and 
urges these claims. Iwishsometimes that he would not do this, 
but I find no fault with him because I know how gererous he is. 
However, the committee having examined this case and rejected 
it, 1am constrained to make a point of order that it is not re- 
ported by a committee nor a regular estimate, and it increases 
the appropriations on the bill. 


Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator will allow me to say a single | 


word? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is with- 
drawn for the purpose of allowing the Senator from Indiana to be 
heard? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I know that it is difficult | 


to differ successfully from the committee on this floor, but sup- 
ported by the Secretary of the Treasury, who is a good lawyer, 


and by the Solicitor of the Treasury, I ventured todo so. The | 


Senator does me far more than justice or injustice, one or the 
other, perhaps both, in attributing to my kindness of heart that 
1 would support a claim that did not commend itself to my best 
judgment. I believe this man has been called upon to do work 
entirely outside of his official duties, and has gone forward and 
done it, and I belong to a class of people who believe in paying 


such debts. Ido not believe insponging. Ido not believe that | 


the Government is reduced to the necessity of sponging its way 
to get its work done outside of the proper compensation. 
I believe this man ought to have the $750 here proposed to pay 
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him. The Secretary of the Treasury thinks so. The Solicitor 
of the Treasury thinksso. AsI said awhile ago, I have been in- 
formed by responsible parties that it was very severe work whic 

he did, lasting often late into the night. I Sire here a mass of 
information on the subject which I did not choose to detain the 
Senate by having read. Here is a very lengthy and a very full 
communication embracing other official papers, communicated 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations by Edwin 
Willits, chairman of this Board of Exhibit at the World’s Fair, 
on which, as I have already said, is the following indorsement: 

Respectfully forwarded with expression of the opinion that Mr. Dapray 
should be compensated for the eurdines rendered to the board of management 
of the Government exhibit. 

CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 

It seems tome this claim comes here too respectably supported 
to be thrown on simply the slender ground of my generosity. 
seem to be, as it were, handicapped on questions of this kind. I 
certainly do not pose in that attitude here. This is no gene- 
rosity. If this man hasdone this work, the naked legal question 
is whether he ought to be paid for it. If he did it as part of his 
official duties of .course he ought not to be paid for it. Who is 
the best judge of whether he did it by reason of his official du- 
ties or outside? I take it the head of the Department ought to 
have some respect shown tohim. I knowSecretary Foster. He 
is not aman whose sympathies would betray him, even if mine 
would. Secretary Foster coolly and deliberately looks into this 
question and puts his official indorsement upon it, and it does 
seem to me that it would be only respectful to the Department 
to concur in his view of it. 

The Senator from Maine says that the committee have looked 
into this matter and rejected it. That is true, but they report:d 
it before the opinion of the Solicitor was before them. The 
opinion of the Solicitor is for the first time here. It was not be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations. I will do that commit- 
tee the justice to believe that if they can find it legal to pay a 
man for work of this kind they would doit. I will do them the 
justice to believe that they would not pinch a Government em- 
ployé out of extra labor without paying him for it. That is the 
reason why I submitted the opinion of the Solicitor, to show that 
there was no legal point to be made against this little item of 
appropriation. I have already stated that it was once almost 
through. If the initial had not failed to be put in right bya 
negligent clerk at one time it would have been paid. 

The Senator from Maine has complimented me as belonging 
to aclass of generous people; but, sir, I am not moved by any 
consideration of that kind at all. {am moved by the consider- 
ation of paying a man for work which he has done, and which 
his official superiors say he ought to be paid for—the Secretary 
of the ae the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Solicitor of the Treasury. The chairman of the board of man- 
agement and control of this exhibit strongly indorses his labors. 
The excellence of their character, the equity of this claim, as 
well as the law, are beyond assault. If the Senator from Maine 
makes a point of order—I never did understand the rules of 
order on questions of this kind, but of conrse that will be sub- 
mitted to the Chair, who knows all about that point. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, only one word. The Committ-e 
on Appropriations does notseek to sponge on the employés of the 
Government. It gives them, as in this case, liberal salaries and 
believes the Government is entitled totheir services. The Sen- 
ator does not know how many cases of this kind the committe 
has constantly before it. In every Department, in almost every 
division and Bureau, somebody is coming in for extra pay for 
| something that he does, and it is the easiest thing in the world 
for them to get a certification of their superiors. It is difficult 
for a Secretary or Assistant Secretary to say ‘‘ no” to a man who 
| comes forward with an entire argument submitted and apersonal 
claim. I have no doubt thatif anybody should ask the Secretary 
of the Treasury in regard to this case he would say, “I do not 
know anything about it; it was presented to me, and I signed it; 
I did not want to refuse it.” The committees of the Senate have 
to look into all these things, and itis agrowing evil. The com- 
mittee simply did not believe that this was a case that had so 
much merit as to make it an exception, and therefgre I must in- 
sist upon the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment proposed adds 
a new item of appropriation to the bill. The Chair understands 
that it is not to carry out the provisions of any existing law 
passed by the Sena‘e at the present session, and that it is not 
moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the Sen- 
ate or ake os in the regular estimate. 

Mr. RHEES. Onemoment. The language of the amend- 
ment is that —— be giventopay. I understand the money 
has been appropriated. Now, I may be misinformed. I do not 





| pretend to be very intelligent upon that point, but itis my infor- 
i hat the money has been 


| mation from the Treasury Department t 
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appropriated heretofore, and that is the reason why the amend- 
ment was drawn as it is, that authority be given to pay it. It 
was stopped by the Comptroller. There is where it stopped. I 
do not understand that the amendment is open to the point of 
order made against it. 

Mr.CALL. It was recommended by the head of the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It was recommended also by the head of 
the Department. 

Mr. HALE. There is no money out of which this item can be 
paid. If there is, it does not need this provision. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not know; ~ can appeal from any- 
thing in the world, I believe, from a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States if notfrom a decree of Divine Provid- 
ence, except you can not appeal from the Comptroller’s decision. 
You have to go to the lawmaking power, and then it is a close 

uestion which will get ahead, the Comptroller or the Legisla- 
tive Department of the Government, asI have found heretofore. 
I do not refer to the present Comptroller. I think the one in 
the last Administration was quite equal to anything the other 
side of the Chamber has furnished since. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order being 
made, the Chair feels constrained to sustain it for the reason set 
forthin Rule XVI. The Chair is at aloss tosee how aformer ap- 

ropriation bill could have contained this item and thatit should 
now necessary to make a new appropriation. It certainly is 
anew item of appropriation proposed upon the pending bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The amendment is not an appropriating 

rovision. The amendment does not seek to oe money. 
t seeks to clothe with authority to pay money. I am not pre- 
pared to enter into the point except to state that my informa- 
tion from the Treasury Department is that an appropriation is 
not needed, but that the proper officer should be authorized to 
pay this item. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would construe 
that to mean an appropriation upon the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That will settle the question, then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 93, after line 4, I move to insert: 

To pay Mrs. Grace T. Edes, widow of Benjamin L. Edes, late commander 
United States Navy, the sum due her husband for difference in pay and ra- 
tions, $623.71. 

Mr. HALE. Is that a certified claim? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


‘*Claims allowed by the Sixth Auditor,” I move to insert: 


To pay to M. C. Mordecai, for allowance of one month’s extra pay, per 
order of Postmaster-General dated January 2, 1861, for discontinuance of 
Service, as certified by the Secretary of the easury, in House Executive 
Document 153, second session Forty-eighth Congress, $3,333.33. 


Mr. HALE. That claim is one that I have heard of before. 
It must be an “old settler.” Is this one of those ante-bellum 
claims? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I donot know what the Senator means by 
its being an ‘‘ old settler;” but it is an ante-bellum claim. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, yes; it is aclaim that has been before the 
committee repeatedly. We do not pay any of those. Congress 
has never paid those ante bellum Post-Office Department claims. 
Some of them are for service; some of them are for extra months, 
like this one. The Senator ean not get any committee of the 
Senate to report this claim, and I do not believe he can get any 


I have the surgeon’s certificate here. 





Secretary of the Treasury to send itin asanestimate. Iam con- | 


strained to make the point of order on it. 
Mr. CARLISLE. It has been certified. The Senator is mis- 


taken. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The point of order bsing made, | 


debate can only proceed 
no objection, and the Senator from Kentucky will proceed. 
Mr. CARLISLE. What is the ground of the point of order? 


by unanimousconsent. The Chair hears | 


Mr. HALE. It is subject to half a dozen different objections. | 


It is not estimated for by the Department. Itis not reported by 
acommittee. It isan ok 

Mr.CARLISLE. Ofcourse Ican not say a word without unani- 
mous consent. 


ditional item to the appropriation bill. | 


Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will be al- | 


lowed to peers. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and recognizes the Senator from Kentucky. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I am not familiar with the practice of the | 


Senate and the construction which has been put upon that part 


of the rule which relates to estimates from the Department. As | 


to whether the effect of that rule is to confine the Senate to the 
consideration exclusively of those claims and items which are 
contained in the items sent to Gengress during the particular 
session I am not advised. Of course, if that is the construction 
put upon the rule, the point of order is well taken, because this 





| fish hatchery station at some suitable 


Mr. CARLISLE. On page 86, after line 5, under the caption | 
pag . ; P | after establish a fish hatchery in any State that does not maintain a State 


claim has not been sent to Congress by any communication from 
the Treasury Department at the present session, but it is con- 
tained in estimates sent to Congress by the Department in @ 
previous Congress as a claim which has been examined and 
allowed and certified by the accounting officers of the Govern- 
ment. That is the situation of the amendment, Of course, as I 
said, if the rule excludes everything which is not contained if 
estimates sent in at this particular session of Congress the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. HALE. That has always been the construction of the 
rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands, from 
the stat2ment, that the fact is that this item was estimated for 
during a former fiscal year? 

Mr. CARLISLE. es, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been estimated for 
during the present s2ssion of Congress; nor has it been proposed 
by a standing or select committee at the present session. The 
Chair is of the impression that the uniform ruling has been that 
the estimate must be for the existing year, or the action must 
be by a standing or select committee of the Senate at the session 
pending, and with that understanding the Chair is constrained 
to sustain the point of order made by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment reported by the 


| Committee on Education and Labor. At the end of page 56 I 
| move to add: 


To enable the board of control and management of the United States 
Government exhibit at the Columbian Exposition to procure, prepare, com- 
pile for publication, and publish statistics of the moral, intellectual, and in- 
dustrial progress of the colored ple of the United States since January 
1, 1863, the date of the emancipation proclamation, the sum of $50,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if this amendment is 


| either submitted as an estimate by the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury or reported by a standing committee? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is reported by the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. HALE. As an amendment to the pending bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As an amendment to the pending bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAREY. On page 6, after line 18, I move to insert: 


For investigation and report respecting the advisability of establishing a 
int in Wyoming, 400: Provided, 
That the United States Comthissioner of Fish and Fisheries shall not here- 


fish hatchery. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, we will return to page 113. If the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] has prepared his amendment to 
the amendment of the committee I wiil accept it. 

Mr. VILAS. I submit the amendment to the amendment and 
ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be read. 

Mr. VILAS. Upon the suggestion of the Senator from Maine 
I submit it as one entire amendment to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

The SECRETARY. Amend by striking out the following parts 
of the amendment of the committee: 

On page 97, lines 20 to 23, inclusive; 
On page 98, lines 3 and 4, and lines 10 to 12, inclusive. 

Mr. HALE. Lines 10 to 12 are already out. 

The SECRETARY (continuing): 


On page 99, lines 7 to 14, inclusive; 

On page 100, lines 1 and 2 and lines 14 to 25, inclusive; 
On page 101, first 20 lines; 

On page 102, lines 4 to 17, inclusive; 

On page 103, lines 4 to 19, inclusive; 

On page 104, lines 8 to 10, inclusive; 


Mr. HALE. That last clause is already out. 
The SECRETARY (continuing): 

On page 105, lines 17 to 22, inclusive: 

On page 106, lines 17 to 20, inclusive; 

On page 107, lines 1 to 17, inclusive; 

On page 107, line 25. 


Mr. HALE. That line is already out. 
The SECRETARY (continuing): 


On page 108, lines 1 to 23, inclusive; 
On page 109, lines 7 to 11, inclusive. 


Mr. HALE. That clause is already out. 
The SECRETARY (continuing): 


On page 111, lines 2 to 14, and lines 21 to 2%, inclusive; 
On page 112, lines 1 to7 and lines 2% and 25, inclusivé; 
On page 113, lines 21 and 22, inclusive; 

On page 114, lines 7 to 22, inclusive; 

On page 115, lines 11 to 25, inclusive; 
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On page 116, whole page; 

On page 117, lines 1 to 10, inclusive; 
On page 118, lines 14 to 25, inclusive; 
On page 119, lines 1 and 2 and lines 13 to 24, inclusive; 

On page 120, lines 1 to 5 and lines 7 to 9 and lines 22 to %, inclusive; 
On page 121, lines 1 to 25, inclusive; 

On page 122,.lines 1 to 25, inclusive; 

On page 123, lines 1 to 16, inclusive; 

On page 125, lines 10 to 25, inclusive; 

On page 126, lines 1 to 3 and lines 19 to 25, inclusive; 

On page 127, lines 1 to 14, inclusive, and line 25; 

On page 128, lines 1 to 25, inclusive; 

On page 129, lines 1 to 4, and lines 17 to 24, inclusive; 

On page 130, lines 1 to 14, and lines 20 to 25, inclusive; 

On page 131, lines 1 to 6, inclusive; 
On page 134, lines 21 to 24, inclusive; 
On page 135, lines 1 to 25, inclusive; 
On page 136, lines 1 to 8, inclusive. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senate that the last item in the amendment tothe amend- 
ment extends to line 8 on page 136. 

Mr. HALE. It should not include the appropriation. 

Mr. VILAS. It does not include it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should it not strike out lines 
1 to 6, inclusive? 

Mr. VILAS. It does not include the appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. That is right; it does not include it. 

Mr. President, I have no objection to this amendment to the 
amendment of the committee; and if it is agreed to I shall ask 
consent that the clerks may be authorized to make the totals to 
conform with it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the committee’s amendment, proposed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. The Chair calls attention to the fact that some 
of these items have already been stricken out of the amendment 
by the action of the Senate. However, their repetition can do 
no possible harm. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire precisely upon what ground all 
these several items have been stricken out, or if there is more 
than one ground upon which they are excluded, the principle 
upon which the items are excluded. 

Mr. HALE. These items are stricken out upon the statement 
of the Committee on Claims, to whom this subject was committed 
by the Senate, that it does not recommend and has not recom- 
mended this class of claims, which are insurance claims, includ- 
ing not only the claims of insurance companies for losses that 
they paid, but also another class of claims which the Committee 
on Claims recognizes as different, to wit, the claims of under- 
writers, of owners of property who have paid to insurance com- 
panies. If the Senator had been present when the discussion 
this morning took place he would have heard this subject there 
adverted to and discussed somewhat. The Committee on Claims 
stated that it had not yet had time to fully examine those ques- 
tions and it desired further time; and as the subject had been del- 
egated to that committee by the Senate I did not feel at liberty 
to in any way oppose the suggestions which had been made from 
the committee and incorporated, by very rapid labor on the part 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, in this amendment to the amend- 
ment. I said then, as I say now, that I hope in considering this 
question that committee will consider the difference between in- 
surance claims of companies who put up all their rates and re- 
couped upon parties doing business with them and those of un- 
derwriters who paid and had nobody to recoup upon. 

Mr. PLATT. My fear is that in going over this matter some- 
what hastily some claims have been eliminated which do not 
come within the classes spoken of by the Senator from Maine. 
If that should happen to be the case—I know it would be by ac- 
cident—I should hope that there would be some arrangement 
whereby in conference the mistake, if any should be made, might 
be corrected. 

Mr. HALE. The whole matter is thrown into conference. 
There may possibly be something of that kind, where the Com- 
mittee on Claims would report some possible mistake. If any- 
thing goes over it will only be until the next session at any rate, 
so that no great harm can come. 

Mr. VILAS. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that 
the statements are taken from the finding of facts by the Court 
of Claims, so that there is very little liability to mistake, unless 
there be possibly a mere clerical error in drawing them off; and 
we went over them pretty carefully. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 


of the Senator from Maine to page 132, line 24. He suggests 
that the first word ‘* Insurance” should probably be stricken out 
as being a repetition, the name of the corporation being, the 
Chair understands, ‘‘The Pennsylvania Company for Insurance 
on Lives and Granting Annuities.” 
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Mr. HALE. Idonot know. That is not an insurance claim; 
it is wy Ee insurance company acting as administrator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The attention of the Chair is 
called to the fact that it is the Pennsylvania Company for Insur- 
ance on Lives and not the Pennsylvania Insurance Company for 
Insurance on Lives. i 

Mr. HALE. I do not know enough about it to state whether 
the word “Insurance” where it first occurs should be stricken 
out or not. That can remain for conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee es amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Are amendments in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Amendments are in order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. f ofter an amendment which was proposed 
by me in May last. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At what point does the Sen- 
ator from Colorado desire to have the amendment inserted? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No particular page is indicated. The 
amendment was offered before the bill was printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It had better come in at the 
end of the bill, then. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To reimburse H. A. W. Tabor, late posnesee at Leadville, Colo., for ex- 
penditures incurred by him for rent. light, and fuel, and for clerk hire from 
April 1, 1878, to February 4, 1879, $3,869.04. 

Mr. HALE. Is that either the report of a committee or an es- 
timate *---n the Secretary of the Treasury? It is a new matter 
to me. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I followed what I+ supposed was the usual 
formula. Asa bill it has passed the Senate three times, includ- 
ing the present session, and it has been reported favorably by 
committees three times. In May last, after the passage of the 
bill here, I offered it as an amendment to the appropriation bill, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr.HALE. Idonot make any further objection to the amend- 
ment. It should comein on page 39, at the end of line 20, which 
are postal-service deficiencies. 

Mr.WOLCOTT. Verywell. Idid not know the proper place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Colorado, which it is pro- 
posed shall be inserted on page 39, after line 20. 

The amendment Was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 
ments as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will bs reported to 
the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole has made numerous amendments to the biil, 
which will be concurred in in gross in the Senate, if there be no 
objection. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate and 
open to amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. When the bill was in Committee of the Whole 
I offered an amendment providing for an apportionment of Ok- 
lahoma Territory with reference to an election to be held there. 
Some objection was made to the character of the amendment, a 
point of order was interposed, and the point of order was decided 
to be well taken. I took an appeal, and pending the appeal 
withdrew the amendment by unanimous consent, saying that I 
would offer it when the bill came into the Senate. Sinve that 
time I have conferred with Senators who objected to the amend- 
ment and have modified it to meet their wishes. I believe it is 
now acceptable to all who had objections to the amendment in 
the first place. I offer it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of page 50 insert: 


To defray the expenses of an apportionment of the Territory of Oklahoma 
into thirteen council and twenty-six representative districts, for the pur- 
poses of an election to be held as hereinafter provided for, $1,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That at such election in said Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma there shall be elected a Delegate to the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, members of the Second Legislative Assembly of the Territory, and 
county and township officers. Such election shall be conducted in all re- 
spects as provided by the laws of said Territory. The governor, Abraham 
J. Seay, Leslie P. Ross, of Norman, and D. W. Day, of Columbia, are hereby 
appointed a commission to apportion the Territory into such council and 
representative districts as nearly as may be accor to population, each 
county to be entitled to at least one member in the house of representatives; 
and the governor shall, on or before the Ist day of September, 1892, issue a 

oclamation for the holding of such election on the Tuesday after the first 

onday in November, 1892, setting forth therein the apportionment of said 
Territory as aforesaid. And such election shall be held on the day last 
named, and said Second Legislative Assembly shall convene on the second 
Tuesday of January, 1893, as now provided by the laws of said Territory. 
Each of said commissioners shall-be paid for their services a sum not ex- 
ceeding $10 per diem for the time actually spent in making such apportion- 
ment. 


The amendment will be read. 





1892. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing agreement also made with the Pottawatomies and the Absentee 


ing to the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to renew the amend- 
ment I offered Saturday evening. Without asking at this time 
to have the amendment read, as it is quite lengthy I will state 
it. I admit frankly that the amendment is subject to a point of 
order, and the reason why I do not ask that it shall be read at 
length at this time is because if it is to be objected to there will 
be no necessity of taking the time to read it. 

It is an amendmentfor which there are many precedents. It 
is an amendment which proposes to ratify and confirm the agree- 
ment made with the Cherokee Indians to purchase whatis known 
as the Cherokee Outlet and open that territory to settlement. 
My excuse for offering the amendment at this time and for mak- 
ing the plea which I shall make in its behalf is the necessity for 
opening that great area of country to settlement under the pro- 
visions of the amendment. 

I will say that the amendment I have offered is substantially 
the bill reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs in the other 
House ratifying and agreeing to the agreement that was made 
with the Cherokee Indians in December last to purchase from 
them what is known as the Cherokee Outlet, and to open that 
section of country to settlement under the provisions of the 
homestead law. Perhaps the Senate or Senators generally know 
that an agreement was made with the Cherokee Indians by the 
provisions of which they consented to cede to the Government of 
the United States all their right, title, and interest in and to 
what is commonly called the Cherokee Outlet, and in considera- 
tion of that cession the Government is to pay them substantially 
$1.424 an acre, and under this agreement the lands are tobe 
opened to settlement under the provisions of the homestead law, 
charging, however, the settlers what will reimburse the Govern- 
ment in full for the payment made to the Cherokees. 

All Senators know that for eres negotiations have been 
pending and proposed legislation has been pending to open this 
Outlet to settlement. Itisalarge area, embracing something 
over 6,000,000 acres, situated between the Territory of Oklahoma 
and the State of Kansas. The most of it is very desirable farm- 
ing land, a beautiful area of prairie country, fertile and produc- 
tive, occupied by cattle companies very greatly at this time, and 
by trespassers. The Cherokees themselves do not occupy it and 
never have done so, and white settlers are not permitted to locate 
upon it. It is known as the outlet for the Cherokees to the 
hunting grounds of the West, or at least to what were originally 
the hunting grounds of the West. The Cherokees have never 
lived upon this land. They have never attempted to cultivate 
it. They have never claimed it as a part of their home terri- 
tory or reservation, and in consequence of that there has been 
for many years ademand on the part of many people that the 
lands should be opened tosettlement, whether the Cherokees 
consented or not. I have contended for this in the t, and 
would again if necessary, and give good reasons therefor. But 


no administration has consented to such a proposition, and Con- | 


ress has never consented to such @ proposition, and hence the 

erritory never has been opened to settlement, but remains un- 
occupied, except as cattle companies pasture their herds upon 
it and anxious settlers seek in a fugitive way to make locations 
upon it. 

But more than three years ago Congress provided for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to negotiate with the Cherokees for 
the purchase of this territory, and finally in December last an 
agreement was reached. By the provisions of the agreement, 
as I have suggested, the Cherokees cede all their right, title, 
and interest to the Government, and the land is to be opened to 
settlement. There are more than 10,000 people now living and 
camping along the borders of that territory asking that this 
legislation shall be enacted that they may avail themselves of it 
and secure in this territory a home. 

The importance of this legislation is my excuse, as I have sug- 


ested, for offering the amendment at this time. I will state | 
rankly that it is subject to a point of order should any Senator | 
insist upon making the point of order, but I am making this | 


statement hoping that the point of order will not be made. Dur- 


ing the last Congress as amendments to the Indian appropria- | 
tion bill there were a number of agreements of this character | 


inserted. There wasan agreement inserted ratifying the agree- 
ment made with the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians, opening 
whatis known as the Sisseton and Wahpeton Reservation to set- 
tlement. There was an agreement made with the Coeur d’Alene 
Indians, opening certain portions of their lands to settlement. 


There was an agreement made with the Cheyennes and Arapa- | 


hoes ow certain portions of their lands to settlement. 
In addition to the agreements that were ratified in the Indian 
appropriation bill of last session that I have named, there is the 


Shawnees; and in other sessions of Congress we have ratified 
agreements of this character in appropriation bills. These are 
the precedents that I am suggesting for this proposed legislation. 

This amendment has been reported as a bill favorably by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of Representatives. 
It is not probable that the bill can ever reach consideration in 
the House in regular order, and it is not probable that the bill 
can ever reach consideration in the Senate during this session 
in regular order, and realizing the importance of this proposed 
legislation to so many anxious homes I have offered it as an 
amendment to this bill, confessing frankly that it is subject to 
the point of order, but hoping that no Senator will insist upon 
that objection to this proposed legislation. 
| The amendment carries $8,500,00) to ratify this agreement, 
but provides, as I have suggested, that the amount is to be re- 
paid to the Government by the settlers as they oceupy the land. 

he Government will be reimbursed in twelve months’ time, be- 
cause this entire territory will be taken up in less than thirty 
days after it is opened to settlement. 

The amendment recognizes that the land in the eastern part 
of the strip is better than that further west, and hence fixes a 
higher price for it. The bill was prepared with care, and re- 
ported by the Committee on Indian Affairs in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and it has received the careful consideration of 
those who are interested in this proposed legislation. 

I suggest that there is no legislation pending in this Congress 
that affects so many people in the section of the country that I 
have the honor in part to represent asdoes this. I hope no Sen- 
| ator will feel constrained to interpose the point of order. I only 
ask that the amendment may be considered with care, subject to 
such amendments as may be offeredon the floor in the course of 
| its consideration. If, however, the point of order shall be in- 
sisted upon, I will ask that the amendment be printed without 
having been read during the time of the Senate, because I frankly 
confess that the point of order must be sustained if interposed. 

Mr. BUTLER. - May I inquire of the Senator from Kansas be- 
fore he takes his seat whether this proposed amendment ratifies 
the agreement made between the commissioners and Cherokees? 

Mr. PERKINS. It Does. 

Mr. BUTLER. As it came from the commission? 

Mr. PERKINS. Substantially. It does not modify a single 
agreement made between the Cherokees and the commission. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does it sustain that portion of the agreement 
| whieh provides that the Government shall expel the intruders? 

Mr. PERKINS. Itdoes. If the Senator from South Carolina 
has had occasion to examine the bill reported by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the House, I will say that this amendment 
is substantially the bill reported by that committee except as I 
have modified itin a few particulars. In the bill asit came from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Houses it did not preserve 
to the ex-Union soldiers the rights which are given to them under 
| the homestead laws. I have corrected this proposed amendment 
in that particular. 

I have also amended it so as to give tomen who have lost their 
homesteads in consequence of unfortunate seasons, and in con- 
sequence of misfortunes, insolvency, and debt, but who under 
the provisions of the homestead law once exercised the right of 
homesteaders, an opportunity of settling upon these lands and 
taking them provided they pay for them just as other settlers 
will pay for them. In these particulars [ have amended the bill 
as reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House, 
but they are substantially the only amendments I have made. 

The representatives of the Cherokees who are in this city are 
anxious for this legislation. They are anxious that Congress 
should act upon this measure without delay. They are willing 
to consent to its provisions and to the agreement they made. 

I desire to say that under the conditions of the agreement, if 
the treaty shall not be ratified before the 4th of March next, it 
terminates and ends, and all that has been accomplished in the 
course of these negotiations for three years will be lost if we do 
not secure within the time designated this legislation. 

There are thousands, as I havesaid,camping along the border 
| of this land, asking and praying for this legislation, that under 
the provisions of this proposed legislation they may take posses- 
sion of this territory and make homes upon it, and pay for it as 
| the Indians have stipulated and as the amendment proposes. 
| Let this be done and we will make glad many anxious hearts and 
| dispose of a question that for many years has demanded the at- 
| tention of Congress, and given to those charged with the admin- 
| istration of public affairs much anxiety and concern 

Mr.PLATT. The bill is pending before the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has it not been reported yet? 

Mr. PLATT. It has not been reported. It has been the sub- 











Ss AN <a Ab ARE 


nae Seana way 1 


CE ee eet ummmnnaeanee 


ORNS MNES Reply pa st RE 
(eareees 


{ 


| 
| 


ap ee a 


ew Qaramg iain tngctmna te a 


Se inert 


A Ne NE aby ya yin 
ee en eee 


> RTA IAS. 


sates. % 
~ 


a 


FER IRM RS eS AISEE ORN SE 








6328 





ject of a great deal of consideration. There are some very com- 
= questions arising which must be settled. The commit- 
e has as yet been unable to make any report, though it hopes 
to be able to make one at the present session. I am, therefore, 
constrained to make the point of order against the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order being made, 
the Chair sustains it. The amendmentcan not be considered. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the proposed amendment, without 
having it read, be printed in the Recorpas if it had been read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none; and the amendment will be printed in the 
RECORD as though it had been read at the desk. 
The amendment was to insert on page 35, after line 18: 


Whereas David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, dul 
appointed commissionérs on the part of the Uhited States, did, on the 19t 
day of December, 1891, conclude an agreemént with Elias C. Boudinot, —— 
A. Scales, sere eres Roach Yo , Thomas Smith, William Trip- 
lett, and Joseph Smallwood, duly ——— Commissioners on the part of 
the Cherokee Nation of Indians in thé Indian Territory; and 

Whereas the Cherokee national council did, by an act approved by the 
principal chief of the said nation on the 4th day of January, 1892, accept, 
ratify, and confirm said agreement on behalf of the said Cherokee Nation, 
which said act of the said national council of the Cherokee Nation is in words 
and figures as follows, to wit: 


An act to ratify and confirm certain articles of agreement by and between 
the United States and the Cherokee Nation of Indians, in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 


Whereas it is provided by section 14 of the act of Congress entitled “ Anact 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department, and for ¢ ipling treaty aes ons with various Indian 
tribes, tor the year ending Jufie 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 2, 1889, that— 

“Suc. 14. The President ig hereby authorized to appoint three commis- 
sioners, not more than two of whom shall be members of the same political 
party, to anporate with the Cherokee Indians and with all other Indians 
er or claiming lands lying west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude 
in the Indian Territory, for the cession to the United States of all their title, 
claim, or interestof every kind or character in and tosaid lands, and any and 
all eements resulting from such negotiations shall be reported to the 
Presidentand by him toCongress at its next session, and to the council or 
councils of the nation or nations, tribe or tribes, agreeing to the same, for 
ratification, and for this purpose the sum of $25,000 or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, to be immediately available: 
Provided, That said commission is further authorized to submit to the Cher- 
okee Nation the a ition that said nation shall cede to the United States 
in the manner and with the effect aforesaid, all the ri@hts of said nation in 
said lands upon the sameterms as to payment as is rouse in the agree- 
ment made with the Creek Indians of date Jan 9, 1889, and ratified by 
the present Congress; and ifsaid Cherokee nation shall accept and, by act of 
its legislative authority duly passed, ratify the same, the said lands shall 
thereupon become a part of the public domain for the purpose of such dis- 
position as is herein provided, and the President is authorized, as soon there- 
after as he may deemadvisable, by proclamation, to open said lands to settle- 
ment in the same manner and to the same effect as in this act provided con- 
cerning the lands acquired from said Creek Indians; but until said landsare 
opened for settlement by proclamation of the President no person shall be 
permitted to enter upon and occupy the same, and no person violating this 
provision shall be permitted to enter any of said lands or acquire any right 
thereto.” 

And whereas David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre 
have been duly appointed, qualified, and commissioned as such commis- 
sioners; and 

Whereas by an act of the Cherokee national council approved November 
16, 1891, amon, other things, it is provided: 

‘That the principal chief is hereby authorized, by and with the advice and 
consent of the senate, to appoint a commission of seven persons with author- 
ity to meet and enter into negotiations with the above-named commission, 
appointed by the President of the United States, for the cession of the lands 
of the Cherokee Nation west of the ninety-sixth degree of west longitude, and 
for the finaladjustment of all questions of interest between the United States 
and the Cherokee Nation which are now unsettled; and it shall be the;duty 
of said commission on the part of the Cherokee Nation to report their pro- 
ceedings in full to the national council for their approval and ratification, 
and that of the Cherokee people, in such manner as the national council 
may decide to be necessary, before the same shall be obligatory and binding 
on the Cherokee Nation.” 

And whereas Elias C. Boudinot, Joseph A. Scales, Roach Young, William 
Triplett, Thomas Smith, Joseph Smallwood, and George Downing have been 
duly appointed and qualified as such commissioners; and 

W hereas said commissioners, so representing the United States upon the 
one part, and the Cherokee Nation upon the other part, have made, con- 
cluded and signed certain articles of agreement in the words and figures 
following, to wit: 

Articles of agreement made and concluded at Tahlequah, in the Indian 
Territory, on the 19th day of December, A. D. 1891, by and between David H. 
Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson and Warren G. Sayre, commissioners on the part 
of the United States, and Elias C. Boudinot, Joseph A. Scales, George Down- 
ing, Roach Young, Thomas Smith, William Triplett, and Joseph Smallwood, 
commissioners on the part of the Cherokee Nation. 


ARTICLE I. 


The Cherokee Nation by act duly passed, shall cede and relinquish all its 
title, claim, and interest of every kind and character in and to that part of 
the Indian Territory bounded on the west by the one hundreth degree of 
west longitude; on the north by the State of Kansas; on the east by the 
ninety-sixth degree of west longitude, and on the south by the Creek Nation, 
the Territory of Oklahoma, and the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Reservation 
created or defined by Executive order dated August 10, 1869. The tract of 
land oeeee within the above boundaries containing 8,144,682.91 acres. 
more or iess. 

ARTICLE II. 


For and in consideration of the above cession and relinquishments the 
United States agrees: 

First. That all persons now resident, or who may hereafter become resi- 
dents, in the Cherokee Nation, and who are not recognized as citizens of the 
Cherokee Nation by the constituted authorities thereof, and who are not in 
the employment of the Cherokee Nation, or in the employment of citizens 
of the Cherokee Nation, in conformity with the laws thereof, or in the em- 
ployment of the United States Government, and all citizens of the United 
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States who are not resident in the Cherokee Nation under the provisions of 
treaty or acts of Congress, shall be deemed and held to be intruders and un« 
authorized persons within the intent and meaning of section 6 of the treaty 
of 1835, and sections 2% and 27 of the treaty of July 19, 1866, and shall, together 
with their personal effects, be removed without delay from the limits of said 
nation by the United States, as trespassers, upon the demand of the princi- 

al chief of the Cherokee Nation. such removal no houses, barns, out- 

uild ences, orchards, growing crops, or other chattels! real, being at- 
tached to the soil and belonging to the Cherokee Nation, the owner of the 
land, shall be removed, damaged, or destroyed, unless it shall become neces- 
sary in order to effect the removal of such trespassers: Provided always, 
That not in this section shall be so construed as to affect in any manner 
the rights of any persons in the Cherokee Nation under the ninth article of 


the treaty of July 19, 1 

Second. That article 15 of the treaty of July 19, 1866, by and between the 
United States and the Cherokee Nation, shall be abrogated and held for 
naught from and after the day that Congress may ratify this agreement pro- 
viding for such cession and relinquishment of title: Provided, That the rights 
of any person or persons heretofore acquired under and by virtue of said 
— = shall in no manner, and to no extent whatever, be affected by suck 

ogation. 

Third. Thatjudicial tribunals of the Cherokee Nation shall have exclusive 
jurisdiction in all civil and criminal cases arising in the Cherokee country, 
in which members of the Cherokee Nation, by nativity or adoption, shall be 
the only parties. 

Fourth. The United States shall, without delay, render to the Cherokee 
Nation, through any agent appointed by authority of the national council, 
a complete account of moneys due the Cherokee Nation under any of the 
treaties ratified in the years 1817, 1819, 1825, 1828, 1833, 1835-'36, 1846, 1866, and 
1868 and any laws passed by the Congress of the United States for the pur: 
pose of carrying said treaties, or any of them, into effect; and upon such 
accounting should the Cherokee Nation, by its national council, conclude 
and determine that such accounting is incorrect or unjust, then the Chero- 
kee Nation shall have the right within twelve months to enter suit against 
the United States, in the Court of Claims, with the right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States by either party, for any alleged or de- 
clared amount of money promised but withheld by the United States from 
the Cherokee Nation, under any of said treaties or laws, which may bé 
claimed to be omitted from, or improperly or unjustly or illegally adjusted 
in said accounting; and the Congress of the United States shall, at its next 
session after such case shall be finally decided and certified to Congress ac- 
cording to law, appropriate a sufficient sum of money to pay such judgment 
to the Cherokee Nation should judgment be rendered in her favor; or if it 
shall be found upon such accounting that any sum of money has been so 
withheld, the amount shall be duly appropriated by Congress, payable to the 
Cherokee Nation, upon the order of its national council, such appropriation 
to be made by Congress if then in session, and if not, then at the session im- 
mediately following such accounting. 

Fifth. That = citizen of the Cherokee Nation who, prior to the Ist day 
of November, 1891,was a bona fide resident upon and further had, as a farmer 
and for farming pe, made permanent and valuable improvements upon 
any part of the land herein ceded and who has not disposed of the same, but 
desires to occupy the particular lands so improved as a homestead and for 
farming purposes, shall haye the right to select one-cighth of a section of 
land, to conform however to the United States surveys; such selection to 
embrace, as far as the above limitation will admit, such improvements. The 
wife and children of any such citizen shall have the same right of selection 
that is above given to the citizen, and they shall have the preference in mak- 
ing selections to take any lands improved by the husband and father that he 
can not take—until all of his improved land shall be taken. 

Thatany citizen of the Cherokee Nation notaresident within the land herein 
ceded, who, prior to the Ist day of November, 1891, had for tarming purposes 
made valuable and permanent improvements upon any of the land herein 
ceded, shall have the right to select one-eighth of a section of land to conform 
to the United States surveys; such selection to embrace, as far as the above 
limitation will admit, such improvements. 

It is further agreed and understood that the number of such allotments 
shall not exceed seventy innumber, and the land allotted shall not exceed 5,600 
acres; that such allotments shall be made and confirmed under such rules 
and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
when so made and confirmed shall be conveyed to the allottees respectively 
by the United States in fee simple. 

It is further agreed that from the price to be paid to the Cherokee Nation 
for the cession herein provided for there shall deducted the sum of $1.40 
for each acre so taken in allotment. 

Sixth. That in addition to the foregoing enumerated consideration for the 
cession and relinquishment of title to the lands hereinbefore provided, the 
United States sh ay to the Cherokee Nation at such time and in such 
manner as the Cherokee national council shall determine the sum of $8,595,- 
736.12, in excess of the sum of #728,389.46, the aggregate of amounts hereto- 
fore appropriated by Congress and charged against the lands of the Chero- 
kees west of the Arkansas River; and also in excess of the amount heretofore 
paid by the Osage Indians for their reservation. So long as the money, or 
any part of it, shall remain in the Treasury of the United States after this 
agreement shall have become effective such sum so left in the Treasury of 
the United States shall bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
payable semiannually. 

Provided, That the United States may at any time pay to said Cherokee 
Nation the whole or any part of said sum, and thereupon terminate the ob- 
ligation of the United States in respect to so much thereof as shall be so 

aid, and in respect to any further interest upon thesame: Provided further, 

hat should the Cherokee Nation determine to distribute said money or any 
part thereof, principal or interest, to =. of its citizens per capita, and 
should the classes of persons rovided for in the ninth and fifteenth articles 
of the treaty of July 19, 1866, claim that in such distribution they have been 
unjustly or illegally discriminated against, then, on complaint made by 
such persons, Congress shall by law authorize a suit in a proper court by 
and between such classes of persons and the United States and the Cherokee 
Nation to determine that question, giving to any party thereto the right of 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, and providing that such 
suit or suits may in proper manner be advanced upon the dockets of such 
courts to secure a or hearing of the same; and the United States shall 
retain a sufficient sum of such money under its control to adjust and relieve 
such discrimination, should it be adjudged that such discrimination has 
been made. It is expressly understood that this agreement ceding and re- 
linquishing the title to the lands herein described shall not be effective for 
any purpose whatever until it shall in its a be ratified by Congress, 
and the amount of money herein agreed to be paid to the Cherokee Nation 
for such cession and relinquishment shall have been appropriated by Con- 
gress and placed in the Treasury of the United States, subject to the order 
of the Cherokee nationalcouncil: Provided further, That noth contained 
in this agreement shall have the effect to limit or impair any rights what- 
ever the Cherokee Nation has in or to or over the lands herein ceded until 
it shall be so ratified by Congress; and 
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Provided further, That if this agreement shall not be ratified by Congress 
and the appropriation of money, as herein provided for, made on or before 
March 4, t sha) be utterly void. 

In witness whereof wé have hereunto set our hands, the day and year first 


above written. 
DAVID H. JEROME, 
ALFRED M. WILSON, 
WARREN G. SAYRE, 
Commissioners on the part of the United States. 


ELIAS C. BOUDINOT, 
JOSEPH A. SCALES, 
ROACH YOUNG, 
WILLIAM TRIPLETT, 
THOMAS SMITH, 
JOSEPH SMALLWOOD, 
GEORGE DOWNING, 
Commissioners on the part of the Cherokee Nation. 
In presence of— 
CHAS. S. KING, 
W. P. BourtInot. 


Therefore, be it enacted by the national council, That said agreement be, 
and the same is hereby, accepted, ratified, and confirmed on the pe of the 
erokee Nation, and that the cession and relinquishment of claim, title, 
and interest recited in the first article of said agreement is hereby made, 
declared, and enacted, to take and haveeffect in the manner and at the time 
and in accordance with the terms recited in said agreement; and the Cher- 
okee Nation hereby gives its consent that such lands when so ceded and re- 
linquished may be included within the territorial limits and jurisdiction of 
any State or Territory directed or authorized by Congress of the United 
States: Provided, That the sum of $112 shall be deducted from the per capita 
share of money of each and every person who may take an allotment of land 
according to the provisions of said agreement. 
Passed the senate January 2, 1892. 


T. M. BUFFINGTON, 
President of the Senate. 
J. L. THOMPSON, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


J. B. COBB, 
Speaker pro tempore of Council. 
W. G. FIELDS, 
Clerk of Council. 


Cc. J. HARRIS, 
Principal Chief. 


Concurred in by the council January 4, 1892. 


Approved January 4, 1892, 


CHEROKEE NATION, Jndian Territory, 88: 


I, the undersigned, principal chief of the Cherokee Nation, hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a full, true, and complete copy of the act of the national 
council, approved the 4th day of January, 1892, by me as principal chief. as 
the same ee and remains of record in my office; and I further certify 
that by the laws of the Cherokee Nation Iam the proper person to make 
such certificate. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed 
hereto the great seal of the Cherokee Nation, this 7th day of January, 1892. 

[SEAL. ] Cc. J. HARRIS, 

Principal Chief, Cherokee Nation. 

J. A. SCALES, 

Chief Executive Clerk. 


Therefore, 

Src, —. That the agreement recited, accepted, ratified, and confirmed on 
behalf of the Cherokee Nation in the said act of the national council of that 
nation be, and the same is hereby, accepted, ratified, and confirmed, subject 
to the Constitution of the United States. 

Src. —. That to enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, to effect the removal of intruders 
from within the territory of the Cherokee Nation, as required by the first sub- 
division of article 2 of said agreement, the sum of $500, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sxc. —. That to enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, to employ such expert person or per- 
sons and assistants as may be necessary to rs yo render a complete ac- 
count to the Cherokee Nat on of moneys due said nation, as required in the 
fourth subdivision of article 2of said agreement, the sum of 2,000, or somuch 
thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Src. —. That for the purpose of making the compensation provided for in 
said agreement the sum of #8,595,736.12 be, and the same is hereby, ee 
ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
paid in the manner provided for in article 2 of said agreement. 

Src. —. That within ninety days after the approval of this act the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall, by proclamation, declare the lands ceded in 
said contract, except the allotments provided for in the fifth article of said 
agreement and the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, to be part of the pub- 
lic domain of the United States and open to settlement by actual settlers 
and citizens of the United States under the homestead and townsite laws of 
the United States only as hereinafter provided. Butthe rights of honorably 
discharged Union soldiers and sailors as defined and described in section 
2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall not be abridged. 

Src. —. That no person who is the owner, in his or her own right, of 160 
acres of land, free of incumbrance, or who shall be the owner of real estate 
in any city or town of the United States the aggregate value of which shall 
exceed by #3,000 the liens or incumbrances thereon, shall be allowed to enter 
or hold any of said lands. 

SEC. —. at no person who has had the benefit of the homestead laws of 
the United States to the extent of procuring title to as muchas 160 acres 
shall be allowed to take or enter any of the lands embraced in the agree- 
ment ratified by this act: Provided, That rsons who have homesteaded 
and procured title to less than 160 acres of land shall be allowed to home- 


stead enough of the landsin said agreement to equal 160 acres: And provided, | 


That any settler who may have lost his homestead entry by mortgage fore- 


as though he had made no homestead entry. 
Src. —. That no person who has heretofore made homestead entry of any 


Indian lands heretofore opened to settlement within the limits of the Terri- | 
tory of Oklahoma or who has occupied or set up claim to any of such lands | 
shall be allowed to homestead or otherwise hold any of the lands embraced | 


in the agreement ratified by this act unless he or she, as the case may be. 
has lost the same by due — of law upon contest or otherwise. 

Sec. —. That the President shall give at least thirty days’ notice before 
said lands shall be thrown open to settlement; he shall fix the time for enter- 
ing upon said lands for settlement under this act, which time shall be at 





least thirty days before the date named for persons to enter; and persons 
entering ee any of said lands before the time fixed-in the President's 
proclamation shall not only forfeit all rights in and to any of said lands, 
but shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be 
fined in any sum not less than two hundred nor more than one thousand 
dollars: Provided, That persons entering under authority of law shall be ex- 
em pt from the fine prescribed in this section. 

Sec. —. That é6very person who may enter upon and set up claim to any 
lands embraced in the agreement ratified by this act, knowing that he or she, 
as the case may be, is not entitled to take and hold the same under this act, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined 
in any sum not less than $200 nor more than $1,000, and be imprisoned not 
less than six months for each offense. 

Sec.—. Thatitshall be unlawfulfor any person, for himself or for any other 
person or persons, company, association, or corporation, to directly or indi- 
rectly procure any other person or persons, company, association, or cor- 
poration to settle upon any of the lands opened to settlement under this act 
with intent of acquiring title thereto, and any title so procured shall be ab- 
solutely void, and all parties, their agents or attorneys, connected in any 
way, either directly or indirectly, in such fraudulent and unlawful transac- 
tions, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be 
fined separately and severally in any sum not less than #200 nor more than 
$1,000. and imprisoned for any period not less than six normore than twelve 
months. 

Sec. —. That sections numbered 16 and 36 in each township of the lands by 
this act opened to settlement shail be, and the same are hereby, reserved 
for the purpose of being applied to the support of schools, under the provi- 
sions of section 18 of the act of Congress entitled ‘“‘An act to provide a tem- 
porary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ — May 2, 1890. 

Sec. —. That all lands embraced in the agreement ratified by this act shall 
be entered under the homestead and town-site laws of the United States as 
provided herein: Provided, That each settler shall pay to the United States, 
as hereinafter provided, in addition to the usual local office fees, for alllands 
lying east of 974° westlongitude, double minimum, or $2.50 foreach acre: for 
all lands west of 97}° west longitude and east of 98}° west longitude at 31.50 for 
each acre; the remainder at $1 for each acre; Provided, That the settler in 
each case may be allowed to pay for the same as follows: One-half of the 
ere at the end of two years from date of entry; the remainder 
at the end of four years from date of entry: Provided, That in no case shall 
patent issue until all the purchase money is fully paid. 

SEc.—. That the money pe pee for the purchase of the lands em- 
braced in this act shall be paid as stipulated in said contract, — a suffi- 
cient amount to pay, the lawares their per capita share, which amount 
shall remain in the Treasury of the United States until the status of said 
Delaware Indians shall be determined by the courts of the United States be- 
fore whom their suit is now pending. 

SEc.—. That before the President shall open the lands herein ceded to set- 
tlement as provided by this act he shall appoint a commission composed of 
three competent persons, not more than two of whom shall belong to the 
same political party, who, after taking usual oath of office, shall, as soon as 
practicable, lay off said lands into counties, to be numbered 1, 2, 3, etc., said 
counties not to be less than 20 by 25 miles square, and said counties to be 
named by the Legislature of the Territory of Oklahoma. When said coun- 
ties are surveyed and laid off, said commissioners shall proceed to locate a 
county seat for each county, and when so located the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall direct the amount of lands to be reserved for such county seat, 
and, when so designated, said commission shall cause said county seat to be 
surveyed into squares, blocks, lots, streets, and alleys, with such — as 
they may think proper, reserving sufficient grounds for the usual county 
buildings; saidcommission shall appraise all blocks and lots intended to be 
sold, and after giving twenty days’ notice shall sell the same at public 
auction to the highest bidder for one-third cash, the remainder on four and 
and eight months’ credit, and when all the purchase money has been paid 
the Secretary of the Interior shall cause patents to issue to the person 
legally entitled to the same. After allexpenses are paid for appraisement 
and sale of said lots, the remainder shall be es to the treasurer of the 
Territory of Oklahoma to the credit of the school fund of the county in 
which the lots sold are located. In no case shall any town lot be sold for 
less than the appraised value. The compensation of said commissioners 
shall be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. CAMERON. I desire to offer an amendment. On page 
5, after line 9, I move to insert: ; 

To pay Newton H. Trotter, as per bill rendered, for paintings furnished 
the United States of America, $160. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
having charge of the bill to the amendment of the committee 
on page 34, striking out the appropriation for town sites in the 
Territory of Oklahoma. I have here a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, transmitted by the Secretary 
of the Interior, with his recommendations to the committee of 
the other House, showing the propriety and necessity for this 
appropriation. If the Senator desires it, I will have the com- 
munication of the Commissioner read. 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity to have it read. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is a little lengthy. There are two esti- 
mates, and they aggregate $9,000, which is $500 more than was 
appropriated by the other House. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will give me those papers I will 
look at them, and the matter can be fixed in conference. [have 
not time to examine the papers now. 

Mr. PERKINS. With that assurance from the Senator I will 


| not press the amendment at this time. 
closure or otherwise shall be entitled to the provisions of this act the same | I 


Mr. HALE. I have no doubt the statement is correct. 

Mr. PERKINS. On page 52, I move tostrike out lines 14, 15, 
and 16. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will require unanimous consent. 
sume there will be no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to strike out the 
lines I have indicated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas asks 
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the unanimous consent of the Senate that there may be stricken 
from the amendment of the committee, which has been adopted 
both as in Committee of the Whole and in the Senate, the clause 
which will be read: 

The SECRETARY. On page 52, lines 14, 15, and 16, strike out 
thé following clause: 

For payment to the widow of Hon. Preston B. Plumb, deceased, late a 
Senator of the United States from the State of Kansas, $5,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire tomake a brief state- 
ment. 

I called the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to 
this item upon the suggestion of Mr. Flenniken, who was for so 
many years Senator Plumb’s private secretary and who is now 
serving Mrs. Plumb and aiding her in looking after the inter- 
esis of her estate and in settling the business affairs of the late 
distinguished Senator. Mr. Flenniken wrote to me suggesting 
that he did not observe, as the deficiency bill passed the other 
House, that any payment had been provided for Mrs. Plumb. I 
wrote to him inreply that [would give the matter prompt atten- 
tion and would take pleasure inrendering Mrs. Plumb any service 
possible. Thereupon! prepared and offered an amendment to 
this bill, which went to the Committee on Appropriations, was 
considered by that committee, and this item inserted. 

I have now from the sen of the late distinguished Senator a 
communication, which I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The communication will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

EMPORIA, KANS., July 10, 1892. 


DerAR Stk: To-day Mr. Flenniken showed us your kind letter of the 6thin 
stent. My mother, whose health prevents her from writing, asks me to say 
that, while she is very grateful to you and appreciates Mr. Flenniken’s mo- 
tive. the latter acted without her knowledge and against what she believes 
would be my father’s wishes. 

Again thanking you. 

Very truly, 
R. H. PLUMB. 

Hon. B. W. PERKINS, 

Washington, D. @. 


Mr. PERKINS. It isin keeping with the spirit of the com- 
munication that I ask unanimous consent that this portion of the 
bill may be stricken out. I take itfrom this communication that 
it is the wish of Mrs. Plumb as well as the wish of this son, who 
is assisting her in administering upon the affairs and the estate 
of the late distinguished Senator, that no appropriation should 
be made for this purpose. They believe that it would be the 
feeling of the late distinguished Senator that no appropriation 
of public moneys should be made for his family, and feeling that 
the wishes of the family ought to be consulted in this matter, I 
ask that the item may be stricken from the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there unanimous consent 
to strike out the clause which has been read? 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations what has been the practice of the Senate or 
of Congress in respect to this class of questions? 

Mr. ALLISON, The uniform rule of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and the uniform rule of the Senate respecting de- 
ceased Senators has been to pay one year’s salary in such cases. 
The only exception I know is the case of Senator Chandler of 
Michigan, his family desiring that it should not be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. It seems to me if that has been the uniform 
rule controlling the action of Congress in such cases, we ought 
not to vary it in this particular instance. If the family are not 
inclined to accept it let the matter remain with them to deter- 
mine that question as they choose; but I hardly feel that we are 
warranted in making an on to what has been the general 
custom or practice of this y: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kansas for unanimous consent that the 
clause shall be striken from the bill? 

Mr. CAMERON. I think I must object. 

Mr. HALE. I should hope that no Senator would make an ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from Kansas, who repre- 
sents the family of our late colleague, deceased, the distingu‘she< 
Senator from Kansas, Mr. Plumb. These matters are pure gra- 
tuities. There was another case where I was nearly interested, 


where the feeling of the family was that there should not appear | 


upon the statute books any gift of that kind. It is no reproach 
to anyone else, but it seems to me that the feelings of the family 
ought to be regarded, and as they have expressed them so well 
in this letter from the son of our late colleague, I hope no Sen- 
ator will object to the clause being stricken out. Otherwise, 
against their protest it will appear upon the statute book that 
Congress has given them this sum which they do not desire. 
Mr. HARRIS. After what I have said I do not intend to con- 
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trol it by any objection. I simply wanted to express my own 
opinion about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
unanimous consent asked? The Chair hears none, and lines M4, 
15, and 16 on page 52, will be stricken from the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bili was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3415) to remove the political disabilities of William 
S. Walker, of Atlanta, Ga. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following resolution, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

Resolved Ba House of Representatives (the Senate coneurring), That the 
sanction of Congress is hereby given to the acceptance by the President of 
the United States, from James D. McBride, for preservation in the archives 
of the executive department, of one copy of the ‘‘ State edition’’ of amemo- 
rial entitled “ The Administrators of the United States Government at the 
Beginning of the Second Century;” also, of one copy of the document enti- 
tled “The Administration of the United States Government at the Begin- 
ning of the Four Hundredth Anniversary of the Discovery of America.” 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6561) granting a pension to Susanna Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 8569) for the relief of Isaiah Queenan; 

A bill (A. R. 8727) for the relief of S. B. Brooks. 

A bill (H. R. 9270) for the relief of the city of Raleigh, N. C.; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 155) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of State to affix the great seal of the United States to 
a certain document therein stated. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 371) granting a pension to John Chamberlain; 

A bill (S. 479) for the relief of Mrs. E. Trask; 

A bill (S. 639) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O’Brien; 

A bill (S. 1356) granting a’pension to Abigail L. Finney; 

A bill (S. 3061) to pension Edith S. Read; 

A bill (S. 1279) for the correction of the military record of 
Wilhelm Spiegelberg; 

A bill (S. 3201) to provide for holding terms of court in the 
district of Montana; 

A bill (S. 3447) to extend the privileges of the first and seventh 
sections of the act of June 10, 1880, to the ports of Bangor and 
Vanceboro, Me; 

A bill (H. R. 402) to establish a division line between land of 
the United States and the Pittsburg, Fort Wayne and Chicago 
Railroad Company; P 

A bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief of Amelia R. Webster; 

A bill (H. R. 7454) authorizing and directing the sale of cer- 
tain property belonging to the United States situate in Pitts- 
burg, Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8153) providing when plaintiff may sue as a poor 
person and when counsel shall be assigned by the court. 

QUADRO-CENTENNIAL MEMORIAL. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Thereis alittle matter which has just come 
from the other House which is of some importance to be acted 
upon at once. It is a joint resolution directing the Secretary of 
State to affix the great seal of the United States to a certain 
document therein stated. I ask that it may be laid before the 
Senate and passed; and in this connection a similar bill intro- 
duced in the Senate I will report from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, by direction of that committee, and ask that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the joint resolution from the House of Representatives 
indicated by the Senator from Colorado. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 155) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of State to affix the great seal of the United States 
to a certain document therein stated was read the first time by 
its title and the second time at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the joint resolution be now considered. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand it. It is to put the great seal 
of the United States to what? What is the document? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The joint resolution states the document. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be 
again read. 
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The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized 
a to affix the great seal of the United States to the document en- 

: e administration of the United States Government at the begin- 
of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, 
ait is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

r. PALMER. I should like to know what the document is. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iwill state to the Senator that it is a docu- 
went being prepared in connection with the World’s Fair at 

icago. 

Mr-PALAM ER. Itissomething in relation tothe World’s Fair? 

r. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PALMER. That is hardly definite enough, it seems to 


me. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will assume no responsibility about the 
measure. If ths Senator objects to it, I do not care to press it. 

Mr. PALMER. We shall probably be able to get along with- 
out it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withdraw my request for the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution being ob- 

jected to, it will be referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I make no objection to the 
joint resolution. I have learned what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
has withdrawn it, the Chair understands. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withdraw it. 


DEALING IN ‘“‘OPTIONS” AND ‘‘ FUTURES.” 


Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 7845, being the so-called antioption 
bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. When I called up the resolution this morning 
in regard to the Homestead matter, at the request of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE}, I agreed that it should be laid over 
temporarily until the appropriation bill was disposed of. I 
should like now to call up that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion 
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining 
‘‘ options” and ‘‘ futures” and imposing special taxes on dealers 
therein, and so forth. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate 
as in the Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to me for 
a minute or two, to report a bill and ask for its consideration? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will yield if it takes no time. 

Mr. COKE. No time will be consumed at all. 


COURTS IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. COKE. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2643) fixing the time for hold- 
ing the circuit and district courts in the district of West Vir- 
ginia, to report it favorably, without amendment, and to ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PATRICK HYLAND. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will yield if it takes no time. 

Mr.CAMERON. Lam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2673) for the relief of 
Patrick Hyland, to report adversely thereon. I move that the 
bill be postponed indefinitely. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. [am also instructed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 945) for 
the relief of Patrick Hyland, to report it without amendment, 
and to submit a written report thereon. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Patrick Hyland, enlisted_as a private 
September 9, 1861, in Company B, Sixty-seventh Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, at Philadelphia, Pa., and to grant him an honor- 
able discharge under date of May 1, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WEATHER BUREAU STATIONS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask consent—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yield if it takes no time. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 3947) to estab- 
lish weather-bureau stations on Middle and Thunder Bay Islands 
in Lake Huron. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro- 
priate $15,000 for the establishment of weather-bureau stations 
on Middle and Thunder Bay Islands in Lake Huron, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture in 
fitting up proper stations, with necessary appliances on the 
islands, and in establishing telegraphic communication between 
Alpena, Mich., and the islands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withcut amendment,ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN. 


Mr. PEFFER. I desire now, with the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], to call up the resolution 
to which I referred a few moments ago. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansasasis 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that it proceed to the con- 
sideration of a resolution which will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask if the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota has been acted upon? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota has been acted upon, and the bill known as the 
antioption bill is the business before the Senate. Senators are 
being recognized for other business with the consent of the Sen- 
ator in charge of the antioption bill. The Senator from Kansa5 
asks unanimous consent that the pending business before the 
Senate be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of a resolution he has indicated. Is there « 
jection to the request for unanimous consent made by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas? 

Mr. PLATT. Iam afraid that will lead to debate. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [I object. I told the Senator from Kansas 
this morning that if I should obtain the fluor I would yield for the 
purpose of enabling him to call up the resolution in case it would 
lead to no debate, but that if it was to lead to debate I could not 
consent to yield. Iam now satisfied, from what I hear around 
me, that it will lead to quite prolonged debate. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think my colleagus {[Mr. Quay]. who is 
absent, desires to say something upon the resolution when it 
comes up for copsideration. As he isabsent I should very much 
prefer that the matter should go over for the present. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It had better go over until to-morrow 
morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Kansas being objected to, the resolution can not now be 
considered. The Chair will lay before the Senate sundry bills 
from the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 5059) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, city of 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and use proceeds for 
schocl purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 5869) for the relief of Archie Saint Clair and 
Charles E. Rogers was read twice by its tit!e and referred tothe 
Committee on Claims. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1687) to correct the military record of Calvin Dan- 
iel, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Lansing Shear: 

A bill (H. R. 2935) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William N. Pringle; 

A bill (H. R. 4215) to correct the military record of Capt. 

| William C, Knowlton: 
| A bill (H. R. 5519) for the relief of Daniel Eldridge, Company 
| D, Fifteenth Illinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5649) for the relief of Lieut. F. W. Davis, and 
granting him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 6965) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 8727) for the relief of S. J. Brooks; and 

A bill (H. R. 9270) for the relief of the city of Raleigh, N. C 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of 
St. Louis, Mo.; 
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A bill (H. R. as) for the relief of Mrs. M. E. Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Mrs. Laura E. Skeels; 

A bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to James Reed, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to William H. Brewer; 

A bill (H. R. 2086) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, 
dependent sister of John A, Hull, deceased, late of Company F, 
Eighty-first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (G. R. 2399) granting a pension to John Mercer; 

A bill (H. R. 2400) granting a pension to Willis Luttrell; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Mary O’Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley; 

A bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble; 

A bill (H. R. 3203) granting a pension to Nancy Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 4034) to increase the pension of John D. Prator; 

A bill (H. R. 4283) to pension Mary Venard, late hospital nurse; 

A bill (H.R. 4385) to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline County, 
Ark.; 

A bill {H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. Ronaldson; 

A bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey; 

A bill (H. R. 4809) granting a pension to James Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4815) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence; 

A bill (H. R. 5012) to increase the pension of Thomas Enlow; 

A bill (H. R. 5508) to place the name of Sabra A. Wolcott upon 
the pension rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 5518) to pension Reuben Riggs; 

A bill (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, for- 
merly Coats, late of Pike County, Ill., butnow of Marceline, Mo; 

A bill (A. R. 6279) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis; 

A bill (H. R. 6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, late 
of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 6507) granting a pension to Sarah A. Hagan; 

A bill (H. R. 6561) granting a pension to Susanna Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louisa B. Sharp. 

A bill (H. R. 6628) granting a pension to Mary Tucker; 

A bill (H. R. 6849) granting a pension to Lois P. Leonard; 

A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to Annie Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Addison 
M. Copen; 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to pension Jacob O’Neal; 

A bill (H. R. 7117) to increase the pension of Henry Merritt; 

A bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Julia S. Tompkins; 

A bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirtley; 

A bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Florence Esther Wil- 
liams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a private 
in Company F, Sixty-fowrth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7305) to pension Martin McDermott; 

A bill (H. R. 7306) to pension Maud Case, of Dodge County, 
Minn; 

A bill (H. R. 7434) granting relief to Jeremiah White, of Osage 
City, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to William M. Watson, 
of Walker County, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 8162) to pension Mary E. Trimble, widow of Mon- 
tague N. Trimble, of Mexican war; 

A bill (H.R. 8241) granting a pension to William Oscar Stan- 
ley; 

“A. bill (H. R. 8246) granting a pension to Bridget Brennan, 
widow of Thomas Brennan, late of Companies C and G, Second 
Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8263) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Louisa J. Reeves; 

A bill (A. R. 8298) to pension Emma Johnson, blind and de- 
pendent daughter of Daniel D. Johnson, Company B, One hun- 
dred and forty-second New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell, 
veteran of Seminole war, 1837; 

A bill (H. R. 8550) to increase the pension of W. H. Philpot, 
a pensioner of the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 8569) for the relief of Isaiah Queenan; 

A bill (H. R. 8618) granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 8784) granting a pension to Edward Smitherman; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret 
Brackett. 

JEROME H. BIDDLE. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take 
up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3310) for the relief of Jerome 

. Biddle. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
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Mr. WASHBURN. I yield if it takes no time. 

The PRESIDE ze tempore. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator froth Indiana? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of tie 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reporte 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
insert after the word ‘‘ discharge” in line 8 the following words: 

As of date November 19, 1862, on we roan. of being a minor, under the 
age of 18 years, and ha enlisted without his father’s cofsenit or knoWl- 
edge and against his will, and being prevented by his father from completifig 
his service. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, a ign 
ized and directed to cause the charge of desértion to be rémoved from the 
record of Jerome H. Biddle, late a private in Company K, Seventh echt 
Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, and cause to be issued to said Jerome H. Bid- 
die an hdnorable discharge as of date November 19, 1862, on the grout a 
being a minor, under the age of 18 years, and having enlisted vhout 
father’s consent or a and against his will, and being preventd by 
his father from completing his service. Provided, That no pay of emolu- 
ments shall accrue by virtue of this act. 


Mr. PLATT. What is the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The effect of the amendment is to correct 
the man’s record and leave it just as the facis are. He wasa 
minor 16 years old. His father took him out of the army with- 
out getting him discharged. We give him a discharge on the 
ground of his minority, as his father could have procurred at the 
time. 

Mr. PLATT. Did that occur in 1862? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


TESTIMONY IN CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS, 


Mr. PLATT. Iask the Senator from Minnesota to yield to 
me that I may call up the bill ($°1933) to amend section 860 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. I1t is a matter of con- 
sequence, but I think it will take no time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will yield if it takes no time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VILAS in the chair). The 
Senator from Connecticut asks unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 1933) to amend section 860 of the Revised Statutes. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. FRYE. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Dill is reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That no person shall be excused from testifying in any criminal case or 
proceeding based upon or growing out of any alleged violation of the provi- 
sions of an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887, as amended March 2, 1889, and February 10, 1891, on the ‘ground or for 
the reason that his testimony might tend to criminate himself or to subject 
him to penalty or forfeiture. But such person shall not be prosecuted or 
subjected to any a forfeiture for on account of any transaction, 
matter, or t conce’ g Which he may testify in any such case or pro 
ceeding: Provided, That no person so testifying shall be exempt from prose- 
cution and punishment for perjury committed in so testifying. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was so much noise and confusion in 
the Senate that I listened with difficulty to the reading of the 
bill, and I do not believe three members of the Senate heard it. 
It is a very important bill and violates one of the fundamental 
principles of human ee in my judgment. I ask that it may 
be read again and that order may be had. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will please be in 
order. The bill will be read again for the information of the 


Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the substitute for the bill 
be read and not the original bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was read before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was the substitute which 
was read, the Chair will inform the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute as proposed by 
the committee will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to the consideration of the bill now. 
It is too important a matter. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, it is an import- 
ant matter, there is no question about that, but I think if the 


Senator will look at the bill he will see that it completely pro- 
tects a witness from testifying where he would otherwise crim* 
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nate himself. If the Senator has observed what has been going 
on lately he will have come to the conclusion that unless some 
such bill can be passed both the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion and the courts will be entirely unable to enforce the law upon 
the statute book in reference to interstate commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know one case where this kind of a law 
was passed. It was when Congress was endeavoring to find out 
some frauds that had been alleged to be committed, but it seems 
it was an extreme case and Congress finally passed such a law. 
However, I believe it is a violation of the Constitution. It is an 
inducement to perjury. It is a reward to a wicked and corrupt 
man who would involve others without himself being responsible 
for his offenses. So far as I am concerned the bill will not be 
passed unless there is an opportunity to discuss it. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sen- | 


ator from Ohio as objecting to the present consideration of the 
ill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the bill 
being objected to, it goes over. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isimply want tosayone word. I thinkifthe 
Senator from Ohio would look at the decision of the Supreme 
Court involving this very question he would find that the Su- 
preme Court itself has indicated a way by which the witness 
should be protected and his testimony procured. 
that the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate have followed 
the line of the Supreme Court in the preparation of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will look at that and see. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
goes over. 

RICHARD M. EDWARDS. 

Mr. BATE. With the permission of the Senator from Minne- 
sota I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3572) for the relief of Richard M. Edwards, of Cleveland, 
Tenn. There will be no objection made to it, and no debate 
about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
bills—— 

Mr. BATE. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to suggest to my friend from 
Tennessee and to the Senator in charge of the antioption bill 
that there are some fifteen or twenty or twenty-five House bills 
on the Calendar which have been reported from the various com- 
mittees, and that in a very few minutes they could all be dis- 
posed of by calling the House bills favorably reported and unob- 
jected to. It would only take a few moments, and it would save 
the time of Senators in asking for unanimous consent to pass 
particular bills. I hope that will be done, and if it is not done I 
must call for the regular orderand oppossanythingelse. There 
are three or four bills that gentlemen are interested in, Senators 
and members of the other House, and they come and want me to 
call them up because I have reported them. 
in them; they are not for my consfituents or anything of the 
kind; and I think we ought tohavesome regularity. TheSena- 
tor’s bill will be passed in that way. 

Mr. BATE. Dolunderstand, then, that the Senator from Mis- 
souri objects to the consideration of the bill I wish to call up? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that we may take 


There are some fifteen or twenty House 


up and pass the House bills on the Calendar unobjected to, com- | 


mencing at the point reached when the last call was made. 

Mr. BATE. J should like to know—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
will please pause a moment. 

Mr. BATE. I have the floor, and I do not believe I can be 
taken from the floor by a request similar to my own. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Then the Senator can not keep the floor. 
If he does, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
a the floor to the Senator from Missouri, the Chair under- 
st : 

Mr. BATE. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the 
Senator from Tennessee yielded the floor for the purpose, the 
Chair supposed, of allowing the Senator from Missouri to make 
arequest for unanimous consent. 


Mr. BATE. Of course if the Senator from Missouri objects, | 


that ends it, and I can do nothing more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent 

Mr. BATE. If the Chair please, objection is already made 
by Lhe Senator from Missouri to the consideration of the bill by 
unanimous consent, and of course that ends it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent in this connec- 





Tam not interested | 
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tion to pass the Senator’s bill and all House bills unobjected to 
on the Calendar. There are only afew of them. Then equal 
justice will be done to all, and Senators will be saved the neces- 
sity of getting up and asking unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of twenty or twenty-five bills, all the House bills that 
are on the Calendar. 

Mr. BATE. Do TI understand that the Senator from Mis- 
souri 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the House 
bills on the Calendar unobjected to. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, for the remainder of this day. It is 
not proposed to go on indefinitely? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, for this day. 

Mr. MORGAN. Waitaminute. 1 wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Missouri to the consent rule that was made 
by the Senate on his motion several daysago, that when the Cal- 
endar of House cases was taken up the bills should be proceeded 
with in order and acted upon, and not modified to the extent he 
now proposes, so that one objection will defeat a bill. That is 








| the rule of the Senate, and I want to know whether we are going 


I understand | 


| ject to it. 


The Senator from Tennessee | 
| Senator’s request, or get him to do it. 








to get away from the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That rule never prevailed; I beg the Sen- 
ator’s pardon. This is not arule of that kind. This is simplya 
request for unanimous consent, and no Senator can possibly ob- 
It is to save Senators the trouble of getting up here 
and asking unanimous consent, as my good friend from ‘Tennessee 
has had to do, and as I shall be compelled to do if we can not 
pass these bills without objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. No,the consent rule we will ev.ter int», when 
we s‘rike the Calendar at all for House bilis, is that those bills 
shall be considered in their order upon the Calendar, without 
the opportunity of any one man to get up here and object to the 
co-sideration of a bill. Wher we do try that Calendar I do not 
want it to be at the option of every man to get up and object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair unders‘and the 
Senator from Alabama to object to the request of the Senator 
from Missouri? 

Mr. MORGAN. I want it modified. I want to modify the 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To what extent? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, we can not modify it; somebody else 
will object. If we can go onas I have proposed we can dispose 
of a good many bills in a little time. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator evidently does not comprehend 
what I am talking about. I am afraid he is angry. I say that 
the Senator the other day in this body got a consent rule from 
the Senate, unanimous consent to consider House bills on the 
Calendar as they were reached, to give them regular considera- 
tion. Now, the Senator proposes a rule that would substitute 
that and destroy it, to consider them provided nobody objects. 
I want the Senate, when we do strike these cases, to take them 
up seriatim and consider them whether anybody objects to a par- 
ticular billornot. Let us-have ageneral-consent cal toconsider 
House bills as we come to them on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator certainly never heard me ask 
such a unanimous consent of the Senate in my life. My good 
friend from Alabama is simply mistaken. I did not ask consent 
of that kind, and the RECORD does not shows it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then we had better go back to the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asked if there was 
objection to the request of the Senator from Tennessee and it 
was at that time objected to, and nothing was done in respect to 
the bill he desired to call up. 

Mr. BATE. That was on an individual bill, however, not a 
request for the consideration of House bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to say that later in the day, after 
the antioption bill has been read, if there seems to be a fit oppor- 
tunity I shall be glad to yield in a good natured way, but I call 
for the regular order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If it isin order I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed for the remainder of the afternoon to the consideration of 
bills on the Calendar unobjected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in order except by 
unanimous consent. The Senate has taken up the bill known as 
the antioption bill, and it is now before the Senate, and the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota has the floor, except as he has yielded it 
temporarily. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
sota had taken his seat before I rose. 
stitutes the possession of the floor. 


I understand that the Senator from Minne- 
I do not know what con- 
I ask the Chair for informa 
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tion whether a motion to proceed to the consideration of any 
other bill is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the motion of the Senator from Colorado can not be entertained 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. May I rise to a parliamentary inquiry? 
I desire to ask the Chair whether it is not competent for the 
Senate at any time pending or during the consideration of any 
measure to have the question of consideration raised as between 
that and any other measure, and decided by a vote of the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ThenI move, aiike the consideration 
of what is known as the antioption bill, that the Senate do now 
proceed to consider the favorably reported bills upon the Calen- 
dar that have already passed the other House, and I ask for a 
vote of the Senate on my motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us see why not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis out of order to move to take up all the 
bills at once on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the parece of making a suggestion 
to the Senator from Kentucky, if I can get his attention. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. As the Chair has ruled, a motion to proceed 
to the consideration of all the bills of any class is at this time out of 
order,which I think is strictly correct. The Senator is quite right 


that a motion would be in order to proceed to the consideration | 


of any specific bill named, and, if the Senate vote to proceed to its 


consideration, of course, it displaces what is called the unfinished | 


business. Solam quite in favor of the Senator’s suggestion; and 
if he will put it in the form of a request for unanimous consent, 
he will be strictly in order, and I hope the unanimous consent 
will be given. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I scarcely concur in the well-matured 
conclusions of the distinguished parliamentarian from Tennessee, 
and I do not mean to ask the unanimousconsentof the Senate at 
this time to do yee I will relieve the Senate from any 
doubt that it may have. 
relieve the Chair, for Iam sure that the Chair has no doubt and 
Iam sure the Chair is right. I will meet every objection that 
has been made by anybody and not ask unanimous consent; but 
recognizing my rights under the rule that the Senate has adopted 
for its government, I move to take up now for consideration the 
bill indicated by the Senator from Tennessee, if he will give me 
the number of it. 

Mr. BATE. It is House bill 3572. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Richard M. 
Edwards, of Cleveland, Tenn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3572) for the relief of Richard M. Edwards, of Cleveland, 
Tenn. 

Mr. SANDERS. 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. SANDERS. How did it occur that the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] was out of order, to take up 
bills on the Calendar? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
consent. The other is to take up a particular bill andis within 
the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the pending motion displaces the 
previous order, if agreed to? 


I should like to inquire if that motion is in 


agreed to. 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN}, which is not debatable. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not make any point against taking 
up the bill. I simply said to the Senator from Tennessee that I 
would yield to him for the purpose of bringing up his bill, which 
I am very glad to do, and I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. BATE. I should never have made the request without 
first asking the Senator from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Kentucky, to proceed to the 


9-0 


consideration of House bill 3572. 


Mr.COCKRELL. I give notice now to all Senators that I shall | 


obstruct in every way known to the tactics of the Senate and the 
rules of the Senate any more House bills being passed after the 
bill of the Senator from Tennessee has been passed until we 
agree to take them up in their regular order and act upon them. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, if we go on with the anti- 
option bil! for an hour, I shall be very glad to yield to take up 


I do not need to say that I will try to | 





The one requires unanimous | 





COCKRELL]. Meantime, I move to lay the motion of the Senator 
from Kentucky on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN] moves to lay the motion of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr, BLACKBURN] on the table. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Minnesota. (Putting the ques- 
tion.) The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The years and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know the motion is not debatable, but I want 
to ask corisent of the Senator from Kentucky and the unanimous 
consent of the Senate, that the motion be withdrawn and that 
unanimous consent—and I hope the Senator from Minnesota will 
agree to give up the balance of the day after the consideration of 
the bill referred to by my colleague [Mr. BATE}, to calling up 
House bills favorably reported on the Calendar, and their regu- 
lar consideration, leaving the unfinished business to stand as it 
now stands. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I agree to that understanding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under Rule VIII. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before I will consent to that arrangement I 
should be very glad to know when the bill called up by the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota will be considered. Will it be considered 
in the morning hour to-morrow? 

Mr. HARRIS. No; it comes up at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I shall object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It will be considered as the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. BUTLER. As the unfinished business at 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it 
would go over as the unfinished business, to be considered to- 
morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not want to take it up on motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS] asks the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
to withdraw his motion and asks unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate, if the motion be withdrawn, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bills on the Calendar in their order for 
the balance of the afternoon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule VIII. 
jection? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. And the antioption bil! is to stand on the 
Calendar as the unfinished business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withdraw the motion if the Senate will 
give its consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. MORGAN. [I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. The question then recurs 


Is there ob- 


Is there objection? 


_on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] 


to lay on the table the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN], upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to have the motion stated, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is the antioption bill the unfinished busi- 
ness? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
motion of the Senatorfrom Kentucky to take up House bill 3572. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then the antioption bill is the unfinished 


| business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from | 
Kentucky would practically displace the previous order, if | 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Which motion the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] moves to lay on the table, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That would displace the antioption bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will withdraw the motion to lay on the 
table and let the vote be taken direct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeasand nays having been 
ordered, the motion can not be withdrawn except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and unanimous consent is given to withdraw the 
motion to lay on the table. The question then recurs on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. to proceed 
to the consideration of House bill 3572. . 

Mr. PADDOCK. Does that motion, if it carries, operate to 
displace the unfinished business? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the motion is made simply to set aside 
informally the unfinished business, it is all right. 


the Calendar, as suggested by the Senator from Missouri{[Mr.!' Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer a privileged motion. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio will 
state his privileged motion. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate do now gdjourn, If 





the pending motion shall fail, the antioption bill will be the un- 


finished business at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. 1 ask the Senator to withdraw that motion 
to allow me to substitute a motion for an executive session. 

Mr.SHERMAN. With great pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Ohiois withdrawn. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] 
moves that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of 
éxecutive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. [trust that motion will not be pressed now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not debating. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin that the Senate do now proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Upon that [ ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILus]. If he were 
here I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 


Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general | 


air with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I amsure 
e would not care whether I voted or not on a motion to go into 
executive session, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with | 


the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], who is 
absent, and I therefore withhold my vote. 


Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with | 


the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] 
recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired with that Senator, and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I am paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GIBSON] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I wish to announce that I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted not noticing that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
QUAY], with whom I am paired isabsent. I therefore withdraw 


~— vote. 
Ir. COLQUITT. Iam at liberty to vote, as I am assured that 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], with whom I am paired, 
would vote as I do if he were present. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am informed by the Senator who has 
charge of the bill which was taken up for consideration by the 
Senate, that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], with 


whom I am paired, would, if present, vote for the bill. I there- | 


fore feel at liberty to cast my vote on this question. I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. VOORHEES (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
did not know there was any question of the antioption bill being 
involved. If there is I change my vote. I voted ‘‘yea,” and I 
now vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], and 
not knowing how he would vote on this question, if present, I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. CAsry]. If he were present, Ishould vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hill, Sherman, 
Cameron, Frye, Palmer, Vest, 
arlisle, Gorman, Pugh, White, 
krell, Gray, Sanders, Wolcott. 
lom, Hale, Sawyer, 
NAYS—32. 
en, Blackburn, Call, * Davis, 
ison, Brice, Carey, Faulkner, 
te, Butler, Colquitt, Felton, 
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Gondow, Kyle, Peffer, Stewart, 

Hansbrough, anderson, Perkins, Turpie, 

| Harris, itchell, Ransom, Voorhees, 

| irby, Morgan, Shoup, Walthall, 
Kenna, Paddock, Squire, Washburn 

NOT VOTING—37. 

| Berry, George, McMillan, Stanford, 

| Blodgett, Gibson, La. McPherson, Stockbridge 

| Casey, Gibson, Md. Mills, Teller, 

| Chandler, aewiey, Morrill, Vance, 

| Coke, gins, Pasco, Vilas, 

Daniel, Hiscock Pettigrew, Warren, 

| Dawés, Hoar, Piatt, Wilsoh. 

| Dolph, Hunton, Power, 

| Dubois, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 

| Gallinger, Jones, Nev. Quay, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 3572. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, we have been spending a good 
deal of time here without any good results, and it isalmost night. 
There are several Senators, [ think, who desire to speak on what 
is known as the antioption bill, but are not quite prepared to do 
it to-day. I suggest that by unanimous consent, in order to avoid 
any further wrangle about this question, the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] be acceded to, and that 
| we take up House bills on the Calendar and dispose of them, if 
| we can, this afternoon, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate! 
first being allowed to pass his little bill, to which there will be 
| no objection. I think we shall do wisely if we agree to this sug- 
| gestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of Senators to the fact that a motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of a bill is not debatable. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois, as 
the Chair understands, was asking unanimous consent—— — 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, to make this request, so that we may 
| haveorder, and at the same time do business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (to Mr. CULLOM). You are right. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think itis the right thing to do. 

| Mr. BUTLER. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I suppose 
| that is in order. 

| The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Car- 
| olina rises to a parliamentary inquiry, which he will state. 

Mr. BUTLER. My inquiry is this: If the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois prevails—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not made any motion. I made a sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we accede to the sugg:stion of the Senator 
from Illinois by unanimous consent, how does that leave the 
antioption bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does not displace it. 
| Mr.CULLOM. Notatall. I am not seeking todisplace that 
| bill. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will state the parlia- 
| mentary condition as the Chair understands it. The pending 
| bill is what is known as the antioption bill. Pending the con- 
sideration of that bill, the Senator from Kentucky |Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN] moved that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a 
bill the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Rich- 
| ard M. Edwards, of Cleveland, Tenn. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. Theresultof which motion, if 
| it should prevail, would be to displace the antioption bill and 
| make this bill the pending business. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
1 











| Mr.CULLOM. Lhope that no motion will be made which will 
in any way involve the displacement of the antioption bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lhope this discussion will be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Discussion is not in order ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that the proceedings of the Senate will 
be in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will be in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust the request of the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] will be acceded to, and that by unanimous 
agreement we may go on with the House bills on the Calendar, 
which are unobjected to and favorably reported, without dis- 
placing what is known as the antioption bill. but leaving it with 
all its rights of way as unfinished business. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iobject, Mr. President, to going on with the 
cases from the House unobjected to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Regular order! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is the mo- 
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tion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] that the 
Senate proceed to the consideratién of House bill 3572, the title 
of which has been stated. Isthe Senate ready for the question? 
[Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill, the title of which 
has been stated? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Doesthatinvolvethe displacement of what 
is known as the antioption bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. Under the rules of 
the Senate it would displace the antioption bill as the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. BATE. But has it not been agreed to by the Senate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BATE. I was rising to a parliamentary inquiry. Has it 
not been agreed that the antioption bill shall go over until 2 
o'clock to-morrow? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. WASHBURN, and others. 
der! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
a request was made that the antioption bill go over until 2 o’clock 
to-morrow, and objection was made. So that the pending ques- 
tion is as stated, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill, the title of which has been stated, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to ask unanimous consent to talk just 
one-half minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate that he be permitted to 
address the Senate. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill which my colleague has asked the 
consideration of is for the relief of a man,who I chance to know 
is about 80 years of age,an old soldier, needy and dependent. I 
should be exceedingly glad to have the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to consider the bill and pass it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo- 
tion—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, which 
is, if the effect of this motion will be: to displace the antioption 
bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. address 
the Senate by unanimous consent at this time. hair did 
not understand the inquiry of the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Regular order! 

Mr. HARRIS. I asked unanimous consent. 
to submit a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN] was recognized by the Chair and was under- 
stood to rise to a parliamentary inquiry, which the Chair did 
not understand. Will the Senator repeat his inquiry? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent that the bill of 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] may be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. Without displacing the antioption bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that. 

Mr. SHERMAN, hat can not be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate that, pending the unfin- 
ished business, it be temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill the title of which will 
be again stated. 

The Cater CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Rich- 
ard M. Edwards, of Cleveland, Tenn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Richard M. Edwards, late captain and commissary of subsistence, 
the pay and allowance of a captain of cavalry from June 30, 1862, 
to November 2, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Regular or- 


The Senator can onl 
The 


I did not want 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. = ASHBURN. Now, Mr. President, I call for the regu- 
ar oraer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Pending the regular order, I ask unanimous 
consent that it be temporarily laid aside, and that Order of Busi- 
ness 733 be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that will not be done. 


The Senate resumes the con- 


We shall 





not be able to pass that bill this evening. We certainly should 
have some ofder and system in the transaction of business. 

Th PRES ENT pro tempore. Senators will be seated until 
the Chair states the unanimous consent desired by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. The Senator from New York 
asks unanimous cénsent that the Senate do now proceed to the 
consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2454) for the application of the 
accretions of the Caragas awards of 1868 to the new awards made 
in 1889 and 1890. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I shall have to object to the considera- 
tion of that bill, but I will state—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill can not be considered at this time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. After the antioption bill has been read 
through, I shall yield for the consideration of unobjected cases 
on the Calendar for the balance of the day. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will 
then ask that the unobjected House bills on the Calendar may 
be taken up in their order and disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
|Mr. WASHBURN] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorT]? 

Mr. WASHBURN. For what purpose? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Colorado if the Senator from Minnesota yields the 
floor to him for that purpose. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASH- 
BURN] is nowin his seat. May I be recognized without the per- 
mission of any other Senator, Mr. President? [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] on the pending bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iask for information, if it is in order, to 
move to pass to the consideration of another order of business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 972, being the bill (S. 842) grant- 
ing a pension to Ellen Williams, a hospital nurse, who is in 
great poverty and suffering. It is a bill which would appeal to 
the magnanimity and generosity of every Senator here and of 
infinitely more importance—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Colorado to the fact that debate is not in 
order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the pend- 
ing question. The Senatorfrom Colorado[Mr.WoLcorr] moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill, the title 
of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
Williams. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ble. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply desire to say that I object. I sup- 
pose that I can go that far. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. This is notarequesifor unani- 
mous consent, but a motion that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of a bill, which motion is not debatable. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ididnotask the consent of the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

Mr.PADDOCK. I ask for unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill named by the Senatdér 
from Colorado. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I object, and call for the regular order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. And that the regular order may be laid aside 
informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to the 
request, the question recurs on the motion of the Senator frém 
Colorado that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
named, upon which motion debate is not in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Acknowledging my ignorance, very likel 
of the rules of this body, I desire to make this inquiry: A bill 
having been taken up by vote of the Senate, is it competent to 
antagonize it by a motion to take up another bill, and so continue 
with the Calendar, and absolutely obstruct the consideration of 
that bill? 


Is there objection? 





A bill (S. 842) granting a pension to Ellen 


Which motion is not debata- 





1892. 


—_— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
der the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam very glad to learn the fact. 
very extraordinar 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the 
motion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. LI hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
will withdraw the remark about antagonizing the bill. Iam not 
antagonizing it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is the.effect of the Senator’s course. 

The PRE at 70 tempore. Debate is not in order on the | 
pending question. utting the question.] The noes seem to 
have it. 

Mr. 
and nays. 





It is 
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Such a motion is in order un- | journment as soon as the antioption bill is read. 
ti 


te 


WOLCOTT and Mr. BLACKBURN called for the yeas | 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded | 


to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY]; but after consult- 
ing his colleague [Mr. HANSBROUGH} I feel at liberty to vote on 
this question. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], who is absent to-day 
on account of sickness. He requested me to observe my pair in 
all matters, sol withhold my vote. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland |Mr. GrIBson]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE, I desire to ask the junior Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. MITCHELL] how his colleague [Mr. DOLPH], would vote 
on this question if present? 

Mr. MITCHELL. oo impression is that my colleague, if pres- 
ent, would vote ‘‘nay” upon this particular question. He is in 
favor of the antioption bill, as I understand. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then the Senator thinks I would be author- 
ized to vote? 

Mr. WASHBURN. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
authorized me to pair him in favor of the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then, as I agree with him on this question, I 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. My colleague [Mr. TELLER] is absent from 
the Chamber through illness. If present he would vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 41; as follows: 


I am paired 
If he were 


Iam paired with 


Tam paired 


I am paired with | 


YEAS—20. 
Aldrich, Carlisle, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Bate, Dixon, McMillan, Vest, 
Brice, Gorman, Palmer, Vilas, 
Call, Gray, Pugh, White, 
Cameron, Hill, Sanders, Wolcott. 
NAYS—4I1. 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Ransom, 
Allison, Felton, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blackburn, George, Mitchell, Shoup. 
Butler, Gordon, Morgan, Squire, 
Carey, Hale, Paddock, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Irby, Perkins, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Warren, 
Cullom, Kenna, Proctor, Washburn. 
Davis, 
NOT VOTING—27. 
Berry, t; . Hunton, Quay, 
Blodgett, Gallinger, Jones, Nev. Stanford, 
asey, Gibson, La. McPherson, Stockbridge, 
Daniel, Gibson, Md. Mills, Teller, 
Dawes, Harris, Morrill, Vance, 
Dolph, Higgins, Platt, Wilson. 
Dubois, Hoar, Power, 


the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill resumes its place upon 
the Calendar without eee in the absence of objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p.m.) There are 
several Senators who desire to speak upon the antioption bill, 
and I have no doubt they will be prepared to do so to-morrow. 
Therefore, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator will withdraw that motion, 
I will suggest that the antioption bill be now read, and then I 
will make a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I shall be willing to consent to an ad- 


SX II—397 


Tam paired with | 
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I hope the mo- 
ion will be voted down. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
dent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. The question re- 
curs on the motion of the Senator from New York that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. [Putting the question.] The noes appear 
to have it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER. Letus have the bill read. We: 
pe progress this afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas ard nays are de- 
manded on the pending question, which is the motion of the 
Senator from New York that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proc: 
to cell the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. SHOUP (when the name of Mr. DUBOIS was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Duxzot!s] is absent from the Chamber to-day on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I announce 
again that I am paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILus]. If he were present T should vote * nay. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (when his name wascalled). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland {[Mr. G1IBson]. 

The roll call was concluded. . 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. HUNTON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 37; 


Is a motion to adjourn debatable, Mr. Presi- 


‘an make that 


-eded 


[am paired with 


as follows: 


YEAS— 
Aldrich, Carlisle, Gray, Sanders, 
Bate, Cockrell, Harris, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Coke, Hiscock, Vest, 
Brice, Dixon, Palmer, White, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pugh, Wolcott. 

NAYS—37. 
Allen, Felton, Manderson, Squire, 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Butler, George, Morgan, Turpie, 
Call, Hale, Paddock, Vilas, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hill, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Cullom, Irby, Proctor, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Shoup, 

NOT VOTING—31. 

Berry, Gibson, La. McMillan, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Md. McPherson, Stanford, 
Casey, Gordon, Mills, Stockbridge, 
Daniel, Higgins, Morrill, Teller, 
Dawes, Hoar, Perkins, Vance, 
Dolph, Hunton, Platt, Warren, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Power, Wilson. 
Gallinger, Kenna, Quay, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. GRAY (at 4 o’clock oud 45 minutes p.m.) I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I call for the yeas and nays on that mo- 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). I am paired on 
this question with the Senator from North Dakota/Mr. Casey]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my oo with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. M1Lus]}. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. — 

Mr. PLATT (when his named was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to announce that I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBotIs]. 

The result was announced— —yeas 15, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Aldrich, Coke, Hiscock, Vest, 
Bate, Cullom, Palmer, White, 
Brice, Dixon, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Harris, Sawyer, 
NAYS—. 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Squire, 
Allison, Frye, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blackburn, George, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Butler, Hale, Paddock, Vilas, 
| Call, Hansbrough, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Carey, Hawley, Pefter, Walthall, 
Chandler, Irby, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
Coiquitt, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Davis, Kenna, Shoup, 
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NOT VOTING—39. order at the conclusion of the routine morning business to- 

Berry, Geliingne, cones, poor. Bascom. ae a there objection? 

Slodgett, pinaon. Sa. eee r. ALDRICH. I entered an objection sometime age 
Garlisie. . — — Steno The PRESIDENT pro tempore. "Obtectiins being ‘eae, the 
Casey, Gorman, Morgan, Stockbridge, unanimous requestis denied. The question recurs on the motion 
—— Higeins nor. +A of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] that the Sen- 
Dolph, nN. Platt, | n, ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Dubois, Hoar, PoWer, 1Soh. The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
Felton, Hunton, Quay, consideration of executive business. After veetra minutes x 
So the motion was rejected. in sent session a doors were reopened, — at 5 o’clock 
5 a ; and 8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
PREG LE ESS eee Tuesday, July 19, 1892, at 12 o'clock m. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the con- 
sideration of the pending business, being the antioption bill, CONFIRMATIONS. 
eT LER. I call for the reading of the bill. Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 18, 1892. 
Mr. WHITE (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.). I move that POSTMASTERS. 
the Senate do now adjourn. | Philip Altshimer, to be postmaster at Highland Falls, in the 


Mr. WASHBURN. lIask for the yeas and nays on that mo- | county of Orange and State of New York. 
tion. Charles G. Bacon, to be postmaster at Northville, in the county 
Mr. CULLOM. Let the vote be first taken without the yeas of Fulton and State of New York. 
and nays. Bryant S. Palmer, to be postmaster at Carmel, in the county of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Min- | Putnam and State of New York. 
nesota withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays? Emory L. Tompkins, to be postmaster at Fishkill-on-the-Hud- 
Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and | son, in the county of Ductchess and State of New York. 
nays for the present. William H. Wright, to be postmaster at Bath Beach, in the 
Mr. WHITE. I renew the demand. county of Kings and Stats of New York. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 7 John M. Boyer, to be postmaster at London, in the county of 
The PRESIDENT pro temporg. The Senator from Louisiana | Madison and State of Ohio. 
[Mr. WHITE] moves that the Senate do now adjourn. Evan B. Kirby, to be postmaster at Scio, in the county of Har- 
The Secretary will call the roll. rison and State of Ohio. 
Mr. WHITE. I will withdraw my motion, Mr. President. J. Eli Goodenough, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having | county of Washington and State of Vermont. 
been ordered, the motion can only be withdrawn by unanimous | George W. Jones, to be postmaster at Falmouth, in the county 
consent. | of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 
Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent. | Robert G. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Pacific Grove, in the 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? TheChair | county of Monterey and State of California. 
hears none. : : | Briggs C. Farnum, to be postmaster at Paso Robles, in the 
Mr. WASHBURN. It is very evident that the Senate is not | county of San Luis Obispo and State of California. 
prepared to goon with the discussion of the bill to-night. I} Aurelius D. Brown, to be postmaster at Madison, in the 
therefore move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of | county of Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota. 
executive business. 3 | Miss Annic M. Baker, to be postmaster at Millington, in the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota | county of Morris and State of New Jersey. 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive | James H. Leonard, to be postmaster at Atlantic Highlands, in 
business. ae : | the county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 
Mr. BUTLER. Before that motion is put, Mr. President, if | George C. Kessler, to be postmaster at Short Hills, in the 
the Senator will yield for one moment, I should like to have an | county of Essex and State of New Jersey. 
understanding that to-morrow morning after theregular routine | Jarid C. Irwin, to be postmaster at Sunbury, in the county of 
business this bill will be taken up for consideration. | Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, the Senator from 
South Carolina[Mr. BUTLER] asks the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that the pending measure, which is the bill (H. R. 7845), 





| George W. Blackburn, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the 

| county of Maury and State of Tennessee. 

| Edmund G. Harrison, to be postmaster at Asbury Park, in the 

s L q | county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

defining ‘‘ options ” and “ futures,” imposing special taxes on deal- William T. Corlies, to be postmaster at Red Bank, in the 

ers therein, and requiring such persons engaged in selling cer- | county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

tain products to obtain license, and for other purposes, be made | __UlyssesS. Grant, to be postmaster at Dallas, in the county of 

the order at the conclusion of the routine morning business to- | Polk and State of Oregon. 

morrow. Is there objection? Thomas B. A. Watson, to be postmaster at Hartington, in the 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I appeal to the Senator from county of Cedar and State of Nebraska. 

South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] in behalf of a bill I wish to have William T. McFarland, to be postmaster at Stanton, in the 

taken up to-morrow after the conclusion of the routine business. county of Stanton and State of Nebraska. 

On several occasions, owing to the sickness of the chairman of Essie G. Robertson, to be postmaster at Independence, in the 

the Committee on Indian Affairs, I have been prevented from | county of Polk and State of Oregon. 

calling up a bill which very strongly affects my State. It is a| Henry M. Morris, to be postmaster at Rantoul, in the county 

bill affecting alarge number of people in my State, for the pas- | of Champaign and State of Illinois. : 

sage of which I have been importuned, and fora hearing of | Elihu M. Cass, to be postmaster at Sumner, in the county of 

which I have been struggling, and have been delayedon at least | Bremer and State of Iowa. 7 

half adozen occasions, I think, owing to the ill-health, or some Washington E. Davis, to be postmaster at Keosauqua, in the 

other such cause, of the chairman of the Committee on Indian | county of Van Buren and State of Iowa. 

Affairs. $ : Erastus T. Roland, to be postmaster at Eldon, in the county 
The PRESIDENT proiempore. The Chair calls the attention | of Wapello and State of Iowa. 

of the Senator from Washington to the fact that a request for Louis J. Piernas, to be postmaster at Bay St. Louis, in the 

unanimous consent is akin to a motion to proceed to the consid- county of Hancock and State of Mississippi. 


eration of another dill, and can only proceed by unanimous con- Miss Mary Figley, to be postmaster at La Harpe, in the county 
sent. Is there objection? of Hancock and State of Illinois. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I object. John W. Moore, to be postmaster at Assumption, in the county 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the | of Christian and State of Illinois. 
Senator from Washington can not proceed. Is there objection Edward L. Goodyear, to be postmaster at North Haven, in the 
to the request for unanimous consent made by the Senator from | county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
South Carolina “ BUTLER]? — Daniel T. Carlton, to be postmaster at Arcadia, in the county 
Mr. ALDRICH. I object, Mr. President. of De Sota, and State of Florida. 
Mr. BUTLER. Objection is quite unnecessary. , 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion to pro- See et earth 


ceed to the consideration of executive business, the Senator Adjutant-General’s Department. 
from South Carolina asks the unanimous consent of the Senate Lieut. Col. Oliver D. Greene, assistant adjutant-general, to be 
that the pending bill, known as the antioption bill, shall be the ! assistant adjutant-general. 
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Maj. Michael V. Sheridan, acting assistant adjutant-general, 
to be assistant adjutant-general. 
Infantry arm. 


Lieut. Col. Andrew S. Burt, Seventh Infantry, to be colonel. 
Maj. Daniel W. Benham, Seventh Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
edlonel. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


To be additional second lieutenants. 


1, Cadet James B. Cavanaugh. 
2. Cadet James P. Jervey. 


ARTILLERY ARM. 


To be second lieutenants. 


3. Cadet Frank E. Harris, vice Peck. First Artillery. 
4. Cadet George Blakely. . 
5. Cadet Jay E. Hoffer. 
6. Cadet Tracy C. Dickson. 
To be additional second lieutenants. 
. Cadet Arthur W. Chase. 
. Cadet Frank W. Coe. 
Cadet Kenneth Morton. 
10. Cadet William R. Smith. 
11. Cadet Henry H. Whitney. 
12. Cadet Samuel A. Kephart. 
13. Cadet Louis R. Burgess. 
15. Cadet James A. Shipton. 
16. Cadet Sawyer Blanchard. 


CAVALRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants. 


17. Cadet George C. Barnhart. 

21. Cadet William G. Fitz-Gerald. 
22. Cadet James H. Reeves. 

23. Cadet Kirby Walker. 

25. Cadet Claude B. Sweezey. 

28, Cadet Sterling P. Adams. 

31. Cadet Alexander M. Davis. 
32, Cadet Julian R. Lindsey. 

33. Cadet Edmund M. Leary. 

35. Cadet Howard R. Hickok. 

36. Cadet Samuel B. Arnold. 

48. Cadet Samuel McP. Rutherford. 


To be additional second lieutenant, 
34. Cadet Julius T. Conrad. 
INFANTRY ARM. 


© eal 


To be second lieutenants. 


14. Cadet Charles C. Jameson. 
18. Cadet William Chamberlaine. 
19. Cadet John McA. Palmer. 
20. Cadet Charles P. Summerall. 
24. Cadet John K. Miller. 
26. Cadet Jacob H. G. Lazelle. 
27. Cadet Henry A. Pipes. 
29, Cadet Traber Norman. 
30. Cadet Horace M. Reeve. 
37. Cadet Willard E. Gleason. 
38. Cadet William Newman. 
39.. Cadet Frank A. Wilcox. 
40. Cadet John J, O’Connell. 
41. Cadet Henry G. Cole. 
42. Cadet George S. Harison. 
43. Cadet Hansford L. Threlkeld. 
44. Cadet William H. Anderson. 
45. Cadet Peter W. Davison. 
46. Cadet Leonard M. Prince. 

7. Cadet Marcus B. Stokes. 
49. Cadet John H. Parker, 
50. Cadet George W. Kirkpatrick. 
51, Cadet John E. Woodward. 
52, Cadet William W. Haney. 
53. Cadet Dennis M. Michie. 
54, Cadet Frederick T. Stetson. 
55. Cadet James T. Moore. 
56. Cadet William D. Davis. “ 
58. Cadet Isaac Erwin. 
59. Cadet Samuel V. Ham. 
60. Cadet George H. McMaster, 
61. Cadet Robert W. Mearns. 
62. Cadet Horace G. Hambright. > 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 18, 1892. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. 
CUTHBERT, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday's proceedings was read and approved. 

CONFERENCE ON FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, Gen. COGSWELL, be indefinitely ex- 
cused on accountof sickness. I wish also to suggest to the Chair 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts is one of the conferees 
on the part of the House upen the fortification appropriation 
bill, and that the other member of the subcommittee on that bill 
is the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grour]. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, indefinite leave of ab- 
sence will be granted to the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
COGSWELL] on account of sickness. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. The Chair appoints as one of the conferees on the [crtifi- 
cation appropriation bill the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
GROUT], in lieu of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs have leave to sit during the sessions of the 
House. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senatsa bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles, which were severally read twice, 
and referred as stated: 

A bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension toGeorge W. 
Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2398) for the relief of Henry W. Lee—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2772) for the relief of Seaton Norman—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3416) regulating licenses in the District of Columbia, 
and imposing penalties for engaging in any trade, business, or 
profession without having first obtained a license therefor—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 3098) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of W. H. Tibbits,” approved August 8, 1888—to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (S. 104%) granting a pension to Helen A. Pattersoa—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3188) to extend to Duluth, Minn., the privileges o! 
the first section of an aet entitled “‘An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1883—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 100) to permit the railroads of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to lay extra tracks to accommodate the trav- 
eling public during the Grand Army of the Republic encamp- 
ment—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

WILLIAM S. WALKER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3415) to re- 
move the political disabilities of William S. Walker, of Atlanta, 
Ga. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be now considered. It is for the relief of an old general in the 
Confederate army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted by the Senate and Houseof Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), 
That all legal and political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend 
ment of the Constitution of the United States by reason of participation in the 
late rebellion be, and they are hereby, removed from William S. Walker 
of Atlanta, Ga. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, this gentleman was an 
officer —— 

Several MEMBERS. Noobjection. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill; which was read three times, and passed 
(two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

JOHN A. LYNCH. 


Mr. HARE. | I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 64) for the relief of John A. Lynch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in accordance with the findings of the Court of 
Siaims the Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is hereby, authorized and 
required to pay to John A. Lynch, ont of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of 31,137,96, in full and complete satisfac- 
tion for services rendered and expenses incurred and defrayed by him, the 


said John A. Lynch, to and for the United States at Cincinnati, in the State 
of Ohio, in the years 1861 and 1862. 
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Mr. KILGORE. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The report, which is of a documentary na- 
ture, is long. Perhaps the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARE] 
can state the substance.of it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I presume the gentleman can state the facts 
of the case. I think the House ought to have some information 
in regard to it. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides compensation for 
services rendered by the claimant in Cincinnati in 1861 in or- 
ganizing and equipping troops under the direction of Gen. Fré- 
mont. The understanding was that he should be commissioned 
asacaptain and qtartermaster in the United States military 
service; and he was in November, 1862, so commissioned, but 
not with rank covering the time during which these serviced 
had been rendered. The Court of Claims has found that if he 
had been actually commissioned as a captain and quartermaster 
at that time the amount of compensation and allowances to which 
he would have been entitled would ‘have been $2,600. The ex- 
act figures are given in the report. But inasmuch as he made 
no claim for greater compensation than one thousand two hun- 
dred odd dollars they limit his right of recovery to that sum, 
and, deducting a credit of $125,they report in his favor to the 
amount of $1,137.96. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the gentleman state that this matter 
has been passed upon by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HARE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. And the amount claimed in the bill is the 
amount ascertained by the court? 

Mr. HARE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will not object. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Let me ask the gentleman why it is that 
this claim was not paid before? Itseems to haveslept some thirty 
years. 

Mr. HARE. Iam unable to answer the gentleman's question. 
It has been pending here before several Congresses, and has been 
favorably reported more than once. It was not reached, how- 


ever, for consideration on the Calendar in any previous Con- | 


ress. 

Mr.BUSHNELL. How did it come before the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HARE. By a petition filed some years ago. I do not re- 
member precisely when. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Not by a special act? 

Mr. HARE. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 


Mr. WATSON. I object. 


ARCHIBALD C. LEGG, 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8086) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Archibald 
C. Legg. deceased, vs. The United States. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. REED. Let the report be read before consent is given. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read,subject to objec- 
tion. 

The report was read at length. 

Mr. REED. Why does not this come under the head of what 
are known as the 4th of July claims? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I did not understand the question of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Why has not this been passed upon by the Quar- 
termaster-General in the usual method prescribed for the con- 
sideration of these so-called 4th of July claims? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I can only say in reply to the gentleman 
from Maine that this gentleman, Mr. Legg, died during the war. 
But why the claim was not presented and passed u 
manner he suggests Ido not know. Nor doI know that it was 
not so passed upon, and can not give the information. 

It seems to have been presented here years ago and referred 
to the Courtof Claimsand passed upon by that body. Ifanything 
is to be allowed the claimant it seems to be most reasonable that 
$75 a head should be given for these fourteen mules. 

Mr. REED. As I understand it, the Government has passed a 
law by which all claims of thischaracter may be investigated and 
passed upon by the Quartermaster's Department, and we used to 
pay, on the ascertainment of the result of the Quartermaster’s ex- 
amination, such claims as were recommended by him. This 
seems to be a case of that character, and I do not see why it was 
not so adjudicated. It is now thirty years of age—— 

Mr. BOATNER. I willsay to the gentleman from Maine that 
I had a resolution referred by the last Congress directing an in- 
vestigation of this character, and the Quartermaster refused to 
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conduct the investigation because there was no appropriation. 
He refused to execute the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WATSON, I object. 


ARCHIE ST. CLAIR AND CHARLES E. ROGERS. 


Mr. QUACKENBUSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5869) for the 
relief of Archie St. Clair and Charles E. Rogers. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sums herein named, respectively, to the parties herein 
named, in full of all damages sustained by them by reason of the colliding 
of the United States steam tug anance with the canal boat A. C. Chan- 
dler, in the New York Harbor, on June 29, 1887, the United States local in- 
ees of steam vessels having reported that such collision was due en- 
tirely to fault on the yest of the Ordanance, namely: To Archie St. Clair, 
of New York City, for damages to his canal boat A. C. Chandler, $1.100, and 
to Charles E. Rogers & Co., of New York City, for damages to lumber then 
on board said canal boat, $144, all of which papers of proof are at the Third 
Auditor's Office on file and subject to perusal. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. QUACKENBUSH, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


CITY OF RALEIGH, N.C. « 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9270) for the relief of the 
city of Raleigh, N. C. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Seeneney be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 
wise oe meeeee to the city of Raleigh, State of North Carolina, the sum 
of $734.66, the samé being one-third of the cost of paving the streets in front 
of the United States post-office building in said city. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUNN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


THE CHEROKEE STRIP. 


Mr. SIMPSON. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, and ask unanimous consent for its present consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection to its considera- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and is hereby, authorized to 
bring in a rule setting a day before the adjournment of this session for the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 9190, reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, known as the Peel bill, for the opening of the Cherokee Strip. 


Mr. SIMPSON. LIask unanimous consent that I may be allowed 
five minutes in which to make a statement in regard to this bill. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The right to object is reserved, of course. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] 
asks unanimous consent that he may be allowed to make a state- 
ment for five minutes, before the question of unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the resolution is submitted. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentle- 
man from Kanas is recognized. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill of very great impor- 
tance. There are people gathered along the southern border of 
Kansas from all parts of the United States. Many of them have 
been waiting more thana year for the opening of this territory. 


| The Commissioners appointed have agreed with the Indians, have 
ee | reported to the President, andthe President has furnished the 
n in the | 


House with this treaty. This bill involves the opening of near! 
5,000,000 acres of the very best land in the United States, and 
doubt if it is equaled in the whole world, The people of this 
country are demanding this land for their homes, They await 
the action of this House. 

The bill involves the appropriation of some $8,000,000, but it 
is not an appropriation that wiil be any loss to the people of the 
United States. The bill fixes the price of the land, part of it at 
$2.50 per acre and part of it at $1.50 per acre. This will result 
in a gain to the Government of $2,500,000 or $3,000,000 above what 
the Government will pay for it, and it will be a profitable invest- 
ment for the people of the United States, so that it is merely 
loaning the money nd not appropriating it. 

I understand of course, with the large appropriations the Demo- 
cratic party has already made, that they may hesitate about ap- 
propriating this money, but yet it occurs to me that after you 
have appropriated such immense sums for building battle ships, 
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and for improving your rivers and harbors, that in order to act 
consistently, you ought to loan this money for the purpose of 
aoe up such an immense tract of land to the home-seekers of 
the country. 

Besides this, the cattle interest, you understand, have been the 
ones who have delayed the opening up of this country. They 
are to-day in collusion with the Interior Department, and are 
holding that country back from settlement to-day. I ask the 
Clerk to read a letter that I have handed to him, that will throw 
light upon this subject, showing to you that men high in au- 
thority in the Republican party are to-day in collusion with 
those cattlemen, and are holding back this land from settlement. 
I say the Democratic party can not afford to be a party to this 
scheme that is a this strip from being anual lode ask 
the Clerk to read the letter, which is from a reliable party, the 
clerk of the district court of the county in which I livé, who 
knows what he is talking about. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MEDICINE LODGE, KANS., July 7, 1892. 


My DEAR FRIEND: Some little time ago there appeared in the New York 
Times, and shortly after in the Kansas City Times, an article pretending to 


be ane 86 of a deal between certain parties in authority and the cattle- 
men on the Strip for the protection of thelatter; and I think Representative 
DOCKERY stirred the matter more or less in the House. Of this you will, of 


course, know more than I can possibly telllyou. Ido not know what was 
done or how far it has gone, but I have the right to say that I am in posses- 
sion of the facts absolutely, and that it is the most damnable piece of politi- 
cal jobbery that I have ever heard of, and I propose that you shall have the 
facts in the case as they were given tome by one whois in a position to know. 
Here are the facts: 

Last fall when the Department was crowding the cattlemen, they made up 
fifteen or sixteen thousand dollars for the purposeof getting immunity from 
disturbance and stopping allinterferance. They succeeded, and this spring 
when the pressure became too heavy again, the Department wentin todrive 
out the cattlemen, and they sent the troops to clear the Strip and the troops 
started in in good faith to dotheir work. The cattlemen were alarmed and 


had been bl * the powers that be for the past ten years and wan noth- 
ing but a little time to get their cattle fat so they might get them out. 
About this time one Guthrie arrived at Kiowa and proposed to give the 


cattlemen protection for 75 cents and to assure them that they would not be 
molested before the Ist day of December. They doubted his autho: oe 
had been bled so freely in the past, and recently had paid someone ni r 
home, whose name I have not been able to get, $1,200 for a protection that 
did not protéct, that they at first refused todéalwithhim. He then produced 
lettersfrom officers high in position, I think. among others, from Gen. le, 
that convinced them that he had the requisite power to protect, an en 
they began to dicker with him and finally settled the matter on this basis: 
a paid him % cents per head cash down and gave their note for 25 cents 
r head payable on the Ist day of December, the notes being at a Kiowa 
ank. Thiscash, 25 cents per head, was paid direct to Guthrie and the notes 
were made payable to him. 

No cattle were counted, mind you; the word of the men as to the number of 
cattle was taken at their own figures and shows the nature of the skin e. 
All this was gone through with and the notes now are at the bank at Kiowa. 
While the troops under Capt. Paddock were trying to get the cattle out this 
man Guthrie interfered so that —_ Paddock telegraphed the De ent 
about his, Guthrie’s, claims of authority and his interference, and received 
a telegram in reply telling him,Capt. Paddock, that Guthrie had full author- 
ity and that he must pecognise Guthrie’s wishes. All the cattle on the =e 
were transferred to this man Guthrie, and within an hour were transfe 
back to the actual owners. The one transfer to be used with the Depart- 
ment and the other for the protection of the owners in case Guthrie should 
be disposed to act unfairly. You will see in the beginning of this letter that 
he, Guthrie, offered safety until December 1. In case he was not able to hold 
the matter off, the notes were not to be collected but the cash was to go any- 


way. 

These transfers were, with a few exceptions, made directly to Guthrie; in 
the few cases in which the transfers were made indirectly there was a third 
party between the cattleman and Guthrie, but the transfer back to the 
cattleman was in every case direct from Guthrie to the owner of the cattle. 

There is reason to believe that it was brought aboutin this manner: Noble 
went to the President and asked to be i gn the control of the Strip for the 
= of aiding the campaign fund, and this money is supposed to be 

argely gone in that direction. 
HENRY S. LANDIS. 


Hon. JERRY SIMPSON, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a list containing 
a great many of the namesof men who have paid this money, and 
these notes arein the Kiowa Bank, in my county, and this House 
can, if it chooses to investigate the question, get access to them. 
In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I will say that the people of this 
country believe that they have the same rights as the caitle- 
men of this country, and they claim that this Strip ought to be 
opened at once. 
before the land can be opened by the President’s proclamation, 
and if you delay until the next session, it will be late in the sum- 
mer before the people can get to this land. Therefore I hope 
that the committee will favorably consider this resolution, and 
fix a day for the consideration of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


man from Kansas for the present consideration of this resolu- | 


tion? 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
to the Committee on Rules. 
The SPEAKER. 
Chair will examine and see to what committee the bill should be 
referred. 
Ss. J. BROOKS. 


Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
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the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8727) for the relief of 
S. J. Brooks. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed so Per, to 8. J. Brooke. late second lieutenant in the Twenty-fifth 
Regiment of Ohio Veteran Volunteer Infantry, the three months’ pay proper 

anted to all officers of volunteers then in commission below the rank of 

rigadier-general who continued in the service until the close of the war, by 
act of Congress approved Narch 3, 1865, it being a fact that said S. J. Brooks 
Was c sioned a second lieutenant on the 20th day of February, 1865, and 
was on duty as such from and after that date, but owing to the exigencies of 
esureise could not bé mustered into his new grade until about March 12, 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WATSON. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. WHEELEROf Alabama) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8727) for the relief of S. J. Brooks, find that the records of the War Depart- 
ment show that 8. J. Brooks enlisted in the Twenty-fifth Ohio Volunteers on 
June 24, 1861, Was promoted to sergeant September 30, 1862, and to first ser- 

eant same com yA it 1, 1864; was commissioned second lieutenant 

ompany F’, same regiment, February 10, 1865, and was mustered in as sec- 
ond lieutenant March 13, 1865, and received an honorable discharge as second 
lieutenant, June 18, 1866. 

By an act of Co 88 approved March 3, 1865, all officers then in commis- 
sion below the rank of br ier-general whose term of enlistment had ex- 

ired were allowed three months’ extra pay if they would remain in the serv- 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


ce until the close of the war. Samuel J. Brooks accepted these conditions 
and remained in the service until the close of the war, but he has not re- 
ceived the three months’ extra pay, because, although he was commis- 


sione¢ on a 1865, owing to the exigencies of the service, he could 
not be mustered until March 13, 1865, as is clearly shown by the evi- 
dence of the colonel of his regiment. 

Brooks was a good soldier, as is proven by the records of the War Depart- 
ment, which show that he was reported present on the muster rolls from 
enrollment to discharge except on rolls dated August 31, 1863, and October 31, 
1863, which report him woun at ee tons 

It a ars to your committee that there no reason why this officer 
should not receive the extra pay allowed by said act of Congress and which 
was enjoyed by all of his fellow-officers. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. CAPEHART, a motion toreconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JAMES A. FINLEY. 


Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, Iask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 730) for the relief of James A. Finley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 
authorized to restore to his former rank of captain and assistant surgeon in 


the Army, and — upon the retired list of 2 name, James A. Finley, 
wholly retired from active service February 26, 1891. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know something 
about the merits of the case. 

Mr. BERGEN. I will state to the gentleman from Texas that 
this is the bill which I tried to get passed some time ago. I 
think the gentlemanis familiar with it, if he recollects it. The 
gentleman was an assistant surgeon in the Army, and was re- 
tired by the retiring board, seemingly by mistake. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did I make the gentleman any promise at 
that time? 

Mr. BERGEN. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


[ think you did. I think it amounted to that. 
Mr. KILGORE. If I did, I suppose I will have to keep it. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from Texas 

that I examined the case, and I think the bill is a meritorious 

one. 

Mr. WATSON. The gentleman from New Jersey says that 
this officer was retired ‘‘seemingly by mistake.” 
| Mr. BERGEN. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. WATSON. Will you make that statement a iittle more 
full, please. 

Mr. BERGEN. He was an assistant surgeon in the Army, and 
in that capacity was stationed at the outposts for a namber of 
years—twelve years, as I remember, with the different forces in 
the outposts of the country. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill does not carry any pay for the 
| time he has been out of the Army, does it? 

Mr. BERGEN. It does not. During this time that he was on 
the outposts, being very much exposed, he contracted a disease 
which gave him the appearance of a man who used intoxicants; 
but at the time he had this appearance he did not use intoxicants, 
and on that seeming appearance he was considered by the board 
who examined him to be using intoxicants, and the board put 
'‘ him upon the retired list. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to say that I have had an opportu- 
nity to look into the bill. I have looked into it, and I find that 
an injustice has been done that officer, and I take pleasure in 
60 stating now. 

Mr. BERGEN. Iam very glad for that statement of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The bill has more merit in it 
than any similar bill brought up this session. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

The bill was or 


Aftera 


{ yause.| The Chair hears none. 
dered to 


ye engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly rad the third time, and | 


yassed. - 
On motion of Mr. BERGEN, amotion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. There is so 
much confusion on th» floor that no business can be transacted. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have achange 
of reference from the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the bill(H. R. 6011) fixing the 
salary of the warden of the United States jail in the District of 
Coiumbia, and the number of the employés, and compensation 
for each. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
referred. 

Mr.COBBof Alabama. The facts in the case are these: There 
was a bill intreduced into this House, and also a similar bill in- 
troduced in the Senate. The Senate bill was passed, and when 
it reached this House it was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary; so the Committee on the District of Columbia thought 
that inasmuch as the Judiciary Committee had the bill which 
had passed the Senate, that committee had better take charge 
of the whole matter and complete it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Committee on the 
District of Columbia will be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of this bill and it will be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

There was no objection. 

PETWORTH, BRIGHTWOOD AND TAKOMA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8579) to 
incorporate the Petworth, Brightwood and Takoma Park Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia, with Senate amend- 
ments, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the House 
some time ago and to it the Senate hasmade some amendments, 
one of which I think was made under a misunderstanding; and 
Task that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments, so that 
the bill can go into committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments, and the Senate asks for a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. The gentleman from South Carolina 
moves to nonconcur in the Senate amendments and agree tothe 
conference asked. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees on the 
bill, Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. HEARD, and Mr. Post. 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT AT 


Mr. Speaker, I think that bill is properly 


THE BEGINNING OF THE FOUR HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY | 


OF THE DISCOVERY OF AMERICA. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 155) to authorize and direct the Secretary of State 


to affix the great seal of the United States to a certain document therein 
stated. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, author- | 


ized and directed to affix the great seal of the United States to the document 
entitled, “The administration of the United States Government at the be- 
ginning of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America.” 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
seal of the United States was affixed to a similar document con- 
cerning the administration of the Government in 1876. There 
is a precedent for it, and no appropriation is required. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all one. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I would like to hear the resolution read 
again. 

The resolution was again read. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
yassod. 

: On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed wag laid on the table. | 
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Is there objection to the present considera- | 


I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the great | 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. Iask for the consideration of the acoom- 
panying resolution also, that one may be donated to the Gov- 
| ernment of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to affix the seal of the House of Represent- 
atives to the document entitled “The administration of the United States 
Government at the beginning of the four hundredth anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America.”’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is authorizing the proper officer of the 
| House to affix the seal, and then one to accept it on the part of 
| the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this resolution will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I also ask consideration of the following 
resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
sanction of Congress is hereby given to the acceptance by the President of 
the United States, from James D. McBride, for preservation in the archives 
of the Executive Department, of one copy of the ‘**State edition” of a me- 
morial entitied, ‘The administrators of the United States Government at the 
beginning of the second century; ”’ also of one copy of the document en- 
titled, ‘The administration of the United States Government at the begin- 
ning of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America." 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the concurrent resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 


| 


} 
| 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. W. J. STONE obtained indefinite 
leave of absence, on account of important business. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled billsof 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 649) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment; 

A bill (H. R. 669) for the relief of Dabney, Simmons & Co. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. Theregular orderisdemanded. Under the 
rule, this being the third Monday in the month, motions to sus- 
pend the rules are in order, preference being given to commit- 
tees. Thecail rests with the Committee on Territories. On last 
suspension day, however, the Chair had recognized the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. COWLES] to move to ouryeee the 
rules and pass a bill and a second had been demanded. ‘The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. COWLES] and the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] were appointed as tellers, but no quo- 
rum appeared, and the House adjourned. The Clerk will report 
the title of that bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9286) to create the California Débris Commission and regulate 
hydraulic mining in the State of California. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, was not that an individual 
recognition? 

The SPEAKER. It war but under the practice, as the Chair 
understands, it comes over to to-day. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ought not that to go over until the next 
individual suspension day? 

The SPEAKER. The practice has been to let such cases 
come up on the next suspension day notwithstanding the fact 
that the recognition was an individualone. Of course it is only 
by reasonof the recognition previously given that this bill comes 
up now, and the Chair will not recognize other individuals until 
the committees have first been recognized. 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, | ask unanimous consent to 
strike outsections 21 and 22 of the bill as read by the Clerk when 
it was before the House the other day. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that consent will be 
given, because the ommission of those sections would, I think, 
make the bill unexceptionable. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina that my understanding is that there is to be afurther amend- 
ment limiting the prohibition against hydraulic mining to cases 
in which such mining would interfere with navigable streams. 

Mr. COWLES. That was in the original bill. © 

Mr. BAILEY. It was notin the copy of the bill that I had. 

Mr.COWLES. If the gentleman will listen to the reading of 


| 
| 


| the bill he will see that it is there. 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, [ shall object to any change 
that does not open the bill for a fair discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
presenting the bill has the right to present it in the form ia 
which he desires the House toconsider it, nosecond having been 
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ordered. In other words, the mover may make any change that | 
he desires in the bill until it has been seconded and is in posses- 
sion of the House. The Clerk will report the bill as presented 
by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. WATSON. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that 
the bill having been once read and debated and its form deter- 
mined—— 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been debated. When it 
was presented, on a former occasion, a second was demanded, 
and tellers were appointed and took their places, but no quorum 
appeared, and the House adjourned; so that the motion has not 
yet been seconded. If the motion had been seconded the bill 
could not be altered; but it has not been seconded, and therefore 
the Chair thinks the bill may be altered as the mover desires. 
The Clerk will read the bill, omitting the sections indicated by 
the gentleman from North Carolina; so that the House may un- 
derstand exactly the proposition that is presented. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the bill having been read in 





full before, I suggest that the Clerk read now the 
that are proposed to be eliminated. 
done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was going to have the bill read 
in full as offered by the gentleman from North Carolina {|Mr. 
CowWLEs]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My suggestion would avoid the necessity 
for reading the bill in full. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It had better be read as now presented, so 
that the House may understand exactly what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill as now pre- 
sented. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a commission is hereby created, to be known as the 
California Débris Commission, consisting of three members. The Presi- 
dent of the United States shall, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint the commission from officers of the Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army. Vacancies occurring therein shall be filled in like 
manner. It shall have the authority, and exercise the powers hereinafter 
set forth, under the supervision of the Chief of Engineers and direction of 
the Secretary of War. 

Src. 2. That said commission shail organize within — days after its 
appointment by the selection of such officers as may be requ in the per- 

ormance of its duties, the same to be selected from the members thereof. 

‘he members of said commission shall receive no greater ee than 
is now allowed by law to each, respectively. as an officer of said Corps of En- 
gineers. It shall also = such rules and ag gee not inconsistent 
with law, to govern its deliberations and prescribe the method of procedure 
under the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 3. That the jurisdiction of said commission, in so far as the same 
affects mining carried on by the hydraulic process, shall extend to all such 
mining in the territory drained by the Sacramento and San Joaquin river 
systems. Hydraulic mining, as defined in section 8 hereof, directly or indi- 
rectly injuring the navigability of said river systems carried on in said ter- 

tory other than as permitted under the provisions of this act is hereby pro- 
hibited and declared unlawful. 

Sxc. 4. That it shall be the duty of said commission to mature and adopt 
such plan or plans, from examinations and — already made and from 
such additional examinations and surveys as it May deem necessary, 
as will segeees the navigability of all the rivers es said systems, 
deepen their channels, and protect their banks. Such plan or plans shall 
be matured with a view of making the same effective as the en- 
croachment of and damage from débris resulting from mining opera- 
tions, natural erosion, or other causes, with a view of rest , aS near as 
practicable and the necessities of commerce and na tion demand, the 
navigability of said rivers to the condition existing in 1860, and permitting 
mining 7 the hydraulic process, as the term is understood in said State, to 
be carried on without injury to the navigability of said rivers or the lands 
adjacent thereto. 

Sec. 5. That it shall further examine, survey, and determine the utility 
and practicability, for the purposes hereinafter indicated, of storage sites in 
the cafions and tributaries of said rivers and in the respective branches of 
said tributaries, or in the plains, basins, sloughs, and tule and swamp lands 
adjacent to or along the course of said rivers, for the storage of débris or 
water or as settling reservoirs, with the object of using the same by either 
or all of these methods to aid in the aaperemans and protection of said nav- 
igable rivers by preventing deposits therein of débris resulting from mining 
operations, natural erosion, or other causes, or for affording relief thereto 
in flood time and providing sufficient water to maintain sco force therein 
in the summer season; and in connection therewith to inves te such hy- 
draulic and other mines as are now or may have been worked by methods 
intended to restrain the débris and material moved in opera such mines 
by impounding dams, settling reservoirs, or otherwise, in general to 
make such study of and researches in the hydraulic industry as sci- 
ence, experience, and engineering skill may snegest as tical and useful 
= ee g a method or methods whereby such mining may be carried on as 
aforesaid. 

Sxc. 6. That the said commission shall from time to time note the condi- 
tions of the navigable channels of said river systems, by cross-section sur- 
veys or otherwise, and observe the effect thereon of such hydraulic mining 
operations as may be permitted by its orders. 

Sxo.7, That said commission shall submit to the Chief of Engineers, for 
the information of the Secretary of War, on or before the 15th day of No- 
vember of each year, a report of its labors and transactions, with plans for 
the construction, completion, and preservation of the public works out- 
lined in this act, together with estimates of the cost thereof, sta what 
amounts can be profitably expended thereon each year. The Recre! y of 
aan _— thereupon submit same to Congress on or before the meeting 

ereof. 

Suc.8. That for the purposes of thisact “hydraulic mining” and ‘‘mining 
= the hydraulic process are hereby declared to have the meaning and ap- 
plication given to said terms in said State. 

Sxeo. 9. at theowner orowners, orin thecase of acorporation its manager 


oragent appointed for that purpose, owning mining ground in the terri in 
the State of California mentioned in section 3 hereof, which it is to 


two sections | 
Task consent that that be | 


work by the hydraulic process, may file with said commission a verified 
petition, setting forth such facts as will comply with the rules prescribed by 
said commission. 

Sxo. 10. That said tition shall be accompanied by an instrument duly 
executed and acknowledged, as required by the law of said State, whereby the 
owner or Owners of such mine or mines surrender to the United States the 
right and privilege to regulate by law, as provided in this act, or any law 
that may hereafter be enacted, or by such rules and regulations as may be 
prescribed by virtue thereof, the manner and method in which the débris re- 
sulting from the workings of said mine or minesshall be restrained, and what 
amount shall be produced therefrom, it being understood that the surrender 
aforesaid shall not be construed asin any way affecting the right of such 
owner or owners to operate said mine or mines by any other process or 
method now in use in said State. 

Sec. 11. That the owners of several mining claims situated so as to re- 
Ge a common dumping ground or dam or other restraining works for the 
débris issuing therefrom in one or more sites may file a joint petition set- 
ting forth such facts in addition to the requirements of section 9 hereof; and 
where the owner of a hydraulic mine or owners of several such mineg have 
and use common dum: he sites for impounding débris or as — reser- 
voirs, which sites are located below the mine of an applicant not entitled to 
use same, such fact shall also be stated in said petition. Thereupon the 
same proceedings shall be had as provided for herein. 

S&c. 12. A notice specifying briefly the contents of said petition and fixing 
a time previous to which all proofs are to be submitted shall be published 
by said commission in some newspaper or newspapers of general circulation 
in the communities interested in the matter set forth therein. If published 
in a daily paper such publication shall continue for at least five days; ifina 
weekly paper in at leasttwoissuesofthesame. Pending publication thereof 
said commission, or a committee thereof, shall examine the mine and prem- 
ises described in such petition. On or before the time so fixed all parties 
interested, either as petitioners or contestants, may file affidavits, plans, 
and maps in support of their respective claims. Further hearings, upon no- 
tice to all parties of record, may be granted by the commission when neces- 
sary. 

SEc.13. That incasea majority of the members of said commission, within 
thirty days after the time so fixed, concur in a decision in favor of the peti- 
tioner or petitioners, the said commission shall thereupon make an order 
directing the methods and specifying in detail the manner in which opera- 
tions shall proceed in such mine or mines; what restraining or impounding 
works, if facilities therefor can be found, shall be built, and maintained; 
how and of what material; where to be located; and in general set forth 
such further requirements and safeguards as will protect the public interest 
and prevent injury to the said navigable rivers, with such further conditions 
and limitations as will observe all the provisions of this act in relation to 
the working thereof and the payment of taxes on the gross proceeds of the 
same: Provided, That all expense incurred in complying with said order 
shall be borne by the owner or owners of such mine or mines. 

SEc. 14. That such petitioner or petitioners must within a reasonable time 
present plans and s cations of all works required to be built in pursu- 
ance of said order for examination, correction, and approval by said com- 
mission; and bere po work may immediately commence thereon under 
the supervision of said commission or representative thereof attached thereto 
from said aor of Engineers, who shall inspect same from time to time. 
Upon = on thereof, if found in every respect to meet the requirements 
of the said order and said approved plans and specifications, permission 
shall thereupon be granted to the owner or owners of such mine or mines to 
commence mining operations, subject to the ecuditions of said order and 
the provisions of this act. 

SEc. 15. That no permission granted to a mine-owner or owners under this 
act shall take effect, so far as regards the working of a mine, until all im- 
pounding dams or other restraining works, if any are prescribed by the or- 
der —— such permission, have been completed and until the impound- 
ing or other restraining works or settling reservoirs provided by said 
commission have reached such a stage as, in the opinion of said commission, 
it is safeto use the same: Provided, however, That if said commission shall 
be of the ——- that the restraining and other works constructed at the 
mine or mines shall be sufficient to protect the navigable rivers of said sys- 
tems and the work of said commission, then the owner or owners of such mine 
or mines may be permitted to commence operations. 

SEc. 16. That in case the joint petition referred to in section 11 hereof is 
favorably acted upon, the commission shall fix the respective amounts tobe 

aid by each owner of such mines toward providing and building necessary 

mpounding damsor otherrestraining works. In theevent of apetition being 
filed after the entry of such order, or in case the impounding dam or dams 
or other restraining works have already been constructed and favorably 
considered, the commission shall fix such amount as may be reasonable for 
the privilege of re bene which amount shall be divided between the 
original owners of such impounding dams or other restraning works in pro- 
portion to the amount respectively paid by each party owning same. The 
expense of maintaining and protecting such joint dam or works shall be 
divided. among mine-owners using same in such proportion as the commis- 
sion shall determine. In all cases where it is practicable, restraining and 
impounding works are to be divided, constructed, and maintained by mine- 
owners néar or below the mine or mines before reaching the main tribu- 
taries of said navigable waters. 

SEc. 17. That at no time shall any more débris be permitted to be washed 
away from any hydraulic mine or mines situated on the tributaries of said 
rivers and the respective branches of each, worked under the provisions of 
this act, than can be properly cared for at or below said mine or mines, as 
per order of said commission, or by the restraining works erected in accord- 
ance with the directions of this act by said commission. 

Sc. 18. That the said commission — at any time, when the condition of 
the navigable rivers or when the capacities of all impounding and settling 
facilities erected by mine-owners or such as may be provided by Government 
authority require same, modify the order granting the privilege to mine by 
the hydraulic min rocess so as to reduce amount thereof to meet the 
capacities of the facilities then in use, or if actually required in order to pro- 
tect the navigable rivers from damage, may revoke same until the further 
notice of the commission. 

Sxc. 19. That an intentional violation on the part of amine owner or own- 
ers, company, or corporation, or the agents or anes of either, of the 
conditions of the order granted pursuant to section 13, or such modifications 
thereof as may have been made by said commission, shall work a forfeiture 
of the privileges thereby conferred, and upon notice being served by the or- 
der of said commission upon such owner or owners, company, or corpora- 
tion, or agent in charge, work shall immediately cease. Said commission 
shall take necessary steps to enforce its orders in case of the failure, neglect, 
or refusal of such Owner or owners, company, or corporation, or agents 
thereof, to comply therewith, or in the event of any person or persons, com 

any, or corporation working by said process in said territory contrary to 

aw. 

SEc. 20, That said commission, or acommittee therefrom, or officer of said 
corps assigned to duty under its orders, shall, whenever deemed necessary, 
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Asit said territory and all mines operating under the provisions of this act. | 
iv report of such examination shall be placed on file. 

Sxce. 21. That the said commission is hereby granted the right to use any 
of the public lands of the United States, or any rock, stone, timber, trees, 
brush, or material thereon or therein, for any of the ——- of this act; 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and requested, after 
notice has been filed with the Commissioner of the General Land Office by 
said commission, setting forth what public lands are required by it under 
the authority of this section, that such land or lands shall be withdrawn from 
sale and entry under the laws of the United States. 

Sc, 22. That any person or persons who willfully or maliciously injure, 
damage, or destroy, or attempt to injure, damage, or destroy, any dam or 
other work erected under the provisions of this act for restraining, im- 
pounding, or settling purposes, or for use in connection therewith, shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not to 
exceed the sum of $5,000 or be imprisoned not to exceed five years, or by both 
such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Sxc..23. That upon the construction by the said commission of dams or 
other works for the detention of débrie from hydraulic mines and the issu- 
ing of the order provided for by this act to any individual, company, or cor- 
poration to work any mine or mines by hydraulic process, the individual, 
company, or corporation operating thereunder working any mine or mines 
by hydraulic process, the débris from which flows into or is in whole or in 
part restrained by such dams or other works erected by said commission, 
shall pay a tax of 3 per cent on the gross proceeds of his, their, or its mine 
so worked, which tax of 3 per cent shall be ascertained and paid in accord- 
ance with regulations to be adopted by the Secretary of the Treasury. All 
sums of money paid into the Treasury under this section shall be set apart 
‘And credited to a fund to be known as the ‘‘débris fund,” and shall be ex- 
pended by said commission under the supervision of the Chief of Engineers 
and direction of the Secretary of War, in addition to the appropriations 
made by law in the construction and maintenance of such restraining works 
and settling reservoirs as or be proper or necessary: Provided, That said 
commission is hereby authorized to receive and pay into the Treasury from 
the owner or owners of mines worked by the hydraulic process, to whom 
permission may have been granted so to work under the provisions hereof, 
such money advences as may be offered to aid in the construction of such 
impounding dams, or other restraining works, or settiing reservoirs, or sites 
therefor, as may be deemed necessary by said commission to protect the 
navigable channels of said river systems, on condition that all moneys so 
advanced shall be refunded as the said tax is paid into the said débris fund: 
And provided further, That in no event shall the Government of the United 
States be held liable to refund same except as directed by this section. 

Src. 24. That the said commission, in order to secure harmony in work to 
be constructed for reclamation and drainage p Ss on said river systems, 
with present plans of river conservation, or with such plans as may here- 
after be adop' as provided by this act, having in view their protection 
from the encroachment of mining débris, or other material, and to promote 
efficiency and economy, is empowered to consult thereon from time to time | 
with a commission of engineers authorized to join such conference by the 
laws of the State of California. The result of such conferences shall be re- 
ported to the Chief of Engineers for transmission to Congress. The consent 
of the United States, in so far as it is necessary to confer same on account 
of its reserved control over said navigable rivers, is hereby granted to the 
State of California, or any municipal or local organization authorized b 
the laws of said State, to construct such works at its expense: Provided, 
That whenever the navigable waters of said systems are, or may be, affected 
thereby, the plans therefor shall be recommended by the commission cre- 
= by this act and approved by the Chief of Engineers, United States 

rmy. 

Sxc, 25. That said commission, in order that such material as is now or 
may hereafter be lodged in the tributaries of the Sacramento and San Joa- 
quin River systems resulting from mining operations, natural erosion, or 
other causes, may be prevented from injuring the said navigable rivers or 
such of the tributaries of either as may be navigable, is hereby directed and 
empowered, when appropriations are made therefor by law, or sufficient 
money is deposited for that purpose in said débris fund, to build at such 
points above the head of navigation in said rivers and on the main tribu- 
taries thereof, or branches of such tributaries, or at yf place adjacent to the 
same, or at any point calculated, in the judgment of said commission, to 
effect said object (the same to be of such material as will insure safety and 
permancy), such restraining or impounding dams and settling reservoirs, 
with such canals, locks, or other works adapted and required to complete 
same. The recommendations contained in Executive Document No. 267, 
Fifty-first Congress, second session, and Executive Document No. 98, Forty- 
seventh Congress, first session, as far as they refer to impounding dams or 
other restraining works, are hereby adopted, and the same are directed to 
be made the bases of operations. The sum of $15,000 is hereby appropriated 
from moneys inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately 
available, to defray the expenses of said commission. 


The SPEAKER. A second had been demanded on the motion 
to suspend the rules and pass this bill, and the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. COWLES] and the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BAILEY] had been appointed tellers. 

Mr.COWLES. I ask unanimous consent thatasecond may be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. WATSON. I object. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I wish to inquire whether by agreement 
section 27 has been stricken out of this bill? 

Mr. COWLES. Sections 21 and 22. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Then section 27 is still a part of the bill. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported, ayes 174, noes 3. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. | 
COWLES] is recognized to control the fifteen minutes in favor of 
the motion to suspend the rules, and the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr, BAILEY] to control the fifteen minutes against it. 

Mr. COWLES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. CAMINETTT]. 











[Mr. CAMINETTI withholds his remarks forrevision. See 
Appendix. } 


Mr. COWLES. I now yield three minutes and a halfto the 


gentleman from California [Mr. CurTImNe]. 
Mr. CUTTING. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allotted to 
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me I can only make a brief statement of the case under consider- 
ation, which statement will be based upon facts as they exist 
to-day and have for many years. 

Some ten years ago, through a decision of the Federal court, 
hydraulic mining in California was suppressed; injunctions were 
issued against the mines, and one of the largest and most impor- 
tant industries of the State of California was paralyzed. 

This condition of affairs was brought about through a conflict 
between the farmers and the hydraulic-mining interests, on ac- 
count of the débris from the mines flowing into the navigable 
streams and upon the land bordering thereon, not only interfer- 
ing with navigation but ruining thousands of acres of valuable 
farming land. 

Through this decision mines that had heretofore produced from 
ten to fifteen millions of dollars in gold annually were shut down 
and property amounting to $150,000,000 became worthless. The 
conflict between the farmers and miners had waged for years; 
both were endowed with individual rights; but the courts held 
that hydraulic mining should cease. Our State Legislature was 

owerless to render the miners avy relief, as it could not enact 
aws in conflict with the decision of the Federal court. But 
realizing the importance of the question, by joint resolution it 
appealed toCongress for aid, and in compliance therewith Con- 
gress passed an act which was approved October 1, 1888, enti- 


| tled ‘*An act for the investigation of the mining-débris question 


in the State of California.” 

Under this act a commission composed of eminent engineers 
was appointed for the purpose of ascertaining if some plan could 
not be devised whereby the conflict between the mining and farm- 
ing sections might be adjusted and the mining industry be re- 
habilitatéd without injury to the navigable rivers and the farms 
bordering thereon. After a most thorough investigation by this 
committee, a unanimous report was submitted to the Secretary 
of War in which the construction of impounding dams was rec- 
ommended as the only means whereby the mining industry could 
be resumed without injury to the navigable streams. 

The bill under consideration is framed on the basis of the re- 
port I have referred to. The passage of this bill authorizes the 
mine-owners to construct impounding dams at their own cost, 
under the direction and supervision of Government engineers, 
insuring absolute protection to the Government and without in- 
jury to public or private rights. : 

The passage of this bili will restore millions of dollars of prop- 
erty, now worthless, to its former value. It will set in motiona 
great industry, furnishing employment to thousands of skilled 
laborers and contribute to the country millions of dollars in gold 
every year. It is of the utmost importance to the State I have 
the honor in part to represent, and [ appeal to the members of 
this House to support the bill. . 

Mr. COWLES. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BOWERS]. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, the injunction granted by the 
courts against hydraulic mining in the State of California prac- 
tically confiscated nearly $100,000,000 worth of property of the 
mining people. That property was not owned by large com- 
panies or corporations of rich men, but most of it, as you know 
who know anything about hydraulic mining, was owned by men 
of limited means. Hydraulic mining does not require a mill and 
expensive machinery: of that character. The great cost is in 
building ditches to convey the water. So twenty, forty, or fifty 
miners put in their little earnings and their labor to dig ditches 
to carry the water to the gravel mines. The gold is extracted 
by washing. Ten millions of gold a year was being produced by 
these hydraulic mines when this injunction came. Now a hun- 
dred million dollars’ worth of property lies there absolutely idle. 

This bil! simply asks the appointment of a commission of 


| United States engineers to examine the question and see if that 


property can not be released to the owners, who are working 
miners of California, for their relief, as well as to the benefit of 
the rivers themselves. We are spending millions and millions 
of dollars annually—properly expending it—for the protection of 
the levees and building up the banks of the Mississippi River to 
protect the property of the plantation oWners along its banks, 
California miners are only asking thé small appropriation of 
$15,000 that they may be again permitted to use their own prop- 
erty, on which they have spent years of timeand all their means; 
and they think that they have just as good a right to this char- 
acter of protection as the property owners in the great Missis- 
sippi Valley. That is the question that is presented now by this 
bill: and I hope it will pass and the miners of California receive 
some recognition by the General Government as well as the set- 
tlers along the astetare Valley. 

| Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COWLES. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield now four minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. WATSON]. 
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Mr.WATSON. Mr.Speaker, if the people of California really 
desired the passage of this bill I should regret very much to op- 
pose their wishes; but it sometimes een that a people them- 
selves petition unwisely. It.sometimes happens that the people 
themselves make a mistake as to what is best for them, and I he- 


lieve most earnestly in this instance that we have before us a | 


dangerous bill, establishing a vicious precedent in itself and in 
its practice; as dangerous a bill as could possibly be introduced 
into this House. 

The gentleman from California who spoke on this side of the 
House afew moments ago [Mr. CUTTING] told us of $10,000,000 
of goki that was being annually extracted from these hydraulic 
mines while they were in operation, and also told us of the paraly- 
sis of the mining industry on account of thisdecision of the Fed- 
eral courts. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman did notstate why 
the Federal courts enjoined the operation of these mines; and it 
may be well worth while for us to pause for a moment and give 
attention while that system of hydraulic mining is explained. 
We all know, of course, that hydraulic mining consists in the 
washing down of the hills and mountains by pouring against 
them a stream of water through pipes, etc., and that the dé- 
bris or washings from these hills and mountains flow down 
into the valleys and into the beds of the rivers. Why, gentle- 
men, hydraulic mining has covered up thousands of acres of the 
most fertile lands that ever grew vineyards or grain or orchards— 
the richest land on the American continent. That system of hy- 
draulic mining has put out the light in thousands of happy 
homes. 

Mr. BOWERS. That is a mistake, as I can show the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. WATSON. That hydraulic mining has ejected from 
their farms and subjected to poverty and wretchedness thou- 
sands of farmers who never got a dollar of damages for their 
loss; and upon thet ground the Federal courts granted the in- 
junction against these mine-owners, and a more righteous deci- 
sion was never rendered by any tribunal in this land. When 
the gentleman from California expresses his regrets at the loss 
of the gold, I feel more inclined to express my regrets because 
of the: loss of the homes of the people who were ejected from 
their lands in order that that gold might be extracted from the 
hills and mountains. 

Now I want to call the attention of the House to the features 
of this bill. The gentleman from California [Mr. CAMINETTI1] 
spoke about the protection thrown around the public property 
and the rivers. e did not say a word, however, about the protec- 
tion of private property; and i call your attention and ask you to 
see for yourself if there is in the provisions of- the bill the slight- 
est protection thrown around the individual owner of the land 
upon whose farm and around whose little homes the débris will 
be washed if this operation is allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BOWERS. If the gentleman will allow me to tell him 
this—— 

Mr. WATSON. No, sir; I have no time to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. BYNUM]. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I have not given this measure 
that consideration that I would like tohave givenit. My under- 
——es is that these difficulties in California originated be- 
tween the hydraulic miners and the farmers. Now, under the 
pretense of improving navigation we are asked to go out and 
engage in the mining industry in California, at the same time 
taking part ina difficulty that arose there between parties en- 
gaged in private industries and private operations. My recol- 
lection is that there are no navigable streams to be benefited by 
— appropriation, so far as the Government is concerned, in 
this locality. 

I understand there is no navigation in any of those streams 
that are to be affected by the passage of this bill, and I think, as 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] has said, that the 
passage of this bill would establish one of the most dangerous 
precedents that could be established in this House, because it 
would be reaching out, not toimprove navigation, but under the 
pretense of improving navigation it would be an attempt to reach 
out and regulate a private industry anda private enterprise and 
to take charge of it in the State of California. I think gentle- 
men should well understand the provisions of this bill before 
ie cast their votes in favor of it. 

r. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, it is unpleasant to oppose a 
proposition which comes to this House supported, as this seems 
to be, by the entire delegation of a great State, and I regret that 
I can not support this one. 

Before proceeding to the merits of the proposition it may help 
us to a better understanding of the question to observe the con- 
ditions which now exist. As has been stated, a few years ago 
there arose a dispute, reaching almost to acollision, between the 
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to the courts, and hydraulic mining was enjoined. Therefore, 
to-day itis uniawful to prosecute mining under that process. 
The proposition before the House is—what? Itis to go down 
intoa sovereign State of this Union, and, by our action, to render 
lawfulthatwhich now isunlawfulthere. Inother words, the min- 
ers can not now work their property by this peculiar process, and 


| they seek to be relieved from the common law, which forbids them 
| to use it in this manner, by coming toCongress andasking us to 


create a commission, and to send that commission into the State of 
California toassume supervision over one of their industries. 

They say it is competent for Congress to do so, because the 
mining is unlawful, insomuch as it obstructs navigable streams. 
It is unlawfui also, Mr. Speaker, for the further reason that it 
destroys the property of people who reside along those streams. 
If those streams were not navigable, it would still be unlawful, 
by one of the oldest and soundést principles of the common law. 
It is unlawful upon the principle which declares that while every 
man is entitled to the full possession and enjoyment of his own 
property, yet that he must so use it as not to destroy the prop- 
erty of his neighbors. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. Is there any local legislation in the State of 
California bearing upon this subject? 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that there is none. 

Mr. BLAND. Then how did this question get into the Federal 
courts? 

Mr. BAILEY. The Federal courts enjoined mining by this 
process upon the ground that it was obstructing the rivers. 

Mr. BLAND. Then this matter does refer to river improve- 
ments? 

Mr. BYNUM. The stream is not navigable though. 

Mr. BAILEY. If that is the ground on which they seek to 
= it, why do they not go before the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors? They did gothere; and the scheme was rejected. 

Mr. COWLES. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

Mr. COWLES. Was it not put upon the ground that the 
stream was navigable? 

Mr BAILEY. Certainly; but the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors rejected thattheory. Itisasif the miners of California 
should come to Congress and say, ‘‘ Though you have no power 
to undertake the control of our industry, yet if you will put it 
upon the ground that we are obstructing navigable rivers, you 
can obtain jurisdiction and we will consent for Congress to super- 
vise our business, if only Congress will make that business law- 
ful.” Thatis the proposition. 

This bill assumes a power in the Federal Government to con- 
trol the mining industry in one of the sovereign States o/ this 
Union; and if it should become a law, there is not a single in- 
dustry that might not be subject to the same control. Mining 
is as much a private enterprise as manufacturing, or as mi!ling; 
and, therefore, if the Federal Government be given the right to 
control one, it might assume the right tocontrol the others. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio: Did not the Federal Governmen*’ have 
constitutional jurisdiction when it decided through the courts 
in the injunction case, toenjoin the business of hydraulic mining 
in California, on the ground of its interference with the navi- 
gability of rivers in that State, and hasit not like power now to 
regulate that business upon the same ground? 

Mr. BAILEY. Hydraulic mining was enjoined upon the 
ground that it was unlawful, and it might be very proper for a 
Federal court to enjoin an unlawful act without conceding the 
right of Congress to assume full control of the subject. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I understand that it was forbidden in the 
whole State of California. 

Mr. BAILEY. Forbidden by an injunction, and upon the 
ground that it obstructed navigation; but that is not the only 
ground upon which it is unlawful. 

Mr. POWERS. Was not the suit to which you refer a suit 
between private individuals? 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand it was a suit instituted by the 
Federal Government, but that only related to the rights of the 
Federal Government over navigable streams. I say to my friend 
from Vermont, and no man knows better than he does, that it is 
true, that if the Federal Government had not brought this suit, 
or had refused to prosecute it,a private citizen, whose home was 
destroyed and whose land was injured, could have had recourse 
to the same court and obtained an injunction, for it is not only 
unlawful as obstructing navigation, but as a nuisance against 
the people of that State. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman says that the injunction was 
based upon the fear that the débris would obstruct the naviga- 
ble waters. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir; the injunction was granted upon that 
ground, but hydraulic mining was unlawful for another reason 
also. 

Mr. HEARD. But if the work did notinterfere with the nav- 

-igation of any rivers, and there was no Federal question involved, 
wou'd not the State courts have exclusive jurisdiction to ad- 
just all questions arising between citizens of that State? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly, and then when they applied to the 
State court the miners would plead the act of Congress as their 
auth rity to do what they had done, nothwithstanding the fact 
that under the law of California it might bo unlawful. The 
could plead that in a State court, and defy the citizen of Cali- 
fornia who came there with his grievance and sought to obtain 
redress for his wrongs. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a@ question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I will ask the gentleman if this question 
was not presented to and thoroughly investigated by the Com- 
miitee on Rivers and Harbors, and ignored by them. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly it was. It is proper for me to say 
to my friend from California [Mr. CAMINETTI] and my friend 
from North Carolina [Mr. COWLEs] that the eliminations which 
have been made from the bill since the last suspension day have 
improved it very much. They have removed many of the fea- 
tures which I regarded as serious objections to it. But the bill 
stillassumes a powerin the Federal Government to go intoasov- 
ereign State in this Union and control its industries, and to pro- 
hibit such of them as are not pursued in accordance with the 
laws of Congress. No such legislation can have my support. 

Mr. BLAND. Has not the Federal Government done that in 
this case where the injunction was granted? 

Mr. BAILEY. Butany citizen could have done it in the courts 
of California. 

Mr. BLAND. They can go to those courts yet. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the mine owners would plead your act of 
Congress, and you are asked to make something lawful by that 
act which would be unlawful under the laws of the State. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. Under the gentleman's construction of the 
orovisions of this bil!, is it possible that hydraulic mining can 

conducted se that it will not interfere with the navigability 
of the streams and that it may not destroy the value of property? 

Mr. BAILEY. Itmayormay not. It depends upon the feasi- 
bility of the commission's plan. 

Mr. BOATNER. Was not the only damagedone to the prop- 
erty due to the fact that the débris being washed intoa naviga- 
ble river filled up the bottom, and in that way obstructed the 
water of the river so that it overflowed the valley below? 

Mr. BAILEY. That was one of the causes of damages. But 
another source of damage was washing down the mountain side 
and covering up the soil in the valley. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then, I understand the gentleman’s objec- 
tion is based upon the ground that hydraulic mining of this 
country interferes with the navigability of the streams and fills 
them up; but can the State of California authorize the conduct 
of a business which is by the United States? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly not; and that covers the proposition. 
You are asked to make lawful by the United States a business 
that is unlawful tinder the law of California. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then, you admit as the matter now stands, 
that this business can not be conducted under the laws of Califor- 
nia, but thatif an actof Congress were passed, the business could 
be carried on? 

Mr. BAILEY. Precisely. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then, why do you object to Congress giving 
these people the relief for which they ask, and without which 
act of Congress the difficulties in their way are insuperable. 

_Mr. BAILEY. There are thousands of instances in which the 
General Government is powerless to give relief from hardships 
that may oecur. We witness every day in our lives, under our 
peculiar form of Government, cases in which the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no authority to act, and it is no criterion by which 
to judge Federal power to say that Congress ought to act or else 
somebody will suffer a hardship. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COWLES. I now yield to the gentleman from California 
so much time as he desires. 


Mr. CAMINETTI wi s his remarks “isi | rill £3 , 
[Mr. CAMINETTI withholds his remarksfor revision. See | as under the Constitution one-fifth 6f the members “ present,” 


Appendix.] 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate upon this bill has ex- 
poe The question is upon the motion of the gentleman from 
or Carolina [Mr. COWLES], to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Mv. Speaker, upon that I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were ayes—119, noes 23. . 

Mr. WATSON. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from North 
Carolina 8 COWLES}, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
WATSON 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest time may be saved by 
taking the yeas and nays at once upon this question, and I de- 
mand them. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and_ 
they were refused, only 26 members voting in favor thereof. 
e House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 124. 

Mr. BAILEY (after the count had continued for some time). 
Mr. Speaker, I demand an announcement of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule as tothat. The practice 
is to give a reasonable time. Where that has been given the 
Chair thinks an announcement ought to be made. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I announce 10 votes in the 
negative. 

Mr. COWLES. Twelve gentlemen have gone through and 
been counted. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, the misunderstanding as to 
the count arises from the fact that since the affirmative vote was 
announced two gentlemen in the affirmative have passed be- 
tween the tellers, and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
COWLES] now counts them in the negative. 

Mr. COWLES. I do, because they did not give me time to 
announce them in the affirmative [laughter], and I do not wish 
them to be omitted from the count. 

The SPEAKER. What is the issue? 
derstand. 

Mr. WATSON. I have just said, Mr. Speaker, that the state- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. COWLES] that 
there were 12 votes in the negative would, unless explained by 
me, lead to a misunderstanding, and I think my remark was en- 
tirely pertinent. 

Mr. COWLES. Well, if you make the negative vote 2 less and 
add 2 to the affirmative vote, the result is the same. 

Mr. WATSON. That is how it ought to be. 

The count proceeded; and the tellers reported—ayes 146, 
noes 13. 

Mr. WATSON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. COWLES and others. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been refused. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The vote refusing the yeas and nays can be 
reconsidered. 

Mr. COWLES. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
House refused to order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WATSON. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As the question on ordering the yeas and 
nays is taken under the Constitution, which gives one-fifth of 
the members “ present” the right to order them, I submit, there- 
fore, that this is a motion which can not be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct; the question will be taken 
on the motion to reconsider. 

The question being taken, they were—ayes 93, noes 0. 

Mr. WATSON. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BLAND. As this is a proceeding under the Constitu- 
tion, which gives to one-fifth of the members , esent the right 
to order the yeas and nays, does it require a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. This isa motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BLAND. But it is a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were refused; and Isubmit that in su 
a proceeding a quorum is not required. The power to order 
the yeas and nays is expressly given by the Constitution to one- 
fifth of those ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am inclined to think that under the prac- 
tice a quorum is required, although it seems somewhat absurd 
that a quorum should be necessary on the motion to reconsider 
when a quorum is not required on the original motion; and, 
should a reconsideration be ordered, one-fifth of those present, 
whether there be a quorum or not, can order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAND. The point I make is, this is a proceeding un- 
der the Constitution, and as one-fifth of those present, whether 
a quorum or not, can demand the yeas and nays,a quorum is not 
necessary to reconsider the vote on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear any gentleman — 
the question, but will frankly state his present impression, that 


The Chair does not un- 


whether a quorum or not, may order the yeas and nays, a quo- 
rum is not necéssary on a motion to reconsider a vote upon order- 
—— yeas and nays. 

r. DOCKERY. I desire only to say that upon reflection, I 
am satisfied that the decision of the Chair is correct. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair at first thought differently, but 
on reflection it would seem that such must be the rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise toaparliamentaryinguiry. I amaware 
that there is no recorded vote on this question, but can any mem- 
ber except one who voted in favor of ordering the yeas and nays 
make a motion to reconsider the vote by which they were re- 
fused? 

The SPEAKER. There being no recorded vote, any gentle- 
man can make the motion to reconsider. That is the practice of 


the House. 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and the question re- 


curring on ordering the yeas and nays, they were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 144, nays 47, 


not voting 137, as follows: o 
YEAS—144. 

Alexander, Cummings, Johnstone,S.C. Pearson, 
Amerman, Curtis, Joliey, Pendleton, 
Bartine, Cutting, Jones, Price, 
Beeman, Daniell, Kribbs, uackenbush, 
Bentley, De Forest, Lagan, y; 
Bergen, Dickerson, Lawson, Va. Rayner, 
Bingham, Dingley, Lawson, Ga. Reed, 
Blaud, Dixon, Lester, Va. Robinson, Pa. 
Boatner, Doan, b Rockwell, 
Bowers, Dockery, Lockwood, Seerley, 
Bowman, Dolliver, Loud, Shell, 
Branch, Dungan, Lynch, Shively, 
Bretz, Durborow, allory, Shonk, 
Brosius, Edmunds, Martin, Stevens, 
Bryan, Ellis, McClellan, Steward, Ill. 
Bullock, English, McDonald, Tarsney, 
Bunn, Epes, McGann, Taylor, Ill. 
Bunting, Fithian, McKeighan, ‘Taylor, Tenn. 

usey, Flick, McKinney, Taylor, V. A. 
Byrns, Forney, McMillin, T 
Cable, Fowler, Meredith, Townsend, 
Cadmus, Fyan, Meyer, Tracey, 
Caldwell, Gantz, Montgomery, Van Horn, 
Caminetti, Geissenhainer, Moore, Washington, 
Campbell, Gorman, Mutchier, a. 
Castie, Hamilton, Newberry, Weadock, 
Catchings, Hare, O’Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Chipman, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wyo. Harries, O'Neill, Mo. White, 
Coburn, Hatch, Owens, Whiting, 
Coolidge, Hayes, Iowa Page, R. 1. Wike, 
Covert, Henderson, Iowa Parrett, Willcox, 
Cowles, Hermann, Patterson, Tenn Williams, N. C. 
Cox, N. Y. Hitt, Patton, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crawford, Johnson, N. Dak. Payne Wolverton, 
Crosby, Johnson, Ohio Paynter, Youmans. 

‘ NAYS— 47. 

Bailey Clarke, Ala. Kyle, Scott, 
Baker, Cobb, Ala. Lane, Snodgrass, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Lanham, Snow, 
Barwig, De Armond, Lester, Ga. Stewart, Tex. 
Blanchard, Everett, Livingston, Stout, 
ea — Haynes, Obi Me , Tacke 

roo aynes, Ohio Cc \ ucker, 
Brown, Hemphill, McRae, ‘Turner, 
Buchanan, Va. Henderson, N.C. Moses, Turpin, 
Bushnell, Henderson, [il. Outhwaite, Warner, 
Butler, Holman, Powers, Watson. 
Bynum, Ketcham, Sayers, 

NOT VOTING—137. 

Abbott, Craig, Pa. Johnson, Ind. Robertson, La. 
Alderson, Crain, Tex. Kem, Rusk, 
Allen, Dalzell, Kendall, Russell, 
Andrew, Davis, Kilgore, Sanford, 
Arnold, Donovan, Lapham, Scull, 
Atkinson, Dunphy, Layton, Simpson, 
Babbitt, Elliott, Lind, Smith, 
Bacon, Enloe, Little, Sperry, 
Belden, Enochs, Lodge, Springer, 
Belknap, Fellows. Magner, Stahinecker, 
Beltzhoover, Fitch, Mansur, Stephenson, 
Blount, Forman, McAleer, Stockdale, 
Boutelle, Funston, McKaig, Stone, C. W. 
Brawley, Geary, Miller, Stone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillespie, Milliken, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Goodnight, Mitchell, Storer, 
Broderick, Greenleaf, Morse, Stump, 
Brunner, Griswold, Norton, Sweet, 
Buchanan, N. J. Grout, Oates, Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows, Hall, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Capehart, Hallowell, O'Neil, Mass. Wadsworth, 
Caruth, Halvorson, Otis, Walker, 
Cate. Harter, Page, Md. Warwick, 
Causey, Haugen, Pattison, Ohio Wever, 
Cheatham, Heard, Peel, Williams, Mass. 
Chapin, Herbert, Perkins, Williams, LiL 
Clancy, * Hoar, Pickler, Wilson, Ky. 
Clover, Hooker, Miss. Pierce, Wilson, Wash. 
Cobb, Mo. Hooker, N. Y. Post, Wilson, Mo. 
Cockran, Hopkins, Pa. Raines, Winn, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Il. Randali, Wise, 
Compton, Houk, Ohio Reilly, Wright. 
Coombs, Houk, Tenn. Reyburn, 
Cooper, Huf, Richardson, 
Cox, Tenn. Hull, Rife. 


Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JosePpH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Hurr. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. PIERCE with Mr. EzRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

For this day: 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. GRISWOLD. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Houx of Tennessee. 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. REYBURN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. CRAIN of Texas with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. BARTINE. I am announced as being paired with the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON], but that relates 
only to political questions. I have voted on this question. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I desire to withdraw my vote, 
— paired with my colleague [Mr. COGSWELL], who is absent 
ill. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam paired generally with the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox], but the pair does not include this question, 
and I have voted. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am paired with the gentieman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE], and withdraw my vote, having voted simply 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. BARWIG. Iam sorry to state, Mr. Speaker, that my col- 
league [Mr. BRICKNER] is absent from the House on account of 
sickness in his family. Iask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. STONE] and voted only to make a quorum. I with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to record my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentlemanin the Hallof the House 
and failed to hear his name? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I was not immediately in the Hall, hav- 
ing been called temporarily to the door. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request of 
the gentleman under the rule. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ALLEYS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr.Speaker,I submit aconference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5119) “‘to prevent the build- 
ing of houses along certain a in the city of Washington, and for other 
purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same amended to read as follows: 

“That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful to erect 
or piace a dwelling house on or along any alley in the District of Columbia 
where such an alley is less than 30 feet wide and is not supplied with sewerage. 
water mains, and light: Provided, That no dwelling house hereafter erected 
or placed in any alley shall in any case be located less than 20 feet back clear 
of the center line of such alley, so as to give at least a 30-foot roadway and 5 
feet on each side of such roadway clear for a walk or footway, and that it 


shail be unlawful to erect or place a dwelling house in or along any alley 
which does not run straight to and open at right angles upon one of the 
yublic streets bordering the square in which such alley is located, with at 
least one exit 15 feet in the clear. 

“Sec. 2. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 


act are hereby repealed.” 
Amend the title to read: 
“An act regulating the construction of buildings along alleyways in the 
District of Columbia.” 
And that the Senate agree to the same. 
JNO. J. HEMPHILL 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
A. C. HARMER, 
Managers on the part of the House 
E. O. WOLCOTT. 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


So(two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended | statement, to accompany the bill (H. R. 5119) to prevent the building of 
and the bill passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 


houses along certain alleys in the city of Washington, and for other pur- 
poses, by the House conferees. 


The House passed this bill,which provided that no houses for the dwelling 
of human beings should be constructed on any alley within the District 
of Columbia which was less than 40 feet in width. The Senate having 
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amended this peopomeans and the House having refused to concur, the con- 
ferees have agreed to report that hereafter no dwelling houses shall be built 
in alleys less than 30 feet in width, and which have not ween provided with 
light, sewerage, and water mains. The bill provides further that no dwell- 
ing house shall be constructed on any such alley less than 20 feet back, clear 
of the center of such alley, so as to give at least a 30-foot roadway and 5 feet 
on each side of such roadway for a walk, and that all such alleys upon which 
houses shall be constructed shall have at least one exit of 15 feet, and that 
the alley shall run at right angles to one of the streets bordering the square 
upon which it is situated. 

This bill asks for no expenditure from the public Treasury, and makes no 
provision that any expense shall at any time be laid upon the public. 

JNO. J. HEMPHILL. 








The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There isanother report, Mr. Speaker, from 
the conferees, which I now call up. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 3971) to provide for the 
opening of alleys in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same amended as follows: 

To section 1 of the Senate amendment add, after the words “‘ necessary for 
the public health,”’ the words: 

* Provided, That in the opening, extension, widening, or straightening of 
an alley it shall be lawful to close any original alley, or part of an or al 
alley, the fee of which is in the United States, which may thereby become 
useless or unnecessary, and that it shall also, in like manner, be lawful to 
close any other alleys or parts of alleys, the title thereto to revert to the 
aerece or persons who dedicated the same for alley purposes, or to their as- 
8 a" 

n section 3 of the Senate amendment, line 8, after the word “less,” insert 
the words ‘per square foot;”’ also in line 9, after the word ‘‘ value,”’ insert 
the words “ per square foot.”’ 

In section 5 of the Senate amendment, in line 14, after the word ‘‘ and,” in- 
sert the following: “in case of failure to pay the amount so apportioned.” 

insert, to stand as section 9 in the Senate amendment, the following: 

“Tf any moneys from the sale of land in which the United States is inter- 
ested shall remain after carrying out the provisions of the preceding sec- 
tions of this act, such moneys shall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.”’ 

Change the numbering so that section 9 in the Senate amendment shall 
stand as section 10. 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
A. C. HARMER, 
Managers on the part of the Housé. 


E. O. WOLCOTT, 

JAMES McMILLAN, 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Statement by the House conferees to accompany the bill (H. R. 3971) entitled 
“A bill to provide for the opening of alleys in the District of Columbia.” 
To provide for the opening of alleys in the District of Columbia, the House 

passed a bill amending the act which was passed for the city of Washington 
alone in 1842. The Senate substituted for this a bill containing a number of 
sections providing for a complete system for opening, widening, straighten- 
ing, and extending alleys within the District of Columbia. The House havy- 
ing refused toconcur in these amendments, the bill was referred toa commit- 
tee of conference and they report back certain amendments to the Senate bill 
which provides asafe and complete system in the opinion of the conferees for 
the opening and extending of alleys. 

The bill provides that all parties interested shall be notified; that the 
damages and benefits for the opening and widening of the alley shall be as- 
sessed by a jury of twelve men; that the total expense shall be paid by the 
parties benefited; and that where an existing alley is condemned, the land 
of the alley shall revert to the original owners or their ass . In theevent 
that any part of the alley belongs to the United States Government, it is 
~rovided that this shall be sold ata price not less than the assessed value, and 
that the money received from this sale, after complying with the various 

provisions of the bill, shall be turned into the Treasury oi the United States. 
he bill moreover confirms whatever acts have been done by the Commis- 

sioners in the opening and closing of alleys since 1871. 

The whole cost of the proceedings, including the cost of condemnation, 
shall be borne by the parties benefited, and there are nodemands of any kind 
to be made upon the public Treasury under the bill. 

JNO. J. HEMPHILL. 


The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 8533) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
vot-s of thetwo Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GORMAN, 
Mr. STEWART, aud Mr. ALLISON as conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

{t also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Harriet W. Shacklett. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2420) 
‘to require patents to be issued to land actually settled under 
the act entitled, ‘An act to provide for the armed occupation and 
settlement of the unsettled part of the peninsula of Florida,’” 
approved August 4, 1842; in which concurrence of the House was 
requested. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (A. R. 7454) authorizing and directing the sale of cer- 
_ ow belonging to the United States, situate in Pitts- 

urg, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief of Amelia R. Webster; 

A bill (S. 371) granting a pension to John Chamberlain; 

A bill (S. 479) for the relief of Mrs. E. Trask; 

A bill (S. 639) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O’Brien; 

A bill (8.1279) for the correction of the military record of 
Wilhelm Spiegelburg; @ 

A bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to Abigail L. Finney; 

A bill (S. 3061) to pension Edith S. Read; 

A bill (S. 3201) to provide for holding terms of court in the 
district of Montana; 

A bill (S. 3447) to extend the privileges of the first and sev- 
enth sections of the act of June 10, 1880, to the ports of Bangor 
and Vanceboro, Me.; . 

A bill (H. R. 402) to establish a division line between land of 
the United States and the Pittsburg, Fort Wayne, and Chicago 
Railroad Company; and 

A bill (H. R. 8153) providing when plaintiff may sue as a poor 
person and when counsel shall be assigned by the court. 


FUNDING OF COUNTY INDEBTEDNESS, OKLAHOMA. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for motions to sus- 
pend the rules rests with the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the 
Committee on Territories to call up the bill (H. R. 9580) to ratify 
and approve an act of the Legislature of the Territory of Okla- 
homa, providing for the funding of county indebtedness in said 
Territory. I move to suspend the rules and put the bill upon 


its pee e. 
, he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of the First Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 
oer Oklahoma, cree on the 24th day of December, 1890, to issue 
funding bonds to fund the debt of the various counties of said Territory, is 
hereby ratified, approved, and confirmed: Provided, That the bonds issued 
under said act shall be redeemable at the pleasure of the county issuing the 
same at any time after the expiration of five years from the date of their 
issue, and must be redeemed on or before the expiration of ten years; and 
that the interest on said bonds shall be payable semiannually at a rate not 
to exceed 6 per cent per annum. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I ask unanimous consent that a second 
be considered as ordered. This measure is entirely unobjec- 
tionable. 

The SPEAKER. Unless a second is demanded, the Chair will 
put the question on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

There being no second demanded, the question was taken; and, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and 
the bill passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LESTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I believe the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors was passed over on the last call 
without lee ; 

The SPEAKER. On the last call of committees for motions 
to suspend the rules, the following proceedings took place,which 
the Chair will direct the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors having been called— 

Mr. BLANCHARD said: 

Mr. Speaker, [am directed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to 
ask the House to permit the committee to be passed at this time, and not to 
lose its place in the cal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BLAN- 
CHARD] asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
be passed at this time with the understanding that it is not to lose its place 
in the call. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


IMPROVEMENT OF BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GEORGIA, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now call the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors to move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The bill (H. R. 9581) was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be authorized to pay to C. P. 
Goodyear, his heirs or assigns, upon the procurement by said C. P. Good- 

ear, his heirs or assigns, of a practicable channel over the outer bar of 

runswick, Ga., at least 100 feet in width, and of a minimum depth of 22 feet 
at ordinary mean high tide, on or before November 1, 1892, the sum of $10,- 
000, upon the procurement as aforesaid on or before January 1, 1893, of a 
depth of water in said channel over said outer bar of a minimum depth at 
ordinary mean high tide of 23 feet, $10,000 more, to be paid in manner 
aforesaid; upon the procurement as aforesaid on or before March 1, 1893. of 
a depth of water in said channel over said outer bar at 2 minimum depth at 
ordinary mean high tide of 24 feet, $10,000 more, to be paid in manner afcre- 
said; upon the | yi weno ye as aforesaid on or before May 1, 1893, of a depth 
of water in said channel over said outer bar of a minimum depth at ordi- 
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nary mean high tide of 25 feet, $10,090 more, to be paid in manner aforesaid; 
upon the procurement on or before October 1, 1893, of a minimum depth in 
aid channel over said outer bar of 26 feet at ordinary mean high tide, and 
ofa th of not less than 125 feet, $10,000 more, to be paid in manner aforesaid; 
upon the procurement on or before January 1, 1894, of a minimum depth in 
channel over said outer bar of 27 feet at ordinary mean high tide, and of 
@ Width of not less than 150 feet, $10,000 more, to be paid in manner afore- 
said; upon the procurement on or before March 1, 1 in the channel afore- 
said, of a minimum aopth of 28 feet at ordinary mean high tide, and of a 
width not less than feet, $10,000, to be paid in manner aforesaid; and 
should the depth of 25 feet at ordinary mean high tide in said channel over 
se d outer bar be procured on or before the time aforesaid, and maintained 
r two ye for the width named therea/ter, $25,000 in addition, to be paid 
in manner aforesaid; and should the depth of 26 feet at ordinary mean high 
tide for the width named be procured on or before the date named, and 
maintained for two years thereafter, 850,000 in addition, to be paid in man- 
ner aforesaid; and should 27 feet be procured on or before the time stated, 
in the manner stated, and maintained for two years thereafter, $75,000 ad- 
ditional, to be paid in manner aforesaid; and should 28 feet be procured 
on or before the time stated, in the manner stated, and maintained for two 
pore thereafter, $100,000 additional, to be paid in the manner aforesaid; 
ut only one of such additional sums above stated for maintenance of 
= aforesaid shall be paid as aforesaid. The said C. P. Goodyear his 
heirs and assigns, shall perform said work on said outer bar by the explos- 
ion of dynamite on the bottom of said channel or sunk beneath the bot- 
tom of said channel, in his or their discretion, and not otherwise; and the 
channel to be deepened as aforesaid shall be north of the present buoyed- 
out channel, so that said work shall not interfere with the commerce of the 
port of Brunswick during the progress of such work. The Secretary of War 
shall detail an officer of engineers toexamine and report upon said work from 
time to time, at such times as the said C. P. Goodyear, his heirs and assigns, 
announce that they have complied with the conditions as to any of the depths 
and widths named, or as to the maintenance of depths from 25 to 28 feet, both 
inclusive, and payments to be made as aforesaid upon the certificate of such 
engineer that such depth and width, or such maintenance, has been accom- 
plished in accordance with the provisions of this act. And the money nec- 
essary to carry out the provisions of this act is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


My HOLMAN. LI hope that the report covering this bill will 
read, 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demauded? 


Mr. LESTER of Georgia. I as unanimous consent that a sec- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wiil recognize the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to control the time in opposition to 
the bill, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LESTER] to con- 
trol the time in favor of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indianais recognized, 
and the Clerk will read the report in his time. 

The report (by Mr. LESTER of Georgia) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 9265) to provide for the improvement of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., 
pe considered the bill, and recommend its passage with amendments as 

ollows: 

Strike out all after the word “‘aforesaid,’’ in line 30, down to and including 
the word “aforesaid,” in line 40. 

Strike out the word “ fifty,’ in line 48, and insert “‘ twenty-five.” 

Strike out all after the word “aforesaid,” in Jine 49, down to and including 
the word “ aforesaid,’’ in line 58. : 

Strike out, in line 72, the words “from,” “‘to,” and ‘‘eighth” and insert 
the words ‘‘of,” “and,” and ‘‘six.” 

Strike out, in line 72, the words “ both inclusive.” 

The condition of the outer bar at Brunswick requires that work be done 
See it to prevent its shoaling and to deepen the channel of entrance to the 

arbor. 

Under the authority of Congress a survey ofthis outer bar was made by 
the Government engineers, reported to this House by the Secretary of War, 
a 19, 1891 (Executive Document No. 34, Fifty-second Congress, first 
session). 

The cost of the work necessary to be done to secure a depth of 26 feet at 
mean high water on this bar is $2,700,000 according to the estimates submit- 
ted in that report. 

In order to deepen the channel over the bar by some easier and cheaper 
means, experiments have been made by the city of Brunswick under the su- 
f secrms and direction of one of its citizens, Mr. Goodyear, by explosions of 

ynamite. The results sofar seem to justify the belief that the channel may 
be widened and deepened by this means. 

This bill as amended authorizes C. P. Goodyear to prosecute this experi- 
ment further at his own expense, and provides that he shall be compensated 
a , a8 follows: When on or before the Ist day of November next 
a practicable channel of 22 feet depth at mean high tide and 100 feet wide shall 
be procured, he shall be paid $10,000; for 23 feet on or before January 1, 1893, 
$10,000; for 24 feet on or before March 1, 1893, $10,000; for 25 feet on or before 
May 1, 1893, $10,000; for 26-feet depth and 125 feet width on or before October 
1, 1898, $10,000; and should the depth of 25 feet at ordinary mean high tide in 
said channel over said outer bar rocured and maintained for two years 
$25,000 additional shall be paid, and for 26 feet procured and maintained for 
two year’s, #25,000 additional. 

The committee think that the probabilities of good results from this ex- 
periment are sufficient to authorize the measure, and recommend the pass- 
age of the bill as amended. 

The affidavits of Samuel A. Brockington, and Benjamin A. Fahm, pilots, 
and letters of G. Williams, commander, of steamship State of Texas, and 
Arthur B. Connor, commander of steamship Rio Grande, are herewith sub- 
mitted as part of this report. They show the condition of the outer bar at 
or and the feasibility of the plan suggested for deepening the chan- 
nel. 


Affidavit of Samuel A. Brockington, pilot, Brunswick, Ga. 
STATE OF GEORGIA, County of Glynn: 


In person appeared Samuel Brockington, who, being duly sworn, deposes 
and says that he has been a pilotin active service over the outer bar of Bruns- 
wick, Ga., for eee Fenny and is thoroughly acquainted with said bar, with 
all changes which ve occurred, and with its present condition; that the 
channel entrance over said bar was as shown on the charts of 1856 to 1879, and 
continued a practically straight channel easy of entrance and exit, with the 


depth shown in said charts, until 1885, when it commenced shoaling and anew 
channel with less —_ of water north of it, inedgeof north breakers, which 
was tortuous and dificult of navigation, requiring the sharp turning of ves- 
sels at the shoalest point ahd showing less depth of water than the o!d chan- 
nel; that in October, 1889, the schooner Alpharata Campbell, loaded with rail- 
road fastenings and spikes, Was wrecked in the effort to enter said channel, 
and that in 6 months it became impossible to use it, another channel open- 
ing in the mean time to the southward, curved and more difficult of navigation 
than the first channel referred to, but not ascrooked as the second, and with 
18 feet at ordinary mean high tide. 

That ip July and August, 1891, an experiment was tried with dynamite at 
the shortest point across the shoals, constituting the bar, and deepened a 
new channel in a straight cut across said bar toover 20 feet at ordinary mean 
high tide. This said new channel was in the early winter of 1891-92 buoyed 
by the Government, and is the only channel over said bar now in use, and 
that sald channel has not shifted or shoaled, and deponent, from his obser- 
vation of the experiment with <soeee. is satisfied that continuous explo- 
sions of dynimite in a straight channel across said bar will deepen it to 26 
feet at ordinary mean high tide, and perhaps to 28 feet, and from the permia- 
nence of the result of the work already done believes it will maintain itself 


permanently. 
SAMUEL A. BROCKINGTON. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me on this the 28th day of May, 1892. 
(SEAL. ] ALVAN B. ROWE, 
Notary Public, Giynn County, Ga. 


Affidavit of Benjamin A. Fahm, pilot, Brunswick, Ga. 


STATE OF GEORGIA, County of Glynn: 


In person appeared before the undersigned, a notary public in and for said 
county, Benjamin A. Fahm, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he 
has always resided in Brunswick, Ga., and has been familiar with the waters 
of the harbor of Brunswick from his youth to date; that he is now 45 years of 
age; that he has been a pilot, engaged in active service on the outer bar of 
Brunswick, Ga., for nineteen years, and for many years in charge of tug- 
boats to vessels inward and outward over said outer bar, and is thor- 
oughly f: with said bar, and for the past three years has been harbor 
master of the port of Brunswick; that when he first became acquainted with 
the depth of water over said bar, on the —— day of March, 1866, there was a 
reliable depth of water over said bar at ordinary high tide of 23 feet, and 
that said depth of water was maintained without shoaling or shifting until 
1885 in a straght channel to sea, when said channel began to shoal and fill 
up, and a new channel opened, which was crooked and difficult of egress and 
ingress, necessitating the t of a vessel sharply in the shoalest water 
in said channel, and which was buoyed out by the Government, and which 
was on the aoe of the north breakers, and showed at least 3 feet less water 
than the old straight channel above referred to. 

That in October, 1889, the schooner Alpharetta Campbell, loaded with rail- 
road spikes and fastenings, in an effort to comeinto said north channel went 
outside of it, went aground and wrecked, whereupon said crooked north 
channel rapidly began shoaling, and by spring of 1890 was not available for 
the vessels entering or leaving the port, a new channel having opened to the 
southward, which was also a curved channel, showing but about 18 feet at 
ordinary mean high tide; that vessels continued chartering here of draft 
from 19 feet to 21 feet, which were delayed through the summer of 1890 and 
winter of 1891 frequently until spr tides, and at times were unable to go 
out on the spring tide, many of which were ready to sail, and were detained 
over another month wait for higher spring tides; that in February, 1891, 
there were six vessels lying in the lower sound ready for sailing, which were 
unable to go out on the short spring tides of March and were all detained 
over until the spring tides of April, such detention proving a great injury 
to the port. 

That at the instance of C. P. Goodyear, the mayor and council placed de- 
ponent, with one of the pilots on the bar, in charge of a tugboat, with in- 
structions to commence at the north breakers and sound over the bar at all 
— from there to south breakers, with a view to finding some outlet with 

eeper water than that in the last-named channel, which had opened to the 
southward, and that deponent continued such investigation, making runs 
across said bar with said tugboat, covering the whole distance from the 
north to the south breakers without finding any outlet showing deeper wa- 
ter than that in the last-named new south channel; that in this emergency 
an effort was made by the mayor and council to procure a dredge to cut out 
the short shoal on the outer bar, which was unavailing, whereupon Mr. 
Goodyear proposed trying the experiment of blasting upon said bar with 
large charges of dynamite, which experiment wassanctionedand conducted 
under the direction of the board of trade and mayor and council of Bruns- 
wick, Ga., and under the immediate direction of C. P. Goodyear, the origi- 
nator of the idea, permission having been obtained from the Government 
officer in charge to try such experiment. 

That the cut was made across said shoal, which during the prevalence of 
a northeast storm widened and deepened, and that the work was continued 
from July 19 to August 21, 1891; that said cut across said bar was made at a 

int where, during the examination with a view to finding deeper water, 
eponent had found but 17 feet at ordinary mean high tide; that on the con- 
clusion of said dynamite work there was in said cut 20.3 feet of water, as 
corrected by the tide-gauge established by the Government, at ordinary 
mean high tide, and that the shoal was shortened from the 15-foot curve on 
the outside to the 15-foot curve on the inside at least 500 feet; and that, on 
the 16th day of August, prior to the conclusion of this dynamite work, a ves- 
sel drawing 19 feet 6 inches of water went out over the new channel so made 
to sea without touching; and that on the 18th day of August, prior to the 
conclusion of said work, deponent towed the ship Agra, drawing 20 feet 9 
inches at spring tide, three-fourths of an hour before tide was full, over said 
new channel to sea, said vessel not touching, and-answering her helm and 
following the tugboat without swerving, although said ship Agra had en- 
deavored to goto sea via the old channel on spring tides of July, and grounded 
in the old southern channel, and had been dragged to the inner harbor with 
great difficulty by the combined efforts of all the tugs in the harbor. 

And deponent further swears that he examined said bar on the 24th day of 
November, 1891, after a long period of prevailing northeast storms, and 
found the same depth of water which had been obtained at the conclusion of 
the work on the 2ist day of August, 1891; that he has frequently since that 
date been through said new channel now buoyed out by the Government as 
the channel entrance to the harbor of Brunswick, and sounded same, and is 
prepared to say from such soundings that there has been ne shifting or 
shoaling of said cut made by dynamite, as aforesaid; and deponent further 
swears that he has knowledge of all vessels ente and leaving the port of 
Brunswick, and that prior to such dynamite work no vessel drawing as 
much as 19 feet could safely go over the then exist. channel to sea, exceyt 
upon spring tides, and that since the cutt out of said dynamite channel 
no vessel from 19 feet to 20 feet has been detained in the harbor at ordinary 
mean high tide, and that no detentions have occurred except during short 
neap tides, and tides made excessively short by prevailing westerly and 
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northwesterly winds, and that said work of last 





has 


ara aan 


proved of vast benefit to the commerce of the port Ww 
Deponent was in charge, under the ms of the mayor and council, 
of the tugboat used as a tender, during the . and watched 
their progress, and fully believes from his of said Py his 
knowledge of the work accomplished by the ex ture of ,000 that 
reasonable expenditure with the use of dynamite a the greeter 
And deponent further swears that, from his observation during the whole 


progress of this dynamite work, that the current upon either ebb or flood 
tide nagnaly increased in velocity through said cut as said deepening pro- 


gresse 
BENJ. A. FAHM, Harbor Master. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me on this the 20th day of May, 1822. 
[SEAL] ALVAN B. WE, 
Notary Public, Glynn County, Ga. 


Lelier of Capt. Williams, commanding steamship State of Texas, Mallory Line. 
BRUNSWICK, GA., May 27, 1891. 
Hon. Henny G. TURNER, House of Representatives, Washington: 


DEAR Sire: I have been requested by citizens of Brunswick to address you 
a letter in relation to the deepening of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., by 
the use of dynamite, in July and August, 1891, and to state my knowledge of 
the conditions of the bar before and after the explosions. 

Iam master of the ee State of Texas, of the New York and Texas 
Steamship Company line of ships, known as the Mallory Line, plying regu- 
larly between the port of New York and the port of Brunswick, Ga., and have 
been master of said ship engaged in such service for eight years. 

Prior to 1889 the entrance to the harbor of Brunswick was by a curved 
channel on the edge of the north breakers, difficult to navigate, necessitating 
the turning and change of direction of ship at shortest and most difficult 

tof the channel, with the depth of water on said channel not exceeding 
feet at ordinary high tide. In the fall of 1889 the schooner Al tta 
Campbell, loaded with railroad spikes and fastenings, in the effort to enter 
said channel, grounded and became a wreck, and said channel rapidly shoaled 
until it became unnavigable. The Government buoyed out another channel 
across the bar at a point north of Sunbeam wreck and south of No. 4 
es which was a curved channel with not exceeding 18 feet at ordinary high 
tide. 

The dynamite channel, a straight cut acress said bar north of last-named 
channel, was cut out at a point where the depth of water was much lessthan 
in said last-named channel, and when s2id work with dynamite was com- 
pleted gave a depth of water over the bar on a straight channel much easier 
of navigation than said last-named channel and the first-mamed channel of 
20.3 feet at spring tides, said dynamite channel being an improvement in 
depth over said outer bar of at least 2 feet. 

have navigated said channei, entering and leaving the bar of Brunswick 
upon my regular trips to this date, and the depth of water by said 
dynamite explosions has maintained itself without additi work and with- 
out shoaling or in direction, and the length of shoal across said bar 


“ 


between ample deep water on the outside and ample deep water on the inside 
has been greatly shortened the cutting out of the bar upon the inside, di- 
rectly due to the said dynamite explosions. believe that a continuance of 
said dynamite explosions will greatly — said channel, and 
judging from the a of the depth of said te channel for 
nearly a year, I believe that any additional depth obtained by additional ex- 


plosions of dynamite will be maintained, as the current is directly in line 
with said dynamite channel. 
Range lights is something that is very badly needed in this port. With 
those this port could be entered day or night. 
Respectfully, yours, 
G. WILLIAMS, 
Commander Steamship State of Texas. 


P. §.—I understand the above matter has been before the Light-House 
Boord and approved. Can not you do something to help it along? 


Letter of Capt. Arthur B. Connor, commanding S&S. 8S. Rio Grande, Mallory Line. 
BRUNSWICK, June 2, 1892. 

DEAR Sin: I have been requested by the citizens of Brunswick, Ga., to ad- 
dress you a letter in relation to the dee of the outer bar at that port 
by the use of dynamite, in July and August, 1891; and from know!l- 
edge I can state that as master of the steamer Rio Grande, of the “ Mallory 
Line,” plying regularly between the port of New York and the port of Bruns- 
wick for the past four years, that the channel formed by the explosions of 
dynamite on the outer bar at the port of Brunswick is a success. 

The channel ts a straight cut across the outer bar, makingitavery safeand 
easy ae to navigate by day, and with two range lights would be equally 
so by t. 

The channel over the bar prior to 1889 and thechannel buoyed by the Gov- 
ernment in the fall of 1889 each had erous turns at the shoalest point of 
the bar. While the dynamite channel iss t it has also given us an in- 
creased depth of water over the bar of about 2 feet, which it has maintained 
without any additional work, without shoaling, nor ch its course. 

I also find the dynamite channel has not only maintained its depth, but it 
has widened, and the shoal on the outer bar has been cut away on the inside, 
making the distance much shorter from ample deep water on the inside to 
ample deep water on the outside, which is due to the channel formed by the 
Sy of dynamite on the bar. I believe that a repetition of said dyna- 
mite explosions Mg pe! deepen this channel. And as the current is di- 
rectly in line with this channel, and as said channel has maintained its depth 
for nearly a year, I believe any additional depth obtained by a repetition of 
the said dynamite explosions on the outer bar and in the said dynamite 
channel will be permanently maintaned. 

Very respectfully, 
ARTHUR B. CONNOR, 
Commanding 8S. S. Rio Grande, Mallory Line. 
Hon, HENRY G. TURNER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] has expired. 
Mr. LESTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the bill proposes to 
improve the harbor of Brunswick, Ga., by a process which is al- 


together new, but which has been experimented upon at that 


place for such atime as to show that the probability is that the | 


result may be what is expected. 
The barbor of Brunswick isan importantone. Itcommandsa 
great commerce, and it appears that instead of the harbor being 
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improved the is now being filled up. Last yeara survey 
was made by he Enlace Corps for the improving of the outer 
bar, so as to secure 26 feet of water at mean high tide. To ac- 
com that it was necessary to erect certain jetties in the man- 
ner known to engineers, the cost of which under this survey was 
estimated at $2,700,000. 

To accomplish this result, however, in a cheaper manner, ex- 
a have been made in the explosion of dynamite in the 

ttom of the channel, by which it is expected that the same re- 
sult will be accomplished at a cost of less than $100,000. I think 
a depth of 26 feet can be procured by the eee of $100,000. 
This bill does not propose to expend even that amount. It pro- 
peo to agree to an arrangement by which Mr. Goodyear, who 

as had charge of these experiments in Brunswick, shall receive 
$10,000 for an increased depth of 1 foot, making the total depth 22 
feet. He is to receive that if he secures that depth for a width 
of 100 feet in the channel. For the next foot, making the depth 
23 feet, he is to receive $10,000 more; for the next foot $10,000 
more, up to 26 feet; that upon maintaining this depth of water, 
25 or 26 feet, he shall have an additional $25,000, provided he 
maintains the depth of 25 feet for two years, and $25,000 more 
if he maintains it at 26feet. The agreement under the contract 
is that unless he secures this depth of water the Government 
shall pay ee 
a DOCKERY. What is the appropriation carried in the 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia. Theappropriation will result in no 
expenditure unless the plan sunesal 

Mr. HENDERSON of Towa. 
as follows: 

And the money necessary to carry out the provisions of this act is hereb 
appropriated out of any money im the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And $10,000 is to be paid by the 
Ist of November next. Dces not this bill appropriate the whole 
$100,000? 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia. It does. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Why was this not incorporated 
in the river and harbor bill? Is it not a matter that that com- 
mittee had jurisdiction of? 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia. Itis a separate matter. Certainly 
the River and Harbor Committee have jurisdiction of it. How- 
ever, this plan was progressing, and these experiments were in 
progress. Some people were urging, of course, this $2,700,000 
project, and it was considered impracticable on account of the 
expense of it. They were experimenting to see whether or not 
this other plan could be carried out. This bill has b°en intro- 
duced since the river and harbor bill was made up. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if this bill has the approval of the constitutional lawyers of the 
Howse. (Laughter., 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia. If the gentleman will inform me 
who the constitutional lawyers of the House are, and to whom 
I shall apply for that information, I will gladly ask the opinion 
of the constitutional lawyers of the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will my friend allow me an- 
other question? Iam simply asking for information. I would 
like to ask if the engineers recommended this? 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia. The engineers are in doubt about 
it, and do not recommend it. That is to say, they do not recom- 
mend it formally. They think that the dynamite will do the 
work, but that it will notremain permanently. They think that 
it will have some effect. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What is the amount which the 
engineers claim this will cost? 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Over $2,000,000. 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia. The engineers claim it would cost 
#2,700,000 to get 26 feet of water under the plan which they have 
previously undertaken by building jetties; but I will say to the 
House that if this work is not permanent, if it is accomplished 
in the way in which this contract we engineers of the 
department being the judges of that—if it does not accomplish 
any permanent result, it is a cheaper experiment and a cheaper 
thing for the Government toexpend thatamountannually. The 
sum of $25,000 annually will be sufficient to maintain it for any 
number of years, and the expense under the plan of $2,700,000 
would be very much ter t. the actual expense of keeping 
the channel open under this plan if it succeeds. 

I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Perhaps the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
| TURNER] will state if there has been any estimate submitted for 


| this work. 
Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the attention of 


The lastclause in the bill reads 


sss 


a 


Mr. TURNER. 
_my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN). bas been called to this 
| bill. There is more economy in it than in that famous provision 
| he himself has engrafted on the rules of this House. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. That is not saying very much for it. 

Mr. TURNER. The city of Brunswick, Mr. S , is & 
growing seaport, whose importance has arisen within the last ten 
years. Fromitis beginning to be carried out many cargoes of 
bulky freight, such as lumber, phosphate rock, naval stores, and 
cotton. The depth of the outer bar being inadequate to the 
commerce, coming in and going out at that place, ships some- 
times had to lie by within the bay for six weeks in order to have 
tides on which they could reach the ocean. The channel was 
not only shallow, made so by the grounding of a ship laden with 
railroad iron, but the channel became tortuous. 

The city of Brunswick, finding that the River and Harbor 
Committee of the House was unwilling to enter upon new proj- 
ects, undertook the experiments with dynamite, to which my 
colleague has just alluded. Taking acut across the bar, and north 
of this tortuous and narrow channel, the gentleman mentioned in 
this bill having obtained permission of the local engineer, under 
the auspices of the city council, with an appropriation of $6,500, 
tried the experiment with dynamite. 

At that point, the pilot, whose affidavit has been read, says 
the depth was only 17 feet when this experiment was begun, 
which was lastsummer. Several monthsafter the experiment it 
was found that the depth had been increased to 20 feet, an increase 
of 3 feet. During last winter it was found that the depth was 
uniformly maintained; and I notice recently in a newspaper that 
a steamship laden to such depth that she drew over 21 feet of 
water, went out on mean high tide without touching on this 
bar, through this new track, and over this new channel. 

I say we despair of having the Government enter upon the 
proposition made by the local engineer for the improvement of 
this bar on the jetty system, because it proposes an expenditure 
of $2,700,000. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors at this 
very session refused to enter upon that project because it was a 
new project. It is desirable to obtain a depth of 26 feet and 
over, 

I call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to the fact 
that the gentleman who has undertaken this experiment, pro- 
poses to get this depth of 26 feet and ata cost to the Govern- 
ment of only $100,000. The bill has the further provision that if 
he does not succeed, he will not obtain a single cent out of the 
Treasury of the Government of the United States. If we can 
succeed by this way of extending as an experiment aprivate en- 
terprise of this kind, we may make it possible to engraft it upon 
that system which now prevails of improving our rivers and 
harbors in such a way as not only to enable us to greatly reduce 
the expenditures upon those improvements, but if the expendi- 
ture is not reduced, the good effects may be vastly augmented, 
and we may obtain so much more for our money. 

In other words, the enterprising people of Brunswick have 
shown, by their own money, that by the use of this modern ex- 
plosive they have already obtained an increased depth of about 
3 feet over that bar. They simply ask that one of their citi- 
zens may ‘be allowed to experiment still further for the benefit 
of the entire commerce of the country, with the understanding 
that if he does not obtain such increased depth over the bar, the 
money he expends in the experiment shall be at his own loss and 
the Government shall not be taxed a single cent. 

I feel sure that my friend from Indiana when he comprehends 
this matter will give to it his sanction and support. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend from Georgia state whether 
any estimate has been submitted to Congress in regard to this 
matter, except the one he has stated? 

Mr. TURNER. There has not been, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has this project ever been submitted to the 
Chief of Engineers and received his approval? 

Mr. TURNER. I am not aware that it has. But, to_be can- 
cid with my friend, and not conceal anything from him, I under- 
stand that the Engineer Department is not disposed to favor this 
scheme of using dynamite in this project. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are the payments to be made proportionate 
to the extra depth of water obtained? 

Mr. TURNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the proposed depth to be reached, 
according to the bill? 

Mr. TURNER. I willinform my friend from Maine, that when 
a depth is reached of 22 feet at mean high tide, this gentleman is 
to receive $10,000, and when he reaches a depth of 23 feet at mean 
high tide he is to receive $10,000 more, and so on up to 26 feet, 
making an appropriation if he is successful, of $50,000. That is 
to be certified to by an engineer to be detailed by the Engineer 
Department. But, I will add further, that on a certain increase 
of width and maintenance of 25 feet in depth for two years, he 
shall receive \$25,000; and when he increases it to 26 feet and 
maintains it for two years at this increased width, then he is to 
receive an additional $25,000, making, as my colleague stated, an 


aggregate cost only of $100,000 if it is successful, otherwise it 
costs the Government nothing. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. [ do not think he can do it, but I 
will vote for the measure as an experiment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Buthe has done it in partalready. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass this bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. “Sass 

The House divided. 

The SPEAKER. On this question, the ayes are 109, the noes 
4; two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules are sus- 
pended and the bill is passed. 


HOUSE BILL NO. 7520. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter 
from the Secre of the Treasury to the President, recom- 
mending that lines 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17, on page 7, of House bill 
No. 7520, be eliminated from said bill. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona (when the Committee on Mines and 
Mining was called). Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining to move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill which I send to the desk, an act (S. 1958) to submit 
to the Court of Private Land Claims, established by an act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarra- 
han to the cho Panoche Grande, in the State of California, 
and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim, petition, and om or copies thereof re- 
lating to or touching the grant m by Manuel cheltorena, governor of 
Upper California, to Vicente P. Gomez, in the year 1844, of the cho Pan- 
oche Grande tract of land, in the State of California be, and the same are 
hereby, referred to the Court of Private Land Claims, established by an act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1891, and said court is hereby vested with the 
powers and jurisdiction to hear and determine and adjudicate the validity 
of said grant, and to render final judgment thereon, and in determining the 
same shall for the purposes of this act hold such sessions as may be neces- 
sary, at the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, and shall exer- 
cise the ers and sition that were possessed by the former United 
States district court for the southern district of California, which had power 
and jurisdiction to hear and determine the appeal from the Board of Land 
Commissioners created under the act of March 3, 1851, entitled anact “to as- 
certain ahd settle private land claims in the State of California,’ and the 
acts amendatory thereof, on the claim of said Vicente P. Gomez to the said 
tract of land known as the cho Panoche Grande; and that William Mc- 
Garrahan, claiming to have uired by ubsequent purchase, for a valuable 
consideration, the title of said Vicente P.Gomez to said tract of land, and as 
successor to the rights of said Vicente P. Gomez, may at any time, within 
six months from the of this act file his petition in said court asking 
for the confirmation of grant and judgment thereon and may prosecute 
said petitjon and cause t the United States in thatcourt; and it shall 
be the duty of the custod Of the records and papers in said cause before 
said Board of Land Commissioners to transmit them to the clerk of said 
court immediately upon the passage of this act; and such proceedings shall 
be had on said petitionin the said court as might have been had in said dis- 
trict court between the said Vicente P. Gomez an‘ the United States, irre- 
spective of any subsequent proceedings that may have been had in said dis- 
trict court or in any court of record of the United States. 

Sxc. 2. That upon the trial of questions or issues arising on the hearing of 
said petition herein provided for the said court shall receive as evidence of 
said grant and boundaries thereof the —— expediente presented by the 
said Gomez tothe said Governor Manuel Micheltorena, and the disefio or map 
accompanying same, or a copy thereof, the depositions and other evidence 
produced before said Board of Land Commissioners, or copies thereof, and 
all depositions, proofs, testimony, or affidavits taken before any circuit or 
district court of the United States, in the State of California, or the clerks 
of such courts, or any commissioner appointed by said courts, or before any 
notary public, or before any committee of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States, or of any map or record of 
any department of the Government of the United States, or of any act of 
Congress through which the aforesaid boundaries set forth in said expediente 
and the title to the said lands can be shown protected, and established, or of 
any oral or written testimony or deposition or copies thereof. concerning 
said record touching said grant from said Governor Manuel Micheltorena to 
said Vicente P. Gomez, or any patent or record of a patent for any portion 
of said lands in ony of the departments of the Government signed by the 
President of the United States or by his private secretary authorized to sign 
land patents. or of any record of a patent having the signature of the Presi- 
dent of the United States thereto, and other lawful evidence concerning the 
rights of the parties before the court. 

Src. 3. That if said court shall find and adjudge that the said grant from 
said Governor Manuel Micheltorena to said Vicente P. Gomez was vatid and 
protected under and by virtue of the treaty between the said Government of 
the United States and that of Mexico, commonly known as the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, and the laws of Congress to give effect to the same, the 
said court shall report such finding and judgment to the Secretary of the 
Interior, who shall cause a patent to be issued therefor to said William Me- 
Garrahan, as the successor of the said Vicente P. Gomez, or his heirs or as- 
signs, for the land embraced within the aforesaid boundaries, except as 
hereinafter provided, and that the survey made by the United States sur- 
veyor-general for the State of California and approved by said surveyor- 
meneral on the 1ith day of September, 1862, which survey was approved by thr 
Secretary of the Interior December 29, 1862, and is now on file in the Generai 
Land Office, shall be considered as forming part of the lands embraced within 
said boundaries: Provided, That no finding or judgment of the said court in 
favor of said William McGarrahan or his heirs or legal representatives or 
assigns, or patent to be issued under authority of such findings, and judg- 
ment shall be held to take from the present holders any portion of said tract 
of land so described which has been heretofore disposed of by the United 
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States, er upon which there are any smel or room jon worms, or the 
lands claimed in connection with such reduction or _ works, or u 
which there shall be found at the date of the e of t pct afty ttlers 
having actual residence theron. And it is hereby made the duty o e Sec- 
retary of the Interior, on receipt of any report made to by the sald court 
in favor of said McGarrahan, to forthwith ascertain in sich mannér 4s may 
seem to him the most certain and expeditious what tracts of land have been 
conveyed or are otherwise embraced by the reservation of this pro , and 
for the residue of said land shall issue a patent to said William McGarrahan, 
as hereinbefore provided. . 

Sec. 4. That if the court shall adjudge in favor of said William McGarra- 
han as provided in section 8, the United States shall indemnify the said Wil- 
liam McGarrahan for such portion of lands as may have been heretofore and 
may hereafter be disposed of by the United States within the aforesald boun- 
daries and for the use and occupation of the same, ahd for an’ eral or 
valuable substance Whatever extracted from said lands by any person or cor- 

ration other than the said William McGarrahan, and if the said court shall 

nd that the said William McGarrahan is or was entitled in law or equity to 
the minerals or valuable substances on, in, or under said lands; and to that 
end it is hereby made the duty of said court to ascertain the value of such 
portion of said lands so disposed of, or to be disposed of, and of the use and 
occupation thereof, and of the minerals or other valuable substances so ex, 
tracted, less the value of the improvements, if any, made upon said lands 
and the cost of mining and extraction of said minerals and valuable sub- 
stances;, and said court shall render judgment against the United States 
and in favor of the said William McGarrahan for the amount so ascertained. 

Src.5. That the United States or the said William McGarrahan, if dissat- 
isfied with the pone of the said court, may, within six months, apply 
for, and the said court shall, upon the application of either party, fron an 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States: Provided, further, That 
no patent nor any of the land scrip shall issue to the said MeGarrahan un- 
less he shall first execute and deliver to the Secretary of the Interior a deed 
conveying to the United States all his right, title, and interest to the lands 
which 7, the terms of the proviso of the third section of this act are to be 
excepted from the said patent. 

EC. 6. That the foregoing proceeding may be be and prosecuted by the 
said William McGarrahan or his legal representatives, as herein provided, 
notwithstanding any statute heretofore enacted or decision heretofore made, 
and according io the very right and justice of the case. The Attornéy-Gen- 
eral, or one of his associates, shall represent the United States in any pro- 
ceedings under this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona and Mr. BURROWS asked unanimous 
consent that a second be considered asordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SMITH] to control the fifteen minutes allowed for 
debate in favor of the bill, and the gentleman from Indiana 
{[Mr. HOLMAN] the fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I was directed by the 
Committee on Mines and Mining to present this bill to the House. 
It isa Senate bill, which has passed that body at this session. 
The history of this case is well known to many members of this 
House, especially to the older ones. 

For some twenty-six years it has been before Congress. Ithas 
been oe aren passed upon favorably by committees, and the 
bill has several times passed one House or the other, but never 
both Houses at the same session. By the report which accom- 
panies the bill it is shown that at some five different times, under 
the constituted authorities of the Government, this claim of Mr. 
McGarrahan has been decided in his favor, but through the in- 
fluence and opposition of what was known as the New Idria 
Mining Company, even the patent to the lands, which was di- 
rected to be issued by the President of the United States, Mr. 
Lincoln, was never delivered. The court records in the case 
were subsequently mutilated, and — were taken for years 
and years after the adjudication of the matter. This bill pro- 
vides for the protection of whatever settlers may be on the lands 
in the controversy, and, having started out opposed to the claim 
and having examined it through three separate committees in 
three separate Congresses, [ am thoroughly convinced that this 
is a strictly meritorious bill and that it oughtto pass. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Why does not this case come within the 
provisions of the law establishing the Court of Privats Land 
Claims? : : 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. My friend’s question would open up 
the whole case, which it would take five hours to state or read. 
The case was presented away back in 1853 to the California Com- 
mission, and was decided in McGarrahan’s favor. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. That is not the question. The question is 
why does it not come within the provisions of the law establish- 
ing the Court of Private Land Claims? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Because the law does not apply to 
that State. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Not to California? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. No; because the Californialand titles 
were settled under the old California Commission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have always sympathized 
with Mr. MeGarrahan in his long contest for this property; he 
is an excellent gentleman, and, as between him and the company 
that has been contesting his claim, I have always believed that 
he was right and have always voted for his claim as against the 
company. But I am not satisfied that his claim against the 


United States is well founded. The principal proposition in- 
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volved here is found in the fourth section of the bill which pro- 
vides as follows: 


That jf the court sha adjudge in favor of said with aR cGarrah 
as proviged in on on 3, the United States shall idemnity the said Wiliam 
M an for such portion of land as may have been heretofore and ma: 
hereafter be disposed of by the United States within the aforesaid bound- 
aries and for the use and décupation of the same. 

So far that is all right so far the provision here seems to be 
Sicent easonable. I think that if the determinafion is in favor 
of Mr. McGarrahan he should have ali that the Government has 
received from the sale of the lands or that it may receive here- 
after, and to that extent Lthink there is no objection to the bill. 
But it then proceeds as follows: 

And for any mineral or valuable substance whatever extracted from said 
— by any person or corporation other than the said William McGarra- 

The trouble with the bill is right there. I will ask my friend 
from Arizona how much mineral (quicksilver) it is estimated has 
been taken out of those mines? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ihave no knowledge of any estimate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have you no idea of the amount? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I have not. The only question that 
I considered was whether Mr. McGarrahan was entitled to this 
or not. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. The court will determine that, I presume. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will it amount to a million dollars, more or 

Ss? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I donot know. To speak with per- 
fect fairness, I will say to the gentleman that I do not believe it 
will amount to any great sum like that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ell, how much? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ido not know. 
tell the gentleman without hesitation. 
to venture on a mere conjecture. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I know that some years ago the state- 
ment was made in the House by a gentleman who had investi- 
gated the subject and reported in favor of Mr. McGarrahan that 
it would amount to a very large sum. It seems to me that the 
chairman of the committee reporting this bill ought to know 
something about that. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Court of Claims would find that out, 
would they not? 

Mr. HOLMAN . Certainly; the Court of Claims would find it 
out; but this is to be a final judgment—— 

Mr. BURROWS. The last section of the bill provides that 
either party may appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, so that the rights of the Government are fully Pee 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it will be a final judgment if given by 
the Court of Claims and affirmed by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. BURROWS. If this property belongs to McGarrahan the 
judgment ought to be final. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it follow that the United States should 
be required topay a large sum of money—no one seems to know 
how much—on account of metals taken out of these mines by the 
c»rporations which obtained possession of the land? 

Mr. BOATNER. Why should not this man be permitted to 
go into court and establish his legal right to recover from the 
Government, if he has such right? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We waive everything by this bill—the stat- 
ute of limitations. 

Mr. BOATNER. Do we waive anything more than the stat- 
ute of limitations? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, nothing more; except as to the measure 
of recovery for quicksilver taken by the company. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman thinkit consistent with 
the dignity and honor of the United States to keep a man out of 
his rights twenty-five or thirty years by ae to enact legis- 
lation which would secure him his rights, and then to plead the 
statute of limitations? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The contest was between him and the com- 
pany which got possession. Why could he not recover against 
thatcompany who got possession of this property? 

Mr. BOATNER. I suppose because there was some law of the 
United States which prevented it, or because he did not have a 
legal ae ee them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not, if he had a good title? 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not know that I can answer definitely 
the gentleman's question; but this bill, as I understand, simply 
gives tothis man the right to sue the Government of the United 
States. Unless he has a legal cause of action against the Gov- 
ernment the permission will not amount to anything; if he has 
such cause of action, he ought to be allowed to go into court and 
assert his right against the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink there has been a great deal of injus- 
tice done to this gentleman by somebody; but whether by the 
United States I do not know. 


If I knew, I would 
I do not wish, howéver, 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. Why not let the court, which is the crea- 
ture of the United States, decide that question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, let them go into court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question is whether we should remove 
the bar of the statute of limitations to admit a claim against the 
Government which may involve a large amount of money—no- 
body seems to know how much—when not a dollar of benefit has 
inured to the United States, but all the benefit has gone to the 
corporation that obtained possession? Why is not that corpo- 
ration made a party in some way or other; why can it not be 
reached? 


itations. Has there ever been a tims when Mr. MeGarrahan 


could go into court against the Government for the assertion of | 


his rights? 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The only time he could go ints court 


his case. 
session of the land? 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ah, there is this!ong history again, 
saturated with fraud from the start. 


Mr. HOLMAN. If he recovered judgment, how did it happen | 


that he did not obtain the benefit of the judgment? 


dent he has not studied the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ have not looked into it for many years, but 
no one seems informed as to facts. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. After Mr. McGarrahan had obtained 
judgment before that commission in California an appeal was 
taken, as under the law it could be, to the district court of the 
United States sitting in California. In that court, a court hav- 
ing jurisdiction, he again obtained judgment. From there the 
case came to the Supreme Court of the United States, where it 
was decided in his favor again. A mandate from the Supreme 
Court was sent down to the court in California. That mandate 
was never filed, or, if filed, it was hidden. So this man was 
kept out of his rights under the judgment for years. In the 
mean time a patent was issued to him by the President of the 
United States—a patent which he never got. The recordsof the 
court in California, as is plainly shown, were mutilated and then 
destroyed; and several years after final judgment had been ob- 
tained his opponents came in with an entirely new case against 
him, without notice to him. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The patent to which the gentleman from 
Arizona refers was signed by Abraham Lincoln, after a personal 
investigation of the claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why was it not delivered? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. It was stolen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why was not a duplicate issued? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Because of the conspiracy in the Land Office. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask why was not a duplicate issued? That 
would have been just as good. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The same conspiracy continued. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All through those years? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Three or four Secretaries of the Interior 
ordered the issue; but subordinate officers, under one pretense 
or another, refused to carry out the instructions, as is clearly 
shown. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman say the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office refused to obey the order of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Two of them refused. There were three or 
four orders which were disregarded. You will find all this mat- 
ter in the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to know—my friend seems to be 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Let me have the ear of my friend a moment 
further. When this matter was before the Housein former years 
it was considered to be rather a matter between McGarrahan 
and the New Idria Mining Company. Now why, as a matter of 
fact, can McGarrahan not maintain an action in his own behalf 
if he lost the benefit of the former judgment? Why can not he 


| maintain it now against thiscompany and recover? That would 
| seem to be the proper course to pursue. Because here it is pro- 


vided that the Government is to pay for the very mineral—no 


| One seems to know of what value—that the company got the 
| benefit of. The Government never got a dollar of it. 
Mr. SOATNER. The gentleman speaks of the statute of lim- | 





familiar with the matter—how did it happen that Mr. McGar- | 


rahan recovered in the district court of California, which re- 
covery was affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States, 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Iam told that the wildest guess puts it at 
not more than $200,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What, $200,000? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. That is the amount; or less, as has been 


| Stated to me. 
he did go; he went before the California commission and won | 


Mr. HOLMAN. Dol understand my friend to say that the 


| whole of ths quicksilver taken from this mine would amount to 
Mr. HOLMAN. If he won his case why did he not obtain pos- | 


less in value than $200,000? 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Thatis what Il amtold. Of course I am not 


a miner and have no persona! knowledge upon the subject. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If the gentleman from Indiana will 
pardon me, I would ask him how does he undertake to assume 


| that that will be paid for under this bill? 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I will tell the gentleman. It is evi- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Why should it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, the bill itself provides that McGarra- 
han shall not only be indemnified for such portions of the land 
as may have been disposed of by the United States, but it goes 
on to provids the compensation— 

For any mineral or valuable substance whatever extracted from said lands 
by amy person or corporation other than the said William McG arrahan. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But the gentleman knows that that 
depends. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On what? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Provided under the general law, at 
the time of the grant, the grant from Mexico carried the miner- 
als with it; which is a question of great doubt. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then why not strike out that provision of 
the bill the words ‘‘ providing compensation for any minerals or 
valuable substances taken from the lands”? 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I would like to ask where a copy of this 
bill may be had? I have failed to find one. 

Mr. DICKERSON. You can get them at the desk. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The court only gives a fair hearing 
in the case, and that Mr. McGarrahan is certainly entitled to. 
Let us have a vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill should provide that this New 
Idria Quick Silver Company should be made a party with the 
Government, and let the matter come up properly for consider- 
ation. I think the recovery should be against this company, 
that got the benefit of the minerals. I do not see why it should 
be against the United States for the minerals, when the Govern- 
ment got none of the benefits. We are not in the habit, gentle- 
men, of paying for the mistakes and laches of public officers asa 
rule, oat yet that is exactly what this bill means. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Arizona to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division demanded by Mr. 
HOLMAN there were—ayes 98, noes 17. 

Mr. FORNEY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] and the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
SMITH] to act as tellers. 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 67, 
not voting 116; as follows: 


and yet obtained no benefit from it? YEAS—145. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Some years afterwards they, without notice | Alderson, Bynum, Cummings, Hatch, 
to him, obtained a new appeal,on which this matter was dis- | Alexander, Byrns, Curtis. Hayes, lowa 
missed, on the ground that there was fraud on his part. The | {Siuson, eis i iain a 
fraud consisted in Pacificus Ord, who was the United States at- Bailey, Caldwell, De Forest, | Henderson, lowa 
torney of the district of California at the time, having acquired | Bartine, emeeth eee Henderson, N C. 
an interest in this land: and it was said that he represented the | pendant aa." Seneen” a 
Government when he had a direct personal interest in the mat- | Bergen, Catchings, Durborow, Hooker, N. Y. 
ter himself, and that in his own interest the judgment was per- | Bingham, power Les ' ‘ ey TL. 
mitted to go against the Government. But the fact was that | Bland. | Glatk, Wyo. Boeche’ ooo 
Pacificus Ord had frankly reported to the Government all the | Bowers, Compton, Epes, — Johnson, Ind. 
facts regarding his connection with the matter and asked to be | Bowman, Coolidge, Everett, Johnson, N. Dak. 
relieved; but he was permitted to goon. So that there was no | Breminridge, Ark. Sooner eae aa — 
fraud committed against the Government and the Government | Bretz, : Cowles, Gantz, ’ Ketcham. 
was well apprised of what its attorney there was doing. That | gm Gos, a cee. Kyle, 
matter was suppressed, however, and not brought to the notice | punting, Cramieea, a” ol 
of the Supreme Court. | Burrows, Crosby, Harmer, Lawson, Va 
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Layton, Mutchler, Rockwell, Washington, 
Lester, Va. Newberry, Scott, Waugh. 
Livingston, O’Ferrall, Seull, Weadock, 
Lock wood, O’ Neil, Mass. Shively, Wheeler, Ala. 
Long O'Neill, Pa. Shonk, Wheeler, Mich. 
Lyn O'Neill, Mo. Simpson, Whiting, 
Mallory Page, R. I. Stephenson, Willcox, 
Martin. Parrett, Steward, IL. Williams, N. C. 
McClellan, Patterson,Tenn. Stewart, Tex. Wilson, Wash. 
McDonald, Pearson, Sweet, Wise, 
McGann, Pendleton, Tarsney, Wolverton, 
MeKaig, Perkins, Taylor, V. A. Wright, 
Meredith, Post, Tillman, Youmans. 
Meyer, Raines, Townsend, 
Milliken, Ray, Van Horn, 
Moore, Robinson, Pa. Warwick, 
NAYS—67. 

Amerman, Dolliver, Lawson, Ga. Sayers, 
Bankhead, Edmunds, Lester, Ga. Seerley, ‘ 
Brookshire, Fithian, Lind, Shell, 
Brosius, Forney, Mansur, Snodgrass, 
Busey, Goodnight, McCreary, Snow, 
Bushnell, Grady, McMillin, Sperry, 
Butilez, Hall, McRae, Stone, C. W. 
Capehart, Halvorson, Montgomery, Stone, W.A. 
Cate Hamilton, Moses, Stout, 
Clover, Harries, Oates, Taylor, Il. 
Cobb, Ala. Harter, Otis, Tucker. 
Cutring, Haugen, Outhwaite, Turner, 
Dalzeli, Holman, Patton, Warner, 
Davis Johnstone, S. C. Payne, Watson, 
Dickerson, Kem, Paynter, Williams, Il. 
Dingiey, Kendall, Powers, Winn. 
Dockery, Lanham, Reed, 

NOT VOTING—116. 
Abbott, Cockran, Jones, Richardson, 
Allen, Cogswell, Kilgore, Rife. 
Andrew, Coombs, Kribbs, Robertson, La. 
Arnold, Cox, Tenn. Lane, Rusk, 
Bacon, Craig, Pa. Lewis, Russell, 
Baker Culberson, Little, Sanford, 
Beeman, Dixon, Lodge, Smith, 
Belden. Dunphy, Loua. Springer, 
Belknap, Elliott, Magner, Stahinecker, 
Beltzhoover, Enloe, McAleer, Stevens, 
Blanchard, Fellows, McKeighan, Stockdale, 
Blount, Fitch, McKinney, Stone, Ky. 
Boutelie, Flick, Miller. Storer, 
Brawley, Funston, Mitchell, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fyan, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brickner, Geary, Norton, Taylor, E. B. 
Broderick, Geissenhainer, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, Gillespie, Owens, Terry, 
Brunner, Griswold, Page, Md. Tracey, 
Brvan. Hallowell, Pattison, Ohio Turpin, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hare. Peel, Wadsworth, 
Buchanan, Va. Hemphill, Pickler, Walker, 
Caruth Herbert, Pierce, Wever. 
Cheatham, Hermann, Price, White, 
Chapin, Hitt, uackenbush, Wike, 
Clancy, Hoar, Randall, Williams, Mass. 
Clarke, Ala. Hopkins, Pa. Rayner, Wilson, Ky. 
Cobb, Mo. Houk, Tenn. Reilly, Wilson, Mo. 
Coburn, Huff, Reyburn, Wilson, W. Va. 


So (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the bill was passed. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pair: 


For this vote: 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HERMANN. 


Mr. BAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote. 


When my name 


was called I was undecided in my mind and did not vote. 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall of the House, 


and did he fail to hear his name called? 


Mr. BAKER. 


The SPEAKER. 
man’s request. 


Mr. LOUD. 


from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] I desire to withdraw my vote. 


I was in the Hall of the House and heard my 
name called, but was undecided how to vote. 
The Chair could not entertain the gentle- 


Mr. Speaker, being paired with the gentleman 
Ido 


not know how he would vote if he were present. 
Various members changed their votes. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


Mr. Speaker, there have been so many 
changes made, that I think the vote ought to be recapitulated. 


The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
ERECTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds will be called. 


Mr. TARSNEY. 


I am directed by the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds to move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 8152) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to obtain plans and specifications for public buildings to be 
erected under the supervision of the Treasury Department, and 
providing for local supervision of the construction of the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized in his discretion to obtain plans, drawings, and specifications for 
the erection of public buildings for the United States, authorized by Con- 

ess to be erected under the supervision‘and direction of the Secretary of the 

easury and the local supervision of the construction thereof by architects 


nnder such conditions as he — prescribe, and to make payment of 
and for the services of said architects out of the appropriations for the res- 


: Provided, That not less than five architects shall be in- 
Secretary to ao for the furnishing of such plans and 
such construction: And provided further, 


pective buil 

vited by the sa 
specifications and the supervision o 
That the general supervision of the work shall continue in the office of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, the Supervising Archi- 


tect to be the representative of the Government in all matters connected 
with the erection and completion of such buildings, the receipt of proposals, 
the award of contracts therefor, and the disbursement of moneys thereunder, 
and perform all the duties that now pertain to his office, except the pte ml 
ation of drawings and specifications for such buildings.and the local super- 
vision of the construction thereof, the said drawings and specifications, how- 
ever, to be subject at all times to modification and change relating to plan 
or arrangement of building and selection of material therefor as may be di- 
rected by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Will it bo in order to ask for the reading 
of the report? 

The SPEAKER. Not at this time. That would come in as 
a partof the debate, however, ifthe gentleman desires it. 

Mr, ATKINSON. Then I demand a second. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. ATKINSON objected, but subsequently withdrew the ob- 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection a second will be con- 
sidered as ordered, and the gentleman from Missouri[Mr. TARs- 
NEY] will control the fifteen minutes time in favor of the bill, 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] the time 
in opposition if he desires. 

Mr. TARSNEY, I will reserve my time Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I have received assurances from gentle- 
men of the committee in relation to this bill, and I do not care 
to oppose it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gen- 
—— from Missouri would briefly explain the purpose of the 

ill. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I will ask that the report may be read in 
my time. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done. 
Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] has the floor. 

Mr. TARSNEY. As the report sets forth fully the reasons 
and the necessities for the passage of this bill, I will ask that the 
report be read either in my time or in the time of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Is the report to be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] or in my time? 

Mr. TARSNEY. We will divide the time between us. Let 
the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. TARSNEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
House bill 261, make the following report, and submit the accompanying sub- 
ase pom for said bill, and recommend the passage of the same for the follow- 

ng reasons: 

‘The United States Government has at this date nearly three hundred pub- 
lic buildings in the various stages of progress, of planning and construction, 
all under the supervi8ion and control 6f the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury, and from fifty to sixty new buildings are authorized to be con- 
structed by each Congress. 0 carry on these works and to provide for the 
construction of these buildings many millions of dollars are annually appro- 
priated and expended. For the expenditure of the moneys thus appropri- 
ated, as for the expenditure of moneys appropriated for any other public 
purpose, methods should be adopted which will secure the largest degree of 
utility from and economy in the application of the moneysexpended. Your 
committee do not believe that these results and other beneficial results that 
should be obtained are obtained under the existing methods for planning 
and constructing the public buildings of the United States. 

While the employment of the best artistic thought, the best and most ap- 
proved systems of construction and equipment, and the utmost development 
of structural economics ought to be represented in the public edifices of this 
great nation, the contrary of these propositions is the result obtained under 
existing methods. 

Your committee are advised that the best and highest types of artistic 
thought and architectural skill, produc the greatest development of 
structural economics in European countries, is found in the government 
alieenes of those countries; that such government buildings in artistic 
design, if not in economy of construction, surpass those erected by muni- 
cipal or ew enterprise, while in this country the reverse is the rule and 
superiority of architectural design and economy of construction is repre- 
sented in State, municipal, and private buildings, and not in those erected 
by the General Government. ‘ 

A comparison of modern municipal buildings in our great cities, and bus- 
iness buildings erected by private citizens and corporations in such cities, 
with those belonging to the Government of the United States will show as 
to the former constant progress in construction, equipment, and artistic ex- 
pression, and that this progress has been accompanied by a continual in- 
crease in economy of construction, while in the case of the buildings of the 
United States there has been but little, if any, advance upon methods of 
construction or equipmentin recent years; infact, the buildings constructed 
recently by the United States, as compared with those constructed a quar- 
ter of a century ago, show a marked deterioration of artistic Se: that, 
despite the marked inferiorit of thetypical Government buildings, the cost 
eas been Deere and positively much greater than that of pritate build- 

of the best type. 

co committee has been furnished reliable and trustworthy information 
and data sho that the cost of the best t of buildings constructed for 
States, municipalities, corporations, and private citizens ranges from 38 to 
50 cents per cubic foot of space, while the cost of the buildings constructed 
by the United States from 50 cents to $1 per cubic foot. 

Thus it is demonstrated that the Government of the United States, in the 


The gentleman from 


methods it employs, does not avail itself of the best and most approved sys- 
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tems of construction, or utilize the developments of structural economics, 
and when we add that it does not employ the best artistic thought in the de- 
sign of its structures to make such structures to serve as models and stand- 
ards of excellence and superiority for the works of private ownership, but 
that such desigus and plans fall so far behind the standards of the age that 
they are obsolete almost before they are drawn, and are always wasteful and 
extravagant, it is not surprising that it requires double the expenditure by 
the Government that is required to be expended by the privatecitizen to ob- 
tain like structural space results 

The conditions and results to whict. your committee thus call your atten- 
tion are the conditions and results which necessarily follow the methoas and 

ractices now employed by the Government in planni and constructing 

ts buildings, and in no respect gives warrant for criticism of, or for im- 
pugning the capability or integrity of, the officers of the Government charged 
with the responsibility for such works. 

The office of Supervising Architect of the Treasury was established at a 
time when but a few buildings were constructed by the Government annu- 
ally, when the planning and general supervision of such few buildings was 
easily within the scope of the capacity of one man, and the purpose of the 
Government in creating the office was to obtain the exclusive benefit of the 
artistic skill and scientific knowledge of one learned and eminent in the pro- 
fession of architecture for the planning of the buildings to be erected for its 
use. The main purpose in the creation of the office was that its incumbent 
should be the artistic designer of such buildings. 

If by the development of conditions, methods, and practices it now tran- 
spires that the time of the Supervising Architect is wholly employed in 
matters of administrative detail, matters pertaining to contracts for con- 
struction or with details relating to the actual construction of buildings, 
and the architectural work of the office, the plans, designs, and specifica- 
tions are prepared by mere copyists, cheap clerks, such was not the inten- 
tion of Cofigress when the office was created. It was to obtain architectural 
skillin the designing of buildings; to obtain and utilize artistic thought, 
not mere mechanical or clerical skill, that a supervising architect was 
wanted. It was not intended that, as now, clerks and copyists should do 
the work of the learned architect, and that the learned architect should be 
occupied with'the work of clerks and copyists. Yet this is the t con- 
dition of the conduct of the work of that office, anditis necessarily so. Itneed 
not be urged that it is physically impossible for one man to devote sufficient 
thought and time to the proper designing and preparation of plans and spe- 
cifications for fifty or sixty buildings each year which in their artistic ex- 
pression shall be creditable to the nation, to the age, and to the architectural 

enius of the country, and that, in the economy of construction, shall do 

ustice to those from whom the cost of such construction is drawn. 

How much of the time of the Supervising Architect may be devoted to the 
work of designing and preparing the plans for buildings may beconjectured 
when the amount of administrative work devolved wpon him under the 

sent methods is understood. The volume of work thrown him re- 

ating to repairs, maintenance, and alterations of existing buildingsalone is 
far greater than was the entire business of the office twenty-five years ago. 
In addition, every matter of detail relating to contracts for or the construction 
of new buildings, the appointment of and correspondence with local super- 
intendents of such buildings, has to receive his personal attention as wellas 
the administrative control of the large force of employés in the office. The 
Supervising Architect can not himself design and make original plans for 
each new building. This condition necessitates that the plans and specifi- 
cations must be prepared by clerks in the office who possess no architectural 
skill or learning, and this results in the production of plans and —, 
tions by the simple system of copying the drawings and specifications of a 
structure constructed in one locality to be used as the design for another in 
a different locality, aud this regardless of the difference in geological or at- 
mospheric conditions or space requirements, this resulting in the most 
wanton wastefulness of expenditure and absolltely precluding the possibility 
of Fy in architectural design. 

‘he Supervising Architect rarely ever sees one of these buildings while in 
course of erection. Its construction is generally under the supervision of 
some local carpenter or builder who never made any pretense to architec- 
tural knowledge or study, and whose appointment was secured, not because 
of his skill or knowledge of the work, but because of the political influence 
he could marshal to secure him employment, and whose greatest solicitude 
= to es the tenure of his employment by delaying the completion of 

© work. 

Another very serious evil resulting from the system and methods now em- 
ployed relating to the construction of public buildings to which the com- 
inittee would call your attention is the length of time required to construct 
and complete one of these buildings. A building which, if the property ofa 
private citizen, would be constructed in months, when erec by the Gov- 
ernment requires years for its completion. This necessarily results in great 
wastefulness and loss of money to the Government by the payment of un- 
necessary salaries of superintendents and other agents, by the expense of 
watching and caring for the materials and structure, and by the loss, waste, 
and deterioration of such material, besides the inconvenience to the citizens 
resulting from such delayed construction. From three years upward is the 
time employed in constructing a building that a private citizen or a cor- 
poration would complete in one building season. 

As an illustration of the extent to which this evil may extend under pres- 
ent methods your committee would call your attention to the last annual 
report of the Supervising Architect in relation to the public building at De- 
troit, Mich., where the construction was authorized eleven years ago, and 
$1,300,000 therefor has been appropriated by Congress years since, and the 
foundation walis are not yet completed. Indeed, the abuses in the method 
above referred to have become so serious that the committee can not con- 
scientiously recommend public buildings at many places where the eco- 
nomical and convenient transaction of the business would require or justify 
such buildings could they be provided at a cost not greatly exceeding the 
necessary expenditure by aprivate owner for similar purposes. Of the bills 
reported from this committee during the present session many are so re- 
ported only on the assttmption that the buildings contemplated can be 
erected under some plan less wasteful than that now in operafion. 

The scope and purpose of the measure herewith presented is designed to 
remedy the many evils herein pointed out. To give to the country a better 
t of architecture in its buildings, and to stop the wasteful extravagance 
that is the necessary result of the present methods, a system that is univer- 
sally approved by the best business men and by the best-managed corpora- 
tions of the country, should bea good system forthe Government if its adop- 
tion is practicable. This measure authorizes the employment of such ap- 
Pprovedssystem. It authorizes the Secretary, in his discretion, to obtain 
plans and specifications and local supervision for its public buildings by the 
system of competition among private architects. Whilé not mandatory, it 
authorizes the Secretary toemploy the architect whose plans are approved 
to superintend the construction. It is to be presumed that this will secure 
the best architectural ability in the formulation of plans ana the construc- 
tion of the work according to such oe that the compensation of such 
architects will be determined, as in private employment, on fixed commis- 


sion upon the cost of the work, and that this will secure speedy completion 
of the work. 

The measure does not abrogate or take from the Supervising Architect 
any of the functions or authority belonging to the office which, under exist- 
ing conditions, he is capable of performing. He will still, as now, retain 
general supervision and control of the work. He will remain and continue 
the representative of the Government in all matters connected with the erec- 


tion and completion of the buildings, the receipt of proposals, the award of 
contracts therefor, and the disbursement of money thereunder, and perform 
all the duties that now pertain to his office, except the designing and prepa- 
ration of drawings and specifications for such buildings and the local super- 


vision of the construction, and such drawings and specifications shall be 
subject to his approval and to modification by him. 

In fact, this measure is intended to make him what the title of his office 
indicates, the Supervisor of Architects; not the Government's architect, but 
the supervisor of the architects of the Government's works. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the accompanying substitute 
do pass. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, unless the gentieman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] desires to submit some remarks, 
I will reserve the time of the committee and ask for a vote. 

Mr. ATKINSON, I shall not occupy any time in opposition 
to the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. TARSNEY] what the rate is which is paid to private 
architects for making plans or superintending works such as are 
contemplated in this bill? 

Mr. TARSNEY. It depends entirely upon the amount of cost 
of the building to be constructed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Fora building, say, that would cost a half 
a million dollars, what per cent would the architect charge? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I could not say. That would depend en- 
tirely upon the locality and upon the skill of the architect em- 

loyed. 

, Mr. McMILLIN. Then you can not give any estimate of the 
cost of this proceeding? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I can only say this, in answer to the inquiry 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, that the method suggested by 
this bill is the method approved and adopted by the best busi- 
ness corporations in this country, and by individuals who know 
how to transact their own business. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But they have got nobody else to do the 
work for them, while the Government has a Supervising Archi- 
tect’s Office, and has a corps of persons who have heretofore been 
performing these duties; and without abolishing a single office, 
or in any way lessening the expense of that office, it is proposed 
to go outside and pay the same amount, in addition to what is 
paid to these officers, that private parties would have to pay for 
plans, specifications, and supervision of works. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iwillanswer the gentleman from Tennessee 
by saying the Government has this character of officials which 
he describes, and the effectof their work is that there is no pro- 
gression in our architecture. The work which should be done 
by skilled architects, is being done by mere copyists, who copy 
the plans of buildings erected in this country twenty-five years 
or half a century ago, and adapt them to present conditions. 
That system has resulted, in one example, in the expenditure of 
$8,000,000 in the city of Chicago, in the construction of a public 
building without regard to the geological conditions which exists. 
That now results in a clamor at the doorsof this Congress to have 
that building torn down, for which we spent $8,000,000, and for 
the erection of a new one. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But under this act your new supervisor is 
not to furnish foundations. 

Mr. TARSNEY. These men who are making the plans and 
specifications for public buildings in the office of the Supervising 
Architect are but clerks, and when this syst2m is adopted, like 
Othello, their occupation will be gone, and we can then dispens2 
with the salaries which we are now paying them. : 

Mr. SCOTT. And will nota greatdeal of the delay which has 
resulted in very great loss b2 corrected by this measure? 

Mr. TARSNEY. The delays in the construction of public 
buildings, as my friend from Illinois suggests, under the pres-nt 
system, results in most of the wastefulness of which we complain. 

here is an instance cited in the report where a building for the 
city of Detroit was authorized eleven years ago, and where the 
superintendent and other agentsof the Governmentare drawing 
and have been drawing salaries out of the Treasury for the eleven 
years, and the foundation walls are not yet constructed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri 
whether any man was before the committee to testify what will 
be the cost to the Government of this new plan? 

Mr. TARSNEY. There were. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What do they say is the st of the archi- 
tect’s services? 

Mr. TARSNEY. They say that the costof the construction of 


buildings for corporation or for individual business in this coun- 
try ranges from 35 to 50 cents per cubic foot, whereas the build- 


ings for the Government average a dollar a foolon the plans and 
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specifications furnished by the Government, So that we are 
saving about 50 cents on the dollar. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But what I was trying to getfrom the gen- 
tleman is whether anyone testified as to what was the cost of 
the architect’s services? 

Mr. TARSNEY. They receive, I can say, from my own busi- 
ness knowledge, according to the entire cost of the structure, 


_ from 1 up to 5 per cent. 


Mr. STEPHENSON. Two and a half per cent on an ordinary 
business building. 

Mr. DICKERSON. And the larger the building the cheaper 
the rate. 

Mr.TARSNEY. And the larger the building the cheaper the 
rate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Last year we appropriated for public build- 
ings, if I remember correctly, in the Neighborhood of $10,000,- 
000-— 

. Mr. TARSNEY. And let me suggest to the gentleman right 
ere--— 

Mr. McMILLIN. And according to the previous estimates 
that will be about a quarter of a million a year. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Let me suggest this, which will perhaps 
satisfy the gentleman. In 1874 the construction of a building 
was authorized in my city. An appropriation was made for it. 
Plans were prepared for it. The building was to beerected upon 
what we call a bluff, consisting of solid limestone; and because 
the plans were copied from plans of another building, to be con- 
structed under different conditions, the superintendent, follow- 
ing his line of instructions, caused a trench to be dug through 
the solid limestone rock for 30 feet to make a foundation for the 
building, and he expended $100,000 in taking out the rocks that 
God Almighty had placed there, thinking he could put them in 
better. That was the result of this kind of copying. It is un- 
fair to criticise the Supervising Architect, because he can not 
do it better. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then whose fault is it? 

Mr. TARSNEY. It is the fault of the system. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is a grievous fault somewhere when 
such a thing as the gentleman has described is possible. 

Mr. TARSNEY. The Supervising Architect, though he be 
the most skilled, can not undertake to get up the plans for the 
construction of fifty or sixty buildings in one year. Itis because 
it is beyond the capacity of any one man to undertake to do this 
that the work is thrown upon mere copyists without any archi- 
tectural skill whatever. 

I now yield three minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, this bill was — by the 
committee after very thorough investigation, after having a 
large number of architects before the committee and getting all 
the information from them the committee possibly could. Ithink 
on the whole the bill is a good one. It gives the Government 
the advantage of competition among the ablest architects of the 
country. It may not only have the effect of reducing the cost 
of erecting public buildings, but it will also have the effect of 
giving the Gameumal the benefit of the skill of a great many 
good architects in the preparation of plans for public buidings. 
Of course not all the brains of this country, whether architect- 
ural or any other kind, reside in any one man; and the Govern- 
ment will have the opportunity, if this bill passes, of selecting 
from the plans of a number of architects instead of being obliged 
to take those of the Supervising Architect. 

I want to say a word in regard to another subject, the greater 
cost of public buildings than of private buildings of the same 
chasacter. In the last Congress we had before our committee 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, who was a very in- 
telligent man, perhaps as competent to perform the duties of his 
office as anyone who has ever occupied that position, and the 
question was asked him why it cost the Government more to 
construct public buildings than it cost private individuals for 
buildings of like character. His reply was that it was because 
of the manner in which the Government appropriated the money 
to construct its public buildings. He said, in substance: “If 
you design to build for yourself a building that will cost $100,- 
000, you get your $100,000 ready; you employ your architect to 
draw your plans, you employ your builders, you go to work and 
construct your building promptly and at once. The Govern- 
ment, on the other hand, when it proposes to construct such a 
building will appropriate $10,000 for this year, perhaps $15,000 
for the next year, perhajys $25,000 for the next, and so on, and it 
may be ten years completing the same building that you would 
complete in one year. The consequence is a large additional 
percentage of cust to the Government.” That is the reason the 
Supervising Architect gave to the committee; I give it to the 
House as he gave it. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Does my friend think that this proposed 
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change of system would remedy the difficulty arising from delay 
in appropriating? 

Mr. MiLLIKEN. I do not know that it would, but it was be- 
lieved by the committee after the examination—— 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. ATKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I will yield the gentleman a 
few minutes longer if he will state what effect the passage of this 
bill will have upon the cost of the services of architects for pub- 
lic buildings. Will the services of the architects employed un- 
der the provisions of this bill cost the Government more than it 
isnow paying? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am neither a prophet 
nor the son of a prophet, and therefore I can not answer upon 
ae to what is going to happen in the future, but the com- 
mittee—— 

Mr. ATKINSON. I do not propose toswear you, but I believe 
that a committee which recommends a bill to the House ought 
to know something about what expense will be entailed by the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And I believe that when my friend asks me 
a question he ought to give me an opportunity to reply to that 
interruption. [Laughter. 

Mr. ATKINSON. All right; go ahead. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The committee, after careful examination, 
believed that this system would give the Government the bene- 
fit of the brains of a number of architects, which would be a great 
advantage. It is possible that one plan may be very much 
cheaper than another, and yet may give the Government just as 
suitable a building for the purpose inview. By this sys'em you 
have the advantage of taking your choice of the work of the 
brains of a number of men, instead of being confined to the brains 
of one man, with the chance, as I have already suggested, of get- 
ting in any givencase, a plan which will admitof a much cheaper 
structure than the other plans and yet be in every way as good. 
Again, you will get rid of the local superintendent. Whether 
you will have to replace him by somebody that will cost as much, 
or more, or less, than he, I can not tell. But gentlemen know 
that we pay the Supervising Architect now only $4,50) a year, 
and the last incumbent of that office, who, I believe, was a man 
as thoroughly competent for the place a3 anybody that has ever 
held it, resigned because some one in Philadelphia offered him 
$10,000 a year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He is employed by the city. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. He isdirector of public works, 
at $10,000 a year. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Then he is not acting as an architect. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You can not expect that the Government 
will get the benefit of all that is known of architecture by pay- 
ing some one architect about halfasmuch money asa good archi- 
tect would be paid by private individuals or by municipalities 
or corporations. This bill will give the Government an oppor- 
tunity to get architectural information from many sources, and 
I think the result will be that you will get better plans and per- 
haps ae Faas in many cases. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is it the purpose to pay each 
architect for his plans and specifications? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Not unless they are adopted. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. ENocHs]}. 

Mr.ENOCHS. Mr. Speaker, there are other reasons why this 
bill should be passed. Asamember of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds I have been very much astonished to 
learn of the mistakes that have been made and of the defects 
that exist in public buildings. It has come to the knowledge of 
the committee that buildings have been erected at enormo:s cost 
which when completed have proven to be totally unfit for the 
perposes for which they were intended, simply for the reason 
that the plans and specifications were not carefully considered 
and matured and perfected in the Architect's Office. Itisclearly 
impossible for any one man tosupervise carefully and fairly all the 
details of the numerous public buildings that are now being 
erected in this country. 

Another serious objection to the present system is the delay. 
You must wait several months, if not two or three years, before 
you can get rome lans and specifications. Now, there are laws 
being passed at this Congress for the purpose of selling public 
buildings which have been put up under the supervision of Gov- 
ernment architects, but which are totally unfit for the purposs 
for which they were built, One such measure has relation toa 
building in the city of Indianapolis; another relates to a building 
in Kansas City, Mo., which was erected at enormous cost; and 
one which has been introduced and passed, I believe, applies to a 
building in the city of New York. 
| Now, the object of this bill is simply to provide that under the 
direction, the careful direction, of the Secretary of the Treasury 
there shall be advertisement for bids for plans and specifications, 
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d out of the plans and specifications submitted (not less than 
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ve) a selection is to be made; and when such selection has been | 


nt, then, in accordance with the intention of this bill, the super- 
ji sion of the construction of the building will be intrusted to the 

rchitect whose plans and specifications have been adopted by 
the Treasury Department. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ATKINSON. Lyield the gentleman three minutes longer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore |Mr. MONTGOMERY]. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATETEBOM) has but one minute. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Well, I give the gentleman all I have. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What provision, if any, is made 
for the payment of the four architects whose plans are not ac- 
cepted? 

Mr. ENOCHS. None. Unless aman is the successful com- 
petitor he receives absolutely nothing. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then, so far as concerns the su- 

rvision of the construction of the buildings, there will be very 

ittle difference in cost to the Government? 

Mr. ENOCHS. There will be this advantage on the system 
proposed: the man whose plans and specifications are accepted 
by the Government will continue to supervise the construction 
of the buildings from the time the ground is broken until the 
last stone is laid. This, we think, will be an advantage to the 
Government. 

The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 


INVESTIGATION OF ‘‘SLUMS” OF CITIES. 


Mr. BUNTING (when the Committee on Labor wascalled). I 
am instructed to move to suspend the rules and pass the joint res- 
olution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 46) providing for an investigation relative to the 
“slums of cities.”’ 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Commis- 
sioner of Labor be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to make a full 
investigation relative to what is known as the slums of cities, confining such 
investigation to cities containing 200,000 inhabitants and over, as shown by 
the Eleventh Census. The investigation shall relate to the occupations, 
earnings, sanitary surroundings, and other essential facts necessary to show 
the condition of residents of such localities, and to show so far as it may be 
done the condition of such residents compared with residents of cities of 
similar size in othercountries. The sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary to defray the expenses of said investigation, said sum being in 
addition to the regular appropriations for the Department of Labor, is 
ee ees out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MONTGOMERY). 
demanded on this motion to suspend the rules? 

Mr. BUNTING. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. ' 

There was no objection. 

The question being then taken on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the joint resolution, it was agreed to (two-thirds 


voting in favor thereof). 
EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA. 


Mr. CUTTING (when the Committee on the Militia was called), 
I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which I send tothe 
desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7318) to promote the efficiency of the militia. 


Mr. LANE. Lrise toa pointoforder. Under the rules, when 
committees are catled in this way, a member must have the au- 
thority of his committee before he cansubmit a proposition. I 
make the point that the gentleman now recognized by the Chair, 
[Mr. CUTTING] has no authority from the Committee of the Mili- 
tia to call up this bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
LANE], as the Chair understands, raises the point that this mo- 
tion is not authorized by the Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The gentleman from California 
[Mr. CUTTING] sends to the desk a document to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Militia instruct Mr. CUTTING to move to suspend 
the rules, on Monday, July —, 1892, or such other time as he may be recog- 
nized by the Speaker for that purpose, and pass H. R. 7318 with amendment 
striking out the increased appropriation. 

THOS. J. HENDERSON, 


O. M. HALL, 
LEWIS STEWART, 
W. H. ENOCHS, 
AD. MEYER, 

H. H. WHEELER. 
JOHN T. CUTTING. 

Mr. CUTTING. That paper is signed by a majority of the 
committee. 

Mr. LANE. But there has beemno meeting of the committee. 
These signatures have simply been picked up about the Hall. I 
insist that in order to give authorityof this kind the committee 
must act aa a committee; and I assert that there has been no 
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meeting of the committee. Of course the rule is familiar that 
when a paper is carried around in this way and signatures ob- 
tained to it, it is not the action of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read a decision 
of the Speaker of the Fifty-first Congress on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On a call of committees for motions to suspend the rules, such motion, to 
be in order, must be authorized by the committee acting as a committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. CUTTING] state that this motion was authorized by 
the committee acting as a committee? 

Mr. CUTTING. No, sir. I desired a call of the committee; 
but I was advised by an old member of the House to follow this 
course, which he said was the usual practice. 

Mr. LANE. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to sustain 
the point of order. Has the committee any further report? 

Mr. LANE. No. sir; there is no further report. 


WILLIAM L. WINANS. 


Mr. TILLMAN (when the Committee on Patents was called). 
I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9160) for the relief of William L. Winans. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America,in Congress assembled, That the Commissioner of Patents be, and is 
hereby, authorized to entertain and consider an application for patent by 
William L. Winans, for spindle-shaped vessels invented and developed by 
him, such application to be accompanied by full, clear, and exact specifica- 
tions and drawings of said inventionin its mostimproved form, and to grant 
to said William L. Winans letters patent of the United States forsaid inven- 
tion for the term of seventeen years, notwithstanding the matters contained 
in patents previously granted to said William L. Winans, or to his Jate 
father, Ross Winans, or his late brother, Thomas Winans, or any of them; 
Provided, That it shall be established by evidence, satisfactory to him, the 
said Commissioner: 

First. That the invention described and claimed in said application has 
been successfully reduced to practice by said Winans. 

Second. That said invention is useful and meritorious and likely to prove 
beneficial to the public. 

Third. That the granting of such letters patent will tend to accomplish the 
result of bringing the invention into actual use and to promote the com- 
mercial and maritime interests of the country. 

Fourth. Thatthe perfected invention is the result of the continuous enter- 
prise, labor, and outlay of said William L. Winans, and that he has been dili- 
gently one and at great expense in perfecting the same and reducing it 
to practice since the time of the first conception of the principle thereof. 

ifth. That the invention required for its development and perfection an 
extended period of time, and that further time ani great outlay of money 
would be required to put it into actual use. 

Sixth. That said Winans has received, up to the present time, or compen- 
sation or uniary return for the time and money,devoted by him to the de- 
velopment of said invention: Provided further, That any department of the 
Government shall be free to use the said invention, or any part thereof, for 
public purposes: And provided further, That the patent granted under this 
act shall not have the effect nor be construed to restrain, limit, or abridge 
the rights of any person, persons, or corporation who at the time of the pas- 
sage of this act are using, or at any time prior thereto have used, the inven- 
tions or any of them disclosed in such previously granted patents aforesaid: 
but as to such inventions, and as against such person, persons, or corpora- 
tion, the patent which may be issued under the provisions of this act shall 
be void: And provided further, That this act shail notoperate to impair any 
right which the heirs or assigns of said Ross Winans and Thomas Winans, 
or of either of them, have at the time of the passage of this act with respect 
to any inventions or improvements described in patents issued to said Ross 
Winans and Thomas Winans as aforesaid: And provided further, That the 
authority hereby granted to the Commissioner of Patents shall not extend 
beyond three years from the passage of this act. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DoCKERY). The gentleman 
from South Carolina moves to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill which has just been read. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BERGEN. I demand a second. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As this billcomes up here by the unanimous 
report of the Committee on Patents, I hope a second will be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. BERGEN. I object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BERGEN and Mr. TILLMAN were appointed tellers. 

Before the division by tellers was completed 

Mr. BERGEN said: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw.the demand for 
further count, and consent that a second shall be considered as 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from South Carolina to control the time in support 
of the proposition and the gentleman from New Jersey in oppo- 
sition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I yield ten minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. HATCH. Before the gentleman proceeds, Mr. Speaker, 
since the demand for a second is withdrawn, should not the vote 
be taken without debate? The gentleman asked unanimous con- 
sent that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request was made, but it 
was objected to. The division by tellers was proceeding, and the 
Chair understands that only the demand for a quorum on order- 
ing a second was withdrawn. 
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Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Speaker, it fell to my lot, as a member 
of the Committee on Patents, to write the report accompanying 
this case. I apprehend that but avery few words of explanation 
will satisfy every member on this floor as to the propriety of 
passing the bill. 

[t is a bill for the relief of Mr. Winans, a native of Baltimore, 
Ma., and it relates to an invention of his and his family for an 
ocean-going steam vessel. The billsimply permits, under the 
regulations and conditions prescribed jin the bill, that this in- 
ventor may go before the Commissioner of Patents and make 
application for a patent for his invention. Now, the reason why 
it is necessary the act should be passed can be toldin afew minutes. 

This invention originated, or its first inception dates back 
more than twenty-five years ago to the Winans family, at a time 
when the father of the present applicant and his brother were 
both living. All the family were very eminent engineers. This 
William L. Winans mentioned in this bill was called by the 
Government of Russia to superintend the operations of the Rus- 
sian railroad system, and for many years he did conduct and 
manage the railroads effectively, building iron bridges, and also 
assisting and making suggestions to the Russian Governmentin 
the construction of its ironclads, as well as giving general super- 
vision to the construction of the railroad system. I state these 
facts so that it may be understood by the House that Mr. Winans 
is a man of ability, and a man who can readily carry out what- 
ever he undertakes in the direction of this bill, if he gets such 
protection from the Government as heasks for. 

The idea of an entirely new kind of ocean-going steamer origi- 
nated as I have said in thiscountry some thirty-five years ago, and 
the Winans family were the originators of the idea. They con- 
ceived that a vessel very long and slender and spindle-sha 
was better adapted for ocean-going travel than anything at that 
time or since constructed; and the reason is very captivating and 
convincing as stated by them. It was an enormous undertaking, 
much larger than they had any ideaof at the time, but with their 
early and crude ideas they went_to work, and also went into the 
Patent Office and took outanumberof patents. Notone of these 

atents has been availed of by the citizens of the United States. 
‘in the present condition, and the condition in which they have 
been for years, they were not available; but they Sincheneh some 
very valuable ideas pertaining to steam vessel construction. 

Since the taking out of these patents, all of which have ex- 
pired, and since the inception of the invention, the family, to- 
gether for a time, and later on after the death of two members 
of it, this William W. Winans alone persistently pursued the in- 
vention, prosecuted experiments, and endeavored to perfect it. 

ir. Winans stated to the committee under oath that he had ex- 
pended nearly the sum of $4,000,000, and has had a corps of in- 
ventors and constructors and scientific men in his employment 
for many years at an expense of $75,000 a year. 

The problems which he had to encounter were perplexing, 
and the diffieulties he had to contend with were olnent insur- 
mountable. It was anentirely new type of vessel. It has now 
reached that degree of perfection in his ideas of construction, 
so that he has been enabled to construct a vessel of 256 feet in 
length, with which he has made experiments in all kinds of 
weather and all kinds of seas. It has demonstrated most won- 
derful and interesting facts. The original conception was that 
the high projecting powers of the large ocean steamers that 
were being built themselves tended to overcome the buoyancy 
of the vessel on the water; and they said Graw out this bow, 
lengthen it; round it; close it in so as to make it hollow, and 
make it —eern itself instead of being a burden on the buoyancy 
of the vessel. They did it, and did the same with the other end 
of the vessel, and thus produced the spindle-shaped ship. When 
that vessel was put into the water with proper propellers and 
steering apparatus some very interesting and valuable develop- 
ments resulted. 

It was found that when the vessel was of sufficient length to 
reach over two or more waves, the gen of an ordinary ves- 
sel as it goes from one wave to another, over the wave anddown 
into the hollow, was almost wholly avoided, because the vessel 
was all the time resting upon at least two waves, and consequently 
its passage over the water, whatever condition of the waves,was 
level and smooth. Another fact was that the pie of a wave 
by this spindle pointbroke the wave. It dissipated and fell down, 
so that when the body of the vessel came along there was no 
heavy wave to dash over it or swamp it or to agitate it, and it 
——_ SeanpENENT ETS smooth water around the hull and body 
of the vessel. 

It has been satisfactorily demonstrated to the committee that 
a vessel built upon the principies which have been developed b 
Mr. Winans will pass over the ocean in almost all kinds of 
weather, without pitching at all, and without rolling, and that 
its speed is immensely increased. The surfaces which the ves- 
sel presents to the water are such that it furnishes a greater 
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space in comparison to its carrying capacity for the propelling 
machinery. More power can be put into a vessel of this kind than 
can be = into any other vessel having the same carrying capac- 
ity, and it is demonstrated satisfactorily to Mr. Winans that he 
will cross the ocean with one of these vessels in four days. 

Now that is enough, I think, as to the inventionitself. What 
I particularly want to say to the House is that this bill will cost 
the Government nothing whatever; that it is provided in the bill 
that if the Government so desires at any time it shall have the 
free use of these patents. Careful provision has also been made 
in the bill that by the granting of the relief to Mr. Winans 
which he asks, no harm isdone to any citizen f the United States. 
All rights that may have accrued or that could possibly have ac- 
crued under the old patents are carefully protected. 

The ane protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like ask the gentleman 
a question, and if I may be recognized, the gentleman can answer 
me in my own time. t would like to know what he has to say as 
to the precedent which would be established by this bill? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a few words 
upon that, if my time can be extended three or four minutes. 

Mr. BERGEN. I will give the gentleman three minutes, 
after I ask the question. 1 want to ask the gentleman what he 
has to say as to establishing a precedent by this bill, in regard 
to the extension of patents, and whether that precedent would 
not be a bad one hereafter? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will say that that question was carefully 
considered in the committee, and the committee has proved 
itself as jealous upon that point as ~~ body of men could be. 
The fact is that the whole substance of this invention is new, and 
will not require the extension of any patent; but in the early days 
crude ideas were disclosed in the few patents which were taken 
out. It is desirable, in order to make the patent complete, and 
a whole, asystematic thing, that those original ideas, raw, un- 
finished, and ussless to anybody, should be incorporated with the 
new matter which Mr. Winans is now able to put into his syee- 
ifications. It is not an extension of an old patent in the sense in 
which extensions usually occur. These patents have never been 
availed of by anybody. They have lain perfectly dead and use- 
less. 

It is not asked that he may continue old patents, but that he 
may take up the original and crude ideas which are useless to 
— else and incorporate them with what he has now de- 
veloped as the result of his long and faithful years of investiga- 
tion, experiment, and trial. I think this case can be distin- 

uished from a case of mere extension of an expired patent. It 

s only that he may reach .out and incorporate these few crude 
ideas which are necessary to round out what he has subsequently 
developed and make a complete patent. The old is necessary to 
the new. Theoldisof nouse to anybody else and never has been. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BERGEN. I yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] four minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make some inquiries 
of the gentlemen who have reported this bill, to see if I can un- 
derstand what is at stake. -I understand that this bill authorizes 
the Commissioner of Patents to extend the patent given to Ross 
Winans in 1858, I think it was, for what is known as spindle- 
shaped or cigar-shaped vessels. The patent was originally given 
for fourteen years, of course, which carries the patent to 1872. 
I do not understaud that during this period, from 1858 to 1872 
there was any practical use made of this patent granted in 1958 
to Mr. Winans for acigar-shaped or spindle-shaped vessel. Since 
the patent expired other gentlemen have taken hold of the idea 
of the spindle-shaped or cigar-shaped vessels and at present are 
making experiments with reference to it. Whatis knownas the 
whale boul vessel carries essentially the same idea. Now, it is 

roposed, after the lapse of these many years, when the patent 
fas expired, to renew it, and to give anew patent to Mr. Winans 
for seventeen years. Is that the situation? 

Mr. LAPHAM. That is not the situation; and in answer to 
the suggestion I will read from the bill: 


And provided further, That the patent ted under this act shall not 
have the effect nor be construed to res in, limit, or abridge the rights of 
any person, persons, or corporation who at the time of the passage of this 
act are using, or at any time prior thereto have used, the inventions or any 
of them disclosed in such previously granted patents aforesaid—— 


Mr. DINGLEY. But if the patent should be granted to Mr. 
Winans under this bill—— 

Mr. HEARD (to Mr. LAPHAM). Read a little further. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is a new measure to me, and of course 
I do not understand it. 

Mr. LAPHAM (reading): 


but as to such inventions, as against such person, persons, or corpora- 
a may issued under the provisions of this act shall 
void, 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. This relates to those who are already 
building cigar-shaped or spindle-shaped vessels, in which the 
whale-back class is included. They would be protected, as I 
understand, by this. 

Mr. HEARD. Thoroughly. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Precisely. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the rights of every man who should here- 
after undertake to build a cigar-shaped or spindle-shaped or 
whale-back vessel would be entirely taken from him. 

Mr. LAPHAM. That is it ananar In the development of 
this patent that has been before the country for twenty or 
thirty years, these people, who have not yet, with all the light, 
seen fit or known how to do any good with the principles there 


disclosed, are not entitled to stand against a man who has been | 


spending $75,000 a year industriously working to make it a suc- 
cess. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now Ican not yield any further. 

It seems to me that this is a measure that should be very care- 
fully considered by this House. Mr. Winans, the original in- 
ventor, if we may call a cigar-shaped or spindle-shaped vessel 
an invention, had the benefit of that patent for fourteen years 
and did not develop it during that period so as to make it practi- 
cal, as I uniesptant. 

Mr. LAPHAM. 
time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. He did not develop it, and it was not adopted 
to any extent. Since the patent oxpired, in 1872——- 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BERGEN. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Since the patent expired, in 1872, other gen- 
tlemen have taken up the spindle-shaped or cigar-shaped vessel 
and have developed it and made it practical. For example, what 
is known as the whale-back vessel is on the same principle. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Are you sure that the whale-back steamer 
is on the principle of the spindle-shaped vessel? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Under a patent protecting the spindle-shaped 
or cigar-shaped vessel, in all probability the law would hold the 
whale-back vessel as an infringement; but I am not positive 
about that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


He did not develop it; no man could in that 


If the gentleman will permit me, I have ex- 


amined the matter carefully, and I will assure him that he is | 


mistaken. 

Mr. DINGLEY. However that may be, it seems to me that 
this House should hesitate in giving a patent to Mr. Winans 
after he has had protection for his invention for fourteen years. 

aoe HAUGEN. A whale-back is designated a cigar-shaped 
vessel. 


Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, it is extremely 


doubtful policy for the House, under these circumstances, to re- | 


new the invention. 
Mr. BERGEN. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill presents a very ex- 
traordinary proposition. Under the patent laws of the United 
States a man who makes an invention is entitled to a patent for 
seventeen years. He is given his patent becauss he has con- 
tributed something to the general information and use by rea- 
son of the invention he has made. But here comes in a bill ask- 
ing that a patent shall be given, not to an inventor, not to a man 
who originated some new and novel process, but to a man who 
has made an improvement on it, the thing originally invented 
having been patented more than thirty years ago. Now, a pat- 
ent is a pure monopoly. You can not cite or show a more com- 
plete monopoly permitted by law anywhere than in a patent 
itself; and yet we are asked here to give a man a monopoly, not 
of his own invention, not of anything he himself constructed or 
made, but a monopoly of what some other man did thirty years 
ago. 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that it is contrary to the spirit as well as 
to the letter of the laws relating to patents, and that it should 
not be entertained for one minute. Now, under the old law 

Mr. LAPHAM. 
construction of the bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I have the bill and report before me. 

Mr. LAPHAM. If the-gentleman had read the bill he would 
not say what he has said. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 
both disclose the fact that this man William L. Winans was not 
the inventor; he does not claim to have invented this cigar- 
shapedship. His father, Ross Winans, was not only the inventor, 
re he obtained three patents for the invention as far back as 

58. 





The gentleman is absolutely wrong in his | 


I say here now that thisreportand this bill | 


Mr. LAPHAM. Let me correct the gentleman in a word. 
This bill only allows William L. Winans to obtain a patent for 
such things as he has himself developed, and that is the vrovi- 
sion of the bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Then if that be so, this bill has no business 
here. Itis unnecessary. If this man has made any inventions 
himself, if he has improved the invention upon which preriously 
existing patents have expired, let him go to the Patent Office 
and get his patent as any other inventor would do; but do not 
give him a blanket patent which will cover everything that has 
been invented by himself and by preceding inventors in this line. 
Do not allow him to stand in the way of human progress simply 
because he has made an addition to what was done by his father. 

{Here the hammer fell. ]} 

Mr. BERGEN. Itseemstome, Mr. Speaker, that this issimply 
a case in which a man who has already forfeited a certain right 
asks us to place him again in court. Here is a man who has 
lost his right to a patent and he wants us to legislate that right 
into existence again, and if we do it we shall probably be here- 
after in dispute with him as to whether we are not infringing 
his rights in the construction of our own vessels. I think the 
bill is a bad one; atany rate itis a bill that ought to be very fully 
and carefully examined into and considered, and I shall feel con- 
strained at this time to oppose its passage. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, if this bill passes it will be for 
the good of the country and not for the good of Mr. Winans. 
William L. Winans wants nomoney. He has got thirty or forty 
million dollars. His father before him and ali the four brothers 
sons of Ross Winans have spent the best part of their lives for 
thirty-five years past in revolutionizing the construction of s2a- 
| going craft, and 1 believe, sir, that if this bill passes a new era 
in marine architecture and interoceanic commerce will dawn 
upon the world. 

I believe that this invention will accomplish for mankind 
nearly as much good as the invention of the telegraph by Morse. 
If the House could know all the facts I do not believe that a 
solitary man on this floor would vote against the bill. Christo- 
pher Columbus was never more agitated and pursued by the 
thought that there was another continent in the unknown West 
than this Winans family—and especially W. L. Winans since his 
boyhood—have been pursued and possessed with the idea that 
sea-going vessels have heretofore been built altogether upon 
wrong principles. His conception of the proper hull of a vessel 
is, that it shall be very long in proportion to width, and in its 
cross section a perfect circle; and that a vessel so built will not 
only abolish seasickness, but laugh at any storm, ride any wave, 
defy any wind, and average 30 knots an hour. He and his family 
have spent untold sums of money, amounting to at least $4,000,- 
000, in developing the invention, and he asks this patent, not 
primarily for the money that is in it, but because he does not 
want to be cheated out of the honor and the glory which belongs to 
| himself and his family of having revolutionized the construction 
of sea-going craft, as Columbus was cheated out of even the nam- 
ing of the contirent that he discovered. He desires that in the 
| future he and his post2rity may be able to say that their great 
| Government, the greatest in the world, recognized the origi- 
nality of the invention by the Winans family by granting a pat- 
ent contemporaneous with the publication of the perfected in- 
vention to the world. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. How long is this contemplated patent to 
run? 

Mr. TILLMAN. For seventeen years, if it should be granted. 
In the mean time Mr. VV inans agrees to allow the Government to 
make any use of the invention that itthinks fit, and a warship after 
his model can be hit or injured by a cannon ball only with great 
difficulty. It has been demonstrated to the satisfaction of every 
member of the committee, Republican and Democrat, that it is 
really a great invention, and ought to be patented. If the hope 
and expectation of the inventor and the testimony of the expert 
witnesses that were examined by the committee be well founded, 
and I believe that they are so, the invention is of immense im- 
portance to the world. The rights of the public are protected 
in this bill, the rights of the heirs in the earlier and imperfect 
| patents are protected, and nobody is to be a loser. This man 
| asks no money from the Government or from anybody else. He 
asks no monopoly, except the honor of the invention, and the 
money that may be in it is a mere incidental consideration to 
him. 

Mr. BERGEN. I understand that the object of getting this 
patent is to protect Mr. Winans against all infringers for seven- 
teen years. Now, what dces the gentleman from South Carolina 
{[Mr. TILLMAN] mean by saying that Mr. Winans wants onl) 
the honor for himself and the Winans family; that he simply 
wants their names to go down to future generations as the in- 
ventor of this thing, and does not want any money? Certainly 
the gentleman must be mistaken about that. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Nobody who knows all the facts and merits 
of this bill, as suggested by my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
LAPHAM], would take such a narrow view. Ibegthe gentleman 
to read the report and itsexhibits accompanying the bill, and [am 
firmly persuaded that those who vote against the bill may live 
to regret it, as did those Congressmen who voted against the 
bill to help Morse build and test his telegraph between this city 
and Baltimore. : 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, there were—ayes 85, noes 41. 

Mr. HAUGEN. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. TILLMAN and Mr. HAUGEN 
were appointed. 

After the count by tellers had proceeded some time 

Mr. DOCKERY said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. If the consideration of this bill should not be concluded 
at this time, will it not be in order as unfinished business on the 
next suspension day? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then, in view oi the evident impossibility 
of securing a quorum now,I ask unanimous consent that the 
—— take its recess until 7:30 this evening, under the special 
order. 

The SPEAKER. 


SALARIES OF SESSION EMPLOYES. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Clerk of the House respecting the payment of 
salaries of session employés after the 6th of July, 1892; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill (H. R. 1169) for 
the relief of William McGarrahan will be laid on the table, a 
Senate bill of similar purport having been passed. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Scort, for two days, on account of sickness; 

To Mr. CABLE, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness; and 

To Mr. GANTZ, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. WARNER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to ex- | 
[See | 


tend his remarks in the RECORD on House bill No. 7845. 
Appendix. | 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(H. R. 5719) for the relief of Harriet W. Shacklett; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] asks unanimous consent that the House now take a recess 
until half past 7 o'clock this evening, the evening session to be 


devoted to debate on the sundry civil appropriation bill as pro- | 


vided by the order adopted on Saturday last. Is there objec- 
tion? ‘The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The House accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) took 
a recess until half past 7 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by | 


the Clerk, Hon. JAMES KERR, who directed the reading of the 
following: 


SPEAKER'S ROOM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
eT ee JNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., July 18, 1892. 


Srr: I name the Hon. JosEPH W. BAILEY, a Representative from the 
State of Texas, te perform the duties of the Chair at this evening’s session. 


Yours, very truly, 
é CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker. 

To Hon. JAMES KERR, 

Clerk House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAILEY having taken the 
Chair). The special order fixes the hours from half past 7 to 
half past 10 for the discussion of the Senate amendments to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering the Senate amendments to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

he motion was agreed to. 


Before submitting that request, the Chair | 
asks consent to lay before the House several matters of business. | 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union (Mr. DocKERY in 
the Chair) for the purpose of considering the Senate amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 7520) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 

| June 30, 1893, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
| PATTERSON] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk 
| an amendment which I propose to offer at the proper time, and 


I ask that it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding the following after line 13, p 131: 

* Provided further, That $50,000 of said amount of $,000.000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, shall be expended in the investigation of the moral, 
religious, intellectual, and material development of the negro race in the 
United States from the period of the first introduction of African slaves into 
the Colonies down to the present time, said sum to be expended under the 
direction of the Directory of the World’s Columbian Exposition. The result 
of such investigation will be reported to Congress, the report to be accom- 
panied with such statistical information as may be obtained in the progress 
of the investigation.” 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I send to 
the Clerk’s desk an amendment which I propose to offer at the 
proper time, and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding the following, after line 13, page 131: 

“Provided further, That 50, of said amount of %5,000,000,or so much 
| thereof as may be necessary,shall be expended in the investigation of the 
| moral. religious, intellectual, and material development of the negro race 
| the United States from the period of the first introduction of African slaves 

into the colonies down to the present time, said sum to be expended under 
the direction of the directory of the World’s Columbian Exposition. The re- 
sult of such investigation will be reported to Congress, the report to be ac- 
companied with’such statistical information as may be obtained in the prog- 
ress of the investigation. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Itis not my purpose to vote 
for the appropriation, but I shall vote for the amendment, and I 
hope in the event the House should make the ee that 
the amendment will be adopted as one of the conditions attached 
to it. 
| _ It would doubtless be gratifying to the intelligent negroes of the 
| United States to have the remarkable progress and development 
of their race in this country placed in a durable and intelligible 
|form. It would likewise be not only gratifying to the dominant 
race, but expedient and necessary in order to secure a better 
com prehension of the most difficult problem affecting our Amer- 
ican society and our American institutions. ‘ 

The Republican party has for a quarter of a century, for polit- 
ical reasons, so dealt with the race question as to obscure its 
moral and social aspects, and we are as far from its just and 
proper solution as we were twenty years ago. To arrive ata 
right adjustment of the relations between the races is an end 
which every patriotic and Christian man most earnestly desires 
accomplished. If there is any fact established by experience it 
is that the Republican party has totally failed to solve the prob- 
lem; onthe contrary, its dealings with the question have invari- 
ably resulted in stillfurther complicatingit. Itis to be regretted 
that it has learned nothing from its repeated failures, but per- 
_sistently, and to advance its political ends, adheres to a policy 
which inevitably leads to disaster. 

Mr. Chairman, I nowsend to the Clerk’s desk an extract taken 
_ from the platform of the Republican party, adopted by the na- 

tional convention of that party recently held at Minneapolis, 

and ask that it be read. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

We demand that every citizen of the United States shall be allowed to cast 

one free and unrestricted ballot in all public elections, and that such ballot 
| shall be counted and returned as cast; that such laws shall be enacted and 
enforced as will secure to every citizen, be he rich or poor, native or foreign 
| born, white or black, this sovereign right guaranteed by the Constitution. 
The free and honest popular ballot, the just and equal representation of all 
the people, as well as their just and equal protection under the laws, are the 
foundation of our republican institutions, and the party will never relent 
its efforts until the integrity of the ballot and the purity of elections shall 
be fully guaranteed and protected in every State. 

We denounce the continual and inhuman outrages perpetrated upon 
= citizens for political reasons in certain Southern States of the 

nion. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Sir, I can well understand 
how the language just read conveys a very different meaning to 
one who is unacquainted with the conditions surrounding those 
States in which slavery formerly existed from that which itim- 
plies to one who knows their environments. The one accepts it 
as a patriotic declaration in favor of popular rights while the 
othe: accepts it as a menace to social order in at least ten States 
of the American Union. To one it appears to be the aber ot 
tion in a platform of the devotion of a great party to the liberty 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


of the citizen, while the other regards it as the declaration of a 
fixed purpose to subvert good government in the Southern States, 
and to immolate the happiness and prosperity of their people to 
a mistaken sentiment, or to the advancement of political ends. 











1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6361 





During the discussion of the force bill in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress there existed throughout the South widespread alarm and 
consternation. I know that Iam within the limits of truth when 
I say that nothing has occurred in recent years which affected 
the peace, the prosperity, and the enterprise of the Southern 

ople so disastrously as the threatened enactment of that bill 
Into law. Whenit was defeated ina Republican Senate there were 
so many manifestations of popular approval that it was believed 
the danger was passed. However, the reference to the subject 
by the President in his annual message, showing that he still 

hered to the measure as a part of the settled policy of his Ad- 
ministration, the speech recently made by the gentleman from 
Indiana ve. JOHNSON] on the floor of this House, with the ap- 
— of his associates, and now this solemn declaration of the 
— party in its national platform, and the renomination 
r. Harrison, show the settled policy of that party to be to 
take no backward step, but, if retained in power, to follow up its 
avowal of the doctrine by effective legislation. 

This question, Mr. Chairman, can not and must not be obscured, 
for it is a living, vital question which directly concerns more 
than twenty-two millions of people. However important other 
issues may be, this will remain the paramount issue with the 
Southern people as long as thedanger threatens. However they 
may differ on the tariff question, however they may differ about 
the currency question, however they may differ about the ordi- 
nary administration of the Government, all differences vanish 
in the presence of this greater danger, and they stand, and will 
oe stand, as one man to ward it off as long as it is impend- 

ng. 

Sir, our system of government, Federal and State, is the most 
complicated and complex system ever devised by the wisdom of 
man. Its machinery was devised and adjusted by wise and pa- 
triotic men, who were ripe with all the experiences of the past; 
and it was fashioned and ordained to preserve the liberty and 

romote the welfare of a highly intelligent and civilized people. 

he most startling phenomenon that has ever occurred in any 
country was the act by which the Soe nate party, without 
previous preparation, education, or probation on their part, en- 
trusted the machinery of government in the prostrate Southern 
States to the manipulation and dominion of the then recently 
manumitted slaves. At one stroke more than a million of men, 
in whose lineage there was not a vestige of civilization, whose 
feeble steps in the way of progress had all been taken in a pe- 
riod of less than two hundred ae in the training school of 
slavery, were armed with the ballot andintrusted with the sover- 
eign power of making laws and administering government. 

Trepeatit,the reconstruction and rehabilitation of the Southern 
States on the basis of universal negrosuffrage was the most radi- 
cal experiment of modern times. Was it a war measure? Sir, 
when the reconstruction acts were passed the Government did 
not have an armed foe in the world. Every Confederate soldier 
had given up his arms, and had returned home to devote him- 
self to peaceful pursuits. The Confederate government was ut- 
terly crushed,and the States composing it lay prostrate, bleeding 
and battled-scarred, at the feet of the Federal Government. 
Was it a measure contemplated by the Government during the 
war? Mr. Lincoln, up to the hour of his death, never dreamed 
of universal negro suffrage. It was a resultnever contemplated 
during the war. 

I doubt if one gallant soldier amid alithe hosts comprising the 
Federal armies can be found who will say that such a result was 
ever thought of by him while he was in the service of his coun- 
try. No, it was conceived in this Capitol after emancipation, 
after Appomattox, after the assassination of Mr. Lincoln, and 
after the soldiers of both armies had returned to their homes. 
It was essentially a political measure, conceived in passion and 
brought forth in malice to the Southern people. No historical 
fact is better established than that the people of the South were 
greatly divided in sentiment and conviction in respect to dis- 
union up to the very hour that Fort Sumter was fired upon. The 
Confederate army was full of brave men who, like Lee and Jack- 
son, followed the fortunes of their respective States, but de- 
plored secession. 

After the termination of the war the Republican party had an 
opportunity to make its alignment with the original Union ele- 
ments of the South. But, alas, they were mistrusted, and the 
whole people, except in individual cases where personal loyalty 
during the war could be affirmatively established, were placed 
under the ban and treated as conquered rebels. Under these con- 
ditions the reconstruction acts were passed, in which every negro 
over twenty-one years of age was allowed to vote. There was then 
a military force in every Southern State. The agents of the 
Freedman’s Bureau were in every community; the carpetbagger 
was master of the situation, and the spoilsman was suddenly in 
the possession of opportunities of which he never dreamed. 


| 


The South at this time was a veritable Elysium for an ignorant 
people who had just emerged from a condition of slavery. 

Supplied with provisions by the agents of the Freedman’s Bu- 
reau, they rejoiced in their new-found liberty, and their joy was 
made manifest as they gathered together on their parade grounds 
to the music of fife and drum, in their nightly meetings in al- 
most every community in the South, where their imaginations 
were y oe demagogues inflamed into the belief that they 
were about to come into the enjoyment of the property of their 
former masters. Every man of them, under such leadership, 
eagerly voted; and the result was that the Southern States were 
reconstructed on the Republican plan, and the Republican party 
rode into power on the negro’s shoulders. These States were 
represented in Congress in most instances by strangers who h:.d 
no identity with them. In all their Legislatures the carpetbag- 
ger and the negro made the laws and directed public affairs. 

Now, let us see the result. All the States, including Delaware 
and Maryland, owed in the aggregate when the war broke out 
an indebtedness of $128,006,779. The indebtedness created during 
the war by the Confederate States and the States composing it 
was declared to be a nullity. The result was that the indebted- 
ness in 1865 was, with accrued interest, substantially the same 
that itwas in 1860. Duringthe brief period intervening between 
1865 and 1870, while the ublican party, through the agency 
of the negro, manipulated by the carpetbagger, was in power, 
extravagance and peculation ran riotin the most of these States. 
The census of 1870 discloses that their indebtedness at that time 
amounted in the aggregate to $344,645,046, showing an increase 
in less than five years of $216,538,267. This does not include the 
enormous indebtedness piled up during that period inthe coun- 
ties and municipalities of the Southern States. 

Now, contemplate for a moment the desperate straits of the 
Southern peopleat this time. Individually,'they were bankrupt. 
Their homes were desolate and comfortless. They were under 
the ban of the General Government; the carpet-bagger and the 
negro sat in high places; State, county, and municipal treas- 
uries were looted, and a public indebtedness was rapidly accumu- 
lating, the payment of which would practically result in confis- 
cation. A people of any other lineage or less heroic would have 
been without hope and in despair; would, like the Carthagenians 
of old, have sunk to the level of a mongrel race. 

In the mean time public opinion in the Northern States be- 
gan to accomplish a great deal for the South. If there is any- 
thing the American people abhor it is a useless standing army 
in times of peace. Prior to reconstruction on the basis of uni- 
versal negro suffrage, as I have described it, the Southern States, 
or the most of them, were administered by officers of the Army, 
and their authority was maintained and enforced by the pres- 
ence of troops. hen reconstruction took place and all these 
States were represented in Congress the Northern people saw no 
further need of troops, and a healthy publicsentiment demanded 
their retirement. So with the Freedman’s Bureau. The negro 
being a citizen and in the enjoyment of all the rights and priv- 
iveges of a free man, public sentiment very naturally drifted to 
the conclusion that he ought to assume the responsibilities at- 
tending his high estate, and it consequently demanded the re- 
tirement of that institution. 

In the absence of troops and the agents of the Freedman’s Bu- 
reau, the carpet-bagger found himself in a dilemma from which 
there was practically no escape except to abandon the country. 
At this period he was the most despised man on earth. In his 
Northern home he was generally a person without position or 
public or private confidence. In the South he was ostracised 
from association with white men, and was everywhere received 
with unconcealed contempt and aversion. The result was that 
we had an hegira of carpet-baggers from the South. 

The work of regeneration then began. The transition from 
negro rule to white supremacy was easy. Occasionally in com- 
munities where white leaders still remained to lead, to incite, 
and to direct the negroes there was more or less violence and 
intimidation; but as a whole it was the most complete and peace- 
ful revolution, considering its magnitude, that ever occurred in 
the history of any people. In less than five years every South- 
ern State was under the peaceful dominion of the white man and 
in alignment with the national Democracy. 

There are some phasesof Southern society resulting from this 
revolution which should not be forgotten. 

First. The negro himself realized his impotency and unfitness 
for government, and without question he peacefully recognized 
his white neighbor as the proper governing agency. The move- 
ment throughout the South resulted in a better feeling between 
the races, and kindly relations were restored. Midnight meet- 
ings accompanied with fife and drum were things of the past. 
The negro could no longer lean on the Freedman’s Bureau, draw 
rations, and spend his days in idleness. He began to learn the 
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leseon of self-reliance, and to realize thathe was confronted with 
the responsibilities which freedom and independence of action 
bring to all men, The result was that he at once became a more 
peaceful, industrious, and useful citizen. 

Second. Another result was that the people of the South real- 
ized the fact that the interest of both races demanded the educa- 
tion and the better intellectual and moral development of the 
negro. The public schools in all the States of the South were 
reéstablished on a more efficient and extended basis than they 
were before the war, and on terms of perfect equality so far as 
the distribution of the public school funds between the children 
of the two races wasconcerned. I assert, without the fear of suc- 
cessful contradiction, that since the white people have come into 
possession of the State governments of the South they have, by 
means of taxation voluntarily imposed upon themselves, contrib- 
uted more money for the education and advancement of the 
negro than all the balance of mankind put together. 

Third. Another result of this peaceful revolution was that the 
Southern people went to work to build up their waste places 
with renewed hope and anew inspiration. Itmarkea the restora- 
tion of a sentiment of loyalty to the General Government which 
did not fermerly exist. Their representatives resumed their 
places in the national halls of legislation, and they began to re- 
alize once more that this was their country, and that its flag, the 
flag of their ancestors, was their flag. An era of development, 
of improvement, and of good government dawned upon the South. 
A most striking illustation of this is to be found in the history 
of the indebtedness of the Southern States. The information is 
not accessible, and I am unable to state the reduction in the 
county and municipal indebtedness of these States, but I know 
it is very large. As to that of the States the information is ac- 
cessible and reliable. The census of 1870 discloses that the in- 
debtedness of the former slave-holding States amounted to $344,- 
645,046, and the census of 1890 shows that it amounted to only 
$108,435,759. During the twenty years elapsing from 1870 to 
1890 these people not only acquired the control and administra- 
tion of their respective State governments, but by payment, com- 
promise, or adjustment they have actually reduced the indebt- 
edness of their States in the aggregate $236,209,287. 

Fourth. Another gratifying result was the restoration of good 
feeling between the sections. Commerce, which is the great- 
est peacemaxer and most humanizing influence known to civili- 
zation, began to accomplish good results. Northern capital be- 
gan to seek investment in the South and to aid in opening up its 
Ulimitable resources. Men of the South iocated in Northern 
homes and men of the North came and made their homes in the 
Southern States. They gave their sons and daughters in mar- 
riage; they met at the same church, sat at the same board, sent 
thei children to the same school, and met in the same social 
circle. I assert that such a thing as social differences growing 
out of the civil.war no longer exists in Southern society, and the 
people of the Southern States to-day vie with each other in ex- 
tending their hospitality to their brethern of the North who 
come to dwell with-them. 

I assert, furthermore, that the period covered by Mr. Cleve- 
land’s Administration wasan eraof renewed prosperity and good 
feeling in the South. A genuine tide of Northern capital and 
Northern immigration flowed in that direction. New towns and 
new enterprises were springing up everywhere, and our people 
believed that they were entering upon an unexampled era of 
material development. I assert, furthermore, that Mr. Harri- 
son’s Administration has had precisely the contrary effect, and 
that the attempted passage of the force bill with its approval 
paralyzed in a measure the growing prosperity of the Southern 
States. Business men, men who understand the causes which 
affect commerce and the security of investments, will not place 
their money in a country or go toa country to permanently live 
where such a catastrophe is threatened. 

Mr. Chairman, we are now prepared, in thelight of eventsand 
the conditions I have described, to more fully comprehend the 

,meaning of that part of the Republican platform which the Clerk 
read at the beginning of my remarks. It was evidently the ob- 
ject of the Republican party, through the instrumentality of the 
negro vote, to acquire permanent control of at least ten of the 
Southern States, and, by means of the same instrumentality, to 
retain control of what are known as the doubtful States in the 
North. In this it has met with a most grievous disappointment. 
Not only has it been confronted in the last four Presidential 
elections with a solid vote from the South in the electoral col- 
lege, bui almost with a solid delegation inthe hallsof Congress. 
The bitterness of this chalice which has been placed to Repub- 
lican lips is intensified when it is further considered that the ne- 
gro counts not only in the electoral college but in Congress, 
and that the stick the Republican party prepared with which to 
break the heads of the prostrate Soothers people is now being 
used to break, in a measure, the force of its power. 
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However, if by means of the negro vote the Republican part 
has been enabled to carry certain great States in the North 
where a majority of the white votes are Democratic, certainly it 
has no right to complain when the Democratic party, through 
the instrumentality of a majority of white votes, succeeds in 
comeing the Southern States over negro minorities. 

Mr. Chairman, neither the South uor the national Democracy, 
be it understood, is demanding the repeal of the fifteenth amend- 
ment; neither is it making opposition to the harsh conditions im- 
posed by the Republican party on the Southern people after the 
war. On the other hand, that party dare not retrace its steps 
and expect to retain political supremacy in this country. On 
the contrary, its political fortunes demand that it should move 
forward in the direction of the force bill. A recent census 
bulletin shows that there are 739,556 negroes in the Northern 
States. The negro holds the balance of power in half the Re- 
publican States of the North, and he must be consulted if his 
vots is to be retained. 

The New England States grow more doubtful every day, and 
a recent census bulletin shows that 47,554 negroes reside in those 
States. Another census bulletin shows that 232,010 negroes re- 
side in New York, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey. Equally as 
many live in the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Kansas. 
For years the negroes in the Northern States have been taught 
by Republican orators and newspapers that pandemonium reigns 
in the Southern States, and that their brethren in those States 
are being butchered by desperadoes and hung by mobs. They 
very naturally demand that the Republican party shall right 
the wrongs which they are made to believe exist, and to retain 
their confidence it must act. 

That party is, therefore, on a mission which looks primarily 
to retaining its hold on the negro vote in the doubtful States of 
the North; and, secondarily, to the restoration of its power in 
certain of the Southern States. It proposes, by some such meas- 
ure as the force bill, to again stimulate the negro into political 
activity. It realizes that, unaided and unsupported, the negro 
will make no struggle for ascendancy, but will content himself 
to live under equal laws enacted and administered by the domi- 
nant and superior race. However, if he can be stimulated into 
activity by the presenceof a horde of elections officers, supported 
by United States marshals and, if need be, backed by the pres- 
ence of troops, it is fair to assume from the Republican stand- 
point, judging from the experiences had in the days of recon- 
struction, that the negro will again assert himself, and by his 
vote restore his masters to power. 

Now, this is the exact meaning and purport of the force bill, 
and the exact meaning couched in the delusive and misleading 
language of the Republican platform. It means a restoration of all 
the race feeling, lawlessness, heartburning, disorder and corrup- 
tion which attended the period of reconstruction in the South. 
The only difference is that the Republican party would substi- 
tute a horde of Federal election officers, who hold their places at 
the will of the appointing power, for the agents of the Freed- 
man’s Bureau, and deputy marshals in the place of troops, who 
are to be backed by troops when the exigencies of the occasion 
demand it. 

The attitude of the Republican party in respect to this ques- 
tion brands it as a sectional party, bent on a mission which will 
alike destroy the happiness and prosperity of both races in the 
South. Its policy in this pongo: has been dictated by exigen- 
cies which are purely political, and it is foreed to accept one of 
two alternatives, either to lose the negro vote in the doubtful 
States, and all hope of regaining power in the Southern States, 
or by moving forward on radical lines to restore the conditions 
which existed immediately after reconstruction, even though it 
should result in the destruction of social order and all prosperity 
in ten States of the American Union. 

That Mr. Harrison realizes the dilemma in which his party is 
placed is not only made evident by his public utterances, but by 
an analysis of the vote he received at Minneapolis. He was 
nominated by 535 votes, and 244 of these came from the former 
slave-holding States, no one of which he canearry. These votes 
practically represent the negroes of the South, because they 
practically constitute the party in that section. He received 
only 289 votes from the Northern States, while his opponents 
received only 71 votes in the South and 369 votes from the North. 
These circumstances add emphasis to the meaning which Mr. 
Harrison’s Administration attaches to the platform ofhis party. 

In this connection I make mention of the name of the Hon. 
James G. Blaine. He hasgoneinto retirement; but ifit is acon- 
solation for him to know it, I can testify to the fact that under- 
lying all the criminations and recriminations which have at- 
tended contemporaneous political discussions, there exists a sen- 
timent of gratitude deep down in onek Southern heart when 
the fact is recalled that he never at any time in his public career 
gave his sanction or approval to force-bill legislation. When 
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his great name shall have passed into history the descendants of 
the brave men who, with grateful hearts and touching pathos, 
recall the magnanimity of Ulpiees S. Grant, will also with equal 
gratitude recall the fact that at a time when his power with the 
Republican party was almost omnipotent, JamesG. Blaine would 
never consent toenforce negro supremacy in the Southern States. 

And let me say in this connection that of ailthe Northern men 
of my acquaintance residing South, and I rank many such as my 
friends, finew of not one outside of the officeholding and office- 
seeking classes who does not agree with the sentiments which I 
entertain on this subject. I care not from what State he comes 
or what his political antecedents may have been, the day he 
becomes identified with the Southern people and comprehends 
their environments he becomes an advocate of white supremacy, 
and votes and acts accordingly. 

Sir, nothing so disastrous to the negro could happen as the 
permanent ascendancy in this country of the Republican party 
through the instrumentality of his vote. Aside from all other 
considerations, the economic policies of that party affect thenegro 
more injuriously thanany other Americanecitizen. Throughout 
the South he is an agriculturist, and is engaged in the produc- 
tion of cotton. The product of his labor is annually sold at a 
price fixed in the open, free marketsof the world in competition 
with the labor of every other people on earth engaged in the 
production of thatstaple. There is no phase of the case in which 
the negro can be possibly benefited by the protective policy of 
the Republican party. The industry in which he is engaged is 
beyond the pale of protection, becausé he produces and will con- 
tinue to produce largely more cotton than this country can con- 
sume, and he must necessarily seek a foreign market for the 
product of his labor. 

The tariff schedules are so adjusted as to bear heaviest upon 
the cheap articles which be must buy, and whatever he pays in 
the form of taxation comes unconditionally and without a mit- 
igating circumstance out of the proceeds of his toil. Assuming 
that each negro of the South buys in the course of the year $20 
worth of protected goods, it can be easily demonstrated that the 
money extorted from him for the last quarter ofa century would, 
with accrued interest, amount to a sum sufficient to have pur- 
chased at the market price every slave in the Southern States 
at the time tle first gun was fired on Fort Sumpter. And be it 
remembered that if the white people of the South are struggling 
to lift the burdens of unjust taxation from their own shoulders, 
they are also at the same time engaged in a struggle to lift this 
monstrous burden which the Republican party has imposed upon 
the sweat and brawn of his negro neighbor. 

The attitude of the Republican party in respect to the races 
in the South is heartless and exasperating to the last degree. 
No other motive seems to actuate it except the lust of power and 
the greed of the men who have been fattened and enriched by 
means of the prostitution of the powers of Government for their 
benefit. It is not actuated either by love for the negro or by the 
hatred of the white man, but by a cold, calculating policy by 


which it expects to retain power and the aggrandizement of the | 


favored classes at the expense of both. 
Mr. Chairman, the Republican party in its platform “ de- 
nounces the continued and inhuman outrages perpetrated upon 


American citizens for political reasons in certain Southern States | 


of the Union.” Who can read this language and believe it 
without also believing that the Southern people are given over 
to unbridled lawlessness? It purports to be asolemn declaration 
to the world that crime and mob violence are rampant through- 
out the South, and it is a notice to all law-abiding people to re- 
main away from such acountry. Such declarations, followed 
up by the painted imagery and effusive denunciations of politi- 
cal orators and newspapers have done and are doing incalcula- 
ble harm to the Southern States. 

I have with some labor investigated the question of lawless- 
ness in those States. The census of 1890, which is fully made 
up in respect to the number of white and colored population in 
the former slaveholding States, shows that the whites numbered 
15,493,323, while the colored amounted to 6,943,915. By this 
showing 68 per cent of the entire population is white and 32 per 
cent colored. Now, the census further shows that in the jail of 
the District of Columbia, the jails of Delaware, and the peniten- 
tiaries of the other fifteen States there were 17,770 inmates, of 
which 12,043 were colored and 5,727 were white. There were 
173 colored convicts in every hundred thousand of population, 
while there were only 37 white convicts in the like number. It 
may be said that this only goes to show how the negro is perse- 
cuted in these States. The number of white and colored popu- 
lation in the Northern States, as disclosed in a recent census bul- 
letin, shows that the white population in these States number 
39,444,456, while the colored population in these States number 
739,556. Now, there are 27,136 inmates in the penitentiaries of 
the Northern States, and of these 24,324 are white and 2,812 are 


colored. By this showing there are 61 white convicts in every 
hundred thousand of population and 38) colored, or 207 celored 
convicts more in every hundred thousand of population in the 
Northern than in the Southern States. We have from the cen- 
sus the exact figures, showing that there are in New England 
47,554 colored population, and 121 negroes in the penitentiar- 
ies, or at a rate of 254 in every hundred thousand of population. 
We also have the exact figures in the States of New York, Penn- 
sylvania, and New Jersey. The census shows a colored popula- 
tion in these States of 232,010, and of this number 1,122 are in 
the penitentiaries, or 483 in every hundred thousand of popula- 
tion. The State of Kansas has been held out to the negro as a 
land of promise. The census of 1890 shows a negro population 
in that State of 51,251, and of these 197 were in the penitenti- 
ary, Whereas Mississippi had a negro population of 747,723, and 
of these only 390 were in the penitentiary. If Mississippi had 
consigned negroes to the penitentiary in the same ratio that they 
were consigned to the penitentiary in Kansas, she would have 
had 2,886 negro convicts, and the Republican party, that guard- 
ian of human rights as well as of human labor, would have been 
under the painful necessity of inserting an additional plank in 
its platform denouncing the barbarity of the Mississippians, and 
declaring that it would never relent in its opposition to such in- 
human outrages until each one of the 2,886 was secured in his 
right to cast at least one honest ballot for—well, the Republican 
party! 

Now, in view of the very grave charge made in the Repub- 
lican platform, this is a most extraordinary showing. It demon- 
strates that the white people of the Southern States are the most 
law-abiding people in the United States; and the fact that the 
pereentage of crime is less in the Southern than in the Northern 
States is explained in the census by the large number of whites 
of foreign birth who are in the penitentiaries. It furthermore 
demonstrates that either the negroes residing in the Northern 
States are more addicted to crime than those residing South, or 
it shows that the Southern negro is more leniently dealt with by 
the courts and juries before which he is tried. 

Butthe District of Columbia furnishes a more striking ebject- 
lesson thanany pther locality. Itisexelusively under the adminis- 
tration of the General Government. Nearly allof its officials are 
and have been Republicans; and I have nodoubt the great majority 
| of them have been appointed under Republican Administrations 

for political reasons. It is the official home of the President and 

his Cabinet. Itsinternal affairs are not only constantly under 
| their observation, but under the observation and superintendence 
| of Congress. Now, by the census of 1890 the population of the 
| District of Columbia amounted to 230,279, of which 154,352 were 

white, and 75,927, or a fraction less than one-third,were colored. 

Now, the statistics of the District jail show that in 1889 there 

were 2,049 persons committed to jail, and of these 399 were white 
| and 1,829 were colored; that in 1890 there were 2,038 persons 
| committed, and of thes2477 were white and 1,581 were colored; 
and that in 1891 there were 2,376 persons committed, and of 
these 450 were white and 1,910 were colored. From this show- 
| ing it would appear that it was high time for the Republican 

party to enact the farce of putting down outrages in the District 
| of Columbia. 

No, Mr. Chairman, the fact is that the Republican party bad 
full opportunity to study the negro’s capacity for government 
here in the District of Columbia: and the result was, that in 
order to get rid of his agency in the administration of the Dis- 
trict Government it disfranchised the entire population. 

I have neither the time nor the inclination to pursue the 
statistics furnished by the census further. However, I could 
| easily show in county after county throughout the South that 
where the negro population, comparatively, is the most numer- 
ous there is the least prosperity. Counties that were once noted 
for their wealth are now under a blight, while counties that were 
once considered poor are now, by reason of the thrift of their 
white population, prosperous. All over the South the negro’s 
thriftlessness, ignorance, and indisposition or inaptitude for 
taking care of his own affairs is apparent. 

Having said this much, I desire here and now to disclaim that 
I take a pessimistic view of the negro and his future develop- 
ment. To one who believes that thisGovernment is like agreat 
| ox, with astomach big enough and strong enough to amalgamate 
| and digest all the races of men; to one who believes that a sav- 
age may be given a common-school education, and thereby be 
made a civilized man to order; to one who believes that all the 
children of men are born with equal capacity, and that the future 
of a child merely depends on the manner and extent of his train- 
ing; to one who believes thatcivilization is a mushroom growth, 
and that a savage can be lifted up through all its stages to the 
hights of enlightenment during his progress through the grad«s 
of a school curriculum, what I have said would no doubt se+m to 
be extremely pessimistic. But to one who believes that civili- 





: 


—— 


' sissippi, and, notwithstanding he lived in a section of the State | 
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zation is a century-plant, and that it takes ages to develop a 
civilized and enlightened race; to one who beliéves that whena 
white child is born into the world it is endowed with aptitudes 
which it inherited through forty centuries of successive civili- 
zations; to one who believes that an aptitude for treading the 
paths ‘beaten for centuries by the onward march of a civilized 
ancestry is a by birth and developed by education; to one 
who believes that a savage may learn vulgar fractions without 
changing his nature or his proclivities, the progressof the negro 
in America has been extremely gratifying. 
When contrasted with the progress of any other savage race 
it must be conceded that the negro in America has achieved 
more in the same length of time than any other known to his- 
tory. From the hour he came to this country he has advanced. 
He has learned a new language; he has been taught a new and 
Divine religion; he has been made‘acquainted with the obliga- 
tions of a and the blessings of domestic life. We all 
rejoice that in the fullness of time and in the providence of God 
he was made free. Of all the races of men he is the most docile, 
the most tractable, the most benevolent, and the most harmless. 
During all the years of the civil war I was in a position where 
I had an opportunity of observing the relations that existed be- 
tween the master and the slave during that trying ewes and 
I say it to the everlasting credit of the negro, that I do not re- 
call a single great crime committed by him during the war. 
When the history of that period shall be truthfully written, 
one of its brightest pages will record his continued kindness and 
protection to the defenseless women and children of the South 
at a time when the temptation to commit crime was;the greatest. 
He has the faculty for imitating and assimilating the manners 
and customs of the white man not possessed by any other inferior 
race. In many instances they have acquired property, and indi- 
vidual cases of culture and refinement are by no means rare. 
Throughout the South they manifest a marked disposition to 
send their children to school, and there is perhaps no part of our | 
Ln gee on whom the Christian religion has taken a stronger 
old. All in all, the race has made marvelous progress, but it | 
has been under the tutelage and guardianship of the superior 
and dominant race. The truth is that the negro.in America as 
a race is not sufficiently intelligent nor sufficiently provident to 
assume the responsibilities of government. It is to his interest 
as well as to that of his white neighbor that he should live under 
equal laws, made and administered by the superior and govern- 
ing race for the equal benefit of both. 
Montgomery, a negro residing in the Mississippi Valley, who 
is a man of great intelligence and sagacity, was a member of 
the constitutional convention recently held in the State of Mis- 


where his race was overwhelmingly in the majority, he advo- 
cated and assisted in incorporating into the constitution of that | 
State a standard of intelligence which the citizen must reach be- 
fore he can vote. I donot hesitate to say that Montgomery dis- 
played more wisdom and statesmanship in this one act than can | 
be attributed in respect to this question to all the men engaged | 
in framing the Minneapolis platform. Montgomery knew that | 
his people had capacity for happiness and advancement, but he 
furthermore knew that the time had not come in the progress of 
their development to invest them with the responsibilities of | 
government. He knew that the safety, the happiness, and pros- 
perity of his people did not lie in this day and generation in po- 
litical activity, or in exciting them into race antagonisms. 

Sir, the way to advance the negro is to withdraw the inter- | 
meddling hand of the Government and let him alone. Under | 
the Federal Constitution and the constitutions of the several 
States the lawmaking power is forbidden to discriminate against 
him, either in legislation or in the administration of justice. He 
lives under equal laws in every State of the American Union. | 
If the white man for his own safety, the safety of property and of 
society, organizes, and by his superior intelligence and aptitude | 
for the administration of governmentsecures and holds firmly the | 

| 





helm of state in our Southern communities, itis all the better for | 
the negro. 

Mr. Chairman, the time has come when we should look this 
great question squarely in the face and deal with it, not from the 
standpoint of seeking political advantages, but from the patri- 
otic standpoint of our enlightened and advancing civilization. 
Sir, in the light of history and in the light of all experience, I 
assert that political equality between unequal races in the same 
community is impossible. Say what you may, the palpable truth 
is that political equality in the same community between the 
white and negro races necessarily tends in one of two directions. 
it will either result in social equality and amalgamation or in 
race antagonisms and social ostracism, which inevitably, from 
the political and social standpoint, distinctly and immovably 
separates the two races on the color line. 

o student of this question can fail to come to the conclusion | 





that since emancipation the tendency in America has been in the 
latter direction, and that year by year the two races are becom- 
ing more distinct, until ay the color line throughout the uth 
and the North is one which neither the white man nor the negt‘o 
can-cross with impunity. Separate schools, separate theaters 
separate cars, separate festivals, and a distinctly separate social 
life constitute the unvarying rule throughout the South. Under 
such circumstances the fact can not be disguised that political 
parties will be formed, and their contending forces will be mar- 
shaled, on the race line; and it is impossible for harmony to 
exist in communities where the two races are struggling for the 
ascendancy. In such cases the white man will assert his superior 
intelligence, courage and manhood, and atevery hazard hold the 
reins of Government. 

Sir, you might as well expect the Turk to dictate laws to Ger- 
many from a castle on the Rhine, or the Sepoy to dictate laws 
to the British Isles from the Tower of London as for the negro to 
govern one of the sovereign States of America. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the gravest problem of our times. My 
own opinion is that the wisest thing we can do as Representa- 
tives in Congress is not to intermeddle with it. Richelieu said 
to the king, ‘“ There is One above who sways the harmonious 
mysteries of the world even better than prime ministers.” Every 
patriot, every humane and Christian man, must desire the ad- 
vancement of the negro in all the waysof civilization and Chris- 
tianity, but he must, under the guidance of Providence, shape 
his own destiny. You can not shape it wisely by an act of Con- 
gress. 

You can not force him, you can not drive him, into antagonism 
with the superior race without destroying him. There are con- 
ditions existing which, I believe, if let alone, will ultimately 
work the solution of this great problem. The immovable sepa- 
ration of the two races on the color line necessarily discommodes 
and inconveniences the white man who lives in thickly settled 
negro communities, and equally discommodes and embarrasses 
the negro in thickly settled white communities. Where there 
are not a sufficient number of white children in a community to 
support a — school they are necessarily deprived of a just 
and equal distribution of the public-school funds. On the other 
hand, where there are not a sufficient number of negro children 
to support a school, the like inconvenience and injustice will 
occur. But there is no escape from this condition of affairs in 
the South except for families, either white or colored, deprived 
of a common-school education for this cause, but to retire from 
such a community and go to one where they can enjoy such ad- 
vantages and live on social relations with their own people. 

Then, again, the negro and the white man are differently con- 
stituted physically with respect to their capacity to endure the 
effects of climate. The negro came originally from a hot and 
malarial climate. It is a law of his nature that he can with- 
stand the heat and malaria in the great river valleys of the 
South. Where the white man and his family can notendure the 
climate the negro is healthy and prolific. ‘The desire for sepa- 
ration for social reasons, the disposition of the white man to get 
into the hill country where he and his family can enjoy better 
health, and the impunity with which the negro can go into the 
low and rich valleys and there enjoy life and health, are power- 
ful influences tending to the separation of the two races into sep- 
arate and distinctcommunities throughout the South. 

In my investigation of this subject I requested the Superin- 


| tendent of the Census to make up a statement showing the drift 


and trend of population in respect to the alluvial lands along the 
great rivers of the South; and the result was a demonstration 
that these causes were at work bringing about the result which 
I anticipated. I will venture to cay that there is not probably 
amember of Congress on this floor from the Southern States 
representing an upland country who will not bear witness that 
the increase of population in his district preponderates in favor 
of the white man. 

The census shows that in the counties of Issaquena, Washing- 
ton, Yazoo, Sunflower. Bolivor, Coahoma, Quitman, ‘Tunica, and 


| Le Flore, nine in number, situated in the Mississippi Valley, there 
| was a white population in 1880 of 27,559, and a white population 


in 1890 of 30,023, showing an increase of only 2,464 in ten years; 
and this increase can be accounted for by the growth of the com- 
mercial town of Greenville. In the same counties there was a 
negro population in 1880 of 111,157, and in 1890 of 162,367, show- 
ing an increase of negro population in the decade of 51,210. 
have no hesitation in saying that the thriftiest, happiest, and 
best conditioned negroes in the United States are to be found in 
the Mississippi Valley. Here lies an empire of the richest ag- 
ricultural lands in the world, to which the negro is not only in- 
vited but urged to immigrate. 
I have examined the census with respect to other counties 
situated in Mississippi which lie in the hill country, and the 
trend of population is just the reverse of that which I have de- 
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scribed in the alluvial lands, showing a preponderating increase 
of white population. Then we have a vast country to the south 
of us in Mexico and Central America, which in time will furnish 
additional outlets for the development of the negro race. Isaw 
an article not long since written by Minister Romero, in which 
he described the low countries of Mexico. They are avoided by 
white men, but they could be inhabited and made vastly pro- 
ductive by the negro. Who will say that the American negro 
may not in the near future, under the providence of God, become 
a potent factor in the development and Christianization of that 
vastand wonderfully productive country discovered by Stanley? 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is looking beyond our own country 
and perhaps beyond our own times. Our business is with this 
great problem as it is presented in our own country, and to con- 
sider it in its relations to the happiness and prosperity of our 
own people, and the safety and permanency of our free institu- 
tions. I protest against any further governmental interference 
or tinkering with it. I protest against the efforts of the Repub- 
lican party to make it subservient to its political and partisan 
ends. As time progresses it appears more evident day by day 
that the people of the Northern States are beginning to under- 
stand the race environments of the South. If they will pursue, 
notwithstanding the declaration of the Minneapolis platform, a 

licy of noninterference in the domestic affairs of the Southern 
States, if the Republican party will withdraw its assumed guard- 
ianship of the negro, and we can reach the goal of safety, where 
the two races will be left to adjust their relations under equal 
laws, then there will dawn on the South an era of unsurpassed 
prosperity. : 

Law and order will prevail, and race conflicts will be unknown. 
The negro will gravitate to the alluvial lands which stretch out 
in vast extent along our greatrivers, and these valleys will grow 
white with cotton for the spindles of the world. The agricul- 
turist, the manufacturer, the mechanic and the miner from our 
sister States of the North will fill up our waste places, and cur 
mountains and valleys will give forth their wealth to bless the 
world. Then, indeed will the Southern States become great 
commonwealths, great in their res>urces, great in their develop- 
ment ang great in the happiness and prosperity of their people. 

Mr. Chairman, the blow which the Republican party would 
deliver is aimed at the people of the Southern States of this 
Union, and I have spoken in behalf of a Southern constituency. 
In doing so I have waived the constitutional aspect of the case 
and treated this momentous question from the standpoint of the 
people supposed to be directly interested. But I recognize that 
there is a higher and broader plane from which it can be pre- 
sented. We are one people with one destiny, and the Union can 
not be crippled in any of its parts without injury to the whole. 
We all stand behind the bulwarks of the Constitution, and if 
they are made to give way in order that the General Government 
may intermeddle with and control the domestic affairs of these 
Southern States, be assured that the day is not far distant when 
the barriers of the Constitution will give way in the North as 
well as the South. Then Federal elections, instead of being the 
free and efficient expression of the will of the sovereign citizens 
of sovereign States, will become a mere form for registering the 
will of the Administration by the subservient people of depend- 
ent provinces. 

Congress has the power to judge of the election and qualifica- 
tions of its members, and thereby protect itself from intrusion 
by excluding persons not legally entitled to participate in its 

‘deliberations. But under the Constitution and in pursuance of 
the uniform practice from the foundation of the Government, 
members of Congress are elected and commissioned in the man- 
ner prescribed by the several States. When these functions are 
usurped by the General Government, and when Federal officials, 
appointed by the Administration and supported by United States 
marshals, shall superintend the holding of elections, shall inter- 
fere with and direct the voting, and shall count the ballots, can- 
vass the returns, and certify the result, then disorders and civil 
commotions will follow; then the presence of the Army will be 
demanded, and then the American people, in the grasp of a con- 
solidated power intrenched in wealth and protected by bayonets, 
will find themselves at the mercy of their masters, and the day 
may come when, like the pretorian guards, a venal army, mar- 


the party as promulgated by Jefferson, and ss by along and illus- 
trious line of his successors in Democratic leadership from Madison to Cleye- 
land. We believe the eo welfare demands that these principles be ap- 
plied to the conduct of the Federal Government through the accession to 
power of the party that advocates them, and we solemnly declare that the 
need of return to these fundamental principles of a free, popular govern- 
ment, based on home rule and individual liberty was never more urgent 
than now, when the tendency to centralize all power at the Federal Capital 
has become a menace to the reserved rights of the States that strikes at the 
very roots of our Government under the Constitution as framed by the Re- 
public. We warn the people of our commoncountry, jealous for the preser- 
vation of their free institutions, that the policy of federal control of elec- 
tions, to which the Republican party has committed itself, is fraught with 
the gravest dangers, scarcely less momentous than would result from arevo- 
lution, practically establishing monarchy on the ruins of the Republic. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Hereisthe contrast. Here 
is the issue joined by these two great political and opposing 
forces. Here is where the roads fork. The sign-boards are up, 
and the traveler can not lose his way. One road leads to the 
guardianship of the citizen, the humiliation of the States, the 
subversion of the Constitution, and the aggrandizement of the 
Federal Government into a centralized and imperial power. The 
other leads to the liberty of the citizen, home rule, and the per- 
petuity of the Federal and State governments as they move in 
their respective orbits, sustaining the one to the others the rela- 
tions ordained and established by the fathers. 

During the delivery of Mr. PATTERSON’S remarks, at the end 
of thirty minutes, when the hammer fell, 

Mr. MEREDITH said: I move that the gentleman from Ten- 
nesgee have leave to proceed. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
minutes to conclude. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MERE- 
DITH] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Tennes- 
see be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I object, inasmuch as the address of the 
gentleman has no relevancy whatever to the matter before the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is recognized. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iask that consent be given to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee bs allowed to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Itis understood, of course, 
that the gentleman’s remarks will be confined strictly to the 
Senate amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Leave has been granted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who have preceded 
me in this discussion have so cogently and thoroughly covered the 
arguments in favor of Governmentaid to the forthcoming World’s 
Exposition at Chicago that it is unnecessary for me to re- 
peat them. As hes been well said, this Exposition is not a Chi- 
cago, but a national exhibition. It is international also, com- 
memorating as it does one of the most important events in the 
history of the world—the discovery of what was till then the un- 
known half of the globe. Aside from the great historical event 
which it commemorates, it affords to the United States as a 
nation the grandest opportunity to show the world the triumphs 
of free government, the advance of our people, our wonderful 
progress in the arts and sciences, and the amazing growth of our 
material interests. Considered simply as an investment what- 
ever may be expended in making this Exposition the grandest 
and best that has been held up to the present hour will return 
tenfold. 

Considered as an educating and elevating force in the nation 
and the world, rightly conducted, the beneficent influence of the 
Exposition will be felt in every country and among all people. 

Aside from the appropriation for the Government exhibit and 
commission, the pending amendments, which are in substance 
the bill reported to this House by the Select Committee on 
the World’s Exposition, carry on their face an appropriation of 
five millions, or ten million souvenir half-dollars. If, however, 
as is expected with good reason, these coins are taken by the 
people as souvenirs and are not ultimately returned to the Treas- 
ury for redemption (as all fractional coins may be), then the 
uctual cost to the Government of the ten million souvenir coins 


It will only take me a few 


The gentleman from 


shaled at the foot of Washington Monument, will, from the por- rie mney is only about three and a half millions—the cost of 
tico of the Capito!, sell the crown and scepter to the highest | the silver bullion of which theyare made. For it must be borne 
bidder. | in mind that the fractional silver coins, abraded below the limit 
Sir, I began my remarks by requesting the Clerk to read an ex- | of tolerance, i. ¢., below the weight at which they can be reissued 
tractfrom the platform of the Republican party, adopted at Minne- | without recoinage, now lying idle in the Treasury, to be used in 
apolis. I now in conclusion send to the Clerk’s desk an extract manufacturing these souvenirs, are practically only silver bul- 
from the platform of the Democratic party, adopted atChicagoand | lion until recoined, and if used for this purpose can be replaced 
ask that it be read. | by the purchase of an equal weight of silver bullion at any time 
The Clerk read as follows: when additional fractional silver coins are required. 


The representatives of the Democratic party of the United States inna-| But even a part of this three and a half millions will be ulti- 
tional convention assembled do reaffirm their allegiance to the principles ot | mately repaid, because the pending amendments yrovide that 
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the Government shall share in the net profits of the Exposition 
in the proportion that five millions bear to the whole amount 
subscribed and required to open the gates. It is estimated that 
the net profits will be 50 per cent of these sums, in which case 
the repayment to the Government would be two and a half mil- 
lions, leaving the actual ultimate expenditures from the Treas- 
ury, aside from the cost of the Government exhibit, etc., but lit- 
tle, if any, more than a million of dollars. 


CONDITION OF THE TREASURY—PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 


In opposing aid to the World’s Exposition, the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] has not only seen fit to characterize it as 
a ‘‘job”—apparently forgetful of the fact that the recent na- 
tional Democratic convention, speaking for the Democratic 
party, of which he isan admiring member, called upon Congress 
to extend this aid as for an object of great national importance, 
but has also affirmed that the national Treasury is in a bank- 
rupt condition, and that already the Government is purposely 
deferring the payment of obligations,. particularly those grow- 
ing out of river and harbor improvements, because the expendi- 
tures are greater than the revenues. 

Charges of this kind have been so frequently made that it is 
time the gentlemen who make them should either present offi- 
cia! figures sustaining them, or retract them. And I now enter 
a sweeping denial of all of them. Indeed, I go further, and on 
the authority of the Treasury Department, I deny that payment 
of a single dollar of the current expenditures has been deferred 
for want of money. All claims under the law and regulations of 
the Treasury Department are first submitted to the usual exam- 
ee and approval,and when so approved, have been promptly 

aid. 

The official statement of the condition of the Treasury on the 
Ist day of July, 1892, is a complete answer to all such sugges- 
tions. At that date there was subject to check by the Govern- 
ment disbursing officers, including officers in charge of improve- 
ments of rivers and harbors, the sum of $23,395,413 for immediate 
use in the payment of any accrued liabilities against the Gov- 
ernment. Certainly if any person who has done any work for 
the Government has not been paid, it must be for the reason 
that in the ordinary course of business the claim had not been 
reached for allowance, and not because the disbursing officers 
were not in possession of sufficient money. 

In addition to over twenty-three millions subject to check by 
the disbursing officers, there was at that date a surplus in the 
Treasury, including depositaries, the sum of $26,672,377—mak- 
ing altogether about fifty millions within the control of the 
Treasury for the payment of current liabilities. 

Indeed, the revenues for the last fiscal year—the year ending 
June 30, 1892—notwithstanding a reduction of taxation of about 
$60,000,000 by the McKinley tariff, were $8,839,516 in excess of 
the expenditures, including interest on public debt. Here is 
the official statement: 


RECEIPTS. EXPENDITURES. 

Cte #177, 883, 034 | Civil and miscellaneous _. $99, 983, 492 
Internal revenue.....-.... 153,543,255 | War, including rivers and 

Miscellaneous............. 22,629,196} hagbors............-..--- 46, 897, 243 
| Navy. including new ves- 

PS) gO 29, 176, 195 
| Indians, including pur- 

chase of Indian lands... 11, 146, 986 

Pensions .................. 134, 583, 045 

Interest on war debt...... 23,378,988 

ar cette cli 353, 955, 464 | ONE caciieniccimimane 345, 115, 948 


When, therefore, the revenue of the last fiscal year, notwith- 
standing the large reduction by the new tariff, a reduction called 
for by all parties in order to bring receiptsdown to expenditures 
and avoid the necessity of buying bonds at a large premium in 
order to get the surplus money intocirculation, more than meets 
expenditures; and especially when there is to-day about $50,- 
000,000 practically on hand to meet current liabilities, why do 
gentlemen indulge in the absurd talk that the Treasury is bank- 
rupt or approaching bankruptey? 

And especially, why do they indulge thus when the Secretary 
of the Treasury estimates that the revenue for the fiscal year, 
upon which we have just entered, will be $13,000,000in excess of 
that of the last fiscal year? 

We have had a great deal of wild talk in connection with the 
appropriations by the last Congress—the “ billion-dollar Con- 
gress,’ as it has been derisively called—that appropriated for 
the fiscal years 1891 and 1892, which is now confronted with the 
ofilcial statements of the Treasury Department, showing that 
the actual expenditures for these two years, including interest 
on the public debt, were $700,388,633, or $300,000,000 less than 
the $1,000,000,000 so persistently and recklessly charged. 

The surplus, after paying all governmental expenses and in- 
terest on the war debt, was $17,339,762 for the fiscal year 1891, 
and $8,839,516 for 1892, which was used in reducing the public 
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debt—having been applied to the bank redemption fund, which 
had been used for this purpose. Forsinee March 4, 1889, when 
President Harrison was inaugurated, there has been applied to 
the reduction of the principal of the war debt $259,000,000, leay- 
ing the interest-bearing debt at the present time only $585,000,- 
000, of which about $25,000,000 bears interest at 2 per cent per 
annum and is payable atthe pleasure of the Government, and 
nearly $560,000,000 bears interest at 4 per cent and is payable in 
1907. The payments on account of reduction of debt were $125,- 
390,527 in the fiscal year 1891, and $37,587,720 in 1892. 

In response to the charge so frequently made that the annual 
expenditures of the Government have been increased from $2.17 

r inhabitant in 1860 to $9, or $12 asa Senator from Arkansas 
Mtr. BERRY] estimated a few days ago, it is sufficient to say that 
the official figures show that the expenditures for the last fiscal 
year, including interest on debt, pensions, ete., were, in round 
numbers, $345,000,000, of which nearly $20,000,000 was refunds 
and repayments—a simple matter of bookkeeping, leaving the 
actual expenditures to be paid by taxation about $325,000,000, or 
$5 per inhabitant. 

But it should be borne in mind that of this $325,000,000 the 
following sums were expended for objects imposed upon the 
country by the war of the rebellion: 








Pensicns to Union soldiers ...........-.-.....----. $134,583,045 
means ATG 5 56 oi bs oc in ah edcens 23,378,988 
Bounty, back pay, soldiers’ homes, etc., including 
expenses of collection of internal-revenue tax... _ 17,037,967 
Deal o WOE i bc as te Kee eee 175,000,000 


or $2.70 per inhabitant, leaving an expenditure of $150,000,000, 
or $2.30 per inhabitant, for ordinary objects of government. 

Inasmuch as the Government now undertakes hundreds of ob- 
jects to promote the public interests which it did not undertake 

fore the war, among which are the maintenance of agricul- 
tural colleges, agricultural experiment stations, and the life- 
saving service on our coasts, it is evident that the annual ex- 
penditure per inhabitant for the same objects only that Govern- 
ment appropriated money for before the war would fall consider- 
ably below $2. Such facts as these show how groundl¢$s are the 
charges made of profligate expenditures. 


CONDUCT OF THE EXPOSITION-—-SALE OF LIQUORS. 


Mr. Chairman, having shown, as I think, the ability of the 
Government to aid the World’s Exposition, and the wisdom of 
extending this aid in case this Exposition shall be rightly con- 
ducted, I desire to call attention to two conditions which it seems 
to me should be exacted in making the appropriations pro- 
posed, not only in justice to the best public sentiment of the 
eountry, but also for the highest success of the Exposition. 

First, the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ATKINSON], prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors as a beverage on the Exposition grounds, should be 
adopted. It should be adopted because Congress is informed 
that the local directors, without the approval of the Commission, 
so far as we are informed, have gone forward and taken measures 
to permit the sale of intoxicating liquors; and therefore, unless 
Congress shall intervene and attach to any appropriation it ma, 
make a provision that it shall be paid to the Exposition officials 
only on condition that this traffic shall be prohibited, it is prob- 
able that liquors will befreely sold toany customer. I need not re- 
peat the cogent reasons for the adoption of such an amendment 
which have been so well presented by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania{Mr. ATKINSON]. I am sure, however, that its adop- 
tion will serve to promote good order on the grounds, and sobriety 
among the millions of our people who will attend, and make the 
Exposition an educator for good. 


SUNDAY CLOSING OF EXPOSITION. 


Secondly, the House should concur with the Senate in adopt- 
ing the provision that the appropriation proposed shall be paid 
only on the condition that the officials in charge shal! guarantee 
that the Exposition will not be opened to the public on Sundays. 

In opposition to such a condition it has be2n said that the offi- 
cials in charge can be trusted to settle this matter wisely, and it 
better be left to them. 

But Congress can not relieve itself from its responsibility in 
this matter by any such plea as this. It is known that the local 
officials have practically decided to open the Exposition on Sun- 
days, just as they have decided to allow the sale of liquor, and 
any opposition of the Commission will be ineffective. Indeed, 
these officials are already exhibiting the incomplete buildings 
every Sunday at a charge of 25 cents per head. If Congress im- 
poses no condition on any appropriation it may make it will be 
accepted as an eve by Congress of Sunday opening. In- 
deed, in view of the fact that the Senate has, by a vote of two to 


one, adopted a provision imposing a condition that the Exposition 
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shall not be opened to the public on Sundays, if this House re- 
uses to concur or adopts a substitute which permits Sunday 
opening, the responsibility will rest upon those members of this 
ouse whose votes bring about such a result. We must accept 
the responsibility that faces us. ’ 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr, WHEELER], in opposing 
fee Sunday-closing provision, on Saturday said, in substance, 

hat Congress should not meddle with moral and religious ques- 
tions. But if we appropriate the people’s money to aid in car- 
rying on an Exposition which we know will open its gates to the 
public on Sunday if —o imposes no condition otherwise, 
and refuse to impose such a condition, we do ‘‘ meddle with a 
moral and religious question,” and meddle with it to the extent 
of not only taking sides against it, but of appropriating public 
money to make our opposition effective. 

I take itfor granted that no one doubts our right to impose 
such a condition as this on any appropriation we may make. 
Not only is it our right toimpose this condition, but in the pres- 
ent situation, in the light of our knowledge of what will be done 
in the absence of Congressional action otherwise, we shall sim- 
ply perform a duty—the duty of maintaining the official attitude 
towards Sunday by this nation from its foundation to the pres- 
ent day—by providing practically that any appropriation we may 
py shall not be used in keeping openon Sunday an exposition 
or fair. 

Have gentlemen considered what has been the attitude of this 
nation toward Sunday up to the present hour? Not so much as 
a religious question, as a question involving the best interests of 
the people, physically and morally. Ithas taken the ground that 
Sendng is a rest day, a day when public business is not to be 
transacted; a day when the Executive Departments are to be 
closed; when the courts are not to be in session; when the two 
Houses of Congress shall not bein session except in an exigency; 
and when the doors of the Capitol shall be closed to visitors. 
The Federal Constitution even specifically excepts Sunday in 
the count of the days within which the President may retain a 
bill. The Supreme Court has prompt decided that laws 
protecting Sunday are valid, and are upheld as a just and nec- 
essary protection of the people. 

Do gentlemen claim that the framers of the Constitution and 
every Congress from the beginning of the Government until 
to-day, which has legislated to make Sunday arest day, has been 
meddling with religion? 

Not only this, but every one of the forty-four States of the 
Union has recognized Sunday as a rest day and enacted legisla- 
tion to set apart the day from other days and, in one way or 
another, to preserve it as a day when the strifes of business com- 
petition shall cease and the round of diverting public amuse- 
ments shall be suspended. Public offices are closed in every 
State. Indeed, of the Legislatures of the ten States which have 
considered the question, all but one have already voted to close 
their State exhibits on Sunday, 

So far as lam aware, up to the present time not even an agricul- 
tural fair, a public exhibition, a county show, or circus, or thea- 
ter—with perhaps an exception as to the latter in one or two 
cities—has been opened to the public on Sunday. 

No Exposition in this enmeng | outside of the one at New Or- 
leans, which was not a success, has ever been open to the public 
on Sundays. There was a struggle on the part of some persons 
to have the Centennial Exposition opened to the public on Sun- 
days, but the movement was overruled, and Gen. HAWLEY, who 
— at its head, bears witness to the good results of Sunday 
closing. 

More than this: Not a single exposition has been held in Eu- 
rope, where on the Continent Sunday has become very much as 
other days, in which the American and British exhibits have 
not been covered. 

As indicating the profound conviction of three-fourths, if not 
a larger proportion of our people, that the preservation of Sun- 
day as a rest day is of inestimable importance to us as a nation, 
I call attention to the protests which have already reached this 
Capitol since it became known that the managersof the proposed 
Exposition are proposing to open it to the public on aioe: 
There has never before been such a ee protest. 

There are in the first place about 12,000,000 members of Protest- 
ant churches in this country, and these have protested by conven- 
tion, association, synod, conference, or individual churches al- 
mostin a body. The dissidence has been so meager that it 
has only served to emphasize the unanimity. The evidence is con- 
clusive that the great body of the attendants of these churches 
also are in sympathy with these protests. Three of the most 
distinguished of the six Catholic archbishops of the United 
States—Ireland, Gross, and Riordan—have united in the protest, 
and voice the feelings of a large proportion of the Catholic 
Church. Protests have come up to us from every quarter indi- 
eating an overwhelming judgment against any step that will 


lead to converting our Sunday into a Continental Sunday. A 
distinguished Senator, who examined the subject, gives it as his 
opinion that fifty, and certainly not less than forty, millions of 
the United States—nine-tenths of the native born—are opposed to 
the Sunday opening of the Exposition. 

Why are they opposed? In the brief time allowed me I can 
only indicate some of the reasons without elaborating them: 

1. Because they believe that if so conspicuous an example of 
the use of Sunday for carrying 2n a great national azd interna- 
tional Exposition with an admission fee is set, it will break 
down the barrier which now prevents theaters and all forms of 
so-called public amusements from opening on Sunday. 

2. Because they believe that the opening of the day to public 
amusements will in due time lead to the use of the day for business 
and industrial pursuits, and thus destroy Sunday as the rest day 
of the people. I can not conceive a greater calamity than the 
addition each week of another day of work and worry to our al- 
ready overburdened people. 

3. Because the opening of the Exposition on Sunday will make 
it necessary for the vast army of employés, attendants, watch- 
men, and exhibitors of goods, and the employés of railroads 
which will run excursion trains Sundays from all points within 
200 miles to work on Sundays. 

4, Because they believe thatthe preservation of a rest day—one 
day in seven—is essential to the physical health of man. All 
experience shows that the man who rests one day in seven main- 
tains better health, lasts longer, and accomplishes more than 
those who disregard this law of health. The Divine command 
to remember the Sabbath day rests on the physical necessities 
of man. 

5. Because they believe that the separation of one day inseven 
from the other six, and the keeping of it as a day of freedom 
from worldly pursuits, tends to that thoughtfulness and intro- 
spection which elevates manhood and makes men better citizens. 
The great peril of our nation to-day is the increasing engross- 
ment of our ee in pursuit of selfish objects. Greed is over- 
coming manliness. Sunday is the one day that stands in the 
way of the triumph of greed and unscrupulousness. 

6. Lastly, but first of all in the estimation of millions, the Di- 
vine injunction to ‘Remember the Sabbath day and keep it 
holy” is regarded as acommand of the Creator, to be obeyed as a 
religious duty, as well as an injunction which is based on the 
physical, moral, and spiritual necessities of our nature. And any 
action by the Government which should trample upon this re- 
ligious conviction of so large a proportion of our people would 
bs an unnecessary and inenoneable outrage. 

So overwhelming are the reasons for preserving Sunday as a 
day set apart from otherdays, that the friendsof Sunday opening 
have concluded not to antagonize the Senate Sunday closing 
amendment directly, but with what they call a compromise sub- 
stitute. The engines that move the machinery are to b> shut 
down and the men who run them relieved from Sunday duty, 
while the remainder of the Exposition is to be open to the pub- 
lic, and a religious flavor given to it by having a hal! constructed 
and opened for preaching services alternately by representatives 
of all denominations. 

I am curious to know whether my friend from Alabama, who 
opposes the Senate proposition because it touches areligious ques 
tion, will support a substitute which proposes to use public 
money to construct a place of worship and maintain religious 
exercises, Will not the followersof Ingersoll complain that they 
are left out? 

But seriously consider practically what the proposed substitute 
would do. It pro to run the entire Exposition except the 
machinery. is will relieve but few of the vast army of super- 
intendents, attendants, and employés from Sunday work. It will 
still impose upon all the exhibitors the necessity of looking after 
and explaining their exhibits. It will still invite the running 
of Sunday trains from points in every direction within 200 miles 
or more, and compel Sunday work by railroad employés, It would 
throw into Chicago on Sundays an immense crowd of Sunday ex- 
cursionists, composed usually of by no means the most orderly 
portions of the community. 

But taere would be religious serviees on the grounds to give 
a Sunday flavor to the opening! When itis remembered that 
sixteen years ago the daily attendancs on the Centennial Ex- 
position reached some days 270,000, and thatthe daily attend- 
ance may reach 400,000 or even 500,009 at Cthicago, and when 
itis considered that the human voice can not reach an audience 
of over 8,000, the absurdity of a proposition to give a religious 
flavor toa Sunday crowd of half a million by preaching to 8,000 
becomes apparent. It would be like the effort to excuse a Sun- 
day theater by designating a half dozen persons to hold a prayer 
meeting in one of the anterooms. 

The gentleman from Michigan has made the most specious 
plea for Sunday opening. It is the plea that unless the Expo- 
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sition shall be opened the crowds in the city will be driven to 
frequent Sunday grogshops, and he asks if it is not much better 
that they should be admitted to the grounds. The same argu- 
ment would serve for opening a Sunday theater or circus. But 
my friend forgets that the programme is to have the liquor sold 
on the Exposition groundsas well as in the city. Liquorsold on 
the grounds will do the same evil work as liquor sold outside. 

It has been said by way of argument that the Chicago brewers 
and liquor-sellers wanted Sunday closing of the Exposition. Gen. 
C. H. Howard, of Chicago, editor of Farm, Field, and Stockman, 
writes me that acanvass has been made of the saloonsof that city 
on this point by the World’s Fair Sunday Association, of whic 
he is president, and not one Chicago liquor-dealer could be found 
who did not favor Sunday opening of the Exposition, for the 
reason that it would bring such large crowds of excursionista of 
the class that patronize dramshops. 

But this argument overlooks the fact that if the Exposition is 
open on Sunday to the public there will be thrown into the city 
by excursion trains crowds numbering more than one hundred 
thousand, perhaps two hundred thousand, composed in large part 
of doubtful elements, difficult to restrain, who would not be there 
on Sunday if the Exposition was notopen. Itis this fact that 
makes Sunday opening so serious a problem for Chicago itself. 

On Sundays in Philadelphia, during the Centennial Exposition, 
everything was orderly and quiet, much more so than on other 
days of the week, for the reason that there was nothing to in- 
vite Sunday excursions. 

This question, Mr. Chairman, can not be settled by any so- 
called compromise which proposes to do the thing which the 
great body of the people object to, and then attempts to label it 
something else. 

There is still another excuse for Sunday opening of the Expo- 
ition, which presents the idea that the workingmen need it in 
rder to obviate the necessity of losing a day’s work. 

A few labor organizations have petitioned for it, notwithstand- 
ing it isobvious that nc workingman who resided a hundred miles 
from Chicago could avail himself of Sunday to visit the Ex- 

sition; but the great body of the laborers who have spoken 

ave protested against it. The Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers, the Glass Workers, and other labor organizations have 
formally protested against Sunday opening. And well they may; 
for if there is any class of our citizens who should unitedly con- 
demn any scheme that would lead to an overthrow of Sunday as 
a day of rest and make it a day of toil, itis the workingman. 
He has one day in sevensecure to him nowas arestday. Make it 
a public amusement day and it will not be long before greed will 
begin to use it asa work day; and when a few have opened the 
way, industrial competition willsoon compel others to follow, and 
we shall have a work week of seven days, with no more compen- 
sation than is now received in six. 

No! the workingmen of this country are not in favor of doing 
anything that will deprive them of their Sunday rest day. 

Mr. Chairman, to my mind any settlement of this question 
which results in the Sunday opening of the Exposition at Chi- 
cago will be marked in the future as an evil day in the history 
of this country. Nothing could be done which would so deeply 
grieve the Christian men and women of the United States, the 
backbone of the nation, as this. And it would be all the more 
grievous because the national Congress, representing the nation, 
would be responsible for it. 

You mistake popular sentiment if you suppose that only mem- 
bers of Christian churches would be grieved. Outside of the 
membership of Christian churches, from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific, from the Great Lakes to the Gulf, in the South as well 
as the North, in the West as well as the East, there isa large 
and influential body of the solid men and true women of the land 
who believe that to the influence of the Anglo-Saxon Sunday, 


the Christian Sabbath, the day accepted by the great body of our | 


citizens, is largely due the sterling character of our people, and 
that manliness, independence, self-restraint, and respect for law 
and order, which has made ‘‘a government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people” possible in this grand land of ours. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, this provision which was put 
upon the sundry civil bill in the Senate is, in substance, an ap- 
propriation in aid of the World’s Columbian Exposition at Chi- 
cago to the extent of about $5,000,000. It involves the power 
of Congress over appropriations of the moneys of the Govern- 
ment. 

[ am one of those who believe in an observance of the Consti- 
tution of our fathers. 


{am not particularly a stickler for strict construction but I | 


am for an observance of that great instrument which is the bul- 
wark of the liberties of the people of this country so far as those 
liberties can be jeopardized by legislative action. Some say 
that the Constitution has been violated until it is all shreds and 
patches and is no longer to be regarded except as the mere line 
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of demarkation between the powers of the three departments, 
legislative, judicial, and executive, into which the Government 
isdivided. I do notagree with this despondent view. 

In my judgment the Constitution of the United States is the 
greatest instrument, and formed the greatest government ever 
devised by the wit of man. It has been violated by Congres- 
sional action repeatedly, but the wonder is, in all these years of 
our existence as a nation, not that it has been violated, but that 
it has been violated so seldom, and that in general it has been so 
well observed. 

Some cite numbers of unconstitutional precedents, that is, acts 
of legislation which can not be traced to any particular grant of 
power as authority for any act desired and which a majority of 
the members of Congress may be induced to favor. Flimsy ar- 
gument! As flimsy as in morals it would be to say that one 
might sin and sin and sin until the repetition of the sin became 
a virtue and the act that of a Christian. Nonumber of such pre- 
cedents can warrant legislation. The force of precedent is only 
persuasive that those who have gone before us in action believed 
that such power existed. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], refraining from 
any constitutional my Sere but putting his side of the question 
strongly and well, as he always does whatever cause he espouses, 
dwelt upon the assumption that the Exposition is to be a great 
national enterprise, yea, an international enterprise. Now, sir, 
I freely concede the principle that the Constitution of the United 
States has no extraterritorial operation. It is binding only 
upon the parties to its creation, and when you get outside of its 
territorial limits there is no limitation in that instrument upon 
the action of this Government in any of its Departments; none 
whatever. Discretion is the rule of action when you come tw 
deal with other nations. But is that the case here, as assumed 
by the gentleman from Maine? No. Foreign nations, it is true, 
are to participate in this great Exposition, but it is not the case 
of treaty-making or other transaction of business between na- 
tions. They are to participate by invitation of this Govern- 
ment—that isall. It is no further international. 

If the Exposition were located here in the District of Colum- 
bia in which Congress has sole and exclusive jurisdiction to leg- 
islate, there could be no serious question as to the power to 
make the appropriation, but it is located within the territory 
of one of the sovereign States of the Union, in which Congress 
has no jurisdiction except in pursuance to grants in the Consti- 
tution, and there is none to warrant this appropriation. The 
Exposition association is to all intents and purposes a domestic 
one, a corporation under the laws of the State of Illinois, and 
national only to the extent that it is recognized and participated 
in by this Government, and it is extremely doubtful whether 
Congress has power to appropriate money for a Government ex- 
hibit. From what source is the authority derived for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to go into the show business? Did 
the framers of the Constitution ever conceive that such a busi- 
ness was essential to the operations of the Government that they 
were then framing? If suchathing had been suggested it would 
have astounded Washington, Franklin, Madison, and all the other 
patriotic framers beyond any absurdity ever conceived by the 
wildest speculator who ever contecuaed, governmental theories. 

In 1875 the first conception of appropriating, or rather, of 
lending public money to an exposition found expression in aloan 
of one and one-half millions of dollars to the Philadelphia Cen- 
tennial, in which the Government was a sort of partner, and 
to share in the gate receipts in a somewhat similar manner to 
the proposition now under consideration. There was a failure 
to repay this sum to the Government which culminated in a law- 
suit. The case was decided by the Supreme Court in Eyster vs. 
Centennial Board of Finance, 94 United States Reports. Chief 
Justice Waite in delivering the opinion let fall a remark that 
Congress had a right to lend the money, but that expression was 


| obiter dictum, inasmuch as the question was not raised by the 


pleadings nor in the briefs of counsel. The only question in the 
case was the matter of preference in the marshaling of assets as 
between the Government as a partner and certain of the stock- 
holders, the court holding that the Government was preferred. 
The question of the power or right of the Government to lend 
the money was not rais2d nor decided. 

The next case occurred in 1884 when there was a loan made 
by Congress of $1,000,000 to the New Orleans Exposition. Gen- 
tlemen generally said it was a good thing to have the Exposi- 
tion, that it would be a great blessing to the South. Well, I 
thought that if there was any good to flow from it, especially to 
my section, which was in need of capital and recuperation, many 
parts of it not then having fully recovered from the devastatin 
effects of the late war, that I would be glad to do whatever 
could in that direction. I had but little time to look into the 
question of constitutional power to make the loan. It at once 
flashed across my mind that the practice had prevailed here of 
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lending tents, arms, etc., to soldiers in exhibitions for drilling 
purposes, etc.—loans of the property of the United States—and 
when the question was raised I took the ground that Congress 
had the power to lend the money. It was stated that the loan 
was on undoubted security, and that the Government could lose 
nothing. I therefore spoke and voted for the loan. 

Two or three years ago a great organization known as the 
Farmers’ Alliance, which, judged by its original declarations of 
intention and purpose, was a good institution, nonpartisan in 
character, with many charitable features, and intended to im- 
prove the methods and otherwise benefit those engaged in agri- 
culture, spread all over the Southern and Western States. 
Scurvy politicians, place hunters, and demagogues soon obtained 
control of its organization and diverted it from its original pur- 
poses and oo it into the unbounded sea of national politics. 
Among other measures which they demanded should be passed 
by Congress were those known as the subtreasury and land-loan 
bills: and at Ocala, Fla., their national convention adopted a plat- 
form in which these demands were embodied. 

When called upon by my constituents to know my views and 
what would be my vote upon these measures which had then been 
formulated and introduced into Congress, I replied that their 
details were in many respects subject to criticism, and that I 
thought them impracticable; but the question which confronted 

e at the threshold was the want of constitutional power in the 

overnment to lend money for any purpose. I was at once ar- 
raigned at the bar of public opinion by their speakers and writers 
for my inconsistency. 

Mr. Chairman, I plead guilty to the charge. My vote in 1884 
for the loan to the New Orleans Exposition was wrong in prin- 
ciple and utterly indefensible. My motive was good, but the 
vote was wrong. I had then given but little attention to the 

uestion of power, but when I found that the ‘‘ undoubted secu- 
fity ” of which I was assured, and upon which the loan had been 
made, proved a myth and the Government lost the money and 
had to appropriate over a quarter of a million of dollars addi- 
tional to pay the premiums awarded to foreign exhibitors—peo- 
ple whom Congress had invited from other nations to go there 
and exhibit their wares—and which it would have been disgrace- 
ful in our Government rot to have paid, I was then led to fur- 
ther investigate the question. Could it be possible, I asked my- 
self, that Congress was vested with such a dangerous power—to 
lend the revenues of the Government to whomsoever a majority of 
ts members thought proper? For if they had the right to lend 
1,000,000, they could lend $100,000,000 or $1,000,000,000 as well. 
The investigation caused me to revise und change my opinion. 

Mr. Chairman, I never knew of but one kind of people who 
never change their opinion, and they are said to be fools. The 
judges of our highest courts, of profound learning in the law, 
sometimes find that they have erred in the past and overrule a 
former decision. I trust that I may ever have the courage to 
acknowledge that I am wrong when convinced of the fact. I 
was confirmed in my revised opinion in February, 1888, when I 
SS to the House of Representatives the views of a minor- 

t 

Sow the repayment of the direct tax which had been collected 
during the late war. The views then presented were substan- 
tially in accord with those I have ever since entertained touch- 
ing this and similar questions. I am glad to know that a sub- 
stantial part of the membership of the Farmers’ Alliance agrees 
with me in the views I entertain. Iam sorry to know that the 
other part, perhaps a majority, now belong to that organization 
known as the third party, or 
they who nominated Gen. Weaver for the Presidency at Omaha 
on July 5. They have embodied in their platform the same de- 
mands embraced in that of Ocala, with additional ones quite as 
objectionable to a Democrat. 

r. Chairman, it is unnecessary and a useless consumption of 
time to discuss either the subtreasury or land-loan bills in their 
details, although in these respects they are bad enough. Let 


of the Committee on the Judiciary in opposition to the bill | 


eople’s party, as it claims to be— | 
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not be surprised if in some of the other States it was equally as 
low, and perhaps much lower. 

Mr. TUCKER. While in Rhode Island it exceeds $361. 

Mr. OATES. Yes, that is the financial condition with which 
we are to-day confronted. These people of the agricultural sec- 
tions naturally would be glad if a power existed in Congress to 
lend money and they could get the benefit thereof. But these 
visionary and impracticable schemes I have opposed and com- 
bated with great earnestness, not because of any want of sym- 
pathy with the farmers as a class, for I am a representative here 
of a farming district. The people who commission me and send 
me here to represent them are in the main an agricultural peo- 
ple, and I am their friend and sympathizer. 

I combat these theories and try to expose their fallacies be- 
cause I know that if they were put into practical execution they 
would work great wrong and injury to their advocates, to the 
farmers, to my constituents, and if the principle contended for 
be extended it would destroy this Government of ours, which is 
intended to be, and if properly preserved will prove to us and 
our posterity, one of the richest blessings ever bestowed upon 
man. We need more money to be put into circulation among 
our farmers. 

[believe in decentralizing the money power. I therefore wish 
to see repealed, before this Congress adjourns, the prohibitory 
tax of 10 per cent on State bank circulation. I would be glad to 
see sucha reduction of taxation as to produce a deficiency in rev- 
enues and that deficiency supplied by an issue of Treasury notes. 

But, sir, I am unalterably opposed to an issue of irredeemable 
paper circulation. No paper money will circulate at par unless 
there be hard money behind it foritsredemption. This is taught 
by the lesson of experience throughout all civilization. From 
what source did the People’s partyand advocates of the Ocala 
demands obtain the idea that just $50 per capita is the amount 
of money the country needs; just this, and nothing more, noth- 
ing less? Fifty dollars per capita would give us more than double 
our present circulation. It would give at least $3,600,000,000. 
Where is the coin to secure its redemption? Without it depre- 
ciation and inflation of prices would surely follow. 

The idea that $50 per capita is just the sum needed to make 
us all happy is obtained from the assertion that this is the amount 
incirculation in France, and it is said that the French are the most 
prosperous people in the world. In that country there are but 
comparatively few banks. In this we have 4,000 national banks 
and more than double that number of private banks through 
which a very large part of our commercial transactions are made 
and money paid by check or draft, thus rendering the handling 
of cash unnecessary. The habits and customs of our people and 
the French are very dissimilar. They are perhaps the most in- 
dustrious and economical people in the world and hide away their 
savings in old stockings and private boxes. 

A Frenchman never eats anything that he can sell; an Ameri- 
can never sells anything that he caneat. Fifty dollars per capita 
is the first step in the theory of the third party Ocala advocates. 
They would put the Government printing presses to work and 
print until they had this amount in circulation. But how would 
that help the poor people? The Government does not give awa 
money. Those only can obtain it who have something to sell, 
labor or property, by which to obtain it. To meet this difficulty 
of getting the $50 per capita into circulation, this new school of 
political philosophers and inventors undertake to bridge over 
this chasm by the subtreasury and land-loan schemes. 

Even if I had the time, I do not care to enter upon a discussion 
of the injustice and impracticability of these measures, because 
they both rest upon the one foundation, the assumption of the 
right of the Government to lend money. If this foundation be 


| knocked from under them, the whole superstructure of the Ocala 


| demands collapses and fails to the ground. 


us see from what source they originate. The demand of the | 


People’s party is for an increased circulation of money to $50 per 
capita to the population. The circulation now throughout the 


country, as shown by reports from the Treasury Department, is | 


nearly $25 per capita. Yet it isafact which no man can deny 
that in the agricultural sections of the country, embracing all 
of the Southern States and most of the Western and Middle 
States, there is not exceeding $5 or $6 per capita in circulation. 
The centralization of the money power and our unjust systems 
of protective tariff legislation and of raising revenues are the 
chief causes of a concentration of the money in the manufactur- 
ing and commercial sections of the Union. 


r. TUCKER. In North Carolina there is only a fraction | 


over $6 per capita in circulation. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I say that while this proposition is art- 
fully drawn, as to the particular shape in which the Government 
isasked toenter into partnership with the Chicago Exposition, yet 
it is to all intentsand purposesaloan. You ask the Government 
to put so much money in and take its chane*s with private par- 
ties who are buying the stock or have already done so. It isa 
loan disguised by a very thin drapery. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman hear a suggestion? 

Mr.OATES. Lhave not time to yield for that purpose. 

There is no power in Congress to loan money, none whatever. 
You will find a clause in the Constitution which provides that 
Congress shall have the power to borrow money upon the credit of 
the United States. That is necessary in case of war. But no- 
where, sir, is there any clause of the Constitution which can be 
tortured into conferring upon Congress the power to loan the 
money of the — Nowhere. It does rot exist. If, then, it 
can not be found in the express powers, and can not be derived 


Mr.OATES. That isthe case in North Carolina, and I should ! or implied from them—and I defy any one to show that it is an 
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{mplied power—where do you find the power? I mean the right 
as contradistinguished from a mere brutum fulmen? 

Is there a limitation on the power of the Congress of the United 
States to appropriate the public money? The eight section of 
the first article of the Constitution declares that— 

Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and ex- 
c1ses. 

For what? First, to pay the debts of the United States; sec- 
ond, to provide for the common defense of the United States, and, 
third, to provide for the general welfare of the United States. 

The power to lay and collect taxes, gentlemen will observe, is 
unlimited,except as to the manner. They must either be direct 
or indirect and uniform, in pursuance to the direetions laid 
down in this and other clauses of the Constitution. But in re- 
spect to the amount to be raised, there is no limit upon the power 
of Congress in laying and collecting taxes; it is adespotic power, 
vested in Congress by that clause of the Constitution. 

Now, I ask gentlemen whether there is any limitation upon 
the power of appropriating that money when thusraised? Some 
say no, and refer us to the “general welfare” clause, so often 
cited, and mistakenly cited, as meaning the general welfare of 
the people of the United States, which it does not say and does 
not mean, the meaning being just what it says, the general wel- 
fare of the United States—the organism, the Government-which 
was then being created. When you look to find what is deemed 
the general welfare of the United States, you will find scattered 
through the Constitution twenty-eight different grants of pow- 
ers which Congress may exercise for the general welfare. 

These words are not a grant of power but a limitation upon 
the objects and purposes to which the money when raised may 
be applied. Jefferson said that this clause was intended to lac2 
Congress up strictly within the enumerated powers. There are 
implied powers such as are necessary to be exercised in order to 
prevent the express ones from becoming nugatory. ‘‘ Thus 
far,” says the Constitution, ‘‘ you may go, but no farther.” If 
you go onestep beyond, you are a usurper, and deserve to be, at 
the next election, retired to private life for your faithlessness. 
Nothing short of such observance of the Constitution will per- 
petuate this, the best and greatest Government that the world 
has ever seen. It is true that a nonobservance may work its 
destruction slowly, but if indulged it will come as surely as that 
the sun set behind the western horizon to-day. 

Now, let us see. Is there no limitation? What was the ob- 
ject of the framers of that instrument? To strengthen the 
articles of Confederation. The Government was too weak to ex- 
ecute the decrees of Congress. Jealous were the framers of 
their liberties, which they had wrested in blood from the British 
King. They distrusted a strong central government. They did 
not wish to vest in any such government any great measure of 
power—none, in fact, except that which was well defined, as was 
indicated in the amendments adopted immediately after the 
Constitution, the tenth of which declares that ‘‘all powers not 
delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohib- 
ited by it tothe States, are reserved to the States respectively, or 
to the people.” The Supreme Court of the United States in the 
caso of Kilburn vs. Thompson (103 United States Reports), defin- 
ing the powers of Congress, used the following language: 

Its power must be sought alone in some express grant in the Constitution 
or be found necessary to carry into effect such powers as are there granted. 

If there be no limitation upon the power of appropriation, what 
sort of Government have we? I haveshown,andI defy any gen- 
tleman to controvert the profosition, that there is no limitation 
to the power of taxation. If there be no limitation to the power 
of taxation, and none to the power of appropriation, what have you 
but a Governmentof unlimited powers? Noman cananswer that 
argument. With unlimited power tolay and collect taxes and un- 
limited power to dispose of the money when raised, Congress would 
be autocratic and tyrannical. Then you must somewhere find a 
limitation to the powers of Congress to appropriate public money. 
If you can find no authority in the Constitution, will you usurp it? 
The only thing which fixes a rule or standard by which we may 
be governed is that which I laid down afew moments ago—the 
granted powers, and the implied powers necessary to be exer- 
cised in order to give force and efficacy to those granted or del- 
egated. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no mere theory. It is a practical ques- 
tion of most vital importance which I present to practical men. 
it isa plain business question. If the power does not exist to 
loan money, this being in fact a loan, we have no power to make 
it; and we ought not to doit. If the power does exist to loan 
money there is no limit, as I shall show, to that power; and with 
no limit to the power to lay and collect duties, taxes, imposts, 
and excises we have at once a Government of unlimited pow- 
ers—the very thing of all others which the framersof that great 
instrument sought and intendei to prevent. It was their desire 
to put a limit upon the power; of government. If you vote for 
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this how can you answer the argument of those who insist that 
the Government shall practically go into partnership with the 
farmers of the country and lend money to them? 

The farmers as a class need relief, ifitis to be had in this way. 
Their business has not been prosperous for some two or three 
years past. They are having hardtimes. Money issearce with 
them, although the amount in circulation throughout the coun- 
try generally is very great. Now, if you have the power to pass 
this measure and do so, you can not deny the foree of the argu- 
ment of these people who contend that Congress ought to issue 
money by setting the printing presses to work and printing any 
amountof irredeemable greenbacks. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will you please tell us who advocates that? 

Mr. OATES. The Farmers’ Alliance people—no, I will with- 
draw that expression, for some of them do not; but that is the 
position of the advocates of the Ocala platform and those who 
indorse the platform recently adopted at Omaha, They advo- 
cate the issuing and loaning of money to the farmers. They have 
changed tho language they used to employ about lending it. 
They now say they want the money issued at a tax not exceed- 
ing 2 per cent for its use. But thatisamere evasion. Itisa 

oan. 

Now, look at the consequences that would flow from it if Con- 
gress has the power to loan money—to lend public revenues. 
Suppose that Congress embarks in the business of loaning the 
public money. Any set of men can combine together and form 
great enterprises and send their advocates here forthe consum- 
mation of the scheme, to borrow money at one-half the interest 
the Government has to pay for it. Crowds of lobbyists would 
flock to this Capitol with plausible schemes,wanting large loans 
of fifty or a hundred millions of dollars out of the Treasury; un- 
til by a system of combining together, somewhat like we have 
seen ‘‘ logrolling” here in the ease of public buildings, river and 
harbor appropriations, etc., on the principle of ‘‘ you help me and 
I'll help you,” until they would obtain a majority of members and 
favorable action by the two Houses of Congress and borrow the 
money of the people. 

Where would the processof borrowing end? What limit could 
be put to it? They would borrow it until you would never again 
hear of a surplus in the Treasury, but they would borrow until 
the last doliar was gone, until they had got down to the bottom 
of its coffers, if they were as deepashell itself. You know that. 
What sort of a government would we then have? 

Mark you, if the power exists in Congress to loan money, there 
is no limit upon it. You can place no restriction upon it. If 
the power exists at allit is without limit. Youcan not say that 
you will restrict it to lending money to farmers or mechanics 
and laborers. 

If it exists, there is no limit that can be placed upon it. It 
is illimitable; and that fact of itself demonstrates the absurdity 
of insisting upon the existence of any such power. It demon- 
strates not only the absurdity, but the danger, of usurping 
powers not conferred by the Constitution upon Congress. An 
empty Treasury—the money all loaned out at 2 per cent—would 
necessitate increased taxation, which may be exercised ad libi- 
tum, and thus we might have revenue pouring intothe Treasury 
double or treble the amount now received, which isover $1,000,- 
000 per day, and as fast as it came in it might pass out in loans. 
And thus would be seen the futility of undertaking to fill this 
utterly unfillable chasm. 

In the views of the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
whieh I had the honor to present in February, 1888, against the 
bill to refund the direct tax, I employed the following language: 


The powers expressly conferred upon Congress to lay and collect taxes are 
plenary and unlimited, and if there be no limits to the powers of appropria- 
tion the United States is a Government of unlimited power. Such acon- 
struction blows up the Constitution as with dynamite, and would change the 
character of the Government, and in the course of time tmperil the liberties 
ofthe people. It substitutes the unbridled discretion of Congress for a written 
Constitution which for one hundred years has maintained a government the 
most marvelous and successful of any in the history of civi tion. 

The — of this country are more vitally interested in restricting Con- 
gress, m the matter of appropriations, to the powers conferred by the Con- 
stitution than they are in any other of the provisions of that great charter, 
for the reason that these are more frequently transeended and abused, usur- 
pations popularized and disguised by the large amount of treasure dis- 
bursed; and thus the money of the people is appropriated by their servants 
and used for the destruction of their liberties, which the restrictions upon 
power in the Constitution were intended to preserve. They need not fear 
the unlimited powers of taxation conferred if the money raised be not mis- 
applied, but appropriated only to the constitutional objects and purposes of 
the Government. If applied only to these, taxation will soon conform to 
the necessities created thereby, the burdens of the people will be borne 
without murmur or complaint, and they will have not ing to fear. 


How can you meet their demands if you go into partnership 
with a great show, and loan the money of the Government to the 
Chicago Exposition, and decline to do the like for the farmers 
of the country? You can not do the one and refuse to do the 
other, and claim any degree of consistency upon your side. But 
you can reject the one and the other, for the want of power in 
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bis overnment to thus use the money of the people, and be 
consistent throughout. It will not do to violate sacred princi- 
sles. It will not do to sap the foundations of our Government 
n order that we may tide over some temporary trouble or de- 
pression, nor for the sake of a grand Exposition, though that 
may be a very good thing. I have no feeling of opposition to it, 
and desire to see it a grand success, but not at the sacrifice of a 
fundamental principle. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 
It isin hisline. I am going to vote on the same side that the 
gentleman proposes to vote upon on this bill. The gentleman 
is doing us an injustice. Why does he not talk about the na- 
tional banks that have money loaned to them at 1 per cent? 

Mr. TES. Iam glad the gentleman asks that question. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
has no right to catechise another gentleman while he is pro- 
ceeding, unless he does it under the rule in the regular way. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have the gentleman’s consent. 

Mr. OATES. Iam glad the gentleman from Kansas asks that 
question. I hope the House will give me time to answer it. 
I have an overwhelming answer. This Government never 
loaned a dollar to a national bank, and I defy the gentleman to 
show it. It never loaned and it never charged a cent of interest 
either. There never was a loan made by this Government to a 
national bank. You take a national-bank note, draw one out of 
your pocket if you have it now, and read it, and see what it says. 

Mr. DAVIS. Senator Plumb made the statement which Ihave 
just referred to in regard to the loan of money to the national 

anks at 1 per cent or no per cent. 

Mr. OATES. Senator Plumb is not here tospeak. You take 
a national bank note and read it, and what does it say? 

The National Bank of Washington— 

Or wherever it is located— 
will pay to bearer— 

So many— 
dollars in lawful money of the United States. 


It is the promise of a private corporation to pay dollars. You 
take the money of the United States, a greenback bill, and read 
that ‘‘ The United States will pay to bearer” so many dollars. 

Because the national bank bills are printed at the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing my friend assumes that they are loaned 
by the Government when that is not the case. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not refer to their circulation. 

Mr. OATES. National-bank bills are printed at the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, out of a proper precaution which is 
exercised by theGovernment. TheGovernment ought to super- 
vise the printing of national-bank notes so long as that system 
remains, in order to prevent frauds and counterfeiting. It is in 
the interest of the people. You can see atonce the inextricable 
confusion which would result if these corporations were allowed 
to print their own notes. 

hen as to the 1 per cent. 
relating to nation 
idea. 
that— 

There is hereby laid a tax— 


Not interest for a loan, but a tax— 
of 1 per cent upon national-bank circulation only. 


Now, what becomes of your proposition that the Government 
loans money to the national banks? That 1 per cent produces a 
revenue which pays the entire expense of the national banking 
system so that it does not cost the people a nickel a year. I am 
not the advocate of national banks. f am opposed to national 
banks on the broad principles that Jefferson and “Old Hickory” 
Jackson opposed them. I do not believe in allowing private cor- 
porations to have any control over the amountof national circula- 
tion; but I believe that the national banking system, asasystem, 
is about as good as any thatcould be devised. I would like very 
much to amend it in one or two respects. I want to amend it so 
as to allow them to loan money on real-estate security during the 
time these banks have tolive. They can notextend beyond 1907, 
when all the bonds of the Government are due, and at which 
time they will probably all be paid. 
gress was now making provision for other circulation to take 
the place of the national-bank circulation. 


You look in the Revised Statutes 
banks and you will see how you get that 
You will find there a provision which reads in substance 


The legislation of Congress has not been friendly to national | 


banks since I have been a member. They once had superior 


advantages, which they used and abused; but Congress has | adopted. 


legislated against thom until it has ceased to pay them to is- | 


sue circulating noies. The act extending their charters in 1882 
took from them the powers which they had abused and thereby 
rendered them impotent for evil. Now they take out the 


smallest amount of circulation that is allowable under the law, | 


OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


i 





extravagantly expended, thus creating a deliciency. 
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circulation of $350,000,000, or nearly $400,000,000 at one time, 
they have to-day less than $160,000, in circulation, and that 
is gradually growing less year by year. Something must be de- 
vised to take the place of this circulation. I want to see that 
tax, which is a prohibitory one on State circulatiox, repealed 
and the people of the States allowed to have State banks to sup- 
plement the national circulation. I have confidence in the wis- 
dom of the States, with all the experience of the wild-cat money 
of the past, to believe that they will provide for a sound State 
circulation. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY] advocated with 
great ability the condition attached to this proposed loan re- 
quiring that the gatesof the Exposition shall be closed on Sunday, 
and also the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors within the 
groundsof the Exposition. Sir, [have a greatreverence for the 
Sabbath day, usually called Sunday. I approve the laws of my 
State and every other State which prohibit the usual worldly 
employments uponthat day. And I amalso opposed todrinking 
and drunkenness, and likewise to prohibition. I am in favor of 
high license and strict regulation of the liquor traffic in the 
States, but I would deprive no man of his personal right to drink 
if he sees proper to do so. 

As a State legislator, I would, however, make him responsible 
for his conduct when drunk, and punish him for public drunk- 
enness a6 well. But, sir, Congress has no police power whichit 
can exercise in the State of Illinois. Suppose that the money is 
voted in its present shape, accepted, and used by the Fair Asso- 
ciation or Commission, and afterwards the conditions be not ob 
served, would the United Stateshaveany recourse? None what- 
ever. Itabsolutely has no power to enforce either of the conditions 
proposed. This is but another illustration of the utter want of 
constitutional authority for this proposed legislation. The Su- 
preme Court in the case of United States vs. Dewitt, 9 Wallace 
Reports, held that an act of Congress, which is a police regula- 
tion, is without legislative authority except when it excludes 
territorially all State authority, as in the District of Columbia. 
Within State limits it can have no constitutional operation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that consent be made 
general for all who speak upon this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. At present the gentleman from [llinois 
[Mr. NEWBERRY] has the floor. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. Mr. Chairman, it was my purpose to ex- 
press my approval of the pending question only by my vote, leav- 
ing the discussion of its merits to those who, by longer service 
and previous consideration of the measure in the Fifty-first 
Congress, which located the Columbian Exposition, had voted on 
the law which is to govern it, but in the discussion had on this 
floor so much of criticism and misunderstanding has been de- 
veloped that I feel compelled as a Representative of a Chicago 
constituency to ask your indulgence and that of this House in a 
brief argument upon the clause of the bill under consiieration. 

The repeated assertion that our people have failed to carry out 
agreements made has been sufficiently answered, and I will only 
say that, in my judgment, as a member of this body and waiving 
the question of location, I am satisfied that the people of Chi- 
cago have so closely kept to the letter and spirit of their agree- 
ment that the most conscientious critic ought not, indeed, does 
not, impute to her the slightest dereliction of commercial honor 
or integrity. 

What, then, hasshe done to deserve the censure here heaped 
upon her? Has she through her local directory made this af- 
fair too important? Does this great exposition promise to be 
too far reaching—too world renowned? Has youragent aroused 
such interest in art, science, manufactures, agriculture, com- 
merce, and trade as to endanger her success in the great race of 
progress? Surely not. This proposed comparison of world’s prod- 
ucts and genius has aroused the world’s enterprise and so many 
peoples have accepted the invitation tendered by the Executive 
of this great nation to enter into competition that the scope and 
proportions greatly exceed the original conception, and the 
United States Government should aid in providing the entertain- 
ment or recall her invitations. This, briefly and concisely, sums 


| up the situation. 
It is high time that Con- | 


Then it has been asserted that the moneys provided have been 
Your in- 
vestigation has found little to criticise in that respect. 

To disprove this involves a comparison of methods and results 
under different ones, but time only admits of defining the one 
The Chicago method has been to let her light shine 
and keep it fed by the richest illuminating oils obtainable, and 
the results have been so satisfactory that her people and all the 


| people of this great Republic have come to applaud the Fifty- 


first Congress for locating the quadrennial exhibition of their 
success in that city and section thathas most remarkably exem- 


because it does not pay them to take out more, and from a large | plified American methods. It is true that commissioners have 
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visited every nation on this earth and solicited their codperation. 
Itis probably true that every — ublication in every land and 
{in every tongue has been touched with American gold to pro- 
claim the great event of 1893. 

It is equally true that many silent tongues have been set wag- 
ging in eloquent language under the stimulus of good wine and 
rich viands, and with what magnificent results! So great has 
been the interest aroused that at each meeting of the national 
board of control they have felt obliged to officially direct new 
buildings erected and those previously ordered enlarged until 
the cost is nearly multiplied. 

Again, is this affair local in its benefits? Honorable members 
do not require evidence that not a State of this Union, scarcely 
afamily in your States, but has its representative in Chicago 
nfanfuliy battling for fortune and fame and achieving success. 
From the commencement of this generation your States have 
poured in a half million of people and unnumbered millions of 


money to this great city. er million people have contributed 
$10,000,000 to make this American Exposition a success. You 
eavil over an appropriation of $5,000, from the remaining 


sixty-two millions of people. 

This is a popular appropriation, gentlemen, and should be 
maie heartily. The people of Chicago gave ungrudgingly, and 
it is unjust to demand more of them. 

You know enough of them as a people to believe that all the 
receipts of the Fair will be expended in exalting its importance, 
and that every cent withheld from its support belittles its bene- 
fits for and to our great country. 

If the higher or the lower estimate of receipts shall prove the 
true one the measure of profit will not be by dollars or cents but 
by broader minds and hearts. Corrected ideas, improved judg- 
ment of men and things all over this land. 

Mr. Speaker, the contest over location should have ended 
here when the decisive vote was taken in 1890, and that the 
representatives of the great empire city of America should be 
here at this time battling against its completion and opening, is 
a surprise to all the people of the Northwest. Reared as I was 
in the center of that beautiful State—rich in everything, but 
richer still in generous hearts and true loyalty to every section, 
Iam humiliated at the display of petty jealousy evidenced by 
the words printed in the House Journal from the mouths of her 
Representatives. 

This Exhibition will be a grand success, Mr. Speaker, and 
Chicago will, if permitted, share its glories with the natlon. 

The time granted me by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
COOPER] is one-half given t> the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], and the other half to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brostus]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, pride and pa- 
triotism are the reasons which prompt me to vote for these 
amendments. Inmy judgment we ought either tocarry out this 
undertaking ina manner that will reflect credit upon this nation, 
or else we ought to cancel the invitations sent out to the world 
by our President. 

It has been said that Chicago is fully able and willing to raise 
this money if Congress should not appropriate it. For one, I 
would rather go there as a guest of the United States than asa 
guest of Chicago. This is an undertaking in which the whole 
people are directly interested. This isnot a Chicago exposition; 
it is an exposition for the people from the East, the West, the 
North, and the South, and we ought not for one moment to hesi- 
tate to appropriate this money. The honor, pride, and patriot- 
ism of every citizen of this country are at stake, and I, for one, 
will not hesitate to vote for this appropriation. 

I believe also, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment adopted by 
the Senate providing for closing this Exposition on Sunday 
should prevail. Ido not see why we should discard the Sab- 
bath day, break the commandment, and violate all the pre- 
cedents which have been set by every State in this country, by 
undertaking to keep that Exposition open on Sunday. How 
much worse is it than if it were a State exposition. If Chicago 
wants to hold an exposition and keep it open on Sunday, it might 
do so. But we send our missionaries to the four corners of the 
earth to teach the people of all nations to observe this command- 
ment, and then we invite them to come here and see us break 
it! [Loud applause in the galleries.] 

It is a reflection upon every religious institution in this coun- 
try. We learned when we were boys to ‘‘ remember the Sabbath 
to keep it holy;” and now, it is proposed, not as a State nor asa 
city, but as a nation we shall violate the commandment in the 
presence of the whole world. I speak for the people who sent 
me here, a community largely represented by the old Scotch- 
Irish element which brought with them and planted in the peo- 

le of our State a veneration for and observance of the Sabbath 
ay. It has thrived and prospered, and to-day is strong. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, let us for a moment look at what these 
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statesmen and leaders of this country have said and done upon 
this question. 

Gen. Washington, in August, 1776, at the beginning of the 
great war of the Revolution, in a general army order, said: 


That the troops may have an opportunity of attending public worship, 4 
well as to © some rest after t at fatugue they have gone through, th 
general in future excuses them from fatigue duty on Sundays, except at —— 
ards, or on species occasions, Until further orders. * * * € can little 
oO . = the blessitig of heaven on Our arms if We insult it by our impiety 
and folly. 


Abraham Lincoln showed the same high regard for the Sab- 
bath. The following is his famous army order in regard to Sab- 
bath observance: 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, November 15, 1862. 


The President, commander-in-chief of the Army and Navy, desires and 
enjoins the orderly observance of the Sabbath by the officers and men in the 
military and naval service. .The importance for man and beast of the pre- 
scribed weekly rest, the sacred rights of the Christian soldiers and sailors, a 
becoming deference to the best sentiment of a Christian people, and a due 
regard for the Divine will, demand that Sunday labor inthe Army and Navy 
be reduced to the measure of strict necessity. The discipline and character 
of the national forces should not suffer, nor the cause they defend be im- 
periled by the profanation of the day, of the name of the Most High. At this 
time of public distress, adopting the words of Washington, in 1776, ‘‘men 
may find enough to do in the service of God and their country without 
abandoning themselves to vice and immorality.” 


Daniel Webster once said: 


The longer Ilive the more highly doI estimate the importance of the 
proper observance of the Christian Sabbath and the more grateful do I feel 
toward those who impress its importance on the community. 


William H. Seward, in a letter to a Sabbath convention at 
Rochester, N. Y., July 20, 1842, said: 


Every day’s observation and experience confirm the opinion that the or- 
dinances which require the observance of one day in seven, and the Christ- 
ian faith which hallows it, are our chief security for all civil and religious 
ee for temporal blessings and spiritual hopes. 

At the Chicago convention, at which Gen. Garfield was subsequently nom- 
inated President, on Saturday night many wanted to go on with the ballot- 
ing after midnight and many pressed Judge Hoar, the a to ignore 
the Sabbath and let the convention proceed. Jute Hoar rep) ed, ‘* Never! 
This a Sabbath-keeping nation and I can not preside over this convention 
one minute after 12 o’clock.’’ On that Sabbath Garfield attended church 
and heard a sermon. 

At dinner the conversation turned upon the suspense of the country. One 
spoke of the deadlock in businéss created by it; another of the suspense at 
Washington, where all were awaiting the further developments of the con- 
vention. Allexcept Garfield said something, and when all were done he re- 
marked, quietly, but with earnestness, to one sitting beside him, ‘ Yes, this 
is a day of suspense, but it is also a day of prayer, and I have more faith in 
the prayers that will go up from the Christian hearts to-day than I have in 
all the political tactics which will prevail at the convention.” 

Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone, in a speech against the Sunday opening of 
museums: ‘From a long experience of a laborious life, I have become most 
deeply impressed with the belief—to say nothing of a higher feeling—that 
the alternations of rest and labor at the short intervals which are afforded 
by the merciful and blessed institution of Sunday are necessary for the re- 
tention of aman’s mind and of a man’s frame in a condition to discharge 
his duties, and it is desirable as much as possible to restrain the exercise of 
a the Sabbath, and to secure to the people the enjoyment of the 

ay of rest.”’ 

Earl of Shaftsbury, in a debate on the Sunday opening of museums, inthe 
House of Lords, February, 1881: “‘Sunday is a day so sacred, so fmportant, 
so indispensable to man that it ought to be hedged round by every form of 
reverence. Its adaptability to the wants and necessities of society, the wis- 
dom of its institution, oer it to be divine; and the working pee le of this 
country, the great bulk of the working people regard it in that light. They 
differ,no doubt many of them. Some take a religious view of the matter; 
others take a more political view of it; but all are of this mind, that the 
sanetity of the Sunday is to them a great protection.” 

Earl of Beaconsfield (Disraeli), in a debate on museums: ‘“ Of all divine in- 
stitutions, the most divine is that which secures a day of rest forman. I 
hold it to be the most valuable blessing ever conceded to man. It is the 
corner stone of civilization, and its fracture might even effect the health of 
the people. The opening of museums on Sundaysisa great change, and those 
who suppose for a moment that the peoncess could be limited to the openi 
of museums will find they are mistaken.’’—Rev. Wilbur F. Crafts, * Sab- 
both for Man.” 


These and others have at all times and upon all occasions 
voted and spoken against museums and other places of amuse- 
ment being opened on the Sabbath day. 

Five of the organizations opposing the opening of the Fair on 
oe united in an appeal to Congress to that end, from which 
the following extracts are taken: 


Not opening will make no enemies to the Fair, but opening will make mil- 
lions of opposers of the Fair itself on conscientious grounds. 

Every State Legislature that has acted on this subject has voted in favor 
of not opening its own exhibit, or the whole Fair, or both. This list iricludes 
New York, Massachusetts, Ohio, New Jersey, Georgia, Arkansas, Vermont, 
Kentucky, and, by its State commission, Pennsylvania, and we believe 
nearly every State would have taken similar action if the matter had been 
brought before them. . 

The originating act of Congress which provides for this Exposition to be 
held “under the auspices of the United States,’ requires that the laws of 
the State in which itis held shall be obeyed. One of the laws of Illinois 
forbids Sunday work and Sunday amusements, but the penalties of this law 
are too light to restrain a powerful corporation, and therefore a condition 
in the appropriation is needed to prevent the use of the people’s money in 
breaking down this law, which the management have already shown by deeds 
as well as words it is their purpose to do. 

All international fairs under the auspices of English-speaking people and 
their de ments in foreign fairs have maintained the uniform custom of 
no Sunday opening. 

Out of forty-four States and five Territories, all but two have laws against 
Sunday toil and traffic and turmoil. There are Federal laws also on this 
subject, including one in the first article of the Constitution. Legislation 
on this matter is, therefore, not an innovation. 
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Sunday opening of the Fair voaee require Sunday work from at least 
60,000 employés inside the Fair, with Government approval. 

Twenty-five thousand locomotive pogineers have unanimously petitioned 
against Sunday opening, because of the excessive outside work that would 
in that case be required of all classes of railroad men, who would almost in- 
evitably ” overworked by the unusual requirements of the regular work- 
ing days during the Exposition. These men solemnly declare that the nu- 
merous Sunday excursions that would be run in case of Sunday opening 
would result in numerous accidents. : 

The National Convention of the Farmers’ Alliance, at Ocala, the Swine- 
Breeders’ Association, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, the Glass 
Blowers’ Association, and other large and numerous labor bodies have pe- 
titioned against opening. 

Petitions have come to the Commission from nonreligious bodies in con- 
tinental Europe because of the unfavorable influence which they think 
opening would have on the efforts now being made all over the continent to 
restrict Sunday work. 

The tendency of the Government during the administrations of Harrison, 
Cleveland, and back to Lincoln, have been decidedly towards reducing Sun- 
day labor to the lowest point, especially in the Army and Navy. 

It is unfair to the better element of Chicago to pour in upon them hundreds 
of thousands of Sunday excursions during the Exposition. 

The best exhibit we can make at Chicago is the American Sabbath, which 
has been universally considered by our great statesmen from the beginning 
as one of the chief causes of the stability of our institutions. 


Mr. Chairman, the argument made in favor of opening the Ex- 
position on Sundays is that the Chicago workingmen will have 
an a to attend the Fair without losing a day’s work. 
This Exposition is not gotten up for the purpose of alone bene- 
fiting Chicago workingmen. It is gotten up for the working- 
men of Pennsylvania, New York, and Ohio, and the people of 
all the large cities, and the other States and Territories. 

Again, it is advanced, and the only other argument in favor 
of it is that more money will be taken in by keeping the Fair 
open on Sunday. 

There, then, is the gist of the argument in favor of Sunday 
opering—that it is believed by the management more money will 
be received. Has it come to this in this country, that this na- 
tion can afford to violate the law and break the Sabbath simply 
for the purpose of making money? A thousand times better let 
the whole undertaking fail in afinancial sense; a thousand times 
more better that the $5,000,000 we yale shall never re- 
turn into the Treasury than to keep this institution open for the 
purpose of making money. 

Mr. Chairman, this undertaking is not to make money. It is 
to show the growth and progress of this nation for four hundred 
years; and while many people believe that we can afford it owing 
to the fact that four hundred years will not come again soon; 
yet, Mr. Chairman, it is not a question of affording it. I, for 
one, would rather see the $5,000,000, which I shall vote for, go 
to Chicago and stay there than see one doliar of it come back 
by virtue of keeping that institution open on Sundays. [Loud 
applause in the galleries.] In that I believe I voice the senti- 
ments of the people who sent me here, and, believing that, I 
shall vote for this amendment as it came from the Senate. I 
vield the balance of my time to my colleague [Mr. Brostus]. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairmae, Iam glad to unite with those 
who have preceded me in expressions of enthusiastic affection and 
patriotic admiration for this great Republic. In sincere senti- 
mentsofesteem, veneration,and regard for my country and its rich 
heritage of glory I allow no citizen to exceed me. So extrava- 
gant is my admiration, so stupendous my conception of the 
illimitable resources and incomparable grandeur of this mighty 
Republic, that they can only be expressed by the boundaries 
given it by a patriotic wag, who insisted that the United States 
are bounded on the north by the aurora borealis, on the south 
by the Southern Cross, on the east by primeval chaos, and on the 
west by the Day of Judgment. [Applause.] 

It is difficult to realize the truth in relation to the actual extent 
of our territory. The geographical center of the United States, 
I believe, is in the neighborhood of San Francisco. From that 
city it is about the same distance to the westernmost portion of 
Alaska as to the coast of Maine. [t has long been the boast of 

ingland that the sun never sets upon the Queen’s dominions. 
In this respect she has lost her preéminence, for I have heard 
itsaid that as the last rays of the departing sun kiss the tops 
of our Alaskan peaks the light of the coming morn flashes upon 
the rocks of Maine. The sun never sets upon Columbia's do- 
minions. [Applause.] 

When such a country projects such an enterprise to commem- 
orate four hundred years of history as the grand reception we 
are about to give to the nations of the world it is difficult to 
comprehend how any American can find it in his heart to object 
to the people of the United States honoring themselves and mak- 
ing themselves recipients of a share of the glory of such an 
achievement by contributing financial aid to its success. 

lam for the Sg bccn I am not willing that Chicago, 
able though she be for any undertaking, should monopolize the 
honor of this magnificent undertaking. [Applause.] I have no 
— with the view expressed so earnestly upon this floor 
that the Windy City of the West should carry the burden of the 
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Exposition on her own Atlantean shoulders. 
it, and will do it if need be. 

ln the golden age of Athens, Pericles expended great sums of 
public money in the erection of public edifices to adorn and 
beautify the city. The followers of the banner of ‘retrench- 
ment and reform” in the Athenian assembly complained of the 
profligate waste of the people’s money. Pericles rose in the 
assembly and put the question whether they thought he had 
laid out too much, and they answered, ‘‘ Too much a great deal.” 
‘* Then,” said Pericles, ‘‘let the cost go to my account and not 
to yours, and let the inscriptions on the buildings star in the 
name of ‘Pericles’ instead of the ‘People of Athens.’” When 
the assembly heard his answer and saw the greatness of his 
spirit they were content for him to go on and spend the public 
money for the glory of Athens. [Applausc.] 

The great city of Chicago to-day hears with regret and humili- 
ation the melancholy wailings of despair that rise from this floor 
at the contemplation of an appropriation of the people’s money 
to promote the success of the people’s enterprise, and with a he- 
roic spirit, becoming the ‘‘ Queen City,” sends back her answer: 
‘*Tf Congress thinks no portion of the public money should be 
spent for such a purpese, then we will carry into executioa the 
magnificent enterprise on our own account.” And we will let 
the inscription on the splendid achievement stand in the name 
of the city of Chicago instead of ‘“‘the people of the United 
States.” Are we patriots, and suffer such a record to be made? 
Shall we shrink from our shar» of the burden and relinquish 
our participation in the glory of the greatest event in a thousand 
years of human history? [Applause.] 

Rather let us emulate the noble example of the Athenian as- 
sembly, and, seeing the heroic spirit shown by the city of Chi- 
cago, say to her, take $5,000,000 of our money and use it wisely 
to promote the success of our grand reception to the world. [Ap- 
plause. | 
While I am clear in my mind that the appropriation ought to 
be made, I am equally clear that the condition attached by the 
Senate ought to prevail. 

I have an invincible conviction that it will be better for all 
classes of our people, better for the success of the Exhibition, 
better for the morals of our people and for the reputation and 
go -d fame of the United States if the Columbian Exhibition is 
closed on Sunday. There are different points of view from which 
the question may be considered, different avenues of approach; 
but all paths lead my mind to the same conclusion. 

The first stumbling block in the consideration of the sub- 
ject is the alleged want of jurisdiction in Congress to regulate 
the time of opening and closing the Fair. The slightest ex- 
amination of the act of Congress authorizing the Fair will 
dissipate the mists which hang about this part of the ques- 
ticn. It will be seen from a reading of the act that it author- 
izes the Exhibition. Second, it provides for the appointment 
of a Commission to carry into execution the scheme projected. 
Third, it authorizes that Commission to accept at discretion 
for the purposes of the Fair such site, plans, specifications, and 
buildings, erected at the expense of a corporation organized 
under the laws of Illinois, provided $10,000,000 worth of stock is 
guaranteed. Fourth, that Commission shall allot space to ex- 
hibitors, determine the plan and scope of the Exhibition, appoint 
all judges, award all premiums, and is to have charge of all inter- 
course with exhibitors and representatives of foreign nations. 
Fifth, it shall have supervising control of all rules and regula- 
tions governing entrance and admission fees, or otherwise af- 
fecting exhibitors or the public. Sixth, it shall not interfere 
with or override the laws of any State, and every contract shall 
be subject to the laws of the State. 

From this summary of the powers conferred by the original 
act upon the Commission it created for the control and manage- 
ment of the enterprise which it projected, it is easily seen that 
the World's Fair is under the absolute control of Congress, and 
its mandate tothe Commission modifying their powers or alter- 
ing their instructions has precisely the same warrant as the act 
which created the Commission. Congress has at no point on the 
whole line of management relinquished its control over the Fair 
through the Commission it created for the purpose of manage- 
ment. Without further legislation the Commission, on its own 
motion, could close the Fair on Sunday. They have that dis- 
cretion, so long as it does not override the laws of Illinois, andI 
am quite sure there is no law in that State forbidding the ob- 
servance of the Sabbath day. 

But the contemplated action of the Commission in this behalf 
is obscured by a doubt, and hence if Congress has any desire to 
secure the observance of the Sabbath in the management of the 
Fair it must lay its commands upon the Commission, and that 
command will of course be obeyed. The contrary assumption is 
not a permissible one. 

I have listened with surprise to members of this House repre- 
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senting Southern constituencies inveighing with tempensts 
zeal against the appropriation of aid to the World’s Fair on 
constitutional grounds. Every gentleman must know that the 
‘‘ general welfare” was one of the supreme objects to be sub- 
served by the Constitution, and it ought not to be used to strike 
down what it was made to uphold. What is promotive of tho 

eneral welfare in a constitutional sense is primarily a legis- 
ative question, and Congress must judge, in the first instance, 
whether a given outlay is reasonably calculated to advance the 
general good. In the practiceof the Governmentin the past we 
have mamy tokens of the sense of the people, and many instances 
illustrating the construction Congress has put upon its power in 
this behalf under the Constitution. And 1 commend the atten- 
tion of Southern members in particular to some notable in- 
stancesin which they and their predecessors made no objection 
to a free interpretation of the “ general-welfare ” clause of the 
Constitution. 

For the relief of distress in the South, I find within the last 
few years the following appropriations by Congress: 

In 1874 Congress authorized the President to issus rations and 
clothing to the destitute people along the Tombigbe2 and Ala- 
bama Rivers without limit.—Congressional Record, volum> 13, 
page 287. 

In 1882 $20,000 was appropriated to purchase seeds for destitute 
farmers in localities overflowed by the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries.—Congressional Record, volume 22, page 44. 

In 1882 $150,000 was appropriated to supply food to persons | 
made destitute by floods in the Mississippi River.—Congressional | 
Record, volume 22, page 379. 

In 1884 $300,000 was appropriated for the relief of persons in 
districts overflowed by Ohio River and tributaries.—Congres- 





sional Record, volume 23, page 267. 

In 1884 $200,000 was appropriated for further relief of destitute 
persons in districts overflowed by Ohio River and tributaries.— | 
Congressional Record, volume 23, page 268. 

In 1884 $125,000 was appropriated for the relief of destitute 
persons in districts overflowed by Mississippi River.—Conyres- 
sional Record, volume 23, page 26%. 

In 1884 unexpended balance of appropriation for relief of des- 
titute persons in districts overflowed by Ohio River—appropria- 
ted to relief of Mississippi sufferers.—Congressional Record, vol- 
ume 23, page 273. 

In 1888 $100,009 was appropriated for relief of yellow fever 
sufferers in the South.—Congressional Record, volume 25, page 
954. 

In 1889 $100,000 was appropriated to aid State boards of relief 
in yellow fever districts in the South.—Second session Fiftieth 
Congress. 

I believe these appropriations were constitutional, but not | 
more so than the appropriation here proposed. 

In one case the appropriations were justified by great and sud- 
den exigencies, affecting large bodies of citizens, in life and prop- 
erty, to such an extent that to have withheld relief would have 
subjected Congress to the just censure of mankind and brought 
reproach upon the people of the United States. Inthe other case 
the appropriation is justified by another exigency, of a totally 
different emai, but having as well-founded claims upon the 
Government. The honor and glory of this popes the perpetu- 
ation of its institutions, the preservation of the records of its in- 
comparable achievements, and the exhibition to the world of its 
— triumphs in all the manifold lines of civilization, place 
obligations upon us scarcely inferior to the claims of humanity 
which we have so often and so generously honored. 

But another question is raised, not because there is any ground 
for it, but because there are always people s2eking to raise ques- 
tions where none exist. It is said any control by Congress over 
the Fair—looking to the closing of it on Sunday—is an unwar- 
ranted interference with the religion of the people. It is a to- 
tal misconception of the subject that suggests sucha view. The 
observance of the Sabbath is enforced by lawinevery State in the | 
Union, and I am not aware that such laws have ever been opposed 
on the ground that they interfered with anybody’s religion; they 
have another and quite different sanction, and are supported on 
other and quite different grounds, whichI can not now elaborate. 
The Supreme Court of the United States have removed the 
question from the domain of controversy in avery clear opinion, 
in which it says: 

Laws setting aside Sunday as a day of rest are upheld, not from any right 
of the Government to legislate for the promotion of religious observances, 
but from its right to protect all persons from the physical and moral debase- 
ment that comes from uninterrupted labor. Such laws have always been 
deemed beneficial and jnerciful laws, especially to the poor and dependent, 
to the laborers in our-lactories and workshops, and in the heated rooms of 
our cities: and their validity has been sustained by the highest courts of the 
States. 113 U. S., 710. 

But the greater question remains: Should the World’s Fair 
be closed on Sunday? * I have somes reasons for the faith that is 
in me on this subject which I can briefly state. 











I desire the oceasion on which the Republic of the United 
States invites to her shores to enjoy her hospitality all nations 
of the earth, to exemplify in its conduct and reflect in its success 
those moral principles, which have characterized American 
civilization, and to which is largely due the material prosperity 
and moral elevation of the American people. (houbines.! 

The institution known as the ‘American Sabbath” has had a 
conspicuous agency in the development of American character 
on its moral side, and in the promotion of the prosperity and 
happiness of our people. Anything which is calculated to weaken 
the attachment of our people to the observance of the Sabbath 


| as a day of rest, or diminishes the respect and estcem in which 


that day is held by the massesof our people, will be a step in the 
direction of the obliteration of the distinction between that and 
the working days of the week which has been recognized and 
maintained in the United States since the establishment of the 
Government. 

Such a result would certainly b> regretted by every patriotic 
American citizen. For the Government of the United States to 
take the lead in overturning an institution of this character, to 
be the first to set-an example of disrespect and indifference to 
principles to which our peop!e for two hundred years have been 
wedded, not only by the strongest ties of habit and custom, but 
of veneration and affectionate regard as well, is something that 
the representatives of the people should unite in deprecating, 


| and, if possible, prevent. o example could be more potent for 


mischief than that which has the authority and sanction of the 
statesmen of the country. 

One of the leading dailies has so well expressed my views on 
this point that I insert a paragraph in this connection: 


Therecan be no doubt, if the Fair at Chicago should be thrown open to the 
public on Sunday, that the effectin impairing the general observance of Sun-» 
day as a day of rest would be marked. It would be not simply a local event; 
its influence would be felt throughout the country as an example and prece- 


| dent, and it would go far to justify the arguments for opening the saloon, 


the theater, and the race course on the first day of the week in —— large 

city, andto weaken Christianity and public worship. It is not, there to 

be wondered that the representatives of the Christian churches, which Su. 

perintendent Porter estimates include in their membership one-half of our 

adult population, are moving forward with indignant zeal to resist what 

—_ regard as irreligion on the part of the anti-Sabbatarians of the Windy 
ty. 


There are enough agencies at work already, arising out of the 
infirmities of human nature, impairing the safeguards which 
have protected the observance of this day, and it is not needful 
that Congressshould be astute to find or in a hurry to create new 
occasions for the pzople to stumble. 

I believe that no human foresight could fix limits to the ex- 
teat or bounds to the duration of the possible calamity that would 


| be brought upon this people by the abandonment of the Srst day 


of the week as a day of rest. When that day comes the light of 
America’s hope goes out; the sun of her greatness goes down in 
everlasting night. 

The value of this day, for the opportunity it affords for cessa- 
tion from toil, relaxation of muscle, for domestic enjoyment, for 
meditation, for worship, for the recuperation of bodily vigor 
and the renewal of the spiritual nature of man in a ‘‘ push-and- 
pull” nation like ours, where nine out of every ten are working- 
men, under the curse of Adam, eating their bread in the sweat 
of their brow or brain, in the midst of a high-pressure civiliza- 
tion, is beyond the power of calculation. 

And to no class of our people is it of so great value as the la- 
boring man, for whose benefit an alluring argument is made in 
favor of opening the Fair on Sunday. If there was a temporar 
advantage to a small number of laboring people, they could well 
forego that for the sake of securing an observance, worth more 
to the man who labors with his hands than any other class of our 

eople. 
. The working people of this country have the greatest possible 
stake in the preservation of that day which guarantees them rest, 


| and without which the coercion of necessity, the force of habit, 
_and the solicitation of employers would lead thém in a ceaseless 


round of grinding toil that would know no cessation but death, 
no rest but the grave. Nor is it permissible to say that it is 
necessary to open the Fair on Sunday in order to make it pay? 
This is a degradation of the question. A financial plea goes out 
of court when confronted by a moral claim. Such an argument 
will not be listened to in the form of American conscience, and 
I will not dignify it by giving it an asylum for one moment in 
the court of deliberate consideration. No American will con- 
sent that this Exhibition, which Should sit as a crown of honor 
and glory upon the brow of four centuries of America, shall be 
degraded, cast down and sold out by mercenary greed for a 
petty bribe of filthy lucre. 

It is better for us to build a nation of men than an aggregation 
offortunes. The care, comfort, and culture of men and women is 
the worthiest object of a nation’s exertions and solicitude. 
Agencies which promote these ends are most worthy a nation’s 
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pursuit. We must adapt our institutions to the development of 
these high qualities in men which make a nation great. ‘That 
which informs the mind, refines the manners, improves the mor- 
als, and elevates the whole character must have the first place in 
our regard, and must be. kept,in the front rank among the agen- 
cies. of our civilization. The weekly rest day improvesthe whole 
man, physically, intellectually, and morally, and that improve- 

ent is communicated in one or another way to all his. products. 


very effort he puts forthshows the uplifting touch ef hishigher | 


life. 
We have something to exhibit to our sister nations when they 
touch our shores that can not be inclosed in show cases or stalled 
im. magnificent buildings. We want to show the world the in- 
comparable achievements of a great people working out the 
mighty problem of self-government on so populous and vast a 
theater. We want the nations of the earth to see that in all the 
diversified industries of civilization our progress has. been the 
marvel of the ages. Thev will see the products ofour mechanic 


tries in competition with the corresponding exhibitsof our sister 
nations. They will behold on American soil all civilizations from 
that of the home of the pyramids and theempire of the celestials, 
down to the iast bern of the nations preseating in friendly ri- 
valry the products. of their best. art, their latest science, their 
newest inventions, and their highest skill. They will see th» 
clustered trophies of the world’s conquests in scienee and educa- 
tion, manufactures and agriculture, zsthetic and mechanic arts, 
and. they will behold how in the midst of this mighty aecumu- 
ation which willsum up the results of human progress, the young 
republic of the West will rise in queenly majesty and stand 
proudly eminent. 

But this is not all we want toshow them. We will point them 
with exultant. pride to the suecessof a Government whose corner 
stones are the wisdom, virtue, and patriotism of those whom it 
was appointed to govern, and show them how these moral forces 
have. fed the stream of our exuberant national life, and how 
they each contribute a share in the commemoration of a three- 
fold glory. They shall see intelligence bringing the imperish- 
abie laurel to garland Columbia's fair brow in honor of her im- 
mortal victories in all the diversified fields of material progress. 
They shall behold virtue placing upon her snowy bosom the 
inden lily, in token of her signal triumphs in the elevated 
arena of national morals; while patriotism with the orange 
blossoms of hope and love unite and interweave the two, thus 
symbolizing the joyful wedlock of lofty intelligence and elevated 
morals. They must. learn of us that true greatness travels on 
moral lines, and all enduring progress pursues paths that run 
parallel with the eternal law of rectitude. 

In the form of our institutions, the character of our citizens, 
and the splendor of our civilization must be found the moral 

ualities which will blaze in the eye of every beholder, so that 
who come to our shores from the four quarters of the earth, 
may witness in the vari-colored web woven in this new worid in 
the roving loom of time, the largest liberty, the purest Chris- 
tianity, and the highest civilization ever attained by man. 
Shall we mar the beauty of this picture, and dim the glory of 
this splendid triumph by overthrowing the observance of the 
Sabbath day asa day of rest, putting an_ indignity upon the 
American people, and outraging the feelings of three-fourths of 
the citizens of the Republic? |Applause.] 

In conelusion I beg to observe that [ have not rested my rea- 
sons upon a religious institution. I have not called in the mter- 
vention of the Divine sanction of the Sabbathday. Ihave rested 
my argument upon a lesser and quite different though all suffi- 
cient ground. is House has nothing to do with religion ex- 
cept as individuals to practice its precepts. I am pleading for 
the civil Sabbath, without this we will know no sehatens Sab- 
bath. I have proceeded upon the assumption that the Sabbath 
was made for man and I would have it so used and so guarded 
for mans’ use as to make it yield for him the mostof the bestand 
the least of the worst results. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. BUTLER] 
is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER Mr. Chairman, every proposition or scheme to 
loot the Treasury has at all times in the history of our country 
been hid from the common people by an appeal to patriotism and 
national pride. The flag is swung to the morning breezes, the 
eagle soars aloft to greet the sun, the wealth and grandeur of 
earth’s most perfect republic is extolled, and amid the hurrahs 
of the populace the Treasury is compelled to yield to schemes 
which, to say the least, are of doubtful propriety, if not conceived 
in dishonesty and impregnated with feo 

It will not require much noise nor any display of rhetoric to 
declare that. I love my country. [aman American. That tells 
the whole story. But patriotic love of country is not best ex- 
emplified by enthusiam and cheers. He is the truest patriot 
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who guards most jealously the equal rights guaranteed to our peo- 
le by our organic law. The patriot loves his country for what 
We love that 
flag because to us every star represents a sovereign State, and 
the entire galaxy exemplifies the Federal Union, and we love 
that Union because it is a self-adopted government of freemen. 

It is not in armed force, it is not in great naval armament that 
we show the glory of our country. It is notin great exhibitions 
that we declare the grandeur of the Republic. Our grandeur 
and our glory are reflected in the mirrer of a pure and honest 
citizenship. They exist simply in the maintenance inviolate of 
the rights.of the citizen as guaranteed by the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Every argument made here to-night, and in the two days of 
this discussion, favorable to the $5,090,000 appropriation to the 
Columbian Exposition, has been based upon false premises. 
Every argument in favor of it rests upon the statement that we 
Neither in fact nor 
by implication is. that premise true. The very act that estab- 
lished the Exposition contained a limitation of our obligations 
and our powers. We simply aee»pted our part of the grand en- 
terprise, to the extent of ereetinzg our buildings and exhibiting 
such resourees 43 are under governmental control, and such as 
could not be obtained in the display from individual States. 

Our part is to be done in the same manner, except uponalarger 
seale, as every nation of earth bas been invited to do its part— 
the same as every State in the Union has been invited to aid in 
theenterprise. Each State, eac: nation erects its building amd 
provides for the display of such resources as it may possess. To 
that extent we ave committed by the express terms of the act, in 
the total sum of $1,500,000, and not.even by implieation to any 
further extent. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. My time is limited, but I will yield. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does net. the act establishing the Commis:ion 
and fixing the location of the Fair commit the Government to it? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Government is not committed, because, 
in express terms im the law which provided for this Fuir it is 
declared that. the Government of the United States shall not be 
responsible for asingle dolar nor ke ealled upen to pay one cent. 
Therefore it is not committed in that way. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is there any such language in the law? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; there is. 

Mr. SCOTT. That the Government shall not be responsible? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; beyond what we appropriated—one 
million and a half of dollars for making the Government's ex- 
hibit. That isunderstood; that is what lLadmitted to begin with. 

But gentlemen say we are committed to this enterprise because 
it is our duty to maintain the glory of our country. They urge 
that it should be a matter of patriotic pride for us to stand by 
this Exposition. I tell you, sir, that pride has no merit except 
as the foundation upon which it rests is worthy and noble. We 
are proud of American citizenship; we are proud of the natural 
rights which have been maintained in this country and guaran- 
teed to the individual. 

Weare proud that peace is sustained with all nations, with 
the smallest standing army organized within the great eircle of 
jural society. That patriotie pride does not commit to a matter 
purely of display. 

T can understand the meaning of the claim that we are com- 
mitted to the Exposition, when the claim is made by those whose 
pride reaches the hallelujah point in beholding massive ships 
whose sides are black with heavy armor, and from whose sides 
are pointed the engines of destruction. Their pride is in the 
magnificence of display, and they can conceive no grand exhibi- 
tion but that commits the General Government to it by its very 
grandeur. But they are im serious error. Better a national 
dignity, an *‘ndividual charaeter that commands respect, and a 
commercial status that invites confidence than all the tinsel imi- 
tation of monarchical institutions. 

No, we are not committed; and now arises the question of wis- 
dom as well as constitutional power. 

We have heard a great deal said on the subject of Congress 
and its powers, and very little on its moral right to do—a great 
deal about the American flag and the honor and glory of the 
American nation, but very little on the rights of the common 
pgople. 

The question of moral rightshould always precede the question 
of constitutional power. he power to do must always be lim- 
ited by the right to do. 

No man has a moral right to vote the money of the people, 
even though permissible under the Constitution, unless the money 
voted be for purposes of a public nature, and directly connected 
with the regularadmitted channels of publicexpenditure. There 
is no other honest. way of considering the public money. [It is 
the money of the Seianio, gathered together by taxation, for gov- 
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ernmental purposes, and to expend it in other ways is contrary 
to, at least, the spirit and intent of the Constitution, and is also 
morally wrong. 

Nor is this appropriation necessary as a preventive of the fail- 
ure of the enterprise. 

The gentleman from Jowa[Mr. HENDERSON] declared on this 
flour the other day—and every man here to-night knows the 
fact as well as Ido—that the Fair is to be a success; and every 
dollar that goes to it in the way of money will go from the peo- 
ple into the pockets of Chicago. Chicago will make the money 
that is to be made out of it; and the grandeur of the Fair makes 
that profit all the greater. There has never been a time when 
any city has bid for a great convention, exposition, or other 
demonstration, that it has not been the fact that the larger the 
demonstration the more money would be realized, and the more 
they were willing to bid for it. 

If this were only a half fair, Chicago would only have bid $5,- 
000,000; but knowing that it was to be one of the grandest insti- 
tutions of the kind ever witnessed they were willing to meet the 
expenses to the extent of $10,000,000, and so declared. If it 
would have been profitable to Chicago to hold a half-sized fair 
it will be doubly profitable to hold one such as this is to be. 
There is no question then that the Fair will go on; there is no 
question as to the dignity of the American nation being demon- 
strated by the Fair. We simply have done what we undertook 
todo. Anything over and above that is simply ‘‘spread-eagle- 
ism” and ‘* buncombe,” like the talk we have recently beard. 

The gentleman from Iowa — DOLLIVER] calls it“ downright 
stingy ” to refuse to the people of Chicago this $5,000,000 a 
priation. What he calls “ stinginess” I call honesty. It is a 
prevention of expenditure of money held as a trust, committed 
to us by the people whom we serve. It is not our own money. 
We but act for them, and it is my belief that they still demand 
a frugal Government, void of extravagance, and one which, in 
the language of that greatest of statesmen, Thomas Jefferson, 
will not ‘‘ take from the mouth of labor the bread it has earned.” 

But, sir, there is one part of the subject in regard to which I 
wish to say a word, because the time allotted to me is nearly ex- 
hausted. We know that the Government of the United States 
has never yet held that it could say that any State shall or shall 
not prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors. It is said if you 
get the right to sell in the State, the Government will charge a 
certain sum as a tax for the privilege, which is sometimes called 
a license, but which carries no permission. 

Now, this institution is to be carried on within the limits of 
the State of Illinois, and is exclusively upon L[linois territory. 
It is under the coatrol of the State law, and the State will have 
the exclusive right to say what shall be done in regard to that. 
The Government will have no power to step in — grounds that 
do not belong to the Government, but which belong to the State 
and prescribe what shall be done in regard to the method of deal- 
ing with its various privileges. It must be governed by State 
law and State law exclusively. And in conclusion, let me say 
that in regard to what shall ts done in that Exposition we may 
go to the extent of saying that we will not give any money un- 
less they close up, and thus attach a string to our favors. But if 
it be viened upon the broad basis of constitutional right, the 
General Government has no power tosay that they shall or shall 
not do such things as are rightly controlled by State laws, and 
over which they have exclusive jurisdiction. [Applause}. 

Mr. BABBITT. Mr. Chairman, being afarmer, I would not at- 
tempt to speak at this time upon this question after having heard 
so many lawyers express their opinions as to constitutional pow- 
ers and limitations if I had not been convinced by having a con- 
ference with members of this House that this appropriation of 
five millions would fail, ignominiously fail; and, as I feel adegree 
of satisfaction and pride in the fact that I represent an agri- 
cultural district, a country that acknowledges that it isa part 
and parcel of this great nation, and is willing to do its part as 
American citizenship demands, I take it as a great pleasure for 
that reason to be permitted to speak here to-night. 

We have heard very much said about the Constitution of the 
United States inthisdiscussion. We hear much said about loan- 
ing the money of the people. We hear much about what states- 
men should be; but, Mr. Chairman, we have heard but little said 
upon what is the great duty of the American citizen at this 
time. I will give you a very little practical experience, having 
been secretary of the Wisconsin State Agricultural Society, and 
had this question up before us as to the opening of the Fair on 
Sunday and selling liquor on the fair grounds. 

Having received a deluge of abuse, which always follows men 
who have opinions and who dare to express them, I would like 
to say in behalf of my associates who favor the opening of the 
gates on Sunday, and who do not desire to prohibit the selling 
of liquor upon the grounds, that I occupied that position myself 
before the State board of agriculture in Wisconsin, and was the 





only man on that board who voted in favor of selli 
our fair grounds, deeming it to be a financial expathues raug 
with danger not todoso. Our State Legislature of Wiscons 
offered to give us $4,000 if we kept a respectable fair, and did not 
allow liquor to be sold on the grounds, and our State board, my- 
self dissenting, excluded Sebocciaemte. I notified those gentlemén 
of the committee that they would be the driest set of men, inmy 
opinion, that ever attended a fair, for if it was in the power of 
mortal man to enfore the law I would enforce it. 

Even in the city of Milwaukee, where public sentiment is al- 
ways in favor of having a good time, and where we have the 
best beer that was ever Irenk, or that was ever drank by mortal 
man [laughter], and where everybody drinks and enjoys it and 
never gets drunk, I want to say to you that I enforced the law 
there, because I had the law on my side and a man at the helm 
that was bound to execute it. 

I favor the exclusion of liquor from the Fair grounds at Chi- 
cago from a financial point of view. You can not make as much 
money me running a liquor institution on the Fair grounds as 
you can by running a temperance Fair. I know that to be so 
rer the managers of the Columbian Exposition understand 

ow to manage it and advertise; and I think I will take the lib- 
erty right here of saying that I went to work in Wisconsin and 
got theconsent of ministers of the gospel to read our programme 
to their congregations. Being a Democrat, you will understand 
that it was mighty hard work. [Laughter.] I got the consent 
of these gentlemen in Wisconsin to advertise a temperance fair 
in the State, and nearly 45,000 people of that noble State flocked 
daily to see us, and there was not a single solitary drop of liquor 
drank upon that ground. [Applause.] 

I want to say furthermore that the ministers of the gospel ad- 
vertised it in this way: ‘‘ You children, you mothers, you daugh- 
ters, you fathers, may all go to the fair, and you will be sure that 
you will be treated courteously and elegantly, and you will have 
no occasion to regret it.” The cars were fuli to overflowing. 
You ought to have seen the thousands and thousands of picnics 
that came up from all over that section of a 

I have always voted in favor of license myself, and presume 
always may; but talk about cranks as much as you please, there 
is no greater set of cranks on the face of God’s earth than those 
who claim that whisky on the Fair grounds or whisky in acom- 
munity cansave a fair from financial ruin, acity from grass grow- 
ing in its streets, or save the United States of America, or make 
us respectable in the eyes of foreign nations or in the eyes of 
the people of this Republic. [Applause.] 

I understand what I am doing when I stand on this floor here 
and advocate this principle, for many in my district think other- 
wise. I have a very largeGermanelementthere. I have voted 
with them when they voted the Democratic ticket for the last 
thirty-five years, and you know what this means. But in behalf 
of the prosperity of the National Fair at Chicago, in behalf of 
the great interest which it represents, in behalf of the Ameri- 
can people, in behalf of the honor of the whole State of Wiscon- 
sin. and the honor of all the States of the Union, and in behalf 
of the American people and the reputation of this Congress, Iam 
willing to stand here and tell the truth at this time, and I say 
to you gentlemen if you want a prosperous fair, worthy of the 
respect of citizens amd foreigners alike, inaugurate the great 
principles which have made this nation what it is. Close it up 
on Sunday, drink good pure water on the Fair grounds, and when 
you go away do just as you please. It is none of my business. 
{Prolonged applause. ] 

I do not forget that this is the United States. I do not forget 
that this is the proud Capitol of the most tolerant Republic in all 
Christendom. I do not forget that here in this House of Repre- 
sentatives our illustrious fathers stood as advocates of free 
speech, freedom of conscience, and of religious liberty, and that 
these divine blessings were to be shared by all alike. The clos- 
ing of business on one day of each week is ro new departure. 
Morality and health demand it. Itis no dream of the zealot or 
tke bigot, but an honest emphasis of that principle which has 
s‘ood the t2st of civilization and is to-day the theory and prac- 
tics incorporated into the statutory enactments of every State 
in the Union, and which has made our nation great. 

It is, however, proper for me to state that but yesterday I sent 
to the desk the petitions of 400 communicants; of Seventh-Day 
Baptists, who deprecate legislation on this subject, and they de- 
mand that the gates of the Fair grounds be swung wide open; 
and this petition has been evened by hundreds of others of that 
sect. Iam sure no better class of men ever lived; and these pe- 
titions have also been met by thousands and thousands who pray 
that the gates may be eened. 

I submit, can injustice be done by following the precepts of 
the pest and adhering to the aye! of the heroic dead? AsI 
contemplate the character of the intrepid navigator, and in im- 
agination see him stand on the deck of his ship looking out 
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through long days and weary nights into the darkness, deterred 
yon is purpose by no storm or vicissitude, sustained only by in- 
omitable courage, such as Columbus at that period alone pos- 
gessed, I am led to hope that the spirit of the ancient hero, still 
survivin in the managers of the Columbian Exposition, will be 
by this Congress approved by a hearty concurrence in the pas- 
sage of the bill under consideration 
r. MCKEIGHAN. Mr.Chairman, This discussion has taken 
a wide range. 

I shall occupy a few minutes of the time of the House. I was 
much Stvorted by the remarks of the gentlerman from Pennsyl- 
yania |Mr. Brostius], the interesting recital of the sun kissing 
the hills (and things) was beautiful. He related to us the way in 
which Pericles caused the people of Athens to submit to exor- 
pbitant taxation bya cunning appeal to their pride. Hisremarks 
brought to my mind an incident of my war experience. It was 
my fortune to be a member of the Eleventh [Illinois Cavalry dur- 
ing the late unpleasantness. It was told of Col. Ingersoll that 
when on a certain occasion the chaplain was found in the posses- 
sion of a fine horse to which he had no good title, in lawor mor- 
als, the Colonel took him to task about it. The chaplain said: 
‘“Why, colonel, Christ stole an ass on which to ride into Jeru- 
salem.” But, said the colonel, ‘‘ You are not Christ, that horse 
is not an ass, and we are not going to Jerusalem; and I advise 
you to take the animal back and restore him to his owner.” 

This house is not Pericles, we are notrepresenting the people 
of Athens, this appropriation is not for a public building. The 
greatest glory of our Government should be that every dollar 
taken from the people by taxation should be applied to the legiti- 
mate expenses of the Government. 

The question of constitutional right to make this appropria- 
tion has been so ably argued by my friend from Alabama | Mr. 
OATES] that I have no need to go over itnow. A few months 
ago we stood before the Speaker of this House and took an obli- 
gation to support the Constitution of the United States. Is it 
not time to pause and consider well whether this proposed ap- 
os if made, would not be a violation of that obligation. 


shall not assume to be the keeper of any one’s conscience but | 


my own, and I will answer for my vote to the people of my own 
district. ; 

The organization known as the Farmers’ Alliance has been 
brought into this discussion. [I am a member of that organiza- 
tion. I am nota believer inthe subtreasury. Ihave refused to 
advocate it for the reason that I can find no law to warrant this 
Government in going into the loan business; neither do I find 
any law to warrant the Government in going into partner- 
ale with a corporation in the World’s Fair business. I regard 
the proposed subtreasury scheme as a crude attempt of the peo- 
ple to protect themselves from the effects of certain causes with- 
out a full understanding of said causes or of how to remedy 
them. 

The agricultural classes have been the victims of class legis- 
lation until they have found themselves compelled to borrow 
money on their crops before they are made. They have been 
so accustomed to this that they naturally seek for cheaper loans. 
The real remedy will be found in the proper regulation and con- 
trol of the railway corporations, by the issue of money in suf- 
ficient volume to prevent the moneymongers from extorting 
from the people, by the repeal of the so-called “ = tar- 
iff,” by laws to prevent gambling in grain, by legislation to pre- 
vent trusts al combinations, who rob the tobacco and cotton 
gov of the South and extort from the meat and grain pro- 

ucers of the North, all to fill the coffers of the favored few in 
New England, whose chief ambition seems to be to wring from 
the laboring classes of this country the largest possible per cent 
of the profits of their toil. 

These representatives of the class interests of the East are the 
men who stand on this floor and ridicule the vain attempts of 
the people to get relief from these gigantic wrongs. The peo- 
ple are rising in their might; they will shake off the shackles 
with which capital has bound them. And the political party 
that places itself in opposition to the just demands of the organ- 
ized farmers and laboring classes of the country must and will 
be destroyed. Gentlemen on my right and on my left are asking 
us to give or loan #5,000,000 of the hard-earned money of our 
pore to a corporationin the State of Illinois without any secur- 

ty. These men are ever ready to stand on this floor and ridi- 
cule the farmers for proposing that the Government shall loan 
them money on farm products or on real-estate security. 

The learned gentlemen from the great cities of the country 
ought to be more consistent before they ridicule the farmers for 
their attempts to protect themselves against the effects of class 
legislation, roma by men who for years have robbed them under 
the forms of law, until many of them are too poor to visit the 
great Exposition at Chicago. Whenever it is proposed to make 
a large appropriation of the people’s money gentlemen from the 


great cities stand on this floor and declaim to us of the dignity 
and glory of the Government, and ridicule the members of the 
Alliance. It may be true that the people who live in the great 
cities of the country have more money ard more dignity than 
the people who live on the farms, but I thank God that he has 
not been partial in the distribution of honesty or brains. 

Much is said of the wild ideas of the farmers about money. I 
am authorized to speak for the organized farmers of Nebraska 
on the financial question. My views on that subject were in- 
dorsed by the entire Nebraska delegation in the late convention 
at Omaha. I am not willing that the farmers of Nebraska shall 
be misrepresented by partisan newspapers or by members on 
the floor of this House. We demand the restoration of free 
coinage of silver in the ratio of 16 to 1. 

This House, by legislative methods, of which the least said 
the soonest mended, has refused our demand. We ask for a 
broader base of metallic money. This House has refused our 
request. The farmersof Nebraska have gone further; they have 
declared that every dollar of money, whether of gold, silver, or 
paper, shall be issued by the Government and made alike a legal 
tender. They have declared that no banks of issue shall be 
chartered by State or national law. They have also declared 
that it is the duty of Congress to provide money in a volume 
sufficient to meet the demands of the legitimate business inter- 
ests of the country, and that it shall be paid out in the current 
| expenses of the Government. 

hese are the just demands of the organized farmers of Ne- 
braska. Iam not ashamed to represent them on the floor of this 
Houses and to warn the representatives of Wall street that the 
wealth producers of this country are demanding that the wishes 
of the people should be given more of respectful consideration 
and less of sneers. 

My friend from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] tells us that the Alliance 
people believe in ‘‘irredeemable” paper money and that a na- 
tional-bank bill is only a promise to pay. The gentleman might 
have mentioned the fact that for about sixteen years national 
banks redeemed their promises to pay with a greenback which 
the gentleman says is only a promise to pay. The gentleman 
from Alabama told us that he had voted to repeal the tax on 
State banks in order that the different States may again charter 
State banks of issue, whose notes can not be made a legal tender 
under our Constitution. He sighs for a return of red-dog and 
| wild-catcurrency; but I thank God that we have abundant reason 
to believe that wild-cat banks will never be rechartered. 

One of the good results of the late civil war was thatit gave 
the people a paper money that is — in any state of this Union. 
The Supreme Court has decided the question of the constitution- 
ality of the law by, virtue of which this legal-tender paper money 
is issued. I am confident that the American people will see to 
it that in the future every dollar of money issued will be made a 
legal tender. 

We are asked to make this appropriation toaid the World’s 
Exposition, on the grounds that it will bring us into closer com- 
mercial relations with other nations. This argument isadvanced 
by gentlemen who are in favor of tariff taxes that restrict trade. 

When the farmer sells his farm produce he is allowed to ex- 
port it without paying a tax. But, sir, whenhe exchanges it in 
the world’s market for supplies for the use of his family these 
advocates of ‘‘ wider commercial relations’ have passed laws 
that compels him to pay a tariff so high that he can not bring 
his goods into this country, thus forcing him to buy in amarket 
rendered artificially dear by reason of this unjustifiable legisla- 
tion. This is what they call ‘‘ widening our commercial rela- 
| tions;” I call it robbing the American farmers for the sole bene- 
fit of American mill-owners. 

Gentlemen if you will take the shackles from the strong arms 
of the American farmers you will not need to vote $5,000,000 to 
teach us how to sell our produce or where to buy our goods. The 
great wholesale and jobbing houses have in their employ thou- 
sands of bright, educated, energetic, and intelligent commercial 
travelers; they are on board of our ocean steamers, bound for all 
parts of earth, seeking for the finest fabrics of every country and 
choicest fruits of every climate. ay are on board of every 
train that crosses the mountains and plains of our own fair and 
| fertile land; they crowd our hotels and display their samples in 
| every country store and in every mining camp. 
| Let Congress stop erecting costly monuments to dead heroes, 
| stop building costly naval vessels, stop all such appropriations 

as the one proposed by this Senate amendment, let the people 
| keep the money they have earned; do this and our merchants 
| will find a revival of trade, the commercial traveler will find 
plenty of customers, and the farmers enough of money to pay 
.their debts with. 
Take the weight of class legislation from the backs of the Amer- 
ican people, and they will take care of themselves. Do this, and 
American skill, energy, and industry will widen our commercial 
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relations and build a strong government on the sure foundation 
of equal rights to all. 
Gentlemen, the how] of *‘ calamity shrieker” has no argument 


in it. There were calamity shriekers at the time of the flood; 
they were in Egypt before her splendid civilization went down 
in chaos and darkness; they were in Persia before the Greok 
army shattered their magnificent forces on the plains of Mara- 
thon; they lifted 7 their voices in the statesof Rome, and gave 
their warnings in her senate chambers; they warned Greece of 
her approaching doom; they sounded their peculiar ery in Scot- 
land when she was a nation; they were not silent when Irish na- 
tionality was being lost; they annoyed the court of England when 
her conduct was driving to desperation the colonists whose valor 
taught the mother country a lesson in that, great struggle that 
deprived England ofanempire. Thecalamity shrieker has never 
failed to give warning, and it will be wise to heed rather than 
treat lightly the warning they are giving on our own country. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I desire to call attention to several 
petitions r-ceived by me on this subject: 

Two petitions (one signed by William M. Jones, Harry Bellis, 
Jobn Heyweod, and others; the other signed by S. P. Merriam, 
F. May, William F. Buckman, and others) in the following form: 

Having reason to fear that the local directory of the World’s Columbian 
Exposition favor the opening of the grounds to visitors on Sunday, and be- 
lieving that God's law should be kept, that every man shall have a day of 
rest; knowing from experience that whenever the Sabbath of rest has been 
really abandoned by a nation, anarchy and ruin have followed; and believ- 
ing that since this is a national affair those principles should be respected 
which have made the nation great. 

oy by that the dtrectory are pe an appropriation from Con- 
gress for the Exposition, we respectfully tion Representative from 
this Congressional district to make a condition of such appropriation that 
the grounds be closed on Sunday. 


Also, three petitions (one from the Evangelical Alliance of 
St. Louis, Mo., 60 members; one from the North Presbyterian 
Church of St. Louis, Mo., 270 members, and one from St. Mark's 
English Evangelical Lutheran Church of St. Louis, Mo., 450 
members) in the following form: 


Whereas the managers of the World's Columbian Exposition are attempt- 
ing to secure an additional loan or appropriation of several million dollars 
from the National Government, and 

Whereas said money, if oceans. must come from the public funds 
by and with the consent of our United States Senators and Representatives 
in G , and all citizens are interested in the proper disposition of the 
public funds; and 

Whereas thousands of petitions have been signed by tens of thousands 
of law-abiding citizens in all portions of our land without meeting with that 
response to which their numbers and character entitle them, either from the 
mahagers of the World's Fair, orour Representatives in Congress, thus show- 
ing that more positive measures are needed to cause the World’s Fair to be 
conducted as it should be in a civilized and Christian nation; and 

Whereas we believe that Representatives in Congress should voice the 
sentiments of their constituents so long as they desire only what is right, 
and it is our opinion that the vast majority of the law-abiding citizens of 
the United States desire that the World's Fair should be closed on Sunday, 
and oe that the sale of intoxicating liquors should be prohibited; there- 
fore, be it 

Resoived, That we, the members of the Evangelical Alliance of St. Louis, 
do most respectfully request the two United States Senators from this State, 
the Hon. GronGce G. VrEsT and Hon. F. M. CoCKRELL, and our Representa- 
tive in Congress, the Hon. JoHN J. O'NEILL, to use their influence and vote 
to prevent any further aid and assistance being given to the World’s Colum- 
biarn Exposition unless the managers give an unequivocal and positive guar- 
anty thatit will remain closed on Sundays, and also on thefurther condition 
that the sale of all intoxicating liquors shall be strictly and entirely prohib- 
ited on every part of the grounds and in all buildings used for and by the 
World's Columbian Exposition; and 

Be it further resolved, That we Go hereby pledge ourselves and each other 
that we will from this time henceforth refuse to vote for or support for any 
office or position of trust any member of Congress, either Senator or Repre- 
sentative, who shall vote for any further aid of any kind to the World’s Fair 
except it be on the conditions named in these resolutions; and 

Be it Surther resolved, That we request our Representatives in Congress to 
make ge nd appropriations on condition that positive and definite guaran- 
ties are given that the eo shall be closed on Sundays and the sale of 
all intoxicating liquors will be strictly prohibited. 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, asa citizen of and a Representative 
from the State of New York, lam for this appropriation, although 
Songress took the Exposition from us and sent it to the com- 
paratively small city of Chicago. [Applause.] I have listened 
patiently and carefully, but in vain, for the presentation of a 
single solid and well-founded argument against the proposed 
appropriation in favor of the World’s Columbian Exposition to 
be held at Chicago in 1893. 

It is proposed by this Exposition to celebrate the four hun- 
dredth anniversary of the discovery of America, and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, through its Congress and Chief 
Executive, has given the enterprise its assent and approval. 
The Congress of the United States, by appropriate legislation 
duly approved, has made this Government a party, if not the 
chief party, to this undertaking, and so has become responsible, 
in the eyes of the masses of our people and of the nations of the 
earth, for its success. |Applause.] 

The Congress of the United States assumed to locate and did 


locate the Exposition and has created a commission which is‘ tion and not in sha 


The United States Government by its duly authorized agents, 
indirectly, if not directly, has extended an invitation to all the 
civilized nations of the world to take part, and nearly all have 
responded by the ne of large sums of money, aggre- 
gating millions of dollars, and the appointment of agents who 
even now are engaged in active preparations for the proper ex- 
hibit of the wealth, power, and progress of their respective 
nations. It has become, therefore, a practical and important ques- 
tion whether the Government of the United States is now to 
practically repudiate the enterprise, and thereby disgrace itself 
in the estimation of the nations of the earth, or by liberal aid to 
guarantee the success of this gigantic national exhibit. [Ap- 
ee) The following table shows what such nations have 

one: 

The amount tht ro ver ts for Ex tion 

hus far apres prioted | vy conowine v ernments fo posi 


purposes approximates tabular statement presents 
the data upon which this estimate is based: 


Argentine Republic... .. 








— bk eee $10, 000 

II ciiscintivtinpinncmeenbuda~te I FI a ial oie einesecedcce 15, 000 

< SERS SOIT 200, 000 

Haiti__. eee 2 25, 000 

SS SES eee ae 20, 000 

Od ccaciin 630, 765 

III a ccasaceeseirbtsione 50, 000 

Dutch Guiana_...- 10, 000 

. Dutch West Indies 5, 000 

809,200 | Nicaragua._....._... 30, 000 

Ra aaesneaetintinitia abit 60,000 | Orange Free State 7,500 

SS eee awe 1 wees... 100, 000 

ETT EE EE Sh we a wilchw dace 125, 000 

NED cbcitesinks time dateind ee I ook ines cicwcce 12, 000 

British Guiana............... 25,000 a ia, 25, 000 

Canada (preliminary) ....... RT EE inns os aaneconssnnne 53, 600 

EER  » § Sa eaae 56, 280 

a a eae 65, 600 | British Honduras_._.......- 7,500 
BS SE re ee 20, 000 

New South Wales.-.-_-......-- 150, 000 RI Naas niece 4, 982, 000 

pe en 27, 


The following-named countries have also expressed a determination to 
participate as governments or through their merchants, but the amount of 
money to bee ed by each is not yet known: Algeria, um, British 
Co:umbia, Danish West Indies, Eevee. Erytheria, French Guiana. Hawaii, 
India, Italy, Mad . Maderia, Malta, Mashonaland, Netherlands, Per- 
sia, Puerto Rico, anemniens. Russia, Santo 0, Siam, South Austra- 
lia, Spain, Transvaal, Turkey, ee: Venezuela, Victoria. 

These will devote from $1, 500, 000 to #2, 000, 000 to making exhibits. 

My colleague from New York [Mr. LITTLE] has shown, by 
implication at least, the expected resentment of the city of New 
York at being deprived of the location of the Exposition at that 


city. 

This opposition, however, is more by way of protest against 
the action of the last Congress in locating the Exposition at 
Chicago than for the purpose of defeating the proposed legisla- 
tion. 

The location of this Exposition at the Senecio small and 
unknown city of Chicago [laughter] was ae l-advised, 
but it was done by the Congress of the United States, which 
seems to have regarded Chicago as the center of the Unite 
States, and this Exposition as simply an exhibit of this country. 

The Congress ignored the fact that New York City is the center 
of the civilized world, and thatif removed to the vicinity of Har- 
lem Chicago would figure only as a respectable suburb to this 
great financial and commercial center of the world. It is also 
true that if located at New York City the Empire State would 
have contributed so liberally in its aid that appropriations from 

| the United States Government would have been almost superfiu- 
ous and probably would have been unasked. [Applause.] The 
fact was ignored that, in effect, this is to be a great international 
exposition. 
ut the fact remains that this Exposition is to be held at 
Chicago, and we are confronted by the further fact that if this 
Exhibition is to be made a success, if this nation is not to be 
disgraced, belittled in the estimation of foreign nations, proper 
aid must be given by this Congress at this session. The gentle- 
| man from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] intimates that at the next 
| session of this Congress, in December next, he will be ready to 
give his support to an appropriation in aid of this Exposition. 

It may not have been in his mind, but we can not resist the 
suspicion, at least, that such action is prompted to some extent 
by a desire to keep down appropriations at this session for polit- 
ical effect in the coming November Presidential election. It 
was suggested by him that after deducting $10),000,000 for the 

| redemption of United States notes there will be scarcely $9,000,- 

| 000 of gold surplus in the Treasury, and he, by implication at 

| least, would picture a deficiency as the result of this appropria- 

| tion of $5,000,000 in aid of the Exposition. There is no basis for 

_ such an argument, and, in my judgment, the action proposed by 

| the Senate will, if carried out, inure to the benefit of every man, 
woman, and child in the United States. 

We have in the Treasury of the United States not in eircula- 

to be put in circulation over $10,000,000 of 


engaged even now in the erection of appropriate buildings, and | subsidiary silver coin so abraded as to be us2less except as silver 
the preparation of grounds for the holding of this great inter- | bullion. 
! It is proposed to coin this in half-dollars with appropriate de- 


nationa! exhibit. 
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signs, ete., making them suitable souvenirs of this Exposition, 
to the amount of $5,000,000, and with them pay this appropri- 
ation in aid of the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

If this is done there will be put into active circulation within 
the next twelve months $5,000,000 of the subsidiary silver coin 
of this Government. These coins will be eagerly sought alter 
and find ready circulation. If the appropriation is made the 
buildings for the Exposition will be on a much larger scale than 
they otherwise would be and employment will be given to thou- 
sands of workingmen, andevery branch of business will bs stimu- 
lated and strengthened. 

All American citizens interested in the growth and develop- 
ment of the United States, and who give the subject careful 
thought, must regret that a political turn has been given to the 
discussion of the proposition to extend Government aid to the 
World’s Columbian Exposition. It ought to be discussed, con- 
sidered, and voted upon in a nonpartisan spirit. The question 
ought to be will the general growth and prosperity of this nation, 
of its people, of its industries, be stimulated by this appropriation. 
[Applause. ] 


Mr. Chairman, if the Democratic party shall dare to make this | 


@ political question, | can but say that it throws itself in the 
track of the rapidly revolving wheels of progress, and will not 
stay their advance for a single moment, but will find itself crushed 
and broken beneath them. [Applause.] 


The demagogue may seek to win much notoriety by opposing | 


this measure. He may seck to belittle the enterprise by calling 
it ‘‘a show,” but he will only succeed in belittling himself and 
earning an epitaph which will read, ‘‘ Here sleeps a moral and 
mental pigmy.” TApplanse} 

I doubt not that many members of this House are honestly 


masses of our 


beneficent influences of our system of free government. [Ap- 
plause.| It will awaken the patriotic spirit of our people and 
give to the young men and women of our country, a broader and 
more perfect conception of the wealth, power, intelligence, and 

| wonderful resources of this nation. Ah visitors from foreign 
lands will be so impressed with our power and resources that 
they will carry across the oceans such tales of our invincibility 
in war as to insure peace to our country, respect for our flag, and 
protection_to our every citizen who travels abroad. [Applause.] 
Let it be ona grand scale, and let it be commensurate with our 
power and resources as a nation. Let it be the act of the nation 


| and not credited to individual enterprise or individual patriotism. 


But the clause compelling the closing of the gates of the Exposi- 
tion on Sunday must be retained. [Applause in the galleries. } 
The Sabbath day is recognized by the intelligent people 
of every Christian nation, and its sacred character must not 
be forgotten or sacrificed to a desire for gain. The laboring 
men alout Chieago need this as a day of rest. With this pro- 
vision against Sunday opening, I am for the appropriation, with- 
out it I am against it. Be not apprehensive that those who 
visit the Exposition will too literally patronize the saloons of 
| Chicago on Sunday. Scech a statement is an insult to the great 
ple who will visit the Exposition. I assume 
| that they will find abundant opportunity for recreation and rest 
| in the great parks of that city and in the green fields surround- 
ing her; and I also assume that those who desire will be wel- 
— r her magnificent churches and placesof worship. [Ap- 
| plause. 
| When Columbus and his daring crew peered out through the 
mists of that October morning in 1492 over an unknown sea and 
caught sight of a new land, they little thought they were open- 





d to this measure on grounds which to them | ing up @ broad highway over which, four hundred years later, 


and sincerely apn 
seem substantial. We respect these men and their convictions; 


to them we appeal with argument, and from them we ask that | most bafile calculation. 


there should pass a tide of travel and commerce that should al- 
But this has been the result, and now 


due and candid consideration which all honest and broad-minded | these United States, the Empire of the West, are to celebrate the 


men are willing to give. 

The Congress of the United States has assumed jurisdiction of 
this matter, and by its action heretofore has virtually taken 
charge of the whole enterprise; a commission for which it is re- 

nsible has charge of the work. ¢ 
sition. By authority of Congress the nations of the earth have 
been invited to take part, and nearly every civilized nation on 
the face of the globe has accepted the invitation which virtually 
came from our Government, and each consenting nation has ap- 
propriated money ‘to enable it to join in the grand exhibit of 
the world’s progress and prosperity. [Applause.] 

This Congress has appointed a committee on this Columbian 
Exposition, thus recognizing the jurisdiction of Congress in the 
matter. Ourauthorizedagents have authorized the construction 
of buildings and works, the cost of which will be far in excess of 
that contemplated in 189). 


and financial support, to this enterprise to any extent necessary 
to make it a success, the grandest exposition ever held on the 
face of the earth. 

Those who raise what they claim to regard as constitutional 


Congress located this Expo- | 


| achievement of those bold voyagers. 


[Applause.] 
Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of my time, oe | 


| three minutes, to the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. HENDERSON 


| 
| 


} 
| 


Congress can notretreat with honor; | : 
it can not repudiate the acts of its agents. The honor of the na- | 
tion is at stake; the nation has pledged its support, its moral | 


and those three minutes I propose tw yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BUSHNELL]. The following table shows what 
has been done by the states: 


Appropriations and subscriptions by States and Territories to June 11, 1892. 








| 
| 
| 





MON he bs isin eae eed SS eer $50, 000 
sasha cnninwrcin inline diay 15,000 | New Hampshire. ........... 25, 000 
I i 300, 000 | New Jersey.................. 70, 000 
RN a i 100,000 | New Mexico.........-....... 25, 000 
CN So oi nectome ee. &) a ee 300, 000 
DORIRED onclick a tanmitbaduine 10,000 | North Carolina -........... 25, 000 
Florida (subscription) ...... 50, 000 North Dakota............... 25, 000 
eae 2 or ae epee ii 100, 000 
I se 800,000 | Pennsylvania _............_. 300, 000 
SD tbh hitisnnacdislliptiieanaiahd-c0ss 75,000 | Rhode Island ....-......... 25, 000 
NE ali ai nai uitsimaiiin NE ET ETN 20, 000 
| Kansas (subscription) --...-. 20,000 | Vermout ...... 5, 000 
REE Kicctco~. tied Selina 100, 000 | Virginia -.....-- 25, 000 
NE a ainhibihiceddelinnabilihin aie 40,000 | Washington._... 100, 000 
Massachusetts ............... 150, 000 West Virginia .. 40, 000 
| i ET Gere b WOON... 68. ce ccecencc cen 65, 000 
SS nin an Pwatindindwiatiin 100,000 | Wyoming ................... 30, 000 
| Minnesota........... 50,000 | Texas (subscription) ...._.. 300, 000 
es 150, 009 — 
IIE vo:a)vsnitn ocethnieatne enka 50, 000 3, 835, 000 


objections seem to forget that the Constitution of the United | 
States is broad and comprehensive enough to enable this nation | 


of ours not only to exist but to prosper and move forward first 
and foremost in the grand march of nations, and that this con- 


stitutional power embraces within its scope each and every step, | 


each and every act and appropriation necessary for the attain- 
ment of the desired result. The Constitution not only binds us 
as a union of States, but it confers upon the legislative branch 
ample power to provide for the general welfare and progress of all 


its people, to stimulate trade and internal commerce, and to facil- | 
itate the intercourse of our people. Weappropriate money for the | 


improvement of our rivers and harbors; by appropriate legisla- 
tion we regulate and control interstate and foreign commerce, 
and upon precisely the same principle we may provide and appro- 
priate money for a grand exhibit of the agricultural and indus- 
trial growth and progress of the people of these United States. 
It will promote the growth and prosperity of both manufactures 
and agriculture, and give encouragement to every farmer and 
mechanic in the land. 

The proposed legislation is neither special nor sectional. 
is general in its scope and effect. 


history, the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, 
but it will bring the people of all sections of our common coun- 
try into close intercourse; it will extend and enlarge our ac- 
quaintance with each other and strengthen the ties that bind this 
united and indivisible people. [Applause.] It will present to 
the gaze of the people of the United States and of the world the 
remarkable inventive genius of our citizens and demonstrate the 


It | 
This Exposition will not only | 
appropriately celebrate one of the grandest events in the world’s | 


State associations have been formed in Louisiana, Oregon, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, and Tennessee. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, if I did not be- 
lieve it to be essential to the success of the World's Columbian Ex- 
position that this appropriation of $5,000,000 should be made by 
Congress, I certainly should not say one word in favor ofit. But, 

| believing as I do, that such appropriation is absolutely necessary 
to make this great Exposition the grand sucess which every true 
American citizen must desire it to be, I shall not only vote for it 
but I urge upon members of the committee and of the House to 
vote for it, and thus make this World’s Fair what it was intended 
to be, the greatest event in the history of our own people, if not 
in the history of the human race. 

It is but natural, Mr. Chairman, that members of the commit- 
tee who oppose this appropriation should refer to the promises 
made by Chieage if the Exposition should be located in that 
city. But that is hardly pertinent to the question which con- 
fronts us to-day; that is, whether this Exposition is to be made 
a success or a failure? Chicago did not inaugurate this Exposi- 
tion, this commemoration of the discovery of a new continent, 
this celebration of the four hundredth anniversary of such dis- 
| covery; nor did Illinois, which has appropriated $300,000 for its 

success, inaugurate it. It was inaugurated by the Congress of 
the United States, and Chicago only entered into competition 
with New York, St. Louis, and Washington for the Souation 
within her borders and won the prize. And nowwe must not 
forget, even if Chicago has failed to perform pledges made, that 
the failure of the World’s Columbian Exposition, if it should 
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unfortunately prove a failure, will not be the failure of Chicago 
alone. It will be the failure of the Government of the United 
States, of the greatest Republic known in all the ages. It will 
be the failure of New York, of St. Louis, and of every part of 
our country, just as much as the failure of Chicago, and the 
world will so regard it. 

But has Chicago failed to keep her promises? I answer, no! 
Emphatically,no! She hasnot. She has kept her pledges, every 
one of them, I think, in good faith. Has Chicago not furnished 
one of the most beautiful sites that can be found on the globe for 
such an exposition? Has not Chicago furnished all the money 
the act creating the Exposition required her tofurnish? The 
act required at least ten millions, and that amount she has fur- 
nished, to make this great event in our history as a nation a 
success. And if we appropriate these $5,000,000, as we ought to 
do, Chicago must still necessarily furnish several millions of dol- 
lars more, by the terms of this amendment. 

The great trouble, Mr. Chairman, is that this Exposition has 
grown in magnitude beyond all expectations. At first it was in- 
tended, I believe, to have a national celebration of the four hun- 
dredth anniversary of the discovery of America; a discovery 
which has been followed by the most wonderful changes in all 
that promotes the prosperity and happiness, the highest and 
best civilization of the human race. And the Government, not 
Chicago, has invited all the civilized nations of the world to 
come and unite with us in the c2lebration of this great anniver- 
sary. And they are coming from every quarter of the glob2— 
coming with exhibitions of their art, their learning, their 
genius, their industry and skill, to compare them with the 
products of the New World. And so from time t) time the 
scope of this Exhibition to b2 witnessed next year has been en- 
larged, and the magnitude of it has grown from day to day and 
from month to month ever since the Commission appointed by 
Congress and the directory of the Fair began their work; and, 
of course, the expenses have increased accordingly. 

And now I submit, Mr. Chairman, in all candor whether it is 
just and fair to throw the entire burden of all this additional ex- 
pense necessary to the successof this great Exposition upon the 
city of Chicago alone. It certainly is not, and the people of this 
country will not, in my opinion, so regard it. Neither will the 
people from the Old World, who are looking forward to this great 
event, and who are coming here next year to visit this great and 
prosperous Republic, so regard it, especially if the Exposition 
should fall short of what it ought to be, or in any manner prove 
a failure. 

Mr. Chairman, members who have spoken in opposition to this 
appropriation have read from the statute creating and provid- 
ing for the Columbian Exposition, to show that the act limited 
the amount of money to be expended by the Government to a 
million and a balf of dollars. Certainly that was the law, but it 
was also the law that the city of Chicago should furnish at least 
$10,000,000, and Chicago was not required to furnish any more 
than ten millions, and she has furnished that amount, or must 
do so before this appropriation, if we make it, can be called for; 
and must also furnish several millions more. The law is the 
bond in this case, and I submit to my good friend from New 
York [Mr. COVERT] that it was not so nominated in the bond 
that Chicago should furnish more than $10,000,000. 

{ remember very well when the bill creating this Fair, or 
World’s Columbian Exposition, was under consideration in the 
last Congress, that those who were authorized to speak for the 
city of Chicago and make financial pledges sent the following 
telegram to Washington: 

CHICAGO, February 20. 

In addition to five millions stock now subscribed, there is, we think, no 
doubt, five millions in bonds can readily be placed here for the World’s Fair. 

, SAMUEL W. ALLERTON. 
Cc. B. FARWELL. 
POTTER PALMER. 

This telegram was read in the House on the 20th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1890, by Mr. SPRINGER. ; 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, the law, which was under dis- 
cussion when that telegram was read, was afterwards passed. 
That law said the Government should not be liable to contribute 
to the Fair more thana million andahalf of dollars; and it said 
the city of Chicago should contribute at least $10,000,000. Now, 
there must be more money, eight or ten millons more of money, 
in addition to the ten contributed by the city of Chicago. And 
the question to be determined by us is, who shall contribute it; 
shall the Government generously contribute this $5,000,000, and 
help to honor the Republic by making the Exposition a grand 
and glorious success, or shall the city of Chicago be compelled 
to bear the entire burden of all the expense of this National and 
International Exposition. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, even if Chicago can contribute all the 
money necessary, it does seem to me she should not in justice 
be required to do so. 


Congress should lend ahelping hand and relieve Chicago from 

some of the burdens. We can not run any risk of a failure. It 
is our duty to make the Exposition such a success as will main- 
tain the honor and glory of this great free Government. 
* I have fondly hoped that this Exposition was to be one of the 
greatest events in the history of the world; an event which will 
bring to our shores representatives from every civilized nation 
on the globe. They will come here to witness the wonderful 
growth and development of four centuries on this continent, and 
they will bring with them the highest evidences of their own 
civilization, their progress in art, in science, in inventive gen- 
ius, in skill, and in all that promotes the highest and best in- 
terests of man to compare with ours. And I earnestly desire 
that these people who come to our shores shall return to their 
homes impressed with the greatness and glory of our country, 
and with the beneficence of our free institutions. And that this 
Exposition may be a great triumph in the exhibition of ourown 
advancement, of our industry, skill, and energy of our inventive 
genius, of our art and science, is the earnest desire of my heart, 
and I again earnestly urge the adoption of this amendment by 
the Houze. [Applause.] 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to offer two amendments, which I ask 
may be read and printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I believe I was to have three minutes of 
the time of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments sent to the desk by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of amendment No. 310 the following: 

* Provided, That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, of the amount hereby appropriated, be expended by and under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior in procuring to be made and mak- 
ing a proper exhibit of the American Indians, to include and exhibit the In- 
dian from the state of oes to civilization.” 

‘ aaa sundry civil bill by striking out Senate amendment No. 312, as 
OLLOWS: 

(312) Sec. 6. And it is hereby declared that all rome herein 
made for, or pertaining to, the World’s Columbian Exposition are made 
upon the condition that the said Exposition shall not be opened to the pub- 
lic on the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday; and if the said 
appropriations be accepted by the corporation of the State of Illinois known 
as the World’s Columbian Exposition upon that condition, it shall be, and 
it is hereby, made the duty of the World’s Columbian Commission, created 
by the act of Congress of April 25, 1890, to make such rules or modification 


of the rules of said corporation as shall require the closing of the Exposition 
on the said first day of the week, commonly called Sunday.” 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAILEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LESTER of Georgia re- 
po that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Jnion, having had under consideration the amendments of the 
Senate to the sundry civil appropriation bill, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

And tlien (the hour of half past 10 o’clock p. m. having arrived) 
the Speaker pro tempore, in pursuance of previous order, declared 
the House aijourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions: A bill (H. R. 1795) to increase the pension of A. J. Copen- 
haver, lata a soldier in the Mexican war. (Report No. 1934.) 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims: A 
bill (H. R. 6277) for the relief of Margaretha Engelhardt. (Re- 
port No. 1935.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (S. 2772) for the 
relief of Seaton Norman, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 9576) to provide for an ex- 
hibit of roads and road building at the Columbian Exposition— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R.9577) to prohibit the em- 
ployment and transportation from one State to another of a pri- 
vate or voluntary police force or body of armed men not belong- 
ing to the military or naval service of the United States, or to 
the militia of any State or Territory or of the District of Co- 
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lumbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 9578) to divide the State of Ne- 
braska into two judicial districts—to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

By Mr. TERRY (for Mr. REED): A bill (H. R. 9579) to author- 
ize the Interoceanic Railway Company to construct and operate 
arailway, telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Ter- 
ritory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 154) making 
appropriations for the payment of garbage inspectors—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

y Mr. SIMPSON: A resolution to set a day to consider the 
bill H. R. 9190, reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs— 
to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 9582) granting a pension 
to Emma L. Schletzbaum—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9583) granting a pension to James L. Har- 
mess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9584) to amend the military re- 
cord of James P. Kirby—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 9585) for the re- 
lief of Harriett E. Niles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 9586) to remove the charge of 
desertion from John W. Raynor—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 9587) for the relief of Frank- 
lin D. Grans, of Washington County, Md.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9588) for the relief of Maria Weibel, of 
Washington Cgunty, Md.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 9589) for the relief of 
Thomas D. Gold, executor of Zebedee Gray, late of Clarke County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9590) granting a 
pension to Cornelius Day—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of the heirs 
of John Rist—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of 650 citizens of the First district 
of New Jersey for an amendment of immigration laws and an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, that no 
State shall grant the right of suffrage to any person not a citi- 
zen of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CABLE: Petition of Robert J. Davidson and others, 
for closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr.COCKRAN: Petition of Francis J. Donnelly and others 
of New York City, requesting inquiry to be instituted by the De- 
partment of State as to the methods by which Dr. Gallagher's 
conviction and imprisonment was secured—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of 2,500 citizens of New Jersey and 
other States, for the closing of the World’s Columbian Exposi- 
tion on the Sabbath day—to the Select Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 

Also (by request), petition of the Philadelphia Association, 
requesting that the House refuse to make an appropriation for 
the Columbian Exposition except on condition of Sunday clos- 
ing—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of 5,000 citizens of New Jersey and other States, 
for the closing of the World's Columbian Exposition on the Sab- 
bath—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): Petition of Thomas R. 
Allison and others, against legislation closing the World’s Fair 
= Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 

ion. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of citizens of New York City, oppos- 
ing the closing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HARRIES: Petition of Ole G. Gfermanson that his 
military record be amended and that he be granted an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of H. C. Orme and others, pray- 
ing that the desert-land act be not amended in the interest of 
speculators and nonresidents—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Proof in eet of the claim of John 
Harvey, sr.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Request of the general executive board of 
the Knights of Labor, to be heard before proper committee be- 
fore any appropriation for the World’s Fair is made—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. McKAIG: Four petitions of citizens of Maryland, as 
follows: Of Joseph Byrs, of Frederick; of Jacob Price, of Wash- 
ingtgn County; of John G. Phillips, of Frederick County, and of 
David Coffman, of Washington County, each praying that his 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Protest of Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
of Higbee, Randolph County, Mo., against the passage of the 
Brosius lard bill, i. R. 395, and praying for the passage of a 
general pure-food law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Thomas R. Bryan and eighteen others, of 
Livingston County, Mo., against closing the World’s Fair on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of F. Meyer and others, of Osh- 
kosh, Wis., against any legislation by Congress in relation to 
opening or closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of Martin Cresy and others, against legislation 
by Congress in relation to opening or closing the World’s Fair 
on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. 

Also, petition of S. M. Mitter and others, against any legisla- 
tion by Congress in relation to the opening or closing the World’s 
Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Exposition. 

Also, petition of Albert Potter and others, against any legis- 
lation by Congress in relation to opening or closing the World’s 
Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on ‘the Columbian 
Exposition. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, as fol- 
lows: of Hon. Ziba C. Keith and 17 citizens, of Francis J. Mc- 
Gowan and 34 others, of the Emmet Club of Brockton, and of 
James Sullivan and 57 others, all requesting Congress to take 
such action as will cause an inquiry to be instituted by the De- 

artment of State as to the methods by which Dr. Thomas Gal- 
agher’s conviction and imprisonment in England were secured, 
and also to ask the President to request his release—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O'FERRALL: Petition of Thomas D. Gold, adminis- 
trator of Zebedee Gray, deceased, of Clark County, Va., that his 
claim for stores and supplies taken from the decedent by the mili- 
tary forces of the United States for their use may be referred to 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1883, and the act of March 3, 1887—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PATTON (by request): Petition of citizens of Logans- 
port, Ind., relative to the closing of the World’s Fair on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: Petition of Mr. Keldsing and others, 
of Wheeling, W. Va., against legislation either as to the keep- 
ing open or closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. SHELL: Petition of Bellevue Alliance, of Richland, S. 
C., remonstrating against the passage of the Brosius lard bill, 
H. R. 395, and praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the directors of Prospect Hill 
Cemetery, against opening North Capitol street—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Petition of churches of Indiana, as follows: 
The Methodist Episcopal Church of Thorntown, the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Line City, the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Stockwell, the Methodist Episcopal Church of West Lebanon, 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Lebanon circuit, and the Free 
Union Baptist Church of Howard County, all for the closing of 
the doors of the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Commit« 
tee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of 81 members of the labor organization of La 
Fayette, Ind., for the closing of the doors of the World’s Fair 
on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. 

By Mr. YOUMANS: Petition of Joseph Kubik and others, of 
Saginaw, Mich., against keeping open or closing on Sundays the 
World’s Columbian Exposition—to the Select Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 19, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PRESERVATION OF HISTORICAL MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution, received yesterday from the House 
of Representatives; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
sanction of Congress is hereby given to the acceptance by the President of 
the United States, from James D. McBride, for preservation in the archives 
Of the executive department, of one copy of the *‘State edition” of a memo- 
rial entitled *‘The Administrators of the United States Government at the 

eginning of the Second Century;" also, of one copy of the document enti- 
tiled ‘The Administration of the United States Government at the Begin- 
ning of the Four Hundredth Anniversary of the Discovery of America.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the reports of the committees of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 3971) to provide for the opening of alleys in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H.R. 5119) to prevent the building of houses along cer- 
tain alleys in the city of Washington, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 1958) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, 
established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the 
title of William MeGarrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, in 
the State of California, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 46) providing for an investigation rel- 
ative to the ‘‘ slums of cities.” 

‘The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9286) to create the California Débris Commission 
and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California; 

A bill (A. R. 9581) to provide for the improvement of the outer 
bar of Brunswick, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 9592) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
toobtain plans and specifications for public buildings to be erected 
under the supervision of the Treasury Department, and providing 
for local supervision of the construction of the same; and 

A bill (H. R. 9580) to ratify and approve an act of the Legisla- 
ture of the Territory of Oklahoma providing for the funding of 
county indebtedness in said Territory. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Harriet 
W. Shacklett, and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. . 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. I present a petition sent to me 
from this city, transmitted with the following communication: 
THE ARLINGTON, . Washington, D. C., July 16, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: Herewith please find petition from some of your constituents 


in favor of the ‘‘antioption ” bill now pending in the Senate, which kindly 
present to that body and have referred to the appropriate committee. 


Yours, very truly, 
C. WOOD DAVIS. 
Hon. R. lL. Grpson, United Slates Senate. 


It isa printed petition, signed by many good people of Haas- 
ville and other places in Louisiana, who pray for the passage of 
the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills. I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of the Toledo (Ohio) 
Produce Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of the 
Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Methodist, Presbyterian, and 
Christian Churches of Bennett, Nebr., praying for the closing of 
the World's Columbian Exposition on Sunday, and that the sale 
of intoxicating liquors be prohibited thereat; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Young People’s So- 
ciety of Christian Endeavor, of the Euclid Avenue Presbyterian 
Church of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the opening 


Mr. PERKINS presented the memoral of Wesle Boggs and 
80 other members of the Seventh-Day Adventist Chure of Ar- 
kansas City, Kansas, remonstrating against the commitment of 
the United States Government toa union of —— and the state 
by the passage of any legislation closing the World’s Columbian 
oe on Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. CAMERON presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ 
Exchange, of Philadel phia, Pa., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 9473, concerning importationsof wearing apparel; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of citizens of Sussex County, 
Del., praying for the passage of the Washburn-Hatch antioption 
bills; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I presentamemorial of the Annual National 
Convention of Societies of Christian endeavor, numbering 16,- 
000, adopted at a meeting in New York City, on the 10thof July, 
remonstrating against the opening of the World’s Columbian 
Exposition on Sunday. I did not receive the memorial during 
the debate on that subject. I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present two telegrams, one to my colleague 
[Mr. IrBy] and one to myself from the Charleston Merchant 
Tailors’ Exchange, in favor of the passage of House bill 9743, re- 
iating to wearing apparel; which I move may be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wiil state that I have received probably a 
dozen such telegrams in the last twenty-four hours in favor of 
the same bill. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3718) granting a pension to Charity W. Clark, 
mother of Edmund M. Clark, formerly of Company M, Seven- 
teenth Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mohan; 

A bill (A. R. 4022) granting an increase of pengion to John C. 
Ford; 

A bill (H. R. 1350) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Bruner 
Hineline; and 

A bill (H. R. 8398) for the relief of Susan Lomasney. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the 
following report; which was agreed to: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill S. 222, Fifty- 
| second Congress, first session, entitled “A bill for the relief of Thomas 
Wricht,”’ have carefully considered the same, and, in accordance with the 
resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1884, report as follows: 

That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress 
and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands 
against the Government,” approved March 3, 1883. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am instructed by the Committees on Claims to 
report back adversely the bill (S. 768) to confer jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of the heir 
of Hugh Worthington for his interest in the steamer Kastport, 
| and to ask its indefinite a. This adverse report is 
made on the Senate bill for the reason that the same committee 
| hasreported favorably House bill 4827, covering the same matter. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely 
| postponed. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
| ferred the bill (S. 1359) for the relief of Thomas R. Johnson, ad- 
ministrator of the estates of Rinaldo Johnson and Ann E. John- 
son, deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

| Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1098) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Def’. Young, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5829) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bowden, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted areport thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
| bill (S. 3396) granting a pension to Col. William Browne, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3405) to increase the pension of William H. Browne, late 
colonel and brevet brigadier-general of United States volunteers, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.2042) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Helen G. Heiner, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 
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ds in Walla Walla County, State of Washington, to the city 
f Walla Walla for the purpose of a public park, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to ac- 
company the bill (S. 2298) for the relief of James L. Townsend, 
heretofore reported by him. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 707) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the 
District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committeeon Pensions, to whom were | 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3905) granting a pension to Julia Bodley; 

A bill (H. R. 5477) to pension Martha A. Beerbower; and 

A bill (H. R. 9332) granting a pension to Joseph J. Granberry. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 1507) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by the following resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 868) for the relief of Forman Mathews and Davis 
Stout Parker, be and the same is hereby referred to the Court of Claims, 
FO tcr 300 to the provisions of section 14 of the act approved March 3, 1887, 
b 


pter 359 for proceedings and reportas therein provided; the facts certified 
to embrace each and all material to the circumstances and merits of the case. 


Mr. WHITE. Iam directed by the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 67) pro- 
yiding for the appointment of a commission to select a site for 
the establishment of a national sanitarium for the treatment of 
pulmonary diseases, to submit an adverse report thereon. I ask 
that the joint resolution may go upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be 

Jaced on the Calendar with the adverse report of the commit- 


ee. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
mittee, I desire to file a report in the case. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority | 


will be received and printed with the majority report. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- | 


estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3165) to incorporate the 
Holstein-Friesian Cattle Association of America, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1577) for the relief of Mrs. Emma M. Moore, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BRICK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without | 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8618) granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louisa B. Sharp; 

A bill tr R.7117) granting an increaso of pension to Henry 
Merritt; and 

A bill (H. R. 7042) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Con:mittee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon, which were agreed to; and on his motion the bills were 
ordered to be placed on the Calendar: 

A bill (S. 1018) granting a pension to John Benn; and 

A bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to David C. Canfield. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 


bill (S. 1016) granting a pension to Peter Elford, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3821) granting a pension to Cecilia White; 

A bill br R. 6752) granting a pension to Martha J. Griffith; 
and : 


A bill (H. R. 7434) granting relief to Jeremiah White, of | 


Osage City, Kans. 

Mr. Yoo 
was referred the bill (S. 2410) to authorize the purchase of the 
library of historical manuscripts and printed books belonging to 
the estate of the late George Bancroft, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5684) toauthorize the 

nison and Northern Railway Company to construct and oper- 
ate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
purposes, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3455) for the relief of 
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James R. Mills; which was read twice by its,title, and referred 
| to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| He alsointroduced a bill (S. 3456) to relieve James A. Nolan of 
| the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 3457) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to accept the resignation of Maj. D. H. David, of the Four- 
| teenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry Walensenen, and for other pur- 
| poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 3458) granting a pension to 
Clara D. Estabrook; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
$1008. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3459) to secure the relin- 
| quishment of the Indian title to a portion of the Pyramid Lake 


| Reservation in Nevada, and to the entire Walker River Reser- 
vation in said State, and for other purposes; which was read 
| twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to have the accompanying let- 
ter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and also that of the 
Secretary of the Interior, printed and referred with the bill to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (S. 3460) for the relief of the 
inhabitants of the cities of Richfield and Morgan and the town of 
Woodruff in the Territory of Utah; which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3461) for the relief of Mag- 
nus C. Leach, late postmaster at Nineveh, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 





SELECT COMMITTEE ON FAILED BANKS. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Select Committee on Failed National Banks, in pursu- 


| ing its inquiry under the resolution of the Senate of June 2, 1892, may take 
testimony by subcommittee thereof. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
| Mr. GORMAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on ihe amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8533) *‘ making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
| purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 3, 10, and 13. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 4, 5, 6,8, 11, 12, 14, and 15, and agreeto the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*835,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the Horse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed in the matter inserted by said amendment, insert 
‘*$100,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate nunfbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
the word ‘‘war ” in line 1 of said amendment, insert the words “in his dis- 
cretion,” and at the end of said amendment insert the words “ or so much 
thereof as may be necessary;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

~ A. P. GORMAN, 
WM. M. STEWART, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 





The report was conourred in. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 730) for the relief of James A. Finley was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

LEGAL-TENDER PAPER MONEY AND SILVER. 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call up the resolution which I 


| offered on the 14th of July, which was printed and went over. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
| 


Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
| be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. MORGAN 
July 14, 1892, as follows: 


Whereas under the existing laws gold coin of the United States is the 
only full légal-tender money which can not be dispensed with by contract, 
and under the influence of that legislation the private indebtedness of the 
people to e other and to foreigners is being rapidly converted into con- 
tracts payable in gold; and 

Whereas the bonded debt of the United States is being paid, as to interest 
and principal, only in gold coin, and amounts to more than a thousand mil- 
lion dollars; and 
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and 

Whereas there is in addition to these liabilities the sum of $101,712,071 of 
Treasury ngtes issued under the act of July 14, 1890, which the Secretary of 
the Tréasury has failed to provide the means of redemption in silver dol- 
lars, and tréats the same as a gold debt; and 

Whereas the entire gold debt of the United States, as it is considered and 
treated by the Government, amounts to more than #2,000,000,000, more than 
half of which is due on demand; and 

Whereas the private debts of the people can all be converted into gold 
debts on the demand of the creditor classes, and amount to more than two 
thousand million dollars; and 

hereas, according to the statement of the Treasurer of the United States 
made on July 1, 1892, the whole amount of the general stock of gold coined or 
issued in the United States was $589,509,051; and 

Whéreas the Generty between the amount of gold in the United States, 
now or prospectively, and the amount of debts, publicand private debts, that 
rest upon gold coin for ultimate redemption is so great as to create distrust 
in the soundness of our paper-money system, and to place the debtor classes 
and their property in oe subordination to the power of those who 
have money and credit to loan or sell: 

Beit resolved bythe Senate, That the Committee on Finance be, and are hereby, 
directed to report a bill to the Senate, with all convenient dispatch, to give 
to all the ne money issued directly by the United States as a legal tender 
for debts, public or private, and to all standard silver dollars of the United 
States, the full legal-tender effect that is given by law to the coins of gold is- 
sued from the mints of the United States, so that the same shall be a full 
legal tender for all debts, public and private, without exception or restric- 
tion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to ask the vote of the 
Senate by yeas and nays upon the resolution which I have had 
the honor to present. It relates to a subject of very great im- 
portance to the country. Under the existing state of the law 
the people of the United States who are engaged in anything like 
large transactions, and a great many who are engaged in small 
transactions, are required by the holders of money to make their 
contracts payable in gold; and whatever the decision of the Su- 
preme Court pay have been on that subject, the legislation of 
Congress, as I shall establish in a very few words, encourages 
and promotes the idea as far as we are able to do it that nothing 
but gold coin, with subsidiary coin to the amount of $10, can be 
received as full legal tenders in payment of debts. 

The case in 12 Wallace, called Trebilcock’s case, seems to 
have approached if it did not settle the doctrine that a contract 
made in gold justified a judgment of a court rendered in gold; 
and if that be so it would seem also that it would justify the issue 
of an execution collectible in gold; and under such conditions it 
would be but a very short time until the men who hold money in 
this country, and property, and power, will in virtue of their 
contracts payable in gold place the debtor classes, the contract- 
ing classes, the buying and purchasing classes, in such condition 
as that they can not possibly live; they must run rapidly into 
bankruptcy and ruin. 

I know that my State, which is not a commercial State in an 
large sense, has within its borders some two or three Scote 
and English agencies for the loan of money upon real estate, 
and these agencies require that their debtors shall pay all of 
their notes in gold coin. I am seeking now to remedy that by 
instructing the Committee on Finance to bring in a bill to make 
uniform the power of legal-tender money in the payment of 
debts. 

I wish to show to the Senate merely by the recital of the stat- 
utes and a few cursory remarks the category tha! the people are 
in at this time and the necessity for this sort of legislation. It 
is nota —— merely for the betterment of the condition of 
our people, but it is a necessity to save this whole country from 
bankruptcy. 

Section 3585 of the Revised Statutes provides: 
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dfor the ultimate red ied Se in gold 


The question is on agreeing 


SkEc. 3585. The gold coins of the United States shall be a legal tender in all 
payments at their nominal value when not below the standard weight and 
limit of tolerance provided by law for the singie piece, and, when reduced in 
weight below such standard and tolerance, shall be a legal tender at valua- 
tion in proportion to their actual weight. 


There anything that bears the similitude of an American goid 
coin, though it may be half worn away, is made a legal tender 
in the payment of debts. Thecreditoris bound to receive it not- 
withstanding the abrasion, and notwithstanding, in consequence 
of the abrasion, it may not be current money, he is bound to re- 
ceive it at weight. 

This provision in favor of the holders of gold is a terrible ad- 
vantage to give to them over the holders of any other kind or 
description of legal-tender money. That aman holding gold 
having been coined by the United States Government, whether 
it is of the standard weight or not, should have the ability to 
pay his debt with it when we exclude a man from the right to 
pay his debt in national-bank notes, or in gold certificates, or in 
silver certificates, or in silver coin, is a solicism in our legisla- 
tion which would be very absurd and need correction on that 
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account if it were not absolutely destructive of the best interests 
of the people of the United States. 

The next statute on the subject relates to United States notes. 

S8c. 3568. United States notes shall be lawful money, and a legal — in 
payment Of all debts, public and private, within the United State , Oxce 
for duties on imports and interest on the. public debt. 

Thos? are the greenbacks. There is a limited legal-tender 
value given to the greenbacks which prevents a man, if the law 
were obeyed—it is not, however—from the right to import goods 
and to pay the duties upon them in greenback notes, and it de- 

rives a Secretary of the Treasury of the power of paying the 
interest on the public debt in legal-tender notes. I suppose the 
— debt there means the interest-bearing debt. do not 

now whether it means the interest-bearing debt or any other 
public debt that we may owe; but at all events the greenbacks 
are not receivable for paying the interest on the public debt, 
neither are they receivable for customs dues. Many times the 
effort has been made here to remove this absurd restriction upon 
the power of the greenback legal-tender currency. It has been 
declared by the Supreme Court of the United States to be as 
much legal-tender currency as gold, and yet it has always failed; 
it has always broken down; and I have always been surprised in 
trying to find out the reason for this. It is only lately that I 
have come to the conclusion that the objection to this revision 
and amendment of the statute relating to greenback legal-tender 
currency was based upon the fact that it was the purpose of the 
gold men to keep the power of legal tender qitirety in the hands 
of that class of people. That is an absurdity which ought to be 
removed. 

The next species of money is described in section 3589: 


SkEc. 3589. Demand Treasury notes authorized by the act of July 17, 1861, 
chapter 5, and the act of Februury 12, 18€2, chapter 20, shall be lawful money 
and a legal tender in like manner as United States notes. 


They are put upon a footing with greenbacks. 
interest-bearing notes, section 3590: 

Sec. 3590. Treasury notes issued under the authority of the acts of March 
3, 1863, chapter 73, and June 30, 1864, chapter 172, shall be legal tender to the 
same extent as United States notes for their face Value, excluding parle: 
Provided, That Treasury notes issued under the act last named shall not be 
a legal tender in payment or redemption of any notes issued by any bank, 
banking association, or banker calculated and intended to circulate a& 
money. 

There comes in another complication. 
ber now, to more than $30,000, 
United States. 

The next law which bears on this subject is a law reénacting 
the legal-tender features of the United States notes and limiting 
the circulation to the amount then outstanding, about %346,000,- 
000. The next is the act of 1878, known as the Bland-Allison 
act, the first section of which provides: 


That there shall be coined, at the several mints of the United States, silver 
dollars of the weight of 412} grains troy of standard silver, as provided in 
the act of January 18, 1837, on which shall be the devices and opaectiptions 

rovided by said act: which coins, together with all silver dollars hereto- 

ore coined by the United States, of like weight and fineness, shall be a legal 
tender at their nominal value, for all debts and dues public and private, ex- 
cept where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract. 


That includes every silver dollar which had ever been there- 
tofore issued and all which were issued under the Bland-Allison 
act. They are not a legal tender whenever anyone chooses to 
evade or avoid the legal-tender feature, if so expressed in the 
contract. 

Then we come to the act of 1890, which substantially reénacts 
that part of the Bland-Allison act. The provisions of that law 
have been very recently discussed in the Senate, and itis hardly 
worth while to refer to it further than to say that it is a mere 
repetition, so far as coin certificates and silver dollars are con- 
corned—by coin certificates, I mean the Treasury notes issued 
under the act of 1890—a mere repetition of the Bland-Allison act — 
of February 28, 1878, providing that the coin certificates issued 
under that act and also the dollars which may be coined under 
it, shall be a legal tender for all debts, public and private, ex- 
cept where the contract otherwise expressly provides. That 
with the provision to which I have alrealy adverted that sub- 
sidiary coins, half dollars and quarters, and the like, are a full 
legal tender up to the amount of $10, covers the whole field of 
investigation proposed in the direction given by this resolution 
to the committee, except in respect of the national-bank notes. 
National-bank notes are a legal tender for debts due to the Gov- 
ernment, but they are not a legal tender as between private cit- 
izens. 

Under this, Mr. President, we have the following obligations 
of the United States Government: The United States Govern- 
ment is bound for the ultimate redemption in gold coin of gold 
certificates amounting to aaa chee trek not a legal ten- 
der as between private individuals—of the United States notes, 
greenbacks,amounting to $346,681,016,and ultimately of national- 
bank notes, amounting to $172,683,850, and of currency certifi- 


The next is 


It relates, as I remem- 
of outstanding currency in the 








1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6385 





to $30,320,000, the whole sum being in paper 
oney, Which we are bound to redeem sooner or later in one way 
r othér, sometimes by a circuitous process and sometimes di- 
—the whole sum amounts to $706,283,745. ‘ 
ow, take the power of the United States Government as in- 
dicated by the state of the Treasury to-day, to master and redeem 
at amount of paper money with the gold coin, the only legal 
tender we have in the Treasury of the United States, and we have 
not exceeding to-day $125,000,000 of gold in the Treasury. In the 
last four months something like $35,000,000 of gold have been 
carried Mp og aor it has gone abroad is more than I am able 
to account for, unless it has gone abroad in search of speculation 
bonds and, other securities in foreign countries. A demand 
or gold evidently has sprung up in European countries, which 


cates amoun 


has attracted the gold from the United States, and it has gone | 
over there to do its work in the speculative markets of those | 


countries. It has not been crowded out by silver coin, for the 
silver bulljon, of which we are buying four and a half millions 
every month, is put in prison, locked up, and the Secretary of 
he teonsurs puts the key of the prison into his pocket and will 
not let it out either as bullion or as coin. Soitis not a plethora 
of silver money in circulation which is driving out the gold. 
Gentlemen will bere to account for thatin someother way. That 


is not the truth, and we want the truth about matters of this | 


kind. 

So the amount of gold in the United States Treasury to-day 
does not exceed $125,000,000. I put it at that figure because I 
am quite satisfied that the next report will show that that is the 
fact. With that we have toredeem, whenever demanded, a sum 
equal to $706,283,745. 

A demand upon the Treasury of the United States which for 
one moment of time should prove the inability of this Govern- 


ment to meet its gold contracts or its paper contracts redeem- | 
able in gold would destroy faith in this Government; would | 


injure, if it would not ruin, its credit, and would prostrate the 
whole country in one uniform bankruptcy. But the Govern- 
ment of the United States could handle that amount of moiey 
without difficulty out of its taxes and income if the people of the 
United States were not being forced into making gold contracts, 
and if the holders of gold were not thereby given a leverage 


upon the money market, by which they can force a separation | 


between gold and all other 
currency. 

We have no right to pretend to enact legal-tender laws for a 
people so intelligent as ours, and yet when we come to ascertain 
the real effect of the legal-tender laws of the United States we 
find that it is limited to a single metal—gold. Why do we hold 
out to the people of the United States the false pretense that 
greenbacks are a legal tender, that coin certificates are a legal 
tender, that silver dollars are a legal tender, when by the ex- 

ress enactment of our laws we permit a man to set all that aside 
by contract, when we permit the man who has the power of 
money in his hands to stipuiate with the man whose necessities 
compel him to get it from him that he shall pay his contracts in 
gold? This country can not be too much aroused to the solemn 
and serious fact that the contracts of the people of the United 
States are running rapidly, yes, with wild rapidity, into gold 
contracts, and pay day will soon come. These bonds and cou- 
ns and these promissory notes and bills of exchange, and the 
ike, have got to be paid very soon, and when pay day comes the 
old-holder, or the man who makes his contract for gold, no mat- 

r what the consideration of the contract may have been, 
whether it was greenbacks or national-bank notes, or whether it 
was property, or whether it was services of some kind—when 
these men having the wee of the contract over the debtor de- 
mand gold, as they will do, where are the debtors going to get 
it? How is it possible to get it? 

I met a friend of mine the other day from Alabama, a very en- 
lightened ‘man, and he wasa happy man. He had projected a 
railroad of great promise through a very fertile country, and by 
dint of subscription amongst his neighbors and friends he had 
got up quite a capital stock and had accumulated a good deal of 
popeey of one sort and another for his company. e went on to 

ew York to sellsome bonds, and he succeeded in making a sale 
which he said would enable him to build 25 miles of his road and 
make a very happy and very valuable connection, and he was a 
very proud man. ! said ‘‘ How are thess bonds payable?” He 
said he had not paid much attention to that, but since I had 
called his attention to the fact, they were payable in gold. 
‘Well, how is the interest payable?” Why, that is payable in 
gold, too.” ‘‘ When they fall due ,” I said to my friend, ‘‘ I hope 
ae will be able to pay with gold, but I advise you to commence 
aying it up now to get ready, for by the time your bonds com- 
mence maturing you will have to pay a very large percentage 
for your gold to extinguish these debts.” 

at is an illustration of the power we are putting in the hands 


XXITI——400 


inds and descriptions of legal-tender 


of the gold-holders of this country to create a margin between 
gold and all manner of legal-tender notes. 

I do not think, Mr. President, in all seriousness, that the dan- 
gers of this situation can be exaggerated at all, and they come 
from the power that we put in the hands of the holders of gold 
to make a contract payable in gold, and that that shall be the 
only legal tender in satisfaction of theirdebt. Whether the Su- 
preme Courtwill sustain thatas a constitutional provision in con- 
tracts Iam unprepared tosay. I hope they will not; but I am 
not willing to risk it. When the Congress of the United States 
expressly provides, as it does in the act of 1890, which the Sena- 
tor from Ohio has got alarmed at and now wants to repeal, that 
nothing shall be a legal tender in the discharge of a contract 
| except gold, if the parties desire so to stipulate, it puts the 
aeptor classes of the United States in the hands of the creditor 
and money-holding classes, without remedy and without possible 
relief. If the Supreme Courtsustain that as the law, there never 
was a more cruel act of legislation in respect of all that immense 
body of people of the United States, comprising fully three- 
fourths of them, who are compelled sooner or later, through 
necessity or distress, or for business purposes or otherwise, to rely 
upon credit and the power to borrow money or the power to get 
creditsfor goods or otherwise. 

If it is the right of every man who makes a contract in this 
country to say to the party with whom he contracts, ‘‘ you can 
have my services, you can have my property, you can borrow my 
money, you can borrow my credit, you can get anything I have 
got if you will pay me enough interest or usury for it, and agree 
to pay it in gold coin.” When we put a power of that sort in the 
| hands of the money classes of the United States, we destroy ab- 
solutely and irretrievably the prosperity of the people of this 
country. 

Mr. President, it is a gross fraud on the people of the United 
States upon our statute books to hold out to them the plain and 
positive declaration that all of this paper money we are issuing 
here and the silver we are coining is a legal tender, when the 
fac: is, it may be set asjde at the will and pleasure of the money- 
holders by a contract, so that it shall not be a legal tender at all. 

What is a country which pretends even to semicivilization 
without a legal-tender law? Why, Mr. President, it is a coun- 
iry that, might just as well dispense with the habeas corpus. 
The right for a legal tender on the part of the debtor is a right 
which is just as sacred as the right to the writ of habeas corpus 
to relieve a man’s body from falszimprisonment. Westrike out 
the legal-tender laws of the United Statés; we say to the cred- 
itor classes that they shall have full swing at the property of the 
debtor classes, and that when they get judgment upon the prom- 
ises they hold, they may s:2ll the defendant's property and the 
plaintiff in execution may buy it in at his own price in satisfac- 
tion of the judgment. 

Can we dare to say such a thing as that to the people of afree 
country? Have we come back tothatdegree of barbarism where 
we hand over the debtor classes of the United States absolutely 
and irretrievably into the handsof the creditor classes? That is 
the question. 

A friend has just informed me, and I have no doubt he is cor- 
rect about it, that the net gold in the Treasury to-day, coin and 
bullion, is oniy $111,578,596, the lowest point we have reached in 
nine years, and that is all which th2 people wf the United States 
have got to rely upon now for the redemption in coin of a1 this 
|; vist volum>» of paper moaey outstanding, which must be re- 
deemed in gold coin, a state of affairs, Mr. President, which 
| ought to engage the attention of this body ard of the other House 

also. 

| "This is « ntirely aside from the free coinage of silver. I am 
| not at this moment of time advocating that as the remedy for 
this evil or trouble, for the free coinage of silver amounts to 
nothing under the act of 1890. When the parties choose s» to 
contract they will not receive silver. When the national banks 
in New York refused to receive silver money and silver certifi- 
cates on deposit the Congress of the United States rose upon 
them and said that banks having any such regulations as that 
| should not bs members of the clearing house. We were respon- 
| sive enough to the intsrests and welfare of the people to throt- 
| 








tle the national banks, powerful as they are, and to comp?! them 
to receive our legal-t2nder coins current in the clearing house, 
| and treat them in that fashion, but we have got into a state of 
paralysis here about it; and while we are being paralyzed in re- 
spect of our action the men who hold gold and the power of 
money in their hands are extremely active, and they are abso- 
lutely filling and flooding this country with gold contracts. It 
will get to be so after awhile thata man can not buy five pounds 
of meat at a butcher's stall without a gold contract. 

You pretend to pass legal-tender laws, you pretend to have a 
currency where one dollar is as good as another, and vet you put 
it in the power of the man who chooses to do so, to grind his 
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debtor by sayiug to him *‘ You shall not pay me otherwise than 
in gold.” In doing that, you put it in the power of the men who 
hold gold to make just as wide @ margin as they want to make 
between gold currency and all other currency. 

Mr. President, that is all I have to say upon this question. I 
will ask for the yeas and nays upon the adoption of the resolu- 
tion of instructions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the resolution, together with 
the preamble, be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Lassume that so experienced a Senator as the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] would not ask the Senate of the United 
States to vote without a reference 1pon propositions which in- 
volve the gravest questions which have been penn fop many 
years. There is not a single proposition in the preamble to this 
resolution but what is disputed; and I think several of them 
are clearly contradicted by the plain language of the law, and 
¢hat no Senator would vote for them who would look at the law 
itself. 

As to the resolution, it declares that. the Committee on Fi- 
nance shall, without inquiry, without any option even on their 
part, or investigation on their part, report at once that the peo- 
ple of the United States have no right to contract with each 

ther as to the mode of payment of their debts, that a contract 
pay in gold is void, that a contract to pay in silver is void, 
that a contract to pay in wheat or in corn or oats, or rye is void; 
that they have not sense enough to make their ordinary con- 
tracts and provide the mode and manner in which their debis 
shall be paid. All that is provided for in this resolution. 

Mr. President, I suppose as a matter of course if the resolution 
is referred to the Committee on Finance they would give the 
subject the most carefulconsideration. Thatcommittee is com- 
posed in such manner that it is divided in opinion necessarily, 

nd would look upon these matters with great care; but for the 

enate to act upon these questions, when, I presume, not ten 
members of this body have read this preamble and resolution, 
would be a remarkable state of affairs that fortunately ought not 
and could not occur in the Senate of the United States. I will 
read the preamble connected with the resolution: 


Whereas, under the existing laws, goldcoin of the United Statesistheonly | 


| was ~~ ly—— 


full legal-tender money which can not be dispensed with by contract, and 
under the influence of that legislation the private indebtedness of the people 
to each other and to foreigners is being rapidly converted into contracts 
payable in gold. 

Mr. President, it is not true that the gold coin of the United 
States is the only legal-tender money which can not be dispensed 
with by contract. There is not a law upon the subject that 
makes a discrimination in favor of gold coin as against silver 
coin. Silver coin and gold coin and ali other forms of legal- 
tender paper money, United States notes, etc., are a legal tender, 
but still there is the implied and in some cases the express ob- 
ligation that people may provide for a different mode of pay- 
ment. There is an inherent and implied obligation and right 
resting upon each individual to contractor to be contracted with, 
that he may pay in any form of money to be stipulated for, but 
there is no express provision for this right except in the law of 


1890, which does provide specifically that parties may contract | 


payable in gold or in any other money. 

The universal law, however, which exists in all Christian and 
civilized nations that men can contract and be contracted with 
is one of the dearestrightsof thecitizen. Thatrightis provided 
for; contracts can be made, as a matter of course, payable in grain, 
property, or any kind of lawful money. In the absence of a spe- 
cific contract as tothe modeof payment, then any form of money 
is a legal tender, and there is no discrimination in favor of gold 
by the Government except only as to the gold certificates. Let 
me read the next clause of the preamble: 

Whereas the bonded debt of the United States is being paid, as to interest 
and principal, only in gold coin, and amounts to more than a thousand mil- 
lion dollars. 

That is not true. 
in lawful money oi the United States; they are mostly paid by 
checks and drafts upon the Treasury Department, which is the 
ordinary form and current of business. Probably not one dollar 
in a thousand is paid in gold coin. 

Why, sir, it was to get ridof the necessity of paying in gold coin 
that we resumed specie payments. Our friends before that time 
were very much in favor of making the bonds payable in cur- 
rency, and so was I; but we did not do it until we had restored 
the United States notes up to an equality with gold, and then 
nobody wanted the gold. Probably there have not been $1,000,- 
000 of bonds out of the hundreds of millions of bonds which have 


been paid, paid in gold. They have been paid in the ordinary 


course by checks, by drafts, by silver, and by other forms of 
money. 





Those bonds are paid whenever they are paid | 








Mr. BUTLER. But could not the holders of these bonds de- 
mand gold if they chose? 

Mr. - Which bonds? 
—— BUTLER. The bonds the Senator has just been referring 


Mr. SHERMAN, I think not. The holders may go to the 
Treasury and demand either gold or silver coin, but usually take 
United States notes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator will allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ask whether the holder of a United States 
bond stands upon any different footing whatever from an official 
of the United States, a member of the Senate or of the House of 
Representatives, for instance? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Whether he does not receive his payin the 
same way we receive ours, and if he has a right to demand gold 
upon a warrant or check which he receives from the subtreas- 
ury, whether every other person who receives such a check has 
not the same right? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The pn who presents a Government 
bond to the Treasury of the United States is treated like any 
other person with a claim against the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know the Senator wants to be mathemati- 
cally correct. Does not the Senator remember that every bond 
now outstanding has on its face ‘ able in coin of standard 
value of the United States on said y 14, 1870,” and therefore 
that the bondholder has a right, which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky[Mr. CARLISLE] has not, of demanding coin. The Senator 
from Kentucky ean only d money, greenbacks and other 
money, and he can not force payment in coin. The bondholder 
can force payment in coin? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Whereas an individual debtor must. take 
greenbacks equally with coin. So there is a difference in that 
respect clear and manifest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In that respect practically the bondholder 
is precisely like any other creditor, because he can be paid in 
either gold or silver coin. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Ohio will yield to me, I 


Mr. SHERMA I decline to be interrupted. I neverinter- 
rupt a Senator when he is speaking, and I ask, therefore, to be 
heard briefly upon this question. I[t seems whenever I do: say 
anything about this question, it stirs up our friends, and they 
want to cross-examine me. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say that if the Senator from Ohio was 
fair and straight in his statements, he would not stir anybody 
up, but he is not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. LI say that I am. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr.. 
SHERMAN] is entitled to the floor, and declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say that I am. The Senator shows his 
want of courtesy in making that remark. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam obliged to tell the truth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And so he has gone on without being dis- 
turbed and has said many things which I would say were not 
true, because they were not correct; he is mistaken about them; 
but I did not choose to interrupt him. 

I now come tothe bonds. The bondholder is precisely upon 
the same footing as any other creditor of the United States. He 
may present his bonds and the Governmentof the United States 
may exercise their option to pay them in gold or silver coin, and 
usually the Government does pay to any creditor whatever kind 
of money he prefers, precisely like every well-managed bank 
will give to a customer the payment of a check in any kind of 
money he desires. The Government treats all these kinds of 
money precisely alike, and there is no difference in the form of 
the debt. Prior to the resumption of specie payments there were 
great differences by law, because the customs duties were paya- 
ble in coin and the interest on the public debt was payable in 
coin. There was no provision about the principal. The bend- 
holder stands like any other creditor now. 

Let me read a little further from the preamble to the Senator’s 
resolution: 

Whereas the bonded debt of the United States is being paid, as to interest 
and principal, only in gold coin, and amounts to more than a thousand mil- 
lion dollars. 

Is that true? You may ask caghads connected with the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and I doubt very much whether a 
thousand dollars in gold coin has been paid over to the holder of 
bends. It is usually conducted in a diferent way by checks and 
drafts. Here is another clause in the preamble: 

Whereas the United States is bound for the ultimate redemption, in gold 
coin, of gold certificates amounting to $156,598,929, 
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Thatis true. We hold, we may say, in trust for the holders of 
certificates, gold in various forms, bullion and coin, precisely 

s we hold silver. Wehold some $300,000,000 of silver coin, and 
e outstanding that amount of silver certificates payable in 


yer coin. e Senator says we have only $107,000,000 in gold, 
startled the country by stating that the whole basis of our 
transactions was on $107,000,000 in gold. Wehave dollarfor dol- 
ar and some millions to spare for these gold certificates, amount- 
, as he a here, to $156,598,929, and every dollar of that 
supported by gold in the Treasury, and every dollar can be 
aid, and it is not counted as part of the $111,000,000. So that, 
tead of $111,000,000, there is two hundred and seventy-odd 
illion dollars in the Treasury. Let us go alittle further: 
Whereas there is in addition to these liabilities the sum of $101,712,071 of 
asury notes issued under the act of July 14, 1890, for which the Secretary 
Gf ie asury has failed to provide the means of redemption in silver dol- 
and treats the same as a gold debt. 

Mr. President, this is a gross error, because for every dollar 
of these Treasury notes issued under that law, we have one dol- 
Igr’s worth of silver behind it measured by the gold standard, 

id for it upon the gold basis. Is it right to make a statement 
oe that kind about $101,000,000? He stated that it would be 
treated as a gold debt, and he complained that the bullion was 
not coined. What is the use of coining more silver dollars when 
fnere are $300,000,000 lying there? What is the object? We 
did provide for the coinage of $24,000,000 under the law of 1890, 
and nobody pretended to claim that there ought to be more. I 
did not think it was necessary to coin any; but there the bullion 
ig, and it can be coined; but whatis the useof coining it? When 

u coin it, it costs a cent and a half to coin every dollar of that 

ullion, and if the coin were there en masse it would not be worth 

as much asthe bullion from which it was eoined. The bullion 

worth more than the coin, because it can be more readily 
andled. 

The preamble continues: 


Whereas the entire gold debt of the United States, as it is considered and 
ted by the Government, amounts to more than $2,000,000,000, more than» 
f of which is due on demand; and 
nee the private debts. of the people can all be converted into gold 
5 on the demand of the creditor classes, and amount to more than two 
thousand million dollars; and 
Whereas. according to the statement of the Treasurer of the United States, 
eon July 1, 1892, the whole amountof the general stock of gold coined or 
ed in the United States was $589,509, 061 ; 


What is the object of making these statements? 

Mr. MORGAN. To tell the truth; that is.all. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thesestatements are not trueinfact. What 
is the object, I say? It is to deny to the people of the United 
States the right to contract and to be contracted with. This 
denial is based upon the false assumption that the debtor classes 
of this country are under such dire threat and control and ter- 
ror of the creditor classes that they dare not stand up for their 
rights. It istreating the whole massof the people of. the United 
States as being thralls. Mr. President, it always pains me to 
hear this kind of talk. 

The debtor classes of this-country are not the thralls, not the 
slaves of the creditor classes. They dominate in all our business, 
and there is scarcely any man engaged in large business in our 
country who is not himself adebtor. The great mass of our peo- 
ple are not in debt, but here and there, nodoubt, portions of tiem 
are in debt; but of those most in debt are these great operators, 
who are pointed out as tyrants and barons and persons who are 
oppressing the poor. 

Now, it is proposed to deny to the great mass of the people of 
the United States the right tocontractand to be contracted with; 
to say how their money shall be paid, whether in gold, silver, or 
legal-tender notes. 

. President, the Senator from Alabama has done more than 
any thousand men in the United States of America to create 
distrust in regard to our present financial condition. He 
as done much to excite alarm and induce careful people to con- 
vert their contracts into gold contracts, because in the resolu- 
tion here to-day is contained a threat to deny to the people of 
the United States the right to make their own contracts, and 
they are required to be made as the Senator would have t} »m 
made. The very passage of such a bill as this resolutior . on- 
templates would be the utter revolution of our whole financial 
system. 

Now, fortunately for the people of this whole country all forms 
of money have the same standard, and we have in ene of our laws 
the declaration that we will maintain the parity of these two 
metals. We have shown since 1879 our ability to maintain the 
standard of both gold and silver, even if they were of unequal 
value. Wecan doso inthe future. Why disturb this condi- 
tion? Here we have had fourteen years of almost unexampled 
prosperity, with here and there some fluctuations withouta panic. 

e never had sucha condition before. We have all our moneys 


on the same footing; our people are free and permitted to make 
their contracts and to be contracted with. Those who issue long 
bonds may be required to provide that. they shall be paid in the 
best and most valuable coin in. the market, and they do it. 
Whether it is wise for them to do itor not, [donot know. I 
have no interest in any such contract—none whatever. 

What the Senator from Alabamasaid here the other day seemed 
to imply that I was one of those people who stipulate for gold con- 
tracts. [never hada contract in the world with anybedy, and 
never gave a contract or a note or an obligation to any one which 
was not payable in lawful money of the United States, and I do not 
intend to do it, nordoLintend to contribute toa policy or to a line 
of alarm which would induce the people of the United States to 
think that it is impossible to maintain the equality of our stand- 
ards of value. Thank fortune, I regard it as a good thing that 
the two greatparties in this country and the men who will con- 
trol the destinies and powers of our people practically upon this 
question take the same ground, that they will maintain the par- 
ity of the two metals of silver and gold. 

This resolution directs—not permits, not refers it to the Com- 
mittee on Finance—butdirects them absolutely to report a bill by 
which all these legal-tender laws may be practically repealed by 
requiring the people to make contracts payable in the kind of cur- 
rency that Congres3 may dictate from time to time and that the 
debtor and creditor are not at liberty to make such contracts as 
they see proper, being both free and equal agents. 

Mr. President, I do not wantat this period of the session to get 
into another argument abovt this money question. It has been 
practically postponed. [ submit that this resolution should bere- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, which will give it fair and 
just consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Presideni—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the ques- 
tion before the Senator from Alabama.proceeds. The pending 
question is upon the adoption of the resolution of the Senator 
from Alabama, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The Senator from Ohio moves to commit the resolution to the 
Committee on Finance, which motion has precedence. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] insists that this resolution of instructions to his com- 
mittee shall go to his committee for consideration. I think it is 
rather an immodest request that the Senate of the United States 
shall not have power to instruct that committee what bill to 
bring in here. If there is a majority of this Senate in favor of 
the proposition contained in this resolution, then it is the right 
of the Senate, and it is no discourtesy to that committee, to pass 
a resolution of instructions, requiring them, as has been done 
many times. with other committees, to bring in a bill in accord- 
ance with the wishes of the Senate. That isall that is proposed 
here. 

The Senator from Ohio, however, for the purpose of keeping 
this matter entirely in the hands of his committee, which he 
knows is hostile to any sort of legislation wliich detracts in the 
slightest degree from the enormous power given to the holders 
of gold, wishes this resolution to be ssntto his committee, in 
order that he may there cover it up under his benevolent wings 
and let it expire of suffocation. 

The Senate of the United States has got to that pass where 
they wish to have an expression of theirown views deliberately 
made upon questions o° great public policy coicerning the finan- 
ces of this country. 

The Senator from Ohio put the question and stated the propo- 
sition that we were trying to take away from the people the 
right to contract for payments ingold. No, Mr. President, that 
is not the fact. A man can make all the contracts he pleases pay- 
able in gold or in diamonds or in any other commodity that he 
wishes, but when you come to carry that contract into a court 
and resolve it into a judgment, the question of whether you can 
collect your debt in gold or in diamonds or in any other species 
of property, is a question which depends upon the fact whether 
or not we have got a legal-tender law. 

If the Senator from Ohio does not understand that, he is the 
only man in this body who does not understand it: if he doesnot 
see that distinction he is the only man who is blind to it in this 
great Senate. 

A legal-tender law is a law which compels a creditor to accept 
the money of the United States in payment of his debts at the 
end of the judgment. Nobody administers legal-tender laws in 
this country but judges; it is not within the power of the execu- 
tive or the parties to the contract or of any other personal tri- 
bunal except the courts; but when a contract is made payable in 
gold and you sue upon it and you recovera judgment for so many 
dollars, then it is the right of a citizen of the United States; if 
we have got the rights of any of the civilized or semicivilized 
powers of this world, to pay that debt in the money which the 
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lawful authority of the United States declares to be legal-tender 
money, and that the sheriff or the marshal or the party himself 
is bound to receive in liquidation of the debt. 

The Senator from Ohio, by the legislation for which he has 
been more responsible than anybody else, has struck the legal- 
tender law todeath until youcome to gold coin and abraded gold 


coin. He has left no legal tender in the statute book except gold 
coin coined by the United States, and he makes that a legal ten- 
der, if not upon its face, yet by weight. He can weigh it out, 
and make a legal tender of it to his creditor. That is the situa- 
tion of our legal tender law. Based upon that are a half dozen 
false or hypocritical pretenses express2d in the statute that 
greenbacks, coin certificates, gold certificates, silver certifica‘es, 
silver dollars, demand notes, and currency notes shall be a legal 
tender. Every pretense of that kind is a falsehood, for the rea- 
son. that they are not a legal tender, and for the reason that the 
courts can not, under the existing state of the law, compel the 
creditor to receive in satisfaction of his execution that sort of 
money. 

It is good between the common people; it is good between in- 
nocent men; it passes current from hand to hand; but when it 
comes to the satisfaction of a judgment of the law, the creditor, 
the plaintiff in execution, can put up his debtor’s property and 
sell as much of it as he chooses to Ser in in satisfaction of his 
debt, unless that debtor can go and afford to pay a premium for 
gold. That is our situation. 

The Senator from Ohio, however, really s2ems to believe that 
he can impress the world with the idea that this resolution of 
instructions to his committee, if carried into legislation would 
cut off the people from the right to make contracts payable in 
gold. Youcan make as many contracts payable in gold or sil- 
ver or diamonds as you please, but after you have got done con- 
tracting and come to the arbitrament of the law to settle what 
that contract means in the estimation of the law, then the peo- 
ple of the United States stand upon one great and common plane, 
and the money that they pay into the Treasury of the United 
States and the money that they autho-ize us to make by our leg- 
islation, must be of equal value as a legal tender when it pre- 
tends to be such. 

The Senator omitted to read the resolution when he came to 
it, and I think very wisely, for here is what it says: 

That the Committee on Finance be, and are hereby, directed to report a 
bill to the Senate, with all convenient dispatch, to give to all the paper money 
issued directly by the United States as a legal tender for debts, public or 
private, and to all standard silver dollars of the Unitei States, the full legal- 
tender effect that is given by law to coins of gold issued from the mints of 
the United States, so that the same shall be a full legal tender for ali debts, 
public and private, without exception or restriction. 

A decent regard for our own civilization and for ths personal 
liberties of the people of the United States, would have required 
of us, in the passage of all of these laws, to have a provision of 
that kind inserted. There is but one excuse for the entangled, 
illogical, and absurd situation of our legal-tender laws, and that 
is, that they are patchwork, made from time to time to meet 
the exigencies of a people who were enormously in debt and 
trying to pay it. That is the only excuse for it. 

We have now passed to where the handling of the public debt 
is a matter of very little importance, or at least of very little 
danger; and itis time that we had taken these absurdities out 
of the statute book; it is time that every dollar that we put for- 
ward and called in our legislative action a legal tender should 
be the equal of every ot. r legal-tender dollar so far as the pay- 
ment of debts, public and private, is concerned. We have now 
no dangers to confront by doing justice and making our laws 
conform to the will of the people and to common honesty. 

Is it an honest or a decent thing to do to put your green- 
backs or your coin certificates into the hands of the people for 
the purpose of enabling them to carry on their daily transactions, 
and then not permit them to pay their execution debts or judg- 
ment debts with those coin certificates or those greenbacks or 
whatever they may be? When misfortune overtakes a man and 
he is compelled to hand the money over to the marshal or let 
his property go, must he then be compelled to go to the Senator 
or his friends for the purpose of hunting up gold and paying a 
premium upon it before he can pay his debt? Is that the way 
we deal with the common and unsuspecting classes of people of 
the United States, laying traps for them, and providing so that 
the astute men who hola gold and the money power, may, by 
making a contract with them, bind them to pay gold? They 
never failed to do it, never. The national banks and all the 
larger institutions of the country, particularly the private loan 
associations, are resorting to this power, conferred upon them 
by the Senator’s own hand, for the purpose of grinding the peo- 
p rh the United States into subordination ant into submission 
to them. 

I regret very much that the honorable Senator, while he is 
here moving to repeal his own act of 1890, refuses to give the 
people of the United States the relief which I claim in this 


resolution, by which all the money that we issue to them and 
call legal tender shall be equally available in the payment of 
judgments of courts. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] thought 
he had found a point in this matter when he said that payment 
to him or to me was made in the same sort of money, or mig 
be made in the same sort of money. 

That is the practice, says the honorable Senator; but it is not 
the practice that I am after, Mr. President. I am after the 
theory; I am after the law; I am after destroying the power 
which exists in this country to give one man the ability to de- 
stroy and ruin another. 

The Senator from Kentucky may receive his pay at the Secre- 
tary’s office here in gold or silver coin, or in greenbacks, or in 
national-bank notes, or in any money he callsfor; but when he 
does it, it is a mere act of grace and condescension to him as a 
Senator. He has no right to demand it. When he goes to the 
Treasury of the United States todraw his pay he has no right to 
demand gold. Any lawful money will pay a Senator, and [ am 
very glad that it will; any lawful money will pay the salary of 
an employé of the Government of the United States or settle a 
contract of any agent or employed person with the United States, 
and I am glad that that isso. But when you come to a stipula- 
tion, such as is contained in the bonds of the United States. that 
they are payable in coin, the creditor has the right to demand 
coin, as the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
so wisely and properly suggested. 

So when you come to the act of 1890 you have got your stipula- 
tion in there by express provision and license of that act that 
you may stipulate for payment in gold and you have the right to 
demand gold for it; but when you go to a court and have to re- 
duce that to a judgment, when either the man’s inability to pay 
or his want of honor compels you to sue upon the contract and 
get a judgment and execution upon it, then the law of the United 
States steps in between creditor and debtor, adjusts the difficulty 
between them, and forces the creditor to take any legal-tender 
money of the United States in discharge of that debt. Without 
that there is no liberty in this country in connection with finan- 
cial matters, none whatever. 

The Senator from Ohio undertook to criticise the statements 
in this preamble. He first said that the bonds of the United 
Stat:s and the interest thereon were not payable in gold coin. 
The fact is that the resumption act expressly requires the inter- 
est on the bonds of the United States to be paid in gold coin. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator willlook at those statutes care- 
fully he will find that they must be paid in coin of standard value, 
which may be either gold or silver. 

Mr. MORGAN. The interest is payable in gold coin. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink not. The principal is payable in coin. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The last bond that contained such astipula- 
tion as that has been paid. 

Mr. MORGAN. But { am speaking of interest on United 
States bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Every one of those bonds was paid long ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam speaking of the law in regard to the 
payment of the interest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But there is no such bond. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no gold bond out now, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. STEWART. Every obligation of the Government is pay- 
able in either gold or silver coin. 

Mr. MORGAN. The United States bonds are payable in coin 
of the standard value on the 14th day of July, 1870. That is ex- 

ressed on the face of the contract. If the Government of the 

nited States was sued upon one of thoss bonds and a judgment 
was obtained against it, the Government of the United States 
could not pay in anything but gold coin, because there is nothing 
else that is a legal tender. 

Mr. STEWART. It is stipulated in the bond. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam talking abouta contract that is merged 
into judgment. When the law takes the disposal of the matter 
between plaintiff and defendant, then the law is that only gold 
coin is a legal tender for the payment of debts, except that the 
subsidiary coiffs are legal tender up to the amount of $10. 

We have but two full legal-tender moneys in the United 
States. One is gold coin, and the other is subsidiary coin up to 
the amount of $10, together with fractional coin to the amount 
of 25 cents, if you can call that coin at all. 

The proposition is this: When hard times come, when men are 
bound to pay, as we very often find failures occurring, when acts 
of bankruptcy are demanded ¥ the people of the United States, 
as several have been demanded and passed, when the crucial test 


is presented of a man’s ability or the ability of a large number 
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of men to pay debts, then, Mr. President, the laws of the United 
States are utterly futile and disgraceful if they do not provide a 
legal tender which the creditor is bound to receive. 

tt occurred to me while the Senator from Ohio was speaking 
that I would ask him for a definition of legal tender, just to see 
whatitis. I should like to know the Senator’s idea of a legal 
tender. 

Is it not money that the creditor is bound to receive in dis- 
charge of his debt, whether he is willing or unwilling? Is it not 
money that he is bound to receive in discharge of his debt, 
whether it is payable in gold or silver, in diamonds or horses, 
in carriages or land, or what not? A legal tender is a provision 
of law in favor of the debtor, not in favor of the creditor, by 
which the debtor can compel his creditor to receive in satisfac- 
tion of the amount due on the debt certain money provided by 
the United States Government, called a legal tender. We have 


lenty of money here in the United States that we call legal | 
Sender, and yet there is this restriction, that, and the other, and | 


there is this exception, that, and the other, in regard to every 
one of those acts. 

Then, when we come to the act of 1890, the Senator from Ohio, 
for the purpose of destroying the legal-tender value of silver 
money, did what was done in the Bland act. 


unless the parties to the contract should otherwise stipulate in 
the contract. You might just as well say that there shall be 
provision for a writ of habeas corpus in the United States, unless 
the parties concerned shall otherwise stipulate. 

That government is entirely imperfect, unsatisfactory, unjust, 
and indecent which does not provide a legal-tender law; and if 
we have a legal-tender law, it ought to recognize all the money 
that we put out under our statutes and call legal tender as being 
equally available in the payment of debts. 

That is all I have to say about this question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word in re- 
spect to the resolution of the Senator from Alabama. I do not 
understand that the bonded debt of the United States is payable 
only in gold coin. 

r. MORGAN. Neither do I. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the bonded debt of the 
United States is payable in coin of the United States of the 
standard value of 1870, and I understand that the greenbacks, 
so called, which constitute $346,000,000 of our currency, are pay- 
able in gold or silver at the option of the Government. I know 
of no statute which requires a greenback to be payable in gold 
coin. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me a 
moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ield? 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have not said that the greenbacks are pay- 


able in goldcoin. Isay that if the United States pays the green- 
backs in legal-tender coin it is obliged to pay in gold, because 
there is no other legal-tender coin but gold. That is my point. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The greenbacks, as I under- 
stand, are redeemable in coin, under the original act of 1862. 

The Senator from Alabama criticise; the phraseology found 
in what is denominated the Bland act, the act of 1878, and also 
the provisions of the statute of 1890. As I understand, the act 
of 1878—although that provision of the act came to us from the 
House of Representatives, where it had been inserted on motion 
of Mr. BLAND himself in his original bill—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. The free-coinage bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Inthefree-coinage bill. I have always under- 
stood—and I shall be glad to be corrected by the Senator from 
Alabama if 1 am wrong—under repeated decisions of the Su- 
preme Court it was competent for all citizens to contract as 
respects the thing to be paid without reference to legal-tender 
laws. I have not examined the various statutes recently, but 
Iremember very well the phraseology of the original legal-tender 
act, which provided that the greenbacks, so called, or United 
States notes, should be alegal tender in payment of all debts, 
public and private, save only interest on the public debt and cus- 
toms duties, the receipts for customs being set apart for an ex- 
press purpose; 1 per cent of the receipts from customs being set 
apart for the sinking fund. 

So the greenback meets now the exact phraseology suggested 
by the Senator from Alabama, as I understand; that is to say, 
the greenback under the original act of 1862, which has run down 
———_ all the statutes from that time to this, is a legal tender 
for all debts, public and privats, save only interest upon the 
public debt ant customs dues. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is changed by the resumption act. 
That exception is repealed practically by the resumption act. 

Mr. ALLISON. tically so, and it has been so as a matter 


He provided | 
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of practice. I know our venerated and able friend the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, Mr. Beck, was always anxious that we 
should incorporats such a provision in our statutes. We had a 
dispute by and large here for several years, he claiming that wé 
should incorporate in our statutes a provision specifically au- 
thorizing the reception of greenbacks for customs dues; but that 
has been the uniform practice since resumption. I am notclear 
as to the law, but it has been the uniform practice since the re- 
sumption act to receive greenbacks as coin at all the custom- 
houses in the United States. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from lowa allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I donot want to disurb him at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. 

Mr. VOORHEES. He is discussing a very interesting point. 
In my early service in the Senate I remember I had some con- 
nection with it, when the distinguished Senator from Ohio was 
Secretary of the Treasury. The question of passing a law to 
make greenbacks receivable for customs duties was pending be- 
fore the Finance Committee, when, as I remember, the Senator 
from Ohio, then Secretary of the Treasury, came before that com- 
mittee and assured us that by a certain date, by a Treasury order, 
they would be so receivable. That closed the gap between the 
greenback and gold. It was not seven days afterwards until the 
greenback was at par, where it has stood ever since. I remem- 
ber very well the conversation that occurred between the distin- 
guished Secretary at that time and the committee on the sub- 
ject; I insisting that it ought to be done by law, but that I was 
witling t» accept it as the grace and favor of the Treasury De- 
partment, only stipulating that I feared it might be taken back by 
a specious circular some othertime. Butthat closed the gap, in 
October, 1878, if lremember rightly, between the greenback and 
gold; [ remember well when I came out of the Finance Committee 
room newspaper reporters from New York asked me immedi- 
ately, ‘‘ What have you done?” There was no injunction of se- 
crecy. I told them; and when the wire flashed this news over 
the country the greenback rose at once to par with gold and has 
held itself there ever since. 

Mr. ALLISON. The point I make is that the greenbacks by 
statute law since 1862 have every quality that the Senator from 
Alabama proposes as respects all the other currency of the United 
States save only the two qualities that were provided for in the 
oviginal act, one of which has already disappeared because of 
the custom of the Treasury. Sol understand the greenback is 
a full legal tender. 

Now, whatoccurred under the practice respecting greenbacks? 








| There were severai suits begun against private parties in the 
Does the Senator from lowa | 


courts of the United States ani in the State courts, where pri- 
vate parties had agreed to pay in gold, and the defense set up 


| was that because the greenbacks were made a legal] tender in 


payment of all debts, public and private, as the Senator from 
Alabama now proposes, the Secretary of the Treasury was bound 
to take greenbacks in payment. I have not the cases before me, 
nor even in memory now. They are familiar to the Senator from 
Alabama, I have no doubt; but in s>vera! of those cases green- 
backs were tendered in payment, and the question came before 
the courtas to whether they were a proper tender. The courts 
decided that where a specitic contract had been male for pay- 
ment in goll, that contract must be respected. Notwithstand- 
ing the lawregarding greenbacks, which was a law on all fours 
with the one proposed now by the Senator from Alabama, when 
this question came before the courts they decided that notwith- 
sianding the law it was an unconstitutional exercise of power by 
Congress to say that a man could not contract as he saw proper 
to contract in respect to this matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not recognize that proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iunderstand. The Senator from Alabama 
suggests that when a judgment is obtained against a man who 
has promis:d to pay in gold, that judgment shall be solvab‘e in 
money. I am not clear as to this matter—I submit to the judg- 
mert of better lawyers than I am—but I submit that on a prom- 
issory note payable in gold coin sued 0» in any of the courts of 
the United States, the judgment that must be rendered will be 
a judgment for money and not for gold coin, and after that judg- 
ment is rendered money is to be paid. If gold at the time hap- 
pens to be at a premium, it enters into that judgment as damages 
sustained by the creditor because of the fact that he was to be 

aid gold coin and not lawful money. That I understand to be the 
aw. Of course, if I choose to sue in equity for a specific per- 
formance of a contract payable in coin or in notes, I can in equity 
recover and get a decree for specific performance. 

Therefore, I submit that the Senator from Alabama is rather 
pursuing here, if not a shadow, a thing which will not benefit 
the people who he says are injured by our statutes upon this sub- 
ject. But I can not vote for this resolution as it stands with its 
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ambles. The Senator says in the second preamble that there 
$1,000,000,000 of bonded debt. The Senator must convince 
me of that before I can vote for his resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. How much is it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Five hundred and eighty-five million, as 
shown by the debt statement, to which are superadded the funds 
of the bond-aided railroads, sixty-four million more. So the 
bonded debt of the United States is a good deal less than $700,- 
000,000. That statement is, I think, an exaggeration, to say the 
least of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not stand on the preamble. 
resolution on which I insist. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the Senator doesnot stand 
on the preamble, but it says: 


Therefore, Resolved, etc. 
As [understand the state of the law, all the silver coin is as 
full legal tender as all the gold coin. Now, silver certificates 


are nota legal tender-—— 
Mr. MORGAN. Where the contract otherwise expressly pro- 





It is the 


vides. 

Mr. ALLISON. Solunderstand. I understand that all the 
silver is just as full alegal tender in the United States of Amer- 
ica as all the gold coin. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The silver dollar? 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean the standard silver dollar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Iowa mean that the 

rovision in the Bland act and in the act of 1890 which author- 
izes the dispensing with the legal tender where the contract is 
made payable in gold is invalid? 

Mr. ‘ALLISON . No, Mr. President; on the contrary, if I un- 
derstand the state of the law aright, it is that whether you make 
a contract payable in gold or in silver or in greenbacks, or gold 
certificates or what not, when you come to secure a judgment 
upon that contract it is a yo payable in money. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am very familiar with those contracts, 
because they have been made on the Pacific coast, and I have 
never known @ case yet where the contract was that the amount 
stipulated should be paid in gold coin but thatthe judgment fol- 
lowed the contract, specifying that John Doe should recover so 
much, payable in gold coin of the United States, and the courts 
will never undertake to assess the damages between the pre- 
mium on gold and the face value of the legal-tender notes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not familiar with the Pacific coast, 
where they have these contracts in gold, but I undertake to say 
that an analyzation of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States will disclose that a judgment at law must be for 
money. When you begin asuitin equity for the enforcement 
of a specific performance, I agree that you can enforce that in a 
court of equity. If it is the practice on the Pacific coast, I beg 
leave to say that itis a practice I never heard of before, that a 
court at law can enter a judgment payable in broomsticks or 
whetsones. If that is the law on the Pacific coast, itis a re- 
markable performance. 

The silver certificates are nota legaltender. There are $331,- 
000,000 of them in circulation. I would favor making them a 
legal tender, although they are indirectly a legal tender, be- 
cause the silver dollars in which they are payable are themselves 
a legal tender. The gold certificates are not a legal tender. I 
think they might with safety be made a — tender; but if 
they were made alegal tender they would still have behind them 
a dollar in gold for their redemption, as they have now. 

So I submit to the Senator from Alabama that practically 
every particle of our currency now is a legal tender. The only 
thing that I understand him to want to get rid of is the words 
not otherwise expressed by contract.” That isthe object of 
his proposed legislation. He can not get rid of that language, 
in my judgment, until the Supreme Court shall change its de- 
cision, and that was the object that Mr. Bland had when he put 
into the act of 1878 the exception. It was the object that other 
statutes had when that exception was put in. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

-Mr.DANIEL. I think if the Senator will examine the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court he will find that the court did not | 
decide that it was unconstitutional for Congress to make its paper 
money a legal tender in any manner for debt, but in cases where 
coin was specified of different kinds it was not the intention of 
Congress to make the act cover those cases. That is my recol- 
lection of the decision. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not looked at the decisions for many 
years, but I must say that 1 do not think the court draw the | 
distinction the Senator from Virginia now draws as respects | 
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that point. I think they make the statement that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has not the right by statute to change 
the contract made between two individuals; that it is an im- 
pine of the obligation of contracts which is inhibited to the 

tates, and which inferentially may be inhibited to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the Senator from Iowa will admit 
that a law of the kind 1 would remove all these doubts 
and difficulties and take out of all debate the question as to what 
is legal tender. 

Mr. ALLISON. The very point I make is that we have ex- 
actly the law the Senator now proposes as respects greenbacks, 
and — @ measure would not apparently change the situation 
a single icle. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say, if the honorable Senator will allow 
me, that there is a very great diversity of opinion upon that 

int. The Senator from Ohio differs with the Senator from 

owa upon that point, if I understand his ar, tatall. The 
Senator from Oregon differs with him, the Senator from 
Virginia differs with him. Sol think it is our duty to make the 
law so plain that there can be no difference about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lam only sorry thatso many e differ 
from me, because I shall be to have them right; but I wish 
to put a question to the Senator from Oregon, who, it is said, 
difiers from me. Here isa plain statute which says that green- 
backs shall be a legal tender in payment of all dues, public or 
private. What does that mean?’ Can any language be more 
clear and distinct than that? Yet the Supreme Court, in the 
face of that, said that notwithstanding that clear and explicit 
language, contracts made for other things should be enforced, 
and that was not within the competency of Congress. That is 
the language of the Supreme Court. We have not the power to 
sO say as respects two individuals. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon if the courts in 
Oregon, the supreme court or any court in the State, have ever 
decided that a creditor is obliged to take his payment in green- 
tacks although the contract is in gold? If he does not so say, 
then I bring up the supreme court of the State of Oregon and all 
the other States in vindication of the statement I make, that 
where a contractis made payable in a spacific thing that contract 
is enforced. The Treasury notes have all the authority of the 
greenback. The notes of 189) have every quality of the en- 
back. They stand upon all fours with the greenback, snl they 
might as well have been called greenbacks. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON: Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I call the Senator's attention to the case, in 7 
Wallace, of Bronson vs. Rodes, the syllabus of which is very short 
and i think it answers his question. 

A bond, given in December, 1851, for payment of a certain sum, in gold and 
Silver coin, lawful money of the United States, with interest also in coim, at 
a rate specified, until repayment, can not be discharged by atenderof United 


States notes issued acts of 1862 and 1863, amd by 


ae 
ee be lawful money and a legal tender for the payment of 
ts. 


When obligations made payable in coin are sueil upon, judgment may be 
entered for coined dollars and parts of dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw what I said about coined dollars, 
and apologize to the Senator from Oregon. It seems that I was 
wrong in respect to that; but Iam only reénforced in what I said, 
that the greenbacks have exactly the qualities and all the quali- 
ties that the Senator from Alabama can apply to er money, 
under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

That is all I desire to say upon this subject, Mr. President. 
Cf course, this matter came up without any preparation on my 
part for debate, and I only made these suggestions because I in- 
tend to vote for the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

PUYALLUP INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I move thatto-morrow, immediately on the close 
of the routine business, the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3056) giving consentof Congress to the removal by 
the Legislature of the State of Washington of the restrictions 
upon the power of alienation of a portion of the lands in the Puy- 
allup Indian Reservation, upon certain conditions therein con- 


tained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fix an hour 
to-morrow when he proposes that the bill shall be made a special 
order? 

Mr. ALLEN. Immediately upon theclose of the routine busi- 


ness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is under the im- 
pression that such a motion can not be entertained. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say at half past 12 to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton moves that the bill indicated by him be made the special or- 
der for to-morrow at half past 12 


Mr. GEORGE. [rise to aparliamentary inquiry. Ifthatmo- 
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tion is sustained what effect will it have upon the antioption bill 
at 2 o’cloek to-morrow? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will have no effect upon it, 
because at 2 o’elock to-morrow the unfinished business under the 
rules will be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. The special order would have no precedence 
over it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not displace it. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator from Washington is enti- 
tled to the courtesy which he asks of the Senate. This is a bill 
in which he and his people are very much interested. Thechair- 
man of the committee [Mr. DAWES] asked him to postpone its 
consideration several times on account of illness and he com- 
plied with the request, and has been forced into what now appears 
to be the last of the session. I think he ought to have an oppor- 
tunity to have the bill considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut will please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7845) defining “ options” 
and ‘‘ futures,” imposing special taxes on dealees therein, and 
requiring such persons éngaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from. Minnesota allow the 
unfinished business to be laid aside long enough to get a vote on 
the motion of the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iwill doso. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to say in reference to the motion of the 
Senator from Washington that I feel like opposing it for the 
reason that I have asked leave two or three different times to 
call up a resolution that had come over from a previous day. 
Finally it was taken up, and I gave way, at the request of other 
Senators, and the time was occupied until the morning hour had 
expired. I shouldlike very much, indeed, if any such courtesies 
are to be extended, that I may be permitted to call up that res- 
olution to-morrow morning during the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Minnesota to yield to the Senator from Washing- 
tion, that a vote may be taken upon the motion made by him? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to appeal for an instant to the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. ALLEN). There will be no objection to 
your motion, I think. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; I submit the motion. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota, who is recognized as entitled to the floor, yield to the 
Senator from Florida, who has addressed the Chair? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido. 

Mr. CALL. I desireto state that I gave notice that this morn- 
ing at the conclusion of the morning hour I would address the 
Senate upon a resolution I formerly introduced and upon that of 
the Senator from Indiana[Mr. VOORHEES], in relation to the labor 
troubles. I desire now torenew the notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing I desire to submit some remarks on the resolution before the 
Senate. Igive notice that at the conclusion of the routine busi- 
ness, I shail ask the Senate toindulge me in afew remarks. I 
ask that the Senate Committee on the Judiciary may be dis- 
charged from the furtherconsideration of the resolution referred 
to them, and that it may be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is.on the motion 
of the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] that the bill (S. 
3056) giving consent of Congress to the removal by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Washington of the restrictions upon the 
power of alienation of a portion of the lands in the Puyallup In- 
dian Reservation, upon certain conditions therein contained, be 
made a special order for half past 12.0’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask whether that would displace 
the business which goes over until to-morrow from to-day? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would construe the 


rule that the resolution introduced by the Senator from Alabama, | 


having received consideration in the morning hour, will ‘be 
plaee wee the Calendar subject to motion. 
r ARREN. Mr. President, [ do not wish to antagonize 


the bill that is sought to.be made a special order, but I have | 
given notice that I wish to oceupy a little time to-morrow morn- | 


ing at the close of the routine business. I ask that the bill may 
not displace the notice [ have given. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it will take but avery short time to dis- 
pose of the bill I wish to have set down for consideration to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Washington. [Putting the question.] The 
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ayes seem to have it. The ayes have it, and the motion is 
agreed to, two-thirds, as required by the rule, having voted in 
favor thereof. 

RIOT AT HOMESTEAD, PA. 


Mr. CALL. Iask the indulgence of the Senator from Minne- 
sota a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Flerida? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. I introduced a resolution sometime since, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I ask that the 
committze be discharged from its consideration, and that it be 
printed and lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida 
asks that the resolution referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary on the 7th dayof July be withdrawn from the committee 
and lie upon the table. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the resolution be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tenpore. The resolution will be stated, 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution, by Mr. CALL, defining the 
crime of treason and providing for the arrest, indictment, and 
trial of all persons armed and in the service of the Pinkertons, 
engaged in the reeent attack on the people of the United States 
at the battle of Homestead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. PLATT. Why does the Senator wish to withdraw the 
resolution from the Committee on the Judiciary? Is it simply 
in order that he may make some remarks upon it? 

Mr. CALL. First, because [I want to have it printed, and 
second, because I wish to submit some observations to the Sen- 
ate upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairs hears no objec- 
tion. The resolution is withdrawn from the committee, and 
will be printed and lie on the table. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded tocon- 
sider the bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options” and ‘ futures,” 
imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring sueh 
persons engaged in selling certain products to obtain lic2nse, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I know of no more important question than 
the resolution which was before the Senate until 2 o'clock, and 
in the middle of the debate upon which this bill was announced 
as the regular order. I move that the consideration of the res- 
olution of the Senator from Alabama be continued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a resolu- 
tion which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution, by Mr. MORGAN, directing 
the Committee on Finance to report to the Senate a bill to give 
to all paper money issued directly by the United States as a legal 
tender for dues, and to all standard silver dollars of the United 
oe the full legal-tender effect that is given by law te coins 
of gold. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Colorado |[Mr. Wo.corr]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. On that | ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. What would bethe effectof the adoption 
of the motion on the pending measure? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would displace the pending 
measure. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. WASHBURN). It would kill your 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
| roll on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Colorado. 
| The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired gener- 
| ally with the Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER). 

| Mr. CALL (when his name was called). [ am paired with the 
| Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. I do not know how he 
would vote. I should vote “nay” if he were here. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
| Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. I understand the Senator 
| from Indiana would vote with me on this question, and | vote 
nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
| with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Miiis]. If he were 
| present I should vote ‘* nay.” 
|" Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
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the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. I submit to his col- 
league |Mr. MITCHELL] whether I would be at liberty to vote on 
this question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleague [Mr. DOLPH] would vote 
against the pending motion, the antioption bill being before the 
Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], but I 
assume that he would be opposed to the present consideration of 
the resolution of the Senator from Alabama, and therefore I vote 
** nay.” 

Me. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina[Mr. VANCE]. On this 
question I feel at liberty to vote, and I vote “ee 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 1 am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. neat it for granted that the Senator from Ver- 





I am paired with 


mont [Mr. PROcTOR] would vote ‘‘nay,”’I will vote. I vote 
se 9 
nay. 
The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 50; as follows: 
YEAS—7. 

Brice, Gibson, Md. Sanders, Wobhbcott. 
Gibson, La. Hiscock, Vest, 

NAYS—50. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Allen, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Sawyer, 
Allison, Frye, Kenna, Sherman, 
Bate, George, Kyle, Squire, 
Butler, Gordon, McMillan, Stewart, 
Call, Gorman, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Gray, Mitchell, Vilas, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hawley, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hig Peffer, Warren, 
Coke, Hill, Perkins, Washburn. 
Cullom, Hunton, Pettigrew, 
Davis, Irby, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—31. 

Berry, Dolph, Mills, Shou 
Blackburn, Dubois, Morgan, Stant rd, 
Blodgett, Felton, Morrill, Teller, 
Carlisle, Gallinger, Pasco, Turpie, 
Casey, Hale, Power, Vance, 
Colquitt, Harris, Proctor, White, 
Daniel, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson. 
Dawes, McPherson. Quay, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 16th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 547) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, 
deputy quartermaster-general United States Army; 

An act (S. 3273) authorizing the St. Joseph’s Church in the 
parish of East Baton Rouge, in the State of Louisiana, to use the 
lead quitclaimed to it by the United States for school purposes; 
and 

An act (S. 3299) to amend section 7 of the act approved June 
22. 1888, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge over the Missouri River at or near the city of Omaha, 
Nebr.,” and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the President had on this 
day approved and signed the following act and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 1741) to vest the title of public square 1102, in the 
city of Washington, D. C., in the trustees of the Fourth Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 76) to authorize the President to in- 
vite certain governments to send delegates to the Pan-American 
Medical Congress. 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, on motion of Mr. VEST, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 


I return herewith, without my qperewns, the bill (Senate 2729) entitled: 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to establish circuit courts of ap- 
peals, and to define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes.!” 

The original act to which this amendment is propened, constituting an in- 
termediate court of appeals, had for its object the relief of the Supreme 
Court by limiting the cases which might be brought up for hearing in that 
court. e first section of the bill under consideration allows appeals in 
criminal cases where the sentence im no ye rg and the fine is 
as much as one thousand dollars. e effect of this provision will be to 
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bring to the Supreme Court many cases that, in my opinion, should be finally 
determined in the intermediate nn court; and so, in [part, to defeat 
the general purpose of Congress constituting the intermediate court. 
But t objection would not alone have sufficient weight in my mind to in- 
duce me to return the bill. Section 3 of the bill is as follows: 

“That no appeal shall hereafter be allowed from ju ents of the Court of 
Cl in cases under the act of March 3, 1891, entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian depreda- 
tions’ except where the udication involves the construction or applica- 
tion of the Constitution, or the validity or construction of 4 treaty or the 
constitutionality of a law of the United States: Provided however, That 
upon such appeal it shall be competent for the Supreme Court to require, by 
certiorari or otherwise, the whole case to be certified for its review and de- 
a pee the facts as well as the law.” 

lam ad by the Attorney-General that under the Indian depredations 
act eight thousand cases, involving an gate of damages claimed of 
about thirty millions of dollars, have already been filed. 

A number of these cases involve as much as $100,000each; while a few in- 
volve as much as a half million dollars each, and one something over a mil- 
lion of dollars. The damages which may be awarded in these cases by the 
Court of Claims are to be paid out of the trust fund of the Indians held by 
the United States, or, if there are no such funds, out of the Treasury of the 
United States. The law referring these cases to the Court of Claims has had 
no judicial interpretation and many novel and difficult questions are likely 
to arise. Itis quite a startling proposition and a very novel one, I think, 
that there shall be absolutely no opportunity for the review in an een 
court in cases invol suc amounts, of questions involving the con- 
struction of the statute under which the court is pr , or those various 
questions of law, Many of them new, which necess y in such cases. 
Neither the claimants, the Indians nor the Government of the United States 
should be absolutely denied pee to bring their exceptions to review 
< some appellate tribunal. I would not suggest that an appeal should be 
allowed in all cases. Some limitation as to amount would reasonable, 
and, perhaps, some discretion might be lodged in the Supreme Court as to 
granting appeals. The limitations, however, imposed by the section I have 
quoted are so severe and unreasonable in my judgment that I have felt com- 
pelled to return the bill to the Senate with a view to its reconsideration. 

BENJ. HARRISON. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 19, 1892. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9580) to ratify and approve an act of the Legis- 
latitre of the Territory of Oklahoma, providing for the funding 
of county indebtedness in said Territory, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 9581) to provide for the improvement of the 
outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 9592) authorizing the pa of the Treas- 
ury to obtain plans and ee for public buildings to be 
erected under the supervision of the Treasury Department, and 
providing for local supervision of the construction of the same, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds; and 

The bill (H. R. 9286) to create the California débris commis- 
sion and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 


COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee onImmigration be enlarged by the addition 
of two Senators thereto, making eleven the number of the full committee. 

Mr. CULLOM subsequently said: In pursuance of the resolu- 
tion adopted by the Senate a little while ago, increasing the 
membership of the Committee on Immigration, I ask consent 
that the Chair appoint the two additional members. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
It will be so ordered if no objection is made. Ths Chair hears 
none. The additional members of the Committee on Immigra- 
tion will consist of Messrs. Hiscock and GRAY. 


RETAIL PRICES AND WAGES. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I yield to the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land [Mr. ALDRICH] to submit a report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I submit the report of the Committee on 
Finance, acting under instruction of the resolution of the Sen- 
ate of March 3, 1891, in reference to retail prices and wages. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be received, 
and printed, and lie upon the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask the Senator from Minnesota to yield 
that I may submit a motion to print 20,000 extra copies of the 
report without the appendices Iask that that motion be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator 
from Rhode Island that there be printed 20,000 copies of the ‘re- 
port just made by him from the Committe2 on Finance, without 
the appendices. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What report is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The report on retail ee and wages. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any minority report with it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; it is the unanimous report of the com- 


mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to printextra copies 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode 
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Island to make a motion to print the report without the ap- 
pendices? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iasked that the extra number should not 
include the table of prices, but the appendices to the report 
proper, that is, the report of the Statistician and the report of 
the Commissioner of Labor. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It should include A, B, and C. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, A, B, and C, but not the list of prices. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many volumes will the reportcontain? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are 3,350 pages. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
asperng Island has been reduced to writing. The resolution will 

read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 20,000 extra copies 
of the Senate Report No. — on retail prices and wages, together with appen- 
dices A, B, and C. 


Mr. CARLISLE. That is correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred | 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There has been an order made for printing 
the usual number of the whole report? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That order has been already made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order has been entered. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘options” and ‘‘fu- | 
tures,” imposing speciai taxes on dealers therein, and requiring | 
such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to | 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to give notice that at a suitable 
time within a day or two I shall offer some amendments, which | 
I will now send to the desk and have read and asked to have 
printed in the RECORD, or they may be printed in the RECORD 
without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
offers sundry amendments to the pending bill and requests that 
they be printed in the RECORD without being read. If there be 
no objection it will be so ordered, and the usual number of the | 
amendments will be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendments had better be read. Then 
we can understand exactly what the friends of the bill propose. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwas about to inquire whether the amendments | 
are the same that were printed some time ago at the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iwill state that all the amendments ex- 
cept three are those that are in the reprint which the Senator 
has before him. The amendments are exactly the same except | 
the last three, which rhaps had better be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the 
amendments indicated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insert, after ‘‘agreement” and before | 
‘**shall,” in line 31, section 4: 

Or shall by letter, telegram or other communication sent from the United 
States to any fore country, or by an agent, broker, employé, or partner 
resident in any fore country, enter into any ‘‘ futures” contract or agree- 
ment as hereinbefore defined. 

Insert after ‘‘agreement” and before ‘‘shall,” in line 25, of 
section 4: 

Or shall by letter, telegram or other communication sent from the United 
States to any fore country, or by an agent, broker, employé, or partner | 
resident in any fore country, enter into any “ options’ contract or agree- 
ment as hereinbefore defined. 

Insert at the end of and as part of section 11: 


That every contract or agreement hereinbefore defined as a ‘‘ futures” or 
“options”’’ contract or ment, when made outside the jurisdiction of the 





United States, shall be utterly null and void when attempted to be enforced 
in any court of the United States. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to move to further amend | P 


the bill on page 2, line 27, after the word “ planter,” by insert- | 
ing what I send to the desk. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
for information. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 27, after the wocd | 
‘* planter,” insert: 
nor to any agreement to pay or deliver a part of the product of land as com- 
—- oe use or as compensation for work or labor done or to be 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is also another amendment 
to come on e 3. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The additional amendment to | 
be proposed by the Senator from Arkansas will be read. 
e CHIEF CLERK. Onpage 3, at the end of line 31, after the 
word “employés” insert: 
Nor to any agreement made with a manufacturer to deliver to him ata 


future time raw material of the kind, grade, and quality es ae 
to be used in his business, if such agreement be not made in any me ts’ 


exchange, board, or other association, nor be subject to the rules and regu- 
lations thereof, and shall be for a bona fide delivery of such raw material of 
the kind, grade, and quality named in said agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the first amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand the Senator in charge 
of the bill prefers that these amendments shall lie over, to be 
considered at a subsequent time. I desired to present them 
simply that they might be pending. 

Mr. WASHBORN. I suggest that they be printed in the 
RECORD, and that there be a reprint of the bill embracing all 
these amendments. 

Mr. WHITE. I would not want to have the bill reprinted to- 
day, because I shall have a number of amendments to offer to- 
morrow. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Very well, simply let them be printed in 
the RecorD. That isall right. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not know that I understand the object 
of the Senator from Minnesota in having the amendments printed. 
At what time does the Senator propose to have these amend- 
ments acted on? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I gave notice that I should offer the 
amendments at some suitable time, and a sufficient notice will 
be given for all gentlemen to consider their action in regard to 
them. I simply wanted to have them printed in the RECORD, so 
that the Senate would understand about what kind of a bill as 
amended its friends would propose to pass through the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this bill is an additional 
evidence—— 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. STEWART. All right. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. Ioffer two amendments, which I 
ask may be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendments will 
be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, after line 40, insert: 

Nor to any contract or agreement,whether made by farmer, planter, mer- 
chant, or mechanic, or any other citizen of the United States, in writing, 
actually to receive any article or articles to which this act relates and de- 
scribed in said contract or eement, and to pay for it or them before some 
future period specified, provided there shall be no option about receiving or 
delivering the said article or articles; but by the terms of said contract or 
agreement in writing there shall be an absolute sale and an obligation on 
the part of the seller to deliver at the time mentioned and on the part of the 
buyer to receive and pay for the said article or articles. 

In section 3, line 4, after the words ‘“‘ and bacon,” insert: 


Flour, tobacco, beef, cattle, sheep, mules, horses, lumber, building material, 
silver, gold, iron, copper, coal, lime, oil, lead, stocks and bonds of every class 
and description whatsoever, wool and woolen goods, cotton goods, silk and 
silk goods, leather and leather goods, cotton-seed products, and all othet 
articles, raw or manufactured, that are the subjects of barter, trade, and 
ecommerce among the people of the United States or between them and the 
people of foreign countries. 


Mr. KENNA. I wish to make aninquiry. I have in my hand 
two prints of the pending biil. I should like to understand 
which is the print of the bill under consideration by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sen- 


| ator from West Virginia that the bill which has been read is one 


with the Calendar No. 920 upon it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The one read, as it came from the com- 
mittee, was reprinted with the amendments substantially which 
I have offered to-day. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish toask where the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Louisiana was to be inserted? I 
did not understand it. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. My first amendment is to come in 
after the words ‘‘such persons,” in line 40, on page 3. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no fortieth line in the 
rint I have. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. There is in the print I have. 

Mr. KENNA. Now, let us understand it. Are the amend- 


' ments that are proposed individual amendments as shown by this 


reprint or are they committee amendments? 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada{ Mr. 
STEWART] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. [should like to go on. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me? 

Mr. PADDOCK. There are no committee amendments to the 
bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make an explanation. 

Mr. STEWART. [f Senators will take a little time to study 
it I think they can all tell how the matter stands. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to make an expla- 
nation? 

Mr. STEWART. All right. 

Mr. PLATT. This bill was referred to the Committee on the 
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Judiciary—the bill whieh came from the other House, known 
as the Hatch bill. The Judiciary Committeee after a consider- 
able time spent in its consideration, with a desire to report a 
correct bill, were unable to agree upon any measure to be re 

and therefore reported back the bill as it came from the other 
House without amendment. Then the Senator from Minnesota 
said that he should propose certain amendments to the House 
bill, and he asked that the bill might be printed incorporating 
the amendments which he should offer to it. That accounts for 
the two prints. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have a copy of the bill with 
the amendments proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. The 
copy of the bill that has been furnished to me, Calendar No. 920, 
does not have them. It is very unfortunate that the copies were 
not distributed properly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I 
move that the bill be printed with all the amendments which 
have been proposed, properly noted, or of which notice has been 
given. Then we shall have the bill before us in ashape in which 
we can understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It ismoved by the Senator from 
Ohio that the bill, H. R. 7845, Calendar No. 920, be printed with 
all pending amendments and all amendments of which notice 
may be given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendments can be printed as a mat- 
ter of course at different times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this bill is instructive. It is 
evidence that there isagreat deal of unrest in the country from 
some cause. Itis notthe first bill that has been urged here as a 

anacea forthe evils under which theecountry suffers. We had the 
nterstate-commerce bill, which it was alleged would cure all the 
evils, cheapen transportation, raise the price of property and farm 
products, and relieve the distress. It became a law. It made 
some good offices for very intelligent gentlemen, but we are not 
aware of its great beneficial results. In the last Congress we 
were told that the evil which afflicted the country was trusts, 
and we labored during many hours and days in that Congress to 
ss a bill limiting trusts. The bill was passed. We have not 
eard from itsince. Whetherit has done any good or not nobody 
has ascertained. So we go on session after session passing bills 
of this nature. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill to which the Senator from Nevada 
refers, called the trust bill, has been embodied almost in whole 
or in large part by many of the States of the Union. It is en- 
foreed now by the courts of at least four, and I think several 
other States, and in two or three cases with marked results, as 
in the case of the Standard Oil Company. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam not aware that it has removed the dif- 
ficulty or relieved the people from the growing evils which have 
rested upon them. On the contrary, here is another evidence of 
great dissatisfaction among the people. Here is am elaborate 
bill proposing to enter largely imto the transactions of business, 
creating a large number of offices and much expense, and a 
measure which will be very difficult of execution, requiring many 
oaths and accounts, and all that: and those who are honestly en- 
gagedin business will have much inconvenience connected with 
it. I agree that if any great good can be accomplished we ought 
to pass it, but I fear that it wi 
that dissatisfaction will continue. 
real difficulty, at the real disease. I donot think it can remedy 
that disease. Ido not think it is the medicine required. I do 
not think it is the specific for the disease of falling prices. ‘That 
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paper, with regard to the falling prices of land and the vast 
change in the condition of our rural population from independent 
farmers to tenant farmers. As it is in point with what I am 
about to remark, I ask the Secretary to read the editorial which 


is marked. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 


Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


INCREASE OF TENANT FARMERS. 


The Census Bureau has lately be to report the result of its et. 
tions into the number of persons who own and cultivate farms and the 
number who are simply tenants on farms o by others. Thusfar the re- 
port covers only ten counties in Kansas and ten counties in Ohio. In Kan- 
sas in 1890 the number of farmers cultivat their own lands was 66.75 per 
cent, and of tenant farmers 33.25 per cent. uming that th 
of owners and tenants runs through the entire State, it is eviden 
third of the tural families are tenant farmers. A com 

the census of 1880 shows that in the same counties at the end of that decade 
the number of families living on hired farms was only 13.13 per cent, and of 
farms worked by their owners 86.87 per cent. The increase, therefore, in the 
number of hired farms between 1 and 1899 was over 20 per cent. This 
change for the worse may be accounted for, at least in part, by the bad crops 
of the three previous years and the foreclosureof mortgages given by farm- 
ers to tide them over their difficulties. 

But the same reasoning does not apply so strongly to Ohio when ten coun- 
ties chosen for comparison indicate even a greater increase of tenant farm- 
ers. In 1880 the number of farmers in Ohio tilling their own lands was 75.04 
| a cent and of tenant farmers 24.96 per cent. In 1890 only 63 per cent of the 

armers owned the land they cultivated, and the number of tenant farmers 
had risen to 37 per cent. To what extent similar c from ownership to 
tenantry are going on in other States we are yet to learn, if the inquiry of 
the Census Bureau extends to them also, as it is to be presumed that it will. 
We know, from the reports of the Massachusetts and New Hampshire com- 


missioners, that there are in those States a large number of farms not 
untenanted, but classed as ‘‘ abandoned ” by their owners, and offered for sale 
at incredibly low prices. The drift of the rural population into large cities 


where, besides the attractions they hold out, enterprising men may hope to 
do better than in f and labor is better remunerated, has unquestion- 
ably induced the yo r members of farming families to abandon the old 
homesteads and seek ir fortunes elsewhere; but underlying the several 
causes we have mentioned there seems to be some force at work that is re- 
ducing the number of farmers of small means and is building up, as in Eu- 
—_ a race of tenant farme~s. 

ntimately connected with we changes going on from independent to ten- 

in the value of farm 


is the property. We havere- 
ferred above to the abandoned farms in Massachusetts and New Hampshire, 
and to these may be added those of Vermont. We now come to the inquiry 
just made into the value of farms in Connecticut by Mr. T. S. Gold, secre- 
tary of the State Board of Agriculture. His report covers replies from 107 
out of 168 towns in that State, and although the re come from 
309 farms, they afford, in his opinion, a basts for computing approximately 
the value of the remainder. a price of the farms on Mr. ’s 
list is ®8 per acre. In the census of e average value of the farm lands 
of the State was said to be $49.34 per acre. “Here,” said the Providence Jour- 
nal, “in a little more than a decade is an apparent decrease in value of more 
than $21 per acre, and though, of course, ft would not be fair to put the 
average value in 1880 in comparison with the value of land im 1892, it is diffi- 
cult to believe that a farm census to-day would show = value close 
to that of 1880, for it is to be remembered that the price asked for the farms 
included in the secretary’s réport is probably much higher than could be 
secured on actual sale.” Moreover, report shows that in certain small 
towns some 3,000 acres are offered at an average of #8 per acre, and farms 
with buildings in good re at one-third the price that was asked for 
them twelve years ago. It is complained that one cause of the decline is the 
bad condition of the roads, and a similar complaint comes from Maine and 
Rhode Island, where a like depression in the value of farm lands exists. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this shrinkage is not con- 
fined to farm lands. In the report just submitted by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, who were instructed to ascertain the market 
price of commodities and labor, to ascertain whether that price 
was advancing or declining since the passage of the McKinley act, 
j am informed that there has been an average pore ey the 
price of commodities and of labor of about 3 per cent. at was 
up to the time the committee closed its labors, which was last 
December, was it not? 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will allow me, [ will state 
that the subcommittee undertook to ascertain the retail prices 
of two hundred and fifteen articles at seventy different places 
i two years, be- 


ginning in June, 1889, and ending in September, 1891. The re- 


is the disease which it attempts to remedy, to prevent falling | sult of its labors shows that while prices of some articles rose 


prices in grain so that the farmer may get better prices. 

I know very well that this speculation has worked to theadvan- | 
tage and the disadvantage of the farmer. Some years ago many | 
rich men sank their fortunes in the attempt to corner wheat. | 
They tried several times to buy up all the wheat in the country. 
They lost millions. I think I could name $30,000,000 or $40,- | 
000,000 that were lostin that way. Thefarmers who had wheat | 
at the time had the benefit of that im selling their wheat at a | 
high price. Itis not absolutely certain whether the farmers | 
lose more from bears than they gain from the bulls in the mar- | 
ket. It is a very doubtful question indeed. Some farmers with | 
whom [ have talked think that the bulls go them more good | 
than the bears do-them harm. 

But there appears to be a general disposition to have this bill 


passed. It is petitioned for by thousands of persons and urged 
upon the attention of Congress. But the evil of falling prices 
will continue whether we I was 


pes it or not. this 


morning an article in the 


timore Sun, a very conservative 





more than 3 per cent during part of the time after the 
of the McKinley act, yet at the end of the period the prices of 
the two hundred and fifteen articles taken altogether were forty- 
four one-hundreths of 1 per cent lower than they were at the 
beginning. 

Mr. STEWART. Notwithstanding the McKinley act? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes; the prices first went up for several 
months after the act was passed and then the tendency to a re- 
duction began to show itself. 

Mr. STEWART. That was up to September, 1891? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. There have been about ten months of fall 
since then. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It has been about eleven months. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to ask a question of the Senator from 
Kentucky. Does that include protected and unprotected arti- 
cles? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The committee selected 215 representative 


e 
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articles, which were supposed to enter into the common con- 
sumption of the country, without reference to the question 


whether the duties were increased or diminished upon those | 


articles by the McKinley act. 
Mr. STEWART. Did the committee extend its investigation 
as to prices of commodities in Europe during the same period? 
Mr. CARLISLE. Part of the time the committee succeeded 
in getting the retail prices in England, but not to such an ex- 
tent as to justify anything like an accurate comparison of prices. 
Mr.STEWART. The fall in prices there would be greater 
than here. 
Mr. CARLISLE. I am not able at this moment to state what 


it was, 

Mr. STEWART. The fall in prices would be much greater in 
England. In my observation, from what little investigation I 
have been able to make, and from the statements of English pa- 
pers, there has been in the last two years a fall of over 10 per 


cent, some put it as high as 15 per cent, in the general range of 
prices of commodities in Europe since the fall of 1890; and it is 


still going on, and it will continue to ge on. 
I do not believe that a bill of this kind will remedy the con- 
tinual shrinkage of prices. The statisticians tell us that since 
1875 the general decline has been from 35 to 40 per cent. I think 
it has been more than that in Europe on account of the rapid de- 
Cline recently. But this decline must go on, notwithstanding 
the pending Pill. It is not going to affect the general range of 
prices; and that is the evil under which the world is laboring. 


This rapid increase of tenant farming has a parallel. At the | 


time of the discovery of gold and silver in Mexico and South 


America the feudal system was at its zenith of power and per- | 


fection, but it so happened that in Great Britain land leases were 
for ninety-nine years. All who have studied Blackstone remem- 
ber those leasehold estates. They were in the habit of allowing 


those long leases for ninety-nine years. Mr. Jacob, who is the | 


best authority of anybody who has written upon the production 
of the precious metals, and is so recognized throughout the coun- 
try, tells us that at the time of this discovery there were 30,000 
landholders in Great Britain, and that in one hundred years the 
number of landholders increased to about 100,000. 

At the end of the century there were 100,000 inhabitants of 
Great Britain who owned the land they lived on and cultivated 
He attributes it solely to the increase of the supply of money. 


He said that these long leases, payable in money, made it neces- | 
sary for the large landholders to sell their land; that they could | 


not live on their rents on account of the rise of prices. Money 
became cheaper and commodities dearer. 

These one hundred thousand land-owners in Great Britain re- 
mained for about cone hundred and fifty to two hundred years, 
the number of land-owners remaining about the same. During 
the Napoleonic wars the currency was wonderfully inflated, and 
immediately after the war the heroic remedy of resumption was 
applied. The people were doing business on a high range of 

rices. They were in debt, as our people were during our war, 

oing business on inflated prices.. Contraction produced by re- 
sumption destroyed nearly all the enterprising men of that great 
nation and reduced the number of land-owners in a few years 
back to thirty thousand, where it now remains. All this shows 
the effect of contraction. 


It has been stated that in this country the aggregate amount | 


of mortgages is not increasing, but is growing less. This is be- 
cause the mortgages are being foreclosed. The mortgagees are 
taking the property. The people are becoming tenant farmers. 
What has produced this? A shrinking in the volume of money, 
because it isa law that can not be changed that the average 
range of prices is governed by the volume of money; I mean 
of real money, money that does not have to be redeemed. The 
volume of money determines the price. We witnessed that a 
ear ago, when $75,000,000 of gold went out of the country. 
every morning as the gold would go out stocks were marked 
down. Noman would deal until he knew the amount of gold to 
be shipped. It was the thermometer thatdetermined the range 
of prices. Every man could see the shipments of gold marked 
on the bulletin boards, and prices of commodities were marked 
accordingly. 

_ Now, as the volume of gold money, which lies at the founda- 
tion, decreases in comparison with property and population, of 
course ae hy must go down and prices must go down to cor- 
respond. It is just as difficult to keep prices up with ashinking 
volume of money as it would be to keep two levels of the water 
of the ocean. It never has been done, and never can be done. 

The volume of gold is shrinking not only with the increase of 
age ag but it is being diminished by the power of the cred- 
tor class operating upon the debtor class, compelling them to 
make gold contracts. They have even attempted to coerce Aus- 
tria into adopting the gold standard. Is the Senate aware that 
it would have taken 6 per cent of all the gold in the world if they 


| had succeeded in making Austria buy the two hundred millions 
| which it was proposed to ccerce herintobuying? That would put 
up gold, make gold dear, and as the price of property is measured 
in gold, therefore, when gold goes up property must go down. 
That _ _ disease, and all the nostrums youcan apply will effect 
very little. 

It may be well to pass this bill, not for the good it will do, not 
because it will accomplish any good cageman tot I prophesy that 
it will simply make trouble and accomplish no good, but toshow 
the people that it is net good medicine, that it does not reach 
| the disease. If this bill should pass, next winter when we meet 
| again the same clamor will be heard. As long as prices fall, as 
long as men are driven from their homes and become tenant 
farmers, it must continue. There can be no escape. The only 
good accomplished by passing this bill will be toshow the people 
how inadequate it is to remedy the evil. Perhaps the education 
| they will get may pay us for the inconvenience of thus meddling 
with the business of the country. 

I have been weighing this matter in my mind and I have not 
yet determined how [ ought to vote. I introduced a bill the 
other day te reduce the salaries of officers, and I wish to explain 
that in this connection. 

The bill as introduced reads as follows: 

That the salaries of all officers and persons receiving salaries from the 
United States in excess of $600 per annum shall, from and after the sage 
of this act, be reduced 25 per cent of such excess: Provided, That this act 
shall not apply to the salary of the President of the United States during 
the present term of that office, nor to salaries of judges of United States 
courts during the terms of the present incumbents. 

I put the amount at $600. I think thatwasa mistake. On re- 
flection I believe that those of that grade are simply laboring 
people, and a reduction as to them would be unfair. So I pro- 
pose when this bill shall come up for consideration—for I intro- 
duced it in good faith—to substitute $2,000 for $600, and to re- 
duce by 25 per cent the salaries of all persons receiving any- 
| thing in excess of $2,000 from the Government. That will not 
affect the people who are doing the labor of the Government; 
it will only affect those with large fixed incomes. 

My object in calling attention to this is the fact that as prices 
| go down we are creating a favored class with fixed incomes. 
‘Chat favored class will fight for contraction the same as the bond- 
holder will fight for contraction to enhance the value of his in- 
come, 

When I first came to the Senate the salaries of Members and 
Senators were $3,000 a year; judges of the Supreme Court re- 
ceived $6,000 a year; and the President of the United States re- 
ceived $25,000 a year. I remember that once in those times I 
| called upon the venerable Justice Nelson, and found him in the 
National Hotel with two rooms, very small, for himself, wife, 
| and daughter. He had to do all his work in those two rooms. 
After some talk with him I asked him if he was able to live on 
his salary—for we were talking about that—and he said he could 
not pay his bills on his salary however economical he might be; 
that prices had gone up so he could not live on his salary. I 
Sean members of Congres; complaining that it was impossible 
for them to pay their bills and live on their salaries. Prices 
then were high. The salary of the President of the United 
States was very small for those times. 

In consequence of these facts I became an enthusiastic advocate 
for increasing salaries. We began with the judges of the Su- 
»reme Court. I had an ally in the then Senator from Wisconsin, 

r. Carpenter, who espoused the cause with great earnestness, 
and we succeeded in raising their salaries, and finally the salary 
of the President of the United States was raised to $50,000. There 
| was no difficulty in raising the salaries of members of Congress. 
That came first. Those salaries were raised to correspond with 
the then range of prices. 

Now we find that prices have gone below what they were in 
1860, or when these salaries were fixed, and as they stood before 
Congress raised them. The prices of commodities have gone be- 
low those of any of this century; and I say that it is not in good 
keeping for officers who are serving the Republic to maintain 
this high range of salaries while eo are being forced down by 
the legislation of Congress, for they are being forced down by 
the legislation of Congress. In forcing the country to go to the 
gold standard we are forcing prices down, and we ought not to 
profit by our own wrong. 

The President of the United States is receiving a salary of 
$50,000 a year. That salary is more than $100,000 would have 
been in 1871 when his salary was increased. If it were put back 
to $25,000 it would have a greater purchasing power than his 
salary had in 1860. I say $25,000 would now have a greater pur- 
chasing power than it had in 1860. Congress raised all eee 
salaries on account of high prices. They should now be reduced 
on account of low prices. e President is interested in main- 


| 
| 
| 








taining the gold standard to the extent of $50,000 a year. Be- 
cause gold is worth a hundred per cent more than it was in 1871. 
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We are told all around that the President will veto a silver bill. 
It will put money in his pocket todo so. He has a large salary 
and a large interest in the question, All good citizens hope he 
will not be influenced by such considerations and there is no 
foundation for the assertion that he would veto a silver bill. 

This comes home to the people of the country in view of what 
has occurred in Pennsylvania. The disease at Homestead was 
falling prices. The Carnegie Company said the price of com- 
modities had gone down, and therefore they must reduce the 
price of labor to correspond. I? wages must be reduced to cor- 
respond with falling prices, why should not the compensation of 
high-salaried officers share the same fate, I ask? If the feudal 
lords of wealth can in a moment organize their armies and make 
war to put down wages, and if that war can be justified, how 
much more are we called upon to surrender our salaries if we in- 
sist that legislation shall put down prices? 

The evil of the gold standard first fell upon the farming com- 
munity. Our farmers were regarded as a brave and independ- 
ent portion of citizens. We relied upon the farmers to resist 
encroachments of centralized power or any other power while 
they were prosperous. But you have robbed them of half their 
estate by reducing the value of their farms. You have driven 

. them from their homes and made tenant farmers of 30 or 40 per 
cent of them, and the process isgoing on. They havelost much 
of their power in the body politic. 

Who, then, will resist the encroachments of the gold kings? 
The labor organizations of this country are attempting to resist. 
They will get outside of the law. They will ultimately be 
crushed, because nothing can withstand the iron hand of con- 
traction. This resistance has been tried in other civilization. 

But as the money disappears feudal slavery follows. These 
men may resist for a time in this country, but see how they were 
treated in Germany a month or two ago when they were assem- 
bled to protest against a reduction of their wages. The imp>2- 
rial army fired upon them without notice, and they had no redress. 
Europe is a military camp and is controlled by the gold kings. 
Labor must submit there. The penalty of any resistance, or 
even of protest, is death. The condition of the laboring man in 
Europe is fast becoming what it was in the dark ages, and in 
this country the same iron hand of contraction is being laid upon 
him. He is the only one who stands to resist it, and he is de- 
nounced by the law-abiding citizens of this great Republic for 
protesting against the lowering of his wages, and he must ulti- 
mately be subdued if this goes on. 

Ah, the evil lies deeper than the mere dealing in futures, 
speculation in futures, business transactions. It is broughtabout 
by the destruction of half of the money of the world and by the 
impossibility of increasing the other half. All the gold that is 
produced is consumed without making any appreciable increase 
in the gold coin of the world. It is estimated by statisticians 
that the gold coin of the world is no greater in amount than it 
was eighteen years ago. Nearly $40,000,000 of the annual prod- 
uct goes to Asia, never to return, because their exports always 
exceed their imports. The balance is used in the arts. Still, 
the gold kings insist that those who are attempting to use any 
other kind of money shall be forced to buy gold in order to in- 
crease the value of gold, the property they own, to make bonds 
more valuable. That is what is being done. 

We passed a bill of relief in the Senate, to supplement gold 
coin with silvercoin. But the edict of the gold kings went forth 
operating upon parties, upon men, and upon conventions, to make 
them forget their constituents, to make them forget the suffer- 
ings of the people whom they robbed. How long this will con- 
tinue is a question for the future; but if it is not stopped we 
shall have a money famine the like of which the world has 
never seen. 

Between 1810 and 1840 when a money famine was created by 
the Spanish-American wars the production of gold and silver 
was between $30,000,000 and $40,000,000 per annum, and some of 
that could be put into new money. From 1840 to 1850 little was 
added to it, about $10,000,000 a year from the gold mines of Rus- 
sia. From 1850 to 1875 the world’s proiluct of gold and silver 
was more than $200,000,000 per annum. We had then rising 
prices, an] business was conducted on the basis of high prices. 

Since 1875 no addition has been made to the gold coin of the 
world, and we are marching more rapidly to decline than we 
were in the colebrated money famine in the early part of this 
century. Still we are here proposing relief to the people, get- 
ting patriotic over side issues, and allowing the evil to go on in- 
creasing! 

Much has been said about the reasons for the fall of silver. 
Silver has not fallen. It will buy as much of all the commodi- 
ties produced by man as it ever would. It is gold which has 
gone up. The average price of a bushel of wheat has been an 
ounce of silver in Liverpool every year for the last twenty years. 
The Indian farmer will take his Coakal of wheat to Liverpool, 


sell it for an ounce of silver, take his silver home and coin it into 
$1.37. That silver has for the farmer of India the same purchas- 
ing poweritever had. The American farmer, on the other hand, 
takes his bushel of wheat to Liverpool, takes his ounce of silver 
for it, and or it here and sells it for 87 cents. He is put in 
competition with the farmer of India, and in that way we are 
driven out of the foreign market. Russia is similarly situated 
in this respect to India. 

So we go on putting up the price of gold and putting down the 
price of property, and the gold men say what a terrible thing it 
would be for some of this gold to go out of the country. If we 
had this gold in Europe, where we sell our products, the price 
might be higher there and we would be benefited. There is no 
— on earth where our gold would do us so much good as in 

urope, where we sell our commodies, It is the falling of prices 
that casts such a financial gloom that no business man can con- 
tend against it. 

There has been much said about India and Indian finances. 
I have in my hand a digest of the laws of India with relation to 
issuing paper money. It is a synoposis of the Indian paper cur- 
rency act of 1882, giving a synopsis of the contents of the act, 
with the financial status of India, and brought down to date. 

In order that a person dealing with this question may have at 
hand the legislation of India enacted to depress the price of sil- 
ver, I will print it in my remarks. 

It will be seen from this publication that India from time to 
time not only issues paper money based on silver, but issues it 
on government security, the same as we issue our national-bank 
notes, and thus she avoids the necessity of buying silver. ,It is 
an elastic system and can be carried on by administration. They 
keep the demand for silver down so as to prevent the rise of the 
price of silver in this country. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

Mr. 1 palaces Does the Senator intend to have those statutes 
printed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would suggest to the Senator that he ask 
that they be printed in document form also. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to suggest to the Senator, if he has 
those laws printed, that he get leave of the Senate to have the 
print in the ordinary type of the RECORD, and notin the small, 
fine, close type that nobody can read. 

a STEWART. I will have the synopsis printed in my re- 
marks. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator the consent of the Senate to 
have it pa in the ordinary type of the RECORD? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; and I will ask, if it be agreeable, that 
the act of India of 1882, which is the basis, and this synopsis, be 
printed together in document form so that people can haveit. I 
am certain everybody would be glad to have it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection it will 
be so ordered. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [ask the Senator what document it is that 
is to be printed? 

Mr. STEWART. The document that is to be printed is the 
currency act of India of 1882 and the condensation and statement 
of the effect of that act, continuing down to date, showing the 
legislation of India. 

r. PADDOCK. Does that bear any intimate relation to the 
commercial evil of selling what you have not and buying what 
you never expect to have? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, I think it does, because no man can 
expect to have anything under thissystem. The antioption bill 
is to put money in the pockets of the farmer, which can not be 
done while the gold kings have it all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have secured all the information I want. 

The paper referred to by Mr. STEWART is as follows: 


INDIAN PAPER CURRENCY. 


The valve of silver and gold does not depend on production 
alone. Both metals owe their present state almost entirely to 
the currency legislation of the different governments of the world. 
Taken together or separately they fail to supply a sufficiency of 
money for the trade requirements of the world, and government 
credit issues are inevitable. If the face value of all paper cur- 
rency represented an actual deposit of coin or bullion to that 
amount held in trust toredeem it, and forno other purpose—and 
all base metals in use as fractional currency were likewise only 
issued against the value represented in silver and gold deposited 
to secure that—the supply of the precious metals would be in- 
adequate. 

It can not be made good by any monometallist that gold is ca- 
pable of bearing the strain alone, nor can the advocates of silver 
claim a stronger position for that metal as a single standard, be- 
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cause either event can only be accomplished by an undue exer- 
cise of Government credit within range of and subject to many 
disasters. In this connection one should not be deceived by the 
assumption of the gold standard by the few governments claim- 
ing to have accomplished it, as a lance at the commercial world 
reveals their position a favored one, sey partial and 
with no proof that their system can be successfully extended to 
cover the whole. 

The present generation witnesses the opening up of more na- 
tions to trade and commerce under the influences of steam and 
electricity, while the increase of population in the enlightened 
countries is known to have been very great during the past hun- 
dred years, and the United States of America, by their growtb, 
add, as it were, anew and greater nation each decade, and will 
long continue to do so, it being a fair estimate that their next 
census will show an increase of 15,000,000 of inhabitants. It is 
evident, therefore, with its rapidly developing and inexhaustible 
resources, that country can only be amused by those who maun- 
der over its silver legislation. 

The cause and the reason for the great decline in the value of 
silver during 1891 and 1892 is exceedingly simple once made 
known. On the one hand, it is unnecessary to go back further 
than the legislation of 1890 in the United States which culmi- 
nated in the enactment of the monthly purchase of four and a 
half million ouncesof silver; but on the other hand, to make out 
the case, it is essential to revert to ‘‘ the Indian paper currency 
act of 1882,” of which a synopsis is presented, with occasional 
remarks, before proceeding to sum up the conclusion. It is in- 
terasting to observe the keenness manifested by those who con- 
trol Indian finance management respecting United States silver 
legislation, a matter the legislators of the United States appear 
to think nothing of. 

“The India paper currency act” of 1882 was passed by the 
governor-general of India in council and ‘“‘received the assent 
of the governor-general on the 26th of October, 1882.” ‘* This | 
act may be called the Indian paper currency act of 1882. It ex- | 
tends to the whole of British India, and it shall come into force | 
on the passing thereof.” ‘Act No. 3 of 1871 (to consolidate and 
amend the law relating to the government paper currency) is | 
hereby repealed.” This act of 1882 begins with— 

‘*Department of paper currency;” ‘‘head commissioner; ” | 
‘‘commissioners for Madras, “ombay, and Rangoon.” Then | 
comes ‘‘ Power to establish circles of issue,” as follows: 

‘*Sec. 5. The governor-general in council may from time to 
time by order, notified in the General Gazette of India— 

‘*(qa) Establish districts to be called circles of issue, four of 
which circles shall include the towns of Calcutta, Madras, Bom- 
bay, and Rangoon respectively; 

**(b) Appoint in each circle some one town to be the place of 
issue of currency notes as hereinafter provided; 

‘**(c) Establish in each such town an office or offices of issue; 

‘*(qd) Establish in any town situate in any circle an office to be 
called a ous ce and 

‘*(e) Declare that for the purposes of this act, any town (other 
than Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, or any town situate in British 
Burmah) in which an office of issue is established shall be deemed 
to be situate within such presidency as is specified in the order.” 

The establishment of circles of issue has been quoted fully, be- 
cause further on it will be important in connection with the cir- 
culation of this paper ae 

The act then continues, dealing with ‘‘ deputy commissioners 
and currency agents;” “subordination of commissioners;” ‘‘ ap- 
pointment, suspension, and removal of officers;” “ signatures to 
notes;” ‘issue of notes for silver by head commissioner, com- 
missioner, and deputy commissioners;” ‘‘ issue of notes for silver 
by currency agents;” ‘‘issue of notes for gold,” which part of 
this act is no longer in force; ‘‘ melting and assaying bullion or 
coin received for notes,” which refers to foreign coin; ‘‘ certifi- 
cates for bullion or coin.” The act now comes to ‘‘ notes where 
legal tender,” and it is interesting to read that ‘‘ within any of 
the said circles of issue a currency note issued from any townin 
that circle shall be a legal tender for the amount expressed in | 
that note in payment or on account of, any reserve or other 
claim to the amount of five rupees and upwards due to the Gov- | 
ernment of India, and any sum of five rupees and upwards due | 
by the Government of India or by any ‘ike surpass or person | 
in British India, provided that no such note shall be deemed to | 
be a legal tender by the Government of India or any office of | 
issue. 

The purpose of the act to confine the currency notes to cir- 
culate as a legal tender only within the circle of issue to which 
each note belongs appears open to criticism, especially when it 
will be shown that the notes have as security the general credit of 
the Government of India. Bank of England notes are only legal 
tender in England and Wales, but the case is not a parallel one. 

The act continues: 








‘* Notes where payable:” ‘‘notes issued from currency agencies to 
be deemed to be issued from place of issue of circle.” 

The act now reaches the ‘‘reserve” of which it is to be borne 
in mind that at the present time no part of it consists of gold. 

The whole amount of coin and bullion received under this act 
and under act 3 of 1871 for currency notes shall be retained and 
secured as areserve to pay those notes, with the exception of 
such an amount, notexceeding 60,000,000 rupees, as the governor- 
general in council, with the consent of the secretary of state for 
India, from time to time fixes. The amount so fixed shall be 
published in the Gazette of India, and the whole or such part 
thereof as the governor-general in council from time to time 
fixes shall be invested in securities of the Government of India. 

‘* The said coin, bullion, and securities shall be appropriated 
and set apartto provide for the satisfaction and discharge of the 
said notes, and the said notes shall be deemed to have been is- 


| sued on the security of the said coin, bullion, and securities, as 


well as on the general credit of the Government of India.” 

The act then deals with “‘ trustees of securities purchased under 
the act;” ‘‘ power to sell and replace securities;” ‘‘ accounts of in- 
terest on securities;” “‘ prohibition of issue of private bills or 
notes payable to bearer on demand;” “ penalty for issuing such 
bills or notes;” ‘‘ prosecutions;” ‘‘ monthly abstract of accounts,” 
which ‘‘shall be made up monthly by the head commissioner, 
and published as soon as may be in the Gazette of India.” 

We arrive now at section 28, which ends the ‘‘ act” as passed 
in October, 1882, and is ‘‘supplementary powers of the Govern- 
ment of India,” as follows: 

The governor-general may, from time to time, by notification 
to the Gazette of India, regulate any matters relative to paper 
currency which are not provided for by the act, revoke or alter 
any notification previously published under this act. 

The contents of this Indian act of 1882 have been presented in 
full text, because it is necessary to have an idea of it in order to 
comprehend what is to be said, at the same time remembering 
that this act has been subjected to some changes since 1890, re- 
specting which all information has not been obtainable as yet. 

In dealing with the silver question in India it must be remem- 
bered that the surveillance of financial England from the stand- 
point of a monometa' list, favoring only such silver legislation as 
is thought to inure to the benefit of her gold standard, is none 
the less powerful behind the scenes than is that army which 
holds the country in subjection. 

Referring to the results from these Indian currency acts of 
1871 and 1882 to 1890, and then frdm the latter Daye to the 
present year, stating definitely what has occurred and the ap- 
parent reasons therefor, especially since 1890, it is found that 
from ra to 1890 the total issue of paper currency amounted to 
161,514,960 rupees, and the reserve to secure that was 60,000,000 
of Government of India securities, 91,995,970 coined rupees (sil- 
ver), and 9,579,000 rupees’ worth of silver bullion, making of 
silver coin and bullion at that time (January 1, 1890) held a total 
of 101,574,970 rupees. 

The sixty millions of Government securities, and the one hun- 
dred and one millions of coined silver and buillion just men- 
tioned, constituted in 1890 the reserve to secure the one hundred 
and sixty-ones millions of paper currency at that time issued, 
all of which is under the control of the comptroller of currency. 
This comptroller of currency also has control of the Government 
of India public money, which fact is mentioned in this connec- 
tion because, while it is stated that he can not and does not at 
any time deposit any portion of the coined silver (paper cur- 
rency reserved fund) in any of the banks either in Bombay, Cal- 
cutta, or elsewhere, yet he does at times make deposits in the 
banks of Bengal, Calcutta, and other cities from the government 
fund. 

Referring now to the circles of issue and the various provinces, 
we find that during the cropseasons the comptroller of currency 
has the total amount of the coined silver (paper currency) re- 
serve fund atsolutely at his disposal, and moves it from one point 
to another as he deems trade requirements necessary, for the 
sole purpose, it is stated, of redeeming currency notes when pre- 
sented for silver. These facts are particularly mentioned in or- 
der to call attention to a formidable financial power, which shall 
be again referred to before closing. 

Having given the status of Indian paper currency as it was in 
the beginning of 1890, we distinctly assert that admitting the 
action of the United States Congress in 1890 was made a cause 
for an uncalled-for rise in silver, the continued decline since that 
rise culminated is chiefly, if not entirely owing to the usage of 
silver in connection with Indian paper currency. It is not neces- 
sary to go back further than 1871 to 1890, therefore from 1871 to 
1890, a period of nineteen years, the total amountof India rupee 
paper currency issued by the Government amounted to, in round 
numbers, one hundred and sixty-one millions; but within seven- 
teen months after the passage of the 1890 act by the Congress of 
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the United States, this issue of Indian penevenen enna 
to two hundred and sixty-one millions. is most remarkable 
increase is claimed to be entirely owing to private speculation 
in silver; that large purchases were made in anticipation of a yet 
greater rise than the one which occurred, and that the purchas- 
ers at once converted their coin into paper currency. 

It is also claimed that this movement resulted in a redundancy 
of silver money and that the financial condition of India directly 
became abnormal, money being cheaper than ever before, butit 
is significant to note that the Government of India saw fit just at 
this time to pass an act increasing their issue of this paper eur- 
rency on Government of India securities from 60,000,000, where 
it had remained a number of years, to 80,000,000, thus making 
20,000,000 more silver paper currency (based on government se- 
curities) available. That amount isnot see ee but when it 
is reflected that the nominal purchases of amount to 30,- 
000,000 ounces. per annum or more, we have nearly 30 per cent, 
iaking the government valuation of the rupee at 2s. of one year’s 
purchases most conveniently supplied and at the disposal of what 
is asserted to have been a loaded market. It is very important 
to bear in mind this handy support of silver paper currency 
secured by government securities, 10,000,000 of it having been 
issued at an opportune moment during the height of the decline, 
which we are presumed to suppose a mere coincidence. 

During the past year, and while the decline. in silver was pro- 
gressing, India’s purchases of silver fell about 15,000,000 ounces 
below the usual quantity taken, owing it is said to the abundant 
supply which has been mentioned, but it is now admitted that 
there is no longer a surplus, silver is needed and the country has 
resumed its normal condition of wanting the white metal; but 
notwithstanding that every nerve shall be strained to keepfrom 
purchasing except at a price. 

There are two indisputable facts bearing on the silver market 
of 1891, and nearly to the sharp decline of 1892, which latter is 
entirely resultant: 

First. That in little if any more than twelve months’ time the 
Indian paper currency increased by over 60 per cent of what it 
had previously taken nineteen years to reach. 

Second. That during 1891 India fell short of her normal pur- 
chases of silver 15,000,009 ounces. 

There are two ways of summing the matter up, both of which 
tend to strengthen the real position of silver. It is proclaimed 
that the act of 1890 by the United States has failed in its intent 
because silver has declined, but it is now apparent. that in. spite 
of the enormous quantity of silver run into India either as a 
speculation or as.an offset to the action of tha United States in 

90, that country is now badly in need of silver, and although 
abstaining for atime from usual purchases, yet the supply of 
silver bullion in the commercial world has veen continually 
decreasing all the while. The writer, basing hisconclusions on 
the statistical position of silver at that time, predicted in this 
city that it would take two years for the real effects of the act 
of 1890 to become perceptible, and from the date of its passage 
no people are better aware that such is the case and more thor- 
oughly alarmed at its continuance in force than those who man- 
age the finance and commerce of India. We believe that it is 
now admitted that the available (commercial supply) of silver 
bullion is about 70 per cent less than two years ago. 

Accepting, therefore, as facts the statements made by Indian 
officials that all that has happened has been the result of mere 
speculation because of the action taken by the United States, 
who constitute the great worker of ae in theireyes, stand- 
ing convicted of a great mistake, and about which they are over- 
wrought with anxiety, namely, that the United States will lose 
all their gold if their buying of silver continues, we still find 
that the statistical position of silver is stronger than for several 
years, but one reserves to oneself the privilege of forming one’s 
own conclusions when told that English influence meekly allows 
the silver question in India to drag along its own way, for when 
that is said we are at the same time informed that while ‘India 
is now badly in need of silver she will not buy except at a price, 
and alow one.” Venturing the suggestion that per ounce 
would probably suit them if they had their way, and being taken 
seriously, the reply was, ‘‘ Oh, no, that would be too low,” but 
from what can be inferred 35d. or 37d. would be acceptable. 
These remarks are the result of personal investigation and in- 
terviews. 

In taking the other view of the matter, while the statements 
made respecting the speculative movement of silver may be 
granted true and honestly expressed, itis to be remembered that 
& vast deal more than is seen exists, and those who are convers- | 
ant with the state of alarm and anxiety manifested by certain 
circles in London after the action of the United States in 1890, 
and especially when it became apparent that the November elec- 
tions of that year had resulted in a sweeping victory for the ad- 
vocates of silver, can well appreciate that it requires no stretch 





of the imagination to perceive a desperate attempt to counteract | 


the United States and depreciate silver, in order, if possible, to 
discredit future 1] tion and perchance bring about the re- 
peal of what had n. place. 

This part of the question is difficult to handle, because official 
data can not be obtained, but British diplomacy, whether in 
state or financial affairs, allows-nothing that can be overcome by 
the use of any means whatsoever to stand in the way of success, 
No one can dispute this proposition, viz, that the Government 
of Great Britain holds to the single gold standard. It does not 
require special acuteness to-conclude that England’s influence is 
a to any action taken or movement seamen the parity of 
silver and gold, and that her influence has exerted and will con- 
tinue to exert itself to the utmost to throw discredit u yon and 
checkmate any attempt in that direction, and such is the spirit 
animating and pervading the Government offices. We now make 
the prediction that England will never join any bimetallic move- 
ment with honest intent until compelled, by a force of circum- 
stances beyond. her control, to do so; further that such a time 
has not yet arrived, and if she is represented in any movement 
now progressing, it will be merely for the purpose of soft-soap- 
ing and making a fool of it. 

In order to maintain her commercial sway over the world 
England’s opinion is that et must be kept the best money and 
her dues paid her init. Therefore to accomplish this. success- 
fully and thus:insure the continued supremacy of her merchant 
marine, it is her desire that all the other commercial nations. of 
Europe and the United States shall hold silver demonetized, and 
then with her control over India she will be able to hold such a 
price on silver as to. satisfy her trade requirements and prevent 
any future attempt at the establishment of a ratio between silver 
and gold save as she. may deem n . Itis needless to ex- 
patiate on the advantages England would derive from sucha 
state of affairs were she allowed for all time the peaceful posses- 
sion of India, a result hardly probable, but net to be regarded as 
a present danger. 

n treating of the present condition of silver and the causes 
operating respecting it, there is one fact all persons should con- 
stantly keep in view, viz, silver has not yet been rehabilitated 
and therefore it is not.on trial as money. Legislation favoring 
it as money is only partial; therefore as acommodity it has been 
and is subject to any speculative attack brought to bear upon it. 
This. statement being indisputable, upon turning to the com- 
mercial world we find that the Baring failure and the action 
taken to cover it, wise or unwise, has hung over the commercial 
world like a. nightshade, causing large gold exports from the 
United States, and yet that condition of things did not affect 
silver. The antisilver legislation. in Austria-Hungary had 
nothing to do with establishing the decline, and we revert: to 
the position that, had not India abstained from the silver mar- 
ket, backed by all that English influence could accomplish to- 
pote with encouragement from the monometaillists of tire 

JInited States principally influenced by the national banks, the 
fall in silver could not have taken place. 

Overproduction can not be taken into account, for acce 
the figures of Mr. E. O. Leech, the Director of the United tes 
Mint, for the world’s total production of silver during 1891 to 
be in round numbers 140,000,000 ounces, we on the other hand 
find that the United States requires.for coinage and other uses 
about 63,000,000. India’s normal requirements are acknowledged 
to be more than 30,000,000, while in eee ee are nearer fifty 
annually, absorbing some from China. uring the past five 
years England’s:coinage has absorbed over 5,000,000 ounces an- 
nually, and it is exceedingly fair to credit Great Britain with » 
consumption of 10,000,000 ounces annually, and then allowing 
the whole of Europe, including Russia, 20,000,000 ounces, which 
is ridiculously small, we have only 17,000,090 left for the rest of 
the world, including China,. with its 300,000,000 inhabitants. 

If correct in the position—which is that maintained by clever 
statisticians—respecting the decline in the available stock of 
silver bullion during the past two years, had a buying-pool been 
formed in January, 1892, and with a comparatively small capital, 
the price of silver could have easily been advanced to more than 
45 in London or 100 in New York, instead of the decline to 38 
and 85 respectively; in which event the temporary panic in the 
United States Congress might not have occurred over the free- 
coinage measure, and the condition of supply on the marketcer- 
tainly favors any operation for a rise at the present time. 

Respecting the present condition of thingsin India, the amount 
of paper in circulation has declined from two hundred and sixty- 
one millions to two hundred thirty-one millions since February, 
1892; that is, thirty millions of coined rupees have been drawn 
from the silver reserve by presenting paper money, a fact which 
is significant. Europeans have funny notions respecting the 
United States, and the English Indian financiers thought they 
had given silver the “‘ coup de grace” in connection with their 
New York allies when they sent it humming downwards in the 
face of the United States Congress. Well-informed men have 
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seriously asked if it was possible to introduce the free-coinage 
measure again in the Congress of the United States. 

We are told, and the information is. from an official source, 
that India needs: silver badly, but will only buy at a price. It 
is also stated that ‘‘under Indian financial management, which 
England never influences, it is impossible to affect silver from 
any speculative standpoint,” and that ‘ the silver reserve iskept 
serupulously intact,” and yet‘ India will only buy at.aprice.” 

The fact has been rhentioned that the ‘‘ comptroller,” who is 
also the ‘‘ head commissioner” under the ‘* Indian paper currency 
act,” has the coined silver-reserve absolutely under his control, 
to move from place to place, as he may deem necessary, as well 
asthe control of government, public, or revenue money, and that 
he (it is said) canonly make a certain use of thatcoined reserve. 
Now, it is indisputable that the whole British history of India 
from its inception is founded simply on the idea of making money, 
its origin being entirely financial. 

One would have to more than credulous to believe that 
financial matters in India are managed entirely from a disinter- 
ested standpoint, or ran.on a millenium basis. The British lion 
and the Indian lamb setting an example of honesty the whole 
world should pattern after. The fact of the matter appears to 
be that one-man power is vast and far-reaching in India, and al- 
ways has been when it leans in favor of England’s interests, and 
the more thatone sees, hears, thinks, and knows; somuch greater 
is the impression that Indian financial management constitutes 
a formidable machine, and one which has been used during the 
past seventeen months most effectually to depreciate silver: It 
may be, as is stated, that the coined silver reserve is scrupu- 
lously held intact, etc., but there are many ways of doing things, 
as for instance: 

The banks want money and the comptrollerconcludes to make 
adeposit. of government money on hand. He can not take it 
from the coined silver reserve represented by the paper cur- 
rency, but he can hand over the paper currency notes taken in 
from revenue, which upon presentation can be instantly con- 
verted into silver from that coined silver reserve. 

In the same manner the paper money issued, based on govern- 
ment securities, may at once be deposited in banks and silver at 
once obtained therefor from the coinreserve. We are informed 
that last February or March the Government of India issued 
(silver) paper money on government securities amounting to 
10,000,000 rupees. If has: been mentioned that during March 
30,600,000 of rupees in silver were drawn from the reserve by 
holders of currency notes, a matter of no smail significance. 

The present position of silver is a. very strong one from every 
legitimate standpoint, and its present value entirely too low. 
India wants silver, “‘ but: will only purchase-at a price,” which 
entirely dependsas to whether or not they can manage the matter. 
Ttwill not be long before the United States purchases, continuing 
in the even tenor of their way, will have an appreciable effect; 
at the same time. if there be any possible way to array. public 
opinion in the United States against silver, the monometallists 
in the United States may confidently count on Indian manipula- 
tion to help them diseredit silver. ‘The capacity cf India. to ab- 
sorb silver isgreater than ever before; during the past ten years 
India has absolutely absorbed 500,000,000 ounces of silver, which 
has utterly disappeared from view. 


The shell currency of the masses is being gradually dispensed | 


with, and they are learning the value of silver. Any talk of 
India’s adopting a gold standard is entirely visionary and not 
practical; all the gold has been and continues to be used as orna- 
ments. Indians of wealth are very fond of decorating tifeir wives, 
and to suppose that their jewelry would go into coin is amusing 
to: those who know anything about it. 

In finishing we make the prediction that with the United 
States support of silver continuing firm, India will b2 compelled 
in less than twelve months to become asteady buyer, much to 
British chagrin. They want silver, they will have it, and their 
paper money manipulations can not be continued beyond a cer- 
tain point. But this must not be overlooked, viz: India intends 
to pursue the policy at presentof an irregular buyer, for ulterior 

urposes, and the Snaiilleman now being made may enable them, 
in the desperate a of influencing the course of the United 
States, to withdraw from the market again during the coming 
summer or autumn, and that, too, knowing well their risk is a 
terrible one if they fail to accomplish their object. 
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ACT NO. XX OF 18582. 

Passed. by the governor-general. of. India in.council.. (Reeeived 
the assent of the governor-general on the 26th of October, 
1882.) 

An act to amend the law relating to the government paper cur- 

reney. 
Whereas. it is-expedient to amend the law relating to the gov- 
ernment paper currency, it is hereby enacted as follows: 


WI 


27. 


28. 


I.—Preliminary. 

1. This act may be:called the Indian paper currency act, 1882; 

It extends to the whole of British India; 

And it shall come into force on the passing thereof. 

2. (1) Act No. ILL of 1871(to.consolidate and amend the law re- 
lating to the government paper currency) is hereby repealed. 

(2) All appointments made, rules prescribed, notifieationspub- 
lished, authorities-conferred, securities purchaged, and notes is- 
sued under the said act, or any act thereby repealed, shall, if in 





force, undisposed of, or in circulation when this act. comes-into 
force, be deemed: to be respectively made, preseribed, published, 
| conferred, purchased, and issued under this act. And all refer- 
| ences: made to any portion of the Indiampaper currency act, 1871, 


| or any act thereby repealed, in actsor regulations passed before 


| this act comes into force, shall be deemcd to be made to the cor- 


| responding portion of this aet. 


Il.—The department of paper curreney. 
3. (1) There shall continue to be adepartment of the public 
service whose function shall! be the issue of promissory notes of 
| the Government of India, payable to bearer on demand, for such 
| sums, not being less. than 5 rupees, as the governor-general in 
| council from time to time directs. 
| (2) Such notes shall be called currency note< 

(3) The department shall be called the department of paper 
currency. 

4, Atthe head of the department there shall be an officer called 
the head commissioner of paper currency, and there shall be 
three other officers, called, respectively, the commissioner of 
pores currency for Madras, the commissioner of paper currency 
or Bombay, and the commissioner of paper currency for Ran- 
goon. 

5. The governor-general in council may from time to time, by 
order notified in the Gazette of India— 
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(a) Establish districts, to be called circles of issue, four. of 
which circles shall include the towns of Calcutta, Madras, Bom- 
bay, and Rangoon, respectively; 

fi Appoint in each circle some one town to be the place of 
issue of currency notes, as hereinafter provided; 

(c) Establish in each such town an office or offices of issue; 

td) Establish in any town situate in any circle an office, to be 
called a currency agency; and 

(e) Declare that, for the purposes of this act, any town (other 
than Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, or any town situate in British 
Burmah) in which an office of issue is established, shall be 
deemed to be situate within such presidency as is specified in 
the order. 

6. For each circle of issue, other than those which include the 
towns of Calcutta, Madras, Bombay, and Rangoon, there shall be 
an officer, called the deputy commissioner of paper currency, 
and for each currency agency an officer called the currency agent. 

7. For the purposes of this act, 

(a) Tne commissioners of paper currency for Madras, Bombay, 
and Rangoon, and the deputy commissioners of paper currenc 
in the presidency of Fort William in Bengal, shall be subordi- 
nate to the head commissionor of paper currency; and 

(b) The deputy commissioners of paper currency in the presi- 
dencies of Fort St. George and Bomba , and in the Province of 
British Burmah, shall be subordinate to the commissioners of 
paper currency for Madras, Bombay, and Rangoon, respectively. 

(c) The currency agent at any town shall be subordinate to the 
head commissioner, commissioner, or deputy commissioner, as 
the case may be, of paper currency for the circle of issue in which 
that town is situate. 

8. All officers under this act shall be appointed and may be 
suspended or removed by the governor-general in council. 


IlI.—Supply and issue of currency notes. 


9. (1) The head commissioner shall provide currency notes of 
the denominations prescribed under this act, and shall supply 
the commissioners and the currency agents subordinate to him, 
and the deputy commissioners, with such notes as they need for 
the pur s of this act. 

(2) The commissioners and deputy commissioners shall suppl 
the currency agents subordinate to them, respectively, wit 
such notes as those agents need for the purposes of this act. 

(3) — such note shall bear upon it the name of the town 
from which it is issued. 

10. (1) The name of the head commissioner, of one of the com- 
missioners, of a deputy commissioner, or of some other persons 
authorized by the head commissioner, or by one of the commis- 
sioners, to sign currency notes, shall be subscribed to every such 
note, and may be impressed thereon by ero am: 

(2) Names so impressed shall be taken to be valid signatures. 

11. The head commissioner, the commissioners, and the deputy 
commissioners shall, in their respective circles of issue, on the 
demand of any person, issue from the office or offices of issue es- 
tablished in their respective circles, currency notes of the de- 
nominations prescribed under this act, in exchange for the amount 
thereof— 

(a) In current silver coin of the Government of India; 

(b) In current silver coin made under the Portuguese conven- 
tion act, 1881; 

(c) In current silver coin made under the native coinage act, 
1876, as to which coin a declaration has bzen made under section 
3 of that act; or 

(d) In silver bullion or foreign silver coin, not being coin of 
the descriptions mentioned in clauses (6) and (c), at the rate of 
979 rupees per 180,000 grains of silver fit for coinage and of the 
standard fineness prescribed by the Indian coinage act, 1870: 

Provided, That in all places where there is no mint of the 
Government of India, any such head commissioner, commis- 
sioner, or deputy commissioner may refuse to issue notes in ex- 
change for the bullion or coin receivable under clause (d). 

12. Any currency agent to whom notes have been supplied 
under section 9 may, if he thinks fit, on the demand of any per- 
son, issue from his agency any such notes in exchange for the 
amount thereof in any coin specified in clause (a), clause (b), or 
clause (c) of section 11. 

13. The governor-general in council may, from time to time, 
by order notified in the Gazette of India, direct that currency 
notes, to an extent to be specified in the order, not exceedin 
one-fourth of the total amount of issues represented by coin on 

bullion as provided by this act, shall be issued at such offices of 
issue as are named in the order, in exchange for gold coin of full 
weight of the Government of India, or for foreign gold coin or 
gold bullion, at the rates, and according to the rules and condi- 
tions, fixed by that order. 

14, (1) The head commissioner, commissioners, and deputy com- 
missioners may require any bullion or foreign coin received under 





section 11, clause (d), or under section 13, to be melted and as- 


sayed. 

3} «ny loss of weight caused by such melting or assay shall be 
borne by the person tendering the bullion or coin. 

15. ay Every person tendering bullion or foreign coin under 
section 11, clause (d), or under section 13, and depositing it in 
any Office of issue, shall, after the expiration of time necessary 
for melting and assa; a the same, be entitled to receive for it 
a certificate signed by the person authorized to issue the notes 
aforesaid. 

{" The certificate shall— 
a) Acknowledge the receipt of the bullion or coin; 

(b) State the amount of notes issued under this act, or of such 
notes and cash, to which the holder is entitled in exchange for 
the bullion or coin; and 

(c) State the interval on the expiration of which, if the cer- 
tificate is presented to the office, the holder shall be entitled to 
receive that amount. 


IV.—Notes where legal tender and where payable. 


16. Within any of the said circles of issue a currency note is- 
sued from any town in that circle shall be a legal tender for the 
amount expressed in that note, in payment or un account of— 

(a) Any revenue or other claim, to the amount of 5 rupees and 
upwards, due to the Government of India; and 

(b) Any sum of 5 vepeee and upwards, due by the Government 
of India, or by any y corporate or person in British India: 

Provided, 'That no such note shall be deemed to be a legal ten- 
der by the Government of India at any office of issue. 

17. A currency note shall be payable only— 

(a) At the office or offices of issue of the town from which it 
has been issued, and 

(6) In the case of notes issued from any town not situate in 
British Burmah, also at the presidency town of the presidency 
within which that town is situate. 

18. For the purposes of sections 16 and 17, notes issued from 
any currency agency shall be deemed to have been issued from 
the town appointed under section 5 to be the place of issue in 
the circle of issue in which that agency is established. 


V.— Reserve. 


19. The whole amount of the coin and bullion received under 
this act, and under ActIII of 1871, for currency notes, shall be re- 
tained and secured as a reserve to pay those notes, with the ex- 
ception of such an amount, not exceeding 60,000,000 rupees, as 
the governor-general in council, with the consent of the secre- 
tary of state for India, from time to time fixes. 

20. The amountso fixed shall be published in the Gazette of 
India, and the whole or such part thereof as the governor-gen- 
eral in council from time to time fixes, shall be invested in se- 
curities of the Government of India. 

21. (1) The said coin, bullion, and securities shall be appropri- 
ated and set apart to provide for the satisfaction and discharge 
of the said notes; and the said notes shall be deemed to have been 
issued on the security of the said coin, bullion, and securities, as 
well as on the general credit of the Government of India: 

Provided, That any silver bullion or coin received under sec- 
tion 11, clause (d) may be sold or exchanged for silver coin of 
the Government of India, and that any gold coin or bullion re- 
ceived under section 13 may be sold or exchanged for silver coin 
or bullion, to be so appropriated and set apart instead of the coin 
or bullion sold or exchanged. 

(2) For the —— of this section, silver bullion and coin 
shall be rated at 98 rupees per 18,000 grains of standard fineness, 
and gold bullion and coin at the rates fixed by the governor- 
general in council under section 13, 

22. The securities purchased under section 20 shall be held by 
the head commissioner and the master of the mint at Calcutta, 
in trust for the secretary of state for India in council. 

23. (1) The head commissioner may, at any time when ordered 
soto do by the governor-general in council, sell and dispose of 
any portion of the above-mentioned investment. 

(2) For the purpose of effecting such sales, the master of the 
mint at Calcutta shall, on a request in writing from the head 
commissioner, at all times sign and indorse the securities, and 
the head commissioner, if so directed by the governor-general 
in council, may purchase securities of the Government of India 
to replace such sales. 

24. (1) The interest accruing due on the securities purchased 
and held under this act shall be entered in a separate account to 
be annually rendered by the head commissioner to the governor- 
general in council. 

_(2) The amount of the interest shall, from time to time, as it 
becomes due, be paid to the credit of the Government of India, 
under the head of ‘‘ profits of notes circulation.” 
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(3) An account showing the amount of the profits and of the 
charges and expenses incidental thereto, shall be made up and 
published annually in the Gazette of India. 


ViI.—Private bills payable to bearer on demand. 


25. No body corporate or person in British India shall draw, 
accept, make, or issue any bill of exchange, hund{i, promissory 
note, or engagement for the payment of money payable to bearer 
on demand, or borrow, owe, or take up any sum or sums of 
money on the bills, hundis, or notes payable to bearer on de- 
mand, of any such body corporate or of any such person: 

Provided, That checks or drafts payable to bearer on demand 
or otherwise, may be drawn on bankers, shroffs, or agents, by 
their customers or constituents, in =n of deposits of money 
in the hands of those bankers, shroffs, or agents and held by 
them at the credit and disposal of the persons drawing such 
checks or drafts. 

26. (1) Any body corporate or person committing any offense 
under section 25 shall, on conviction before a presidency magi- 
strate, or a magistrate of the first class, be punished with a fine 
equal to the amount of the bill, hund{, note, or engagement in 
respect whereof the offense is committed. 

(2) Every prosecution under this section shall be instituted by 
the head commissioner, commissioner, or deputy commissioner, 
as the case may be, of paper currency for the circle of issue in 
which the bill, hundi, note, or engagement is drawn, accepted, 
made, or issued. 

Vil.— Miscellaneous. 


27. An abstract of the accounts of the department of paper 
currency, showing— ° 

(a) The whole amount of currency notes in circulation; 

(b) The amount of coin and bullion reserved, distinguishing 
gold from silver; and : ; 

(c) The nominal value of, and the price paid for, the govern- 
ment securities held by the said department— 

Shall be made up monthly by the head commissioner, and pub- 
lished, as soon as may be, in the Gazette of India. 

28. (1) The governor-general in council may, from time to 
time, by notification in the Gazette of India— ; 

(a) Fix the amounts (not being less than 5 rupees) for which 
currency notes shall be issued; 

(6) Alter the limits of any of the circles of issue; 

(c) Declare the places at which currency notes shall be issued; 

(d) Fix the rates, rules, and conditions at and according to 
which gold may be taken in exchange for currency notes. 

(e) Fix the charge for melting and assaying bullion and foreign 
coin received for such notes; 

(f) Fix the interval on the expiration of which holders of cer- 
tificates under section 15 shall be entitled to receive such notes. 

(g) Regulate any matters relative to paper currency which are 
not provided for by this act; and 

th} Revoke or alter any notification previously published un- 
der this act. 

(2) Every notification under this section shall come into force 
on the day therein in that behalf mentioned, and shall have 
effect as if it were enacted in this act. 

(3) Provided that no notification under clause (d) of this sec- 
tion shall have e‘fect until six months have elapsed from the 
date of its appearance in the Gazette of India. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwould remark here that the legislation of 
India is English legislation; that the people of India have noth- 


out the English scheme of finances. 

Now, there are in England two parties. The most numerous 
party and the suffering party are in favor of bimetallism. The 
owners of real estate in England are suffering the same as they 
are here. Wages are declining there and on the Continent the 


same as they are here and more so, because they have an army | 


at hand there to keep them down. But England has the world 
at herfeet. She has a mortgage upon the energies of mankind 
in the shape of an enormous debt which she holds. The dearer 
she can make money and the cheaper she can make property 
the greater her commercial, her political, and her financial 
power will be. She dominates the world because she is the cen- 
ter of a bondholding fraternity, and the thousands of millions 
that are paid annually by labor to the bondholders are riveting 
the chains of slavery upon mankind. 

What I say here, after much reflection, is that the demoneti- 


zation of silver has done more to advance the cause of slavery | 


than all the efforts of the patriotic men to advance the cause of 
freedom has accomplished in fifty years. In other words, the 
crime of 1873 has done more for slavery than the abolition of 
African slavery has done for liberty. e contraction of the 
world’s money one-half after the world became in debt $100,000,- 
000,000, on the basis of the larger supply, means ultimate slaver 

of both whites arid blacks. It is aking tenant farmers. It 
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is ees dependent men. Itis crushing the energies of the 
people. 

Those who have read Sir Archibald Alison’s statement of the 
effect of the gold and silver from California and Australia in 
breaking the shackles of slavery and letting loose the energies 
of men and breathing new life into enterprise throughout the 
civilized world, can now realize the terrible effects of a counter 
movement to rob the world of its money after having secured the 
obligations, the payment of which by this new standard invented 
by the gold kings means ultimate slavery. It is coming. It is 
coming in Illinois, it is coming everywhere. 

It is admitted that the farmers have lost half their property 
by shrinkage in the value of their farms. It is admitted that 
armies have become necessary to keep down troubles with or- 
ganized labor, and this must be done in the name of law. I ask 
in the name of justice that the laws which have produced these 
results be repealed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if the Senator from Minnesota in 
charge of the bill will permit it to lie over until to-morrow, it 
will suit my convenience much better than to proceed with its 
coysideration this afternoon. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understand the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] is prepared to go on. 

Mr. HISCOCK. [should prefer not to speak to-day. Ifthe 
bill can lie over until to-morrow morning I shall be pleased. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ask consent of the Senator in charge 
of the bill to permit me to dispose of some morning business. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska for 
that purpose. 

REPORT ON IRRIGATION. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report with amendments a resolution, which I send 
to the desk. I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Repréentatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 20,000 additional copies of Executive Docu- 
ment No. 41, pe Bs Congress, first session, it being a report on irriga- 
tion and the cultivation of the soil thereby, with physical data, conditions, 
and progress within the United States for 1891, accompanied by maps, illus- 
trations, and papers, of which 7,000 shall be for use of the Senate and 13,000 
for use of the House of Representatives. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I send tothe desk the amendments pro- 
posed by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2 it is proposed to strike out “‘ 20,- 
090.” and insert ‘‘10,000;” in line 9, to strike out ‘‘7,000” and 
insert ‘* 3,000;” and in line 10, to strike out ‘‘ 13,000” and insert 
Tr ” 

i, ° 
The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF ELECTION BILL. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report without amendment the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed in pamphlet form 4,000 addl- 


The amendments will be 


ing to say aboutit. It is arranged for the purpose of carrying | tional copies of the act H. R. 11045, Fifty-first Congress, first session, being 


an act to amend and supplement the election laws of the United States, 
and to provide for the more efficient enforcement of such laws, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ask for the present consideration of 
the resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. : 

Mr. GORMAN. lIask the Senator from Nebraska whether 
the resolution covers the bill which wa; b2fore the Senate as 
reported by the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections? 

Mr. MANDERSON. This resolution simply provides for the 
printing of what is known as the elections bill. It was intro- 
duced by myself, at the request of the superintendent of the 
document room, who said he was receiving a very large number 
of demands for the bill and had none to distribute. This morn- 
ing the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] was particularly de- 
sirous of action upon the resolution, and therefore I asked for 
its consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would it not be wise to print the amend- 
ments of the Senate as well? I suppose the object of this is to 
acquire information respecting the action of the last Congress. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thatisit. It is the last print of the 
bill with the amendments which is desired. 

Mr. ALLISON. The last print with the amendments? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is it. 


Bie SS gtatla, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the resolution. 
“he resolution was agreed to. 


REPORT ON NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. MANDERSON. lam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back a resolution introduced by the Senator from 
‘Seen [Mr. MORGAN] in reference to reprinting a document. 
I ask that the resolution may be considered. I have an amend- 
ment to propose to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of Miscellaneous Document No. 97 (Fifty-sec- 
ond a, first session), being the letter of ot te of War and the 
report of Maj. C. F. Dutton on the Nicaraguan , be ted, of which 
6,000 copies shall be for the use of the House and 4,000 for use of the Sen- 
ate. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to strike out “ten thousand,” 
where it first occurs, and insert “six thousand.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What does the resolution cover? I cohld 
not hear the reading of it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. it refers to a letter of the Secretary of 
War transmitting acopy of the report of Maj. Dutton, of the Ord- 
nance Department, on the Nicaraguan Canal. I see thatthe cost 
of printing 10,000 copies of thisdocument will be $128, It seems 
to ™ particularly desired by the members of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and therefore the Committee on Printing has 
directed me to report the resolution. 

I now move to strike out the last three lines of the resolution, 
so that the distribution of the 6,000 copies will be by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the last three 
lines of the resolution, which read as follows: 

Of which 6 000 copies shall be for the use. of the House.and 4,000 for the use 
of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘** options” and ‘‘fu- 
tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such persons engaged in selling certain products to obtain li- 
cense, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GEORGE. At the suggestion of a brother Senator who 
knows Jmore about jparliamentary law than I do, I at this time 
offer an amendment to the antioption bill, which is offered on 
my own behalf and on behalf of my colleagues on the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and 
the Senator from Alabama[Mr. PuGH]. I ask that the amend- 
ment be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
submits an amendment intended to be pro d by him to the 
bill now under consideration, and asks that it ma rinted in 
the RECORD, and also as an amendment to the bill. there be 
no objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 


That for the purposes of this act the word “‘ options "’ shall be understood 
to mean any contract or agreement whereby a party thereto, or any party 
for whom or in whose behalf such contract or agreement is made, acquires 
the right or privilege, but is not thereby obligated to deliver to another or 
others, at a future time or within a designated period, any of-the articles 
mentioned in section 3 of this act. 

Src. 2. That for the purposes of this act the word “futures” ‘shall be un- 
derstood to mean any contract or agreement whereby a party contracts or 
agrees to sell and deliver to another or others at a future time, or within a 
designated period, any of the articles mentioned in section 8 of this act, 
when at the time of making such contract or agreement the party so con- 
tracting or agreeing to sell and make such delivery, or the party for whom 
he acts as agent, broker, or employé in making such contract or agreement, 
is not the owner of the article or articles so contracted or agreed to be so!d 
and delivered, or has not therefore iegally acquired, and is not then entitled 
to, the right to the future possession of such article or.articles under and by 
virtue of a contract or agreement for the sale and future delivery thereof 
previously made by the owner thereof: Provided, , ‘Thatno provision 
or requirement of this act shall apply to any contrast or agreement for the 
fyture delivery of any of said articles made for and in behalf of the United 
States, or of any State, Territory, county, or municipality, with the duly 
authorized officers or agents thereof, nor to any contract or agreement 
made by any farmer or we? for the sale and delivery at a future time, or 
within a designated period, of any of said articles belonging to said farmer 
or planter at the time of making such contract or agreement, and which have 
been grown or produced or at said time are in actual course of growth or 
production, on land owned or occupied by such farmer or planter; nor to 
any agreement to pay or deliver a part of the product of land as compensa- 
tion for its use or as compensation for work or labor Gone or to be done 
on the same; nor to any contract or agreement made with any farmer or 
planter to furnish and deliver to such farmer or planterat a future time, or 
Within a designated period, any of said articles which are required as food, 
forage, or seed by such farmer or planter, his tenants or employés, nor to 
any agreement made with a manufacturer to deliver to him at a future time 
raw material of the particular kind, grade, and quality required to be used 


in his business, if such agreement be not made in any merchants’ exchange, 
board, or other association, nor be subject to the rules and r tions 
thereof, and shall be for a bona fide delivery of such raw ma al of the 
kind, grade, and quality named in said agreement: And provided Jurther, 
That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit the bona fide assign- 
ment by indorsement on the same of any contract for future delivery herein 
permitted to be made, nor to any contract or esment made with any re- 
tail dealer to furnish and deliver to such retail dealer at a future time, or 
within a designated period, any of said articles for use in his trade or busi- 
ness as such retail dealer, nor to any contract or agreement made with any 
wee to furnish and deliver to such person at a future time, or within a 

esignated period, any of such articles which are purchased for the consump- 
tion of such person, his family, guests, servants, or employés, or of any do- 
mestic animal or animals belonging to such person. 

Src. 3. That the articles to which the foregoing sections relate are raw or 
unmanufactured cotton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, wheat flour, 
pork, lard, and beacon. 

Sec. 4. That ‘options ’’ and “futures,’’as hereinbefore defined, are hereby 
declared to be obstructions to and restraints upon commerce among the 
States and with foreign nations, and to beillegal and void; and if any per- 
son shall be a party, either as buyer or seller, to any contract or agreement 
hereinbefore defined as *‘ options’’ or ‘‘ futures ’’ he shall be deemed guilty ofa 
misdemeanor, and on conviction therefor in either the proper district or cir- 
cuit courtofthe United Statesshall be fined for every such offensein asum not 
less than the wholesum paid or to be paid or received or agreed to be re- 
ceived on any such contract, if the sum shall amount to as much as $1,000; 
but if the said sum shall not amount to $1,000 then he shall be fined $1,000 and 
in addition thereto shall be imprisoned for a period not less than one year 
nor more than five years; and distinct contract shall constitute a 
separate offense of the seller andalso of the buyer. 

Sxo. 5. That =~, merchant or other exchange, board, or other association 
in or through ch “options” or “futures” or both shall be made, encour- 

ed, settled, regulated, or adjusted are hereby declared to be unlawful com- 
tions to obstruct commerce among the States and with foreign nations. 
And if it shall appear that any such board, association, or exchange has en- 
couraged, regulated, ‘edduased, or promoted any such contract or settlement 
the said board, association, or shall be subject to praneetsngs to 
be instituted in the circuit court of the United States by bill in equity, b 
which such action of such association or exchange, or by member thereof, 
shall be enjoined. Such proceedings shall be commenced the proper dis- 
trict attorney of the United States or the Attorney-General whenever there 
shall be reasonable ground to suspect that any such board, association, or 
e& has violated this section. Such pr may also be instituted 
and tained by a —- rson or persons, on leave of the court first 
had and obtained; t shall the duty of the court to grant such leave 
upon proof made by affidavit that there is reasonable ground to believe that 
any such board, association, or exchange has violated this section. In cases 
of such suits by a vate or — the proceedings shall be in the 
name of the Uni States on the relation of such private party or parties. 
In case such proceedings are successful the court shall adjudge to the re- 
lator or relators full costs.and also full attorney's fees for prosecuting such 
suit, together with reasonable com: on for his or their time spent and 
ex, incurred in and about said suit. 
xo. 6. That any person who shall, in the United States, by letter or tele- 
gram or other communication sent from the United States to any foreign 
country, or by an agent, resident in a foreign country, enter into any con- 
Ocner unt abtiangr anata: uraging gr fe mnatetnay al seach: Comsracs Sar very omens 

} act enco em: of such contrac any 
country, or 1,in the United tes, perform any such contract or pay ahy 
damages for nonperformance, or do any act in performance of such con- 
tract or in part satisfaction of such damage, shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
deameanor and be triable and punishable as provided for in section 4 of this 
act. 

Sc. 7. That any contract herein defined as ‘‘ options” or ‘“ futures,’’ when 
made outside the-jurisdiction of the United States,shall be held utterly null 
and void when attempted to be enforced in any court of the United States. 

Sxc. 8. That when any money or other valuable thing has been paid or 
de’ivered on any contract herein prohibited, or in satis on of any dam- 
ages or any part of the es Claimed from a breach of any such contract, 
the title tosuch money or other valuable thing shall be held as not em | 
been ~— by such delivery or payment, and the same may be recovere 
pe the proper ane eae pe ye —— at the — of 

par — elivery or payment, or S legal representatives 
if he be end, and shall be subject to creditors as his other pro: : and 
there shall be no defense against an cnadines saan by a creditor to sub 
ject money or property to his debt out of any transaction be- 
tween the parties tosuch payment or delivery, except the actual and bona 
fide return of the money paid or thing delivered before such proceeding had 
been commenced. 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act toencourage and promote com- 
—— —— the States and with foreign nations, and to remove obstruc- 

ons thereto.” 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was about to suggest to the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] who has charge of 
this bill that a number of amendments have been offered to the 
bill this afternoon, which will be printed and placed before us 
to-morrow. 

I simply want to say to him that there will be no dilatory 
action in regard to this matter, that we are all equally anxious 
to come to a vote upon it; and if it suits his views, I willask that 
the consideration of the bill be over until to-morrow, 
when I can take the fleor. It is about 4.0’clock now, and I could 
not possibly finish the discussion this afternoon. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Of course I wish toproceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill as rapidly as possible. It was held upa 
long time in the Judiciary Committee, and the session is near 
its close. I want as little time lostas possible. Of course I de- 
sire everybody who wishes to have an opportunity of expressing 
his opinions to speak on this bill, but it my duty to press 
it forward as fast as possible. I therefore suggest, if noone is 
ready to go on this ev , that my amendments which are in 


the reprinted bill be considered. 

Mr. GHORGE. This afternoon? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Immediately. I do not think there is 
anybody who will object to any of the amendments, and I think 
we are prepared to consider them. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I think the 
understanding was, upon the motion of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], that the amendments were to be printed to- 
gether with the amended bill itself. 

Mr. WASHBURN. They have already been printed. - 

Mr. PADDOCK. Have they been printed as apart of the bill, 
and inserted where they belong? 

Mr. WASHBURN. They have already been so printed. 

Mr. PADDOOK. I did not know that. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The reprint of the bill shows them all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Are the amendments printed in the body 
of the bill? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COKE. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will be al- 
lowed to goon with his amendments and perfect his bill as far 
as he can. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to suggest, in view of the fact that a 
great many amendments have been offered and incorporated in 
the bill, that the amendment I offered is not intended to be 
printed in that way. It isa substitute for the bill, and is to be 
printed separately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN. lIask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the amendments in the reprint of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in Committee 
of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. VEST. As Lunderstand the arrangementnow,we proceed 
to the consideration of the amendments offered by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], and I shall take the floor to- 
morrow when the bill comes up for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
will indicate what amendments he proposes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. J move the amendments in the reprint 
of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. I donot understand that this motion precludes 
other amendments. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Notatall. I propose that we go on and 
consider the amendments which are in the reprint of the bill, 
and leave those which are offered to-day to be considered to- 
morrow and printed in the RECORD. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
first amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN]. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, on page 3, line 31, after the 
word ‘‘employés,” it is proposed to strike out the “period” and 
insert a ‘‘comma,” and then to insert the following words: 

Nor to any contract or agreement made with any retail dealer to furnish 
and deliver to such retail dealer at a future time, or within a designated 
period, any of said articles for use im his trade or businéss as such retail 
dealer, nor to any contract or agreement made with any n 
and deliver to such person at a future time, or within a designa’ od, 
any of such articles which are purchased for the consumption of te 
son, his family, guests, servants, or employés, or of any domestic ani or 
animals belonging to such person. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment 8f the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not wish to oppose the amendment at all; 
indeed I think the amendment is very proper, and I desire that 
the Senator from Minnesota shall amend the bill just.as-he pro- 

ses to amend it; but I merely rise at this time to say that be- 
fore the bill is finally concluded I shall want to enlarge the 
scope of that amendment by including wholesale dealers as well 
as retail dealers. 

Mr. GRAY. Does that include an amendment suggested by:| 
the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PLATT. No; I said I should want, before the bill was 
finally disposed of, to enlarge the amendment by including 
wholesale dealers as well as retail dealers, 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the effect of this motion is sim- 
ply to allow the Senator from Minnesota the power to perfect 
the bill as he thinks it ought to be perfected, and that the adop- 
tion of his amendments will not cut off our right to offer any 
amendments hereafter which we may think proper. That is my | 
understanding. 

Mr. WASHBURN. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] will be reported. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, after the word 
barley,” to strike out ‘‘ grass seeds, flaxseed;” in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ lard,” to insert ‘‘and;” and in line 4, after the | 
word ‘‘ bacon,” tostrike out “‘ and other edible product of-swine;” 
s0.as to make the section read: 

SEc. 3. ‘That the articles to which the foregoing sections relate are raw or 


ere cotton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, pork, lard,and | 
acon. ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 4, line 7, after the word | 





‘‘tard,” to insert ‘“‘or;’ and in the same line, after the word 
‘*bacon,” to strike out ‘or other edible product of swine;” so as 
to read: 

Sec. 4. That special taxes are imposed as follows: Every dealer in “‘op- 
tions" or “ futures” as hereinbefore defined in this act shall pay annually 
the sum of $1,000 asa license fee for conducting such business, and shall also 
pay the further sum of 5 cents per potind for each and every pound of raw 
or unmanufactured cotton, hops, pork, lard, or bacon, and the sum of 20 
cents per bushel for each and every bushel of any of the other articles men- 
tioned in section 8 of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 4, line 25, after 
the word ‘‘such,” to strike out ‘‘futures ” and insert ‘‘ options;” 
so as to read: 

Fivery person, association, copartnership, or corporation whoshall in their 
own behalt, or as agent, broker, or employé of another or others, deal in 
“options” or make any “options” contract or agreement as hereinbefore 
defined, or make any transfer or assignment of any such “options ’ contract 
or agreement, shall be deemed a dealer in ‘‘ options.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 39, after the word 
‘“‘and,” to strike out “‘unpain” and insert “unpaid;” so as to 
make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That so long as any tax provided in this act shall re- 
main dué and unpaid, the person, association, copartnership, or corporation 
from which such tax shall be due shall not, during the time such tax remains 
due and unpaid; conduct or transact the business of a dealer in ‘ options,”’ 
or conduct or transact the business of a dealer in ‘‘futures,’’ and every per- 
son, assocjation, copartnership, or corporation making, transferring, or as- 
signing ahy such “‘ options ” or “futures,” contract or agreement, while any 
tax herein provided shall remain due from such party, shall be subject to 
the fines and penalties hereinafter provided. 

Mr. WASHBURN. That. is merely a typographical error. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, after the word 
“foregoing,” to strike out ‘‘sections” and insert ‘‘ section;” so 
as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 6. That it shall be the duty of the collector of internal revenue to 
keep in his office a book in which shall be registered.a copy of each andevery 
application made to him under the foregoing section, and a statement in 
conné¢ttion therewith as to whether a certificate has been issued thereon. 
and for what , Which book or register shall be a public record and be 
subject. to the ction of any and all persons. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, linc 2, to strike out the 
word ‘‘as” where it is duplicated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, line 28, after the word 
lard,” to insert ‘“‘or;” and in the same line, after the word 
*bacop,” to strike out ‘“‘ or other edible product of swine;” so as 
to read: 

The amount of tax as specified in section 4 of this act, of 5 eents per pound 
on each and every pound of cotton, hops, and of pork, lard, or bacon, of 20 
cents per bushel on each and every bu lof any of the other articles men- 
tioned in Section 3 of this act which are the subject of, embraced in, or cov- 
ered by such contracts or eements, or any of them, for which sums such 
collector shall give his receipts to the party so paying. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 2, after the word 
‘*corporation,” to insert ‘‘ exceptas hereinbefore provided in sec- 
tion 2;” in line 16, after the word ‘‘ agreement,” to strike out 
‘for any transfer or assignment of any such contract or agree- 
ment;” inline 24,on page 14, afterthe word ‘‘ making,” to strike 
out “transferring, or assigning; in line 25, before the word 
“such,” to strike out “ transferring and assigning; ” in line 30, 
before the word “‘contracts,” to strike out ‘* transfer, and as- 
sign;” in line 38, after the word ‘‘ make,” to strike out ‘‘ trans- 
fer, or assign;” in line 41, after the word “making,” to strike 
out ‘transferring, and assigning;” in line 51, on page 15, after 
the word “made,” to strike out ‘transferred, or assigned;” in 
line 54, after the word “‘made,” tostrike out ‘and in case of the 
transfer or assignment of contracts or agreements for sale and 
future delivery of any of said articles previously made by the 
owner thereof, or made by.a party who has theretofore acquired 
by purchase and at the time of making such transfer or assign- 


| ment is entitled to the right ofthe future pessession of such arti- 


cle or articles under and by virtue of a contract or agreement 
for the sale and future delivery thereof, previously made by the 
owner thereof, the names and places of business or residence of 
transferer and transferee or of the assigner and assignee;” in 
line 67, before the word ‘* Tuesday,” to insert “‘ the first:” in the 
same line, after the word “ every,” tostrikeont “* week” and in- 
sert ‘‘month;” in line 69, before the word “report,” strike out 
**weekly ” and insert “ monthly;” in line 70, at the top of page 
16, after the word ‘‘ agreements,” to strike out ‘‘ or transfers or 


‘assignments thereof;” and in line 72, before the words “‘ which 


report,” tostrike out “previous week” and insert ‘preceding 
month;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 12. That every person, association, copartnership, or corporation, ex- 
cept.as hereinbefore provided in section 2, who shall make any contract or 
agreement for the sale of any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this 
act and requiring thedelivery of sucharticle subsequent to the date on which 
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such contract or agreement is made, and who, at the time of making thereof, 
is the owner and entitled to the possession of the article or articles which 
are the subject of, embraced in, or covered by such contract or ment, 
or has theretofore acquired by purchase, and, at the time of making such 
contract or agreement, is entitled to the right to the future possession of 
such article or articles under and by virtue of a contract or agreement for 
the sale and future delivery thereof previously made by the owner thereof, 
shall, before making any such contract oragreement, apply in writing tothe 
collector of internal revenue for the district in which such person, associa- 
tion, copartnership, or corporation shall reside or have a place of business, 
setting forth the same facts as mentioned and required in the application 
referred to and provided for in section 5 of this act, and shall thereupon pay 
to such collector the sum of #2 as a license fee for making, or for conducting 
the business of making, such contracts or agreements, and thereupon the 
collector shall issue to such applicant a certificate, in such form as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe, that such applicant is author- 
ized, for the period of one year from the date of such certificate, to make 
contracts or agreements for the sale and subsequent delivery of any of the 
articles mentioned in section 3 of this act,’of which such licensee at the time 
of making any such contract or agreement is the owner, or is then entitled 
to the future possession of under and by virtue of a contract or agreement 
for the sale and future delivery of such article or articles previously made 
by the owner thereof. And any person, association, copartnership, or cor- 
poration who shall make any such contract or — without having 
paid the license fee herein required and without having a certificate from 
the collector of internal revenue authorizing the making of such contracts 
and agreements, shall be subject to, and be required to pay, a fine of not less 
than $1,000 nor more than $5,000. 

Such certificate may be renewed neuer on compliance with the provi- 
sions of thissection. And such licensee shall keep a book in which shall be en- 
tered the date of, the names and places of residence or business of the parties 
to, the kind and amount of the articles the subject of, embraced in or cov- 
ered by any contracts or agreements for sale and future delivery which may 
be made’ by such licensee under authority of the certificate provided for in 
this section, and the time at which delivery thereof is to be made; which 
book shall at all times be subject to inspection by the collector or deputy 
collector of internal revenue, or by any duly authorized agent of the In- 
ternal Revenue Department. Such licensee shall also make on the first 
Tuesday of each and every month to the collector of internal revenue by 
whom the certificate herein provided for may have been issued, a monthly 
report of all such contracts or agreements that shall have been made by 
such licensee during the a month, which report shall contain all 
the facts and items hereinbefore required to be entered in the book to be 
kept by such licensee; and such report shall be entered by said collector in 
a book to be oy by him in his office for that purpose. And any such 
licensee who shall fail or refuse to keep the book and enter therein the facts 
and items as by this section required, or shall fail or refuse to submit such 
book to the inspection of the collector, deputy collector, or duly authorized 
agent of the Internal Revenue Department, or who shall fail or refuse to 
make report to the collector of internal revenue as by this section required, 
shall for each and every such failure or refusal be required to pay to such 
collector a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $5,000. And it shall bo 
the duty of the collector of internal revenue to keep in his office a book in 
which shall be registered a copy of each and every application made to him 
under this section, and a statement in connection therewith as to whether a 
certificate has been issued and for what period, which book or register shall 
be a public record and be subject to the inspection of any and all persons. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 13, line 3, after the word 
‘‘made,” to strike out “ transferred, or assigned;” in line 4, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ thereof,” to strike out ‘‘ transfer, or assignment;” 
in line 13, after the word ‘‘ vendor,” to strike out ‘‘or who shall 
have made a transfer or an assignment of such contract or agree- 
ment as transferer or assignor;” in line 24, after the word 
‘*vendor,” to strike out ‘‘or who shall have made a transfer or 
an assignment of any such contract or agreement as transferer 
or assignor;” in line 27, at the top of page 18, before the word 
‘‘ transferers,” to strike out ‘‘ vendors” and “ vendor’s;” and in 
line 34, before the word “ such,” to strike out ‘‘ transferring, or 
assigning; ” so as to read: ; 

Src. 13. Whenever any contract or agreement for the sale and future de- 
livery of any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act shall be made, 
and the making thereof shall not be reported tothe collector of internal reve- 
nue, either as required by section 9 or as required by section 12 of this act, 
or if it shall have been reported to the said collector as a contract or agree- 
ment of the nature and character mentioned in and authorized to be made 
under a certificate issued pursuant to the provisions of section 12 of this act, 
and it shall come to the knowledge of such collector, or he shall have reason- 
able cause to believe that the party by whom such contract or eement 
was made as vendor was not, at the time of the making thereof, the owner 
of the article or articles which were the subject of, embraced in, or covered 
by such contract or agreement, and had not then uired, and was not then 
entit!ed to, the right to the future possession of such article or articles un- 
der and by virtue of aconcract or agreement for the sale and future delivery 
thereof previously made by the owner of such article or articles, it shall be 
the duty of such collector to require the party whoshall have made such con- 
tract or agreement as vendor, to forthwith furnish to such collector proof of 
such vendor's transferers, or assignors ownership, or right or title to the 
future possession, of the article or articles so embraced in or covered by such 
contract or agreement, and said party shall thereupon make, and file with 
such collector, an affidavit stating by whom the said article or articles were 
owned at the time said contract or agreement was made, and, if afflant was 
not at that time such owner, whether at the time of making such contractor 
agreement afflant was entitled to the right to the future possession of said 
article or articles, and how such right was acquired. 


The améndment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the Secretary will go back a moment 
to the top of page 18, line 27, I move to strike out “ transferers 
or assignors.” 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 18, section 13, line 27, it is pro- 
a - strike out the words ‘‘ tranferers, or assignors;” so as 

© read: 


oe forthwith furnish to such collector proof of such vendor’s ownership, 
etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. ’° The other amendments pro- 
posed by the Senator from Minnesota found in the bill will be 
stated in their order. 

The next amendment was, in section 13, line 62, after the word 
‘*made,” to strike out ‘‘ transferred, or assigned;” in line 71, 
after the word ‘‘ made,” to strike out “ transferred, or assigned; ” 
in line 72, after the word ‘‘ making,” to strike out ‘‘ transferring, 
or assigning;” and in line 78, after the word “futures,” to strike 
out: 

And said pariy shall be further subject to fine and imprisonmeht as pro- 
vided’ by section 10 of this act, 

So as to read. 

And in case said party shall fail or refuse to make and file with the collec- 
tor the said affidavit when so required, or shall fail or refuse to exhibit the 
said warehouse or elevator receipt or said bill of lading, when so demanded, 
such failure or refusal shall constitute and be deemed and held to be prima 
Jacie evidence that the contract or agreement so made by said party was 
a “futures ’’ contract or agreement as described and defined in section 
2of this act, and said party shall thereupon become liable and be required 
to pay to said collector upon the article or articles which are the subject of, 
embraced in, or cove by such contract or agreement, the amount or 
amounts of special taxes imposed and required by section 4 of this act to be 
paid for and upon an article or articles of the same kind when sold under 
any ‘futures’ contract or agreement; and if when such contract was made 
the party making the same was not authorized, by a certificate issued to 
him under the provisions of section 5 of this act, to make “ futures”’ con- 
tracts or agresments, then said party shall also become liable and be re- 
quired to pay the further sum of $1,000 prescribed by said section 5of this act 
as a license fee for conducting the business of dealer in ‘‘ futures.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert the following as a new sec- 
tion: 

Sxc. 16. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after the Ist 
day of September of the year 1892, A. D. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in Committee 
of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand now that the bill as amended irs 
exactly the same as is contained in the reprint here, with the 
Senator’s amendments included. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does it not include all the amendments pro- 
posed originall My the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. WASHBU N. Yes; but not the new amendments which 
I offered to-day, 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill as it now stands includes all the 
amendments which the Senator submitted prior to to-day? 

Mr.WASHBURN. Yes, all the amendments heretofore sub- 
mitted by me. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to suggest to the Senator that having 
this reprint which was ordered to-day, with the other amend- 
ments incorporated, it would be proper to have the amendments 
which have been adopted to-day printed in the ordinary type, 
and the amendments which are to be acted on hereafter printed 
in italics. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I suggest that we have a reprint with 
those amendments which have been adopted, and then that the 
amendments which are submitted, which have not yet been 
adopted, be printed separately in the RECORD. he 

Mr. MITCHELL. TheSenator desires to have those adopted 
printed in italics ia the bill? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest that 
upon motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN| the bill 
and all the amendments, including those offered to-day, were 
ordered to be printed not only in the RECORD but separately. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 3, to 
strike out—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator will yield for a moment, 
and let us have the question of reprinting understood, he can 
then offer his amendment. j 

Mr. COKE. Veryewell. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent that there be a 
en of the bill, with the amendments which have been adopted 
to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. ThenI think some direction should be given 
to the Secretary as to the method of reprinting all the amend- 
ments which have been offered to-day. Tendbectoed the Senator 
from Ohio to ask that they should be printed in the body of tha 
bill. 

Mr. WHITE. I was going to suggest, if the Senator will al- 
low me, that the order of this morning was that the amendments 
offered be printed in the body of the bill. That will make the 
body of the bill the most incongruous thing which ever existed, 
because the amendments are white, black, green, and yellow; 
and if they are printed in the body of the bill the bill will not 
make sense. [f that course is followed we shall not be able, 
intelligently, to consider it. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatwasthesuggestion I was about to make, 
that to reprint these amendments in the body ofthe bill would 
make them very incongruous. I suggest that all the amend- 
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ments agree to to-day be printed in the body of the bill in 
italics, that all the amendments which have been offered to the 
bill to-day, and all amendments thus far offered and not agreed 


to, be printed at the end of the bill. I think that will accom- | 


plish the object which the Senator from Minnesota has in view. 

Mr. WASHBURN. That will cover the case exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the amendments could be printed in the 
order of their being offered they could be taken up in that way, 
when we come to consider the bill, or they might be printed in 
the order in which they come in the bill. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I should like toinquire of the Senator if | 


the amendments printed to-day are to be printed in italics? I 
understood they were to be printed in ordinary type. 
Mr. WASBURN. No, in ordinary type. 


Mr. ALLISON. In italics; the original text of the bill must | 


be preserved asthe bill came from the House. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Theamendments adopted will be printed | 


in italics. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I understand that the amendments offered | 


and not acted pee are to be printed at the end of the bill. 
Mr. ALLISON. At the end of the bill, and in ordinary type. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairunderstands that the 


bill as it came from the House is to be reprinted, having in italics | 


the amendments this day adopted; and that following that text 
are to be the amendments which have been offered to-day in the 
order of their place in the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Following the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Except the amendmentI have offered, being 
a substitute for the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Except the substitute of the 
Senator from Mississippi, which will be printed separately. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may as well be printed with the rest. 

Mr. GEORGE. Printed with the other amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the close of the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no objection to having my amendment 
printed in that way. 


Mr. KENNA. Are there any pending amendments except | 


those offered to-day? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are no pending amend- 
ments. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator withdraw that motion 
for a moment? 

Mr. MANDERSON, I withdraw it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I gave notice of an amendment to come in at 
the end of this bill pepe to repeal the tax of 10 per cent 
upon the State banks. I ask that it e printed with the bill. I 
have not formally offered it, but only gave notice of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia re- 
quests that an amendment intended to be proposed by him may 
be printed with the bill. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be so ordered. 


Add as a new section the following: 
**SEc. 17. All acts and parts of acts imposing any tax oa the circulation 
of State banks are hereby repealed.” 


Mr. WASHBURN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- | 


a it be to meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock a. m. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved by the Senator from 
Minnesota that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be until 11 
o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope that willnot bedone. There are some 
very important committee meetings which Senators must attend 
to-morrow. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. | 
The question is on the motion made by the Senator from Minne- | 


sota. 

Mr. WASHBURN. On the statement of the Senator from 
New York that there are important committee meetings to be 
held to-morrow, I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 


SATURDAY BANK HALF-HOLIDAY. 


Mr. WHITE. [ask unanimous consent to call up at this time 
Senate bill 3718. Itis a District of Columbia bill about holidays, 
I will state, so that Senators may be informed in regard to it. It 
was up yesterday, and an objection was made to it on account of 
the terms of the bill. The Senator from West Virginia {Mr. 
FAULKNER] has agreed to an amendment which removes the 


objection I had to it, and leaves the bill, I think, entirely with- | 


out objection. I should like to have it acted on. 


By unanimous consent, the Sénate, as in Committee of the_ 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3418) making Saturday 
a half-holiday where banks and bankers so elect. : 

Mr. WHITE. Isend up certain amendments which I desire 
to have reported. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theam>2ndmentssubmitted by 
| the Senator from Louisiana will b> read. 
| THe Corer CLERK. In line 12, after the word ‘‘ Sunday,” it 
proposed to insert ‘‘ without reference to whether any of said 
banks or trust companies do or do not close es aforesaid;” so as 
to read: 


That it shall be lawful for trust companies, banks, and bankers in the cit 
of Washington to close their doors for business at 12 o'clock noon on each 
and every Saturday in the year. and every Saturday in the year after 12 
o‘clock noen shall be a legal half holiday so far as regards the presenting 
for the payment or acceptance and the protesting and giving notice of the 
dishonor of bills of exchange, bank checks, drafts, promissory not«s, and 
other hegotiable paper, and for these purposes shall be treated and consid- 
ered as the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday, without refer- 
ence to whether any of said banks or trust companies do or do not close as 
aforesaid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I offer a second amendment which I send to the 
| desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment offered by the 
Senator from Louisiana will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 36, after the word ‘‘ day,” it is 
proposed to strike out all down to and including the word “‘ day” 
in line 39, as follows: 

And provided further, That in construing this section every half-holilay 
Saturday shall, until 12 o'clock noon, be deemed a secular business day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senat> as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘ A bill making Saturday a half-holiday for banking and 
trust company purposes in the District of Columbia.” 


CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS ON THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. CULLOM. [ask leave to call up House bill 4827. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There are about twenty-five House bilis on 
| the Calendar to which there is no objection, and I insist that the 
| Senator shall ask unanimous consent to take up unobected House 
bills and pass them all. We can do it in thirty minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not troubled the Senate very much 
with requests of this nature. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are quite a number of unobjected 
Hous: bills which may be passed in thirty minutes, 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator objects, I will withdraw my 
request. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I now ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected House bills on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope that motion will prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
{Mr. WASHBURN] asks unanimons consent that the Senate do 
now proceed to the consideration of House bills on the Calendar 
unobjected to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Under Rule VIII. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule VIII. The Chair 
hears no objection, and that will be the order. The Secretary 
will report the first House bill on the Calendar, subject to objec- 
tion. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR BARBOUR. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask leave simply to make a statement. A 
| few days ago I gave notice that on Friday next I should offer 
| resolutions in memory of the late Senator John S. Barbour and 
would call them up at 2 o’clock on that day. In deference to the 
convenience of some Senators who are compelled to be absent on 
| that day who had expected to participate, and in deference to 
| the wishes of other friends I shall not offer the resolutions on 
that day, but have thought it best, in view of all the circum- 
| stances by which we are surrounded, to allow the matter to go 
| ever until the next session of Congress. 


SALES OF PROPERTY UNDER COURT DECREES. 


Tae PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 

| first House bill on the Calendar, subject to objection. 
The bill (H. R. 5816) to regulate the manner in which prop- 
| erty shall be sold under orders and decrees of any United Siates 
court was announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on 
| the amendment heretofore offered by the Senator irom Colorado 
| [Mr. TELLER], which will be read. 
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The SECRETARY. 
following: 


It is proposed to add as a new section the 


Suc. 4. That legal-tender money of the United Stateg gha]l be received by 
any ofticer of the United States, or of any State or itory, in a payment of 
any judgment or decree of any court, for the énforcement llection 


whereof process of execution shall be in the hands of such officer, when such 
legal-tender money is tendered in payment of such decree, or in payment for 
any property that he shall sell under such process, or under any order, de- 
cree, or Judgment of such court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr.PLATT. That amendment can not pass without discus- 
sion, and | understood the agreement was to pass unobjected 
House bills. That bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being objected to goes 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar. The next bill will be 
repcerted. 


WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (H.R. 9172) to incorporate the Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway Company was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] 
had that bill passed over, Let it pass over now without preju- 
dice. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will not ask to have that 
bill passed over. It is a bill which should be acted on promptly. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It is a very important bill and should be 
acted on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have some amendments to propose in ad- 
dition to those which appear in the bill as reported by the com- 
mittee, and I ask permission to offer them as the reading of the 
bill proceeds and the committee amendments are being acted 


upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears noobjection, 
and that course will be pursued. 

The Socretary proceeded to read the bill. ; 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was, in section 1, on page3, line 43, after the 
words ** Secretary gf War” to insert: 

For the safety of travel on said Canal road, and before commencing to run 
its cars on said elevated railway, and subject to the inspectionand approval 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the said wupeny shall, at 
its own sxpemen, construct a neyo masonry wall between Oanal 
road and the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal pene man the entire distance on 
said road occupied by said elevated railway; atid the said company, @]so at 
its own expense and within the same time and subject to the same approval 
and acceptance, shall pave the said portion of said road with granite blocks 
in the best manner. 

The amepdment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, section 1, line 68, after 
the word ‘ road,” to strike out: 

To the land of the said aqueduct pertaining to the receiving reservoir; 
thence through said land to a peas on the land of said aqueduct near the 
westerly foot of Dalecarlia Hill; thence westwardly on a route exterior to 
the land of the United States pertaining to the Conduit road. 

So as to read: 

Thence westwardly on a route exterior to and on the south side of the 
land of the United States pertaining to the Conduit road to Cabin John 
Creek, with the privilege of crossing the Conduit road between the receiving 
reservoir and said creek, once and no more; pe thence along the 
same line, by return tracks to the place of beginning, with the petvneee of 
constructing a branch line, with a single or double track, from 
road lands south to Chain bridge, on land tobe acquired by the corporation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In line 73, section 1, page 4, I move to 
strike out the words “ with the privilege of crossing the Conduit 
road between the receiving reservoir and said creek once and 
no more.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, on page 4, sec- 
_ tion 1, line 80, after the word ‘' road,” to insert: 

And there shall never be more than one double track on or over the Canal 
road, and all acts or parts of acts granting the use of the surface of the Canal 
road, or any part thereof, for laying railway tracks thereon and operating 
cars thereon are hereby repealed. 


So as to read: 

Provided, That there shall be but one railway parallel to and near the Con- 
duit road and there shall never be more than one double track on or over 
the Canal road, and all acts or parts of acts granting the use of the surface 
of the Canal road, or any part thereof, for laying railway tracks thereon 


and operating cars thereon are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, section 1, line 86, after 
the word “railway,” to strike out “chartered by Congress;” in 
line 91, page 5, after the word ‘‘ companies,” to insert ‘‘ respect- 
ing railways parallel to and near the conduit road, whether in 
the District of Columbia or in Maryland;” and in line 94, e 
5, after the words ‘‘ Secretary of War,” to insert “and matter in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 19, 





dispute between the companies respecting railways on the Canal 
road shall be determined upon the application of either road to 
any court in the District of Columbia having competent juris- 
diction;” so as to read: 


And wherever the route specified in this act is parallel with or coincides 
with the route of any other railway the two companies shall maintain and 
use but one set of double tracks, and any violation of this provision by the 
said Wash nm and Great Falls Electric Railway Company shall operate 
as a repé@al of this charter; and matters of og between the companies 
respec railways parallel to and near the Conduit road, whether in the 
District of Columbia or in Maryland shall be referred to and determined by 
the Secretary of War and matter in dispute between the companies respect- 

pis on the Canal road shall be determined upon the application of 
= _ r to any court in the District of Columbia having competent juris- 
ction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 5, line 98, after 
the word ‘‘said” to insert ‘‘ Washington and Great Falls;” so as 
to read: 

The inner rail of said Washington and Great Falls —- shall not at any 
place on the line of said railway be less than 50 feet from the middle of the 
paved portion of the Conduit road. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. On page 5, line 99, before the word ‘‘ feet,” 
I move to strike out ‘fifty ” and insert ‘‘one hundred.” 

The PRESIDING O CER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 5, line 99, before the word ‘‘ feet,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert “one hundred;” so 
as to read: 

The inner rail of said Washington and Great Falls Railway shall not at 
any place on the line of said railway be less than 100 feet from the middle of 
the paved portion of the Conduit road. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. On page 5, line 102, after the words *‘ United 
States,” I move to strike out ‘‘or the Washington Aqueduct;” 
and in line 103, after the word ‘‘ works,” to insert ‘‘ or the Wash- 
ington Aqueduct;” so as to read: 


Wherever the said railway shall run over or across any of the lands of the 
ee os = the accessory works, or the Washington Aqueduct, 
act. . 


as pro 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, on page 5, line 108, section 1, after the word ‘ac- 
ceptance,” to insert “‘in writing,” so as to read: 

And no work shall be done on said railway on any of said lands until after 
such approval and acceptance in writing. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. On page7, line 147, after the word * the,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘streams that flow under the Washington 
Aqueduct through culverts numbered 18 to 26, inclusive, on, such 
of the;” and inline 150, to strike out ‘‘ lands ” and insert “ land;”’ 
so as to read: 


And the said Washington and Great Falls Railway may cross the projec- 
tions of the United States land, etc. 


Then, on page 7, line 150, [move to strike out the words “ said 
culverts and also at,” and in line 152 after the word “ reservoir,” 
I move to strike out the following words: 

As the Secretary of War may approve, and may also cross such of the 
northward ea of said lands near the stones marked W. A. 2, B., W 
A. ., W. A. 64, and W. A. 84, on the plats of the land of said aqueduct, as 
the said Secretary may approve. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be necessary for the Sen- 
ator from Michigan to reduce his amendments to writing and 
have them acted upon separately. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are all part of the same sentence, 
and to be stated intelligently they ought to be grouped together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be taken 
down by the Secretary, and the question will be taken on all the 


owe changes together. 

. r. COCKR the Inline 147, section 1, after the word “‘ the,” 
at the end of the line, commencing with the word “ streams,” 
strike out down to the word ‘‘ the,” in line 149; in line 150, change 
the word “lands” to ‘‘land,” and after the word ‘‘at,” strike out 
‘‘said culverts and also at;” then, in line 152, aftar the word 
‘ resarvoir,” beginning with the word ‘‘as,” strike out down to 
and including the word ‘‘ approve,” in line 156. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
clause as it will read if amended as proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri. 

= SECRETARY. As proposed to be amended the clause will 
read: 


And the said Washington and Great Falls Railway may cross the 
jections of the United States land at a point on the south side of the conduit 
road just west of the distribu reservoir, and the provisions of section 15 
of the act of Congress approved February 28, 1891, entitled ‘An act to incor- 

paoe ae eee and Arlington Railway Company of the District of 
umbia,”’ etc. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, on e 7, line 161, section 1, before the word “‘con- 
trol,” to insert ** shall;” so as to read: 


Shall control and govern all the privileges granted by this act, etc. 


Mr. COCKRELL. On page 8, line 177, after the words ‘‘ Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” I move to strike out ‘or across the Conduit 
road;” so as to read: 

And the said Washington and Great Falls maieey Cusneay shall, where 
ts tracks run onor across any street or road which is under the jurisdiction 

the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, or across any other road 
outside of the District of Columbia, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. On page 11, section 2, in lines 4 and 5, I 
move to strike out ‘‘ not to exceed in the aggregate the sum of 
$1,C00,000” and insert ‘‘ but not to exceed the actual cost of said 
road.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. | 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the chairman of the committee | 
proposes to limit the capital to the actual cost of the road. lam 
very glad to hear that amendment proposed, because I have been 
intending to say cone upon that very question. These com- 
panies ought not to be at liberty to make a capital running into 
the millions and tax the people to secure dividends on such ex- 
cessive capitalization. 

There is a defect in that, for who shall say how much a road 
is to cost. I have not thought of that in reference to this bill 
alone, but in reference to others. Is there not some tribunal 
that will give a reasonable hearing upon the statement of what 
would be a reasonable expenditure? It should be fixed in some 
such way. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to the Senator propos- 
ing to this amendment such a provision. 

fr. HAWLEY. All these companies should go to the courts 
in the District for a reasonable and liberal accounting. 

Mr. SANDERS. In pursuance of the suggestion made by the 

hairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia [Mr. 
{foMintaN] I have prepared an amendment which carries out 
the views suggested by him, and to some extent the views sug- 

ested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], which 
Thad intended to pro as an addition to section 2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senate is now acting on the amendments of the committee. | 

Mr. SANDERS. I am aware of that. Iam only making this | 
suggestion. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the S:nator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, in line4, after the word “ stock- 
holders,” it is proposed to strike out “ not to exceed in the ag- 
gregate the sum of $1,000,000” and insert “‘ but not toexceed the 
actual cost of said road.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to hearing the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to have it read at least. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Michigan, which has just 
been reported. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire whether it is desirable 
that, as the bill does make provision us to the fixed charges of 
the road, the stocks and bonds should not be beyond the actual | 
cost of the road? = 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The idea I think is right in this case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think that is true. Is there anything in | 
the bill with respect to bonding the road? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes, there is. The bonds and stock must | 
not exceed the cost of the road. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest a very sure way to protect the pub- 
lic in cases of that kind,and that isa provision that no bonds 
shall be issued until the stock subscribed for has been actually 
paid in. That has been found a very efficacious way. 

Mr.McMILLAN. The Senator may propose thatamendment. | 
This provides when one-fourth of the capital stock is paid in 
they may issue bonds. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That means that there will never be but a 
fourth of the stock paid in: 

Mr. COCKRELL. To an amount not exceeding the balance 
of stock unpaid. 

Mr, HISCOCK. In other words, that waters the stock three- | 
fourths. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes; it waters it three-fourths. I donot 


desire to make any argument against it, but of course all rail- 
roads where they are—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. This provides that 50 per cent of the sub- 
scriptions shall be paid at once. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And provides that the road shall not be 
bonded until 25 per cent has been paid in. Evenif there isa 
provision that 50 per cent shall be paid in, as a matter of course 
they will then bond it, and the stock is watered or the road car- 
rics 50 per cent more than has been actually paid in on the stock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will againstats that 
the question is onthe motion to amend made by the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not desire to offer an amendment, but I 
only desire to point out the trouble with these charters in view 
of what has been said by the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. 
HAWLEY]. For the purpose of paying dividends and interest 
upon bonds the companies should not be stocked at a larger 
amount or bonded at a larger amount than the road will cost in 
the aggregate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ponding amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 4, after the word ‘‘ stock- 
holders,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ not to excesd in the ag- 
gregate the sum of $1,000,000,” and insert “‘ but not to exceed the 
actual cost of said road.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SANDERS. Now, I ask that the amendment I proposed 
be read. The chairman of the committee desires to have it 
read. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I desire to have it read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to section 2, the fol- 
lowing: 

But the foregoing provisions of this section are subject to the provision 
that said corporation shall not have or issue any greater number of shares of 
stock than that the nominal value of such shares shall equal the actual and 
necessary cost of the construction and uipment of such railroad, which 
sum shall first be ascertained and authorized upon petition therefor to the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, under such rules and regulations 
as the chief-justice and judges thereof shall prescribe, efficient to limit the 
stock of such corporation in the aggregate to the actual and necessary cost 
thereof; and when it shall be desired by such corporation to issue bonds 
upon its said property, secured by mortgage or ot S33, upon petition 
therefor to said court, setting forth the necessity thereof and the amount 
of stock issued and outstanding, it may and shall be lawful for such court, 
or the chief justice or justices thereof, as the cass may be, or one of them, 
upon public notice, to be bed by the rules of the court, to permit the 
issuance of such bonds and mortgage if desired: Provided, however, That an 
amount of such stock equal to the bonds so issued shall be first cancele 1. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment has been read 
for information. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. SANDERS. Ishall press the amendment when we get 
through with the amendments proposed by the committee, but 
I do not wish to urge it now against the judgment of the Sena- 
tor from Michigan. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I suggest that the amendment which I of- 
fered be acted upon. We can take up that amendment after- 


wards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, before the words ‘' per 
cent,” on page 11, line 9, to strike out “ ten” and insert “ fifty:” 
in the same line, after the words “and the,” to strike out “ bal- 
ance ” and insert ‘“‘ remainder; ” in line 12, before the words “‘ per 
cent,” tostrike out ‘‘ ten "and insert “ fifty; ” and on page 12, line 
13, after the word “ the,” tostrike out “ balance ” and insert ** re- 
mainder; ” so as to read: 


That the capital stock of said company shall be 950,000, divided into shares 
of $100 each, which capital stock may be increased from time to time upon 


| a majority vote of the stockholders, not to exceed in the aggregate the sum of 


$1,000,000. The said company shall require the subscribers to the capital 
stock to pay in cash, to the treasurer appointed by the incorporators, the 
amounts severally subscribed by them, as follows, to wit: 50 per cent atthe 
time of subscribing, and the remainder at such times and in such amounts 
as the board of directors shall require, and no subscription shail be deemed 
valid unless the 50 per cent thereof shall be paid at the time of subscribing: 
the remainder of said subscription to be paid at such times and in such 
amounts as the board of directors may require, as hereinbefore provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the bottom of page 13. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to call the attention of the 
chairman of the committee to line 16, page 13, which seems to 
me does not conform to an amendment heretofore made. In line 


%, on page 11, the sum required to be paid at the time of subscrib- 
| ing was stricken out and an amendment providing fcr the pay- 


ment of 50 per cent was made. That the unities may be main- 
tained, the same change should be made in line 16, page 13. 
Mr. McMILLAN. That is right. 
Mr. SANDERS. I move that amendment. 





ea eA 





> ae a an 









Loose, 


ne Ng menos YT 


SRS 


resents eevee ee a aae 


a alle 


OOS Ss se Spee MR NaS 





6408 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 19, 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana | ate on the di 


proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 13, line 16, after the word ‘sub- 
scribing” it is proposed to strike out ‘ ten ’ and insert “ fifty;” 
80 as to read: 


That every subscriber shall pay, at the time of subscribing, 50 per cent of h 


the amount by him subscribed to the treasurer appointed by the corporators, 
or his subscription shall be void. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the degen] 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, an 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. SANDERS. At the end of section2 I move as an addition 
thereto the following: 


But this section is subject to the provision that said corporation shall not 
have or issue any greater number of shares of stock than at the nominal 
value of such shares shall equal the actual and necessary cost of the con- 
struction and equipment of such railroad, which sum shall first be ascer- 
tained and authorized upon petition therefor to the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, under such rules and regulations as the chief justice and 
judges thereof shall prescribe efficient to limit the stock of such corporation 
in the aggregate to the actual and necessary cost thereof. 

That if it shall be desired by such corporation to issue bonds upon its said 
property, secured by mortgage or otherwise, upon petition therefor to said 
court, setting forth the necessity thereof and the amount of stock issued and 
outstanding, it may and shall be lawful for such court, or the chief justice 
or justices thereof, as the case may be, or one of them, upon public notice, 
to be prescribed by the rules of the court, to permit the issuance of such 
bonds and mortgage if desired: Provided, however, That an amount of such 
a aqual to the bonds so issued shall be first canceled and adjudged an- 
nulied. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Montana, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to the amendment, 
Mr. President. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives updn the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. PERKINS were appointed. 


DECLARATIONS IN PENSION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next House bill on the Cal- 
endar wiil be proceeded with. 

The bill (H. R. 2713) in relation to the execution of declarations 
and other papers in pension claims was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That declarations of pension claimantsshall be made be- 
fore a court of record, or before some officer thereof having custody of its 
seal, or before some officer who, under the laws of his State, city, or county, 
has authority to administer oaths for general sn een and said officers are 
hereby fully authorized and empowered to adm ter and certify any oath 
or affirmation relating to any pension or application therefor: Provided That 
where such declarations or other papers are executed before an officer au- 
thorized as above but not required by the laws of his State to have and use 
aseal to authenticate his official acts, he shall fils inthe Pension Bureau a 
certificate of his official character, showing his official signature and term of 
office, certified by aclerk of a court of record or other proper officer of the 
State as to the genuineness thereof; and when said certificate has been filed 
in the Bureau of Pensions his own certificate will be recognized during his 
term of office. 

Sxc. 2. That the Commissioner of Pensions may accept declarations and 
other papers of claimants residing in foreign countries made before a United 
States minister or consul or other consular officer, or before some officer of 
the country duly authorized to administer oaths for general purposes, and 
whose official character and signature shall be duly authenticated by the 
certificate of a United States minister or consul or other consular officer; 
and declarations in claims of Indians may be made before a United States 
Indian agent. 

Sxc. 3. That any and all declarations or affidavits now on file in the Pen- 
sion Bureau which are considered informal by reason of not having been 
executed in conformity to the laws heretofore in force covering such, and in 
which it is shown or may be hereafter shown by proper evidence that the 
same were executed by and before an officer who was duly authorized to ad- 
minister oaths for —- purposes at said date of execution, shall be ac- 
cepted as formal as from date of filing such declarations or affidavits. 

Src. 4. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to some and disagreed to other amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7520) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and 
for other purposes, agreed to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 177 to the bill with an amendment in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senat>, asked a conference with the Sen- 


of the bill. 





reeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. BINGHAM mana- 
gers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
ad signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill tH. R. 945) for the relief of Patrick Hyland; 
A bill (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Richard M. Edwards, of 


the amend- Cleveland, Tenn.; 


A bill (H. R. 3947) to establish weather-bureau stations on 
Middle and Thunder Bay Islands in Lake Huron; 

A bill (H. R. 5119) regulating the construction of buildings 
along alleyways in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 9114) to establish a railroad bridge across the 
Black River in Arkansas. 


MARY ISABELLA HUTCHISON. 


Mr. HUNTON. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
for the present consideration of House bill—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must object to that. We are proceeding 
aon @ unanimous consent agreement, and let us go on for 
awhile. 

Mr. HARRIS. We are taking up House bills in their order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are taking House bills in their order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTON. The bill I wish to call up will take but a min- 
ute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thereareadozen that will take but a min- 
ute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar will be proceeded with. 

The bill (H. R. 53877) granting a pension to Mary Isabella 
Hutchison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Isabella 

utchison, sister of William Hutchison, late of Company A,On2 
hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, deceased, 
at the rate of 318 per month, to be seg to her legal guardian or 
person legally appointed to have the charge of her person and 
estate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and pass2d. 

DELIVERY OF ICE ON SUNDAY. 

The bill (H. R. 8367) regulating the delivery and sale of ice 
within the District of Columbia on the Sabbath day, commonly 
known as Sunday, was announced as the next House bill on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Being objected to, the bill will 
be — over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Cal- 
endar. 


The next House bill on the 


SAVANNAH RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 7720) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Savannah River was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 21, before the word 
‘* built,” to insert ** commenced or;” so as to read: 

And until said plan aad location of the bridge are ers by the Secre- 
tary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 44, after the word 
“same,” to strike out: 

And all the rights conferred by this act shall be forfeited upon said failure, 
and Congress shall have power to do any and all things necessary to secur¢ 
the free navigation of said river. 

And insert: 

And shall thereupon institute proceedings in the circuit court of the United 
States in and for the district in which any part of said bridge may be located 
for the recovery of the cost thereof. 


So as to read: 


And if upon reasonable notice to said company, its successors or assigns, 
to make such ch e or improvements, the said company fails to do so, the 
Secretary of War shall have authority to make the same, and shall there- 
upon, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 8, after the word 
‘‘and,” to strike out “ they ” and insert ‘‘it;” and in line 11, af- 
ter the word “ telegraph,” to insert ‘‘ and telephone;” so as to 
make the section read: 


That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall be 
a lawful structure, and shall be wy ee known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall made for the transmission over the 
same of the mails, the troops and munitions of war of the United States, or 
passengers or freight over said bridge than the rate per mile paid for the 


transportation over the railroads or public highways leading to said bridge, 
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And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all 


pa er shall enjoy the yapte and privileges of other post-roads of the United The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
Bet and telephone companies, and the United States shall have the Mr. BATE. Does the Senator from Montana insist on his 


way across said bridge and its approaches for said postal-telegraph amendment? 
. Mr. SANDERS. I think I shall. 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- Mr. BATE. It will cause the bill to go back to the other 
ments were concurred in. House for action upon the amendment. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to Mr. CULLOM. It will necessitate its going back to the other 


be read a third time. House. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. Mr. SANDERS. Ido not care topressit. Upon that sugges- 
a sORDON. I move that the Senate request a conference | tion I will withdraw the amendment. 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is with- 
he motion was agreed to. drawn. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Vest, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. CULLOM were appointed. ourmeeen Eaven.mepar. 


ee ee The bill (H. R. 5941) to build a bridge across the Tennessee 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the | River between a point in Whitesburg precinct, in Madison 


sundry civil appropriation bill. : . County, and Morgan County, in the State of Alabama, was con- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the | sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Senate the action of the House of Representatives on thesundry | The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
civil appropriation bill, which will be read. amendments. 
The Secretary read as follows: . The first amendment was, in section 2, line 10, after the word 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 1892. ‘telegraph ” to insert ‘‘and telephone companies.” 
Resolved, That the House disagree to the amendments of the Senate, ex- The amendment was agreed to. 


t amendments numbered 123, 125, 126, 177, 193, and 312, to the bill (H.R. * s : ‘ 
) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for The next amendment was, in section 3, line 38, after the words 


the fiscal year ending June 20, 1893, and for other purposes, and ask a con- | ‘‘ keeping the,” to strike out ‘‘same” and insert ‘‘ said bridge.” 

ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. The amendment was agreed to. 

ook Tk and tbe dee the amendments of the Senate numbered 123, 125, / ‘The next amendment was, in section 3, line 39, after the word 
That the House agree to the amendment of the Senate numbered 177 tothe | ‘‘ provided,” to strike out the comma. 

said bill with an amendment, in which amendment the concurrence of the The amendment was agreed to. 


Senate is requested, as follows: At the end of said amendment insert: . ~ E 
“Tt shail nos be lawful for any officer of the Government authorized to The next amendment was, in section 5, line 8, after the word 


make contracts, nor any officer in the District of Columbia, to contract | ‘‘ space,” to insert ‘‘ of.” 

with — pernen, om, = corporation be a employ —, eo. S The amendment was agreed to. 

any other association of men as armed guards; and no employé of sa : 

Pinkerton Detective Agency, or similar agency, shall be employed in any The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
Government service or by any officer of the District of Columbia.” ments were concurred in. 


Ordered, That Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. SAYERS. and Mr. BINGHAM be the man- The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
agers of the conference on the part of the House. be read a third time. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insistuponitsamend-| The bill was read the third time and passed. 


ment to the bill disagreed to by the House of Representatives | Mr, MORGAN. I move that the Senate request a conference 
and agree to the conference asked by the House. As respects | with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 
the amendment which the House has placed upon the bill, I The motion was agreed to. 
have no doubt the Senate will agree to it, although its phrase-| By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ology may require examination. : ‘ ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
Mr. HARRIS. Had not the Senator better include in his mo- | Vesr, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. CULLOM were appointed. 
tion a disagreement to the amendment? That will leave it to 
the conference. HENRY S. COHN. 
Mr. ALLISON. I was about to state that in a formal way I The PRESIDENT pro tempore The next House bill on the 
would suggest that the Senate disagree to that amendment for | Calendar will be proceeded with. 
the purpose of ascertaining the proper phraseology and why it | The bill (H.R. 1105) for the relief of Henry S. Cohn, late of 
is inserted, and a'so that the Senate agree to the conference | the One hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteers, was considered as 
asked for by the House. in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves | recognize Henry S. Cohn as second lieutenant Company C, One 
that the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill, disagree | hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteers, from February 7, 1863 
to the amendment La ta by the House, and agree to the con- | without additional pay or emoluments, the date he was assigned 
ference asked by the House. to duty of second lieutenant of that company, and to grant him 
The motion was agreed to. an honorable discharge as of that grade to date May 22, 1863, 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- | when discharged on surgeon’s certificate of disability. 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NEIL FISHER. ONE-HORSE CARS IN WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next House billon the| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next House bill on the 
Calendar will be announced. Calendar will be announced. 
The bill (H. R. 4365) for the relief of Neil Fisher was considered The bill (H. R. 8122) to prohibit the use of ‘‘ one-horse ” cars 


as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the or map ee Bo War | within the limits of the city of Washington after the Ist day of 

to revoke the order of dismissal and dishonorable discharge of | January, 1893, and for other purposes, was considered as in Com- 

Neil Fisher, late a of Company E, Fifty-fourth Regiment | mittee of the Whole. 

ew coe yA unteers, and cause to be issued in his favor | The pill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
B Senet me SUNES TC. ; i Columbia with an amendment, on page 2, line 26, after the word 
Mr. SANDERS, | I move to amend the bill by striking out the | « enforced,” to strike out the following proviso: 

word “discharge,” where it occurs, and insert the words ‘“ mus- Provided, That any company operating a street railroad in the District of 


ter out.” Columbia shall be authorized to use the overhead system of electric trolley 
Mr. BATE. I do not think that would have any particular | wires in propelling their cars a of the boundary streets of the cities of 
effect upon the bill. I shall object to such an amendment, of Washington and Georgetown until Congress shall otherwise provide. 


course. Mr. HIGGINS. Ishould like te have the amendment read 
Mr. SANDERS. It accords with the action of the Army in | again. 
discharging an enlisted man and mustering out an officer. The Secretary read the amendment. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Both terms are mathematically and mili-| The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be agreed 
tarily correct. There is a ‘‘muster out” and a “‘ discharge,” | to if there be no objection. 
and one is as applicable as the other. Mr. CALL. I object. 
Mr. SANDERS. If that be true the honorable Senator from The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further amendments 
Missouri would not object or himself vote against the amend- | as in Committee of the Whole? 
ment. Mr. ALLISON. I thought the Senator from Florida objected 
Mr. BATE. If both terms are appropriate we should not | to the amendment. 
amend the bill by inserting one rather than the other. | Mr. CALL. I objected to the amendment which proposes to 
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strike out the provisicn for the use of overhead electric wires 
outside the limits of the city. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Florida 
desire a vote upon that question? The Chair did not hear his 
objection. 

Mr.CALL. Unless there is some particular reason, I will not 
ask for a vote. I suppose I will let it go to conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, let it go to conference. 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the»bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the Hous» of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

B; unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. PERKINS were appointed. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
rise to the bill just passed? 

Mr. ALLISON. I rose to movean executive session, but I am 
admonished by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] that 
I ought not to do it until 6 o’clock. At that hourI will make 
the motion. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next House bill on the 
Calendar will be announced. 

The bill (H. R. 5997) to amend section 2 of an act approved 
May 14, 1880, being “An act for the relief ‘of settlers on public 
lands,” was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment. On page 2, line 18, after the’ word “ heirs,” 
to insert “‘ who are citizens of the United States;” so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of an act ane se, 
“An act for the relief of settlers on public lands,” 
amended, 80 as to read as follows: 

“Spc. 2. In all cases where any person has contested, the land-office 
fees, and procured the cancellation of any preémption, omestead, or tim- 
ber-culture entry, he shall be notified by the register of the land omice. of the 
district in which such land is situated of such cancellation, and shall be al- 
lowed thirty days from date of such notice to enter said lands: Provided, 
That said register shall be entitled to a fee of $1 for the of such notice, 
to be paid by the contestant and not to be reported: Surther, That 
should any such person who has initiated a contest die before the final ter- 
mination of the same, said contest shall not abate by reason thereof, but his 
heirs, who are citizens of the United States, may continue the ution 


ved Se 14, 1880, entitled 
e same is hereby, 


under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
cribe, and said heirs shall be entitled to the same rights under this act that 
contestant would have been if his death had not occurred. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
Pappock, Mr. CAREY, and Mr. Pasco were appointed. 


SETTLEMENT RIGHTS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill (H. R. 7028) to protect settlement rights when two or 
more persons settle upon the same subdivision of agricultural 
public lands before survey thereof, was announced as the next 
House bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] 
who reported the bill is not present, let it goover without preju- 
dice, unless some one wants it considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over 
without judice, retaining its place on the Calendar ynder 
Rule VIIt. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill goes over without prejudice? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes. 


A. S. LEE. 


The bill (H. R. 3496) for the relief of A. S. Lee was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to A. S. Lee 


$630, in full satisfaction of rent fixed by an award of a board of 
army officers convened under the orders of Gen. Terry, com- 
manding the Department of Henrico, Va. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (H. R. 4667) to incorporate the Maryland and Wash- 
ington Railway Company was announced as the next House bill 
on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed its consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read at 
length as in Committee of the Whole. The pending question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
SANDERS]. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is that another railroad bill for the District? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 7, section 12, line 5, after the 
word “dollars,” itis proposed to add: 

That said 10 per cent of stock shall be the property of the District of 
Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SANDERS. The Senate is rather thin for the considera- 
tion df the bill. The yeas and nays were demanded the other day 
on the amendment and it appearing that there was no quorum 
present the bill was passed over. 

The PRESIDEN T) pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
the yeas and nays wére not ordered upon the amendment. 

Mr. SANDERS. Very well; I will ask for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr.SAWYER. I hope the Senator will not insist upon the 


i and nays. 
r COCKRELL. I object to the bill. Let it be passed over 
w ithout a 

ERS. [am just as anxious to get the bill through 
as alae here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to— 

Mr. SANDERS. I would not object unless it is thought there 
is not a quorum present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was going to suggest that to an amendment 
of section 12, restricting the amount of stock to the actual cost, 
I should not object at all, if that would be satisfactory to the 
Senate and to the Senator. I would not object to an amend- 
ment restricting the issue of stock to the actual cost of construc- 
tion and equi oo 

Mr. HA It would be well, would it not, to put in the 
amendment von to the previous railroad bill, that the ascer- 
tainment of the stock and the actual expense should be by the 
supreme court of the District? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to object to the consideration of the bill. 
Does he withdraw his objection? 

Mr. SANDERS. If the Senator from Connecticut thinks, as 
I think, that there should be a tribunal of some judicial uality 
to ascertain the expense of constructing the road, I should not 
withdraw my objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will not the Senator apply to this bill the 
amendment applied to the other? It is quite reasonable. 

Mr. SANDERS. I introduced the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Connecticut, but withdrew it the other day 
and introduced the amendment ‘which has just been read. The 
bill having limited the issuance of stock to only an excess of 10 
per cent of the cost, my amendment contemplates that that 10 
per cent of securities upon the road shall belong to the public 
authority which incorporates it or in which it is exercising this 
right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have objected to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Tennessee suggests 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. It will be passed 
over. 





CLEMENT REEVES. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, 1 
ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a short bill. It 
is Senate bill 3115, for the relief of a most worthy citizen of Del- 
aware. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to the Senator for that purpose 
if it takes no time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3115) for the relief of Clement Reeves. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as ¢ Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the Dill. wo ogy toe to pay to 
Clement Reeves, $627.85, in payment for ear ree - im 
on the battery near Delaware City, Del., in 1876 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLISON. [I yield for a suggestion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The next bill under this order on the Calen- 
dar is one that should be passed. I call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a bill that ought to be passed. It was 
reported by me. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield? 
: Mr. COCKRELL. I think we shal! go to the Calendar again 
under this order. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill can be passed to-morrow, I take it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa de- 
clines to yield. The question ison the motion of the Senator 
from Lowa that the Senat» proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened; and (at 6 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, July 20, 1892, at 12 o'clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 19, 1892. 
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court. 

George Shiras, jr., of Pennsylvania, to be associate justice of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, vice Joseph P. Brad- 
ley, deceased. 

Consul-general. 

Aulick Palmer, of the District of Columbia, now consul of the 
United States at Dresden, to be consul-general of the United 
States at that place. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Sergt. William H. Morford, Company C, Twenty-first Infan- 
try, to be second lieutenant, July 4, 1892, vice Freeland, Third 
Infantry, promoted. 


CONFIRMATION: 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate July 19. 1892. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


William H. Morford, Company C, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 19, 1892. 


The House met atllo’clocka.m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CuTH- 
BERT, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2420) to re- 
quire patents to be issued to land actually settled under the act- 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the armed occupation and settle- 
ment of the unsettled part of the peninsula of Florida,” ap- 
proved August 4, 1842; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

INVESTIGATION OF AFFAIRS AT HOMESTEAD. 


On motion of Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the testimony which has been taken by the special subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on the Judiciary relating to the labor troubles and 
the connection of the Pinkerton detectives therewith, at Homestead, Pa., be 
printed for the use of said committee. 


REFUND OF DUTY. 

Mr. COMPTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 084) authorizing the refunding 
of duty on a clock and chime of bells for St. Timothy’s Church, 
of Catonsville, Baltimore County, Md. 

_The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as an order has been made to take 


the vote og the Columbian Exposition appropriations at 12 o’cloek 
to-day, I must ask for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks for the 
regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 
INVESTIGATION OF NEW YORK ELECTIONS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. [ report back without amendment, from 
the Committee on Rules, and call up for consideration, the reso- 
lution which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 15, 1892. 


a panes submitted the following, which was referred to the Committee 
on Rules: 

Whereas it is alleged that gross abuses have existed in the administration 
and supervision of the election laws by Federal officers within the city and 
county of New York; and 

Whereas it is expedient that all such laws should be administered so as to 
preserve and not to violate the right of suffr : Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a select committee of five members of the House of 
Representatives be appointed by the Speaker to inquire into the supervision 
and administration of election laws by officers of the United States within 
the city, county, and State of New York, so far as the same relate to the 
election of Members of Congress, said committee to sit during the recess of 
Congress and to report to this House at the session thereof beginning on the 
first Monday of December next; and 

Be it further resolved, That the said committee be empowered to administer 
oaths to witnesses and to send for such persons and papers as may be neces- 
sary to properly complete theinquiry hereby committed toit: and it is hereby 
authorized to issue the mandate of the House to compel the attendance of 
such witnesses and the production of such epee an 

Beit further resolved, That the expenses of the investigation above directed 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and the Clerk of the 
House is hereby directed to advance to the chairman of such committee such 
amount of money as such chairman may request, in sums of $1,000 at a time, 
said committee to account for and report upon the expenditure thereof. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of this reselution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I apprehend that this will occupy some time; 
and I trust that the gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. CaTCH- 
INGS] will not press it just now. 

Mr. CATC GS. I demand the previous question upon the 
adoption of the report. . 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] whether he will not withhold that 
demand so as to give us opportunity to extend the inquiry to the 
cities of Albany and Troy. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can not agree to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. We should like to have this investigation 
a thorough one. 

Mr. TRACEY. Lhavenoobjection tothe gentleman’s sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We shall endeavor to make the investi- 
gation thorough if we get this committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. We want an opportunity tooffer that amend- 
ment, 

Mr. ATKINSON. Isuggestit would be well to include Jersey 
City in this investigation. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question upon this 
report. 

Mr. BURROWS. DoT understand the gentleman to decline 
to allow the amendment to be offered? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
there were—ayes 98, noes none. 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CATCHINGS and Mr. BURROWS 
were appointed. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, suppose we have the yeas 
and nays on this. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 187, nays 0, 
not voting 141; as follows: 


YEAS—157. 
Alexander, Bunn, Covert, Fellows, 
Amerman, Busey, Cowles, Fitch, 
Babbitt, Bushnell, Cox, N. Y. Fithian, 
Bailey, Butler, Crosby, Forman, 
Baker, Bynum, Culberson, Forney, 
Bankhead, Byrns, Cummings, Fyan, 
Barwig. Cadmus, Daniell, Geissenhainer 
Beeman, Caminetti, Davis, Goodnight, 
Bentley, Capehart, De Armond, Gorman, 
Blanchard, Caruath, De Forest, Grady, 
Bland, Castle, Dickerson, Greenleaf, 
Blount, Catchings, Dixon, Hallowell, 
Boatner, Cate, Dockery, Haly 
Bowman, Causey. Donovan, Hamilton, 
Branch, Chipman, Dungan, Hare, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Clancy, Dunphy, Harries, 
Bretz, Clarke, Ala. Durborow, r, 
Brickner. Cobb, Ala. Edmunds, Hatch, 
Brookshire, Cobb, Mo. Ellis, Hayes, Iowa 
Brown, Coburn, —— Haynes, Ohio 
Bryan. Coolidge Enloe, Heard, 
Buchanan, Va. Coombs, Epes, Henaerson, N.C. 
Bullock, Cooper, Everett, Holman, 
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Houk, Ohio Mansur, Page, Md. Tillman, 
Johnson, Ohio Martin, Parrett, Tracey, 
Johnstone, S.C. McClellan, Patterson,Tenn. ‘Tucker, 
Jones, M Patton, Turner, 
Kendall, McDonald, Paynter, Turpin, 
Kilgore, McGann, Pearson, Van Horn, 
Kribbs, cea . Pendleton, Warner, 
Kyle, McKeighan, Price, Warwick, 
Lagan, McKinney, Reilly, Washington, 
Lane, McMillin, Rockwell, Watson, 
Lanham, McRae, Rusk, Weadock, 
Lapham, Meredith, Sayers, Wheeler, Ala. 
Lawson, Va. Meyer, | saten Wheeler, Mich. 
Lawson, Ga. Montgomery, — White, 
Layton, Moore, Snodgrass, Whiting, 
Lester, Ga. Moses, Snow, Wike, 
Lewis, Mutchler, Sperry, Willcox, 
Little, Newberry, Stevens, Williams, N.C. 
Livingston, Oates, Steward, IL Williams, 11. 
Lockwood, O’Ferrall, Stewart. Tex. Winn, 
Long, O'Neil, Mass. Stout, Wise, 
Lynch, O'Neill, Mo. Stump, Wolverton, 
Magner, Owens, Tarsney, Youmans. 
Mailory, Page, R. I. Terry, 
NAYS—40. 

NOT VOTING—I41, 
Abbott, Crawford, Jolley, Russell, 
Alderson, Curtis, Kem, Sanford, 
Allen, Cutting, Ketcham, Scott, 
Andrew, Dailzell, Lester, Va. Scull, 
Arnold, Dingley, Lind, Shell, 
Atkinson, Doan, Lodge, Shively, 
Bacon, Dolliver, Loud, Shonk, 
Bartine, Elliott, McAleer, Smith, 
Belden, Enochs, Miller, Springer, 
Belknap, Flick, Milliken, Stahlinecker, 
Beltzhoover, Fowler, Mitchell. Stephenson, 
Bergen, Funston, Morse, Stockdale, 
Bingham, Gantz, Norton, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Geary, O'Donnell, Stone, W. A. 
Bowers, Gillespie, O'Neill, Pa. Stone, Ky. 
Brawley, Griswold, Otis, Storer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, Oxuthwaite, Sweet, 
Broderick, i Pattison, Ohio Taylor, Ill. 
Brosius, Harmer, Payne, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brunner, Haugen, 1, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N.J. Hemphill, Perkins, Taylor, J.D. 
Bunting, Henderson,Iowa Pickler, Taylor, V. A. 
Burrows, Henderson, Il. Pierce, Townsend, 
Cable, Herbert, Post, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Hermann, Powers, Walker, 
Campbell, Hitt, uackenbush, Waugh, 
Shapin, Hoar, ines, Wever, 
Cheatham, Hooker, Miss. Randall, Williams, Mass. 
Clark, Wyo. Hooker, N. Y. Ray, Wilson, Ky. 
Clover, Hopkins, Pa. Rayner, Wilson, Wash. 
Cockran, Hopkins, Ill. Reed, Wilson, Mo. 
Cogswell, Houk, Tenn. Reyburn, Wilson, W. Va. 
Compton, uff, Richardson, Wright. 
Cox, Tenn. Hull, Rife, 
Oraig, Pa. Johnson, Ind. Robertson, La. 
Crain, Tex. Johnson, N.Dak. Robinson, Pa. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 


Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JosEPH D. TAYLOR. 
Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 


Mr. PEEL with Mr. WiLSON of Washington. 


Mr. CRalG of Pennsylvania with Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 


Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 
Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. HUFF. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. O’DONNELL. 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. PIERCE with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 


For this day: 


Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. GRISWOLD. 
Mr. BRUNNER with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. GANTZ with Mr. STORER. 





Mr. HERBERT. I am paired with the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. BOUTELLE]; but as the question of a quorum was raised, I 
voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the resolution, it 
was adopted. . 

On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

During the roll call the following proceedings took place: 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary 

announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 





JULY 19, 





(H. R. 9284) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for 
prior years,and for other purposes; in which concurrence was 
requested. 

[t also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 945) for the relief of Patrick Hyland; 

A bill (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Richard M. Edwards, of 
Cleveland, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 3947) to establish a weather bureau station on 
Middle and Thunder Bay Islands in Lake Huron. 

He also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 3310) for the relief of Jerome H. Biddle; in 
which concurrence was requested. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the general 
deficiency bill, that a conference be asked with the Senate thereon, 
and that the conferees be now appointed. I will state that 
I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations to make 
this request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cansubmit the request by unan- 
imous consent at this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Inasmuch as the nonconcurrence is merely 
formal, and will expedite the business, I hope it will be granted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes thereon? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. SAYERS, 
de HOLMAN, and Mr. DINGLEY as conferees on the part of the 

ouses. 

DATE OF FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit at this 
time, by instructions of the Committee on Ways and Means, a 
report on a resolution concerning the final adjournment of this 
session. I will not ask that the report b2 read at this time, but 
will = state that the committee report back the resolution 
with a change recommending the striking out of the Fourth of 
July, which was originally inserted in the resolution, and insert- 
ing July 25. We'will not ask to have action on the resolution 
to-day, but to-morrow or the following day will call it up for con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be laid over for the 
present. 


WITHHELD PAYMENTS, THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Rules 
to report a substitute for a resolution reported to the committee 
which I ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to inform the House what amount of requisitions for payments under appro- 
priations made by Congress for the various branches of the public service, 
or for ee ses, Were presented to or were pending in the Treasury 
Department during the fiscal year, 1892,*for which warrants or drafts were 
not issued in payment prior to July 1, 1892. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Idemand the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the substitute. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the substitute reported by the committe was adopted. 


INVESTIGATION OF THE PENSION OFFICE. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I am also instructed by the Committee on 
Rules to offer the resohution I send to the desk asasubstitute for 
a resolution heretofore referred to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday next, immediately after the call 6f the commit- 
tees for reports, be set apart for the consideration of the resolutions reported 
from the Special Committee on the Investigation of the Pension Office; this 
order not to interfere with revenue or appropriation bills, or conference re- 


ports. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. On that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, 1 trust the gentleman from 
Tennessee will not press that report this morning. Since the 
meeting of the Committee on Rules, I have learned that the re- 
port of the committee is not yet printed, and is not in reach of 
the members of the House, nor has the testimony b2en printed. 
It is not expected, I am informed, that the testimony will be 
here until to-morrow or the following day, and it seems to me 
that it is pressing the matter very much to set it down for con- 
sideration at so early a date until this printing isdone. Iam 
quite sure the gentleman from Tennessee will withdraw the re- 
port for a time when his attention is called to this fact. There 
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should be opportunity given to the members to examine the tes- | 
timony and familiarize themselves with the same. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker—— | 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There was no purpose on the part of the | 
committee to ask for any unreasonable order in this matter. The | 
resolution as originally introduced provided for to-morrow. The | 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] stated that that was | 
too short a time, and as he will remember we asked him what | 
time he desired. After he had conferred with.some of his col- 
leagues on that side, in reply to a question as to what time he 
would suggest, he said either Thursday or Friday, and we fixed | 
it at his saggestion on Thursday, taking the earlier day of the | 
alternative, for the reason that it is desired to get an adjourn- | 
ment a3 early as possible, and to do that, to press the different | 
matters to consideration that are to be considered, at the earliest | 
date possible. That was the purpose of the committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, in reply I desire to say to my 
friend—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will pardon me for just a 
moment, I will say that I am informed by the chairman of the 
committee of investigation [Mr. WHEELER of Michigan] that the 
printing will all be done during the day. 

Mr. BURROWS. In reply to what the gentleman from Ten- 
nesse2|Mr. MCMILLIN] has said, it is true that in the committee 
] suggested that to-morrow was too early, but that Thursday or 
friday might be a proper time for the consideration of the mat- 
er; but I thensupposed that the report of the minority had been 
‘dled, and that the testimony, as I was assured, was printed; but 
it now appears that not only is the report of the majority not 
printed, nor are the views of the minority printed, but that the | 
testimony is not before the House, and may not be until the 
morning arrives for the consideration of this matter; and I sub- 
mit that it is hardly fair to press the House to the consideration 
of a question of such a grave character until the House has in 
‘ts possession the testimony and the report and the views of the 
crjnority. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 

tom Tennessee that he might let the matter go over. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want to suggest to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] that I amalso informed by the chair- 
man of the committee that the majority report has been printed 
and that the testimony has been printed, and that the only thing 
that has delayed the printing of the minority report was the re- 
quest made on the part of those framing the minority report. 

Mr. BURROWS. The majority report and the testimony 
have been printed for the use of the committee, but not printed 
for the use of the House. May I suggest to my friend that he 
let the matter lie over, and I presume we can agree on a date? 

Mr. McMILLIN. We may be able to do that, and with that 
in view I will not press it now, but at a later hour to-day, if no 
agreement is reached, I may call it up again. ’ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee if he will allow the resolution to be amended by add- 
ing the words “That evening sessions be held, to commence at 
7:30 p. m., for the consideration of private bills to which there is 
no objection.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. The matter has gone over now and will 
not be considered until later. 


COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the call of 
committees be dispensed with, and that gentlemen having re- 
ports to present be permitted to hand them to the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was co ordered. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the 
Senate amendments to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whol: on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 7520) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes, with 
Mr. LESTER of Georgia in the chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, | find thata great many gen- 
tlemen were under the impression, when the agreement was 
reached the other day as to the time that voting should take | 





place, that that order did not dispense with debate under the 
five-minute rule. Inasmuch as that seemsto be the understand- 
ing of many gentlemen, and because the hour that we expected 
to have for debate this morning, from 11 o'clock until 12, has 
been consumed with other business, I request, at the instance of 
quite a nvmber of gentlemen, that the debate be now continued 
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for an hour, under the five-minute rule, toallow gentlemen to ex- 
press their views who have not had an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I object. We want to com- 

lete the business of the session as soon as we possibly can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that debate may be continued for 
one hour on this bill under the five-minute rule. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. KEM and others objected. 

[Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 12 o’clock has arrived, fixed 
by the order of the House as the time at which a vote shall be 
taken on the amendments. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I move to concur in the Senate 
amendment found on page 41, at line 3. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. I send up two amendments. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I have an amendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Missouri will be consid- 
ered as pending. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee concur in the Senate amendment found on page 41, 


| line 13. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, so that 
the Chair can state the condition of the bill. The first amend- 
ment on the subject of the World’s Fair is amendment 123. 
There are various amendments, and they will be voted upon sepa- 
rately. The question in each one of them will be: Will the 
House concur? The first amendment to be considered is amend- 
ment numbered 123, found on page 41. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is purely a formal amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a pdint of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are two amendments which have been 
sent up to the Clerk’s desk since the hour of 12 o’clock arrived, 
and since the time at which the Chair announced the time had 
arrived for voting. I therefore make the point of order that it 
is not in order to offer amendments now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania gave 
notice that he would offer the amendment, and asked time to 
do it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, amendment numbered 123 is 
almost a formal amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I think that there would be no ob- 
jection to concurring in that amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would suggest to the Chair that in the or- 
der there was no limit as to the right to offer amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The order only went to closing debat>, but 
not to prevent the offering of amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order went further than that, it pro- 
vided that the vote should be taken. Let the rule be read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a p_int 
of order. There is so much confusion that we can not hear what 
is said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will sta‘e it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. This is a very important matter it occurs 
to me, and there is so much confusion in the Hall that we are 
unable to hear what is said or done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Therpoint of order is well taken, and gen- 
tlemen will cease conversation. Will gentlemen pleas: b> in 
order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to make arequest. As 
to this particular amendment, of cours» there is no objection 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana wil! per- 
ceive that nothing can be heard distinctly until order is restored. 
Gentlemen will please be seated and cease conversa‘ioa. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the Chair will hear me for a mom:nt on 
the question of the scope of the special order-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just amoment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that the colloquy which took place between 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the Chair when 
the order in this case was made is found on page 6975 of the 

{ECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the information of the House the 
Chair will have that read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. What the gentleman refers to are amendments. The 
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proposition is that the debate commence now on these amendments, the 
speeches to be limited to half an hour of time, to be equally divided between 
those in favor and those opposed to the amendments, and that the vote be 
taken on Tuesday at 12 o'clock; also that amendments may be offered, in 
what order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. At any time when a gentleman gets the floor. 

Mr. Fowuer. I understand that suspension day is not to be interfered 
with in the debate upon this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That has already been stated. You need 
that in order to get anything through this House with the thin majority 
you have. 

; The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Indiana? [|Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the order 
made by ygnanimous consent does not specify the order of voting, 
I suggest that this course be adopted: That the amendments that 
have been offered to the Senate amendments and that.are in or- 
der, beginning with the first proposition of the Senate, be voted 
on first, and that then one vote be taken on concurring or non- 
concurring in all the Senate amendments in regard to the World's 
Fair. 

Several MEMBERS. No, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana will permit me, 
I suggest that a vote be taken upon all the amendments in ref- 
erence to the Government exhibit, separating that subject from 
the items appropriating for the Columbian Exposition. We 
shall thus get those two distinct propositions voted upon sepa- 
rately. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend [Mr. SAYERS] misapprehends, I 





think, this fact, that some of the increases are in the provisions | 


with regard to the Government exhibits substantially, while 
these numbered 308, 309, 310, 311, and 312 relate exclusively to 
the $5,000,000. Now, it seems to me that upon the question of 
nonconcurrence or concurrence, in whichever form it may be put, 
if we take the whole together, the two Houses can reach an 
agreement much more easily than by voting upon these proposi- 
tions separately. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that, under the rules and practice of the House, the motion to 
amend must be coupled with a motion to concur in the Senate 
amendment. A separate and independent motion to amend would 
not be in order. It must be coupled with a motion to concur. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman's position 
is correct. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
l asked for the regular order, and I desire to suggest that that 
would be the vote on the several amendments separately, as the 
Chair interprets the order heretofore made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do TI understand the Chair to hold that 
amendments are not in order after 12 o’clock? Before the Chair 
answers that question I want to invite his attention to the diffi- 
culty. If the Chair holds that no amendment is in order after 
that time we are confronted with this situation, with reference 
to the various propositions relating tothe Government building 
and the Government exhibits, that no motion either to concur 
or to nonconcur has been offered. Now, if the Chair should hold 
that no amendments are in order after 12 o'clock that would 
forbid any action one way or the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has heard the rule read 
as it wasagreed upon. It was that.a vote should be taken at 12 
o'clock to-day, that speeches were to be limited to half an hour, 
and that amendments were to be offered when gentlemen got 
the floor. The Chair understands by that that amendments were 
to be offered during the period up to 12 o'clock to-day. That is 


the plain interpretation of the rule. Of course by unanimous | 


consent that may be changed. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa question of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Llinois. Mr. Chairman, I think we had 
better have the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ATKINSON] will state his point. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I understood the gentleman from Alabama 


[Mr. BANKHEAD] to make the point of order that a motion to | Cuine hardhiehters provieelterama tae 6 becky eupreptiattl. out ot 


concur or nonconcur took precedenee of the amendments that 
have been offered here to the amendments of the Senate. I be- 
lieve that the point made by the gentleman from Alabama isnot 
a good one, and that the amendments offered here to the Senate 
amendments must be first considered, and upon that I desire to 
cite to the Chair an authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to hear the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania on that point, because the Chair thinks 
the gentleman mistakes the point made by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I understood the point of the gentleman 
from Alabama to be that a motion to concur or nonconcur took 
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precedence of the amendments offered here to the Senate.amend- 
ments to the bill, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask for the regular order. Un- 
less we proceed regularly we shall never get through this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on concurring in amend- 
> to insert after the word ‘‘article” the words ‘‘and ma- 

erials.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I made the point of order 
awile ago (and I understood the Chair to sustain the point) that 
a motion to concur in the Senate amendment having already 
been made by the gentleman from Illinois, only one amendment 
at a time can be in order, and that an amendmeat necessarily 
— with it concurrence in the Senate amendment. Am 
right? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment offered to this 
amendment. Thequestion issimply on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 41, after the word ‘‘services,’’ in line 22, strike out “ three hundred 
and sixteen thousand five hundred " and insert ‘five hundred thousand." 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on concurrence in this 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. OATES. We can not understand what the effect of the 
amendment is. Let the Clerk read the text. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a large increase. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is an increase of about $180,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House nonconcur in this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will bo taken on concurring. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 65, noes 129. 

So the amendment was nonconcurred in. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in line 4, page 42, the word ‘“‘ Worlds” and insert * World's.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was read, .as follows: 

In lines 5 and 6, page 42, strike out ‘‘ninety-five thousand five hundred” 
and insert ‘‘ three hundred and twenty thousand.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In erder to expedite business, I ask unani- 
mous consent that we nonconcur in all the amendments begin- 
ning with this one (number 127) and going down to and includ- 
ing amendment number 135. 

Mr. SAYERS and Mr. HOLMAN. That is all right. 

There being no objection, amendments numbered from 127 to 
135, inelusive, were nonconcurred in. 

Amendment numbered 308 was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 
“AID TO THE WORLDS COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


“Sec. 2. That for the purpose of aiding in defraying the cost of complet- 
ing the work of preparation for inaugurat the World's Columbian Ex- 
position, authorized by the act approved April 25, A. D. 1890, the Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized and directed to have recoined #5,000,000 in 
half-dollar silver coins from the uncurrent subsidiary silver coins abraded 
below the limit of tolerance now in the Treasury, which coins shall be of 
the same weight and fineness and have in all other respects the same quali- 
ties as the silver half-dollar now authorized by law; said coins shall also be of 
such design and be stamped and engraved withsuch inscriptions and devices 
as will designate their value as coins of the United States, and also make 
them suitable souvenirs of said celebration of the four hundredth anniversary 
of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, and there is hereby 
appropriated from the Treasury the said $5,000,000 so coined; and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is authorized to pay the same as lawful money to the 
World's Columbian Exposition monthly in such amounts as may be needed, 
in his discretion, upon detailed estimates of the expenditures for the suc- 
ceeding month certified to him by the president of the World's Columbian 
Exposition, or in his absence or inability 60 act by the vice-president, and 
by the director-general of the World’s Columbian Commission, or in his ab- 
sence by the president of the Commission, to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, for labor to be done, materials to be furnished, and services 
to be performed in prosecuting said work of preparing said Exposition for 
opening on May 1, 1893: Provided, That before the Secretary of the Treas 
shall pay to the World's Columbian Exposition any part of the said $5,000, 
satisfactory evidence shall be furnished him showing that the sum of $10,- 
000,000 provided for by the fifth section of the act of April 25, 1890, has been 
collected and disbursed as required by said act; and that the said World's 
Columbian Exposition shall furnish a satisfactory guaranty to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that any further sum actually necessary to complete 
the work of said Exposition to the opening thereof has been or will be pro- 
vided by said corporation; but no g herein shall be so construed as to 
authorize the delay or tponement of the preparation of the souvenir 


any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to reimburse the Treasury for loss 
on such recoinage.”’ 


Mr. LITTLE. I hope we shall have the yeas and nays on this 
question before it is finally disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. That demand will be in order in the 
House; the amendments are now being considered in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I move concurrence in this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment has been offered to this 
amendment by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- 
SON]. It will be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: Mr. BLOUNT. Idemand the regular order. The Chair has 


rendered his decision. 
After line 13, e 131, insert the following: - > > = 
“And voided ear. That no part of the an ropriation provided for by this The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
act shall be paid or be in any manner available until satisfactory assurances | has a point of order pending and is discussing it. 


are given by the officers of the World’s Columbian Exposition that the sale mm ed te ie : " 
of intoxicating liquors on the grounds of said Exposition shall be prohibited | Mr. BLOUNT. I understood that the Chair had already 


except for medicinal, mechanical, or scientific purposes. — CHAIRMAN. The Chair will] 1 
; : : . : e AIRMAN. 1e Chair will hear the gentle "Or 
Mr.SAYERS. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Isthe prop- . , e gentleman from 


a ; ; a : Pennsylvania. 
Sa ~_ an ur in this Senate amendment Mr. ATKINSON. I desire tocitean authority from the Digest, 
2 The CHAIRMAN acces amendment ie been elfered and propose to sustain the statement I make to the Chair, that 


this question is an entirely separate matter and should be voted 


Mr. DINGLEY. I call for a division of the question, so that on separately. 


we may have the question first on the amendment. ( re, Oak . Ty bdo Montted thet 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that can not be done. Jn page 249 of the Digest it is decided that 
Mr. REILLY. As I understand the question before the Com- A motion to amend an amendment from the other House takes precedence 


mittee of the Whole now is on the Senate amendment to this | ©! 4 ™otion to agree or disagree. 
sundry civil bill. 


: : ae Now the motion to concur or a motion to agree to the amend- 
The CHAIRMAN. That is the main proposition. SF hud omnes ra 


! c ; ment of the Senate is pending, prior to which I had made a mo- 
Mr. REILLY. I submit that this Senate amendment com-| tion to amend the Senate amendment, which has, under this 


prises properly all the printed matter under the subhead “‘Aid authority precedence, and this is a ruling, I believe, of ex-Speaker 
to the World’s Columbian Exposition,” extending from line 15, | Carrisis, and entitled to weight with the present occupant of 
page 129, to the close of page 135. This amendment I submit | the Chair. I am convinced, under that ruling, and under the 
shoul a read entire before an amendment is considered to any language embodied in the Digest, that I have a right to asepar- 
part of it. : ate vote on this amendment; and that opinion is in accordance, 

The CHAIRMAN. These different sections come before the | { pelieve, with the general practice of the House. Before any 
Committee of the Whole as separate amendments. vote is taken on a proposition it is in order to consider amend- 

Mr. REILLY. I think the Chair misapprehends me. My | ments thereto; because itis the rightof the friends of the proposi- 
point is that theentire Senate amendment must be read through | tion to perfect it as much as they see fit before the vote is taken 
before it is in order to offer an amendinent to any part of it. ieee 


a A o on the general proposition. Now this paragraph of the Senate 
The CHAIRMAN. Amendment No. 308 has been read | amendmentembracesa general a to make an appropria- 


> : tion of $5,000,000 for the benefit of the World’s Fair. I propose to 

Mr. REILLY. [understand that only one section of the Sen- | parfect that proposition by amending it in the seated nainall 
ate amendment has been read. al in the amendment I have submitted, and I believe under the au- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that each of thority cited that Iam entitled to have a vote on the amendment 
these amendments is a distinct proposition, and the first ques- | pofore the proposition to agree or disagree, or to concur or non- 
tion will be on the amendment numbered 308. . concur as you may say, is submitted to the House. 

Mr. REILLY. But, Mr. Chairman, while there are different | What, Mr. Chairman, would be the effect if the vote were 
sections of the amendment, yet the amendment in — is but | taken on a motion to concur with the amendments I propose? 
yong. and comprises all that part of the bill beginning with page | if it was decided in the negative, would it defeat simply the 
129 and continuing to the end of the bill on page 135. Undoubt- | amendment I proposed or defeat both the paragraph in the bill 
edly, whatever may have been the mode of numbering it, it is | an4 the amendment, too? I do not know—I donot'think any- 
one proposition and should stand or fall as a whole. ; 


) a 5 body else does—what result would follow if the vote was taken in 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only be advised of the | that way. It has always been held in the House that where a 
amendments as he finds them numbered in the bill. ‘ 


~ ; 7 - proposition is divisible, and the demand is made, that it shall 

Mr. REILLY. I think, although this amendment is numbered | },,. divided and a separate vote shall be taken on each part; that 

separately, that it has a distinct and direct connection with the | ;, to say. if each part contains a substantive proposition, in which 
others. ase the divisi e aske f ote is taken. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Iask unanimous consent that the entire | {> ee ee ee ee ee ee 22 


: this case the amendment of the Senate and the amendment I 
matter be read and the vote be taken on the amendments in the | jaye presented constitute two separate and distinct proposi- 
order in which they are numbered. 





through. 


Mr. DINGLEY. "I object. ao and I am entitled to a division under the rules and prac- 
Mr. BLOUNT. Let us have the regular order. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the authorities and pre 

: ewge MAN. ies and pre- 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on the amendment | ,eqents are all the other way, and the Chair overrules the point. 
number ed 308. N SF) . Mr. ATKINSON. Then besides that, one other reason I wish 
ae ATKINSON. I insist upona separate vote on my amend- | ¢, present is that a man might want to vote to prohibit the sale 


er ; 3 of liquor upon the fair grounds at Chicago and at the same time 
The CHAIRMAN, That is involved in the other question, < rant ¢ a ahaa he “opriation in tot a it is 
Midi 4s on Gho:mantion tecemser tn ‘thle mamedments with the might want to vote against the appropriation in toto, and it is 


: ; : only right that every gentleman here shall have the privilege 
—* which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has himself | 2.-orded to him of expressing, by his vote, his sentiments upon 


Mr. ATKINSON. I rise to point of order. 1 insist that | Pf, POR Rata Ne The Chait overeules the point. 


the amendment offered by myself should be voted upon as asepa- TCHANAN of New Jersey. . Mr. Chairmar arlia- 
rate proposition, and not in connection with the sulin to concur. Fee ee ee ae ene, pee 
The motion to concur should not be, I believe, coupled with the 





: ~ Mr. C<INSON. DolI understand from the Chairman that 
motion I have made to amend the Senate amendment. Mr. ATKIN ae = : — : +} 
Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know where the gentleman " Se tain ae eee Sen eee 
gets the authority for that practice. Wee ee See nee? eee ae 


Mr. ATKINSON. I think I can show the authority. eee. 
Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman from Panuaglvtein will Mr. ATKINSON. Then I appeal from the decision of the 


e : Saat | Chair. 
2 paraaph on that particulas question °™ “he Digest | “The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 


Mr TSO} : : Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 
a ae ee te page does the gentleman The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
from Michigan refer to? eee 


Mr. ATKINSON. I demand a division. 

Mr. REILLY. A parlimentary inquiry. If the committee 
should vote to concur in the Senate amendment with thisamend- 
ment, would that not then preclude the committee from offer- 
ing any further amendment to the amendment of the Senate? 
Would not the House then be bound to take the amendment just 
as it came from the Senate, with this one amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that if the commit- 
tee votes to concur in the amendment of the Senate with the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
ment. that will end the matter, because the House will haveconcurred 

Mr. ATKINSON. I wish to be heard on that point for a mo- | in it, with that amendment. 
ment. | Mr. REILLY. Thecommittee has not yet agreed to the amend- 


Mr. BURROWS. Page 314. 


The House may concur in some Senate amendments and agree to others, 
or it may concur in an amendment with an amen@ment thereto. In the lat- 
ter event— 


And that is the case now before us— 


the vote must first be taken on concurring in the amendment with the pro- 

poses amendment thereto; for if the vote be first taken on concurrence, 
owever the question may be decided, the action would be final, and the 

vote on the proposed amendment to the amendment would be precluded. 


So that the only question presented is to concur with an amend- 
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ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and that amendment 
has not been submitted to the committee. 

Mr. ATKINSON. And the Chair does not propose to submit 
it t» the committee separately. 


The CHAIRMAN. The proposition asthe Chair understands it | 


is Shall the House concur in the amendment of the Senate with 


| 
| 
} 
} 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. AT- 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


KINSON]? Andif the committee does concur in thatamendment 
with an amendment that settles the question of concurrence. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Does that carry the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania with it? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair it does. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 
separate vote upon the amendment which I have offered in the 
committee? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Does the Chair decide that there can be no separate vote on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- 
SON jr 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I insist on a division. I 
have called for a division. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Will there be a division on the amendm:nt 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; this ison the appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. The gentleman frem Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- 
SON] asks for a division on the decision of the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. A parliamentary inquiry—— 

Mr. McCREARY. 
tion so that we can understand it. There isso much confusion 
in the Hall that it is impossible to understand what is being said. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I wish the Chair would state the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will do so, if gentlemen will 
endeavor to keep order. 
Will the committee concurin the Senate amendment, with the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ATKINSON]? 

Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
two propositions go together. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so held. 

Mr. ATKINSON. The Chair has held that they should go 
together, and I have appealed from that decision. 

Mr. MCCREARY. The Senate amendment referred to is the 
amendment for the appropriation of $5,000,000, I suppose? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BARTINE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHABRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTINE. If the committee vote down the proposition 


Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 


as it now stands jointly, will the question then recur on concur- | 


ringin the Senate amendment without the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the proposition, yes. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I have taken an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, and a vote has been taken upon that. The Chair 


has stated that the ayes appear to have it against my appeal, 


and I have called for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania perfectly. An appeal is pending from the 
decision of the Chair, by which the Chair decides that the propo- 
sition shail be voted upon in gross—that is, the amendment of 
the Senate, with the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. The Chair decided that the question was, Shall the 


House concur in the Senate amendment, with the amendment of | 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Owing to the great confusion in the Hall we 
are not aware whether a vote has been taken upon the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- | 


SON}. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no separate vote and the 
Chair decided that there could not be ase te vote, because 
the question is, Shall the House concur in the Senate amendment, 
with the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. And there has in the | 


meanwhile been no s»parate vote taken on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair has ruled that the propo- 
sitions must be voted on in gross. 
Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, is this 
question of the appeal from the decision of the Chair debatable? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is. 
Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. Unquestionably it is. 
Mr. DINGLEY. But the House is dividing. 
: Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. The House is not divid- 
ng. 


And it denies to me any right to have a | 


I hope the Chair will now state the ques- | 


The question before the committee is, | 


As I understand it the Chair holds that the | 
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ally dividing. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. The question was being put, and the House 
was dividing. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE ofSouth Carolina. There has been no divi- 
sion of the committee. The committee is not dividing. There 
is a demand that the House shall divide, but the House is not 
dividing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state any reason for 
that? 


Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. Well, it is this: It is 


| admitted that no debate can take place while the House is actu- 


There is a reason for that, and that is that the 
a CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. Debate is in 
order. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairinan—— 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. 
Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HOLMAN, 

Mr. ATKINSON, 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I renew it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order that the House was 
dividing. I had already voted. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. The Chair has decided 
that point, and decided that I may be heard. Now, Mr. Chair- 


IT have the floor. Now, 





I rise to a point of order. 
I propose to withdraw my appeal. 


| man, the ground upon which I feel that the decision of the Chair 








| should not be sustained is this—— 


Several MEMBERS. The appeal is withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. Then I renew it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois. I insist that the appeal has been 
withdrawn. There is nothing before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Michigan[Mr. CHIp- 
MAN] renewed the appeal. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from ‘Tennessee will state 
hi; parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WATSON. I rise to a point or order. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Ths pointoforder I make is, that oa this 
question a vote had been already taken, a division was demanded, 


| and I desire to know whether debate is in order? 


The CHAIRMAN. The appeal was withdrawn; the gentle- 
man from Michigan renewed the appeal, and it is now a new 
question. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done in Committee of the 
Whole, the Chair will siate to the gentleman. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, there is another amendment 
pending to that section, and under the ruling of the Chair it 
would be carried with the same vote. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular or- 
der!” 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. The regular order is 
that I have the floor. Mr. Chairman, I have not abandoned the 
floor, andI will proceed with what I desire to say upon the ap- 
peal when I obtain a degree of quiet that will enable my voice 
to compete with the committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We can not hear a word the gentleman 
says. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina (after a pause). I with- 
draw the appeal. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ”] 

Mr. CHIPMAN. A parlianentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. DoT understand the Chair to say that the 
quastion will be on concurring in the Senate amendment with 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the question. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. If that is defeated, then the motion to concur 
in the Senate amendment will come up by itself? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I submit to that ruling cheerfully. 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is withdrawn, and the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the Senate amendment, with the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 189; so 
the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Read! 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Now the motion is on concurring 
in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Chairman, does not the motion now 
come directly on the motion to concur in the Senate amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. : 

Mr. LYNCH. There is another amendment pending to the 
same provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it the same character of amendment? 

Mr. LYNCH. It is not the same kind of amendment, but itig 
an amendment pending to the same provision. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment, and 
the question will be on concurring in the Senate amendment with 
that amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding the foliowing after line 13, page 131: 
“Provided further, That %50,000 of said amount of $5,000,000, or so much 


thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended in the investigation of the i 


moral, religious, intellectual, and material development of the negro race in 
the United States from the period of the first introduction of African slaves 


into the colonies down to the present time, said sum to be expended under | 


the direction of the Directory of the World’s Columbian Exposition. The 
result of such investigation will be reported to Congress, the report to be ac- 
comranied with such statistical information as may be obtained in the prog- 
ress of the investigation. 


The 
ment with the amendment of Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 

The amendment was rejected. Ban 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on concurring in the 
Senate amendment with the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order against that amendment that it was not offered under 
the rule. That amendment was offered this morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman offered the amendment 
several days a and by agreement with the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that it would be renewed. The question 
is on concurring in the Senate amendment with the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. : 

Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. The amendment is offered 
for consistency sake. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 130, beginning at line 8: . 

“And that to maintain eat in Congressional aid to former exposi- 
tions, notably the Centennial of 1876, held at Philadelphia, and the New Or- 
leans Exposition, held a few years ago, the amount of %,000,000 indicated 
herein as aid to the World’s Columbian Exposition, to be held in Chicago 
in 1893, shall be a loan, and shall be paid in full into the Treasury of the 
United States at the termination and winding up financially of the said 
World's Columbian Exposition, and payment thereof shall be made prior 


to the payment of any other indebtedness which may have been incurred 
by the proper authorities of the said Exposition.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to concurring 
in the Senate amendment with this amendment. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I would like toask where that amendment 
comes in. : : 

The CHAIRMAN. It comes in after line 7,on page 130. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the second 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
O’NEILL]. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 130, beginning at line 8: 

“And that out of this amount there be retained in the Treasury of the United 
States the sum of $1,500,000, which by act of Congress was appropriated to 
the Centennial Exhibition held in Philadelphia in 1876, but which by a de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States was adjudged to have been 
a loan thereto, and in accordance with said decision was paid back to the 
United States, and the stockholders were in consequence of said decision de- 
prived of that amount in the way of expected but unpaid dividend. 

“That any stockholder presenting to the Secretary of the Treasury a cer- 
tificate or certificates of capital stock issued by the proper authorities of the 
said Centennial Exhibition shall be paid by him whatever may have re- 
mained unpaid as dividend thereon. 


Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. I offer these amendments as 
reminders of the action of Congress at that time. [Cries of 
‘Regular order!”)] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
ment offered under the rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was. 

The question was taken on concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment with the amendment offered by Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsy!- 
vania, and it was decided in the negative. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Will the committ2e 
concur in the Senate amendment? 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
a formal amendment be made changing the word ‘succeeding ” 
in the Senate amendment to the word *' preceding.” Itis neces- 
sary in order to perfect the text. 

A MEMBER. I object. 

Mr. REILLY. Ifthe gentleman would listen to anexplanation, 
he would not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
REILLY] asks unanimous consent that the word ‘succeeding ” 
at the end of line 11, page 130, be striken out, and that the word 
‘** preceding ” be inserted. 

fr. REILLY. ‘‘ Succeeding” is a misprint. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. Iobject. 
Mr. REILLY. It is necessary to perfect the text. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. We do not want to perfect it. 


XXITI——402 


Mr. Chairman, was that amend- 


at 


i ing i S amend- | as A : 
uestion was taken on concurring in the Senate | concurring in the amendment of the Senate? 





Ball} REILLY. There is noreason in that. 
all, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again put the question. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] asks unani- 
raous consent for an amendment by which a verbal error in the 
bill shall be corrected. Is that the gentloman’s request? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes. I ask unanimous consent that the word 
**succeeding,” at the end of line 11, page 130, be struck out, and 
the word ‘‘ preceding” inserted instead. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That is nota verbal error. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The questionis, Will 


[Confusion in the 


| the committee concur in the amendment of the Senate? 


Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, is this a direct vote on 


The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

The question was taken on concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment; and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

A division was called for. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 132. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered, and the Chairman ap- 
pointed Mr. HOOKER of New York and Mr. HOLMAN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
91, noes 116. 
So the Senate amendment was nonconcurred in. 
The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will read the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. That monthly reports shall be forwarded by the said World's Co- 
lumbian Exposition to the Secretary of the Treasury, on or before the tenth 
day of each month, showing the amount of money expended during the pre- 
ceding month, accompanied with vouchers showing such expenditures in de- 
tail, which vouchers shall be made in duplicate, one to be tiled with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, the other to be retained by the World’s Columbian 
Exposition, which vouchers shall be certitied by the president of the World's 
Columbian Exposition and approved by the director-general of the World’s 
Columbian Commission, and like report shall be made mouthly of receipts 
from all sources, before and during the progress of the Exposition, and within 
thirty days after the close of the Exposition as now provided by law, astate- 
ment of all receipts and disbursements by the World’s Columbian Exposi- 
tion shall be made, and a copy filed with the Secretary of the Treasury, 
orovided that no expenditures incurred in the preliminary organization or 
in securing the location of said Exposition shall be included in sich dis- 
bursements; and from the net amount received into the treasury of the 
World's Columbian Exposition from all sources whatsoever, inclu ling sal- 
vage of buildings which, together with all property shall be sold within a 
reasonable time, to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury. and upon dne 
ascertainment thereof there shall be paid to the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States such proportion of said net amount as the sum appro- 
priated and paid out under section 2 of this act shall bear to the aggregate 
of such sum, and the sum which has been, or shall hereafter be, subs. ribed 
and paid by the stockholders and the city of Chicago for the preparation, 
completion, and conduct of said Exposition. And the dividends so accruing 
to the United States shall be paid at the same time and in such proportion- 
ate installments as they are paid to the shareholders and to the city of Chi- 
cago. 


The amendment was nonconcurred in—ayes 38, noes 102. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That the appropriation a in section 2 of this act shall be 
upon condition that the said World’s Columbian Exposition maintain and 
pay all the expenses. costs and charges of the great departments organ- 
ized for the purpose of conducting the work of the Exposition, but subject 
to the terms of the conference report known as ‘the compact,’ adopted on 
the 24th and 25th days of November, 1890, by the directory of the World's Co- 
lumbian Exposition and by the World’s Columbian Commission, respec- 
tively, and with the right remaining in the board of directors of the World's 
Columbian Exposition to reduce or discontinue any expenditures when in 
their opinion the interests of the Exposition so require, and the per diem 
and expenses of all judges and juries of awards, the per diem ani expenses 
of the commissioners who are members of the committee on awards of the 
World's Columbian Commission while engaged in the discharge of their du 
ties as members of said committee, including compensation of clerks. sten- 
ographers, stationery, printing, postage, and all the necessary incidencal 
expenses of said judges, juries, and committee on awards of the Wor.d’s Co 
lumbian Commission; all said expenses, costs, and charges to be > out of 
the funds of the said World’s Columbian Exposition: Provided. That the 
gross expenditures on account of medals ana diplomas, the committee on 


| awards, judges and "gt of awards, clerks, stenographers, stationery, print 


| ing, post 


| rection of the Secretary 


e, and all the necessary incidental expenses of same shal! not ex- 
ceed $500,000 and shall be made under thedirectionof the World's Columbian 
Commission or its board of control, and before any payment of the sum ap- 
propriated by section 2 of this act shall be made tothe World's Columbian 
Exposition, said Exposition, by action legally had, shall accept the condi- 
tions provided by section 3 of this act in reference to the distribution of what- 
ever net amount shall remain in the treasury of said Exposition at the close 
of the Exposition, and also the provisions of this section, and shal! certify 
such action to the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The CHAIRMAN. To this the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. LYNCH] has offered an amendment, which will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of amendment No. 310, the following: 

* Provided, That the sum of $100,000, or as much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, of the amount hereby appropriated, be expended by and under the di- 
of the Interior, in procuring to be made, and mak- 


ing a nroper exhibit of the American Indians, to inciude and exhibit the In- 
dian from the state of savagery to civilization.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The questionis, Will the House concur in 
the Senate amendment with the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr.LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to make 
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astatement, two or three minutes in length, in regard to that 
amendment. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I object. 

The question was taken on concurring in the amendment of 
the Senate with the amendment of Mr. LYNCH, and it was de- 
cided in the negative. 

The Senate amendment was then nonconcurred in. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That fifty thousand bronze medals and the necessary dies therefor, 
with appropriate devices, emblems, and inscriptions commemorative of said 
Exposition celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus shall be prepared under the supervision 
of the Secretary of the Treasury at a cost not to exceed $60,000, and the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing, under the supervision of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, shall prepare plates and make therefrom fifty thousand vellum 
impressions for diplomas at a cost not to exceed 243,000. Said medals and 
diplomas shail be delivered to the World’s Columbian Commission to be 
awarded to exhibitors in accordafice with the provisions of said act of Con- 
gress approved April 25, 1890, and there is hereby appropriated, from any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $103,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenditure authorized by this 
section; said sum to be reimbursed to the Treasury from the funds of the 
said World’sColumbian aagoenee, upon the delivery of the said medals and 
said diplomas; and authority may be granted by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to the holder of a medal, properly awarded to him, to have duplicates 
thereof made at any of the mints of the United States from gold, or silver, 
or bronze, at the expense of the person desiring the same. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Imove nonconcurrence in this amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 59, noes 50. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 27 voting in favor thereof. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Senate amendment numbered 312 was read, as follows: 


Insert the following as a new section: 

“Sec, 6. And it is hereby declared that all appropriations herein made for, 
or pertaining to, the World’s Columbian Exposition are made upon the con- 
dition that the said Exposition shall not be opened to the public on the first 
duy of the week, commonly called Sunday; and if the said appropriations 
be accepted by the corporation of the State of Illinois known as the World's 
Columbian Exposition. upon that condition, it shall be, and it is hereby, 
made the duty of the World’s Columbian Commission, created by the act of 
Congress of April 25, 1890, to make such rules or modification of the rules of 
said corporation as shall require the closing of the Exposition on the said 
first day of the week, commonly called Sunday.” 


The CHAIRMAN. To this amendment an amendment has 
been offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TAYLOR], which 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 6and insert the moatne: . 

“Tf the Commission determine to > the Exposition open on Sunday 
there shall be an entire cessation on that day of all labor by employés and at- 
tendants connected with the Exposition, except such service and attention 
as may be absolutely necessary for the management of the Exposition, the 
preservation of order, and the safe-keeping of articles on exhibition; nor 
shall any machinery be operated, nor work of any sort be carried on, except 
as before stated, within the limits of the Ex tion. It shall also be the 
duty of the Commission to provide a hall of sufficient size, with suitable 
furniture and arrangement for religious exercises; and said Commission 
shall invite the various religious denominations of the United States to hold 
such exercises in said hall upon every Sunday during the time the Exposi- 
tion may be opened, the invitation to be issued impartially and without dis- 
crimination, so that equal opportunity — ven to wae and faith. 
No part of the appropriations made by this bill for the World's Exposi- 
tion shall be paid until the directors have entered into an ment with 
the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of this section.” 


Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, is this 
amendment in order? I suggest that it isnot. A member can 
move to concur in an amendment of the Senate with an amend- 
ment, but he can not move to strike out the entire clause and 
insert something different. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the amendment to 
be in order, although it may propose to insert something very 
different from the amendment as ,it stands. The question is, 
Will the Committee of the Whole concur in the Senate amend- 
ment with the amendment proposed by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. TAYLOR]? ; : 

The question being put, it was decided in the negative. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LYNCH] has moved an amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend sundry civil bill by striking out Senate amendment numbered 312, 
as follows: 

(312) Sec. 6. And itis hereby declared that allappropriations herein made 
for, or pertaining to, the Worild’s Columbian Exposition are made upon the 
condition that the said Exposition shall not be opened to the public on the 
first day of the week, commonly called Sunday; and if the said appropria- 
tions be accepted by the corporation of the State of Illinois, known as the 
World’s Columbian Exposition, upon that condition, it shall be, and it is 
hereby, made the duty of the World’s Columbian Commission, created by 
the act of Congress of April 25, 1890, to make such rules or modification of 
the rules of said corporation as shall require the closing of the Exposition 
on the said first day of the week, commonly called Sunday.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Imake the pointthat this proposition, while 
in the form of an amendment, is simply a ain ition to strike 
out the whole of the Senate amendment, which is equivalent to 


a motion to nonconcur; but a motion to concur takes precedence 
of what is simply in effect a motion to nonconcur. I submit that 
this is nothing more than an endeavour to evade the rule which 
provides that a motion to concur shall take precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the understanding of the 
Chair, this motion is equivalent to a motion to nonconcur. 

Mr. LYNCH. It is an amendment to the amendment of tha 
Senate as foundinthe bill. It proposes to strike out that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That leaves nothing to be concurred in. 

Mr. LYNCH. If we strike out the provision, we do not want 
to concur. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman wishes to nonconcur, he 
should submit that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order of 
the gentleman from Maine. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin[{Mr. LYNCH] does not propose to insert anything, 
but simply to strike out. . 

Mr. LYNCH. If my purpose will be attained by a motion to 
nonconcur, I will withdraw the amendment. 

The CHATRMAN. Inthe opinion of the Chair, this amend- 
ment is equivalent to a motion to nonconcur; but a motion to 
concur has precedence. Of course, if the Committee of the 
Whole refuses to concur, it is substantially a vote to nonconcur. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. But in the event of nonconcurrence, 
the matter would go to conference, would it not?, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. If the amendment of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin were adopted, the matter would not, as I under- 
stand, go to conference. So the effect is not the same as non- 
concurrence. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is, Will the House concur in 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 312? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 78, noes 74. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTLER and Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
102, noes 72. 

So the amendment was concurred in. [Applause on the floor 
and in the galleries]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL]}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add a new section to the bill as a condition of the expenditure of moneys 
appropriated by this bill— 

“It shall not lawful for any officer of the Government authorized to 
make contracts, nor any officer in the District of Columbia, to contract with 
any person, firm, or corporation who employs Pinkerton detectives or any 
other association of men as armed guards; and no employé of said detective 
agency or similar agency shall be employed in any Government service or 
by any officer of the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. How is that offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr, O’NEILL]). 

Mr. DINGLEY. How does it come in? We have now con- 
cluded our action on the Senate amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. It came in on another part of the bill a 
few ors ago. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I reserve any question of order upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offered this 
amendment when we were considering another part of the bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I offered this amendment when 
these amendments of the Senate were first taken up; and the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. HOLMAN] 
asked me to withhold it in order not to complicate matters, say- 
ing that I would be permitted to offer it before the final vote 
was taken. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then this is an amendment which was passed 
over? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all right. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. The object is to prevent the em- 
ployment of these Pinkerton detectives—a practice which has 
prevailed for many years in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was understood the gentleman would be 
permitted to offer this amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. What has it to do with this bill? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. It is offered as a new section. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the amendment be read to which this is 
to be added? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Where does it come in? 

Mr. DINGLEY. This must be offered as a motion to concur 
with an amendment, or it is not in order. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. It qualifies the Senate amend- 
ments which have been adopted. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. But it is not in order unless you move to 
concur in some amendment. We are all of one mind in regard 
to the propriety of the provision 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Then letit be adopted. It isan 
expression of the sentiment of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amendment ought to be adopted; but 
the gentleman’s motion should be to concur in some Senate 
amendment with this amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I should like to know what this has to do 
with the bill we are considering? 
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Now, if the gentleman will suggest som2 point where it may be 
applied. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwould suggest to the gentleman that thera 
are two provisions of the Senate to which this is germane. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Suppose you offer it in connection with the 
Senate amendmentin regard to the enforcement of the alien- 


| contract law? 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I will ask the Clerk to report the 


| amendment on page 60, number 177. 


Mr. BLOUNT. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to | 


know at what point the gentleman from Missouri moves to con- 
cur with this amendment? 


Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. This is a simple matter. It has 
been already before the committee. There was no objection to 
it; but I withheld it at the request of the gentleman in charge 
of the bill, and I ask that it now be disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Missouri that the only thing the House can do in the con- 
sideration of Senate amendments is to concur or nonconcur. 
Now, afew days ago the gentleman from Missouri offered an 
amendment to some part of this bill; the Chair does not remem- 
ber where—— 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. It was on page 54, amendment No. 
161; and [ nowmove, if in order, to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment 161 with this amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But that amendment has been nonconcurred 
in already, I submit. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not 
insist upon that motion. This section, 161, has been noncon- 
curred in, and it ought togoto conference. If the matter is ap- 
pended to the bill in some other form, the committee of confer- 
ence will take care of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask, Mr. Chairman, as a matter of fact if 
this amendment, 161. has not been nonconcurred in? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has been already nonconcurred in. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Then I ask unanimous consent to 
add this provision to the bill. 

Mr. OATES. To that I object. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Then I will insist upon having it 
added as an amendment to some part of the bill under the dis- 
tinct agreement heretofore made. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what part of the bill does the gentle- 
man propose to apply it? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. To amendment 161. 

The CHAIRMAN. But that has been nonconcurred in. 

Mr.O’NEILLof Missouri. Iam aware of thatfact; but I make 
the motion now to concur in the Senate amendment with the 
amendment I[ have offered. I wish the committee to understand 
that when I offered this amendment in the House a few days 
ago, it was distinctly understood that if I would withdraw it 
temporarily I should have the privilege of offering it again. 

Mr.HOLMAN. That was clearly understood. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it was to the Capitol-police provision of 
the bill, not the Metropolitan police, to which the gentleman 
applied the amendment. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I am not particular to what part 
of the bill it is attached. The only question is to apply it to 


the bill, and it can be placed where it properly belongs by the | 


conference committee. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not take the position that saction 
161 has not been nonconcurred in, and let the Journal show it? 


the House was taken upon all of the amendments excepting 
those acted upon this morning. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will offer 
this amendment in the House. There can be no objection raised 
to it there. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This is the consideration or the conference 
report. How will the gentleman get an opportunity of offering 
the amendment in the House? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Well, I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to my doing so. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this provision should be brought be- 
fore the conference in some shape. I suggest that if it be al- 


lowed to go before the conference committee, it will be taken | 


care of. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the question is as to the proper mode of 
getting it there under the circumstances. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. There is no objection to that. It 
is a plain understanding on the part of the House. I have an 
understanding with the chairman of the committee, the gentie- 
man in charge of the bill, that if I would not press the amend- 
ment when | first submitted it I should have this opportunity. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


(177) To enable the board of Capitol police to employ additional policemen 
during the meeting of the national encampment of the Grand Army of the 


| Republic in September, 1892, $1,200, or so much thereof as may be necessary 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will specify 
the Senate amendment to which he proposes to have this apply. | 











Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to this provision being 
added as an amendment to the Senate amendment numbered 177, 
just read. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Now, I ask unanimous consent to 
concur in the Senate amendment, with the amendment which I 
have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent to concur in the Senate amendment just read, with 
the amendment he has offered. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Let us hear the proposed amend- 
ment again read, before consent is given. 

The amendment of Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri was again re- 
ported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman asks unanimous consent to 
concur in the Senate amendment, with the amendment just read. 


| Is there objection” 


Mr. OATES. I object, Mr. Chairman, to any such legislation 
as that. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I make this point of order, that 
when this paragraph was read I offered this amendment and the 
gentleman in charge of the bill made the proposition that if I 
would withdraw it at that time, it could be subsequently called 
up for consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was the understanding, and I hope it 
will be adhered to. 

Mr. O°’NEILL of Missouri. It is a matter of fair play, common 
decency. I would have pressed the amendment then, but for 
that understanding. 

A MEMBER. Ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Ido not have to ask unanimous 
consent for that. It has already been given to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee 
that he thinks that is true; that this paragraph was called up, 
and the gentleman made a spe2ch and offered an amendment, 
and then it was withdrawn, to b2 reintroduced and considered 
again at some future time. The Chair believes that to be the 
situation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Under those circumstances it seems to me 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] will withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall feel in duty bound, after the under- 
standing that was made, to allow this amendment to be offered 
in the House unless it is offered now. 

Mr. OATES. Why? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Because it was understood that it should be 
offered. 

Mr. OATES. I believe it is entirely improper, and I decline 
to consent to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ris: toa point of order. All these sections 
were, by unanimous consent, considered as nonconeurred in un- 


| less there was objection when the section was read. An amend- 
Mr. HOLMAN. But it was nonconcurred in. The action of 


ment was offered to this section, which amounted to an objec- 


| tion; but by request of the House it was held off for a time. 


That leaves this amendment 177 as not yet having been acted 
upon.at all, and the amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is the true stand- 
ing of the matter. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Has not the amendment al- 
ready been concurred in? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, thisamendmenthas not been concurred in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon concurring in Sen- 
ate amendment 177, as amended by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O'NEILL]. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. OATES) there were—ayes 108, 
noes 2. 

Mr. OATES. No quorum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
have that amendment read again. I think it goes much further 
than gentlemen think it does. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. The point of no quorum is made. 
Let us have a vote. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
amendment be read again. Is there objection. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was again read. 

The Chairman appointed as tellers Mr. OATES and Mr. O’NEILL 
of Missouri. 

The committee divided. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. OATESsaid: Mr.Chairman,I am notafraid to goon record, 
and I am willing that other gentlemen may do the same thing. 
I will withdraw the point on condition that there is a yea-and- 
nay vote in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will vote for the yeas and nays. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does theChair understand the gentleman 
from Alabama to withdraw the point of no quorum? 

Mr. OATES. I will not do it unless there isageneral expres- 
sion that we will have the yeas and nays. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment, and I shail ask it on all these light-house ap- 
propriations. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty gentlemen have arisen—not a suf- 
ficient number, and the yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr. BURROWS. The other side. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I demand tellers—the other side. 

The SPEAKER (after counting the other side). Twenty gen- 
tlemen have arisen in favor of ordering the yeas and nays, and 
120 gentlemen against it—not one-fifth having seconded the de- 
mand, the yeas and nays are refused, and the question, is upon 
agreeing to the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole 
to nonconcur in the Senate amendment. 

The amendment was nonconcurred in. 

Amendments numbered 35 and 36 were severally read and non- 


Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. The committee can not make any | concurred in. 


such agreement that will bind the House. 
The tellers completed their count and reported—ayes 146, noes 


Accordingly the amendment was concurred in with an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee rise and report 
the bill and amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly-rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LesTER of Georgia, from the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, and had directed him to report the same back to 
the House with sundry amendments and various recommenda- 
tions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon any of 
the amendments? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Lllinois. Yes; upon several of them. 

The SPEAKER. Will gentlemen indicate the amendments 
upon which separate votes are desired. 

Mr. OATES. A separate vote is desired upon the last amend- 
ment vo‘ed upon. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that a separate vote be 
taken on all the amendments relating to light-houses, beginning 
with and including amendment numbered 31 and ending with 
and including amendment numbered 49. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Idemand aseparate vote on Senate amend- 
ment No. 193, relating to the Geological Survey. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I ask a separate vote on amendments 308 
and 309, the two amendments to be voted upon together in one 
vote, and then I demand a separate vote on amendment No. 312, 
to section 6. 

Mr.McCREARY. May Iask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
DURBOROW] a question? 

Mr. DURBOROW. Yes. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Did you ask for a separate vote on amend- 
ment numbered 308, which refers to the appropriation of $5,000,- 
000 to the World’s Fair? 

Mr. DURBOROW. Yes. 

Mr. MCCREARY. On any other amendments? 

Mr. DURBOROW. And then on amendment numbered 312 
and the amendment to that section offered by my colleague [Mr. 
TAYLOR] of Illinois. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is not before the House, and has not 
been reported by the committee. The motionissimply to concur. 
That is all we can vote upon in the House. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Then I will ask for a separate vote to 
concur in section 6. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any other separate votes de- 
manded? If not, the Chair will submit the question on the other 
amendments in gross. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Lllinois. I ask if that is amendment num- 
bered 311? 

The SPEAKER. These are the amendments relating to the 
World’s Fair. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. If no other separate vote is demanded, the 
question will b> on concurring in the recommendation of the 
committee, except as to the votes indicated. The Clerk will re- 
port the earliest of these amendments on which a separate vote 
is demanded. 

Amendments numbered 31, 32, and 33 were severally read, and 
the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole to noncon- 
cur in the Senate amendments was agreed to. 

Amendment numbered 34 was read, as follows: 


In line 13, page 9, strike out ‘‘nine thousand” and insert “four thousand 
five hundred.” 


Amendment numbered 37 was read, as follows: 

Tampa Bay, Florida: For establishing such additional aids to navigation 
as may be found necessary by the Light-House Board, $6,000. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I withdraw the demand for a separate vote. 

Mr. REE I ask for a division on the amendment just 
reported. 

he question was taken on nonconcurring; and on a division 
there were—ayes 84, noes 17. 

So the recommendation of the committee to nonconcur was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws 
the demand for a separate vote on this amendment relating to 
light-houses, and, if the demand is not renewed by some other 
gentleman, the Chair will put the vote upon the remaining 
amendments together. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I renew the demand. 

Mr. OATES. ILask for aseparate vote on the last amendment, 
which is adopted as a separate section, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey renews 
the demand. 

The Clerk reported Senate amendment numb>2red 38. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I am told by gentleman that these 


‘| amendments relate only to the light-houses. 


The SPEAKER. The amendments that are being reported 
relate to light-houses, and the gentleman from New Jersey re- 
news the demand for a separate vote on them. 

Amendments numbered 38, 39, 40, 41, and 42 were severally 
read and nonconcurred in. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I withdraw the demand for a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey withdraws 
the request for a separate vote on these amendments relating to 
light-houses. Without objection, they will be put together in 
gross. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments 43 to 49 were nonconcurred in in gross. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the next amend- 
ment on which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(177) To enable the board of Capitol police to employ additional police- 
men d the meeting of the national encampment of the Grand Army of 
the Republic in September, 1892, $1,200, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. 

With an amendment: 

It shall not be lawful for any officer of the Government authorized to make 
contracts, nor any officer in the District of Columbia, to contract with any 
person, firm, or corporation who employ Pinkerton detectives or any other 
association of men as armed guards, and no employé of said Pinkerton 
agency, or similar agency shall be employed in any Government service or 
by any officer of the istrict of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The committee recommend concurrence in 
the Senate amendment with the amendment just read. The 
question is on agreeing to the recommendation of the committee. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes, seemed to have it. 

Mr. OATES. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 21. 

Mr. OATES. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. The yeas arid nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Would not the first part of that amendment 
have a tendency to set aside contracts already made by the Gov- 
ernment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not prepared to answer that 
inquiry. 

Mr. CATE. That is a legal question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. If 
the motion should carry it simply puts the whole matter into the 
hands of the conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. It takes it out of the hands of the conferees 
and makes an agreement. 











1892. 


Mr. DINGLEY. No; because there is an amendment. It 
simply puts the whole proposition into the hands of the con- 
ference. 

TheSPEAKER. It might, the latter part, but not the former. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, can there not be a di- 
vision of the question? Can we not have a vote on agreeing to 

* the first proposition without the second? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, because the recom- 
mendation is to agree to this amendment as amended. 

Mr. COBB. But my suggestion is to vote on the first proposi- 
tion without the amendment. 

The SPEAKER®* The proposition van be voted down and the 
matter put into conference. 





j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. [If | 


e House approves by a vote the amendment of the gentleman | 


rom Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL] to the paragraph in the bill, will 
not the whole matter be relegated to a conference? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not like to say 

Mr. REED. 
If the Senate disagreed to the House amendment then it would 
go to conference; otherwise it would not. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered on 
agreeing to the Senate amendment with the amendment just 
read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
the amendment be again read. The very great noise and con- 
fusion in the House make it impossible for many to hear the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read three times, but it will be 
read again if there be no objection. If gentlemen would pay at- 
tention when matters are read it would save time. 

The Senate amendment and the amendment offered by Mr. 
O’NEILL of Missouri were again read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
mentary inquiry. 

The PEAKER. The Chair can not longer delay the roll call. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a parliamen- 
tary inquiry when the roll call is ordered. The Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The Clerk began the call. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 
division of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not interrupt the roll call. 

Mr. REED. That isright—tyrannical, butright. [Laughter.] 





Mr. Speaker, I wish a 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 34, 


not voting 135; as follows: 


YEAS—159. 
Alderson, Cox, N. Y. Houk, Ohio Otis, 
Alexander, Crain, Tex. Houk, Tenn. Owens, 
serman, Crawford, Johnson, N. Dak. Page, R. 1. 
Babbitt, Crosby, Jolley, Parrett, 
Baker, Cummings, Kem, Patton, 
Bankhead, Daniell, Ketcham, Paynter, 
Barwig, Davis, Kribbs, Pearson, 
Beeman, De Armond, Kyle, Pendleton, 
Bentley, De Forest, ane, Reilly, 
Bingham, Dickerson, Lanham, Rockwell, 
Blanchard, re el Lawson, Va. Rusk, 
Bland, Dockery, Lawson, Ga. Sayers, 
Bowman, Dolliver, Layton, Seerley, 
Bretz, Dungan, Lester, Va. Shively, 
ckner, Dunphy, Lewis, Simpson, 
rookshire, Durborow, Lind, Snow, 
Brown, Edmunds, Little, Sperry, 
Brunner, English, Livingston, Steward, Ill. 
Buchanan, N. J. Enloe, Lockwood, Stewart, Tex. 
Bunting, Enochs, M er, Taylor, Tenn. 
Busey, Epes, Mallory, Taylor, V. A. 
Butler, thian, Mansur, Terry, 
Byrns, Fowler, Martin, Tillman, 
Cadmus, Fyan, McClellan, Tracey, 
Caminetti, Geissenhainer, McCreary, in, 
Campbell, Goodnight, McKaig, Van Horn, 
Capehart, Gorman, McKeighan, Watson, 
Caruth, Grady, McRae, Waugh, 
Castle, Hallowell, Meredith, Weadock, 
Causey, Halvorson, Meyer, Wheeler, Mich. 
Chipman, Hamilton, Milliken, White, 
Clancy, Hare, Mitchell, Whiting, 
Clover, Harmer, Montgomery, Willcox, 
Cobb, Mo. Harter, Moore, Williams, [1 
burn, Hatch, Moses, Wilson, Wash. 
mpton, Heard, ery Winn, 
dge, Henderson, N.C. O’Ferrall, Wise, 
Coombs, Holman, O’ Neil, Mass. Wright, 
Cooper, Hooker, Miss. O'Neill, Pa. Youmans. 
Covert, Hooker, N. Y. O'Neill, Mo. 
NAYS—34. , 
Bailey, Buchanan, Va. Cowles, Harries, 
Bartine, Bullock, Dixon, Haugen, 
Biount, Cate, Everett, Henderson, Ill. 
ranch, Clarke Ala. Forney, Jones, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cobb, Ala. Greenleaf, Kilgore, 


It would depend upon the action of the Senate. | 
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Lapham, Powers, Snodgrass, Washington, 
Long, Reed, Tarsney, Wike. 
Mutchler, Robinson, Pa. Turner, 
Oates Shonk, Wadsworth, 
NOT VOTING—i35. 

Abbott, Cutting, Lester, Ga. Sanford, 
Allen, Dalzell, Lodge, Scott, 
Andrew, Doan, Loud, Seull, 
Arnold, Donovan, Lynch, Shell, 
Atkinson, Elliott, McAleer, Smith, 
Bacon, Ellis, McDonald, Springer, 
Belden, Fellows, McGann, Stahinecke:, 
Belknap, Fitch, McKinney, Stephenson, 
Beltzhoover, Flick, McMillin, Stevens, 

| Bergen, Forman, Miller, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Funston, Morse, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Gantz, Norton, Stone, W. A. 
Bowers, Geary, O’ Donnell, Stone, Ky. 
Brawley, Gillespie, Outhwaite, Storer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Griswold, Page, Md. Stout, 
Broderick, Grout, Patterson, Tenn. Stump, 
Brosius, Hall, Pattison, Ohio Sweet, 
Bryan, Hayes, Iowa Payne, Taylor, Ll. 
Bunn, Haynes, Ohio Peel, Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows, Hemphill, Perkins, Taylor, J. D. 
Bushnell, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, Townsend, 
Bynum, Herbert, Pierce, Tucker, 
Cable, Hermann, Post, Walker, 
Caldwell, Hitt, Price, Warner, 
Catchings, Hoar. Quackenbush, Warwick, 

| Cheatham, Hopkins, Pa. Raines, Wever, 

| Chapin, Hopkins, Il. Randall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clark, Wyo. Huff, Ray, Williams, Mass. 
Cockran, Hull, Rayner, Williams, N. C. 
Cogswell, Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, Wilson, Ky. 
Cox. Tenn. Johnson, Ohio Richardson, Wilson, Mo. 
Craig, Pa. Johnstone, S. C. e, Wilson, W. Va. 
Culberson, Kendall, Robertson, La. Wolverton. 
Curtis, Lagan, Russell, 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- | 





The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the rest of the day: 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts with Mr. RIFE. 
Mr. SHELL with Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. MORSE. 
Mr. TUCKER with Mr. GROUT. 


Mr. HopxKIns of Illinois with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania, 


on this vote. 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr.S 
name was called, but if 


7. 


aker, I was not in the House when my 
had been I would have voted ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. BARTINE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say once more that 
I am paired with the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERT- 
SON], but upon political questions only, and not regarding this 


as a political question, I have exercised the right to vote. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, on page 67, of the printed bill, lines 21 to 25inclusive, the whole of 
page 68, and page 69 down to and including line 22, and insert the following: 

** For salaries of the scientific assistants of the Geological Survey: For two 
geologists, at $4,000 each. 

‘For one geologist, at $3,000. 

“For one geologist, at #2.700. 

“For two paleontologists, at #2,000 each. 

“For one chemist, $3,000. 

“For one chief geographer, $2,700. 

‘*For one geographer, at $2,500. 

‘*For two topographers, at $2,000 each. 

“For ouene expenses of the Geological Survey: For the Geological Sur- 
vey, and the classification of the public lands, and examination of the geo- 
logical structure, mineral resources, and the products of the national do- 
main, and to continue the preparation of a geological map of the United 
States, including the pay of temporary employés in the field and office, and 
all other necessary expenses, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
tary of the Interior, namely: 

“For pay of skilled laborers and various temporary employés, #10,000; 

« For topographic surveys in various portions of the United States, $240,000; 
$60,000 of which shall be expended west of the ninety-seventh meridian in 
the States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, and the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and at least one-half of the remainder shall be expended 
west of the one hundred and third meridian; 

“ For geological surveys in the various portions of the United States, #50,- 


5 * For paleontologicresearches relating to the geology of the United States, 
10,000; 

‘*For chemical and physical researches relating to the geology of the United 
States, 95,000; 

‘For the preparation of the illustrations of the Geological Survey, %5.000; 

“For the preparation of the reporton the mineral resources of the United 
States, $10,000; 

‘*For the purchase of necessary books for the library, and the payment for 
Se transmission of public documents through the Smithsonian exchange, 
2,000; 

‘*For engraving the geological maps of the United States, 210,000; 

“For rent of office rooms in Washington, D. C., #4,200; 

“In all, for the United States Geol gical Survey, #376,100.” 


The SPEAKER. 
in this amendment. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, the Senate makes a reduc- 
tion there of about $140,000, and I move that the House concur. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable unless by unanimous 
consent. The Chair will again state the question. The com- 
mittee recommend nonconcurrence in the Senate amendment, 


The committee recommend nonconcurrence 
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and the gentleman from Alabama |Mr. BANKHEA)] moves that 
the House coneur. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 94, noes 25. 

So the motion to concur was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report thenext amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 308, in relation to the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

Mr. DURBOROW (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaser, 
I desire to withdraw the request for the yeas and nays upon con- 
curring in this amendment. ° 

Mr. BROWN. I renew the demand. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the following as a new section: 

“ATID TO THE WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSFTION. 

“Sec. 2. That for the purpose of aiding in Getrag the cost of completi 
the work SS for inaugurating the World’s Columbian Exposi- 
tion, authorized by the act approved April 2%, A. D. 1890, the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to have recoined $5,000,000 in half- 
dollar silver coins from the uncurrent subsidiary silver coins abraded be- 
low the limit of tolerance now in the Treasury, which coins shall be of the 
same Weight and fineness and have in all other respects the same qualities 
as the silver half-dollar now authorized by law; said coins shall alse be of 
such design and be stamped and engraved with such inscriptions and de- 
vices as will designate their value as coins of the United States, ard also 
make them suitable souvenirs of said celebration of the four hundredth 
anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, and 
there is hereby appropriated from the Treasury the $5,000,000 so coined; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to pay the same as law- 
ful moneyto the World's Columbian Exposition monthly in such amounts 


as may be needed, in his discretion, upon detailed estimates of the expendi- 
tures for the succeeding month certified to him by the president of the 


World’s Columbian Exposition, or in his absence or imability to act by the 
vice-president, and by the Director-General of the World’s Columbian Com- 


mission, or in hisabsence by the president of the Commission, to be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, for labor to be done, materials to be fur- 
nished, and services to be performed in ec said work of preparing 
said Exposition for opening on May 1, 1893: Provi That before the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall pay to the World’s Columbian Exposition any 
part of the said #5,00%000 satisfactory evidence shail be furnished him show- 
ng that the sum of $10,000,000 pas for by the fifth section of the act of 
April 25, 1890, has been collected and disbursed as required by said act; and 
that the said World’s Columbian Exposition shall furnish a satisfactory 
guaranty to the Secretary of the Treasury that any further sum actually 
necessary to complete the work of said Exposition to the o thereof has 
beer or will be provided by said corporation; but nothing herein shall be so 
construed as to authorize the delay a of the a of 
the souvenir coins hereinbefore provided for, and there is hereby wie 
priated, out of any money in the asury not otherwise a the 
sum of #100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to reimburse the 
Treasury for loss on such recoinage.” 


The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole recommends 
nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I offered an amendment to this in Commit- 
tee of the Whole —— 


The SPEAKER. Did the Committee of the Whole report the 


amendment? 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois and others. 


No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is not before the House. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Lask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment may be considered 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered; 
and no amendment is now in order. The question ison concurr- 
ing in the amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. ENGLISH ealled for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report 
of the Committee of the Whole, which is to nemconcur in the 
amendment just read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 109, 
not voting 95; as follows: 





YEAS—i?4. 
Aicxander, Cobb, Mo. Goodnight Little, 
Bailey, Compton, Grady, Livingston, 
Baker. Coombs, Greenleaf, Long, 
Bankhead, Covert, Hallowell, M er, 
Beeman, Cowles, Halvorson, Mallory, 
Bentley, Cox, N. Y. Hamilton, Mansur, 
Blanchard. Crain, Tex. Hatch, Martin, 
Bland. Crawford, Heard, McCreary, 
Branch, Crosby, Hemphill, McK al. 
Breckinridge, Ark. C alberson, Henderson, } Me ; 
Brookshire, Cummings, Holman, MeRae, 
Brown, Davis, Hooker, Miss. Meredith, 
Brunner, De Armond, Johnstone, S.C. Montgomery, 
Bryan, De Forest, Jones, Moore, 
Buchanan, Va Dickerson, Kem, Moses. 
Bunn, Dockery, Kendall, Mutchler, 
Bunting, Dungan, Kil » Oates, 
Butler, Dunphy, Kribbs, O’Ferrall, 
Byrns, Edmunds, Kyle, Otis, 
Campbell, Ellis, Lanham, Outhwaite, 
Caruth, Enloe, Lawson, Va. Owens, 
Cate, Epes, Lawson, Ga. Page, R. I. 
Clancy, Everett, Layton, Parrett, 
Clarke, Ala. Fitch, Lester, Va. Paynter, 
Clover, Forney, Lester, Ga. Pearson, 
Cobb, Ala. Fowler, Lewis, Sayers, 
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Simpson, Tillman, Warwick, Willcox, 
Snodgrass, ‘Turner, Washington, Williams, N. C. 
Stewart, Tex. Turpin, Watson, Winn, 
Tarsney, Van Horn, Wheeler, Ala. Wise, 
Terry, Warner, Wheeler, Mich. Youmans. 
NAYS—109. ° 
Alderson, Dixon, Ketcham, Rusk, 
Amerman, Doan, Lagan, Seull, . 
Atkinson, Dolliver, Lane, Seerley, 
Babbitt. Durborow, Lapham, Shively, 
Bartine, aa. Lind, Shonk, 
Barwig, Fithian, Lockwood, Smith, 
Bergen, Forman, Lynch, Snow, 
Bingham, Funston, McClelian, Stephenson, 
wimaa, Geissenhainer, MeGann, e Steward, 
Brawley, Gorman, McKaig, Stone, C. W 
Brosius, Hare, Meyer, Stone, W.A. 
Buchanan, N.J. Harmer, Milliken, Stump, 
Burrows, Harter, Mitchell, Taylor, lil 
masey, Haugen, Newberry, Taylor, Tenn 
Bushnell, Hayes, lowa O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, V. A. 
Cadmus, Haynes, Ohio O'Neill, Mo. ‘Townsend, 
Caminetti, Henderson,lowa Patton, Wadsworth, 
Capehart, Henderson, Ul. Payne, Wa 
Castle, Hermann, Pendleton, Wea 
Catchings, Hits. Perixins, White, 
Chipman, Hooker, N. Y. Powers, Whiting, 
Clark, Wyo. Hopkins, Ol. Price, W ike, 
Coburn, Houk, Ohio Raines Williams, fil. 
Coolidge, Houk, Tenn. me Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, Auli, Reilly, Wright. 
Daizeli, Johnson, Ind. Rey burn, 
Daniell, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Pa. 
Dingley. Jolley, Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Abbott, Cogswell, Loud, Sanford, 
Allen, Cooper, McAleer, Scott, 
Andrew, Cex, Tenn. MeDonald, Shell, 
Arnold, Craig.Pa. McKinney, Sperry, 
Bacon, Cutting, ; Springer, 
Belden, Donovan, Morse, Stahinecker, 
Belknap, Elliott, Norton, Stevens, 
Beltzhoover, Enochs, O’ Donnell. 
Blount, Fellows, O'Neil, Mass. Stone, Ky 
Boatner, Flick, Page, Mad. Storer, 
Boutelle, Fyan, Patterson, Tenn. Stout, 
Bowers, Gantz. Pattison, Ohio Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geary, Peel, Taylor, E. B. 
Bretz, Gil \ Pickler, Taylor, J. D. 
Brickner, Griswold, Pierce, Tracey, 
Broderick, Grout, Post, Tucker, 
Bullock, Hall, ———— Walker, 
Bynum, Harries, . Wever, 
Cable, Herbert, Rayner, Williams, Mass. 
Caldwell, Hoar, Reed, Wilson, Ky. 
Causey Hopkins, Pa. Richardson, Wilson, Mo. 
Cheatham, ‘ fe, Wilson, W. Va. 
Chapin, Johnson, Ohio Robertson, La. Wolverton. 
Cockran, Lodge ussell, 


tive). 


So the amendment 


of the Se 


nate was nonconcurred in. 
Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee (having voted in the affirma- 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote. 


Yesterday 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ScoTT] said to me that he would 
probably be too unwell to attend the session of the House to-day; 


and I agreed to pair with him. 


that he was not here. 
and I would vote “‘ aye.” 


quorum? 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 


When I voted I did not know 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 
ent he would vote ‘‘ no” and I would vote “ aye.” 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr.S 


If he were present he would vot2 *‘ no” 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, is my vote necessary to make a 


Mr. BRYAN. ThenI withdraw my vote, asI am paired with 


If he were pres- 


peaker, I am paired with the gentleman 


from Illinois [Mr. CABLE.] If he were present he would vote in 
the negative, and I should vote in the affirmative. 


Mr. LOUD. Lam paired with the gentleman from Tennessee 


[Mr. Cox], who if present would vote ‘‘ aye,” while I should vote 


ot no. ” 
Mr. BRETZ. 


: 


Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. CooPER.] 
If present he would vote in the negative, while [ should vote in 
the allirmative. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. HopKINs] is absent beeause of sickness. If present, he 
would vote “‘no.” 

The following additional pairs were announced, until further 
notice on the World's Fair: 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. Pee with Mr. HopxKmns of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. CABLE, 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. BRYAN. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr.CALDWELL. Mr. TRACEY would vote 
against the appropriation, and Mr. CALDWELL for it. 

Mr. ApBorT with Mr. BELDEN. If present, Mr. ABBOTT 
would vote against the appropriation. 

Mr. BLoun?’ with Mr. REED, Mr. BLOUNT would vote against 
the appropriation, and Mr. Rezp for it. 


Mr. Cooper with Mr. Bretrz. Mr. COOPER would vote for 


the appropriation, and Mr. BRETZ against it. 


. 
/ 
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would vote against the appropriation, and Mr. MCALEER for it. 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. ScorTT 
would vote for the appropriation, and Mr. PATTERSON against it. 
Mr. GANTZ with Mr. Post. Mr. GANTZ would vote against 
the appropriation, and Mr. Post for it. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Amendments numbered 309 and 310 were severally read and 
nonconcurred in. 
Amendment numbered 311 was read as follows: 


(311) Suc. 5. That fifty thousand bronze medals and the necessary dies 
therefor, with appropriate devices, emblems, and inscriptions commemo- 
rative of said Exposition celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the 

sovery of America by Christopher Columbus shall be prepared under the 


md the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, under the supervision of the 
retary of the Treasury, shall prepare plates and make therefrom fifty 
thousand vellum impressions for diplomas at a cost not to exceed $43,000, 
Said medals and diplomas shall be delivered to the World’s Columbian Com- 
niission to be awarded to exhibitors in accordance with the provisions of said 
act of Congress, approved April 24, 1890, and there is hereby appropriated, from 
any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $103,000, or 
much thereof as may be necessary.to pay the expenditure authorized by 
this section; said sum to be reimbursed to the Treasury from the funds of the 
6aid World’s Columbian Exposition, upon the delivery of the said medals 
and said diplomas; and authority may be granted by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the holder of a mode’. ee awarded to him, to have dupli- 
cates thereof made at any of the mints of the United States from gold, or 
silver, or bronze, at the expense of the person desiring the same. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole recommend 
concurrence in this amendment. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HOLMAN) there were—ayes 56, noes 70. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

So the amendment was nonconcurred in. 

Amendment numbered 312 was read, as follows: 

(312) Suc. 6. And it is hereby declared that all appropriations herein made 
for, or pertaining to, the World’s Columbian Exposition are made upon the 
condition that the said Exposition shall not be opened to the — on the 
first day of the week, commonly called Sunday; and if the said appropria- 
tions be accepted by the corporation of the State of Illinois known as the 
World’s Columbian Exposition upon that condition, it shall be, and it is 
hereby, made the duty of the World’s Columbian Commission, created by 
the act of Congress of April 25, 1890, to make such rules or modification of the 


rules of said corporation as shall require the closing of the Exposition on 
the said first day of the week, commonly called Sunday. 


gi the Bu of the Secretary of the Treasury at a cost not to exceed $60,000, | 


The SPEAKER. The committee recommend concurrence in 
this amendment. 
Mr. DURBOROW. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 62, not 
voting 119; as follows: 
YEAS—147. 


a. Dailzeli, Hooker, Miss. Paynter, 
exander, Davis, Hooker, N. Y. Pearson, 
Amerman. De Armond, Houk; Ohio Pendleton, 
Atkinson, De Forest, Houk, Tenn. Perkins, 
Babbitt, Dingley, ull, Powers, 
Baker, Doan, Johnson, Ind. Price, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Johnson, N.Dak Quackenbush, 
Beeman. Dolliver, Johnstune, S. C Raines. 
Bentley, Dungan. Jolley, Ray, 
rgen, Edmunds, Jones, Reilly, 

ingham, Ellis. Ketcham, Reyburr, 
Blanchard English, Kribbs, Robinson, Pa. 
Branch, Enloe, Kyle, Rockwell, 
Bretz, Enochs, Lanham, Seull, 
Brosius, Epes. Lawson, Va. Simpson, 
Brunner. Everett, Lawson, (i. Smith, 
Buchanan, N. J. Forney, Layton, Snodgrass, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Lester, Ga. Sperry, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, Lind, Stewart, Tex. 
Bunting, Goodnight, Livingston, Stone, C. W. 
Byrns, Gorman, Long, Stone, W. A. 
Caminetti, Grady, Martin, Stout, 
Capehart, Grout, McCreary, Taylor, Tenn. 
Clark, Wyo. Hallowell, McKaig, Taylor, V. A. 
Clover, Halvorson, McKeighan, Terry, 
Cobb, Ala. Hamilton, McMillin, ‘Turner, 
Compton, Hare. McRae, Van Horn, 
Coolidge, Harmer, Montgomery, Wadsworth, 
Coombs, Harter, Moses. Watson, 
Cooper, Hatch, Mutchler, Waugh. 
Covert, Haynes, Ohio O’Ferrall, Willams, N.C 
Cowles, Heara, O'Neill, Pa. Wilson, Wash. 
Cox, Ne Y. Hemphill, Otis, Winn 
Crawford, Henderson, N.C. Owens. Wolverton, 
Crosby, Henderson, Ill. Pattison, Ohio Wright, 
Cuibersou. Hits, Patton, Youmans. 
Curtis, Holman, Payne, 

NAYS—€2. 

Bailey, Castile Dunphy, Lapham, 
Barwig, Cate, Durborow, Lester, Va. 
Bowman, Clancy, Fitch, Little, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Clarke. Ala. Fithian, Lockwood, 
Brickner, Cobb, Mo. Forman, Lynch, 
Bullock, Coburn, Greenleaf, Mallory, 

ushnell, Crain, Tex Haugen, Mansur, 

utier, Cummings Hayes, lowa McGann, 
Cadmus Daniell, Hopkins, I. Mitchell, 
Campbell, Dickerson, Moore, 
Caruth, Dixon, Lane, Newberry, 
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Oates, Seerley, Tillman, Wheeler, Ala 
O’ Neill, Mo. Shively, Townsend, Wike 
Outhwaité, Steward, Ill. Warner Williams, IL. 
Page, R.I Tarsney, Washington, 
Sayers, Taylor, Ill. Weadock, 

NOT VOTLNG--11% 
Abbott, Cockran. Magner, Shell, 
Allen, Cogswell, McAleer, Shonk, 
Andrew, Cox, Tenn. McClellan, Snow, 
Arnold, Craig, Pa. McDonald, Springer, 
Bacon, Cutting. MeKinney, Stahinecker, 
Bartine, Donovan, Meredith, Stephenson, 
Belden, Elliott, Meyer, Stevens. 
Belknap, Fellows, Miller, Stoekdale, 
Beltzhoover, Flick. Milliken, Stone. Ky. 
Bland, Funston, Morse, Storer, 
Blount, Fyan, Norton, Stump, 
Boatner, Gantz, O’Donnell, Sweet, 
Boutelle, Geary, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, E. B. 
Bowers, Gillespie, Page. Mi. Taylor, J. D. 
Brawley, Griswold, Farreti, Tracey, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hall, Patterson, Tenn. Tucker, 
Broderick, Harries. Peel. Turpin, 
Brookshire, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, Walker, 
Brown, Herbert, Pierce, Warwick 
Bryan, Hermann, Post, Wever 
Burrows, Hoar, Randall, Wheeler, Mich. 
Busey, Hopkins, Pa. Rayner, White, 
Bynum, Huff, Reec. Whiting. 
Cable, Johnson, Ohio Richardson, W i) cox, 
Caldwell, Kem, Rife, Williams, Mass. 
Catchings, Kendali, Robertson, La. Wilson, Ky. 
Causey, Kilgore, Rusk, Wilson, Mo. 
Cheatham, Lewis, Russell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Chapin, Lodge, Sanford, Wise. 
Chipman, Loud, Seott, 


So the Senate amendment was concurred in. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE with Mr. TURPIN, on this vote. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. CALDWELL, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. FUNSTON, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. BURROWS, for the rest of this day. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, until Thursday, 

uly 21. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], on all questions relating to th 
World’s Fair. I do not know how he would vote on this propo- 
sition, but if he were present I should vote no. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
on its disagreement to the Senate amendments and ask a confer- 
ence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HOLMAN, 
Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. BINGHAM as conferees on the part of the 
House. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the hill (H. R. 8533) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense for 
the armament thereof for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
trial and service, and for other purposes. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the following con- 
current resolution; in which concurrence was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Taat ther> 
be printed and bound in cloth 10,000 additional copies of Executive Docu 
ment No. 41, Fifty-second Congress, first session. it being a report on irriga- 
tion and the cultivation of the soil thereby, with physical data, conditions, 
and progress within the United States for 1491, accompanied by maps. illus 
trations, and papers; of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 
7,000 for use of the House of Representatives. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 3454) 
fixing the time for holding the circuit and district courts in the 
district of West Virginia; in which concurrence was requested. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bilis, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3947) to establish Weather Bureau stations on 
Middle and Thunder Bay Islagds, in Lake Huron; 

A bill (H. R. 9144) to establish a railroad bridge across the 
Black River in Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 945) for the relief of Patrick Hyland: 

A bill (H. R. 5119) regulating the construction of buildings 
along alleyways in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Richard M. Edwards, of 
Cleveland, Tenn. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The following reports of committees were handed in ct the 
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Clerk's desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


RELIEF OF PURCHASERS OF TIMBER AND STONE LANDS. 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2275) for the relief of purchas- 
ers of timber and stove lands under the act of June 3, 1878; which 
was referred to the Committes of the Whole House on the state 
of the en and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE KOOTENAI RIVER AT THE TOWN OF 
FRY, COUNTY OF KOOTENAI, STATE OF IDAHO. 


Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreigu Commerce, nares back favorably the bill (S. 1668) 
to authorize and regulate the construction of a bridge across the 
Kootenai River at the town of Fry, county of Kootenai, State of 
Idaho; which was referred to the Houss Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSAL OF CERTAIN ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported back with an amendment the bill (S. 2093) to 
provide for the disposal of certain abandoned military reserva- 
tions in the State of Wyoming; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT TO THE GOVERNOR®OF THE STATE OF WEST VIR- 
GINIA OF THE AMOUNT APPROPRIATED UNDER THE ACT OF 
CONGRESS APPROVED AUGUST 5, 1861. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee onthe Judiciary, re- 

rted back favorably joint resolution (S. R. 9) to direct the 
heorsieny of the Treasury to pay to the governor of the State of 
West Virginia the sum appropriated by the act of Congress en- 
titled ‘‘An act to credit and pay to the several States and Terri- 
tories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under 
the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 
1861; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TALLAPOOSA AND COOSA RIVERS. 


* 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (S. 
1647) to authorize the Alabama Grand Trunk Railroad Company 
to bridge across the Talla’ a and Coosa Rivers; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE PUYALLUP INDIAN RESERVA- 
TION. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7762) to 
ratify and confirm agreement between the Puyallup Indians and 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company for right of way through 
the Puyallup Indian Reservation; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


SALE OF LAND IN THE VICINITY OF FORT MIFFLIN, ON THE 
RIVER DELAWARE. 
Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committze on Military Affairs, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (S. 3298) authorizing the sale of 
and in the vicinity of Fort Mifflin, on the river Delaware; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
House bill No. 9104, relating to the same subject, was laid on 
the table. 


HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS AND BOOKS OF THE ESTATE OF THE 
LATE GEORGE BANCROFT. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, re- 
ported back favorably the bill(H. R. 9565) to authorize the pur- 
chase of the library, the historical manuscript, and printed 
books belonging tothe estate of the late George Denorolt: which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and,with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE UMATILLA INDIAN RESERVA- 
TION, IN THE STATE OF OREGON. 


Mr. LYNCH, fromthe Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8662) ting to the.Blue Moun- 


tain Irrigation and Improvemetn Company a right of way for 
reservoirs and canal through the Umatilla Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Oregon; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


| 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LOGANSPORT, IND. 


Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6795) 
to poor for asite, and the erection of a public building thereén 
at Logansport, in the State of Indiana; which was referred td 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EAST ST. LOUIS, ILL. 


Mr. NEWBERRY, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 
5066) for the erection of a public building at the city of East St. 
Louis, [ll.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAGE ON SEMIWEEKLY AND TRIWEEKLY PUBLICATIONS. 


Mr. HAYES of Iowa, from the Committee on the Post-Officeand 
Post-Roads, reported back the bill (H. R. 5174) fixing the rate 
of postage on semiweekly and triweekly publications mailed at 
certain free-delivery offices; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF FISH IN THE POTOMAC RIVER. i” 


Mr. FOWLER, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back the bill (S. 1028) to continue in force 
the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1885, and entitled 
‘‘An act to protect the fish in the Potomac River, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to provide a spawning ground for shad 
and herring in the said Potomac River;” which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole Hous2 on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


Mr. TURPIN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9182) for the relief of the Eastern 
Band of Cherokee Indians; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

[This report was made on July 14, but was accidentally omitted 
from the RECORD the following day.] 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report on 
the fortification bill. Iask that the statement accompanying 
the report be read, which fully explains the whole matter. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order will 
be pursued. 

here was no objection. 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the dis 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8533), making appropriations 
for fortifications, submit the following written statement in explanation of 
the effect of the action agreed upon and submitted in the accompanying con- 
ference report, namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: a $500,000, as pro by the 
oe instead of $750,000, as proposed by the Senate, for gun and mortar bat- 
teries. 

On amendment numbered 2: Appropriates $500,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of #250,000, as proposed by the House, for sites for fortifications 
and sea-coast defense. 

On amendment numbered 3: Strikes out the provision proprosed by the 
Senate, requiring that certain guns manufactured by contract shall be con- 
structed and tested, as specified in the act of August 18, 1890. 

On amendment numbered 4: Appropriates $25,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $15,000, as pro by the House, for steel field guns of 3.2- 
inch caliber. 

On amendment numbered 5: Aaprepriies $35,000, as pro by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $30,000, as proposed by the House, for carriages for breech- 
loading howitzers of 7-inch caliber. 

On amendment numbered 6: Appropriates $35,000, instead of $40,000, as pro- 
— by the Senate, and $30,000, as proposed by the House, for powder for 

ssue to the service. 

On amendmentnumbered 8: yo eg $2,500, as proposed by the Senate, 
for a board to consist of three officers of the Army and three officers of the 
Navy, to examine and report upon a suitable site on the Pacific coast for an 
army and navy gun factory. 

On amendment numbered 9: Strikes out the reappropriation proposed 
the House of an unexpended balance of $20,600 to complete the army gun fac- 
tory building at Watervliet, and to apply the same for equipp the said 
gun factory; also the authority to contract for twenty breech-le: rifled 
mortars of cast-iron, hooped with steel, and ten steel breech-loading rifled 
mortars, of 12-inch caliber, at a cost of $300,000, and authorizes contract to be 
made not exceeding $100,000 for steel breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars 
of 12-inch caliber. 

On amendment numbered 10: Authorizes contract to be made in the sum of 
$300,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $400,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for carriages for 8, 10, and 12 Inch guns. 

On amendment numbered 12: Ss $15,000, as proponss by the Sen- 
ate, for paving the highway in front of the Watervliet nal. 

On amendment numbered 13: Appropriates $25,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to enable the tary of War, in his discretion, to pur- 
chase the land adjoining the Government reservation at Sand Hook, to- 

‘iiroad Company of New Jersey, together with the Tails, ties, switches, 

r m of New Jersey, e , ties, s es, 
and all the railroad equipment on Gaidiand, 

On amendment numbered 15: Appropriates $9,400, as wopcest by the Sen- 
ate, for fitting up new carpenter and pattern shops at Watertown Arsenal. 

On amendment numbered 16: Strikes out the vision posed by the 
Senate authorizing the nek meer oe of two additional civilian members of 
the Board of Ordnance and Fortification. 


Se eee 
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| 
On amendments numbered 6, 11, and 14: Makes verbal corrections in the 


text of the bill. 
The billas agreed 


propriates $2,734,276, being $255,000 less than as 
it passed the Senate, 


upon a 
521,000. 
the estimates submitted to Congress. 

WM. H. FORNEY, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 

WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the re- 
port, but before demanding the previous question upon it I de- 
* sire to say that if this report is adopted the amount of the bill 
will be $2,734,276, which is $1,040,527 less than was appropriated 
for similar purposes last year. The matters of difference be- 
tween the two foueen amounted to $576,900. The Senate yielded 
$255,000 and the House yielded $321,900. 

The principal matters of difference between the two Houses 


were upon amendments numbered 1 and 2. By amendment No. | 


1, which appears on page 1 of the bill, the Senate increased 
our appropriation $250,000 for the construction of gunand mortar 
batteries, and they receded from that. The only amount appro- 


priated by the bill as it now stands is the amount which was | 


a . by. the House, $500,000. 
he next amendment was for sites for fortifications and sea- 
coast defenses. The House appropriated $250,000. The Senate in- 


creased it to $500,000. The House yielded, for the reason that | 
we found that for sites already obtained, sites that are in process | 


of condemnation, and sites which have been acquired by pur- 
chase and which will be acquired by private purchase, there 
would be required the sum of $1,604,000 to pay for those sites. 
The sum of $1,000,000 has heretofore been appropriated, and now 
we appropriate $500,000 more to purchase sites which are to be 
condemned during this year. On that account the House yielde1. 

Another matter of difference between the two Houses was 
amendment No. 4. We appropriated $15,000 for field guns of 
3 and 2 inch caliber. The Senate increased that amouni to 
$25,000. We found that our gunworks at Watervliet have aca- 
pacity to turn out twenty-five of these guns every year, and in 
order to keep the gun factory at work we yielded and agreed to 
$25,000. These guns cost about $1,000 apiece, and we have ap- 
propriated $25,000. 


There are some smaller items, amendments 3, 5, 6, and 7, rela- | 


tive to carriages for siege breech-loading howitzers. The Sen- 
ate increased this appropriation $5,000, and we yielded. The 
Senate increased the item for powder for issue to service to $40,- 
000, where we had appropriaied $30,000. We compromised and 
agreed on $35,000. 

There is another appropriation made for paving the highway, 
to the extent of the arsenal frontage at the Watervliet Arsenal, 
in the sum of $15,000. We found that was absolutely necessary 
and that the work should be done by the Government. The Sen- 
ate insisted upon it, and we yielded. 

There is also an appropriation of $25,000 to buy some land ad- 
joining the Government reservation at Sandy Hook and a right 
of way to the railroad. We found it was necessary that the Gov- 
ernment should own this land. It is the proving ground where 
they prove our guns, and our Chief of Ordnance says that it has 
become absolutely necessary for the Government to acquire this 
land. We agreed to that appropriation. 

These are about all the items wherein the money question is 
involved, except that we appropriated $9,400 for fitting up a new 
carpenter and pattern shop at the Watertown Arsenal in Massa- 
chusetts, which is absolutely necessary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have made a statement of all the mat- 
ters which are in dispute, and if there is no gentleman who 
desires to say anything further, I will move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I would like to ask the gentleman what is 
the occasion of the appropriation for a board to examine as toa 
suitable site on the Pacific coast for the erection of a plant for 
finishing and assembling heavy guns? 

Mr. FORNEY. That was agreed to by the House. 

Mr.CAMINETTI. But that has already been examined by a 
board two years ago, and they have made their report. Why ex- 
amine again? 

Mr.FORNEY. The Pacificcoast Senators asked that it should 
be examined into again. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. 


They have already reported in favor of a site at Benicia, Cal. 
This is simply throwing away $25,000. 


Mr. FORNEY. Oh, it is only $2,500, to pay the expenses of six | 


officers, three from the Navy and three from the Army, to find 


aplace that will be best for the Navy andthe Army. The Senators | 


from the Pacific coast asked that it should be done, and it was 
only $2,500 and we yielded. We supposed that you wanted it, or 
we would probably not have agreed to it. 


more than as it passed the House, $1,040,527 less | 
than the law passed at the last session of Congress, and 6,652,331 less than | 


An examination was had two years ago, | 
and the report has been made by a board of military officers. | 


Mr. CAMINETTI. 
| priation. 

|The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
FORNEY] ask the previous question? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes; but before doing that I ask that gentle- 
| 


No, there is no use in making the appro- 


| meh who desire to submit remarks on this report may have the 
privilege of doing so by extending their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Upon this subject? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes; upon this subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this request? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to the extension of any 
remarks that have been made. 

Mr. FORNEY. This request is made for the benefit of the 
gentleman from Massachusstts [Mr. O’NEIL| who was absent at 
the time this matter was under consideration, and who wishes 
to make some remarks on this bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is a very bad practice, and we had better 
have some rule on that subject. I think I will object. 

Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
| tion then, in order that my friend may have an opportunity to 
address the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts|Mr. O’NEIL]simply desires to submit 
some remarks. 

Mr. GROUT. He is a member of the committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. I misunderstood the request. I thought it 

was a general request. I have no objection to allowing the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL] to print remarks upon 
| this subject. 
The SPEAKER. 
| Chair hears none. 
The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Alabama demands the 
| previous question upon the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. FORNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 


| EXTENDING THE TIME OF STREET RAILROADS IN THE DIS- 
TRICT OF COLUMBIA TO CHANGE THEIR MOTIVE POWER. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference re- 
port on the Senate amendments to the joint resolution (H. Res. 
108) extending the time in which certain street railroads are 
| compelled by act of Congress, 1890, to change their motive power 
from horse power to mechanical power, for one year. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to joint resolution (H. Res. 108) ‘‘ Extend- 
ing the time in which certain street railroads compelled by act of Congres 
1890, to change their motive power from horse power to mechanical power, 
for one year,’ having met, and after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagréement to the amendments of the 
Senate, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: ‘‘ That the time 
within which the street railroad companies availing themselves of the privi- 
leges granted by the act making appropriations to provide for the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, and approved August 6, 1890, so far as it 
extends to the Metropolitan Railroad, is hereby extended for one year from 
the date of the passage of this act: Provided, That so fast as the cars now 
building are equipped with storage batteries they shall be placed on theroad: 
And provided further, That pending the change the present equipment of the 
road shall be put, kept, and maintained in good condition; and any failure 
| to comply with any of the foregoing requirements as to equipment shall ren- 
der the said Metropolitan Railway Company liable to a fine of not exceeding 
$25 for each day so in default, to be recovered by the Commissioners of the 
| District of Columbia as other fines are recovered inthe District of Columbia. 
** Sec. 2. Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act.”’ 
And that the Senate agree to the same. 

JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 


JNO. T. HEARD, 
P. 8. POST, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS. 

E. O. WOLCOTT, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement was read, as follows: 


The effect of the resolution as agreed upon by the conferees is to give the 
Metropolitan Railroad Company one year additional, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to comply with the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved August 6, 1890, requiring said road to change its motive power, with 
the proviso that storage batteries shall be placed on the road as fast as the 
cars now building are equipped, and requiring the company to put, keep. 
and maintain its equipment in good condition, and subjecting it to a fine of 
#25 for each day that the company shall be in default as to the requirements 
for equipment. The resolution also reserves the right of Congress to alter, 
amend, or repeal it at any time. 

JNO. J. HEMPHILL 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

| Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution was 
| under discussion some weeks ago in this body. Its object is to 
permit the Metropolitan Street Car Company, which operate 
what are commonly known as the F and Ninth street lines, to 





Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
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| 
| 
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equip their roads with a storage system of electric meters. On | yond the District of Columbia, to do business at the same compensation as 


my motion, when the joint resolution was under discussion in the an to established companies within the city ae See 
House, an amendment was adopted allowing this company, a3 4 | amended soas not to require the transfer with other railroads. Such a pro- 





matter of experiment and with a view of securing lanproved | vio of that section th the comfisenn thay have bees f06UaRy Teme paat 
transit, to equip their lines with what is known as the trolle 

or ove rhead ~ a, The Senate struck out that amendment, mall te 22 RREN SIE SR Aa eeraEeeee *° the eae =o along ELEPeiTE.t. 
and the joint resolution comes back to the House now in the 
shape of a conference report. It is important that some action 
should be taken at this time, or, under the law passed two years 
ago, this corporation will forfeit its charter in August. 

“L have no desire to yunish the Metropolitan Company for not 
having done, in compliance with the law, what has been done by 
the Washington and Georgetown Street Car Company, whieh 
have equipped their lines with a cable, thereby giving us rapid 
transit. lor that reason I will offer no captious opposition at 
this time. However reluctantly, I am willing to see this joint res- 
olution passed at this time, so that the company may be given 
additional time, with the assurance that when we come back in 
December, after havi ing given the company foir or five months 
to prove what I believe it will be — :e for them to establish, 
that they can have an efficient and effective system with storage 
aes in operation on thatroad. Iam willing to allow the bill 

to pass, but only with that understanding. 

With permission of the House, I wish to reiterate what I said 
the other day, and in answer, too, to a statement made by m 
friend from Missouri [Mr. He ARD], that the friends of this road 
have not asked for the trolley or overhead system of electric 
motor, that it is not my sa to force upon the company any- 
thing they do not want. wish is to secure to the people of 
the District rapid transit. “Wwe all know that mes street-rail- 
road company in every city has virtually a of the travel 
over the streets through which its lines pass verybody can 
not travel on the Washington and Georgetown road; but I do 
believe that all who can escape from the slow lines of the Metro- 
politan Company, or F and Ninth street lines, as they are called, 
wiil go to the cars of the Washington and Georgetown Company, 
on the Avenue, or their Seventh street line, and therefore the 
necessity for revenue will compel the Metropolitan Company to 
make an earnest and honest effort to furnish rapid transit. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I believe they will fail in their present 
efforts to supply that road with a storage-battery motor that will 
accomplish satisfactory results, and I am willing to give them 
a continuation for twelve months, as this joint resolution pro- 
vides, though I hope to give them only six, so that they must 
be compelled to do something. Since I addressed the House on 
this subject before I have been assured, and it is the actual fact, 
that this company has expended perhaps a quarter of a million 
‘dollars in erecting a power house and equipping an electric 

lant to charge these storage batteries. I understand they 

ave now five cars that they are prepared to put on the road, 
and that they are getting others as rapidly as possible. They 
are going to run these new cars in conjunction with their horse 
cars. With this renewed assurance as to good faith on the part 
of that company, so far as Iam concerned, I will withdraw any 
further a to this joint resolution. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, a motion to reconsider the 
— A which the conference report was agreed to was laid on 
the table. 


PETWORTH, BRIGHTWOOD AND TAKOMA PARK RAILROAD COM- 
PANY OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


JULY 19, 1892. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
py gag the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table 


DEPENDENT CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr.Speaker, I present another conference 
report. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HL. R. 5446) to provide for the 
care of dependent children in the District of Columbia and to create a board 
of children’s guardians, having met, after full and free conference have 
os to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the first amendment of 
the Senate’and agree to the same amended to read: Page 2, line 11, strike out 
all after the word ‘‘commissions ’’ down to and including the word “‘salar- 
ies”’ in line 14, and insert the words, ‘“‘to employ not more than two agents 
at an annual compensation not exceeding #2,400 for the two,” and that the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its second amendment. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the third amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same. 

——. J. HEMPHILL, 
= A. CADMUS, 


S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
B. W. PERKINS, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on Se part of the ‘Senate, 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Statement of House conferees, to accompany conferences reporton H. R. 
5446, ‘an act to provide for the care of dependent children in the District 
of Columbia and to create a board of children’s guardians.”’ 


The effect of the bill as now agreed upon is the same as passed by the 
House, except that it limits the number of agents to be earployed b = 
board to two, and provides that their compensation shall not exceed 
for both of them. Further, that there be no expense incurred in sauceaalions 
or procuring a home. 

JNO. J. HEMPHILL. 

JULY 19, 1892. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
conference report was adopted, and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THE WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DURBO- 
ROW] desires to ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of two or three joint resolutions relating to the World’s 
Fair, but not involving any appropriation. The Clerk will read 
the first resolution, but if any gentleman objects to its consider- 
ation of course it will not be before the House. 

WOMAN’S EXHIBIT AT THE FAIR. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of joiat resolution (H. Res. 105) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to prepare and send to the 
World’s Columbian Exposion models, drawings, etc., prepared 
or invented by women. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 105) was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives. of the United States of 
Americain Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereb om autmeatnes t0 prepare and send for exhibition in the Woman’s 


. Buil of the World's Columbian Exposition, any articles, models, or draw- 
am “ape HILL. Mr. Speaker, I present another conference ings now in his custody, ordeposited in the Patent Office, prepared or invented 
by women. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Ceogresing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill 8979, “An act to pacorenese 
the Petworth, Brightwood and Takoma Park Railway Com of the D 
trict. of Columbia,’’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of Senate 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On 1 of — 
Senate amendment, strike out all after the word “ midnight,” 11; 
strike out lines 12 and 13; and that the Senate agree to the same. 
JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
P. S. PQST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JAMES a HARHIS.’ 
ISHAM G. 
B. W. PERKINS 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement was read, as follows: 
The first amendment of the Senate required this comneny to arrange the 


transfer of passengers with all street railroads which it crossed or with 


which it connected, for only one fare. It pes to the cuumennentl that it 
would be unfair to require this company, which is to carry passengers be- 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I would say in reference 
to the articles referred to in this resolution that they are dupli- 
cates of certain models and drawings in the Patent Office, pre- 
pared for other purposes, and this joint resolution simply gives 
authority to exhibit them in the Woman’s Building in Chicago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not this involve some expenditure of 
money? 

Mr. DURBOROW. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How do you expect to send them out there? 

Mr. DURBOROW. They will go out as part of the Govern- 
; ment exhibit. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, it should be so stated. The object is 
a very proper one, but there should be a provision that the ex- 
pemaienns shall be made out of the appropriation for the Gov- 
ernment exhibit. 

Mr. DURBOROW. There will be no additional expenditure. 
This simply gives authority, when these articles are sent out 
there as a part of the Government exhibit, to exhibit them in 
the Woman’s Building. 











1892. 





Mr. REILLY. Yes; authority to place them in the Woman’s 
Department instead of in the Government exhibit. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the | 


third time, and passed. 

Mr. DURBOROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INDUSTRIES OF WOMEN. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 106) | 


authorizing the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution to send 
articles illustrative of the life and development of the industries 
of women to the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution be, and 
he hereby is, authorized to prepare and send, for exhibition in the Woman's 
Building of the World’s Columbian Exposition, any article now in his cus- 
tody or on exhibition in the National Museum, illustrative of the life and 
development of the industries of women. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Unless the joint resolution is amended 
so as to provide that the expense shall be paid out of the appro- 
priation heretofore made, I must object. 

Mr. DURBOROW. There is no additional expense involved. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

RELICS OF COLUMBUS. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 102) 
requesting the loan of certain articles for the World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to request of the Government of Her Majesty the Queen Regent of 
Spain, of the municipal government of Genoa, of the Duke of Veragua, the 
descendant of Columbus, and of such other persons or corporationsas may be 
thought proper, the loan of articles, papers, books, maps, documents, and 
other relics of Christopher Columbus and those who were associated with 
him or with the discovery and early settlement of America, for exhibition 
at the World’s Columbian Exposition; that the Secretary of State shall 
make such provision as may be necessary for their ne exhibition, 
and return; that the Secretary of the Navy shall be authorized, if neces- 
sary, to detail one or more vessels for their transportation; that the Secre- 
tary of War shall detail whatever military guard may be necessary for their 
care and protection. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, the articles referred to in 
this joint resolution comprise a number of relics of Christopher 
Columbus, among them the contract between him and the King 
and Queen of Spain, his commission as admiral, and his last will 
and testament. They are now on exhibition at Madrid, and this 
is simply to authorize the President to make a formal request 
that we be permitted to exhibit them in Chicago. There will be 
no additional expense involved. We shall have a Government 
vessel over there at that time, at any rate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Amendments recommended by the Select Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition were agreed to, as follows: 


Line 13, after the word ‘‘exhibition,” insert the words ‘‘safe custody.” 

Line 14, before the word “that,” insert the word “and.” 

Same line, after the word “shall,” strike out “ be anthorized”’ and substi- 
tute “have authority.” 

Line 16, after the word ‘transportation,’ strike out all to the end of the 
joint resolution. 


The joint resolution as amended was ordered to bee 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


INVITATIONS TO PARTICIPATE IN THE WORLD’S COLUMBIAN 
EXPOSITION. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 42) 
extending an invitation to the King and Queen of Spain and the 
descendants of Columbus to participate in the World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be, 
and he hereby is, authorized and requested to extend to His Majesty Alfonso 
XIII, to Her Majesty the Queen Regent of Spain, and to Cristobal Colon de 
de La Cerda, the Duce of Veragua; second, The Marquis de Barboles, his 
brother; and third, Don Cristobal de Larreategul Aguilar, his son, their 
wives and children, if , the living 4 of Columbus, 
an invitation to attend the opening ceremonies of the World's Columbian 
Exposition as the guests of the Government and of the United States; 
and that under his direction the Secretary of S shall make 
rangements for their reception and entertainment. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this resolution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I will ask the gentleman to make some explanation. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a resolution 
of invitation to these people aes 

Several MEMBERS. Name them. [Laughter]. 

Mr. DURBOROW. It invites them to be present on this his- 
torical occasion. The resolution involves no expense but what 
will be amply taken care of by the State Department without 
any additional appropriation. The resolution ought certainly 
to be passed out of respect to these personages in Spain. It isa 
resolution worthy of the time and the occasion. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will not object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there any report? 

Mr. DURBOROW. There is no report except a simple rec- 
ommendation by the committee, after investigation, that the 
resolution be passed. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will ask the gentleman whether this reso- 
lution involvés any increase of expenditure? 

Mr. DURBOROW. I understand that all arrangements will 
be made through the State Department, without any additional 
expense. 

Mr. BAILEY. Unless I know that there is no increased ex- 
pense involved, I shall feel constrained te make objection. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I would not like to assure the gentleman 
absolutely that there isme expense; but such is my information. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then let it go over until the facts can be as- 
certained. 

Mr. REILLY rose: 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 

Mr. REILLY. Icanexplain the matterif the gentleman from 
Texas will hear me. 

INVITATIONS OF PRESIDENTS OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. There is another joint resolution on the 
table relating to this subject. The Cierk will read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 41) extending an invitation to the Presidents of the 
American Republics and the governors of the American colonies to par- 
ticipate in the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives, etc., That the President 
of the United States be, and he hereby is, authorized and requested to ex- 
tend an invitation to the Presidents of the several other American Republics, 
and to the —— of colonies, to participate in the ceremonies attending 
the dedication of the buildings of the World’s Columbian Exposition on 
the llth, 12th, and 13th of October, 1892, and the ceremonies attending the 
opening of the Exposition on the Ist of May, 1893; and that, under his direc- 
tion, the Secretary of State shall make suitable arrangements for their re- 
ception and entertainment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. BAILEY. TIobject. 


WORLD’S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION—DETAIL OF ARMY OFFI- 
CERS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is on the table another bil! relat- 
ing to this subject. ; 

The SPEAKER. It will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 


A bill (H. R. 618) authorizing the Secretary of War to detail certain officers of 
—, for special duty in connection vith the World's Columbian Ex- 
pos tion. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statca of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby 
is, authorized, at his discretion, to detail for special duty, in connection with 
the World’s Columbian Exposition, such officers of the Army as may be re- 
quired, and the officers thus detailed shall not be subject to loss of pay or 
rank on account of such detail. ? 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 


At the end of the bill add the following: Provided, That nothing in this act 
shall be construed as authorizing the detail of any officer of the Army for 
any work as a civil engineer. Fi 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the two gentle- 
men from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT and Mr. WHEELER] have 
bridge bills which they desire to have considered. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The ‘‘ gentleman from Wash- 
ington” also has a bridge bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will not interpose the motion to adjourn 
as against the passage of bridge bills involving no appropriation. 
BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER, DEPOSIT, ALA. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7974) to authorize the con- 


struction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near De 
posit, Ala. 
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The bill was read; and there being no objection, the House pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce were read and agreed to, as follows: 

In section 2 strike out, in lines 10 to 14, the words: 

“And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all com- 
panies upon such terms as may be agreed wpon by the parties, and if they 
can not agree, then the same shall be determined by the Secretary of War.’ 

At the end of the bill add the following: 


Src. 7. That this act shall be nu]l and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
with three years from the date hereof. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WATSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentleman will let me pass a 
bridge bill which I have here. : 

Mr. WATSON. I think we have been here long enough to- 
day. Teall for the regular order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is the regular order demanded? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I move that the House adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
zs follows: 

To Mr. HEMPHILL, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

‘Co Mr. GORMAN, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. HopKINS of Pennsylvania, for the remainder of this 
we?k, on account of sickness. 

lo Mr. MCKINNEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. MCMILLIN was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CROSBY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 6276) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove the 
charge of desertion as to George E. Bowen, late Company E, Six- 
teenth Massachusetts Volunteers. (Report No. 1936.) 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 
$10ns: 

A bill (H. R. 8925) to increase the pension of Harvey Lyon. 
(Report No. 1948.) 

A bill (H. R. 4255) to pension Samuel G. Briggs, of Hale County, 
Ala. (Report No. 1949.) F 

By Mr. HARE, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A 
bill (S. 1504) for the relief of David Dealy and Mary Younkin. 
(Report No. 1950.) 

By Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce: A bill (8. 2772) for the relief of Seaton Norman. (Re- 
port No. 1952.) 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 725) for the relief of Henry Crangle. (Report No. 
1937.) 

A bill (H. R. 8741) for the relief of Charles J. Werner. (Re- 
port No. 1938.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills: which were re- 
referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1524) for the relief of George C. Bucknam, the 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (HB. R. 9544) for the relief of Elizabeth S. White, the 
Committee on Claims discharged, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


* 


BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 9593) to punish and prevent 
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certain offenses against the peace of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. i 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 156) author- 
izing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to issue 
certain permits to steam railways, etc.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. . ; 

By Mr. HITT: A resolution inquiring of the Secretary of the 
Treasury concerning the operation of section 3006, Revised Stat- 
utes, and transportation of dutiable goods from the United States 
over Canadian railways to the United States—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A resolution asking the Sen~ 
ate and House to devote the remainder of the session, after the 
passage of appropriation bills, to the passage of laws for the 
amelioration of laborin le—to the Committee on Rules. 

. ByMr. GEISSENHAINE : A resolution toappoint acommit: 
tee to investigate and report certain facts regarding alien con: 
tract labor—to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CAINE: A bill (H. R. 9594) for the relief of the inhab- 
itants of the cities of Richfield and Morgan and the town of 
Woodruff, in the Territory of Utah—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAGNER: A bill (H. R. 9595) for the relief of Augus: 
Merkle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition and resolutions of R. C. Hilliard 
and 21 others,of Center Grove, Cumberland County, N. J., in 
favor of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of J. W. Beatly and others, favor- 
ing the metric To of weights and measures—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CASTLE: Petition of David Haverstock and others, 
with regard to Mille Lacs Reservation—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: Petition of citizens of Asheville, N. 
C., asking that the World’s Fair be closed on Sunday—to tho 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Papers to anagem van 3 House bill for relief 

of Mrs. Elizabeth Crawley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sicns. 
By Mr. HARE: Protest of Absalom L. Olds and 83 others, of 
Marion County, Ohio, against any action by Congress for the 
closing of the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Papers in regard to the bill 
of Edwin W. Bunce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, against the closing of the World’s Fair at Chicago on Sun- 
—o the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

y Mr. LOUD: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Sana 
Francisco, Cal., asking that aid be extended to the Oceanic 
Steamship Company to Australia—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Memorial of Columbus (Ohio) Ty;o- 
graphical Union, No. 5, against Congress legislating upon clos- 
ing the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sundays—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petitions in regard to Sunday closing at 
Chicago of the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Protest of citizensof Kansas City, against 
closing the Wurld’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Local Union No. 515, of the 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of Colorado 
Springs, Colo., that convicts shall not be employed upon public 
buildings and shall not be brought into competition with indus- 
trial labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of 2,800 workingmen of New York 
City, in favor of a governmental appropriation of $5,000,000 in 
aid of the World’s Columbian Exposition—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers in the claim of Ed- 
mond Toney, of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee og 
War Claims. 
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SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, July 20, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3310) for the 
relief of Jerome H. Biddle. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the | 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes | 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 5446) to provide for the care of de 
dren in the District of Columbia, and to create a 
dren’s guardians; 

A bill (H. H. 8533) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8579) to incorporate the Petworth, Brightwood 
and Takoma Park Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) extending the time in which 
certain street railroads were compelled by act of Congress ap- 
proved August 6, 1890, to change their motive power from horse 
power to mechanical power, for one year. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1793) to legalize the deed and other records of the 
Office of Indian Affairs, and to provide and authorize the use of 
a seal by said office; 

A bill (S. 3011) to amend ‘‘An act to define the jurisdiction of 
the police court of the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 
1891; and 

A bill (S. 3454) fixing the time for holding the circuit and dis- 
trict courts in the district of West Virginia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 102) requesting the loan of certain 
articles for the World’s Columbian Exposition; and 

“A joint resolution (H. Res. 105) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to prepare and send to the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position models, drawings, etc., prepared or invented by women. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 


ndent chil- 
ard of chil- 


had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and | 


they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 8533) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3971) to provide for the opening of alleys in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 3415) to remove the political disabilities of William 
S. Walker, of Atlanta, Ga.; 





’ 

A bill (S. 1958) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, 
established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the 
title of William McGarrahan to the cho Panoche Grande, in 
the State of California, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 46) providing for an investigation rel- 
ative to the ‘‘slums of cities.” 

SATURDAY BANK HALF HOLIDAY. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ask unanimous consent that the votes by 
which the bill (S. oe making Saturday a half holiday where 
banks and bankers so elect was ordered to a third reading and 
passed may be reconsidered, for the purpose of correcting a typo- 
graphical error on page 2, in line 33, where the word “ occur ” 
shou!d be ‘‘ incur.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
moves to reconsider the votes by which the bill named by him 
was ordered to a third reading and passed, for the purpose of 
making an amendment thereto. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate, and 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 33, after the word ‘‘ nor,” 
strike out the word “ occur” and insert “‘incur;” so as to read: 

Nor incur any liability. 
The amendment was agreed to. 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions of the Unity 
eee Club of New York, in regard to the imprisonment 
in England of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, and praying that steps be 
taken for his release; which were referred to the Committee ou 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a poiees of citizens of Nogales, Calabasas, 
Sonoita, Tumacacori, Huebabi, and surrounding counties in Ari- 
zona, praying for the passage of the pending amendment to the 
bill establishing the Court of Land Claims; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6562) granting a pension to William Colvill, of 
Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Brack- 
ett; 

A bill (H. R. 4034) to increase the pension of John D. Prator; 

A bill (H. BR. 3203) granting a pension to Nancy Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 602} to grant a pension to Anna Torrence; 

A bill (H. R. 6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, 
late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 5518) to pension Reuben Riggs; 

A bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of 
St. Louis, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4945) to restore Cynthia E. Brinneman, formerby 
Tate, to the pension roll. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1119) for the relief of Hiram W. 
Love, to report it adversely. I am requested to state that the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. KINS] and the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. SANDERS] desire to submit views of the minority upon 
the bill. I ask that the bill may go upon the Calendar with the 
adverse report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The biil will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to 
which was referred a vast number of petitions in favor of pro- 
hibiting the manufacture and sale of cigarettes, direct me to re- 
port the same with a written report, in order that the petitions 
may go upon the files and the report be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3253) granting a pension to Martha R. 
Hitchcock, reported it withan amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 3235) to 
provide for the establishment, protection, and administration of 
public forest reservations, and for other purposes, heretofore re- 
ported by him. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3462) granting an increase 
of pension to John G. Powers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 102) to pro- 
vide for the construction of a wharf as a means of approach to 
the monument to be erected at Wakefield, Va., to mark the birth- 
place of George Washington; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

RELATIONS OF GOLD AND SILVER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution by Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana, 
requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to report to the Sen- 
ate certain information relative to the payment of customs du- 
ties and in relation to the currency system of the United States. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. I ask that the resolution may go 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

PUYALLUP INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, in pursuance of the notice 
given last week, and again yesterday, I move to take up the bill 
(S. 2529) providing for the irrigation and reclamation of arid 
lands, for the protection of forests and utilization of pasturage, 
and for other purposes, on which I wish tosubmit some remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Istherefurther morning business? 
If not, that order is closed. 


x 
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Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Wyoming yield to me | 


| of the signing or execution thereof, and so certify the same in the acknowl- 
I desire to say for the benefitof the Senator | 


for a moment? 
Mr. WARREN. 

from Washington that I am aware he has a special order for 

half past 12, and I am also aware that I shall not be able to con- 


Senate yesterday. 

Mr. ALLEN. If it is agreeable to the Senator from Wyoming 
he might proceed until half-past 12; but I sup he did not 
wish to be interrupted in his remarks before their conclusion. 
My impression is that if the special order can be taken up at 
once we may conclude it in half an hour or so. 

Mr. WARREN. If the special order can be taken up at once, 
I will say to the Senator that I will yield the floor, and at its 
conclusion I shall call up the bill I have indicated. 

Mr. ALLEN. ThenI move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill 3056, which was fixed as a special or- 
der for half past 12 to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3056) giving consent of Con- 
gress to the removal by the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton of the restrictions upon the power of alienation of a portion 
of the lands in the Puyallup Indian Reservation, upon certain 
conditions therein contained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Washington that the Senate proceed at this 
time to the consideration of the bill the title of which has just 
been read, instead of waiting until half past 12 when the Senator 
from Washington will be entitled to the floor upon the bill by 
order of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

Mr. CALL. I gave notice yesterday morning that this morn- 
ing at the close of the routine business I would ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate to submit a few observations on the resolu- 
tion introduced by the Senatorfrom Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and 
resolutions introduced by other Senators relating to the Home- 
stead affair. The Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] made 
a@ personal appeal to me to allow him to proceed with the bill 
which has just been taken up, and in deference to his wishes I 
have agreed to postpone calling up the resolutions until the con- 
clusion of his observations upon the pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore read 
at length, as in Committee of the Whole, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before offering an amendment by way of a sub- 
stitute for the bill, Iwish tomakea few remarks to the Senate 
in order to make clear the position I take in regard tothe meas- 
ure. I willsay that under almost any circumstances it would 
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plain to the grantor the contents of said or instrument, and the effect 


edgment, and before the same shall be admitted to record shall duly exam- 
ine and approve the said deed or other instrument. 


The State of Washington, with due deference to Congress, 


| made the followi ision in th ; 
clude the remarks I seek to make until then, but I desire to use | ee oe ae 


the intervening time, unless the Senate may otherwise direct, | 
giving way of course to the special order that was made by the | 


That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after the consent 
to such removal of the restrictions shall have been given by the Congress of 
the United States. 


~ 

So far as the Legislature of the State of Washington is con- 
cerned, these lands are to remain in their present restricted 
condition up to the hour that Congress givesits consent to their 
alienation. 

The Legislature of the State of Washington enacted that law 
upon the petition of every individual member of the Puyallup 
Indian tribe. They sought this legislation at the hands of our 
State Legislature. In addition to that, I have the petition of 
the a commissioners of the county in which this reservation 
is situated, a county of 65,000 population, setting forth with great 
clearness, urgency, and with justice to the Indians, the propri- 
ety and necessity to the whites for the unconditional removal of 
the restrictions imposed upon the title of the lands of these In- 
dians. More than that, I have presented to the Senate a petition 
of the city government of the city of Tacoma, a rapidly growing 
city of over 50,000 energetic, enterprising people, situated near 
this reservation, whose material interests are directly affected 
by the incubus that is placed upon these lands; and also'the 
titions of large numbers of citizens of that county, all asking 
the unconditional removal of the restrictions upon the title to 
these lands. 

Mr. President, with that attitude of the Legislature of the 
State of Washington, reaching the conclusion that the time has 
ripened when these restrictions should be unconditionally re- 
moved from these lands, when the entire people of the county 
have called for the same thing, I have no other course to pur- 
sue before the Senate than toinsist that this request of the State 
of Washington and the _—— of the community directly affected 
should be respected. The Indians have unanimously made the 
same request. 

The Puyallup Indians are a remarkable tribe of Indians. In 
1854 this treaty was entered into between them and the United 
States. In that early day, when perhaps there were not a half 
dozen schoolhouses in the Territory of Washington, Congress 
entered into this agreement. It found them even at that early 
time superior to most Indians in their self-reliance, capacity, 
and attainments. The provisions inserted in that ar show 
these facts. The treaty shows that they were a tribe of Indians 
who wandered far into the interior, who owned horses, who 
traversed the mountains, who ranged far and wide through the 
forests, hunting and fishing. It shows that these Indians were 
navigators, because in this treaty a stipulation is entered into 
at they wili not go to the far 


be with the greatest diffidence and embarrassment thatI should | north and trade in the British Possessions, but will confine their 
seek to differ upon the floor of the Senate from the members of | trade to the United States. 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. I should have no hope under 
ordinary circumstances that the Senate would follow the views 
that I advance in preference to a bill reported from that com- 
mitiee. But the circumstances are such that, notwithstanding 
my great deference to this committee and its individual mem- 
bers, I am constrained to move the amendment by way of a sub- 
stitute which I shall offer to the pending bill. 

I feel that the Legislature of my State has given me specific 
instructions in this matter, and no difference what my views 
might be it would be my duiy to yield obediently to the wish of 
the Legislature of the State. But happily for me my views are 
in line with those expressed by the laoldaere. I know that 
the instruction of the Legislature will not and should not be 
controlling upon other members of this body except so far as itex- 
erts a persuasive influence, to cause Senators to give their con- 
sen? to a character of legislation in a particular State affecting 
that State alone, in accordance with the wishes of the people and 
of the Legislature of the State. 

The Legislature of the State of Washington, on the 22d of 
March, 1890, enacted a law in which it set forth the provisions 
of the treaty with the Puyallup Indians and the compliance 
which had been made with its respective conditions, and closed 
the preamble by the recital which I shall read. Statutes of the 
State of Washington of 1889-’90, page 500: 

Whereas all the conditions now exist which said treaties contain and 
which make it desirable and proper to remove the restrictions in respect to 
fhe alienation and disposition of said lands by the Indians, who now hold 

m in sever? \ty: Now, therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc. 

All deeds, conveyances, incumbrances, or transfers of any nature and 
kind executed by any Indian, or in any manner disposing of any land or ho 


terest therein shall by deed executed in the same manner as 
for the execution of deeds conveying real estate, or interest therein, ex- 


an. 
cépt that the same shall in all cases be acknowledged. before a judge of a 
In taking said acknowledgment, the said judge shall ex- 


court of record. 


I say, Mr. President, it bespeaks a great deal of capacity on 
the part of these Indians, even in the early year of 1854, that 
the Congress of the United States required them by treaty stipu- 
lation to agree that they would not go more than a hundred 
miles distant down the Puget Sound and across the Straits of 
Fuca in their.canoes to trade with the subjects of the British 
Government. They had been brought in contact with the whites 
from the early part of this century. From the time the North- 
western Trading Company went into this region, and was suc- 
ceeded by the Hudson Bay Company, these Indians had been in 
constant contact with the whites and had in a measure adopted 
their habits, and now in 1854, finding the Indians in this condi- 
tion, this treaty was entered into. 

Among other things, the United States undertook that it 
would furnish certain educational facilities to these Indians; that 
it would give them a farmer, teachers, a smithy, a blacksmith, 
and a carpenter; that it would give them missionaries, and also 
a physician; and the treaty oy ag nae further that the Govern- 
ment would pay them $32,500 in installments, the last of which 
would terminate in twenty-five years. 

In pursuance of these agreements, although those Indians 
within six months after entering into the treaty went off upon 
the warpath and killed a number of white settlers, the Govern- 
ment magnanimously overlooked that and at once entered upon 
the execution of the treaty. It at once placed this class of edu- 
cators, of trainers, of instructors, of oe among the Indians 
and has kept them there conscientiously from that day until this. 
So, as early back as the year 1871, and | call the particular atten- 
tion of the Senate to it, the agents in reporting upon the condi- 
tion of these Indians say they have nearly all adopted the habits 
of the whites; that they wear their dress and that they have as- 
sumed their ways; that they have their separate and distinct 
homes. 














1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 6431 





Years later, in 1881, the Government in reporting upon the | 
condition of these Indians says that for twenty-one continuous | 

ears they had had schools upon their reservation. As early as 
1875 or1876the Government reports that more than three-fourths 
of these Indians had been married according to the laws of the 
Territory and the usages of the churches, and certificates and rec- 
ords of their marriages were preserved. In the year 1885or 1886 
the agents representing this agency report to the Government 
that more than three-fourths of the growing population of this In- 
dian tribe were educated, and were better prepared for the duties 
of citizenship than one-half, and the more intelligent half, of the 
foreigners who came to this country. 

This is the status of these Indians, a class of Indians superior 
to the Indians of the plains, far superior to most of the tribes of 
Indians, entering into a treaty with the United States nearly 
forty years ago, and from that day to this continuously and in| 
good faith the Government of the United States placing a large 
force of agents upon their reservation, educating, and training, 
and developing them, giving them facilities in education that 
no other community in the Territory of Washington has pos- | 
sessed. When in those early days three months of school in the | 
year could not be given to the children of the settler, these Indians 
were instructed the whole yearthrough. For twenty years they 
have adopted the habits of the whites, so that the Indian upon 
this reservation must be more than 30 years of age who can re- 
member the time when the people of his tribe did not pursue | 
the methods and adopt the course and live after the manner of | 
the whites. 

Since the year 1875 these Indians have been entirely self-de- 

ndent aside from the educational advantages that Congress 

as conferred upon them. Since 1875 the Government has not 
expended one farthing for their subsistence. In the year 1871, 
under the provisions of their treaty, having asserted their indi- 
viduality, having advanced in intelligence, having acquired the 
Gesires and purposes and the aims of the whites, they wanted 
their separate property. They wanted the stimulus of individ- 
uality and the incentive that comes from the accumulation of 
property. So as early as 1871 these Indians besought the Govern- 
ment that it would allot their lands so that they should have 
their separate and distinct and personal holdings. In obedience 
to that petition the lands were allotted; the Indians were placed | 
upon them, and each given his homestead and a place for his 
cultivation; and this arrangement, made through the Govern- 
ment agencies, was confirmed by the survey of their lands and 
the formal allotments made in the year 1874. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to in- 
quire whether citizenship has been conferred upon these In- | 
dians? 

Mr. ALLEN. I intended to come tothatinamoment. They 
are citizens of the United States as fully as any member of the 
Senate to-day, and exercising every rightand privilege and func- 
tion of citizenship. But I am dealing with them now as Indians, 
In 1874 these lens were severally allotted tothem. They went 
upon their separate homes. By the report of the agents, as early 
as 1876, it is clearly shown they had entered into the marital re- 
lation ably to the laws of the State or Territory, the records 
of which have been preserved, as in the case ofthe whites. They | 
had their separate abodes, their separate habitations, and they | 
pursued their course in life just as the other people of the com- | 
munity. So they went along untilthe year 1886, when, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of their treaty, the Presidentof the United 
States caused patents to be issued to them for their respective | 
allotments. 

In the year 1887, by virtue of the DAWES act, every Indian | 
upon this reservation was made a citizen of the United States, 
and it was declared that each of these Indians, having received | 
a patent to his land, thereby become a citizen of the United 
States and of the State or Territory in which he was located, 
with all the rights, privileges, anti immunities pertaining to 
citizenship. From that day forth the Indians have been ex- 
ercising all the privileges, rights, and immunities of citizens in 
the Territory and the State of Washington. 

Either fortunately or unfortunately—I say unfortunately, if | 
the view of this committee obtains—unfortunately for these In- | 
dians the right of citizenship was conferred upon them, because | 
by giving them citizenship and liberal education you gave them 
the desires and the ambitions and the purposes that come of edu- 
cation and citizenship. From the time they became possessed of | 
this power, like all other persons having it, they desired to ex- | 
ercise it, and from that day forth they have claimed, among other 
things, the right to alienate and dispose of their lands, and under 
that claim they have made numerous attempts to sell and convey | 
these lands. 

Now, I come to deal with this question, embarrassed as it is by 
the fact that the Government of the United States conferred citi- 
zenship upon these Indians. The Congress of the United States | 


said to us in the State of Washington, ‘It makes no difference 
what your wishes or what your purposes are, we have reached 
the conclusion that these Indians are educated, that they are 
civilized, that they are advanced, and that they are capable of 
exercising all the functions and privileges of citizenship, and 
without your consent we place them as citizens in your Com- 


| monwealth exactly upon an equality with every other citizen.” 


We say to the State that these Indians are sufficiently advanced 
to elect a governor of the State of Washington; we say they are 
sufficiently advanced to vote for the justices of the shpreme 
court and the judges of the superior court; we say they are suf- 
ficiently advanced to elect the legislators of the State and to 
elect a Representative to the Congress of the United States. 
And yet, Mr. President, although itis said to us by Congress 
that these persons are capable of exercising all of these high 
functions—the highest that can be conferred upon human be- 
ings—and that they shall exercise them without hindrance or 
restraint, and as freely as any of the citizens of the State, when 
you come to the question of whether or not they shall dispose of a 
portion of their property, you say calla halt. Such a responsi- 
bility is too grave to be exercised by him. He can not sell an 
acre of land. Why? Because heisan Indian; because he would 


| fritter away his property; because he has a lackof capacity; but 


he can vote for governor, hecan vote for justices of the supreme 
court, and all your State officers. Why? Because he has the 
capacity and has the education and the training and the civili- 
zation and the advancement for all political and civic purposes, 


| but not sufficient to control his own individual property. 


I say it is unfortunate for the Indians, if they are to be treated 
in the manner this bill proposes, that they have had any ideas 
of liberty and of citizenship instilled in their minds. Up to the 
time of the enactment of the Dawes bill these Indians had no in- 


| dividuality; they were but members of the tribe; they were the 


wards of the General Government—the domestic subjects of the 
nation; they were dealt with by the Government of the United 
States as the Great Father: and every provision which enters 
into that treaty was made upon the basis of their utter incapac- 
ity; but when you made them citizens of the United States, and 
gave them every right that you gave to every other citizen, they 
have iuterpreted it that one of the rights of citizenship is the 
right of the disposition of property; and by the conference of 
that right you have suddenly and forever wiped outevery vestige 
of racedom or Indianship in their case. You may make aciti- 
zen out of an Indian, but you can not make an Indian out of a 
citizen. It is for the Government to determine whether it will 
confer this great boon; but, having conferred it, it can not be 
recalled. 

The Indians being in this position, have expressed a desire 
and as:erted the right to deal with their property as other citi- 
zens. Although they have been upon this reservation for nearly 
forty years, it is afact that but 1,800 acres of the reservation have 
been nominally cleared; it is a fact that if either the Senate bill 
or the substitute I propose to offer should be enacted into a law, 
these Indians would retain beyond the power of alienation and 
free from all taxation nearly 5,000 acres of their land, more 
than three times the quantity they have cleared in almost half a 


| century. So then if they make the same progress in the next 


half century that they have in the past, you can expect that they 
will no more than clear and utilize 5,000 acres. That is left un- 
touched both by the bill of the committee and the substitute 
which I propose to offer. 

Mr. President, I have offered a substitute bill, which proceeds 


| directly in the line of the treaty. The treaty entered into with 


these Indians in 1854 provided that after thes lands were pat- 


| ented to them, they should remain inalienable, and should not 


be subject to sale or execution or forfeiture until such time as 
the Legislature of the State in which the reservation is situate 
should pass a law removing those restrictions, to which Con- 
gress should assent. The power and authority to remove re- 
restrictions was all given to the State, Congress reserving only 
the right of assent or dissent. Why should Congress now at- 
tempt to wrest this power conferred on the State under the guise 
of consent? 

I think if citizenship had not been conferred it would have 
been an undisputed question that Congress could keep the In- 
dians in this status just so long as it saw fit to withhold its con- 
sent from alienation; but having made them citizens, as I say, 
they have received the impression, and many lawyers are of the 
opinion, that the restrainton the power of alienation is removed, 
and that they have the right to dispose of their property. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The proposition, as [ understand, is not 
that Congress should remove the restriction, but simply permit 
the State to do it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thatisall. The province of Congress is not 
to remove restrictions—it conferred that on the State—but sim- 
ply to consent, or refuse to consent to the removal by the State. 
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My bill, as I say, takes the treaty up and follows its lineg pre- 
cisely as entered into between the ted States and the Indians 
in 1854. The Legislature of my State says the time has arrived 
in the contemplation of that treety hen the restrictions should 
be removed upon the right of al ee of these lands by the 
Indians, and it has passed a law permitting the Indians to con- 
vey their lands, provided Congress consents, and I have placed 
belore the Senate a bill providing that Congress shall give its 
consent. 

As to the difference between my substitute bill and that of the 
committee, the committee’s bill proposes to treat these Indians as 
having no control whatsoever over their lands. It says if any 
Indian wishes to sell or dispose of any part of his land, he shall 
make a petition in writing to the 1 Indian agent, that the 
local Indian agent shall forward that application to the Interior 
Department, that the Interior Department shall appoint com- 
missions, that those agents shall go out and make an appraise- 
ment of the land, that after the appraisement is made, then the 
land shall be put up and sold at public auction and shall not be 
disposed of for a price less than the appraisement, and if it fails 
to bring the price, it shall not be sold; and it then goes on to 
provide as to the manner of sale. It wipes out all contracts 
which have been made by any of these Indians. It makes all the 
costs that may grow out of this cumbersome procedure, a first 
mortgage lien on the property of the Indian, and unless he sub- 
=“ tosucha renunciation of proprietorship his lands can not be 
sold. 

I wish to say of that bill that it is absolutely objectionable to 
the Indians and tothe people. Itis objectionable for this reason: 
The Indians claim that it is taking the entire control and dispo- 
sition of their property out of their hands, something that would 
not be done with any other citizens of the United States; and, 
in the next place, it is dealing with these properties by agents 
of the Government 3,000 miles away from the scene. e tried 
the experiment of a commission. Congress said: ‘‘ Let us have 
an agency; let us have a commission; let us make these matters 
plain.” A, commission was appointed by the selection of the 
President and of the Interior partment. It went out at an 
expense of $10,000 to the United States, and made its report, 
which is totally unsatisfactory to everybody. No one is satisfied 
with it from the committee down to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, including the Indians upon the reservation. 

Now, I say you have the same danger in dealing with this mat- 
ter again. You come directly in face of the will and the wish of 
the Indians, and you submit the —- of that country to all 
the contingencies and delays and disadvantages which operate 
in asystem of this kind. ou at once throw these Indians in 
conflict and in litigation with those with whom they have been 
making contracts. 

I:propose to deal fairly with the Indians and justly with the 
whites. I propose to ask Congress to give its consent to the 
alienation of acertain portion of these landsof the Indians. Five 
thousand acres of their land remain totally unaffected by this 
bill; their homes, which have been selected by the Interior De- 
partment and upon which all their improvements are placed, 
where all of them have their abode, where everyone can be se- 
cure in a holding that has been marked outand separated. These 
landsare not included in this bill, and for these lands there isno 
consent asked for alienation. Theyremain as they noware, and 
not even subject to the law of taxation. It is for the remainder 
of the land that I propose that Congress shall give its consent to 
alienation. 

The ground I take is this: It isnot for Congress tosay whether 
or not these contracts are valid. I do not know that they are 
valid; I am not here claiming that they are; I am not here con- 
tending for the upholding of a single one, but I am simply ask- 
ing that from the date of the passage of this bill Congress give 
its consent to the alienation of these lands, leaving the parties 
concerned to the courts and to the law to determine whether or 
not the contracts and dealings with the land made in the past 
are right or wrong, whether their contracts are valid or not. 
1 am asking of Congress that it give its consent to an alienation 
by the Indians of about two-thirds of this reservation, that por- 
tion entirely away from their residences and homes and from 
the portion they have improved since entering into this treaty. 

The Indian Committee agree with me to thatextent. We have 
no dispute as to the lands that should not be alienated. We are 
also agreed, I think, that all the rest of the lands should be alien- 
ated, that the interests of the whites demand this, that this 
reservation is so situate towards the city of Tacoma, reaching 
out across the valley some 4 or 5 miles in width, and extending 
up.some 5 or 6 miles in such a way that there is no ingress 
to or egress from that city, except across this reservaiion. To- 
day the State of Washington is in this humiliating position, 
that it can not give aright of way to a street railway or to any 
thoroughfare of any kind to get in and out over this reservation 


except by — here as an outer province of the British em- 
pire goes before the British Parliament. 

That city is so situate that all of the farming lands, all of the 
county, all of the towns, away from the city of ‘l'acoma, lie across 
this reservation, that the food upon which the people of that 
city are fed, their vegetables and the fruits, and the th 
that sustain them coming from the gardens, have to pass this 
reservation, as a wall of 4 or 5 miles intervenes between the city 
of Tacoma and every town and village and farming district of 
the 74 of Pierce. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator right there how near to 
9 boundaries of the city of Tacoma as laid out is this reserva- 

on? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Eells in his report says from 1 to 2 miles. 
In fact, however, it reaches up to or very near the boundary. 

Mr. President, there is the situation. There isnot a laboring- 
man, there is not an artisan, there is not a workman in the city 
of Tacoma, that active metropolis, that busy place of commerce 
and industries, but is having to pay tribute to these six hundred 
Indians for the vegetables that go upon his table and the fruits 
he consumes. There is no way of getting to the farming and 
garden lands beyond except by going across this reservation. 
Every 19 out of 20 acres of which should be devoted to the pur- 
poses of culture of garden-truck lands for the support of the pop- 
ulation of this, a city of between fifty and sixty thousand peo- 
ple, but is practically in the same condition as when Columbus 
discovered America. 

Except so far as the cutting down of afew trees hereand there 
by the Indians, it is a wilderness; it has no roads; it is a jungle; 
and from $150 to $200 per acre is required for its clearing and 
cultivation. The Indians are utterly unable to cope with this 
greattask. As I say, in nearly forty years they have only cleared 
about 1 acre in 20. They have no roads. The county of Pierce 
has had to tax itself $63,000 for the purpose of making roads 
over these difficult countries, and has expended $23,000 in mak- 
ing a road across this reservation, not one dollar of which have 
the Indians contributed. 

In view of that situation, in view of the fact that the Congress 
has made citizens of the Indians, that they believe they have the 
right to alienate their landsand have attempted to do so, in view 
of the fact that able lawyers have so instructed them and others 
have contended that they had the right to renew perpetually the 
lease of two years, which is provided for in the treaty, and in 
view of the fact, which is indisputable, that if they violate their 
contract they may be sued in the courts, and thus the whites and 
the Indians thrown into collision and controversy with each 
other, I ask simply the consent of Congress—provided in the 
treaty—be given and all parties be left free. I ask this and this 
alone. I have sought no confirmation of any contract. I have 
placed an express provision in the bill which I shall send to the 
Secretary's desk, providing that nothing contained in this act 
shall be construed as affecting any contract heretofore made. 

I pro to leave these Indian citizens and the white citizens 
precisely where they have placed themselves. If these con- 
tracts are void they ought not under any circumstances to be 
enforced, and they can not be. If it should turn out that they 
are valid contracts, the Congress of the United States does not 
wish to throw the Indians and the whites into inextricable con- 
fusion and disadvantage; it does not wish to tie these lands up in 
litigation and cast a shadow over the title, which can not be re- 
oe until ultimately a decision of the Supreme Court is ob- 
tained. 

That means, Mr. President, the tying up of these lands for the 
next five or six or seven years; that means the compelling of a 
——- of 60,000 people in the city of Tacoma which will then 

more than doubled to carry these Indians on their backs dur- 
ing all these years; it means that this community shall be sub- 
jected to all of these disadvantages, that this great and ambi- 
tious city shall beshackled and retarded inits growth. It means 
that these Indians, who have not conferred the value of a dollar 
upon these properties, but who have sat there during these years 
with their property exempt from taxation, who have constantly 


received the reflex value upon their at age, Mee the energy . 
ew 


and enterprise and the thrift of the peop o weht upon the 
shores of that bay to establish this city shall, against their own 
wills, work this public wrong.. Without the lands embraced in 
this bill these Indians are wealthy compared with most farm- 
ing communities. Why confer riches upon them they do not 
need? Must they be denied the control over this portion of their 
property, coerced into strife and litigation, and the interests 
this city prejudiced and its people made to bear the burdens that 
must result from the nonuse of these lands? 

As I say, I want to do exactly what is right by these Indians. 
I want them to have their homes and have them free from aliena- 


tion. I am willing for that, but as for the rest of the land,I - 


ask that Congress give its consent and that it leave these white 
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citizens and these Indian citizens to the law, and let the courts 
of the country deal with them. If their contracts are void they 
"have the agents of the Government and they have the competi- 
tion of purchasers around them to advise them that the con- 
tracts are void; but if they are valid, and Congress attempts to 
wipe them out of existence and to run roughshod over both the 
Indians and the whites, confusion inexplicable and injury irre- 
parable is inflicted. 3 

I say let what I have proposed be done. Let the Indians and 
whites stand before the law. If the contracts are void, which 
they may turn out to be—and Iam indifferentupon thatsubject— 
let them go out of existence; if they are valid and the Indians 
have not been overreached and have no proper defense to make 
againstthem, letthemstand. Doing that, Mr. President, you deal 
justly by all classes of people. 

I send to the Secretary’s desk and ask to have read the amend- 
ment which I propose as a substitute for the bill reported by the 
committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the restrictions heretofore removed by the Legislature of the State 
of Washington upon the power of alienation of lands of the Puyallup In- 
dians, impressed upon their title by article 6 of a treaty made between the 
United States of America and said Indians, bearing date of the 26th day of 
December, A. D. 1854, be, and the same is hereby, consented to by Congress, 
and Congress does hereby consent to the disposition and alienation of lands 
by said Indians as provided in an act of the Legislature of the State of Wash- 
ington entitled “An act enabling the Indians to sell and alien the lands of the 
Puyallup Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington,” approved March 
22, 1890: Provided, That this act shall not apply to that portion of the reser- 
vation of said Indians designated as being embraced within the heavy black 
lines on a map of said reservation accompanying the report made to the 
President of the United States by the Puyallup Indian Commission, dated 
March 11, 1891, and being more particularly des@ribed as the east half of sec- 
tion 2, sections 1, 11, 12, the north half of section 13, all those parts of sec- 
tion 10 within saia reservation, and all that part of section 3 inside said res- 
ervation and me come and westerly of the Puyallup River, the whole of 
said lands being township 20 north, of range 3 east, of the Willamette 
meridian; also, sections 7, 17, all of section 18 (excepting the west half of the 
so uthwest quarter and the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter); all 
of section 6 (excepting the northeast quarter, the northeast quarter of the 
northwest quarter, and the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter), and 
the west half of the northwest quarter and the west half of the south- 
west quarter of section 8, all in said township 20 north, of range 4 east, of 
said meridian, except to the extent of subjecting the same, or any part 
thereof, to condemnation for such public uses and under such proceedings 
as are now or hereafter may be —— by the Legislature of the State of 
Washington: And provided further, That in case of the alienati . of any of 
said lands by any Indian owner or owners. a nontransferable ve idor’s lien, 
having priority over and precedence to all other liens and incumbrances, shall 
attach to such land in favor of the vendor or vendors, and hisor their heirs, 
with full notice of which all persons shall be charged: And provided further, 
That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as affecting any sale or 
contract for the sale of any lands heretofore entered into by any of said Puy- 
allup Indians. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, given a part of an Indian reser- 
vation and a large city next to it, and we can easily understand 
the anxiety to obtain the Indian lands, and we can easily under- 
stand the meaning of the plea of recognizing the full rights of 
citizenship of an Indian for the alienation of his land. It means 
that some whits people want to acquire the land, and want it 
badly. 

Whether Congress ought in any sense to try to protect the 
Indian against an unfair advantage on the part of persons who 
desire to obtain his lands, is a question for the Senate to deter- 
mine; but I can not understand how this claim—this plea of citi- 
zenship for the Indian—makes it incumbent upon Congress to 
remove every restriction in the path of the alienation of his 
land, for that is the plea upon which the case is put here. 

The argument followed out would reserve the restrictions which 
have been placed upon the lands allotted im severalty under the 
Dawes act where the lands are made unalienable for twenty-five 
years. ‘‘Oh, but they are citizens,” the Senator says, ‘‘and it 
is a humbug and a delusion tomake them citizens and not clothe 
them with the full rights of American citizenship, one of which 
is the alienation of land. Away with the restrictions contained 
in the Dawes act, in order that the Indian may be a citizen + ‘h 
all the rights of the white citizen.” So with regard to these 
lands, there are restrictions upon the alienation of them, restric- 
tions in the patents which were issued to the Indians, but away 
with them in order that the Indian may have the full rights of a 
white mar! 

Well, if that is the plea, if that is the ground upon which Con- 
gress is going to deal with the Indians, if we are doing the In- 
dians such an immense wrong, doing his citizenship such an im- 
mense wrong when we say that there shall be some restriction 
upon his power of alienation, then let us go the whole length 
and remove it altogether. Why not remove it as to these addi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


tional lands? The city of Tacoma did remove it as to all lands | 


in this reservation; but the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
ALLEN] himself is not so carried away with this idea of extend- 
ing to the Indians the entire right of citizenship which is ac- 
corded to a white man as that he thinks it best to remove these 
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restrictions from 5,000 acres of this reservation, but only from 
that portion of the reservation which the citizens of Tacoma, 
either from necessity or from the spirit of speculation, have cast 
greedy eyes upon. 

So, Mr. President, it seems to me the ground upon which this 
case is putfalls at once, and we may as well come to consider the 
real thing which is in this case, and that is whether, having the 
power tosee that the Indian gets a fair price for these lands 
which are to be sold, we ought to exercise that power, or whether 
we ought to turn him over to the tender mercies of real-estate 
speculators in Tacoma, who have already obtained contracts out 
of him which they hope to enforce after the restriction upon the 
power of alienation shall be removed. 

Mr. ALLEN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not wish to disturb the Senator, but the 
question I wish to ask is this: The State of Washington making 
a law that it expressly declares shall not go into effect until such 
time as Congress gives its consent to it, whether or not any con- 
tract made before that time with the Indians, the question of 
citizenship not coming in, could be anything else than null and 
would fall of its own weight? 

Mr. PLATT. Well, Mr. President, there is a very active and 
ubiquitous lobby about this Congress, which believes that those 
contracts can be enforced and the Indian Committee have had to 
meet that lo’oy at every step in coming to a conclusion with re- 
gard to what Congress ought to do in relation to this matter. 
The State of Washington has indeed, so far as it can, consented 
to the removal of the restrictions upon the power of alienation 
of this entire Indian reservation, including that portion of it 
which the Senator from Washington is now willing to secure to 
these Indians for homes, but the State of Washington had no 
power to do it except by the consent of Congress, and what it 
has done is of no effect whatever except as it may be consented 
to by Congress. The treaty especially provides that these re- 
strictions shall not be removed by the State until the consent of 
Congress is given. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Conneticut 
yield? 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator does not wish I shall not in- 
terrupt him. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishall be longer in getting through my state- 
ment of the case. I have no objection, however, to an interrup- 
tion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In view of the fact that there is a reserva- 
tion originally in the treaty with the Omahas and subsequently 
in the treaty with these Indians and in the act of Congress, that 
the States respectively might have the right, subject to the 
consent of Congress, to remove these restrictions on the right 
of alienation, should not some consideration, at least, be given 
to the voice of a State after it has spoken on that subject through 
its Legislature? 

Mr. PLATT. I think it should have a little —— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Was not the very purpose, in other words, 

f the reservation of this right to the State Legislature, if a 
peculiar case should arise, as in this instance, where Indians 
are located within the shadow of a great city, to enable the 
State to present to Congress reasons why in such an exceptional 
case the restrictions ought to be removed? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know that I ought to say that it would 
have been any more modest for the State to have passed a joint 
resolution asking the consent of Congress that it should re- 
move these restrictions; but the State is in precisely the same 
situation, and this case stands precisely in the same situation 
that it would if we had a memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of Washington asking Congress to give its consent to the 
passage of a law by the State of Washington removing restric- 
tions upon the power of alienation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me, in that case 
the State would be moving voluntarily upon its own motion, but 
in this case Congress itself has said the State might speak in 
the first instance. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam coming to that, and am going to read'that 
before I get through. . 

Mr. President, one thing [ admit, and there are only two ques- 
tions in this case in the opinion of the committee. One is that 
that part of this reservation which lies immediately next to the 
city of Tacoma and in the direction of which it is natural the 
growth of the city of Tacoma should be extended ought in some 
way to be sold. That we all admit. The next thing is, ought 
Congress in consenting to that sale take any measures at all to 
sze that the Indians get a fair value for the land? That is all 
there is in this case. 

On the first proposition, that the land ought to be sold, the 
Senator from Washington and the committee are in accord. On 
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the second, that Congress has some remaining duty to see that 
he [ndians get a fair value for their lands, we disagree. 

He says, *‘ No, Congress has nothing to do with it; it is noth- 
ing to Congress, nothing to the Government, whether the Indians 
get a fair value for this land or not; they are American citizens; 
and Congress, when it insists that they shall have a fair value 
for this land and takes any measure to insure that they get a 
fair value for this land, is hampering their rights as American 
citizens.” 

What is this case exactly, and what is the difference between 
the committee and the people of Tacoma? I may have to beg 
the indulgence of the Senate somewhat, for it is some time since 
this matter has been fresh in my mind. I do not think I shall 
mate any misstatement of the condition of these lands. If I do, 
I shall be glad to be corrected. They were allotted to these In- 
dians, but up to the 30th of January, 1886, had not been patented 
to them. The treaty with them provided that they should be 
allotted upon the same terms as lands were allotted to the Omaha 
Indians. In 1886 Mr. Cleveland issued patents in which he in- 
corporated the conditions on which lands were allotted to the 
Omaha Indians, and I will read them: 


Now know ye, that the United States of America, in consideration of the 
sremises and in accordance with the directions of the President of the United 
States, under the aforesaid sixth article of the treaty of the 16th day of March, 


A. D. 1854, with the Omaha Indians, has given and granted, and by these 
presents does give and grant, unto the said Che-gay-lad or John Towallad, 
as the head of the family as aforesaid, and to his heirs, the tract of land 
above described, but with the stipulation contained in the said sixth article 
of the treaty with the Omaha Indians, and the said tract “shall not be aliened 
or leased for a longer term than two years, and shall be exempt from levy, 
sale, or forfeiture, which conditions shall continue in force until a State con- 
stitution embracing such lands within its boundaries shall have been formed 
and the Legislature of the State shallremovetherestrictions,” and “no State 
Legislature shall remove the restrictions’’ * * * “without the consent 
of Congress.”’ 

That is the condition in which these lands are held. That 
being the title, some enterprising and shifty speculators of the 
city of Tacoma conceived the idea that they could fasten their 
grasp upon these lands by getting a contract with the Indians 
that the Indians would lease them to these persons for two years, 
and then agree in the leases to keep up the lease for two years 
successively until the restrictions should be removed, and then 
the title should go to the lessees. That is the condition of these 
lands. 

I am inclined to read some extracts from one of these leases, 
which is given in the report of the Puyallup Indian Commission, 
Exhibit C, which recites that the Indians in consideration— 
of the covenants and conditions hereinafter recited to be performed by said 
party of the second part, —— executors, administrators, or assigns as part of 
the consideration of the alienation and sale, have alienated, granted, bar- 
gained, and sold, and by these presents do alien, grant, bargain, sell, and 
convey unto the said party of the second part, —— heirs and assigns, for the 
full term and period of two years from the day of the date hereof, the fol- 
lowing described premises. situate, lyimg, and being within the tract known 
and described as the Puyallup Indian Reservation, in the county of 
and State of Washington, particularly described as follows: 

To have and to hold said tract, hereby sold or intended so to be with their 
appurtenances unto the said party of the second part, —— heirs and assigns 
forever; to and for, —— only proper use and benefit, subject, however, to the 
conditions and covenants herein and hereby imposed, and upon the express 
terms herein stated or intended to be stated, as the considerations of this 

ant, and at the termination of said term of two years ifthe Congressof the 

Jnited States shall not have consented to the removal of the restrictions 
recited in certain letters patent, etc. 

It is hereby covenanted and agreed by the said parties of the first part for 
themselves, their heirs, executors, administrators, and as , that the 
premises herein and hereby conveyed, or intended so to be, shall continue 
aliened, bargained, and sold unto the said party of the second t, and the 
title thereto shall remain in —— heirs and assigns, for the further period of 
two years upon the further condition that said party of the second part —— 
executors, administrators, or assigns pay for said continued alienation and 
sale to the said parties of the first part, their executors, administrators, or 
heirs, the further sum of dollars: And at the expiration of each suc- 
ceeding term of two years thereafter the alienation and sale of said prem- 
ises to said party of the second part or ——- assigns shall continue upon the 
payment of an additional sum of —-— dollars. 


Then it goes on providing that when the restrictions shall be 
removed, this instrument shall operate as a final conveyance of 
the title of the Indians. Thatis the condition of all these lands; 
and it is notorious that in some of the instances with regard to 
some of the lands, the price paid and to be paid under these con- 
tracts is ridiculously inadequate. As to some of them it is 
claimed that a full value would be paid. 

If. then, these contracts are to stand, some of these Indians are 
to part with their lands for a nominal consideration. The com- 
mittee thought that thatought not to be, and the committee asks 
just this in its bill, that when an Indian wants to sell his land he 
shall make an application to the Secretary of the Interior for 
power to sell the land, and the Secretary of the Interior shall 
appoint appraisers. He might appoint appraisersfor more than 
one tract at once. 

The Indians might all make application to sell and the ap- 
praisers might appraise all the lands at the same time, and then 
the lands shall be offered for sale at public auction at the mini- 

um of the appraised value. Could anything be fairer than 
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that? What harm is there in that? What is the objection to it? 
It issaid that it will somewhat delay matters. Is there, then, 
such hot haste to get these lands away from the Indians en these 
contracts, that nobody can wait until application can be made to 
the Secretary of the Interior and an appraisement be made and 
the lands be put up and sold? Is the city of Tacoma growing 
with such marvelous rapidity that its growth will be dwarfed 
and checked unless this can be done all at once on the passage of 
this bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator if it is not a fact that, al- 
though the bill which I read passed in the Legislature of the 
State of Washington in March, 1890, two years or more have 
passed and nothing has been accomplished by the creation of a 
commission going out there to deal with these matters? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, and there is a reason for it, and that is 
that the men who hold these contracts will not let anything be 
done except what will give them the lands at a contract price. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask further—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask a question? 

Mr. PLATT. One at a time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask one more question, and I will not 
interrupt further. I have not been contending for the legality 
of these contracts; but if it be true that the contracts are totally 
invalid and the Indians have had three or four years’ notice of 
that fact, and have an Indian agent on the ground to advise with 
them and are proposing to sell these lands for a totally inade- 
quate value, is it possible that in the light of those void con- 
tracts a hundred competing bidders would not come and tell the 
Indians, ‘‘ You are selling your land too cheap; you are selling 
it for a small portion of its value; I will give you more”? 

Mr. PLATT. Then Ido notsee why the Senator should object 
to thelittle time whichemight be required for an appraisement 
and sale of these lands at auction. If his theory is that other 
parties are coming in to bid for this land and go into a lawsuit 
with the contracting parties as to whether they can get a title 
to the lands, or whether they should be sold to the contracting 
parties, then the day in which Tacoma can run its broad streets 
over those lands will be much longer delayed than it would be 
by the plan which the committee have proposed. 

I notice one thing in which the Senator from Washington is 
also insisting on the full right of citizenship of the Indian, and 
that is that he ought to be permitted to get into a lawsuit about 
these matters. I believe that is one of the rights ofan American 
citizen, to get into a iawsuit. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, although he isa citizen, J am trying to keep 
him out of a law suit. 

Mr.PLATT. The Senator says he does not propose todo any- 
thing with these contracts; if they are void, let them be fought 
out in court between the persons to whom the contracts have 
been given and the Indians. Well, that would bea delightful 
business for the Indian; but I apprehend that if thatis the remedy 
and if that is the care which is to be exercised over the Indian 
to see that he gets afair value for his land, the man who holds 
the contract will get the land and the Indians will not defend a 
great many suits. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether there is anything further 
that I ought to allude to. I do not desire to take up time un- 
necessarily in this matter, but I want to present this clean-cut 
question to the United States Senate: Will you consent as aSen- 
ate to remove these restrictions without in any way making an 
arrangement so as to secure the Indians a fair value for their 
lands? Ifso, adopt the bill of the Senator from Washington: 
if not, either adopt the bill of the committee or devise some other 
plan by which, to use plain, homely Anglo-Saxon language, it 
shall be impossible for these speculators to swindle these Indians. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Washington [Mr. ALLEN] oceupies the position here necessarily 
of representing the sentiment and interest of the people in his 
State, and he has done so with vigor, with persistence, with 


| that fidelity which belongs to his nature, his strength, and his 


honor. He presented this case to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and the substitute which he proposes to the bill of the 
committee is simply the bill which he originally introduced and 
which was referred to the committee, and which the committee 


| unanimously believed they could not in the discharge of their 


duty report back to the Senate favorably. 

The committee heard the arguments of the distinguished Sen- 
ator, heard them pressed with all his ability, and heard them 
with the greatest of personal favor to him; and I wish to observe 
thatin discharging the duty which is imposed upon me as a mem- 
ber of that committee, I feel a certain reluctance to occupy the 


attitude of meena anything which so amiable a gentleman 
as the Senator from Washington desires, but this is a question 


simply of public duty, and the committee felt that they would be 
derelictin their duty if they did not deal with this question from 
that high standpoint which involves the honor of the United 
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States as the guardian, constituted by its own laws, of the rights 
and interests of these people. 


Therefore the committee reported a bill which will accom- 
lish, if it shall be enacted, every public purpose sought by the 
Eonatorfrom Washingtonanaty he bill which he introduced, and 


which will prevent in the execution of the public purpose for pub- 
lic interests the injustice and iniquity, which the committee be- 
lieve lie behind the bill introduced by the distinguished Senator, 
and now moved to be substituted for the bill of the committee. 

As has been well stated by the distinguished Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], the question which is presented to the 
Senate is not a question of difference between the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and the Senator from Washington in respect to a 
public interest. There is no circumstance of the public inter- 
est, in my belief and in the belief of the committee, which will 
not be perfectly subserved by the enactment of the bill as re- 
ported. 

Mr. President, I dislike to weary the Senate with protracted 
details, but I think it very important that the simple facts of this 
case should be exhibited to this body, and it can be done without 
very great elaboration. 

Attached to Executive Document No. 34 of the Senate of this 
session is a map which exhibits the Puyallup Indian Reserva- 
tion as it now exists, and also discloses the fact that it lies in 
juxtaposition to the city of Tacoma and stretches around the bay 
known as Commencement Bay, upon which that city is situated. 
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Now, my question is this: These things having proceeded, not 
under the enactment, but under these treaties, and the Indians 
having gone on and had the lands allotted to them, patents hav- 
ing been issued to them in pursuance of these provisions which 
delegated to the State the right to remove the restrictions, sub- 
ject only to the permission of Congress, has Congress now the 
right to remove the restrictions? In view of all these treaty 
stipulations, contracts made in pursuance of treaty stipulations, 
and patents issued to them in pursuance of the treaty stipula- 
tions, all pointing to the fact that the State, after it should be 
organized under a State constitution, should have the right to 
remove the restrictions, subject only to the consent of Congress, 
has Congress, after all that has been done, the right to remove 
these restrictions or to prescribe the terms upon which the S‘ate 
shall remove the restrictions? In other words, after all that has 
transpired is there anything left for Congress to do but to say 


| to the State Legislature, ‘‘ Yes, you can remove these restric- 


tions,” or ‘* No, you can not”? 
not? 

The Senator understands my point? 

Mr. VILAS. Perfectly. Mr. President, that is not a new 
question, but one which was presented to the committee and 
carefully considered, and while I intended at a later point to ad- 


Will Congress consent or will it 


| dress some observations to it, lam ready to answer the Senator’s 


| question now. 


This land becoming the property of the Indians in 1857, under a | 


treaty with the United States, has remained their home from 
that time to this. But meantime a city, and now a great city, 
has risen up on the waters of Puget Sound, and it has happened 
that these Indians have attained to the advantage which has 
often followed the persistent holding of land by individuals in 
this country, that by settlement and the development of civiliza- 
tion their land has become very valuable. Let meobserve that the 
precise object, as it seems to me, of the guardianshipof Congress 
was to protect the Indians in securing to them the value of their 
lands which might accrue by their own steadfast holding of 
them. 


|; Ory power. 


There must have been some reason why Congress reserved to 
itself concurrent power over these restrictions. It is more than 
a@ concurrent power with the State Legislature; it is a supervis- 
[t simply provided, not that the Legislature of th« 
State should have the power to remove the restrictions, but that 
they should not be removed until the Legislature of the State 
did it, and that the Legislature of the State should not do it ex- 
cept under the control of Congress, with the consent of Congress 
to its doing. Thus the action of two bodies became necessary— 
the action of the State Legislature, the local governing body, 
and the action of Congress, the Federal Legislature, and the 


| natural guardian ot the rights of the Indians. 


It is said by the Senator from Washington that the situation of 
this reservation obstructs the entrance into Tacoma of railroads | 


and of public highways; that it would be convenient, perhaps, 
to build out upon it street-car lines; and that therefore it is de- 
sired to enable the Indians to sell it. 
tee’s bill provides for selling the land. There is no difference 
between us in respect to that feature. 
the point is. 
Connecticut, and perhaps fully enough stated. 
éver, to repeatonly ane In order to understand that, it is de- 
sirable to notice precisely the terms of the treaty under which 
these Indians hold their lands. It is the treaty of December 26, 
1854, and I read from the Statutes, page 1133, only so much as 
relates to this point. Speaking of the power of the President in 
relation to these lands, the treaty reads: 

And he may further, at his discretion, cause the whole or any portion of 
the lands hereby reserved, or of such other land as may be selected in lieu 
thereof, to be surveyed into lots, and assign the same to such individuals or 
families as are willing to avail ae the privilége, and will locate 
on the same as a permanent home, on the same terms afid subject to the 
samé regulations as are provided in the sixth article of the treaty with the 
Omahas, so far as the same may be applicable. 

On page 1044 of the same volume will be found that provision, 
which reads: 


And the President a at any time, in his discretion, after such person or 
family has made a location on thé land assigned for a permanent homie, issue 
a@ patent to such person or family for such assigned land, Renee that 
the tract shall not be Go or leased for a longer term thafi tWo years; and 
shall exempt from leyy, sale, or forfeiture, which conditions shall con- 
en ue force until a State constitution, embracing such lands Within its 

undaries, shall have been formed and the Legislature of the State shall re- 
move the restrictions. 


To which is added: 


No State Legislature shallremove the restrictions herein provided for with- 
out the consent of Congress. 


I desire, how- 


right there ? 
Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to submit this inquiry to the Sen- | 


ator from Wisconsin, whether it has n considered at all by 
the committee or by the Senator from Wisconsin himself. From 
what the Senator 
1854 with these Indians, the ‘President of the United States, in 
his discretion, is to have these lands surveyed and allot them to 
the Indians, and to subsequently issue to them patents under such 
conditions and restrictions as are to be found in the treaty with 
the Omahas. The provisions of that treaty were to this effect: 
That there should be a restriction of the right of alienation until 
such time as the Legislature of the State might remove the re- 
strictions, but that the Legislature of the State should not re- 
move the restrictions without the consent of Congress. 


Granted. The commit- | 


as just read it seems that by the treaty of | 





| 


| specify upon what conditions it 
But let us observe where | 
It has already been indicated by the Senator from | 


| value of these lands. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to puta question | 


Congress undoubtediy reserved the right to make this con- 
sent in order that it might keep the Legislature from doing 
what it deemed to be unjust. This power of Congress to im- 
pose qualifications or conditions arises from the simple prin- 
ciple that ‘‘the greater includes the less.” If Congress has 
power to grant or to withhold consent, Congress has power to 
is willing to grant its consent. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, mayI interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield? , 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALLEN. If that be the fact, why were there not im- 
ported into the statute words of this character, Congress shall 
give consent upon such eonditions as it sees proper? If Con- 
gress was to look into the conditions and determine the character 
of the conveyance, why did it not provide that it should remove 
the restrictions? In other words, did not Congress turn the 
whole matter over to the State to say, ‘‘ When the time has 
ripened so that you think these restrictions shall be removed, 
remove them?” 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, to ask why somebody who was 
writing an instrument forty years ago did not use other or dif- 
ferent words to express his meaning, is to ask a question, it 
seems to me, not at all likely to elucidate the point under dis- 
cussion. 

If it be true asa simple principle of law in the interpretation 
of contracts and treaties, that a consent to be given by the Na- 
tional Legislature is a thing which may be given upon such con- 
ditions as that legislature chooses to impose, there was no oc- 
casion touseany other words. Thelanguage employed perfectly 
carries with it all that is necessary to the case. 

Mr. President, just let me ask a moment’s attention to the 
I have shown the title upon which they 
are held. I read from the communication of the Secretary of 
the Interior to the President under date of February 6 last,with 
which he transmits to the President the report of a commission 
which had been — under a law of Congress to examine 
into the value of these lands, among other things. The Secre- 
tary says: 

As to the value of the lands, the pian adopted by the commission was a 
good one to obtain the average value of all the lands, and isno doubt approxi- 
mately correct. But before any sale could be Pee made of pastieuiar 
lots or parts of the reservation, a valuation should be made of each such 
particular tract or subdivision to be sold, for, as was stated in the instruc- 
tions to the commission, some of the lands near the city are deemed worth 


$6,000 per acre. The water front alone has been estimated to be worth some 
millions of dollars. 


‘**Wheresoever the carcass is,” saith the old scripture, ‘‘there 
will the eagles be gathered together.” 
The Legislature of the State of Washington in 1890 passed a 
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law giving its unconditional assent to these Indians dealing with 
property of such value as this as they yop individually see fit 
each to do with hisown. Thereupon “the eagles gathered to- 
gether,” and contracts were made by individuals for, I think, 
every tract of land held in severalty, at least for nearly allof the 
tracts held in severalty by those Indians. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? This is the fact: 
Contracts I find, according to the report, were made for some 
9,200 acres of this land at the average price of nearly $79 per 
acre, which, if carried out for the twelve thousand and odd acres, 
would realize to the Indians $1,000,000 for the portion they pro- 
pose to sell. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Washing- 
ton to state right there whether or not those contracts do not 
embrace nearly every subdivision of this reservation which this 
bill proposes to permit to be sold? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state that in the reservation there are 
18,062 acres of land; they are within what are known as the 
‘* heavy black lines,” which are exempt from alienation under 
both bills, fifty-two hundred and odd acres, 598 acres coming down 
nearest the city of Tacoma, known as the agency grant, which 
have never been allotted, and some forty-six hundred and odd 
acres, the quantity of land the Indian Department found, con- 
stituting the homes of the Indians of the Puyallup Reservation. 
That is the quantity reserved that is notsubject to either one of 
the two bills—fifty-two hundred and odd acres. 

Mr. VILAS. Of less than 13,000 acres which might become 
available for sale over 9,000 acres have been contracted, then, 
within these particular boundaries? 

Mr. ALLEN. That is correct: according to a table I find 
9,200 acres, I think. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor a question. 

Mr. VILAS. In one moment. I desire to ask the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] one other question: Are not the 
lands so embraced within the contracts al made the lands 
lying in the northern portion of the reservation and along the 
shores of Commencement Bay, going clear down to the agency 
lands? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will answer the Senator. The lands are the 
lands that lie above what are known as the State harbor line 
lands. All the lands of the State of Washington lying between 
ordinary low-water and ordinary high-water mark belong to the 
State of Washington. That conclusion has been reached both 
by the Interior Department and by the supreme court of the 
State of Washington, agreeably to what I understand to be the 
Federal decisions. As the tide rises and falls between 14 and 15 
feet on the average in Commencement Bay there is a strip of 
land, varying in width, extending froma few rods in width at the 
lower part or entrance of the bay up abouta half or three-quarters 
of a mile at the head of the bay, and lying between the Indians’ 
lands and the deep water, or ordinary low tide. That is the land 
of the State. Then, as was suggested by the inquiry of the Sen- 
ator, the lands lying just north come down close to the water on 
one portion of the reservation and extend into the hills on either 
side. Some of the lands are very valuabie. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Washington has answered my 
question, but in answering it he hasintroduced another subject 
which the question did not relate to, and that is the question of 
the title of the lands in that reservation between high and low 
water mark, they being subject to tide flow. 

The State of Washington claims those lands entirely, he says. 
J wish to ask the Senatorfrom Washington whether those lands 
within the lines of high and low water mark do not constitute a 
portion of the 13,000 acres of land which we have been mention- 
ing as being partof the acreage of the reservation subject to dis- 
position? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, they do not; because these lands are all 
embraced within the meander lines of the high-water mark. 

Mr. VILAS. Does not the tide rise above the meander lines? 

Mr. ALLEN, The meander line is the line marking ordinary 
high water. 

Mr. VILAS. I will ask the Senator this: Does not the tide 
rise beyond the meander line, and does not the State claim the 
lands to the exten} that the tide ris2s? 

Mr. ALLEN. The State claims the land up to the line of high- 
water mark. The surveys now aim to follow the meander line 
of the ordinary high-water mark. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H.R, 7845) defining options and 
futures, imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such dealers and pee engaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

Nor. WASHBURN rose. 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to me 
one a I wish to ask Mss pote eons — a 
routine bus orrow t may conside urther. 

The VICE PRESTDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. WARR I do not understand the request made by th 
Senator from Washington, but if it is in line of the agreement 
made yesterday, which takes from me the time I have asked, 
shall feel compelled to object. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask that the consideration of the bill follow 
after the speech of the Senator from Wyoming to-morrow, in- 
stead of after the routine morning business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not like to object to the request of the 
Senator from Washington, but I do think the morning hour ought 
to be devoted to the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. So dol. 

Mr. HARRIS. And I do not think it ought to be consumed 
morning after morning by the considera’ of bills that take 
hours to consider or by speechmaking. I think those things 
ought to come in after 20’clock. I will not interpose a formal 
objection, but I appeal to Senators to leave the morning hour to 
the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us dispose of this bill to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object, but I regret that it is to be 
done. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course my neighbor here, the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], is able to speak for himself, but 
I want as his neighbor to put in a pleafor him. He gave notice 
many days ago that he desired to address the Senate on an im- 

rtant matter which he has in charge and that time was fixed 
or yesterday. He wascrowded out then, and again this morning. 

r. PLATT. I understood the Senator from Washington to 
assent that the Senator from Wyoming should make his speech 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; andI hope he will be permitted to go 
on to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish in this connection to renew my notice. 
I shall ask to-morrow, immediately after the morning busine*s, 
the courtesy of the Senate for a few moments to present my 
views upon the bill which I called up this morning. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to interpose no objection to the earliest 
consideration of the bill the Senator from Washington has in 
charge, but I desire when it is heard to have the opportunity to 
present fully the views of the committee. It will not occupy 
perhaps a very long time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin will 
be entitled to the floor when the consideration of the bill is re- 
sumed. The Senator from Washington asks that to-morrow 
morning, at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], the bill that was under consideration 
at 2 o’clock be proceeded with. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

PETWORTH, BRIGHTWOOD AND TAKOMA PARK RAILWAY. 


Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Sore votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill H. R. , “An act to incorporate 
the Petworth, Brightwood and Takoma Park Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” having met, after full and free conference have agieed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House r e from its d eement to the amendment of Senate 
and agree to the e with an endment as follow3: On page 1 of the 
Senate amendment, strike out all after the word et, n line 11; also 
strike out lines 12 and 18; and that the Senate agree to the same. 
ne JAMES McMILLAN, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
B. W. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 
JNO. T.-HEARD, 
P. 8S. POST, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The regort was concurred in. 
DISTRICT STREET RAILROADS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagree votes of the two House3 
on the amendment of the Senate to joint resolution (H. Res. 108) ‘extend- 
ing the time in which certain street railroads compeiled by act of Congress 
approved August 6, 1890, to their motive power from horse power .o 
mechanical power, for on . having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have me to recommend and do recommend to their rospe-tive 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: ‘‘That the time 
within which the —< railroad companies availing themselves of the privi- 
leges granted by the act — appropriations to provide for the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, and a ved August 6, 189), so far as it 
extends to the Metropolitan Railroad, is hereby extended for one year from 
the date of the of this act: Prov: , That so fast as the cars now 
building are equi with sto: batteries they shall be placed on the road: 
And provided further, That the change the present oreyment of the 
road shall be put, kept, and maintained in good condition; and any failure 
to comply with any of the forego uirements as to equipment shall ren- 


req 
der the said Metropolitan Railway Company liable toa fine of not exceeding 
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#25 for each day so in default, to be recovered by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia as other fines are recovered in the District of Columbia. 
‘Suc. 2. Congress reserves the right to altér, amend, or repéal this act.” 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 
JAMES McMILLAN, 


Is G. HARRIS, 
E. O. WOLCOTT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
P. S. POST, 

Managers onthe part of the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the conference report is con- 
curred in, having no doubt in my own mind that it will be 
agreed to, I simply want to say that I am not in favor of extend- 
ing the time forthe Metropolitan Railway Company or any other 
in this city to comply with the law. I assert, without fear of 
successful contradiction, what I am sure the honorable Senator, | 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
knows to be a truth, that there is not on this continent a city 
approximating this one in population that is afflicted with as 
mean, as unsatisfactory a system of street-railway service as 
these people have to endure. 

I assert further what is susceptible of proof, that there are few 
corporations to be found either in this or any other land where 
the dividends are heavier, the exactions more enormous, or the 
profit greater than this street-railway system or the several street 
railway systems of thiscity. They come to Congress and get ex- 
tensions from year toyear. Congress passes laws requiring them 
to change from horse power to other electric or cable service, and 
they pay no attention to those laws. They come back here year 
after year and get their indulgences granted, for which they 
make no return at all. 

For my part, [ am opposed toevena conference report that ex- 
tends their privileges one hour beyond the demands that the law 
has already justly*put upon them. I only wish that Congress 
could be induced to pass a law which would forfeit every fran- 
chise that every street railroad holds within the limits of this 
District, for that would be justice tardily dealt out to these ex- 
tortioners and robbers. It is not the profits which they make of 
which I complain so much, it is the inefficient, the exceptionally 
inefficient street-railway service to which they subject the peo- 
ple of this District. I had hoped that the Committee on the 
District of Columbia would have taken these people by the 
throat and make them comply with the law, instead of giving 
them indulgences they have never earned, and to which they are 
not entitled. 

The report was concurred in. 


DISTRICT BOARD OF CHILDREN’S GUARDIANS. 
Mr. PERKINS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5446) to provide for the 
care of dependent children in the District of Columbia and to create a board 
of children’s guardians, having met, after full and free conference have 
—— to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

Ows: 

That the House ‘recede from its disagreement to the first amendment of 
the Senate and agree to the same amended to read: Page 2, line 11, strike out 
all after the word ‘‘Commissioners,”’ down to and including the word “sala- 
ries,” in line 14, and insert the words ‘‘to employ not more than two agents 
at an annual compensation not exceeding $2,400 for the two; *’ and that the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its second amendment. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the third amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same. 

B. W. PERKINS, 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN J. HEMPHILL, 
C. A. CADMUS, 


: Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed | 
the bill (S. 2968) to provide for a May term of the district court | 
of the United States for the eastern district of South Carolina. | 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 6183) to amend the national-bank act in providing for the 
redemption of national-bank notes stolen from or lost by banks 
of issue; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following biils with‘amendments in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S.1111) to amend the act of Congress approved March 
3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States;” and 

A bill (S. 1988) te amend sections 2139, 2140, and 2141 of the | 
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Revised Statutes, touching the sale of intoxicants in the Indian 
country, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the Houses 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1105) for the relief of Henry S. Cohn, late of the 
One hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 3496) for the relief of A. S. Le; 

A bill (H. R. 4365) for the relief of Neil Fisher; and 
_ A bill (H. R. 5377) granting a pension to Mary Isabella Hutch- 
ison. 





DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options” and ** fu- 


tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to 


obtain license, and for other purposes. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I understand that the Senator from Mis- 


souri [Mr. VEST] desires to address the Senate, and I yield to 
him. 
Mr. VEST said: Mr. President: I have earnestly enleavored to 


persuades myself that the path of duty lay in the direction of sup- 
porting the pending bill. I have examined it very thoroughly 
again and again, and I have been unable to com: to any other 
conclusion than that this measure is one of the most p rnicious 
which has come before the Congress of the United States during 
my fourteen years of public service. Speaking from my own 
standpoint and for myself alone I would be compelled to give 
up every conviction I entertain as to the structure and autonomy 
of our Government before I could give my sanction to this bill. 

I know the aggressive and almost overwhelming public senti- 





explanation will be required in every farming community why 
opposition is made. I would rather explain my vote in every 
township of Missouri from now until the November election than 
to put myself on record in favor of a bill about the unconstitu- 
tionality and the vicious tendency of which I have not the siight- 
est doubt. If I could vote for this measure I would support class 
legislation as a rule, for I have seen no bill before the Senate, 
| which in its web and woof, from the first to the last word in it, 
contains so much of the essence of class legislation and of noth- 
ing else. 

Mr. President, if I could vote for this bill I could see no reason 
why I should not vote to use the taxing power of the United 
States in order to extirpate faro banks in all the States, or lot- 
teries in all the States, In other words, I would see no reason 
why the Cougress of the United States should not take into its 
exclusive control all the police power of this country and exclude 
the States entirely. 

The party to which I belong, unless I am utterly mistaken in 
regard to its history and principles, is opposed to class legisla- 
tion. It opposes using the revenue or taxing power of the coun- 
try as a police power. It stands to-day confronted with the Re- 
publican party of the country upon one distinctive overwhelming 
issue, that the taxing power of this country shall not be used to 
build up any class interest, no matter what that interest may be. 
Our Republican friends tell us that the taxing power can be 
used to protect manufacturers; in other words, to exclude for- 
eign competition in order that the American manufacturer may 
charge the consumer more for his manufactured product. 

What does this bill propose todo? It proposes to use, under 
a fraudulent pretext, the taxing power to enable the farmers of 
the United States to charge the consumer more for their products. 

| 1t is said here that this bill is intended to remove an obstruction 
tocommerce. If optionsand futures have the tendency they are 
said to have to depreciate the prices of farm products, then, in- 
stead of obstructing commerce with foreign countries and among 
the States, they would increase it, because, as a rule, whichevery 


| sensible man will admit, when any product is down in a certain 
| market it seeks a higher market, and therefore enters more 


largely into either domestic or foreigm commerce. When thé 
cattle-raiser comes from Texas to any of the cattle markets of 


| the West, say to Kansas City, and finds that the market there is 


down, what does he do? He takes his cattle on to Chicago, and 
if the market is down in Chicago he goes to New York, and then 
perhaps to Liverpool, with the hope that he may find a higher 
market and obtain more for his product. Soif this bill does what 
its friends claim that it does, if it removes the evil of options 
and futures, which decrease prices, as a matter of course, instead 
of removing an obstacle to domestic and foreign commerce, it 
has the opposite effect. 

Mr. President, what would have been thought of any Senator 
entertaining my opinion as to the rights of the States and as to 
the distinctive line between State sovereignty or State rights 


ment in certain portions of the country initsfavor. I know that 
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and the powers and dutiesof the Federal Government if he should 
stand here and advocate using the taxing power of this country 
to extirpate the liquor traffic in the respective States? What 
would be thought of any Senator who would stand here and de- 
liberately advocate that the Congress of the United States, in 
the interest of temperance and morality, should enact a law that 
every gallon of liquor sold in any Stateshould pay tothe National 
Government $100 taxation, and that every drink taken in every 
saloon should pay $10? Would not every Senator understand 
that it was a prohibition law overruling and overriding all the 
rights of the States in regard to their own domestic affairs? 

-If there is anything which the history of this country teaches 
me it is that inspection, quarantine, police powers are vested in 
the States alone. If there is anything that the traditions and 
history of this country teach me it is that as to our foreign rela- 
tions, as to the great national affairs which concern all the people 
of the United States, the jurisdiction of the Federal Government 
exclusively obtains; but when that Government enters within 
the lines of a State and undertakes to regulate the domestic habits 
of the people, when it undertakes to preserve their health or 
morals as citizens of the States, when it undertakes to make 
police regulations in regard to the liquor traffic, and gambling, 
and hospitals, and all the other interior and domestic arrange- 
ments of a Commonwealth, in my judgment, and I speak for my- 
self alone, you tear down the Constitution as our fathers made it 
and trample upon the fundamental doctrines of constitutional 
government. 

What does this bill propose? It proposes, under the fraudu- 
lent pretext of collecting revenue, to police every State in the 
Union. It proposes to go into the State of Missouri and take 
possession of transactions in wheat and corn and pork which are 
raised in the State, sold in the State, consumed in the State, 
sold by a citizen of the State to another citizen of the State; and 
yet the Federal Government is to take control and jurisdiction, 
either under its power to collect revenue or under its power to 
regulate commeree among the States and with foreign coun- 
tries. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Did not Congress do the same thing sub- 
stantially when it put a tax of half a dollar a gallon on whisky 
made in the Senator’s own State, sold in his own State, used in 
his own state? Was not that done by Congress? 

Mr. VEST. Under the internal-revenue laws that tax was 
levied, and it was a clear constitutional power. This is a fraud- 
ulent pretenses of exercising the same power. I will undertake 
to show beyond a question and beyond a suspicion of doubt that 
the framers of this bill never intended to collect one dollar of 
revenue under it except when they put in the twelfth section, 
which is a supplement to the fraud in the first eleven sections, 
where they undertake to collect as a licsnse tax $2 from every 
man who makes any contract in regard to products for future 
delivery. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] has asked me if 
Congress has not levied an internal-revenue tax upon whisky. 
As a matter of course; and there is no tax which meets with 
more favor from the concurrent public sentiment of the coun- 
try. Even England collects the larger portion of her revenue 
by a duty upon imported spirits, and spirits manufactured in the 
United Kingdom, and it is soinall the civilized countries of the 
world. It is almost exclusively aluxury. Therefore, an excise 
tax upon whisky or malt liquor meets with universal approba- 
tion upon all sides. About the power of the General Govern- 
ment to levy such a tax there has never been any question, and 
the Senator who would rise here and raise a question in regard 
to it would simply subject himself to ridicule. 

| do not deny the power of the General Government to levy 
excises even upon options and futures. I know that the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of Veazy Bank vs. Fenno, 


in 8 Wallace, went to the very extreme verge in regard to the | 
taxing power of Congress, when Chief Justice Chase said that | 
the judiciary could not interfere with the taxing power of Con- | 


gress. But the question now before the Senate is, has Congress 


the power to use the taxing power as a police power and not to | 


collect revenue? Has Congress the power under that clause of 
the Constitution which gives it the right to levy taxes and ex- 
cises and import duties for the common defense and general wel- 
fare? Under that clause has Congress the right without collect- 
ing revenue to police the people of the United States? That is 
the whole question presented by this bill. The question put to 
me by the Senator from Oregon is utterly aside from the issue 
before the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
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Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Aside from the proposition that a Senator 
might be ridiculed for making such a suggestion, I want to 
know from the Senator from Missouri his opinion as a lawyer, if 
the highest tribunal in this country were called upon to pass 
on this bill, provided it were enacted into a law, the bill on its 
face professing to be a revenue bill, whether the court would in- 
quire into the motives of the men who enacted the law and hold 
that the purpose of the bill was not what it professes to be, 
namely, a bill to raise revenue, but‘a bill to absolutely prohibit 
certain transactions? 

Mr. VEST. The same question was asked me in the debate 
upon the oleomargarine bill, which I had the honor to oppose. 
I was asked by the Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, then 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, if I were upon the Su- 
ogee Bench and the oleomargarine bill were presented to me 

or adjudication, would I declare it unconstitutional, and I said 
no. Why? Because I would assume as a judge that Congress 
had observed their oaths and intended to collect revenue. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, if the Senator will allow me, and I 
think I am justified in view of the remarks of the Senator a mo- 
ment ago, following out thatsame line of thought and statement, 
if this bill were to become a law and the Senator from Missouri 
were on the Supreme Bench of the United States he would hold 
it to be constitutional? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know that I could hold the bill to becon- 
stitutional, because there are features in it different from the 
oleomargarine bill. But I will answer the Senator’s question in 
all its scope and power. It amounts tonothing, with due respect. 
I am not now calied upon to upon this bill asa judge. If 
it were brought before me without certain features which I will 
comment upon hereafter, simply as a bill for the collection of 
revenue under the twelfth section, [ would say that Congress 
must be presumed to have intended what the face of the bill pur- 
ports tomean. But I am called upon now to vote as. aS@iator, not 
todecide asajudge. [am asked nowtogive my vote in fevorofa 
bill which I know, and which every Senator here honestly knows, 
is not intended for revenue. IfI do not show beyond the sus- 
picion of a doubt that this is the meaning of the bill I will agree 
to withdraw all tion to it. We are asked here to puta 
policeman under the cloak of a civilian in order that he may 
masquerade among the people of this country as a taxgatherer 
instead of being what he really is, an officer to enforce a-crimi- 
nal statute. 

Now let us look at the bill and understand what it means. 
With due respect to those who supported it in a coirdinate 
branch of the Government, I must assume that the bill was never 
critically examined and analyzed before that vote was given. It 
is divided into two separate jurisdictions, 1 may term them, two 
separate portions, the connection between which is entirely 
illogical. The first eleven sections of the bill apply to one 
thing. From the twelfth sestion on the bill applies to another 
thing. Thefirst eleven sections of the bill are intended to destroy 
options and futures. The twelfth section, as I shall show beyond 
doubt, is intended to furnish a pretense for those who desire to 
meet public sentiment for supporting the bill as a revenue meas- 
ure. 

The twelfth section has no logical connection whatever with 
the first eleven sections. The essence of the bill is contained in 
the firsteleven sections. Withoutreading it in extenao, it amounts 
to this, that everyone who deals in options and futures, defined 
in the first and second sectionsof the bill, shall take out.alicense, 
for which that person is to pay $1,000 and also to pay5 centsa pound 
upon cotton, lard, and other commodities mentioned in the third 
section sold by him, and 20 cents a bushel upon wheat, corn, rye, 
etc. Is there a Senator here who will rise in his place and say 
that this is intended to collect revenue? I pause forareply. I 
ask the Senator from Minnesota if it isso intended? 
| Mr. WASHBURN. Iask the Senator in reply if where in the 
different tariff laws duties are laid so high as to be absolutely 
prohibitory the prineiple is not the same? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; from the Senator's standpoint he can vote 
for such laws. I can not. 

Now, Mr. President, if I believed that Congress had aright to 
use the taxing power as a police regulation, had a right to use it 
to destroy the trading in commodities in any State or Territery 
of the Union, my objection which I am urging now would be re- 
moved, provided I thought there was a necessity for the passage 
of the bill which is now pending. But the party to which I be- 
long denies any such power. The founder of our party, Thomas 
Jefferson, in the year 1793 left the Cabinet of Washingten upon 
| that d*-tinct issue. When Alexander Hamilton brought in his 
| celebrated report on manufactures, in which he dec d that 
Congress had the illimitable power of taxation in order to pre- 
| serve or promote the, welfare, Jefferson called upon Wash- 
| ington at ence and teld him that he could not and would not be 
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held even indirectly responsible for any such opinions, and 
handed up his portfolioas Seeretary of State rather than remain 
in the Cabinet. From that day to this the Democratic party as 
an entirety have stood upon the doctrine that the taxing power 
of the Government should be used to raise revenue for the sup- 
ort of the Government, economically administered, whilst the 
Republican party stands squarely upon the ground that tariff | 
duties can be imposed without limitation, not to raise revenue 
but to protect American manufactures. That is the broad and | 
wide and ineffaceable distinction between the two parties. 
If I should vote for this bill I would hold myself estopped for- | 
ever from attacking the McKinley hill, because the only differ- | 





ence between those who advocate the McKinley bill and those 
who advocate this bill is that the manufacturers are protected | 
in one case and the farmers intheother. I represent one of the 
largest agricultural States in the Union, and I propose to go 
home to my people and tell them that I voted against this bill 
because I would no more vote for a bill that puts the farmers of 
the country in partnership with the Government at the expense 
of the rest of the people than I would vote for the MeKinley bill, 
which puts the manufacturers in the same sort of relation to (his 
Government. 

How can any Demoerat vote for this bill and stand before his | 
constituency and tell them, ‘‘t am opposed to class legislation; 
Iam opposed to protection without limitation in order to put 
money in the pockets of a favored class under the guise of the 
general welfare”? When a Republican orator says, ‘‘ You voted 
for the antioption bill in order to enable the farmers of the coun- | 
try tocharge a higher price of the consumers for their preducts,” 
what can he say? What is the difference between class legisla- 
tion for farmers and for manufacturers? Where is the difference 
in principle? The Democrat, in my judgment, who will vote for 
vhis bill abnegates the great issue, the distinctive issue, between 
the Democratic party and its opponents. 

Mr. President, if ldo not prove mathematically that this bill 
is intended as a police regulation I will withdraw all opposition 
toit. The Senator from Minnesota did not answer my question 
directly, but my attention is called to the following statement 
in his prepared speech upon the pending bill: 

Availing myself of everything that I could learn, from such criticisms and 


comment, I subsequently introduced another bill (Senate bill 1757) which, I 
think more completely and satisfactorily meets the situation. The great 
| 


difficulty in preparing a measure ofthis character is to accomplish the de- 
sired purpose of putting an end to the system of gambling in food and agri- 
cultural products, which has grown to such alarming proportions and with 
such disastrous results to the producers of this country. 

That is the object of the bill, not toraiserevenue. Howcould 
you raise revenue with 5 cents a pound upon lard and cotton 
and 20 cents a bushel on wheat, and corn, and rye, and oats? 
What dealer could live under such a tax aminute? Will any | 
Senator say it is intended to raise revenue? What isit buta | 
police power masquerading under the revenue clause of the | 
Constitution? What is this bill but an attempt to steal away 
the rights of the States under the guise of the taxing power to | 
support the Government? 

Now, let us look at the bill analvtically for a short time. | 
Amongst the most material provisions as a matter of course is 
the fundamental definition contained in the first and second sec- 
tions as to what is an option and whatisafuture. This becomes 
more important because the substitute of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE] adopts this definition, word for word. 

That for the purposes of this act the word “‘options”’ shall be understood 
to mean any contract or agreement whereby a party thereto, or any party 
for whom or in whose behalf such contract or agreement is made, acquires 
the right or privilege, but is not thereby obligated, to deliver to another or 
others, at a future time or within a designated period, any of the articles 
mentioned in section 3 of this act. 

Now, mark thatlanguage. Anybody, although he is the right- 
ful owner in possession at the time of any property, can not sell 
it as an option to be delivered at a certain time to another party 
unless—and that is the limiting portion of the section—unless he 
is obligated to deliver the article. He must deliver the article 
itself, although he may be in possession and the absolute owner 
at the time he makes the contract. 

Now, I come to the second section, which must be construed | 
with the first, for they are pari materia: 

That for the purposes of this act the word “‘ futures” shall be understood | 
to mean any contract or agreement whereby a party contracts or agrees to 
sell and deliver to another or others at a future time, or within a designated | 
period, any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act, when at the 
time of making such contract or agreement the party so contracting or agree- 
ing to sell and make such delivery, or the party for whom he acts as agent, 
broker, or ee making such contract or . isnot theowner of | 
the article or articles so contracted or agreed to be sold and delivered, or has | 
not theretofore acquired by purchase, and is not then entitled to the right to 
the future possession of such article or articles under and by virtue of a con- 
tract or agreement for the sale and future delivery thereof previously made 
by the owner thereof. 

After what I have read follows the proviso to section 2, which | 
excludes from its operation the Federal and State, Territorialand | 
municipal governments, and also afarmer who sells or makes such 


| do? 


| be troubled with explaining my vote on this question.” 


| lusive hopes to the agriculturists of the United States. 


contract or agreement.for articles grown or produced or in ac- 
tual course of growth and production on his farm. There is 
also exempted from the operation of the bill the party who sells 
to the farmer in order that the farmer may use the article, as 
food, forage, or seed for such farmer and planter, his tenants or 
employés. 

The first section of the bill makes the contract illegal if the 
owner of the goods is not obligated to deliver in the future. 

The second section of the bill applies to a contract or transac- 
tion in which the goodsare sold to be delivered in the future by 
a party who at the time of the sale has no interest in them in 
presenti or in futuro. 

I take it for granted thatabout one legal proposition there will 
be no sort of doubt on either sideof this Chamber, and it is that 
the courts in every seetion of the Union, including the Federal 
tribunals, have adjudieated that any contract in the nature of 
options or futures is utterly illegal and void where it is under- 
stood between the parties that there is to be no delivery of the 
article contracted for. The distinction made by all the courts, 
without one single dissenting opinion, so far as 1 know, has been 
that the gambling element in these transactions arises from the 
fact that the parties do not. contemplate a delivery; and the test 
applied by all the judges has been whether it was the intention 


| of the seller and the buyer at the time of the transaction to make 


delivery. If they did not so intend, it was simply a gambling 
transaction in which so much money was put up as to the condi- 
tion of the market at a certain time in the future. 

Now, look at the first seetion of this bill. It provides that a 
party in possession and with full title who does not obligate him- 
self to deliver the identical articles seid in the fut 


ure is en- 


| gaged in a gambling transaetion, which under the terms of the 


bill is absolutely null and void. Can there be any doubt about 
that? Can there be any suspicion that I have not fairly stated 
that proposition? Now, what are we asked to do? We are 
asked, after defining what is a gambling transaction, to license 
anybody as a public gambler under the flag of the United States 
who will pay $1,000 as alicense tax and 5 cents a pound on cot- 
ton and lard and 20 cents a bushel on wheat and rye. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator, then, does notadmit that option 
contracts are valid? 

Mr. VEST. I donot say that. Istate my proposition as clearly 
as [ am able to state it, that the courts have held where both 
parties had the mutual consensus, the aggregatio mentium, as the 
lawyers call it, that nothing was to be delivered, in other words, 
when it was a simple put and call, such as are used in the bucket 


| shops, it is a gambling transaction. 


This bill goes further. It says that unless the party selling, 


| without regard to the buyer, obligates himself to deliver in the 


future itis a gambling transaction. But it remains in either 
event, taking either horn of the dilemma, that this bill defines 
in its first section a pure and simple gambling contract underits 
own enactment; and then after doing this, what are we asked to 
If this is a fraud on its face and in its essence a police regu- 
lation, under the disguise of arevenue bill, what must be thought 
of the legislator who will denounce this gambling transaction 
and then vote to license it? What must be thought of the pub- 
lic morality of a country whose legislators would go into a trans- 
action like this? What would be thought of a State Legisla- 
ture which denounced faro banks and then said, ‘‘We will 
license a faro dealer for $1,000 each night and $5 for every chip 
he sells”? 

Mr. President, when we were fighting lotteries to the death, the 
mammoth, hydra-headed monopoly of gambling in Louisiana, no 
man in all the heat and fervor of the struggle undertook to go 
further than to deny to that lottery company the instrumental- 
ities of the Government for transmitting matter through the 
mails. What would have been thought of Congress if we had 
passed a bill providing that every lottery in any State in the 


| United States should pay $100,000 a year as an excise tax and 


$10,000 on each drawing? 
here. 

A Senator says to me, “* Yes, that is true; but I do not want to 
Mr. 
President, the explanation will come hereafter. I am not even 
curious to know what it will be when wheat still further goes 
down, when cotton goes down, and all the articles mentioned in 
the third section of the bill. Then the farmers of the country 
will demand of the men who gave them this mess, not of pottage‘ 
but of garbage, what they meant by holding out false and de- 
What 
then, the old mossback 


That is exactly what we are doing 


will our Democratic constituents sa 
Démocrat whom the Republicans denounce so freely and of 
whom I am especially proud, when we go back to him with 
such a bill as this and say, ‘*I voted for itfor you”? ‘* Yes,” 
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he will say, ‘‘you gave up every principle of my life, and you 
brought me a bill which has given no relief and can not give 
any relief, full of false and glittering promises that will never 
be realized.”’ , s 

Mr. President, as I said, the first eleven sections of this bill 
are devoted to options and futures. The remainder of the bill 
is ‘leather and prunella.” The twelfth section of the bill was 
put in to supplement the fraud in the first eleven sections. The 
ingenious mechanician who drew it up knew that it would not do 
to go before Congress and say, ‘‘ We want you to exercise the po- 
lice power under the guise of levying a tax.” That would not 
do. We must sugar-coat this pill or we can not get it through 
a Democratic House of Representatives. We must put the pres- 
sure of the Alliance upon the Representatives from the Western 
and Southern States and satisfy their constitutional scruples by 
showing that somewhere in the bill we collect revenue. 

Can anybod y see any logical connection between the first eleven 
sections and the twelfth? Iam discussing this bill without the 
= sg amendments, just as it came to us from the House. 

hat is the twelfth section of the bill asit came from the House? 
I will not exhaust my strength by reading it, but it amounts to 
this: It leaves options and futures and puts and calls, and pro- 
vides that every man in the United States, whether farmer, me- 
chanic, or manufacturer, whether lawyer, doctor, or preacher, 
although he may be in possession of property, or may in good 
faith intend to buy it and pay for itwith the proceeds of his toil, 
as he has a right to do, yet if he proposes to sell it, to be deliv- 
ered in the future, he shall immediately go to the collector of in- 
ternal revenue, file an application for a license, state his name 
and residence and what he proposes to do, and pay $2 tax for a 
license to conduct the business of selling futures for the twelve 
months next succeeding. 

Not only that, but there is the feature of espionage, one of the 
most odious features of the whole internal-revenue system. The 
detective bureau is by this bill to be employed. 

He must give bond that he will not violate the law, when a vi- 
olation of the law consists in selling hisown property, the fruits 
of his own toil, to be delivered to a neighbor on the next day, or 
the next week, or the next month, or the next year. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think the Senator is mistaken on one 

int. The bona fide owner of property who takes out a two- 

ollar license is not required to give any bond whatever. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, have I misunderstood the whole 
section? Letussee. I did not want to read the whole of it, but 
I will do it if necessary: 

Every person, association, copartnership, or corporation— 


Mr. WASHBURN. Where is the Senator reading? 

Mr. VEST. Iam reading from the twelfth section of this bill 
as it came from the House. Iam taking the bill without amend- 
ment. If it does not mean what I say, then I confess I do not 
understand the English language at all: 

Sec. 12. That every person, association, copartnership, or corporation who 
shall make any contract or agreement for the sale of any of the articles 
mentioned in section 3 of this act and requiring the delivery of such article 
subsequent to the date on which such contract or agreement is made, and 
who, at the time of making thereof, is the owner and entitled to the posses- 
sion of the article or articles which are the subject of, embraced in, or cov- 
ered by such contract or agreement, or has heretofore acquired by purchase, 
and, at the time of making such contract or agreement, is entitled to the 
right to the future possession of such article or articles under and by virtue 
of a contract or agreement for the sale and future delivery thereof previously 
made by the owner thereof, shall— 


Take out a two-dollar licens? which entitles him for one year 
to sell his own property to be delivercd to somebody else. | am 
sorry that the Senator from Minnesota does not recognize his own 
offspring. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understood the Senator to say that any 
such person had to give bond. I make the point that he does 
not. 

Mr. VEST. He does give bond. He has to proceed exactly 
as the dealer in options and futures proceeds, and he gives bond. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think not. 

Mr. VEST. Unguestionably. I have not strength to read 
the whole bill, but | will have the Clerk read it. Let us go back 
to section 5, although I do not propos: to consume time. I will 
ask the Secretary to read section 5. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Src. 5. Thatevery person, association, copartnership, or corporation en- 
gaged in, or proposing to engage in, the business of dealer in “ options ”’ or 
of dealer in “futures” as hereinbefore defined shall, before commencing 
such business or making any such ‘“options’’ or ‘‘futures”’ contract or 
agreement, or any transfer orassignmentof any such contract or agreement, 
make application in writing to the collector of internal revenue for the dis- 
trict in which he or any of them proposes to engage in such business or make 
such contract or agreement, or make a transfer or an assignment of any 
such contract or agreement, setting forth the name of such person, associa- 
tion, copartnership, or corporation, place of residence of the applicant, the 
business to be engaged in, where such business is to be carried on, and, in 
case of an association, copartnership, or corporation, the names and places 
of residence of the several persons constituting such association, copartner- 
ship, or corporation, and shall thereupon pay to such collector, as a license 
fee for conducting such business, the sum, aforesaid, of $1,000, and shall also 
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execute and deliver to such collector a bond in the penal sum of $40,000, with 
two or more sureties satisfactory to said collector. 

Mr. VEST. Thatisall. There is theprovision. If there is 
any doubt about the remainder of my assertion I can have sec- 
tion 12 read. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, that applies to section 5, 
where there is no ownership. The line is drawn distinetl : dec: 
tion 12 is to provide for cases where there is ownership, and the 
provisions are different in all respects. In the one case you aré 
to pay $1,000 for a license and give bond for $40,000. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. WASHBURN. In the other case you pay $2, and the 
only other requirement in connection with that is to make a 
monthly report. 

Mr. VEST. And the twelfth section provides absolutely and 
distinctly, in hec verba, that the provisions of the fifth section shall 
apply to the license taken out under the twelfth section. Asthe 
bill came from the House, the farmer, even before he could sell a 
hog to be delivered next week, or a ioad of hay to be delivered 
next month, or a thousand bushels of wheat to be delivered next 
year, had to make a statement in writing to the collector of in- 
ternal revenue, file his bond, and if he undertook to make one 
of these trades of his own property he could be fined a sum not 
less than $1,000 and not more than $5,000 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Min- 





Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. i do not know that I understood the Sen- 
ator from Missouri correctly, but I understood him to state that 
in this bill as it came from the House no farmer could make a 
sale without taking out this license. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I make that assertion. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The farmer and planter are absolutely 
ee They do not come under the provisions of this section 
at all. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to say that they do not 
come under the provisions of the twelfth section? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I mean to say that the farmer is excepted 
from that provision. 

Mr. VEST. Here is an amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Minnesota last evening and printed with the bill: 


Section 12, line 2, after the word “ oration,’’ insert a comma and the 
words “except as hereinbefore provided in section 2.” 


Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator will go back to section 2, 
he will find this, beginning in line 15: 

Provided, however, That no provision or requirement of this act shall a 
ply to any contract or agreement for the future delivery of of said arti- 
cles made for and in behalf of the United States, or of any State, Territory, 
county, or municipality, with the duly authorized officers or nts thereof, 
nor to any contract or agreement made by = farmer or planter for the 


sale and delivery at a future time, or within a designated period, of any of 


said articles—— 
Mr. VEST. Yes, but why does the Senator stop? Why does 
he not finish it? It continues— 


belonging to said farmer or planter at the time of making such contract or 
agreement, and which have been grown or produced, or at said time are in 
actual course of growth or production, on land owned or occupied by suc 
farmer or planter. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. And that is what I say. 

Mr. WASHBURN. That goes without saying. 
Mr. VEST. That is, the farmer under that twelfth section of 
| the House bill can not sell articles that he does not raise. 
| Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I desire to say that when 
| the farmer enters into the business of selling what he does not 
| own he would occupy just the same tion as anybody else who 
| does that, and he ought to occupy the same position. 
| Mr. VEST. But under the twelfth section he can not sell any- 
| thing he does not raise without taking out a license, paying 83 
| for it and giving bond. Doesit stop there? No. Hemust kee 
| a book of every transaction, and report every transaction eac 
‘Tuesday to the Internal Revenue Department, as provided in the 
| House bill. He must keep his book open to inspection by the 

collector of internal revenue so that the collector may inspect 

every entry init. This bill is stamped with the insignia of es- 
| pionage by the detective bureau, one of the most odious features 
| that can be found to the people of the United States. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri, 
and through him the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. WASHBURN], 
whether it is true that under the provisions of this bill, if I 
choose to exercise the liberty that I have always heretofore en- 
joyed and that all - neighbors have enjoyed, of a asale 
of an article which [ possess, to be delivered in futuro, I must 
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first obtain a license and pay $2 therefor, and then make a state- 

ent of the whole transaction, which statement is to be inspected 
oS the revenue collector, and submit my books containing an 
account of that sale which Iam required to keep for his scrutiny. 
Is that so? 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
planter—— 

Mr.GRAY. No,no. Iam notafarmer. Suppose I under- 
take to exerciss the liberty that I have always hitherto enjoyed, 
and that all my neighbors have enjoyed, of selling an article 
which I possess, to be delivered in futuro; am I required by 
the provisions of this bill, before I can enjoy that liberty, to 
take out a license and pay $2 for it, and submit my books to 
the scrutiny of the collector of internal revenue? And is all 
business of that kind in the country, constituting so large a por- 
tion of it, to be in a like situation? Is that true? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. 

Mr.GRAY. That is all. 

Mr. VEST. But, Mr. President, in the second section it says 
everybody except the farmer in this country who desires to sell 
his own property to be delivered at any day in the future shall 
file his statement, give bond, keep a book, and make report. In 
other words, the farmers of the United States are to b2 excepted 
from the general legislation of the country. We stand before 
them and say, ‘‘ We are opposed to class legislation. I ama 
Democrat. I am opposed to using the taxing power of thecoun- 
try in order to put money into the pockets of protected classes.” 
But in this same bill we say that we arefor putting money in the 
farmer’s pocket by the same kind of class legislation. 

A distinguished Alliance advocate said to me when we were 
discussing the national-bank law, which permits banks to issue 
money upon depositing United States bonds to secure that issue, 
‘* Why can’t the farmer be permitted to issue money also by de- 

siting his oats, his wheat, and his corn under the subtreasury 

ill?” ‘‘ Well,” I said, ‘‘do you indorse the national banking 
law that permits that thing to be done?” ‘* No,” he said, ‘it is 
robbery.” I said: ‘‘Then it is not robbery if you can do the 
same thing.” 

What is the difference in principle? What is the difference 
between legislation in the interest of one class and legislation in 
the interest of another? The amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota, if possible, makes this section more obnoxious to me 
than it-was before. If my political principles are to be turned 
like a weathercock they are not worth the empty breath with 
which they are uttered. No man, in my judgment, can be a 
Democrat who would favor any sortof class legislation in favor of 
any individual or class of individualsin thiscountry. The Dem- 
cratic doctrine upon which Thomas Jefferson founded our party 
and under which it will exist until this country itself ceases to 
exist was the doctrine of equality, absolute equality, to all in- 
terests, all sections, and all individuals. 

It isthe duty of the Government to protect every man, woman, 
and child in this broad land, but it can not put money into peo- 
ple’s pockets. It can not put brains into their heads. It can not 
put muscles in their arms. Itcan only say that under this flag 
and under this Constitution you shall exercise with absolute free- 
dom all the natural gifts that God has given you. In the race of 
life if you succeed your ee shall be protected to you. If 
in the race of life you fall behind, you shall have the same pro- 
tection. But you can not goin partnership with this Govern- 
ment, whether you be manufacturer or farmer, whether you be 
sailor or miner. The Constitution knows not individuals nor 
classes, but under it all shall have absolute liberty and absolute 
equality. Whenever our party leaves that broad and well-marked 
road we enter upon the wide path of destruction. We can not 
defend our principles and uphold our flag unless we are sustained 
by the Jeffersonian doctrine of perfect equality. 

I know what is said about pandering to the moneyed power of 
this country. But if my record does not relieve me from any 
such misconception, then I want to leave public life. IfI amex- 


With the exception of the farmer or 


pected to stretch the Constitution to meet the interestof any man | 


or setof men in Missouri or elsewhere, I am not the man to rep- 
resent the people of Missouri in this Senate. 
Now, Mr. President, what is at the bottom of this whole bill? 
Legislation for the benefit of aclass. Who is here aiding in its 
assage? Whoemploys these lawyers to appear here and make 
earned arguments before committees of the House and Senate 
in favor of the bill? Whohasdeluged us with petitions through 
the mails to pass this bill, all ‘in the interest of the farmer,” 
the ‘‘downtrodden and oppressed farmer”? Who has done it? 
The agent of this great milling syndicate at Minneapolis, Mr. 
Pillsbury, who testified before the committee that dealing in 
options decreases the prices of wheat to the producers of the 
eountry; Mr. John Whittaker, a pork-packer of St. Louis, one 
of myconstituents, who has, of course, endeavored in the course 
of trade to put down the price of hogs, because he isa pork-packer 
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and wanted to get his raw material as cheap as possible. When 
did this new, burning, effervescent love for the farmer break out 
in the breasts of these gentlemen? When did it commence bub- 
bling up and gurgling out like one of the fountainsof old? It 
is like Tennyson’s Brook : 

Men may come, and men may go, 

But I go on forever. 

Is it not to the interest of Mr. Pillsbury, representing three 
hundred mills and elevators in the Dakotas and Minnesota which 
belong to Englishmen, to put the price of wheat down to the 
lowest possible point? Is not wheat his raw material? Who 
ever saw or heard of a manufacturer who did not want to get his 
raw material as cheap as it could be procured? Is not that the 
exact case with Mr. Whittaker and other pork-packers? Do 
they not want to put down the price of hogs because hogs are 
their raw material, and the cheaper hogs are the more money 
can be put into their pockets? They have been trying for the 
past forty years naturally and legitimately to put down the price 
of hogs in their own interest. 

Who sent out those cslebrated circulars which fell like snow 
all over the Northwest last fall saying, ‘*‘ Hold your wheat.” It 
was ascribed to the Alliance, but the Alliance leaders disa- 
vowed it. Mr. Pillsbury had an interview about that time in 
which he advised the farmers to hold their wheat, and they did 
hold it. Whatwas the result? Wheat went down from 90 to 70 
cents a bushel. The syndicate unloaded at 90 cents, putting 20 
cents a bushel profit in their pockets, and the farmers are left 
standing in their fields to wonder what was the matter with that 
friendly advice. 

Now, as a spacimen of the literature that is introduced in this 
matter and the means used to induce American Senators to vote 
against their consciences and judgments, [ will read a letter, 
which was sent to m3, not confidentially, by a gentleman, a 
warm personal and political friend, who was asked to secure 
votes for this bill whether it be constitutional or not: 

FRANCIS WHITTAKER & SONS. 
St. Louis, June 28, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: I have several times attempted to interest the Alliance people 
of Missouri in reference to having them aid in the passage of the Hatch bill, 
but so far have not heard from them. That bill has passed the House of 
Representatives at Washington, by a large majority, and is now before the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, of which Senator VEstT is a leading member. 
From what I hear I fear that he will be opposed to the Hatch bill, as he does 
not think it proper for the Federal Government to use their taxing powers 
to prohibit nonowners selling your grain. 

Ths Merchants’ Exchange and Boards of Trade are fighting this measure, 
as it would largely reduce the commissions on their sales by ‘‘nonowners”’ 
(which are rarely ever delivered but settlements made). In other words, 
it is a simple bet with the advantages in the hands of the seller. It se2ms 
most unjust that nonowners should fix the price of grain and provisions, 
and the Hatch bill proposes to put the ftixing of these prices back into the 
hands of owners or their authorized agents and those desiring to buy, 
making it a matter of actual trade between them. 

I would be very glad if you would use your influence and write letters or 
night message to VEST of Missouri. The Constitution of the United States 
was overridden by Jefferson in the Louisiana purchase, and also by the 
General Government in taxing the issue of State banks 10 per cent, and now 
it is asked of them that they wipe out of existence these methods of * non- 
owners glutting the market with their offerings to deliver in the future at 
lower prices than the actual owner desires to accept.” Surely a little 
stretching of the Constitution at this time will do no harm, and quite the 
reverse, be a great benefit, and unquestionably in my mind it will increase 
the value of every acre of farm land in the State of Missouri. 

I fear the Southern members of the Judiciary Committee, PUGH of Ala- 
bama, COKE of Texas, VEST of Missouri, and GEORGE of Mississippi, may 
be against this measure, and I hope that enough letters will be written to 
them by men pF een whom I presume are thoroughly intereste.t in 
everything that aids farm enterprise. 

If you would send a night message to Senator VEST expressing your de- 
sires in this matter it might be well, as the committee reports this bill to 
the Senate on Thursday next. 

If you should desire any further information in reference to the Hatch 
bill I would be glad to give it to you. 

Hoping that you and your friends will take an active interest in this ques- 
tion, I remain, 

Very truly yours, 
JOHN WHITTAKER. 


Mr. Whittaker testified before the House committee that he 
was the senior member of the house of Francis Whittaker & 
Sons, engaged in the selling of lard and hog products; that for 
fifty years that house has been so engaged in that business. In 
order to shut out all speculative purchases and give the exclu- 
sive monopoly to the pork-packers of the country, the Constitu- 
tion is to be ‘‘ stretched” through ‘‘ night messages” to a mem- 
ber of the Judiciary Committee. [Laughter.} 

Mr. President, what is to be the effect of this measure? It 
seems to me that the Congress of the United States, before ex- 
ercising or proposing to put into operation this extraordinary 
legislation, should be very certain that a great emergency is 
upon the country. Nothing but the life of the state itself can 
justify Congress in interfering with the ordinary and legitimate 
methods of commerce by wresting the taxing power of the Con- 
stitution from its legitimate purposes and converting it int» a 
police regulation. 

I do not propose to go into the immense amountof testimony, 
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which simply amounts to opinion, as to what woul be the effect 
of this bill. It is not my purpose te attempt even an analysis of 
the arguments that have been placea before the respective com- 
mittees of the two Houses showing that the effect of this meas- 
ure will be to increase the price of the necessaries of life to the 
people of the United States. I might stop my argument simply 
with the declaration, already made, that I believe this bill vio- 
lates the spirit and letter of the Constitution. 

But it is not an cx parte question as to the effect of this meas- 
ure. We are told that speculative markets put down the prices 
of the farmers’ products. The overwhelming mass of testimony 
from men engaged most largely in mercantile and commercial 

wursuits is against that statement. The experience of men, who 
ike myself, are not experts is against it. 

I affirm here and now that the same principle applies to stocks 
as to grain and other commodities; that a speculative market 
makes higher prices for future sales, whereas, when the stock 
market in New York is down, as it is now, lethargic and pulse- 
less, as @ matter of course prices fall. When there is specula- 
tion, when men are mosi anxious to become rich suddenly, then 
prices go up because transactions multiply. 

How often have we heard it said that hard times make a rich 
harvest for lawyers? <A greater fallacy was never exploded. 
Lawyers make nothing, comparatively, in bad times. In com- 
merce, where trade is life, when men are hunting speculation 
and investment, then lawyers, like every other portion of the 
bedy politic, thrive and prosper. 

No Senator, of course, is here to advocate gambling. No Sen- 
ator is here to say that puts and calls, where the article is never 
to be delivered, constitute legitimate commerce. No court in 
this country has ever given its sanction to any such transaction. 
But when we are told that because 1,000 bushels of wheat pass 
through fifty hands in a single day it constitutes a crime, I am 
not prepared for theconclusion, You might just.as well say that 
the $150,000,000 or $200,000,000 that pass through the New York 
clearing house every day shows that all the banks in New York 
are engaged in wholesale gambling. You might as well say that 
the whole country to-day is engaged in gambling. 

Does actual money pass always from hand to hand in the trans- 
action of business amongst the people of the United States, even 
outside of cities? Who does not know, who is worthy to make 
any sert of law, that but an inconsiderable ion of the busi- 
ness of this country is transacted for cash? ho does not know 
that our foreign business is not transacted with money? There 
is not goid and silver enough in the world to carry on our for- 
eign commerce. It is done through bills of exchange and let- 
ters of credit. 

The shipper or exporter who carries the grain of my constit- 
uents abroad and sells it, and brings back manufactured goods 
which he has bought with the proceeds of the grain, receivesno 
gold. He has a letter of credit based upon warehouse receipts, 
and no paper or metallic money passes between the parties. 

When we trade with South America we send our agricultural 
implements and now and then a steam engine that has been 
manufactured here. Whatdowereceiveinreturn? Wereceive 
coffee, and we pay for it, when we can not pay forit in goods man- 
ufactured here and shipped there, by letters of credit on Europe 
which we have obtained for the sale of our agricultural products 
there. 

What would be thought of that statesman who would stand 
here and say that the New York Commercial Exchange or Board 
of Trade is a gambling institution because there is no actual 
payment of money from day to day? The president of that ex- 
change before the House committee said that 8,000 bushels of 
wheat very often supplied fifty transactions, and legitimately. 
Who is there that would dare to say that in the mercantile ex- 
changes of this country they are not required to deliver on 
future” sales? In New York, St. Louis, Cincinnati, and Chi- 
cago the rules of the exchanges require that the buyer shall have 
the right to demand the article sold whenever he pleases. If a 
dealer there sells 5,000 bushels of May wheat the purchaser can 
demand the delivery of the actual article, and it is bound to be 
delivered. 

Who has not heard of that celebrated transaction of my friend, 
Mr. Armour, of the city of Chicago, when he cornered—to use 
the commercial expression—pickled pork, had the whole of that 
commodity in the country substantially in his hands? He 
bought for future delivery to himself, and when the time came 
for delivery and the sellers came up and offered to pay the dif- 
ference in price, he said ‘‘Oh,no, I want the pork; I don’t want 


the money.” And they were compelled to buy pork, which they 
had scld to Armour for $9.25 per barrel, at $18 per barrel; they 
could not get the pork anywhere else, and the result was that 
they were compelled to buy Armour’s pork in order to meet 
sales to Armour himseli. 

Now, Mr. President, there are some witnesses whoare worthy 





of credit and yet opposed te this bill. I think one of our col- 
a tled to be heard. I refer to the Hon. MICHAEL 
D. , from the Fifteenth Ohio district, a member of the 
House. This gentlemanisa ical millerandfarmer. I take 
it he is a credible witness, otherwise the people of the Fifteenth 
Ohio district would not have put him where heis. Heisalarge 
miller, and here is his testimony upon this subject: 


Speculative prices, so far as — effective and powerful, simply deter- 
mine the future values of wheat, in which the farmer has no direct interest, 
and yet, even here, speculative values disprove the claims made by 
friends of this bill, for every year at the season when the farmer is market- 
his wheat in large quantities all future or speculative values are higher 
atively than the cash value of wheat, whichis always controlled by actual 
purchase and sale of the article itself. Of course, speculative future 
yalues at this season of the year are always calculated to advance the cash 
or farmer’s price for wheat. 

Let me illustrate this. At one mill where I am interested we are not only 
large buyers of wheat, but have great storage capacity, and this coming har- 
Vest we shall put into our warehouses about 600,000 bushels of wheat. Ifthe 
price were to advance before it were a into flour 10 cents per bushel, it 
would make us $60,000, but if it should decline 10 cents per bushel we should 
lose $60,000. Not speculators, kno that wheat speculation in the 
end results disastrously to mostof the people who eng2ze in it, we should be 
urwilling to buy such a vast quantity of wheat if we were not able to sell the 
figures against it,and thus protect ourselves against loss on our transac- 
tions. Therefore, if we had no future market in which we could sell this 
wheat we should buy very much less of it, and should not be able to pay the 
farmer within 10 cents per bushel as much as we pay him now, because we 
wonhd have to have that additional margin to insure us against fluctuations 
in the market. is true of us is equally true in varying degrees ofevery 
miller, warehouseman, and exporterin the United States, so that the pas- 
sage of the Hatch bill would in the end surely reduce the number of buyers 
bs ete pn from the farmer and put down the price of the wheat that he 

to ‘ 

But I want nowto prove still more clearly that so far as the dea in 
futures has any influence — the price of wheat it is to advance it. I 
have said, it is the speculative dealing in wheat that fixes the price of fu- 
ture wheat, and now I want to by a practical illustration how itis 
directly to the a of the farmer that this speculation should con- 
tinue. But here is the illustration. 

es we buy 600,000 bushels of wheat in August, September, and Octo- 
ber. e find ourselves under the present system able to sell May a fu- 
tures all of itat an average of from 10 cents to 12 cents bushel 
above the cash ce. Letus say atonly 1l0cents. Now, remember that the 
cash price is the actual transaction , the May price the specn- 
lative future or option p . You will at once see the margin the transac- 
tion gives us. We have to hold the cash wheat for eight months. If we pay 
80 cents per bushel for it and sell it for May delivery at 90 cents, we are ob- 
liged to lose the interest for eight months at 6 percent. This costs us 3.2 
cents per bushel. 

Insurance and other charges and e ses cost us less than 1.8 so 
that the total expense-to us is notover 5centsa bushel forcarrying the 
until May, from which you see that the s ve 
this Hatch bill seeks to destroy, is really 5 cents. at t 
when the farmer is ay eee aoe Soe oe ae 
ce which the Hatch bill seeks to make the price for all wheat which the 
armer sells. The farmer ought to see at once, therefore, that, so far as spee- 
ulation in wheat affects him, it is altogether in his favor every point 
of view, and constantly tends to advance the price which the can afford 
to pay, and it is a mistake for any man to argue otherwise. 


I give that testimony from a member of Congress, who is a 
practical miller, largely interested in mills, and from an - 
tural district. Hestates this as a result of his personal experi- 


ence. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I remember that the statement was made 
some time ago that this bill was in the interest of millers. 

Mr. VEST. I did not read all of Mr. HARTER’S statement be- 
cause it refers to the Senator from Minnesota, but if he brings 
that in I am not responsible. Mr. HARTER goes on to say that 
he does not think it incumbent on him to vote for any bill to put 
money in his pocket, and that whilst he could make some mone 
possibly under the operations of this bill if he could shut out all 
competition from a buyers, he does not propose to do if. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I know there has been a good deal of 
this talk running in the newspapers, assuming that this bill is 
in the interest of the millers. [ should like tounderstand under 
what provision of this bill the miller gets any advantageover any- 
body else in the world; how he occupies any different position 
from anybody else who wants to buy wheat. I have been trying 
to find out, and I have never had any clear explanation. 

Mr. VEST. Iam notan expert in these matters, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and I give nothing upon my personal knowledge. I sim- 
ply examine the testimony and the briefs. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to mo 
for a suggestion to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
whether he would be willing, in the perfection of section 3, after 
the word ‘‘ wheat” to insert the words ‘flour, mill feed” in ad- 
dition to what is there now” 

Mr. WASHBURN. i am very glad to have an opportunity to 
explain what I think ought to be done in regard to that. In this 
bill we sought to put in that section 3 only such articles as aré 
dealt in on the boards of trade in the way of gambling, sellin 
short. Whaat issold chert, pork is ecld short, reweotech inesil 
short. Nine-tenths of the are fictitious, representing noth- 
ing, and we have sought to put in only justsuch artieles.as those 
where the prices are made artificially on the boards of trade. 
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As a matterof fact, flourcan not be sold on the boardsof trade 
in thatway. flouris sold by different brands. I have my brand, 
Mr. Pillsbury has his brand, Mr. HARTER has his brand, and so 
on; every brand of flour is sold on its merits, and it is not pos- 
sible for any operator on the Chicago Board of Trade or any- 
where else to go and sell his flour short. So that that amounts 
to nothing. 

Mr. CULLOM. Would those words doany harm? 

Mr.WASHBURN. Itwoulddoharm in just this way: We have 
to-day, we will say, 1,000,000 bushels of wheat in our elevators; 
we have an order from London to sell 100,000 barrels of flour or 
10,000 barrels of flour to be delivered in thirty days. Of course 
we want to doit. We have the wheat, and that is a legitimate 
transaction to all intents and purposes. It would not at the 
time of making the sale be actual flour. Therefore it would be 
embraced. That seems to worry a good many gentlemen—I do 
not think it does Senators—but it seems to worry a good many 


; 


people in this country. I have no objection to putting “flour” 


in, provided that unless the party selling the flour had wheat at | 


the time. But there is nothing in that. It is a mere personal 


thing, because it happens that I have taken a deep interest in | 


the passage of this bill, am a miller, and have been engaged in 
millingfor a great many years. There is not the slightest point 
init. At the same time, if any Senator will be happier to have 
it put in I shall have no objection if it goes in with the proviso 
I have suggested. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ionly want tosayaword. I have received 
a communication from business men to the effect that the same 
kind of speculation was carried on in flour and mill feed as in 
corn, ete. It was suggested to me that if this bill should pass 
such an amendment as that should be made to it, and I called the 
attention of the Senator to it, not because he is a miller, but be- 
cause of the fact that some people think those words ought to be 
inserted. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ifthe premises of the Senator from IIli- 
nois were correct, if mill feed and flour were sold on the board 
of trade for future delivery where it did not exist, if it was 
gambled in as wheat, then I would be the first man to have it 
placed in the bill. But from the nature of things it can not-be 
for future delivery, any more than you might with the same pro- 
priety put in calico, the fabric made from cotton. No gambler 
or operator, whatever you may call him, is going to go on the 


market and sell the goods of the Wamsutta mills—that is a | 


parallel exactly—beeause nobody can go and sell short the fabric 
of tae Wamsutta mills or any other millsany more than he can 


afi flour short. The whole thing is a humbug from beginning | 


to end, but if anybody will be happier on account of having it in 
the bill I shall certainly make no objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Senator stated that the practice 
has never obtained to his knowledge. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It has never obtained. In the nature of 
things it can not obtain. It is an impossibility, because no man 
ean go and sell property that I own and nobody else owns for fu- 
ture delivery, because he has to make a bargain with me before 
he can do it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am unable to see why anybody 
can not speculate in futures as to property that the Senator 
from Minnesota owns, if he takes the chances of getting it from 
him. While a manis gambling he may just as well take one 
chance as another. The only result of the statement made by 
the Senator from Minnesota is that he limits the transaction; 
that is all. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It makes the transaction impossible. 

Mr. VEST. There mightonly be 20,000 or 50,000 yards of calico 
and still there could be futures, and I undertake to say there 


have been futures in flour. Not long ago, in a committee where | 


the Senator from Maine and myselfexamined a witness (the pres- 
ident of the Brazilian Steamship Line), he testified that he 
bought flour for future delivery in anticipation of his ships go- 
ing out to Brazil, and he even paid the freight upon the flour 
from the Richmond mills up to New York in order to keep from 
landing at Ne rt News to take on the flour. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Was not that for actual delivery—the de- 
livery of actual flour? . 

Mr. VEST. But he bought it for future delivery. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Of course we sell every day for future 
delivery—actual flour. 

Mr. VEST. That is “future” under this proposed law. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is not “future” under this proposed 
law, because under this bill he is the owner of the property, and 
can sell all he has. I can sell my flour for future delivery. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. If the Senator will pay $2 license tax, 
and give a bond, and keep a book, and re every Tuesday 
under the House bill, and every month er his amendment, 
I suppose he might; but still it is “future.” 








Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield tothe Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; I will yield to anybody. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is it not true in respect to those products 
which are not the subject of trade in futures and options that 
they are less liable to sudden and rapid fluctuations? Take wool, 
for instance. Futures in wool are not dealt in; options/in wool 
are not sold; but the law of supply and demand regulating it 
holds the price steady from month to month and year to year; 
fluctuations are very slow and very moderate, dependent entirely 
upon the supply and upon the demand. 

Mr. VEST. I think myself that everything depends at last 


| upon supply and demand. I have never dealt in these options 
| and futures, and I can not answer any such question as that, but 


I am informed by Senators who know more about it than myself 
that there is a great fluctuation in the articles named by the 
Senator from Nebraska. As to wool, I saw a statement in yes- 
terday’s paper that it was contemplated in the produce exchange 
in New York to put on a market for wool exclusively. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That never has been done, at any rate, and 
the fluctuations are very steady. 

Mr. VEST. That is the proposition now, as I understand, to 
enable them to speculate in wool. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator cited authority from a letter 
awhile ago showing the case of a miller who would have bought 
600,000 bushels of wheat at a time to store if he had not been afraid 
of future fluctuation. [ask him if thespeculative element which 
has its basis in the sale of options and futures did not exist and 
the law of supply and demand controlled exclusively, whether 
that man and any other man would not be perfectly secure in 
making his purchases with the knowledge of the state of the 
market, what was the supply, and what was the possible demand? 
Would he not be absolutely safe in making his purchasesaccord- 
ing to his judgment in respect to those things? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have forgotten the first half of 
the question. All I have tosayinreply to it is that I quoted the 
absolute testimony of Mr. HARTER, one of our colleagues in the 
House of Representatives, who says he would not buy 600,000 
bushels if he could not insure by selling a futureagainst it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Just because in the existing condition of 
things nobody can buy it without, when some gambler in Chicago 
goes on the board of trade and makes an artifical price. 

Mr. VEST. Lamsimply meeting the proposition that dealing 
in options and futures contracts and limitscommerce with foreign 
nations and among the States. ISfitisadmitted thatMr. HARTER 
was correct in saying he would not have bought 600,000 bushels 
but for the future, asa matter of course all I said is proved 
by his statement. It adds to the volume of commerce instead of 
restricting it. As to the risk that every man takes, my opinion 
is that men will goon taking thatrisk until the world is wrapped 
in millennial glory, and then you will find some man betting 
that the millenium is about to cease the next day. Yourcan not 
eliminate this spirit of venture and enterprise and gambling, 


| if you choose, especially among a people like those of the United 


States. You must remake them all ever fromtop to bottom and 
from the inside to the outside. Men will persist in it, and they 
will evade the law, exactly as they will evade your law in regard 
to putting alcoholic stimulants out of their reach. If they want 


| them they will find them somewhere, and they will use them. 


The acts of Congress will be brutum fulmen, as they have been in 
other countries, with this sort of legislation. 

Why, thisis not any newdiscovery. Itwas born again outof this 
Alliance business. Somebody who did not want to change the 
existing tariff taxation of the country supposed they could find 
some other tub to throw to the whale in order to postpone the 
real issue. Somebody said, ‘‘ Why, here we will find a reason 
for the fall in farm products,” exactly as the statistician of the 
Agricultural Department found it in the last canvass when he 
said the importation of agricultural products into the United 
States put down the price of farm products. 

We brought in, I believe, 16 bushels of rye, and he said that 
out down the price of the whole product. We brought in 1,200 

ushels of wheat and exported fifty odd million bushels, and he 

said that put down the price of the fifty odd million bushels. 
We brought in afew cattle from Canada to improve the breed 
and exported $23,000,000 worth of beef cattle to Europe, and he 
said that the few straggling bulls that came lowing over the 
Canadian border put down the price of beef in the foreign mar- 
ket. 

So we have had these discoveries from time to time. One 
man says, give us more silver and farm products will go up. 
Another one says, stop gambling in options and products will go 
up. Supply and demand will regulate the price of products in 
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spite of all the gambling. As long as you have a system of tax- 
ation that puts the money of the country into the pockets of fa- 
vored and protected classes, if you had money as abundant as the 
leaves in the forest it would go the same way. 

This is not a new thing. Nobody is entitled to a patent on it. 
In 1610 this legislation was tried in Holland. That nation of 
merchants found it an absolute failure. They found out what 
they ought to have known long before they tried an experiment, 
that no statute can destroy the immutable and irresistible laws 
of commerce. it was tried in 1734 in Great Britain, our great 
commercial rival, the mistress of the sea, in Sir John Barnard’s 
bill against options. Some of the sections of that bill are almost 
identical with the provisions of the pending measure. 

For one hundred and twenty-five years that statute remained 
upon the British statute books a dead letter. No man ever 
availed himself of it except to evade a contract. No man ever 
thoughtof going into court to enforce it againstanybody except 


to getrid of a bad bargain. In 1812 New York adopted thesame | 


sort of antioption bill proposed here now. That act was repealed 
in 1858, and yet in all the intervening time the merchants and 
dealers were interested in future sales ee to many mil- 
lions both upon the Stock Exchange and the Produce Exchange 
of the great city of Néw York. 

In March, 1863, the statesmen who then controlled this coun- 
try concluded they would stop the gambling in gold, and passed, 
under the leadership of Chief Justice Chase, then Secretary of 


the Treasury, the celebrated gold act, as it was called. It was | 
passed in March, 1863, and remained a few weeks in existence, | 


and gold went up from 25 to 45 per cent in the market. It was 
a mere delusion and fraud, and the act was unanimously repealed 
by Congress. 

My friend from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] suggests to me that 
France made the transfer of assignats at one time punishable 
with death, but it did not affect the transfer. If the people 
wanted to use them and trade in them the statute amounted to 
nothing. The whole thing is but Dead Sea fruit, that will turn 
to ashes on agricultural lips. 

Now, Mr. President, what will be the inevitable result of this 
bill if you pass it? You will drive all trading in futures out of 
this country and into foreign countries. You will drive it to 
Canada, and to Great Britain, and to Belgium, and to France. 

Do you suppose that the Congress of the United States can 
make a statute have extraterritorial effect and purify the hearts 


and souls of all foreigners? Do = suppose you can keep your | 


wheat from going to Europe and being gambled on there? hat 


makes the price of American wheatto-day? The Liverpool mar- | 


ket. What makes the price of your corn, although to not so 
large an extent? The European market. You simply propose 
now, like a blacksmith tampering with the fine machinery of a 
splendid watch, to tear in pieces the business of the whole coun- 
try following this ignis fatuus of putting up the price of agricul- 
tural products. 

The Senator from Minnesotaasked me, why are millers brought 
into this? I did not entertain any personal object in what I said, 
for I had heard that the Senator from Minnesota has disposed of 
all the interest he had in mills. Whether he has or not is not 
material to the question. I hops if he did he has received a 
large price, for I am sincerely his friend, and when he asks me 


a question in debate I will answer it frankly. What is the in- | 


terest of the miller and the pork-packer? Is it not to destroy 
competition? 

Mr. WASHBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Is it not to bring the market down to his own 
basis if he can? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Now, let me ask how, under this bill, it 
is brought down to his own basis? 

Mr. VEST. I will answer the Senator. 

Mr. WASHBURN. As long as the miller is a commoa pur- 
chaser with everybody throughout the whole world I donot see 
what preémption he hason the market. For instance, in the two 
Dakotas and Minnesota, on the last crop, we weighed 150,000,000 
bushels of wheat. We grind in Minneapolis 30,000,000 bushels 
of wheat. This wheat is going to the market all the while, to 
Liverpool and London, theactual wheat. Iamnottalking about 
gambling wheat, but the actual wheat is open to every market 
in the world, and every market is buying. Now, how the miller 
has an advantage over anybody else [ have never yet been able 
to get through my head. 

Mr. VEST. The only competition that the millers and the 
pork-packers have now is in the exchanges and the commission 
merchants, who are buying largély for future delivery. There 
is hardly a bushel of wheat that goes into the city of New York 
that is not sold there ‘‘on arrival,” as ee | call it. That is to 
say, it is purchased in the country to be delivered in the city of 


New York at some future time for prices then prevailing. That, 
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as a matter of course, if it amounts to anything, must putup the 
price of wheat, because it gives a market to the producer of 
wheat whether the wheat is to be delivered at once or in the 

future. The more of it that is sold the more competition is cre- 

aes If this bill becomes a law you do away with all future de- 
ivery. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Notatall. 

Mr. VEST. Why not? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Not at all. With anybody who owns 
wheat? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, who owns wheat. In other words, if I do 
not own a bushel of wheat but I have the money to put up as the 
price that I will take it atfrom the producer, say 100,000 bushels” 

| of wheat in May at the May price, under this bill I am not en- 
abled to doit. I can not do it because that is a future within the 
very meaning of the second section of the bill. 

The whole operation of the bill will be to drive out the system 
of commerce which now prevails in this country and put the 
American producer in the hands of the foreigner, the price for 
his product to be fixed in a foreign port. We are told that the 
invariable effect of options and futures is to put down prices. I 
have a friend in the city of New York, retired from business, 
but a man of integrity, character, and intelligence. I wrote him, 
because I desired to have full information in regard to this sub- 
ject, not from parties interested, but from men whoI knew were 
not interested. Will the Secretary read the statement which T 
send to the desk? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The statement will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Tn 1891 the exports of wheat from the United States were 129,638,934 bushels, 
of which 46,514,096 bushels left the port of New York. 

The total receipts of wheat at New York in 1891 were 61,006,851 bushels, of 
which the unprecedentedly large crop of 1891 furnished 46,233,359 bushels, in 
the five months ——— to December 31, the August receipts alone reaching 
10,609,400 bushels. actically all of this wheat was bought “to arrive,” fo 
future delivery, necessarily so, in order to secure the grain and provide the 
freight therefor. 

The methods used in successfully handling this grain would be illegal and 
impracticable under the “Hatch bill.’ The farmer parted with his wheat, 
and received the best prices of the year therefor, values being well sustained 
through the “‘futures ’ market, whilst the effect of marketing an equal quan- 
tity of wheat shipped or consigned under the old plan without the equalizing 
and maintenance of prices under the “future” system would have been 
disastrous—each boat load (of 8,000 bushels) would have followed the other 
at lower and lower prices. 

Receivers of grain at the large markets send out bids each night for grain 
based on the closing prices of that day and good till noon the following day. 
| The recipient of these bids makes corresponding bids to the farmers, who 
thus are enabled to get the current market price for their goods for arrival 
several weeks later. Ifthereceivers bids are accepted, he goes into the mar- 
ket and sells a “future” against the goods. After arrival, or before, an ex- 
porter or miller buys the grain from the receiver who on selling the 
at once buys in his hedge, at all times one even on the market, neither 
longor short a bushel. Here the ‘“‘future’’ has been traded in twice, and the 
exporter usually repeats the operation to protect himself from loss, m 
at least four trades out of this business transaction. ‘‘ Switching” trad 
over from one delivery to a later one enormously swell the volume of busi- 
ness. 

Of New York’s enormous trade in wheat for export and for milling over 
seven-eighths is bought to arrive, for future delivery, and probably r 
cent is based on exchanges of the futures for the cash wheat; that is, the 
receiver either himself buys in his heige or the wheat-buyer does so and 
exchanges the “futures contract" forthecash wheat. This would be illegal 
under the ‘‘ Hatch bill.”” The future system is used as a hedge against loss, 
as an insurance in fact, and if it were prohibited the volume of the export 
trade would be seriously diminished; sellers, in the absence of a “future”’ 
market, would have to take the best — they could get at the time; re- 
ceivers, instead of being satisfied with one-eighth to one-fourth of a cent 
profit per bushel on the large amounts now handled, would insist on a ten 
to forty fold profit to protect them from risk on the smaller amounis they 
would handle, and this extra profit would come out of the producer, not the 
consumer in Europe. Grain men, people engaged in market: the actual 
surplus grain of the country, without exception recognize the fact that the 
passage of the bill would inure to the benefit of the European consumer, 
and — loss to the producer, besides the untold injury resulting to our 
export trade. 

urope, our bést customer for wheat and flour, on an average requires 
<7 about 144,000,000 bushels of wheat and fiour from non-European coun- 
tries. 
| Of this quantity India alone shi 56,578,000 bushels the past season, the 
| Argentine Republic nearly 12,000,000 bushels, Canada 6,000, bushels, Chile 
4,000,000 bushels, Australia perhaps 10,000,000 bushels, making a total, with 
other minor countries, of fully 100,000,000 bushels, or over two-thirds of the 
normal requirements, without a bushel coming from the United States, 
With such competitors, the export trade which has grown so successfully 
under the present system should be encouraged, or at least let alone, in- 
sf@ad of being killed by the “ Hatch bill.” 

A buyer for several large mills in New York relates that in January last 
the mills found it impossible to procure wheat on the oe or at the West, and 
thereupon went into the ‘‘futures”’ market and bought contracts for wheat 
for March and April delivery without knowing, or caring, or concern whether 
the sellers owned the wheat or not. At the proper time the wheat was de- 
livered to them on the contract, paid for, and ground, which establishes the 
legitimacy of the operation. 

As futures are as necessary as insurance to the handlers of the grain sur- 
plus of the country they may continue to be dealt in, in Montreal, for in- 
stance, and the trade and commerce of the country still further diverted te 
that port. The recent tendency of trade in that direction is very strongly 
marked, and the yams of the ‘Hatch bill’? would be welcomed by the 
Canadians, as well as the European consumers. 

Germany, after a thorough investigation of ‘‘futures” trading in that 
country, has refused to legislate against the system, holding it to be bene- 
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ficial to the country. Why should the Congress of the United States forbid 
similar customs in this country which have grown with, fostered, and pro- 
tected the trade in its surplus farm products seeking a market? Already 
Hamburg is opening a cotton exchange on the prospects of the passage of 
the bill, and invites American trade. 

The *‘ Hatch bill”’ would force the trade in cereals from this country to 
Mark Lane in London, and the produce exchanges of Liverpool, Antwerp, 
Berlin, Paris, etc., and the European consumers would joyfully seize ever 
possible advantage that might be offered to obtain their supplies at their 
own prices. 

Since the Hatch bill passed the House, checking speculation in wheat, its 
price has fallen over 12 cents a bushel, recovering 3 cents of the decline on 
rumors that the bill would not pass this session, showing that speculation 
sustains, instead of depresses prices. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I stated to the Senate, I have 
no personal knowledge on this subject, and [ am dependent en- 
tirely upon evidence obtained from others. It has been stated 
repeatedly that the inevitable result of options and futures was 
to cause a fall in the price of agricultural products; that this 
was the logical result. [ have a table which I caused to be pre- 
pared of the wheat market in the city of New York from Janu- 
ary, 1887, to June, 1892, giving the price in the market of No. 2 
red winter wheat. Iwill not undertake to read it. It gives the 
price for each month. I will give the average, however, under 
this system of options and futures to test the accuracy of the 
statement that the logical result of options and futures is to put 
down prices. 

The average for this grade of wheat in 1887 was 88% cents. a 
bushel; in 1888 it was 974 cents a bushel; in 1889 it was 88} cents 
a bushel; in 1860 it was 98¢ cents; in 1891 it was $1.098, and in 
1892, for January, February, and March, April, May and June, 
being six months, it ranged from 94% cents a bushel to $1.06 a 
bushel, showing that the market had fluctuated from year to 
vear and from month to month, when if the sale of futures could 
have put it down, and if that was the controlling interest, in- 
evitably and unquestionably the market would have fallen. I 
submit the table to be printed in the RECORD. 

Monthly average prices of No. 2 red winter wheat per bushel at New York; total 


sales 4 wheat for the month on the New York Produce Exchange; exports from 
New York and from the United States monthly. 
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ace | Total sales | wheat. Totalsales 
| “ge | atNew |————————_ include 
Months. | PE t York, fu- | From all | sales of 
me tures and 1 ~— ; cee cash 
| spot. |New York.) States | wheat. 
| York ee | “ports. 
1887. Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels. 
IN incensed | $0. 934 87,329,150 | 3,181,860 | 8,110,892 | 
February .........-.-- 91 116, 973,950 | 2,809,967 | 5,916, 289 | 
Rk A rks. 91 176, 328,200 | 5, 284, 904 7, 727, 225 |. 
- | (RGR ore . 93 154, 676,600 | 3, 115, 659 6, 524, 209 
ERE . 92 170, 400, 100 4, 269, 323 8, 879, 231 
SS De A SN . 94 199, 541, 000 6, 473, 456 | 12, 326, 534 | 
July 222 2220IIIIIIIITL| 884 | 120, 867,000 | 5,367, 154 | 13,760, 27 | 202222 
pS Ra . 80) 96, 698,000 | 5,768,728 | 14, 036, 320 isha é 
Séptember.._........- . 80 86,031,500 | 1,720,202 | 5,838,602)... 
eee. cae "8344! 86,868,600 | 1,831,803 | 3,665,315 |---- 7777777” 
November ...........- | .86 233,109,000 | 1,570, 291 3,985, 862 |_.......__.. 
December ....... -eee--| «91 | 199,474,000 | 992, 552 cows... 
Yearly average } ss e 
and totals..._... 885 (1,727, 797,100 | 41,885,989 | 95, 128,641 |... 
1888. | | | | 
I a sou bak wets |; .91%,| 66,561,000 701,355 | 2,913,518 |............ 
eS ERE -89}%| 76,167,000 | 1,966,C09 | 4,838,392)... 
Ms... = 2c cue. nce .90} | 96,038,000 | 1,303,675 | 4,313,684 | 
EE Sain owas S ibid -93%| 123,221,000} 1,205,415 | 3,182,374)... 
May hale ae a ° 171, 833, 200 1,076,206 | 2,049,866)... 
June . 90 89,043,000 | 1,624,700 | 2,847,671 |... 
GU iicLie. cade cuan tees 9073) 125, 226,000 | 1,361,981 maeeee |... see 
IL enitlh<cncensdod -97,| 263,522,000} 1,704,199) 7,334,376 /)........___. 
September ............ - 99, | 157, 868, 100 837,573 | 6,557,466 |.........__. 
Na 1.1194! 224, 505, 200 63, 800 TED bie nceuncceun 
November _.........-- 1.08 | 114, 954, 000 199,460 | 3,343,157 |.........__- 
December... 1.04} | 49/203;000 | 384,888 | 3,988,580 |----- 7777 
Yearly average | | 
and we . 97% (1, 558, 141, 500 | 12, 600,242 | 49,531,915 |... 
1889, | | j 
MR is a F. | 0.98,%,) 78,070, 600 101,161 | 3,174, 201 | 
PEED ccchinwvsaede | 97% | 60,346,000 172, 361 | 1,585, 636 
} Se ‘g3} 176, 625, 300 506, 371 2, 840, 961 | 
A cdhitmecastmmnass 862, 152,587, 900 863,442 | 2,902,123 
OP Wintidectubad’ Suincl . 834, 53, 700, 150 1,506,000 | 3, 467,233 | 
WN es ches | .8834) 146,761,150 | 1,425,701 | 3,057,060 | 
} een Be ai 83, 508,000 | 1,105,885 | 3,241,595 |. 
EE wn ceaes onsecest.) ae 34,821,500 | 1,582,862 | 6,835,033 |_- 
September ........... | 8 65, 160, 000 623,791 | 3,803,272 
eR ‘ 146, 565, 000 819,670 | 4,296, 054 
DS ee - 847%) 495, 000 920,700 | 4,218, 411 
December ............ | :858"] 58,567,000 | 1,289, 160 | 6, 099, 
Yearly average 
and totals ...... . 88} 1,128 148, 600 | 10, 916, 604 | 45,610,978 |........._.-. 
ee ae eee 


Monthly average prices of No. 2 red winter wheat per bushel, etc.—Continued. 
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a Total sales | wheat. | Totalsales 
price ee ae ———1| include 
Months. at York, fu- From all | sales of 
New tures and From United cash 
York spot. New York.| States| wheat. 
"| ports. | 
_— ———— — — ' — — —— 
1890. Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. 
IES iin dik vee | $0. 87 52, 531, 000 833,180 | 3,905,675 | 1,379,000 
February ...........- . 86 80, 024, 000 843,810} 4,800,470 | 1,896,000 
Rp . 89. 116, 938,000 | 1,135,815 | 4,842,732 | 1,890,000 
WET Us thin nacadthdcee | 9414) 245,139,000 | 1,540,976 | 4,538, 153 | 3,115,000 
ME chic Sis cso's esta wake | 1.00,%) 138,475,000 | 1,116,100 | 4,304,036 | 1, 355, 000 
ee tamara: | .954'| 66,547,000 | 1; 109,730 | 3, 322, 937 | 2° 355, 000 
| naET 97 95, 218,000 | 2,305,666 | 4,475,808 | 3, 106,000 
a 1.053 | 137,625,000 | 1,345,824 | 5,440,107| 2, 121,000 
September ........... 1.034] 94,914,000 | °199'888 | 2,049/336 | 1.274’ 000 
RRR. Bio ad Seco 1. 07 76,435,000 | 383,740 | 3,250,935 | 1,747,000 
November ........... 1.043 | 90,138,000 | 542,791 | 3,399,430 | 1,810,000 
December ..........-- | 1.054) 44,343,000 | 1,119,426 | 4,851,961 | 1, 143, 000 
Yearly average | 
and totals ...... . 98} |1, 238, 327,000 | 12,549,046 | 49,271,580 | 22,991,000 
_———————$—$———————$————[ ES es — 
1891. | | | 
JOUES snc dcccsecsy S20 53, 823, 000 739.079 | 4,359,416 1,615,000 
POURGRET 6.6 ccc caue 1.12 71, 062, 000 619, 357 | 3,900,699 | 1,262,000 
Dg co oe a 1.15 | 190, 305, 000 595,842 | 4,961,015 | 1, 121,000 
April ae eee deo 1,21 287,597,000 | 1,144,399 | 5,003,401 | 3,869. 000 
> ghaacarageeaet et? 1.14} | 218,910,000 | 2° 245,437 | 6,564,974 | 5,670, 000 
tes tila 1.0843] 121,202,000 | 2,998,073 | 6,874,866 | 5,514,000 
a NP A 1. 01 124,616,000 | 4, 120, 423 | 9,668,718 | 9,422" 000 
MII Sok iain cedoke 1.079 | 169,782,000.) 7, 134,062 | 22,104,229 9,578,000 
September... ....----| 1.042 | 118,814,000 | 8,238,514 | 20,374,778 | 5, 129, 000 
October «..22222222.---] 1-054 | 146, 076,000 | 4, 893, 622 | 14,344,290 | 7, 405, 000 
POE oo. cine oniial | 1.072) 117,424,000 6,560,123 | 15,409,121 | 7,552,000 
December ...........- 1.07 72,711,000 | 7,230, 165 | 16,073,427 | 5,374,000 
Yearly average | } } | 
and totals _.....| 1.09§ |1, 692, 272,000 | 46,514,096 129,638,394 | 63,511,000 
1892. 
eR. sonia 1.042 | 93,997,000 | 3,717,613 | 13,170,715 | 5, 442,000 
I tates Mdinierate tie 1.06; | 154,577,000 | 3,144,054 | 8, 832,155 7, 602, 000 
SO ince cos cc aos | 1.02% | 142,280,000 | 3,018,615 | 8,370,464 | 6, 420,000 
iis Se esos | .99}8| 190,717,000 | 2,514,702 | 8,856,570 | 7,727,000 
Ss ischthine sasecebees -974}} 134,954,000 | 5,654,235 | 10,767,791 | 6.349" 000 
Jume .................-| .94§ | 85,643,000 | 5,810,161 | 9, 265, 085 





6, 633, 000 





Totals,six months|....__.- | g02, 168, 000 | 23,850, 380 | 59,262,780 | 40, 173, 000 


If it be possible for the sale of futures and options to put down 
the market, the testimony is overwhelming on behalf of the 
friends of this bill, if it amounts to anything at all, that this is 
the resultof dealing in optionsandfutures. Thenwhy is the mar- 
ketever permitted togoupatall? Ifitis the interest ofthe bears 
to putit down and they have it within their own hands to put it 
down by selling phantom wheatand phantom cotton why do they 
not follow the inevitable result of their own self-interest and con- 
tinue the depression? 

But, Mr. President, I do not appear here asa witness, nor an 
advocate but as a Senator of the (nited States anxious todo what 
IL believe the Constitution places upon me as a duty and what is 
the inevitable result of my own examination both as a matter of 
conscience and judgment. 

[ return for a single instant to the legal aspect of the case, 
which is amply sufficient for me. I voted against the oleomar- 
garine bill and I have never regretted it. I was told then that 
the political guillotine was in full view, and my election to the 
Senate was pending. I voted against it and spoke against it 
with all the power I could command, and distributed that sp2ech 
among the people of Missouri. I went home and told them why 
I voted against it, and the Democrats of Missouri said I had 
done right; that although they might have differed with me in 
regard to the bill, with my convictions I could not as an honest 
Senator vote otherwis:. Of all the acts that President Cleve- 
land ever did I criticised more severely than any other his mes- 
sage in which he vetoed the bill and then signedit. It was un- 
democratic; it was a prostitution of the revenue power under 
the guise of a police power. In my judgment, and I have never 
changed my opinion, it destroyed the fundamental doctrine upon 
which our party stands. 

This billis worse. It is a bold, naked, legislative higiway- 
man, booted, spurred and masked as a revenue collector, when 
in reality it is a police officer. There is no pretense that the 
eleven operating sections of the bill would raise a dollar. They 
are framed for the purpose of stamping out what is considered 
a deleterious practice in the States of the Union. If thatcan be 
done, lotteries, faro banks, brothels, infectious diseases, all sub- 
jects of police power can b2 taken up by Congress and disposed 
of without consulting the States. Other Senators may find that 
they can, under some sort of an excuse, vote for a bill like this; 
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Iam unable todoso. Perhaps it is my fault, but still the truth 
remains. 

In the case of Veazy Bank vs, Fenno, the court divided in re- 
rard to the power of Congress to tax out of existence the State 

anks by a tax of 16 per cent. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator give the name of the dis- 
senting judges? 

Mr. VEST. Nelsonand Davis. Nelsondelivered the dissent- 
ing opinion of the court. As a matter of course Iam not here 
to appeal from the decision of the majority. I am a lawyer and 
acquiesce in the decision of the majority of the court, but all the 
opinions and tenets of my life have been with the minority. I 
agree with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] in 
his able address here the other day upon State banks when he 
said he doubted the power of Congress to destroy by taxation. 
I not only doubtit, but Ideny it. If Congress can tax out of ex- 
istence anything in any of the States which comes within the 

lice power of the States, then we have a Congressional abso- 

utism, and the old Federal party was right when it declared 
that Congress could doanything that was necessary for the gen- 
eral welfare. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yet the court in that instance, if the Senator 
will allow me, did decide that Congress had the right to employ 
the taxing power to destroy it. 


Mr. VEST. Lhave read the decision again and again very | 
eavefully. Nowhere in the opinion of Chief Justice Chase in the | 


Veazy Bank vs. Fenno does he say in so many words that the 

wer to tax is a power to destroy. Itis true he says that the 
judiciary will not undertake to {put limitations upon the taxing 
power of Congress; and I agree with the Senator from South 
Carolina that the inference can be drawn that he means that the 
taxing power could go to any limit whatever. 


Butthe Senator from South Carolina and myself do not belong | 
to the political school that believes in any such thing. The | 


same old contest is going on now that originated between Ham- 
ilton and Jefferson as to whether this Government has anywhere 
an illimitable power of taxation. Jefferson denied it, because, 
without going into the old argument rehashed a thousand 
times, if it 
the Constitution Con can impose any amount of taxation, 
then it follows irresistibly that there are no limitations in the 
Constitution upon that taxing power. To show that Chief Jus- 
tice Chase even did not go that far, I quote from his opinion: 


There are, indeed, certain virtual limitations, axtotng Spams ee principles of | 
use of the power ifso | 


the Constitution itself. It would undoubtedly be an a 
exercised as to impair the separate existence and independent self-govern- 
ment of the States, or if exercised for ends inconsistent with the limited 
grants of power in the Constitution. 


Mr. President, when I took up this bill with every hope that 


I could supportit I asked myself, first, the question after reading | 


it, is this a bill to raise revenue or is it a bill for police purposes? 
I could give to myself but one answer. Unquestionably, indu- 
bitably, it is an exercise of police power. What police power is 
sought to be exercised? The police power that exterminates a 
certain species of gambling in the States, confined to the prod- 
ucts of a State between the citizens of a State. I then asked 
myself the other question, has Congress the power to go into a 
State and exercise a police power without the consent of the 
State authorities in regard to a subject like this? I could not 
again give myself but one answer. 

Now, I am told that this option and future dealing limits and 
obstructs commerce among the States and with foreign nations. 
My own observation teaches me that this can not be so. On the 
other hand, it increases transactions. The letter I have read 
shows, it seems to me beyond question, that if we pass this bill 
we limit our foreign trade, and unquestionably we would limit 
transactions between citizens of the respective States. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 


Mr. COKE. Suppose Congress decides otherwise, and says | 
| beginning toend. But the Senator from Missouri seems to think 


that this future and option gambling does obstruct interstate 
and foreign commerce, then is there any jurisdiction? Is not 
that a question for the decision of Congress on the evidence? 
Mr. VEST. Exactly,and I am arguing the point that itseems 
to me beyond question {the evidence proves no such thing. I 
grant the power of Congress to remove any obstruction to com- 
merce among the States and with foreign countries. I know 
that the Supreme Court has gone to the furthest limit in two 
decisions, at least, in regard to obstructions to foreign commerce 
and commerce among the States; but when the evidence is pre- 
sented to me in my own actual observation I can come tono other 
conclusion (and I speak for no one but myself) but that it is no 
obstruction. How can it be an cuneate unless every other 


transaction can be called an obstruction to commerce among the 
States? There is nothing in it except an indirect effect at best, 
and who can undertake to say that when I sell to a neighbor in 
Missouri for future delivery to be delivered to him at some day 


true that under the general-welfare clause of | 


ad 
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afterwards I am obstructing commerce with Illinois or with Kap. 
sas? It seems to me that the statement of the proposition shows 
that it is absolutely im ibie. 

Mr. President, 1 believe with Chief Justice Chase that there 
are limitations in the Constitution. I believe that the police 
power as tothe subject mentioned in this bill rests with the Sta 
and not with the Federal Government, and so believing Ishou 
trample upon the convictions of my lifetime and do injustice to 
my own conscience and judgment if I gave indirectly even any 
support to a measure of this kind. It can not be amended beé- 
cause it is vicious in principle. Itcan not be made better be- 
| cause fundamentally itis wrong. Itis an attemptto meet a pop- 
ular demand, and that demand in my judgment not based upon 
the real condition of affairs existing in this country. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate 
just a moment, because the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. WHITE] 
desires to goon. I feel that I should say just at this moment 
one thing. The Senator from Missouri stated at one point in 
his speech that it was the interest of the miller to have a low 
price of wheat. Thatis not the case. It is not the interest of 
| any manufacturer, and I appeal to my friend from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. ALDRICH], or anybody who knows about manufacturing. 
| It is not in their interest to have a low price on raw material, 
but it is their interest to have a high price anda firm price. It 
is the interest of every manufacturer that he should not manu- 
facture on a declining market, but the higher the raw material 
the stronger and brisker the trade and the larger the profits, in- 
variably. What no manufacturer wants is adeclining market. 
No manufacturer of wheat wants to buy his wheat on the mar- 
| kets of the world on the basis of supply and demand and then 

have some market-wrecker go on the boards of trade and by ar- 
tificial methods knock that price out from under him. 

That is what the miller wants and that is what any manufac- 

turer wants. He is willing to stand on the laws of supply and 
| demand and take his chances, as we formerly did. 
Mr. HARTER says he does not buy wheat and carry it. Of 
| course he does not. Nobody dare do it foramoment; but in the 
| early times, before these vicious practices were introduced, all 
manufacturers carried a reasonable amount of the raw material 
that they manufactured. To-day it is impossible. Every prin- 
ciple of business is undermined and destroyed by this vicious 
| practice. 

I simply desire now to put myself on record so far as the ques- 
tion of raw material is concerned. It is not in the interest of 
any manufacturer, whether in cotton or wool or wheat, to have 
| alow price of the raw material. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. GEORGE, When did this dealing in futures of wheat 
| commence up in the Northwest? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Itoriginated in asmall way about twenty- 





five years ago. 


Mr. GEORGE. When did it become a controlling factor? 

Mr. WASHBURN. It became bad about ten years ago, and 
has been going from bad to worse until the present time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Howlong has the Senator been in the milling 
business? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Oh, fifteen or twenty years. 
| Mr.GEORGE. Did the Senator find out that before this future- 
| delivery business commenced his business throve more easily 
_and better than it has done since? 
| Mr. WASHBURN. Very much. It is now the most difficult 
| thing to do business at all. It is hardly safe to attempt to do 
business. They are bedeviled and harassed all the time. It is 
an impossibility to do legitimate business, to protect yourself at 
all. If you buy wheat to carry, and if you have it in your bin 


| you have got to go among these people and sell short to protect 


yourself. Then you have to buy it in when the time comes, pay- 
ing commissions to these people twice over. It is robbery from 


it is a good thing, and I will not attempt toconvert him. Can I? 





Mr. VEST. No. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not think I can. 

Mr. VEST. It is not worth while. 

Mr. WASHBURN. He thinks it is a good thing, and the 
judgment of the great mass of the farmers of this country he 
seems to think is of noaccount. I surely shall not be able to 
convince him to the contrary; but I believe in the instincts of 
the million. I believe that the 25,000,000farmers in the country 
know something. I believe their instincts are better to be 
trusted than these people who hover around the exchanges in 
Chicago and New York. So far as I am concerned, I am willing 
to follow their instincts rather than others whose interest lies in 
an entirely different way. 

Mr. T. When the Senator wants to come to my State we 
will discuss the instincts, or [can go to bis. { want to ask him 





1892. 





aquestion. I wish to ask him if it is not true that an English 
syndicate has bought a large mill and elevator interest in his 
State and in Dakota? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Itis. 

Mr. VEST. When was that purchase made? 

Mr. WASHBURN. ‘Two or three years ago. 

Mr. VEST. And they made that purchase and paid a large 
price? 

Mr. WASHBURN. They paid a fair price; not very large. 

Mr. VEST. Notwithstanding the options had made the busi- 
ness so difficult. That is all. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Of course the mills made a reasonable 
amount of money. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Pillsbury is the agent of that syndicate? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly heis. What is there about that? 
I know there was a great clatter made about it. 

Mr. VEST. Here is what there isinit. I take it that men 
who come here and invest hundreds of millions, who are the best 
business men in the world, know as much about this matter as 
the Senator from Minnesota, and would not put their money into 
a transaction that was endangered by options and futures. 

Mr. WASHBURN. There is no ‘*‘ hundreds of millions ”’ about 
it. Thatis a very extravagant statement. 

Mr. VEST. How many millions I do not know. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Seven or eight millions. 

Mr. VEST. That is a considerable nest egg in my State. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Itisavery considerable property. Ithas 
since proved reasonably profitable, as it did before. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There isa large amount of real estate? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Enormous. It is the whole water power 
of the Falls of St. Anthony. 

Mr. WHITE. May Lask the Senator a question? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the Senator think that Mr. Pillsbury’s 
judgment as to whether the present system is better than the 
former system would be worth having’? 

Mr. WASHBURN. It ought to be. 

OMr. WHITE. If Mr. Pillsbury declares that the present sys- 
tem was better for the farmer than the former system would the 
Senator think that his judgment on that subject was as good as 
the Senator’s? 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
base. 

Mr. VEST. We have his testimony to that effect. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ishould not have any respect for suchan 
opinion. 


No; I should think he was entirely off his 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9284) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes, asked aconference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. SAYERS, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. DINGLEY managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 1775) to fix the compensation of keepers and crews of life- 
saving stations. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills with amendments; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1295) to authorize the construction of jetties, piers, 
and breakwaters at private expensein the Gulf of Mexico at the 
mouth of Ropes Pass, in the State of Texas; and 

A bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to nav- 
igation in Tampa Bay, Fla. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate: 

A bill (H. R. 6262) fixing the fees of jurors and witnesses in the 
United States courts in certain States and Territories; and 

A bill (H. R. 7974) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Tennessee River at or near Deposit, Ala. 


JURISDICTION IN LAND PATENTS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to have aconference committee on 
Senate bill 1111. I ask that the amendments of the House of 
Representatives be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the Houss of Representative to the bill (S. 1111) to 
amend the ac*of Congress approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government 
of the United States.” 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
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amendments of the House of Representatives and ask a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate, and Mr. MITCcH- 
ELL, Mr. PLATT, and Mr. PUGH were appointed. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1988) to amend 
sections 2139, 2140, and 2141 of the Revised Statutes touching the 
sale of intoxicants in the Indian country, and for other purposes, 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives and request a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLATT, 
Mr. MITCHELL, and Mr. PUGH were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6262) fixing the fees of jurors and witnesses in 
the United States courts in certain States and Territories was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

The bill (H. R. 6183) to amend the national-bank act in pro- 
viding for the redemption of national-bank notes stolen from or 
lost by banks of issue was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 7974) to authorize the construction of a bridg 
over the Tennessee River at ornear Deposit, Ala., was read twit 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

RETAIL PRICES AND WAGES. 

Mr. MAN DERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. ALDRICH, 
reported it with an amendment and asked for its present con- 
sideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 20,000 extracopies 
of the Senate Report No. 986 on retail prices and wages, together with ap- 
pendices A, B, and C. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the resolution submitted yester- 
day and referred to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many copies does it provide for? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I propose tomove tostrike out ‘‘ 20,000” 
and insert ‘‘ 16,000,” finding that that nutnber can be printed for 
$480, which is within the rule, on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to inquire of my colleague on tho 
committee whether of this additional number the evidence sub- 
mitted is to be printed? 

Mr. MANDERSON. lLunderstandnot. The usual number of 
copies of the evidencs has been ordered printed, and this is to 
print an extra number of the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and 
insert ‘‘ sixteen” before ‘‘ thousand;” so as to make the resolu- 
tion read: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 16,000 extra copies 
of the Senate report No. 986 on retail prices and Wages, together with ap- 
pendixes A, B, and C. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ishall have tocall for the regular order, 
and will yield the floor to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
WHITE] on the pending bill. 

Mr.CHANDLER. [ask unanimous consent tocall up the bill 
(S. 3240) to facilitate the enforcement of the immigration and 
contract-labor laws of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota calls 
for the regular order. , 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota 
that I will not press my request if Senators are ready to speak 
on the pending bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The Senator from Louisiana is ready to 
oon. I have no objection to yielding to the Senator from New 
iampshire, if it will take but a moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will take but a little time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We must go to the Calendar under the 
agreement we had before. We can dispose of all the unobjected 
House bills this evening. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that te 
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Senator from Louisiana is not ready tospeak. The Senator from 
New Hampshire has been recognized. Does he yield tothe Sen- | 
ator from Vermont? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Allow me to suggest to the Senator from 
New Hampshire now that we go on with the unobjected House 
bills as we did yesterday. 

Mr. WASHBURN. No, I object. There are gentlemen who 
are ready to speak to-night on the antioption bill. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Minnesota yields to me 
for a simple request. I ask to be excused from further service 
upon the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the request 
made by the Senatorfrom Vermont. He will be excused if there 
ba no objection. He is excused. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Chair 
fill the vacancy thus created upon the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
fade by the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none. 
The Chair names the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon] 
to the position in the membership of the committee made va- 
oon by the resignation of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRoc- 
TGR}. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask the Senator from Minnesota, if 
no Senator is ready to speak on the pending bill, to allow me to 
call up Senate bill 3240. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understand that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL] desires to goon,and I yield the floor to him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ifthe Senatorfrom Virginia desires to go 
on I will not ask the consideration of the bill at the present time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DANIEL. Matters seem somewhat complicated. I do 
not want to delay business at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not understand that the Senator from 
Missouri wishes to call for the regular order unless some Senator 
is anxious to speak oo eet, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the antiop- 
tion bill. The Senator from Minnesota, the Chair understands, 
has yielded the floor to the Senator from Virginia. Is the Sen- 
ator from Virginia ready to speak upon the bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. I am ready to go on, sir. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION SILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Pending that, I ask that the action of the | 


House of Representatives on the deficiency appropriation bill be 
laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9284) making appegpetp ous to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30,1892, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and 
asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Im the absence of the Senator from Maine 
|Mr. HALE], who has charge ef this bill, I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendments and agree to the conference asked 
by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, 
Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT KNOXVILLE. 


Mr. BATE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6061) to amend “An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee Kiver atornear 
Knoxville, Tenn.,” approved August 9, 1888, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to tlie same. 

: WM. B. BATE, 
G. G. V 


, 


WM. P. YE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


S. R. MALLORY, 
JOHN J. O'NEILL, 
JOHN LIND 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. WASHBURN. [I call for the regular order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield to the Sena- 
tor from Maine? 
Mr. FRYE. I wish to make a report. 
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Mr. WASHBURN. Very well. I will yield for routine busi- 
ness. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee of Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9581) to provide for the improvement of 
the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 102) to provide for 
the construction of a wharf as a means of approach to the mon- 
ument to be erected at Wakefield, Va., to mark the birthplace 
of aero Washington, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2068) extending relief to Indian 
citizens, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to C. G. Mc- 
> reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7296) granting pensions to the 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as 
the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the 
Seminole war, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6142) for the relief 
of J. D. King, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3463) to fix the limit of 
cost of the United States post-office building at Buffalo, N. Y.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3464) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of H. Clay Coude; which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R.7845) defining ‘‘ options” and futures,” 
imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and ran bog such 
dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to ob- 
tain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask the Senator from Minnesota, if 
no one desires to proceed at this time—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iam sorry I can not yield. Ishouldlike 
to ow to the Senator from New Hampshire, butI can not. I 
call for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an amendment pending. Let it 
be reported and let us have a vote upon it, if nobody is ready to 
discuss the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understand the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL] is ready to go on. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have nosympathy with mere 
gamblers and speculators. If this were a measure legitimately 
and constitutionally aimed at any practice of gambling in food 
products or others matters of necessity amongst the people, I 
should vote for it. 

I am opposed to this bill, however, because to any plain, hon- 
est mind that looks at the Constitution and reads it according to 
its letter and according to its spirit, it seems to me it must be 
obvious that it is afalse pretense by which jurisdiction is claimed 
over a subject-matter which it does not belong to Congress to 
concern itself with. : 


THIS BILL DISINGENUOUS AND DISHONEST. 


I am well aware that there is considerable popular sentiment 
in favor of a measure to be enacted by the Federal Congress to 
break up fictitious transactions in farm products. Whether, if 
this were done, it would result in the beneficence which is 
claimed by the advocates of this measure is a problem; but let 
one opinion or another upon that subject be correct, it is plain 
to my mind that this isa disingenuous and dishonest bill, which, 
under mere false color of doing one thing, designs and intends 
to do another. 

In using this strong language, Mr. President, permit me to 
disclaim any reflection whatsoever upon any of the learned and 
enlightened gentlemen who advocate this measure. Iam obliged 
to call things a right names, because the gist of the argu- 
nient against this bill rests upon what it is rather than upon 


\waeat it claims to be; and in using these adjectives to describe it 
1 mean no manner of invidious animadversion upon those minds 
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who can see these things differently and who can satisfy their 
consciences according to what they see or seem to see. 


The petitions which have been forwarded to Congress upon | 


this subject and the colloquies in debate between Senators who 

have discussed it, are all directed to the securing of an act of 

Congress to prevent gambling in agricultural products. 

THIS BILL DOES NOT DENOUNCE OR PRETEND TO INTERDICT FICTITIOUS 
TRANSACTIONS—IT LICENSES THEM. 

This bill is not a bill which either denounces or in any way 
interdicts gambling in agricultural products. It is based in its 
theory, it is based in its language, it is based in the devious and 
insincere method with which it mepveneree the subject, by the 

reacknowledgment in the mind of the penman who wrote the 
bill and in the arguments of those who advocate it, that it isa 

uestion upon which Congress has no legitimate jurisdiction, and 
it attempts to disguise itself under the cloak of a revenue officer 
and to steal surreptitiously into a province where it knows and 
proclaims it has no right to enter. 
THIS BILL OVERRIDES AND WIPES OUT STATE LINES. 

Mr. President, if the theory of this bill be true, all the lines 
which part the Federal and State governments are mere lines 
of imagination. You have no more right under the color of a 
license tax to enact a license tax which you do not profess or 
desire to collect, in reference to the subject-matter that is dealt 
with, than you have as to the administration of justice or as to 
the administration of police or in any other affair that concerns 
the local autonomy of a State. 

If the theory of this bill be correct, under the pretense of re- 

uiring a license for marriage you may invade the States of 
this Union and then enact uniform laws of marriage and divorce; 


under pretense of granting a license to a real-estate agent, and | 


under the avowed declaration that the selling of lots and the in- 
dulging in booms depreciates the price of land, you may take 
charge of all the real estate that lies between the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans and between Canada and Mexico and plant the 
foot of Federal jurisdiction where, until this hour, it had never 
been conceived it was appropriate for it to enter. 

I do not conceive that the farmers of our country are going to 
find any such relief from this measure as is held forth to them 
by those who have heretofore refused every substantial measure 
al vetlel that they have asked, who have taxed them higher in 
response to their appeals for lower taxation, and who have de- 
nied to them the coinage of their ancient metallic hard money, 


when they have sought it as a measure of increased financial | 


facility. 

I do not believe, when men who are genuine in their faith ina 
constitutional government, and who intend as far as in them lies 
to preserve it according to its fair intendment andits just spirit, 

o before the people and explain to them this measure, and how 


them substantial relief, they are going to allow themselves to be 
amused by such a colored toy. 


THIS BILL TAXES BONA FIDE SALES OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS BY ACTUAL | 


OWNERS THEREOF. 
Mr. President, this bill, in the language of its advocates—not 


ucts which are notowned by either buyer or seller. That is but 
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one of the items of the bill when we come to look at it in the con- | 


crete. Up to the twelfth section of this bill it does deal in licenses 
and penalties with persons who propose to sell things that they 
have not or to buy things that the seller has not. 
cross the line of the twelfth section we find that under color of 
aiming at the gamblers it has gone down upon the farm and into 
the household and into the shop, and hasrequired the free Amer- 
ican citizen, who has right under his hand and by his side, as 
he looks upon it, the requisition that he shall get a license tosell 
the food product which is his own possession, as much as the 
book that is in your library or the knife that is in your pocket. 

It occurs to me, Mr. President, that the genius of some other 
gambler than he who deals in the phantom stocks of the stock 
exchange has put his finger in there, and that, under color of 


aiming at the gambler, a greater speculator than he who throws | }, 514 that it was constitutional? 


away a few thousand dollars to-day or to-morrow upon the stock 
exchange is endeavoring to bring under his eye and within the 
jurisdiction of his calculation not only the food products which 
may be bartered upon the stock exchanges, but all which is upon 
the farm and in the elevator and in the storehouse, and to pre- 
pare himself for that great transaction which is much more per- 
turbing to the market than the daily transactions of the exchange, 


to prepare himself to corner the whole market, and to make big- | 
ger differences in prices than any of the ordinary transactions | 


of the stock exchange will ever effectuate. 
This bill isa contradiction of itself, its latter half contradicts its 
first half. If the design be, asis pretended by those who wish to 


appeal to the moral element of society and to get the ear of the | 


farmer—if its designs be simply to forbid meretricious transac- 
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tions, why have they required alicense if one farmer shall sell to 
another any overplus of stock which he may have on hand and 
which he did not use? 

THE BILL IS UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

So much, Mr. President, at the threshold of this discussion. 
It would be a sufficient answer to this bill that it was unconstitu- 
tional, and I so believe. I shall not here contend that the Su- 
preme Courtof the United States would pronounce it unconstitu- 
tional. Some gentlemen consider that they have compassed all 
constitutional discussion when they declare that such and such 
a thing would not be denounced by a court as unconstitutional. 
CONGRESS ITSELF IS THE SUPREME AND FINAL JUDGE OF CONSTITUTIONAL 

QUESTIONS LEFT TO ITS DISCRETION. 

There are a great many unconstitutional things which can 
happen in this country which no United States court and no 
State court has any jurisdiction to take cognizance of. There 
are many things of which, in the very nature of our Government, 
the legislator in the State and the Representative and the Sena- 
tor are appointed and made by the Constitution the sole and final 
judges of the constitutionality, and when someone says in re- 
spect to a decision of the court that it has held acertain act con- 
stitutional, he often means only that the court has said it has no 
jurisdiction to pronounce it otherwise. Now, to illustrate: All 
political questions, questions whicn relate to the internal policy 
of the Government, questions which depend upon motive, upon 
design, upon conscience, the Supreme Court has decided over 
and over again that in that class of cases the question of consti- 
tutionality rests with the legislative body, and that it has no 
jurisdiction to hear and to determine them. 

A court in de‘ermining whether or not an act of this nature is 
constitutional, can only do one thing; it can only look at the ab- 





| Stract, naked power with which the Constitution has invested 


the legislator and then look at the act of the legislator, and if 
the abstract, nak2d power, which the people have reposed in the 
Congress to be exercised by it with certain motives, with certain 
purposes, with certain designs be there, and the act does not 
transcend that abstract power, the court say we can not aspers2 
the integrity of a codrdinate branch of the Government because, 
if that were permissible, the executive, the judicial, and the leg- 
islative powers would be no longer independent of each other. 
Mr. President, in the sense that there is no higher officer who 
can undo the act embodied in this bill if it is passed, I admit that 
to my mind it appears there is no higher body in this country 
than the Senate itself to determine the constitutionality of this 
bill. If there were a higher body which could supervise and 
criticise our action, if we were sitting under the sanction of 
superiors who might correct our error, if we made one, then I 
can imagine that a Senator might readily yield a light doubt, or 


, : | even a serious one, to the demand of the public, to the persua- 
it has been advocated and boosted by those who have denied to | gion of colleagues, to the suggestion of public policy in whatever 


direction it might approach him, and might take consolation to 
himself that, if‘he erred, there was a supreme power above him 
which might correct his error and prevent the Constitution of 
his country from b-ing infringed; but when we realize that there 


; : : cots | is no power beyond us which can revise our action, that if wedo 
on its own language—pretends to interdict gambling in food prod- | I : : 


err the Constitution is fatally infringed in a point which no one 
can cure it, do we release ourselves from cae in the inspection 
of this measure, or do we impress more de ply upon ourselves 


| the respoasibility of the trust which has been confided in us? 


B fte Y | To my mind it puts every Senator upon the highest plane of 
ut after we | hono* that man can be placed upon. 


The people of the whole 


| country have trusted him, and have trusted him alone, without 
| @ master to override or overrule his conduct, and if sincerity 





| 


| 
| 
| 
' 


| follows. 


and honesty and integrity in man be not forthcoming under such 
circumstances, then it is vain for any people ever to hope to 
create a republican government which will preserve them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Virginia believes that 
if this bill as it stands were enacted into a law and brought be- 
fore the Supreme Court of the United States that tribunal would 


Mr. DANIEL. I should suppose that that court would say 
that it had to regard this as a bill to raise revenue, because Con- 
gress said so. I believe, however, if you would put in a whereas 
to this bill the truth as to the motive inspiring it, the court 
would say the truth of the whereas destroys the integrity of what 
Therefore this is one of the bills which has come into 
this body without a wheres. 

JUDICIAL COURTS CAN NOT IMPUGN LEGISLATIVE MOTIVES. 


Now, I will go on to explain distinctly what I mean by saying 
the bill is unconstitutional. The people have given to the Con- 
gress of the United States the power to establish post-offices and 
post-roads. The United States Congress has a right anywhere 
it pleases and where it conceives it to be desirable for the pub- 
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-lic good to establish a post-office and a post-road. Now, arguendo, 
I will put a question to my honorable colleague who has asked 
me as to the decision of the court. Suppose there was a place 
where he wanted to benefit the property of another and where 
there was no post-office needed and no post-road either now or 
in any prospective cognizable future, and suppose that, for the 
purpose of benefiting that man’s property, and not with a view 
to subserving the Government of the Enitea States in its legiti- 
mate sphere, he were to offer a bill to establish a post-office and 
post-road there where it was not needed and wanted, what would 
the court say? 
The court would say ‘‘Congress has power to establish this 
oa and post-road, and has done it. We have no right to 
nguire into motives.” But if in point of fact the post-office and 
post-road were not wanted, and if in point of fact the Congress 
which voted it did it for the sole purpose of aggrandizing the 
property of the person benefited thereby, is there any one who 
would contend that honest, ingenuous, truth-telling, and straight- 
forward trustees of the people had done that thing? 


OUR CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY IS TO ““LAY AND COLLECT TAKES,”’ NOT 
TO LAY TAXES SO AS NOT TO COLLECT. 


Mr. President, here is the power which is given to us in re- 
spect of this matter: 
The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 


and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States. 


The words “lay and collect” areassociated. It is not ‘‘layor 
collect,” but the idea to be gathered from the text is dependent 
upon the two words “lay” and ‘‘ collect,” and your power is to 
lay the tax and collect it. It is not the mere power to lay the 
tax, not the mere power to collect one or to lay it without col- 
lecting, but it is the power to define and gather a tax which is 
the citizen’s contribution of his share to the support of govern- 
ment. You lay a tax here with the knowledge in your own mind, 
with a purpose in your own mind, with a fixed determination 
and object in your mind proclaimed to the Senate and to the 
world that you do not intend to collect it, do not want to collect 
it, but want to break up something which is evil by merely lay- 
ing and never collecting it. 

Mr. President, there may be no chancellor who cau put on the 
ermine and dismiss the trustee who would thus abuse a power 
confided to him, but if there were a chancellor in court of equity 
and any trustee were to carry out the orders of his court in that 
disingenuous and dishonest manner, he would not stay trustee 
longer than the order to rescind his appointment could be 
drawn. 

Mr. PUGH. 
lect. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
condition of your power. 
its object upon its face, if not bad before the Supreme Court, be- 
cause the court says it can not asperse your motives, and believes 


We legislate so as to make it impossible to col- 


In other words, your levy is repugnant to the 


you to be the thing that you declare yourself in enacting the legis- 


tion. 

Mr. President, my distinguished friend from Minnesotta [Mr. 
WASHBURN] read discursively from the essay of Judge Cooley 
upon the tax power, in which the judge in this essay went on to 
declare that Congress in enacting laws sometimes looked at other 
things than revenue, and that it had become the practice of tax- 
levying statutes to dothatthing. I have no doubtit has become 
the practice, and I have no doubt also that there are cases in 
which all governments do make certain discriminations, the main 
object, however, always to be subserved being the collection of 
revenue, the laying and collection of the tax. 

1 find in Judge Cooley’s work on Constitutional Limitations, 
which is a great work, and one which I have often consulted, a 
paragraph which the Senator from Minnesota did not quote, and 


one which, as it seems to me, is much more pertinent and apt | 


in this discussion. On page 57 he says: 

Constitutionally, atax can have no other basis than the raising of revenue 
for public purposes, and whatever governmental exactions have not this 
basis are tyrannical and unlawful. 

And after reading this sedate conclusion of that eminent ju- 
rist upon this subject, whose counsel the Senator invoked, might 
I not be pardoned if I added, ‘‘Oh, most righteous judge!” 


THE PEOPLE DECEIVED AS TO THE TRUE CHARACTER OF THE BILL. 


Let us examine this bill a little. My eloquent and able friend 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has so analyzed its provisions and has 
so discussed the policy connected with it that I feelas if I should 
but repeat a twice-told tale in much less attractive phrase than 
he has done if I attempted to go over it; butI feel that it is just 
and proper that I should explain the reasons for my vote in or- 
der to vindicate that vote here before my colleagues and before 
the constituents who have intrusted me as their trustee. 


It would be a bad deed if it disclosed | 


I well recall, as does that Senator, a few years ago—it is not 
many—when the bill to bring ol within the 
powers of the revenue by levying a tax upon it was before Con- 


ress. There was just as much clamor at that time for that bill 
the State which I have the honor here in part to re tas 
there is for this one now. The sedate conclusions of the people 


upon subjects which have been discussed before them are very 
generally correct, and at all times to be treated with the utmost 
respect, but we all know how easy it is for classes and sects of 
men who imagine themselves to be somewhat parted in their in- 
terests from their fellows to get up an idea that a certain thing 
is evil to them, and, without ample discussion, to adopt the first 
remedial measure which is suggested. 

I think much of the clamor for this bill has been generated in 


this manner. I have never heard thesubject discussed upon the 
hustings in our State, and when it has been discussed in peti- 
tions and arguments which we have found laid upon our table 


and in the press, it has been discussed rather with reference to 

its avowed objects than according to its structure and its legal 

aspects. 

CONGRESS HAS NO POWER TO INTERFERE WITH THE INTERNAL TRADE AND 
BUSINESS OF A STATE. 


I will read a paragraph from a decision of the Supreme Court, 
in 9 Wallace, e 41, in which Chief Justice Chase, delivering 
the opinion of that court, defines in a measure what are the 
legitimate objects of Congressional legislation with reference 
to an internal-revenue law. 

The syllabus of the case is as follows: 


1. The twenty-ninth section of the internal-revenue act of March 2, 1867, 
14 Statutes at Large, 484), which makes ita misdemeanor, e 
ne and imprisonment, to mix for sale naphtha and illuminating oils, or to 
sell or offer such mixture for sale, or to sell or offer for sale oil made of pe- 


troleum for ee . inflammable at less tem ture or 
test than 110° t, is in fact a police regulation, exclusively 
to the internal trade of the States. 

2. Accordingly, it can only have etfect where the legislative authority of 
Con. excludes, territorially, all State legislation, as, for e, in the 


District of Columbia. Within State limits it can have no constitutional 
operation. 


Now, as to what the Chief Justice said—I read from United 
States vs. Dewitt, 9 Wallace, page 43: 
The questions certified resolve themselves into this: ae pay mem pone, 


under the Constitution, to prohibit trade within the limits of a State 
That Congress has power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 


among the several States and with the Indian tribes the ex- 
pressly declares. But this express grant of power to commerce 
among the States has always been understood as limited by its terms, and 
as a 


tual denial of any power to interfere with the inte trade and bus- 
iness of the separate States, except, ind asa and proper means 

for carrying Into execution some other power e granted or vested. 
| Then, applying that doctrine to the particular item here, the 

Chief Justice went on to show that these penal provisions and 
| these declarations as to the mixture of oil were merely put in 
under the color of a revenue law and were not assoc with 
the levy and collection of the tax, and held the penal statute and 
all the provisions as to the mixing of these oils to be entirely 
unconstitutional. 

The predicate of that opinion is the doctrine upon which I 
stand, and I reassert here that it may rise up over and above all 
the other elements of this discussion, that Congress has no power 
| to regulate the internal trade in a State, and it has never been 
| considered within its jurisdiction to interfere with the business 
| of the separate States. 

Mr. President, if you look at the animus of this bill, you know 
and there is not a man who advocates it who does not know and 
| does not declare, that the object of framing it is to interfere 
| with the internal trade and commerce of the separate States of 
| this Union, and the mere shadowy and shabby pretense by which 
the invader expects to escape his own responsibility and the 
denunciation of the supreme law is that he has disguised himself 
in the robe of the tax-collector, and is going down there to laya 
tax which he never expects and never desires tocollect. If these 
stock gamblers are as dishonest in their transactions as this 
transaction is dishonest upon its face, God pity the poor farmers 
whoare at their mercy. 

CAUSE OF FALLING PRICES OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 
Mr. President, it has been contended by the Senator from 


Minnesota and by others that the great fall in the values of wheat, 
of corn, of oats, of bacon of lard, and of other products which 











are the result of toil in, the field, has been uced by stock- 
gambling transactions, or rather dealings in a and fu- 
ture deliveries of those products. The record refutes that doo- 


trine. It may have had an evil tendency; I am inclined to think 
it has. I have no doubt that it assists to befog and becloud 
genuine transactions, and that it is an evil in itself; but why 
should we look for such remote and incidental causes for the de- 
cline of the values of land and of all which it uces when we 


| have plain and obvious causes before us? Will the Senator from 
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Minnesota pretend that the great decline in the value of farm- 
ing lands in Ohio, or in Pennsylvania, or in Maryland, or in 
Northern Virginia, right on our border, has been the result of 
these stock-gambling transactions? Has that produced all this 
evil? If it has produced all this evil, has it produced it gradu- 
ally or has it done it by a sudden plunge and shock? 

I will read a little fom the able speech of the Senator from 
Minnesota: 

The price of wheat— 


Says the Senator from Minnesota— 
has steadily declined from the highest point on the last crop to the present 
time, 34 cents a bushel. 

That was about a third of the value of the wheat crop. The 
Senator tells us himself that these transactions have been going 
on for twenty-five years. It seems tome [| remember to have 
read of them in the newspapers and to have seen the decisions 
of the courts respecting them ever since I came to the bar. 
They are no new thing. How was it that these deleterious and 
pernicious transactions have been going on in this country for a 
quarter of a century and that they suddenly came to a climac- 
teric and knocked down the price of wheat 34 cents in one year? 
That is a little sudden and surprising. 

I will agree with the Senator that the decline of prices in this 
great protluct has not been brought about by natural causes. I[ 
think with him that that is evident, but has the Senator forgot- 
ten that the McKinley bill came along just about that time and 
that the fall of prices eventuated just after it was getting its 
work wellin? That was nota natural cause, butcurious enough 
itis one which has entirely escaped the Senator's attention. 
What is more remarkable than that, it appears that owing to 
the result of famine in Europe and to the —— demand for 
American products, of which since the McKinley bill went into 
operation we have sold a larger proportion to foreign markets 
than ever before. 

HIGH TAXES AND RESTRICTED FINANCE THE CAUSES OF DEPRESSION. 


I acknowledge that a good many prophets on the Democratic 
side were very much disappointed in this result. I propose to 
discuss this subject with absolute candor as far as I can discern 
it. A great many thought and a great many said that it would 
injure our foreign trade in agricultural products, and that, as a 
result of the injury f foreign trade, prices would go down; but 
an unwonted demand by coincidence of the famine in Europe 
came for our food products. We have displayed before us on 
our desks the tables of the statisticians, which show that we sold 
$300,000,000 of breadstuffs to Europe last year. 

Let me ask a question in return. How isit that as the de- 
mand for our breadstuffs in Europe has increased, and the sup- 
ply has not correspondingly advanced, that the price has con- 
tinuously declined? It must be because our agriculturists have 
not the opportunity through the operation of the McKinley bill 
to buy the things they need in the cheapest markets where they 
must sell. It must be also, as it is my firm belief, because the 
monetary system of this country is so deranged and so operated 
that our currency does not grow as our people and our products 
expand. 

To the McKinley tariff and to the refusal of Congressalike to 
remonetize the ancient dollar of our fathers, which subserved 
our purposes for eighty years, to the contraction continuously of 
the national-bank circulation, and the refusal of Congress to 
allow the States to do any banking for themselves, to an abso- 
lutely restricted condition of finance, you are at last faced with 
the problem that the most productive, the most progressive, and 
the most fruitful nation in the world is dying of poverty amidst 
its plethora of riches. 

Mr. President, I shall not go further into the details of this 
bill, except that I shall move at the proper time to strike out 
the twelfth and thirteenth sections. I will enter that motion 
now with a view to having it voted upon at a later season. 

I will read the twelfth section, because here is a section which 
has nothing to do with your gamblers of the stock exchange. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. The hour is getting late, and it is now about the 
time we usually adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘Before the Senator makes a motion to adjourn 
will he allow.me to move an executive session? I am anxious 
that an executive session shall be held for a few minutes this 
evening. 

Mr. PUGH. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. Aftereleven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 35 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, July 21, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 20, 1892. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John C, Hotchkiss, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Des Moines, in the State of lowa. Office created by the 
act of Congress approved April 7, 1892. 

POST CHAPLAIN. 

Rev. Charles W. Freeland, of Virginia, to be post chaplain, 
July 18, 1892, viee Lindesmith, retired from active service. 

Rev. Joseph E. Irish, of Wisconsin, to be post chaplain, July —, 
1892, vice MeWatty, retired from active service. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Col. Eugene A. Carr, Sixth Cavalry, to bs brigadier-general, 

July 19, 1892, vice Stanley, retired from active service. 
Infantry arm. 

Capt. Charles C. Hood, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be major, 
July 4, 1892, vice Benham, promoted. 

First. Lieut. Hobart K. Bailey, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, 
July 4, 1892, vice Lyman, retired from active service as major. 

First Lieut. Charles J. Crane, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
captain, July 4, 1892, vice Hood, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Harry Freeland, Third Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, July 4, 1892, vice ee promoted. 

Second Lieut. Frank G. Kalk, Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, July 4, 1892, vice Mills, retired from active service as 
captain. 

Second Lieut. David J. Baker, jr., Twelfth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, July 9, 1892, vice Dodge, appointed regimental 
adjutant. 


Sergt. Wilbur E. Dove, Company E, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant. 





CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate July 20, 1892. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Joseph C. Painter, of Walla Walla County, Wash., to be re- 
ceiver of public moneys at Walla Walla, Wash. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 20, 1892. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. 
CUTHE .RT, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF NEW RAILROAD ROUTES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting, in response to House resolution of 
the 15th instant, information relating to the establishment of 
new railroad post routes, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


JEROME H. BIDDLE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H.R. 3310) for the relief of Jerome H. 
Biddle. 

Mr. ROCK*VELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendment 
of the Senate be read and concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by inserting after the word “‘ passage,”’ in line 8, “as of date 
November 19, 1862, on the ground of being a minor under the age of 18 years, 
and having enlisted without his father’s consent or knowledge and against 
his will, and being prevented by his father from completing his service.” 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I move to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done will the gentleman please 
state the effect of the amendment? J 

Mr. ROCKWELL. The effect is simply to explain why the 
charge is removed, because this boy, under the age of 18 years, 
was not permitted by his father to complete his term of enlist- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not change any material part of the 
bill? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. None whatever. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS, DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3454) 
fixing the time for holding circuit and district courts in the dis- 
trict of West Virginia. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of that bill, and will make this 
statement. We passed a bill for this purpose, and the enrolling 
clerk made a mistake as to the time when the court would be 
held, making two courts fall on the same date. I ask unanimous 
consent to pass this bill to correct that defect. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter the circuit and district courts of the dis- 
trict of West Virginia shall be held each mers at Wheeling, on the Ist day of 
April and the 20th day of September; at Clarksburg on the 15th day of April 
and the ist day of October; at Martinsburg on the 15th day of October; at 
Charleston on the Ist day of May and the i0th day of November; and that 
the circuit court shall be held at Parkersburg on the 10th day of January and 
the 10th day of June. P 

Src. 2. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are herein 
repealed. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered ordered to 
a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill and resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the following titles; which were severally 
referred as indicated, namely: 

A bill (S. 1424) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, Boston, 
Maas., which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
the Senate concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 
10,000 additional copies of Executive Document No. 41, Fifty- 
first Congress, first session, to the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3195) 
granting to the Yuma Pumping Irrigation Company the right 
of way for two ditches across that part of the Yuma Indian 
Reservation lying in Arizona. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be 
permitted to lie on the table for the present. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr.COMPTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 5084. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COMPTON. I appeal to the gentleman to withdraw that 
demand for the present. I was cut off yesterday by the same 
call. The bill I have is a perfectly just measure, very small in 
amount, and will not take three minutes. 

Mr. WATSON. I have been cut off myself for the last six 
months. 

Mr. COMPTON. Not by me. 

Mr. WATSON. And there ought to be some reciprocity about 
this matter. We have not been treated fairly on this side. 

Mr. COMPTON. You have certainly not been treated un- 
fairly by me. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have been cut off myself twice within the last 
few days. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
the call of committees for reports. 

The committees were called and no reports presented. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask to make a correction of 
the RecorD. Yesterday I introduced, or presented for reference, 
a petition from residents of my district and other districts in 
New York against the closing of the World’s Fair on Sunday. 
No mention of it was made in the RecorD. I would not call your 
attention to the matter were it not that it looks as though I had 
neglected my constituents. I intended, if I had had an opportu- 
nity, tospeak upon the question then under consideration and pro- 
posed to introduce the petition in the course of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

: Mr. QUTHWAITE. Mr.Speaker,I rise to a question of priv- 

lege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I send to the Clerk's desk a letter, which 
I ask to have read first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

{Law office of Allan Rutherford (late Third Auditor, United States Treas- 
ury), attorney and counsellor at law, Atlantic Building, 928 and 930 F street 
northwest, room 123. Practices before the Supreme urt of the United 
States, Court of Claims, Claims Commissions, and the different commit- 
tees of Congress, and all Departments of the Government. ] 

WASHINGTON, D. C., July 13, 1992. 

DEAR SiR: Iam pleased to inform you that I have at last secured the pas- 
sage of the hospital corps bill by Congress, and its approval by the President, 
the rate of pay being #i8per month. Thehistory of this legislation is briefly 
as follows: At the commencement of the present session I had two bills in- 
troduced for the relief of the hospital corps; one in the House and one inthe 
Senate, both being identical in their provisions, the rate of pay be fixed 
at 819 per month. The Senate bill (552) was passed by the Senate without 
amendment, but in the House, when the House bill (329) came up, the Senate 


bill, which had ed the Senate, was substituted for it, and it was then 
amended by reducing the original amount to $18. At first I was inclined to 
fight this amendment, and endeavor to secure the original amount, but after 
consultation with officials in the Surgeon-General’s Office and members of 
the military committees, I concluded that it would be best to accept it. 

The fight, though, did not end there; another difficulty had to be overcome 
in the Senate Military Committee, where the bill had gone for concurrence 
in the House amendment. A member of that committee was opposed to the 
amendment, and in favor of having this bill attached to the one to increase 
the efficiency of the noncommissioned officers of the Army, and was sanguine 
that by such procedure both measures could pass, but I knew only too well 
that such an arrangement would tend to defeat not only one, but both meas- 
ures, and so I sought by all means in my power to overcome this opposition 
and am glad to say that I succeeded. 

_I have not kept each individual member of the corps advised of the condi- 
tion of affairs, except whenever they wrote me for information, but I have 
kept the committee of the corps that solicited my retention in the matter 
fully posted of all changes occurring in it. 

I have your a ment for a fee of $10, in consideration of my services in 
= -enting this bill, payable within thirty days from the ane the act 

y the President, which would make it due August 12, 1892. You would 
confer a great favor by remitting this amount by money order or registered 
letter as soon after that date as convenient. 

Yours, respectfully, 
ALLAN RUTHERFORD. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I havecalled the attention 
of the House to this peculiar communication because I believe it 
evilly affects the dignity and integrity of its proceedings. When 
that bill, about which this letter was written, was pending, I re- 
ceived a letter from a member of the hospital corps, in which he 
stated that he had received a communication from a man in 
Washington that money from the privates of the hospital corps 
was necessary in order to pass the bill. I wrote to him, inform- 
ing him that no money was necessary to influence legislation in 
any direction upon this measure, and that if he received any 
further communication I should be obliged to him if he would 
forward the same tome. This letter just read was returned to 
me in pursuance of that request. 

I have two purposes in calling the attention of the House, and 
through the RECORD of this House the attention of the country, 
to this piece of knavery and fraud. 

This letter and the preceding letter of which I spoke are of 
a character which reflect injuriously upon the dignity and integ- 
rity of the members of the House. Their author deserves severe 
rebuke. Such letterssend forth to the country the insinuation that 
legislation is bought and sold here, and that money procures the 

e of meritorious public acts. Itwasadeception and afraud 
practiced upon the menof the hospital corps. In this letter the 
writer says that he has secured the passage of the hospital corps 
bill by Congress and its approval by the President. He had no 
more to do with the passage of this act than had the page boys 
upon the floor of this House. He had not as much as they. He 
had nothing whatever to do with the passage of it. His state- 
ment that at the commencement of this session he had the bill 
introduced in the House is absolutely false. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What bill is this? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. House bill 329. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Referring to what? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. For the relief the hospital corps of the 
Army, providing for an increase of the pay of itsmen. The 
bill (H. R. 329) is one that I myself introduced. I had never 
heard of Allan Rutherford, the writer of this letter, before that 
time. I never had any communication with him directly or in- 
directly concerning the passage of the bill. The bill was intro- 
duced because I had introduced it in previous Congresses, 
wherein it had been reported oar and I believed that it 
ought to pass. I have inquired as to his declaration that he 
consulted or advised with members of the Military Committee, 
and so) far as I can learn he had no communication with any 
member of the committee upon the subject. I have inquired 
whether he had any consultation with officers of the Surgeon- 
General's office, and find that his statement in that regard is 
ejually false. The bill was submitted to the Department by the 
committee, as is customary in such cases, and the Department 
made its recommendations. Mr. Rutherford did not and could 
not have had any influence either for or against the bill. It 
stood upon its own merits. 

I desire that the facts concerning this bill may be known as I 
am informed that this cas2 does not stand alone so that there 
may be a rebuke and a check to this kind of knavery and fraud. 
Men here at Washington, watching the prozress of legislation 
affecting a large body of the public or private individuals, send 
out communications to the men who may be advantaged by the 
passage of a bill, to the effect that their valuable services and 
influence can be had, but that money is necessary to secure its 
passage. In some instances, they obtain from these men agree- 
ments to pay them money when the passage of the bill has been 
secured. I trust that no cue who has been deceived by this man 
in this manner will pay him one dollar of the money which he 
now demands. I aminformed thatthe War Department will take 
the matter in hand and have it investigated. With this state- 
mentI think the matter is sufficiently placed before the House —-- 
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Mr. CUMMINGS. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Is not this a clear case of obtaining money 
under false pretenses? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If he has secured any money, itis a clear 
case of obtaining money under false pretenses, and it is a clear 


case of a fraudulent use of the mails. I hope that the United | 
States officials will take cognizance of it and proceed to prosecute | 


accordingly. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a brief per- 
sonal explanation. Ina letter from HenryS. Landis, which was 
read by my friend from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] on the 13th in- 
stant, in relation to the opening of the Cherokee Strip, the fol- 
lowing occurred: 

MEDICINE LODGE, KANS., July 7, 1892. 

My DEAR FRIEND: Some little time ago there appeared in the New York 
Times, and shortly after in the Kansas City Times, an article pretending to 
be an exposé of a deal between certaih parties in re and the cattle- 
men on the Strip for the protection of the latter; and I think Representative 
DOcCKERY stirred the matter more or less in the House. 

I simply desire to say that the correspondent is in error. I 
have never ‘‘stirred the matter” in the House or elsewhere, be- 
cause I have no information concerning the question, and this is 
the first time as I recall that the alleged ‘‘ deal ” has been called 
to my attention. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following report 
from the Committee on Rules: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That subject to the right to consider matters which are privil- 

ed under the rules and special orders the Speaker may, upon theadoption 
of this order and daily thereafter during the remainder of the session im- 
mediately after the call of committees forreports, call the committees in reg- 
ular order for one hour, upon which call each committee on being named 
shall have the right to call up for consideration any bill reported by it on a 
previous day on either of the Calendars mentioned in the rules, and when- 
ever any committee shall have occupied the said hour for one day it shall 
not be in order for such committee to designate any other proposition until 
all the other committees shall have been called in their turn. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the object of this report, or 
this rule, is to provide for a call of committees the balance of 
the session in regular order. Upon that callof each committee, 
that committee is entitled to call up any bill, previously reported, 
it may designate, and occupy one hour, in which time the com- 
mittee may call up as many bills as they desire to call up, and 
can dispose of within the hour. At the expiration of the hour 
the next committee is called, inregular order; and itis believed 
that under the operation of this rule, beginning now and con- 
tinuing until the close of the session, we will be enabled to call 
every committee, and thus give to each committee an opportu- 
nity to call up bills to which there is no objection, thereby se- 
curing the passage of a large number of important measures. 

Mr. BUNN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Michigan a 
question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUNN. Does that reiate to private business—to call up 
oo on the Private Calendar, the sameas in the second morning 

our? 

Mr. BURROWS. It authorizes any committee to offer any 
bill on the call of that committee. 

Mr. BUNN. Then it relates to the House Calendar as well as 
to the Union Calendar? 

Mr. BURROWS. Itenables committees to call up any bill 
reported and on the Calendar. 

r. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will there have to be, under 
that rule, action of the committee authorizing its chairman to 
call up a bill, or will it be in order for a gentleman in charge of 
a bill in the committee to call it up? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Iowa that this provision is copied from the hour rule now in the 
rules. So far as the Chair is informed the language has always 
been in that rule that the chairman and the committee arrange 
among themselves, not formally as a committee, but as among 
themselves, what shall be called up. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The reason why I ask the ques- 
tion is this: For instance, the Committee on the Militia, a ma- 
soar of them, authorized the gentleman from California to call 
up the bill organizing the national guard, and on the point of 
order being made the Chairman pro tempore held that that would 
not be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. But that was under a motion tosuspend the 
rules; and the rule has been that where the privilege is given to 
a committee, the committee, as a committee, had toact. This 
rule gives the privilege to the chairman to call up a bill; and 
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the Chair understands that under the practice the rule has been 
that the members of the committee among themselves arrange 
what bill shall be called up. 

Mr. BURROWS. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand un- 


| dcx this rule it is necessary to have a formal meeting of the com- 


mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that that is 
the practice. The chairman can call up a bill by the consent of 
a majority of the committee. The chairman will be recognized 
to call up the bill, and he will yield to the gentleman in charge 
of the bill. The privilege is not given to a committee as a com- 
mittee. 7 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And any member authorized by 
the majority of the committee is supposed to call up the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think it would be well for the 
House to understand that now, so that we may not have any mis- 
understanding. 

The SPEAKER. There has keen no practice, so far as the 
Chair is informed, that requires official action of a committee as 
a committee under this rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But, suppose a point of order is 
made against a gentleman that the majority of the committee 
are not willing to have it calledup. Suppose one member should 
call up a bill, and a point of order is made that he had not been 
authorized to do iton the part of a committee. 

The SPEAKER. The only embarrassment that might arise 
from that would suggest itself to the Chair is this: that if it is 
determined that any member of a committee may rise in his 
place under the call and seek recognition, the Chair would be 
forced to determine which one of the members of the committee 
he should recognize. The rule has been to recognize the chair- 
man of the committee, giving the chairman the right to call up 
such bill as he chose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Butonly such bills as are authorized by the 
committee. It may be possible that the majority may agree 
upon a bill which is opposed by the chairman. [ think that 
there ought to be a distinct understanding, otherwise there may 
be some confusion. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But, Mr. Speaker, the chairman 
of the committee may be hostile to a measure, while the ma- 
jority of the committee may favor it. Will it be deprived of the 
right to consider the bill which has the approval of the majority 
of the committee because the chairman is adverse to it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only say to the gentleman 
from Iowa that the rule is in the exact language of the rules 
that ‘have been in existence for some years respecting calls of 
committees in the second morning hour. Now, if there are de- 
cisions and precedents on that point, the Chair does not know 
of them, but will look them up. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, Isuggest, in order that busi- 
ness may be conducted in an orderly manner, the interpretation 
of the rule ought to be this, thatthe business shall be presen‘ed 
by or through the chairman, unless the committee at a formal 
meeting, the chairman being hostile to the measure, shall have 
directed some other member of the committee to present it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The chairman bzing hostile or absent. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Or unless the committee shail 


| have directed the order in which bills shall be called up. 








Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, would it not be bet- 
ter to have the resolution express that in terms. and not leave 
it to subsequent interpretation which might lead to confusion? 

The SPEAKER. There can be no confusion aboutit. This 
is the old rule of the House, which has prevailed for many years 
and has never given rise to any confusion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, has it not been always held 
under the old rule that where a member of a committee seeks to 
call up a bill and the point of order is raised, it must be shown 
that the majority of the committee concur in desiring the con- 
sideration of the measure? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not informed as to that: not 
having looked at the precedents. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is what I have always understood to be 
the rule, and I think it ought to be so. 

The SPEAKER. The object of the rule is to permit the com- 
mittees, which have reported a good many matters in which the 
members are interested, to which there is little or no opposition, 
and of which the House might be able to dispose of half a dozen 
or more in an hour, to have an opportunity for the considera- 
tion of such measures. Of course it is not supposed that any 
measure to which there is any considerable opposition can be 
disposed of in the hour; but the idea is that this rule will give 
an opportunity to dispose of many matters to which there is no 
serious objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the rule reported is a very excellent 
one indeed; only it is desirable to know just how the authority 
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is to be given toa member of a committee to call up a bill. If 
it is understood that the chairman may call up any bill he sees 
fit, then the chairman may, if he pleases, set aside the wishes of 
the majority of the committee; but if it is understood that any 
member of a committee who is authorized by the committee, 
either in formal meeting or in writing, may call up a measure, 
no trouble can arise, and I think that has been the construction 
of the old rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there can be no reason- 
able objection to permitting the majority of a committee to des- 
ignate what measures shal! be called up. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Without a formal meeting. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there can not be any ob- 
jection to a construction of the rule which permits the majority 
of the committee to designate what measures shall be called up. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was the intention of the rule. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the reading of 
the rule distinctly; doesit refer to public bills or to private bills? 

Mr. BURROWS. To bills, both public and private, on all the 
Calendars. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman does that 
I want to make another suggestion. I understand that all priv- 
ileged mattersare excepted. Thatoughtto beunderstood. For 
example, in the last hour or two of this.session, after having 
agreed upon the hour of adjournment, would this rule cover the 
whole of the time, or would it leave untouched the right to move 
a suspension of the rules? It is important to preserve the right 
to suspend the rules for any oe that may arise. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the point suggested by the 
gentleman from Maine ought to be made clear, because the right 
to suspend the rules ought to be preserved beyond question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that any difficulty on 
that point might be avoided by changing the word “shall” in the 
rule to the word ‘‘may.”’ The rule provides that, ‘‘ subject to 
the right to consider matters which are privileged under the 
rule and special orders, the Speaker shall, upon the adoption of 
this order, call the committees for reports.” If the word ‘‘ may” 
were substituted for ‘‘ shall” it would obviate the difficulty sug- 
gested, and if it became necessary in any eas2 to suspend the 
rules the Chair would steely decline to call the committe:s, 
that power being vested in him by the special rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the previous question,Mr.Speaker. 

Mr. ENLOE. ' Before the previous question is put I want to 
ask whether the adoption of this order will give us three morn- 
ing hours. We have two now under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that this rule provides for a morning hour for the call 
of committees for reports. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes. Otherwise the second morning hour 
would come in at that time; but this comes in between the first 
and the second morning hour, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The intention is that the rule shall apply | 
all day, except as it may be interfered with by privileged mat- 
ters. 

Mr. MCRAE. This does not interfere with the privilege of 
any measure? 

The SPEAKER. Not atall. That exception is made in the | 
rule. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] demands | 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and the resolution was 
adopted. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. S er—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I want to ask to have to-morrow 
evening set apart for the consideration of business reported 
from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. I 
have seen several members of the Committee on Rules on the 
subject and I do not think there is any objection to the request. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri[Mr.O’ NEILL] 
asks unanimous consent that there be a session to-morrow even- | 
ing, beginning at half past 7 o’clock, for the consideration of | 
bills reported from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 
Commerce. Is there objection? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I object. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. That kills the life-saving bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, the object of the committee is to get 
up the New York and New Jersey bridge bill. The life-saving | 
bill is all right. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. 
bill. 





j 
| 


I want to get up the life-saving 
That is what I want to get up. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Under the order just adopted, the aoe | 
Each committee, when 


The SPEAKER. 


will proceed to call the committees. 


| of any of the provisions of this act shall be made in the coun 


called, is entitled for one hour to the right of way for measures 
presented by it which have been previously reported and are 
upon any Calendar. When anycommittee has occupied an hour 
the next committee will be called, and so on through the list, 
subject to privileged matters and special orders. 


SALE OF INTOXICANTS IN THE INDIAN COUNTRY. 


Mr. CULBERSON (when the Committee on the Judiciary was 
called). I call up the bill (S. 1988) to amend sections 2139, 2140, 
and 2141 of the Revised Statutes, touching the sale of intoxicants 
in the Indian country, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2139 of the Revised Statutes be amended 
and reénacted so as to read asfollows: . 

“Spc. 2139. No ardent spirits, ale, beer, wine, or intoxicating liquor or liq- 
uors of whatever kind shall be introduced, under any tense, into the In- 
dian country. Every rson who sells, exchanges, gives, barters, or dis- 
pou of any ardent spirits, ale, beer, wine, or intoxicating liquors of any 

ind to any In un charge of any Indian superintendent or agent, or 
introduces or at to introduce any ardent spirits, ale, wine, beer, or in- 
toxicating liquor of any kind into the indian country, shall be punished by 
Senge teonsaens for not more than two years, and by a fine of not more than 
#300 for each offense. But it shall be a sufficient defense to any charge of in- 
troducing or attempti to introduce ardent spirits, ale, beer, wine, or in- 
toxicating liquors into the Indian country that the acts charged were done 
under authority in writ: from the War Department, or any officer duly 
authorized thereunto by the War De: 

Sec. 2. That section 2140 of the 
acted so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 2140. That if any superintendent of Indian Affairs, Indian agent, or 
subagent, or commanding officer of a military t has reason to suspect or 
is informed that any white person, Indian, or other person is about to intro- 
duce or has introduced any ardent spirits, ale, beer, wine, or intoxicating 
liquor or liquors of any kind into the Indian country in violation of law, 
such superintendent, agent, subagent, orcommanding o cause the 
boats, stores, packages, wagons, sleds, and places of deposit of such person or 
Indian to be searched; andifany such spirits orale, beer,avine, or intoxicating 
liquor or liquors of any kind is found therein, the same, together with the 
boats, teams, wagons and sleds used in conveying the same, the 
goods, packages, and peltries of such , Shall be seized and delivered to 
the proper officer, and shall be p ———- by libel in the per court, 
and forfeited, one-half to the informer the other half to the use of the 
United States; and if such person be a trader his license shall be revoked 
and his bond put im suit. It shall, moreover, be the duty of any person in 
the service of the United States, or of any Indian, to take and ae = 
ardent spirits, ale, beer, wine, or other intoxicati uors fo 
in the Indian country, except such as may be in the War 
Department, and in all cases arising under this, the preceding, the next 

reénacted so as to read as follows: 


succeeding section, Indians shall be competent witnesses.” 

Src. 3% at section 2H41 be amended 

*SEo. 2141. Every person who shall, within the Indian country, set up or 
continue any distillery, brewery, or other establishment of whatever = 
acter for manufact or ‘kee for sale any ardent spirits, ale, beer, 
wine, or intoxicating liquor or liquors of kind whatever, shall be liable 
to a penalty of $1,000; and the Superin t of Indian Affairs, Indian 
agent, or subagent within the limits of whoseagency any distillery, brewery, 
or other establishment of whatever character for manufactu ardent 
spirits, ale, beer, wine, or intoxicating liquor or Hquors of an issetup 
or continued shall forthwith break up and destroy the same.*’ 

The United States court in the Indian erritory shall have jurisdiction for 
the trial and punishment of all crimes and offenses committed in said Ter- 
ritory in violation of the privisions of this act. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 


| lows: 


Strike out sections 2 and 3 and add to section 1 the following: 


All complaints for the arrest of any person or sons made for a 
WwW e 
offense shall have been committed, or if committed upon or within any res- 
ervation not included in any county then in any county adjoining such res- 
ervation, and, if in the Indian Territory, before the United States court 
commissioner or commissioner of the circuit court of the United States re- 
siding nearest the place where the offense was committed whois not for any 
reason disqualified; but in all cases such arrests shall be made before any 
United States court commissioner residing in such ad. county, or be- 
fore any magistrate or judicial officer authorized by, the laws of State 
in which such reservation is located to issue warrants for the arrest ex- 
amination of offenders by section 1014 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. And all persons so arrested shall, unless dischar; u examina- 
tion, be held to answer and stand trial before the court of the United States 
having jurisdiction of the offense. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman does that, I would like 
to have some explanation of the change which this bill proposes 
to make in the existing statute, and especially whether a change 
is made in the provision allowing an officerof the United States 
to give a permit for the introduction of intoxicating liquors into 
the Indian Territory. Does the bill asnow proposed to be passed 
give an officer such authority without instructions from the War 
Department? ’ 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
respect. : 

I wish to state briefly that by a statute passed in 1833 it was 
made unlawfui to introduce into the Indian country ardent spirits 
except, perhaps, under an order of the War Department. From 
the passage of that act until within two years, it was uniformly 
held that beer and other malt liquors were included inthe terms 
‘‘ardent spirits.” But within the past two years some of the 
courts having jurisdiction over that country have held that the 
phrase “ ardent spirits" does not embrace beer. Consequently, 
the Indian Territory is now overrun with beer shops; and the 
officers of the Government insist that unless the law be amended 


It does not change the law at all in that 
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as now proposed, it will be impossible to maintain order in that 
Territory. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will the gentleman per- 
mit a question? It was difficult in the confusion to understand 
the exact terms of the bill as read from the desk. Does the bill 
as it now stands prohibit the introduction of beer into the In- 
dian Territory? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 


The reason I ask the ques- 
tion is this: 


When on a visit to that section some time since, 


I saw whole trains laden with St. Louis beer going down to | 


Texas. Will the passage of this bill cut off your supply? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from 
Texas whether under the provision now proposed there will not 


be much greater expense to the Government thanif we leave the | 
Under this bill it will be necessary to send the | 


law as it is? 
marshal to the Indian Territory to arrest these offenders; and this 


ofhcer, as well as the district attorney, will have to be paid 10 | 


cents a mile as traveling expenses for attending to this business. 


Mr. CULBERSON. The provision which the gentleman has | 


in mind applies specially to the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. [am not quite satisfied with the propriety 
of this proposed change in the law. 

The previous question was seconded; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment reported by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary was agreed to. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill as amended to 
a third reading, there were—ayes 120, noes 7. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUSHNELL and Mr. CULBER- 
SON were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 167. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I will not insist on a further count. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CULBE 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 7520) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1893, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 


resentatives, had asked for a conference with the House on the | 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr..ALLISON, Mr. | 


HALE, and Mr. GORMAN as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4365) for the relief of Nell Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 1105) for the relief of Henry S. Cohn, late of the 
One hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteers. 

A bill (H. R. 5377) granting a pension to Mary Isabella Hutch- 
ison. 

A bill (H. R. 3496) for the relief of A.S. Lell, and a bill (H. R. 
2713) in relation to the execution of declarations and other papers 
in pension claims. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 


ments the bill (H.R.7720) to authorize the construction of a | 


bridge across the Savannah River, asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. VEsT, 
Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. CULLOM as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 5941) to build a bridge across the Tennes- 
see River between a point in Whitesburg precinct, in Madison 
County, and Morgan County, in the State of Alabama, asked a 


conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and had | 
appointed Mr. VEST, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. CULLOM as the con- | 


ferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendment 
the bill (H. R. 8122) to prohibit the use of ‘ one-horse” cars 
within the limits of the city of Washington after the Ist day 
of January, 1893, amd for other purposes, asked a conference with 
the House on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. 
MCMILLAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. PERKINS as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. : 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendment 
the bill (H. R. 5997) to amend section 2 of an act approved May 


14, 1880, being an act for the relief of settlers on public lands, | 


asked a conference with the House on the bill and amendment, 


and had appointed Mr. PAppocK, Mr. CAREY, and Mr. Pasco | 


as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its | 
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ON,a motion to reconsider the | 


| clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 3115) 
for the relief of Clement Reeves: in which concurrence of the 
| House was requested. 

| It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 3418) 
| making Saturday a half holiday for banking and trust company 
| purposes in the District of Columbia; in which concurrence of 
| the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
| the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1105) for the relief of Henry S. Cohn, late of the 
Ons hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4365) for the relief of Neil isher; 

A bill (H. R. 3496) for the relief of A. S. Lee; and 
_ A bill (H. R. 5377) granting a pension to Mary Isabella Hutch- 
| 1500. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 3011) to amend “‘An act to define the jurisdiction of the po- 
| lice court of the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1891, 
| and yield to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER]. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitied “An act to define the jurisdiction of 
| the police court of the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1891, be 
| amended as follows: Strike out all of section 2 of said act and in lieu 
| thereof insert the following: 
| “So. 2. That prosecutionsin the police court shall be on information by 
| the proper prosecuting officer, In prosecutions within the jurisdiction 
| of said court in which, according to the Constitution of the United States, 
| 
| 


| 
JURISDICTION OF POLICE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
| 
| 
j 


the accused would be entitled to a jury trial, the trials shall be by jury, un- 
less the accused shall in open court expressly waive such trial by jury and 
request to be tried by the judge, in which case the trial shall be by such judge, 
| and the judgment and sentence shall have the same force and effect in ali 
respects as if the same had been entered and pronounced upon the verdict 
ofajury. In all cases where the accused would not by force of the Consti 
tution of the United States be entitled to a trial by jury, the trial shall be by 
the court without a jury, unless in such of said last-named cases wherein 
the fine or penalty may be #50 or more, or imprisonment as punishment for 
the offense may be thirty days or more, the accused shal! demand a trial by 
jury, in which case the triai shall be by jury. In all cases where the said 
court shall impose a fineit may, in default of the payment of the fine im 
posed, commit the defendant for such a term as the court thinks right and 
| proper, not to exceed one year.”’ 
| SxEc. 2. That section 1060 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of 
| Columbia be, and the same is hereby, amended so that said section shall 
read: 
“Sec. 1060. The clerk and the deputy clerks, and such other officers of the 
| 
} 


court as may be assigned by the judges of the court for that purpose, shall 
have the power to administer oaths and affirmations.” 


Mr. BOATNER. I ask that the report accompanying the bill 
be read, which fully explains it. 
The report (by Mr. BOATNER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, having had under consideration the bill 
(S. 3011) entitled ‘“‘An act to amend an act to define the jurisdiction of the 
police court of the District of Columbia, approved March 3, 1891,’’ report: 

The bill proposes to amend section 2 of said act in the following particu- 
lars: J 

(1) To permit parties under prosecution in the police court of the District 
of Columbia to waive a trial by jury ‘in all prosecutions within the juris- 
diction of said court in which, according to the Constitution of the United 

| States, the accused would be entitled to a jury trial.” 

Under existing law the accused can not in such cases waive a trial by jury. 
(2) In all cases in which the accused would not, by the force of the Con- 
| stitution, be entitled to a jury trial, the trial shall be by the court. unless in 
cases where the fine may be $50 or the imprisonment thirty days the accused 
may demand a jury trial and it shall be accorded. : 

Under the present law this class of cases must be tried by a jury unless the 
accused waives it. 

(3) In default of payment of fine and costs the court may commit the de- 
| fendant for a term of imprisonment not to exceed one year. No means is 
| provided by existing law for the enforcement of sentences of this kind. 

(4) Section 1060 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Colum- 
bia is proposed to be amended so as to authorize the clerk, the deputy clerks, 
and such other officers as may be assigned by the court to administer oaths 
and affirmations. 

The proposed amendment will facilitate the administration of justice and 
dispatch of business without impairing in any way the rights of persons un- 
der prosecution or depriving them of any proper means of defense, and the 
passage of the act is therefore recommended. The section of the act pro 
posed to be amended is annexed asa part of this report. 

‘*Sec, 2. That prosecutions in the police court shall be on information by 
the proper prosecuting officer. In all prosecutions within the jurisdiction 
| of said court in which, according to the Constitution of the United States, 

the accused would be entitled to a jury trial, the trial shall be by jury. And 
| also in all prosecutions in which such persons would not be by force of the 
Constitution of the United States entitied toa trial by jury, but in which 
| the fine or penalty may be %50 or more, or imprisonment for thirty days of 
more, the trial shall be by jury unless the accused shall, in open court, ex- 
pressly waive such trial by jury and consent to a trial by the judge, in which 
case the trial shall be by such judge, and the judgment and sentence shall 
have the same force and effect in all respects as if the same had been entered 
and pronounced on the verdict of a jury. 

‘*Tn all cases not hereinbefore in this section provided for the trial shall be 
by a judge.” 


Mr. BOATNER. I ask the previous question on the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BOATNER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
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LEGALIZING DEEDS AND RECORDS, INDIAN OFFICE. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up the bill (S. 1793) to legalize 
the deeds and other records of the Office of Indian Affairs, and 
to provide and authorize the use of a seal by said office, and yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNUM], who will explain 
the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the recording of all deeds and papers heretofore 
made and done in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs be, and is 
hereby, confirmed, approved, and legalized: and said record heretofore made 
shall be deemed, taken, and held to be good and valid and shall have all the 
force and effect and be entitled to the same credit as if it had been made in 
pursuance of and in conformity tolaw. But shall have no effect whatever 
upon the validity or —_e of the deed or paper so recorded, and shall 
be no evidence of constructive notice to any persons not actually knowing 
the contents. 

SEc. 2. That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is hereby empowered and 
directed to continue to make and keep a record of every deed executed by 
any Indian, his heirs, representatives, or assigns, which may require the 
approval of the President of the United States or of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, whenever such og shall have been given, and the deed so ap- 
proved returned to said office. 

Ssc. 3. That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall cause a seal to be 
made and provided for the said office, with such device as the President of 
the United States shall approve, and copies of any public documents, rec- 
ords, books, maps, or papers belonging to or on the files of said office, authen- 
ticated by the seal and certified by the Commissioner thereof or by such offi- 
cer as may, for the time being, be acting as or for such Commissioner, shall 
be evidence equally with the originals thereof. 

Sxc. 4. That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the custody of 
said seal, and shall furnish certified copies of 7 such records, books, maps, 
or paaees belonging to or on the files of said office, to any person applying 
therefor who shall comply with the requirements of said office, upon the pay- 
ment by such parties at the rate of 10 cents per hundred words, and $1 for 
copies of — or plats, and the additional sum of 25 cents for the Commis- 
sioner’s certificate of verification, with the seal of said office; and one of the 
employés of said office shall be designated by the Commissioner as the re- 
ceiving clerk, who shall give bond in the sum of $1,000, and the amounts so 
received shall, under the direction of the Commissioner, be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States; but fees shall not be demanded for such au- 
thenticated copies as may be required by the officers of any branch of the 
Government or by any Indian who shall satisfy the Commissioner by satis- 
factory legal evidence that he or she is not able, by reason of poverty, to pay 
such fees, nor for such unverified copies as the Commissioner in his discre- 
tion may deem proper to furnish. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, the only effect of the bill now 
under consideration is to legalize certain records in the Indian 
Office, and to authorize and empower the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to have and use a seal in the authentication of copies of 
such records. 

In many of the grants of lands to Indians between 1816 and 
1867, the approval of the President or Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs was necessary in order to enable them to convey title. 
These deeds were submitted to the Indian Office, were approved 
by the proper authorities, and recorded; but in many instances 
the original deeds have been lost without being recorded in 
proper records of the State. Persons are now applying for cer- 
tified copies of these deeds and the approvals of the same, and 
are informed that there is no provision of law by which they can 
be furnished; nor is there any law on the statute which legal- 
izes the records in that office. This bill legalizes about 10,000 
pages of the records of deeds, and authorizes, as I have said, a 
seal to be prepared and used by the Commissioner in the au- 
thentication of copies of the same. It is strongly recommended 
by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. These deeds or copies of deeds 
are not made prima facie evidence under the provisions of this 
bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I will state to the gentleman that this does not 
in my judgment enlarge the powers of evidence as far as these 
papers are concerned, but simply legalizes the records of the 
deeds, and approvals of the conveyances, and enables the Com- 
missioner to furnish certified copies under seal. 

I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read a 
third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SUITS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I will call up now Senate bill 1111, to 
amend the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘An 
act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of 
the United States,” and yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Ray]. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Court of Claims and the district and circuit courts of the United States by 
sections | and 2 of the act of Congress approved March 8, 1887, entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the bringing of suitsagainst the Governmentof the United 
States,” the Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine 
claims, # establish or enforce the rights of claimants to patents from the 


United States for lands to which the claimant may be entitled under any law 
or grant of the United States; and where the value of such claim does not 
exceed $5,000 the United States district courts shall have cunenarent 20t a 
diction with said Court of Claims, and where the value exceeds $5,000 tHe 
circuit courts of the United States shall have concurrent nenen wit 


said Court of Claims: Provided, That no suitshall be maintained t the 
United States under this act unless the sameshall have been brought within 
six years after the pessage of this act if the right shall have heretofore ac- 
crued, or otherwise within six years after the right shall have accrued for 
which the suit is brought, 

Sec, 2. That upon the filing in the office of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office of a duly certified copy of any final judgment or decree estab- 
lishing the right of a claimant to a patent for public land, a patent shall be 
issued in accordance with said judgment or decree. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This appears to be a bill that ought to be 
explained with some particularity. It strikes down the bar of 
the statute of limitations, and opens up a new avenue for litiga- 
tion and liability on the part of the Government. 

Mr. RAY. r. Speaker, this Senate bill proposes to extend 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims to Ga hander and deter- 
mination of claims to establish the right of claimants to patents 
for land to which the claimant may be entitled, and also to en- 
force the right of claimants to patents from the United States to 
lands to wiih such claimants may be entitled under any law or 
grant of the United States and gives to the district courts of the 
United States concurrent jurisdiction in such matters with cer- 
tain provisos, one of which is— 

That no suit shall be maintained against the United States under this act 
unless the same shall have been brought within six years after the passage 
of this act, if the right shall have heretofore accrued, or otherwise wit 
six years after the ht shall have aecrued for which the suit is brought; 
and all persons having an interest in the subject-matter of the controversy 
adverse to the plaintiff shall be made parties defendant, 

Now, sir, the bill came from the Senate without two provi- 
sions which we added to it in the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and which were deemed advisable and necessary. One is a pro- 
vision that asuit brought in the district court of the United States 
shall be brought within the jurisdiction where the lands, the 
title to which is in question, or some part thereof, shall be lo- 
cated, and a second amendment provides that all persons having 
an interest in the subject-matter of the controversy, adverse to 
the plaintiff, shall be made parties defendant. In other words, 
we regard it as wise and.proper that when these matters come 
into the courts, a final ending shall be made of the disputed ques- 
tions, and that all parties known to have an adverse interest shall 
be made parties and have an opportunity to present their claims 
and assert their rights. We also confine the jurisdiction of this 
class of cases when a suit is brought in the United States court 
to the district courts. 

We are of the opinion that suits regarding disputed titles to 
landsshould be within the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims of 
the United States, and that the district courts of the United 
States should also have jurisdiction of those questions, and that 
it should be possible, in those cases where the parties think it 
proper and best for claimants to go into the district courts of the 
United States, in the district where the land or some part is situ- 
ated and have such auestions of title settled. As the law now 
stands, as I understand it, they are compelled to come here to 
Washington to litigate these matters and settle them in the In- 
terior Department, and when they come here the matters are not 
litigated in any legal or proper form, but more than half of these 
disputed questions are tried upon letters and affidavits, and in a 
manner that does not commend itself to the judgment of lawyers, 
or to the judgment of men of good common sense. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Do you mean to say that they 
are only litigated now in the Land Office? 

Mr. RAY. Ido not mean to say positively that they are liti- 
gated exclusively in that way, but too much so, and I think ex- 
clusively in the Interior Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The United States courtshave 
jurisdiction of these questions now, have they not? 

Mr. RAY. No, they do not; and, as I understand it, no court 
has jurisdiction, and they are tried here in the Land Office in 
the Interior Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is there any statute of limita- 
tions now? 

Mr. RAY. Ithinknot. None that I am aware of; there may 
be. I suppose the Department observes some limitation. 

Mr. H NDERSON of Iowa. This is an enlargement of the 
Tucker act, is it not, in one sense, giving the United States dis- 
trict courts larger jurisdiction? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. BOWERS. It issimply bringing this class of cases into 
line with ordinary cases at law. 

Mr. RAY. It brings oa, land claims within the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts of the United States, where they may be tried 
in a legal manner under legal forms, before a judge, and if neces- 
sary before a judge and jury. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Shouid not the United Stat 
circuitcourts also have jurisdiction, as well as the district courts 


See 


—— 
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Mr. RAY. Ifyou should extend the jurisdiction to that court, 
ou would have a clash of jurisdiction where thére was a ques- 
ion as to the value of the land. 
The Senate bill provided: 
where the valye of such claim does not excee States 


ot courte shi Pave concurrent jurisdiction, She aba hore 6 value 


feopets the cirg t courts of the United States shall have concurrent 
iction with said Court of Claims. 


tr. Se Woon of Iowa. That covers my question. 
r. RAY. We made a change in thatrespect by these amend- 
ents, because if we did not confer this jurisdiction solely upon 
the district courts you might get a litigation into the circuit 
court, and if it turned out on the trial that the value of the land 
was less than $5,000, the circuit court would be ousted of juris- 
diction, and the parties would be thrown out, and the trialsofar 
as it had gone would be unavailing. Therefore the Judiciary 
Committee regarded it as wise and proper to confine this juris- 
diction to the district court of the United States within whose 
jurisdiction the land, or a part of it, shall be located. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Then the value of the land does not affect 
the jurisdiction one way or she other? 

Mr. RAY. Notas we have amended the bill. 

Mr. CATE. Whatis the necessity for giving any jurisdiction 
to the Court of Claims? That court sits here in this city. If 
you oe jurisdiction to the local courts where the land is sit- 
uated what is the necessity for any jurisdiction on the part of 
the Court of Claims? 

Mr. RAY. There are two reasons. The Court of Claims can 
dispose of a —_ many of these disputed questions where the 
parties would not see fit or desire to go into the United States 
district court. In the Court of Claims the parties will not incur 
nearly as great an expense. The parties might be residing in 
this city or where it might be handier for them to resort to the 
Court of Claims, and many of these claims the Department itself 
might see fit to have adjudicated in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CATE. Does your act transfer the claims now pending 
before the Interior Department to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. RAY. It does not. 

Mr. CATE. It leaves them where they are? 

Mr. RAY. Itleaves pending litigations right where they are. 

Mr. CATE. Does it give a plaintiff who wants to raise a 
question concerning land, say in Texas or Arkansas, the right, 
instead of going into the local court where these parties reside 
who are made defendants, who may be numerous, and may be 
heirs, to force them to come here and adjudicate the matter in 
the Court of Claims in preference to the local court? 

Mr. RAY. No, Ido not think he can, because he could not get 
service on the parties. There is no question, Mr. Speaker, but 
what this act will result in the furtherance of the erids of justice 
and aid all litigants who have disputed land claims to be adjudi- 
cated. I can see no good reason why all such persons should not 
have the right to go into the courts of the United States and 
there, under established and well-settled rules of law, have a 
fair and impartial trial before acourtanda jury. Icansve many 
good and substantial reasons why such right should be given, 
and the Committee on the Judiciary was unanimous in reporting 
this bili. The rights of the Government and of all individuals 
will be protected, and in my judgment the ends of justice will 
be best served by the enactment into law of the provisions of this 
bill. It is a wonder to me that its provisions have not been made 
the law of the land long before this. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me 
right there, in the line of the question of the gentleman from 
Arkansas, to ask him a question? As I remember the reading 
of the bill, suit must be brought in the United States district 
court, within whose jurisdiction all the land, or some part of it, 
is situated? 

Mr. RAY. In the district within whose jurisdiction the land 
or some part thereof is located. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That would practically exclude 
the Court of Claims from most of these cases. 

Mr. RAY. No,I think not. If the party sees fit to go to the 
United States court, then this simply grants jurisdiction; and if 
the party sees fit to go to the Court of Claims, that court having 
original jurisdiction, will hear the case. Jurisdiction being con- 
current in two or more courts, the one first obtaining it will re- 
tain it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Does it not require them to go 
to the district court where some portion of the land is? 

Mr. RAY. Only where the claimant sees fit to bring his ac- 
tion in the district court. In that case. the claimant must bring 
the suit in the district court within whose jurisdiction the land, 
or part of it is located. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. One question more. 
bill been submitted to the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. RAY. The officers of the Department have been con- 


Has this 





sulted, and, as I understand, have approved the bill. It passed 
the Senate and met the approval of the Interior Department 
when cenpres there. 

Mr. Speaker, ee some gentleman desires to be heard on 
the bill, I move the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments, 

The previous question was ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, if amendments are in order, I de- 
sire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on 
the bill and amendments. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RAY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, was laid on the table. 


MAY TERM FOR UNITED STATES COURT, EASTERN DISTRICT OF 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 2968) 
to provide for a May term of the district court the United of 
States for the eastern district of South Carolina. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be aterm of the district court of the 
United States for the eastern district of South Carolina, to be holden on the 
first Monday in May in each year, in the city of Charleston, which term shall 


be in Heu of the term now provided by law for the first Monday in April in 
each year. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, this bill isa very simple one. It 
suits all parties in interest, and there can be no objection to it. 

I desire to offer an amendment to this bill embracing a gen- 
eral proposition, if there is no objection to it. [want to explain 
to the House the reason for it, and I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that judges of United States circuit and district courts may hear and 
determine all matters and make all orders in equity which may now be done 
in chambers in vacation as well as in term time, saving all rights of appeal 
of the respective parties. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I am disposed 
to raise the pointof order against that amendment, that it is not 
germane to the bill; but I will hear the explanation of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I have recently been informed by 
a judge of the United States district court, a very intelligent 
gentleman, that much trouble is experienced by the judges in 
deciding and making orders in equity which are allowed to be 
madein chambers in term time in vacation. When the court is 
in vacation they can not make these orders which are usually 

rantable as a matter of course in term time, and this amendment 
is simply to allow them to make such orders as are grantable in 
chambers in vacation as well as in term time, saving all rights 
of parties litigant. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. In all cases? 

Mr. OATES. In equity cases, as a matter of course, saving 
all rights of parties litigant. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The equity court is always open. 

Mr. OATES. It is a simple convenience to the judges, to al- 
low them to make such ordersin vacation as are granted in term 
time. That is the whole scope of it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to say anything 
on the point of order? The gentleman from New Jersey makes 
the point of order that the amendment is not germane to the 
bill. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to hear if the gentleman from New 
Jersey has any objection to the amendment? 

Mr.. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I have objection to the 
amendment, Mr. Speaker. I will sayfrankly that weare having 
a very peculiar experience in respect to criminal matters in our 
State courts being taken before the United States courts, and 
without having an opportunity to examine this matter, which is 
a general amendment, being sprung upon it in this way, I shall 
have to object. 

Mr. OATES. I can not hear the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire 
to be heard on the question of order? 

Mr. OATES. Ido not care anything about it. I was simply 
offering it at the instance of this judge I have spoken of, and if 
there is any objection to it I do not desire to embarrass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. OATES. I withdraw the amendment. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and sed. 

On motion of Mr. OATES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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REFUND OF DIRECT TAX TO THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration 
the Senate joint resolution (S. R. 9) to direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the governor of the Stateof West Vir- 
ginia the sum appropriated by the act of Congress, entitled ‘‘An 
act to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct 
tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia, under the pro- 
visions, conditions, and limitations of the act of Con entitled “‘An act 
to credit and pay to the several States and Terri and the District of 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Con- 
gress approved August 5, 1861,” which act was approved h 2, 1891, the 
sum of $181,306.93, less the sum of $27,328.18, which was paid to the governor 
of the State of West Virginia on the 25th day of August, 1891, to be held in 
trust for the citizens and inhabitants of said State, notwithstanding any 
claim by the Government of the United States against the State of Virginia. 

Suc. 2. It is further provided that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, requested and instructed in respect to the bonds of Vir; held 
by the United States to make such settlement with the State of Virginia as 
a majority of the bondholders of that State have accepted, or may accept 
through the bondholders’ committee, and upon the receipt of such securities 
of Virginia as may be issued and a rtioned to be received in lieu of the 
viwinie bends held by the United States, shall deliver them to the State of 

Mr. Bit'RROWS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that this bill should be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan makes the 
point of order that this bill must be considered in Committee of 
the Whole. ’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. I do not think that is correct. 
The money has already been appropriated. 

Mr. BURROWS. But it has not been paid. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. It has been held because the 
accounting officers of the Treasury have claimed that there was 
a debt of the State of Old Virginia to the Government. They 
think that this ought to be a set-off against that debt. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand that that is so; but that does 
not in any way affect the point of order, that the matter should 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. I ask unanimous consent that 
the joint resolution be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I think thatthis is important, 
and that the bill should go into the Committee of the Whole 
for consideration. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That would throw it out of this 
order, would it not? If that is not in order, wecan go ahead 
and consider matters that can be taken up in the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. It could be considered in the Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The order provides that bills on all the Cal- 
endars can be considered. Of course it is subject to the rule of 
the House as to appropriations. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well, then we would have to go into 
Committee of the Whole, and there are only two minutes more 
remaining for the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
is there remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Six or seven minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. I would say that this bill 
passed the Senate unanimously. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would suggest that youcall upsome other 
bill, because I will have to insist on the consideration of this bill 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. I withdraw the bill if there 
is to be objection to it, as it can not be disposed of in the hour 
given our committee. 


FEES OF JURORS AND WITNESSES IN CERTAIN UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT COURTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
6262), reported asa substitute for House biil 5136, fixing the fees 
of jurors and witnesses in the United States courts in certain 
States and Territories. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ut enacted, ete., That jurors and witnesses in the United States courts in 
the States of Wyoming, Montana, Wash n, Oregon, California, Nevada, 
Idaho, and Colorado, and in the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and 
Utah, shall be entitled to and receive 15 cents for each mile necessaril 
traveled over any stage line or by private conveyance, and 5 cents for eac 
mile over any railway in going to and returning from said courts: Provided, 
That no constructive or double mileage fees shall be allowed by reason of 
any person being summoned both as witness and juror, or as witness in two 


S 0 cases pending in the same court and triable at the same term 
ereot, 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. 
= BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the report 
re . 
The report (by Mr. BRODERICK) was read, as follows: 


ttee on the Judiciary having had under consideration House 


The Commi 
bill 5136 find that the fees allowed in the Western States and Territories to 
urors and witnesses in the United States courts are not uniform 


, Congress 
aving made special provision in some instances; that jurors and witnesses 


have to travel ane, Ginoneee, and uently by stage or private conveyance, 
and that the act cost of trave this way is about 10 cents per mile; 
that the cost of trav by rail is 4 to 5 cents per mile. 

The committee is of ion that the cost of trav is about the same in 


all this region, and that the fees should be uniform, and therefore report the 
oak back with a substitute for same and recommend that the substitute be 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does this bill involve any additional charge 
upon the Treasury? 

Mr. BRODERICK. No, sir. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. r. Speaker, I will simply say 
that this bill is intended to equalize the fees of jurors and wit- 
nesses in the Territories named in it, and unless some gentle- 
man desires to ask a question I will not oceupy the time of the 
House in discussing the measure or the necessity for it. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming, I desire to say in behalf of this bill that 
it is simply intended, as he states, to equalize the fees. I wasa 
member of the subcommittee that examined the subject very 
carefully. They found that in some cases the fees had been too 
high and in others too low, and this bill is designed to adjust 
and equalize them. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The bill was introduced in the first place 
by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], applying only to 
his own State, but after consideration of the matter by the sub- 
committee, they concluded that there ought to be a uniform rule 
applying to all of that mountain and intermountain a, and 
hence they reported this substitute for the original bill, making 
it apply to all that part of the country. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time, 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. BRODERICK moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The original bill (H. R. 5136) was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled bills, re- 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
— resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

A bill(S. 3415) to remove the political disabilities of William 
S. Walker, of Atlanta, Ga.; 

A bill (S. 1958) to submit to the court of private land claims, 
established by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, the 
title of William McGarrahan to the Teaches Panoche Grande, in 
the State of California, and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 46) providing for an investigation rela- 
tive to the ‘‘slums of cities;” 

A bill (H. R. 3971) to provide for the opening of alleys in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (BH. R. 8533) making appropriations for fortif ations 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

SOLDIERS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 

The SPEAKER. Senate bill No. 1675, granting an increase 
of pension to soldiers of the Mexican war in certain cases, has 
been on the Speaker's table, and will now be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


YELLOWSTONE PARK INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr.S er, I rise to present a privileged re- 
port. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Lands to re- 
port back the testimony taken in the matter of the investigation 
of the management of the Yellowstone Park, and the cancella- 
tion of certain leases with the accompanying bill. I ask that 
the bill, report, and testimony be printed, that the minority 
have leave to file their views, and to be printed when filed, and 
that the consideration of the matter be aspen’ until next 
session of Congress, with whatever privilege of consideration 
reserved when called up as if then presented for immediate con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9597) to punish crime and to eee the granting and for- 
feiture of leases in the Yellowstone National Park, and for other purposes. 


- 
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The SPEAKER. This bill will be read a first and second 
time, printed and put upon the Calendar; the report of the 
committee with the accompanying testimony will rinted, 
and also the views of the minority when filed, and the bill will 
retain any privilege that may attach to it until called up. 


FURTHER CONTINUANCE OF THE PUBLICATION OF THE RE- 
VISED STATUTES. 


Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9223) for the further con- 
tinuance of the publication of the Revised Statutes; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

RECEIVERS OF NATIONAL BANKS, ETC. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri (when the Committee on Banking and 
Currency was called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7213) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the appointment 
of receivers of national banks,and for other purposes,” approved 
June 30, 1876. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That section 3 of an act entitled “An act authorizing the 
appointmentof receivers of national banks, and for other purposes, approved 
June 30, 1876," is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

* Suc. 3. That whenever any association shall have been or shall be placed 
in the hands of a receiver, as provided in section 5234 and other sections of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and when, as provided in section 
5236 thereof, the Comptroller of the Currency shall have paid to each and 
every creditor of such association, not including shareholders who are cred- 
itors of such association, whose claim or claims as such creditor shall have 
been proved or allowed as therein prescribed, the full amount of such claims, 
and all expenses of the receivership and the redemption of the circulatin, 
notes of such association shall have been provided for by Spomee lawfu 
money of the United States with the Treasurer of the United States, the 
Comptroller of the Currency shallcall a meeting of theshareholders of such 
association by giving notice thereof for thirty days in a newspaper pub- 
lished in the town, city, or county where the business of such association 
was carried on, or if no newspaper is there published, in the newspaper pub- 
lished nearest thereto. At such meeting the shareholders shall determine 
whether the receiver shall be continued and shall wind up the affairs of such 
association, or whether an agent shall be elected for that purpose, and in so 
determining the said shareholders shall vote by ballotin person or by proxy, 
each share of stock entitling the holder to one vote, and the a ig of the 
stock in value and number of shares shall be necessary to determine whether 
the said receiver shall be continued or whether an agent shall be elected. 
In case such majority shall determine that the said receiver shall be con- 
tinued, the said receiver shall thereupon proceed with the execution of his 
trust, and shall sell, dispose of, or otherwise collect the assets of the said as- 
sociation, and shall possess all the powers and authority, and be subject to 
all the duties and liabilities originally conferred or im sees him by his 
so as such receiver, so far as thesamerem: applicable. Incase 
the said meeting shall, by the vote of the majority of the stock in value and 
number of shares, determine thatan agent shall be elected, the said meeting 
shall thereupon proceed to elect an agent, voting by ballot in son or by 
proxy, each share of stock entitling the holder to one vote, and the person 
who shall receive votes Hy weeny at least a majority of stock in value and 
number shall be declared the agent for the p' hereinafter provided, and 
whenever any of the shareholders of the association shall, after the election 
of such agent, have executed and filed a bond to the satisfaction of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, conditioned for the payment and discharge in full of 
each and every claim that may thereafter be proved and allowed by and before 
a competent court, and for the faithful ormance of all and s the 
duties of such trust, the Comptroller and the receiver shall thereupon trans- 
fer and deliver to such agent all the undivided or uncollected or other assets 
of such association then remaining in the hands or subject to the order and 
control of said Comptroller and said receiver, or either of them; and for this 
purpose said Comptroller and said receiver are hereby severally empowered 
and directed to execute any deed, assignment, transfer, or other instrument 
in writing that may be ae and proper, and upon theexecution and de- 
livery of such instrument to the said agent the said Comptroller and the 
said receiver shall bY. virtue of this act be discharged from any and all lia- 
bilities to such association, and to each and all the creditors and shareholders 
thereof. Upon receiving such deed, assignment, transfer, or other instru- 
ment, the person elected such ane shall hold, control, and dispose of the as- 
sets and property of such association which he may receive under the terms 
hereof, for the benefit of the shareholders of such association, and he may 
in his own name, or in the name of such association, sue and be sued, and do 
all other lawful acts and things necessary to finally settle and distribute the 
assets and property in his hands, and may sell, compromise, or compound 
the debts due to such association, with the consent and approval of the cir- 
cuit or district court of the United States for the district where the business 
of such association was carried on, and shall at the conclusion of his trust 
render to such district or circuit court a full account of all his proceedings, 
receipts, and expenditures as such agent, which court shall, upon due notice, 
settle and adjust such accounts and discharge said agent and the sureties 
upon said bond. At such meeting, held as hereinbefore provided, adminis- 
trators or executors of deceased shareholders may act and as the de- 
cedent might have done if living, and guardians of minors and trustees of 
other persons may so act and sign for their ward or wards or cestui que 
trust. The proce 8 of the assets or aa of any such association which 
may be undistributed at the time of such meeting or may be subsequently 
received shall be distributed as follows: 

‘ - —— ‘lopay the expenses of the execution of the trust to the date of such 
ayment. 


“Second. To repay any amount or amounts which have been paid in by any 


shareholder or shareholders of such association upon and by reason of any | 
and all assessments made upon the stock of such association by the order of | 


the Comptroller of the Currency in accordance with the provisions of the | stockholders shall neglect or refuse to elect an agent or file a bond as here- 


Statutes of the United States: and 

“Third. The balance ratably among such stockholders in proportion tothe 
numberof shares held and owned by each. Such distribution shall be made, 
from time to time, as the proceeds shall be received and as shall be deemed 
advisable by the said Comptroller or said agent.” 


Mr. COBR of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report 
be read. 


| 
| 


The report (by Mr. CoBB of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Banking and Currency, having bad under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 7213) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the appoint- 
ment of receivers of national banks, and for other purposes,.”" anpeoved 3 une 
30, 1876, do report the accompanying bill as a substitute therefor and recom- 
—_ the passage of the substitute, and that the original bill do lie upon the 
table. 

The provisions of the bill hereby favorably reported are substantially those 
contained in the original bill, the alterations therein having been made to 

erfect the provisions contained in the bill as originally introduced. This 

ill is intended to vomnesy certain defects in the provisions of the national- 
bank act relating to receiverships and distribution in cases of dissolution. 

As originally passed, the national banking act provided for the distribu- 
tion by the Comptroller of the Currency of the assets of the bank, first, to 
the creditors of the bank and to the holders of its notes, and second, of the 
residue, if any, to the shareholders of the association or their legal repre- 
sentatives in proportion to the stock held by them respectively. By section 
3 of the act of 1876 this provision of the law was so altered as to require that 
after the payment of the debts of the bank and securing the circulation 
thereof, the Comptroller of the Currency should call a meeting of the stock- 
holders, at which meeting an agent should be elected, and upon his filing 
security the Comptroller and the receiver were to turn over to the agent all 
the property and assets of the bank remaining undistributed. Thisagent was 
authorized to sell the property of the bank as he might be directed by the 
stockholders. A practical difficulty has been developed by reason of this 
provision that the agent should dispose of the property as directed by the 
stockholders, to wit, that purchasers of property, and particularly real prop- 
erty, from the agent, refuse to take title upon the ground that the evidence 
that his sale is in accordance with the directions of the stockholders is not 
attainable and can not be preserved. 

In one case which has been called to the attention of your committee, a 
very large amount of valuable real estate is entirely unsalable because of this 
unnecessary restriction. 

Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of this bill providing 
that the stockholders may, ifthey choose, continue the receivershipand close 
up the affairs of the bank by means of the receiver and the Comptroller of 
the Currency, or if they prefer they may elect their own agent, and when so 
elected he is vested with absolute power to dispose of the property as their 
voluntarily selected trustee. 

Of course he is left subject to the right of any person interested in the 
funds to question his acts, and to call him to account for any abuse or mis 
use of his powers. 

Another defect in the national-bank act, which it is intended by this bill 
to remedy, relates to the distribution of the proceeds realized by the sale of 
the property of the bank to and amongst the shareholders after the paymen' 
of the debts and the securing of the circulation of the bank. 

There is no existing provision which authorizes the Comptroller to dis- 
tribute the money so remaining among the shareholders. By this act he is 
authorized to make such distribution in case the receivership is continued. 
The act originally provided that the remaining assets and property of the 
bank, after the payment of its debts and the securing of its circulation, shall 
be distributed to and amongst the shareholders of the bank proportionately 
to the number of shares held by them respectively. Under this provision 
shareholders who have not paid assessments levied to restore the capital of 
the bank, or to liquidate the claims of its creditors, have asserted their right 
to share in the ultimate residue of the aoe of the bank in the same pro- 
portion as shareholders who have paid such assessments. The inequity of 
such a distribution will be entirely plain to any disinterested person. There 
is, however, in the law no authority given to anybody to refund to the share- 
holder the amount which he has by reason of such assessments before 
distributing the residue among all the shareholders. 

The bill, the passage of which your committee now recommends, provides 
that after the creditors of the bank are all paid and its circulation all seeured, 
that then, if there remain any residue after paying the expenses of admin- 
istering the trust, it shall be first applied to returning to the stockholders 
who have d such assessments the amount so — by them, with interest, 
or so much thereof as such residue may be sufficient to pay. When these 
payments are all made, the bill provides for the distribution of the residue 
to and amongst the shareholders of the bank in proportion to the value of 
their respective shares. This distribution should be made upon the basis 
of the value, because shares of the banks are not always of equal value, and 
in some instances the shares have not been fully paid up, and the owners of 
shares not fully paid should, in the opinion of your committee, share in the 
proceeds of its property only in proportion to the amount they have paid in 
on their shares and not in proportion to the number of shares held by them 
irrespective of the question whether they are fully or only partially paid 
for. 


The substitute referred to in the report (H. R. 7724) is as fol- 
lows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of an act entitled “An act authorizing the 
appointment of receivers of national banks, and for other purposes,”’ ap- 
proved Jane 30, 1876, is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That whenever any association shall have been or shall be placed 
in the hands of a receiver, as provided in section 5234 and other sections of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and when, as provided in section 
5236 thereof, the Comptroller of the Currency shall have paid to each and 
every creditor of such association, not including shareholders whoare cred- 
itors of such association, whose claim or claims as such creditor shall have 
been proved or allowed as therein prescribed, the full amountof such claims 
and all expenses of the receivership and the redemption of the circulating 
notes of such association shall have been provided for by depositing lawful 
money of the United States with the Treasurer of the United States, the 
Comptroller of the Currency shall call a meeting of the shareholders of such 
association by giving notice thereof for thirty days in anewspaper published 
in the town, city, or county where the business of such association was car- 
ried on, or if no newspaper is there published, in the newspaper published 
nearest thereto. At such meeting the shareholders shall determine whether 
the receivership shall be continued and the receiver wind up the affairs of 
such association, or whether an agent shall be elected for that purpose, and 
in so determining the said shareholders shall vote by ballot or by proxy, each 
share of stock entitling the holder to one vote, and the majority of thestock 
in value shall be necessary to determine whether the said receivership shall 
be continued or whether an agent shall be elected. Incase such majority 
shall determine that the said receivership shall be continued, or in case said 


inafter required, for the period of four months after the date of the notice 
of the Comptroller calling a meeting of shareholders as above provided, 
then the said receiver shall thereupon proceed with the execution of his 
trust and shall sell. dispose of, or otherwise collect the assets of the said 
association and shall possess all the powers and authority and be subject 
to all the duties and liabilities o ally conferred or imposed upon him 
by his appointment as such receiver, so far as the same remain appli- 
cable. In case the said meeting shall by the vote of a majority of the stock 
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in value and number of shares determine that an agent snall be elected, 
the said meeting shall thereupon meogeed to elect an agent, voting by bal- 
lot, in person, or by proxy, each of stock enti the holder to one 
yote, and the person who shall receive votes at least a ma- 
ority of stock in value shall be declared the agent for perpenen here. 
after provided, and whenever any of the shareholders of the ation 
fhall, after tha tlection of such agent, have executed and filed a bond to 
the —_—. of the Comptroller of the , conditioned for the pay- 
ment and discharge in full of each and every claim that thereafter be 
proved and allowed by and before acourt of competent 
the assets may b2 sufficient, and for the faithful ormance of all sin- 
gular the duties of such trust, the a and the ver shall there- 
upon transfer and deliver to such agent all the undivided or uncollected or 
otherassetsof suchassociation then remaining in the or subject to the 
order and control of said Comptroller and saidreceiver, oreither of them; and 
for this said Comptroller and said receiver are hereby severally em- 
powe and directcé to execute any deed, t, traasfer, or other in- 
strument in writ that may be necessary proper, ne een the execu- 
tion and delivery of such instrument to the said agent, the Comptrolier 
and the said receiver shall by virtue of this act be discharged from any and 
all liabilities, except for fraud and malfeasance, to such association and to 
each and all the creditors and shareholders thereof. Upon recei such 
, assignment, transfer, or other instrument, the person elec such 
agent shall hold, control, and dispose of the assets and pro’ of such as- 
sociation which he may receive under the terms hereof, for the benefit of 
the shareholders of such association, and he may in his own name, or in the 
name of such association, sue and be sued, and do all other lawful acts and 
things necessary to finally settle and distribute the proceeds of the assets 
and property in his hands, and may sell, compromise, or compound the debts 
due to such association, with the consent and approval of the circuit or dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district where the business of such 
tion was carried on, and shall at the conclusion of his trust render to 
such district or circuit court a full account of all his pr . receipts, 
and mditures as such com, which court shall, upon due notice, settle 
and ust such accounts and e said agent and the sureties upon 
said bond. At such mee’ , hejd as hereinbefore provided, trators 
or executors of deceased shareholders may act and s as the decedent 
might have done if living, and guardians of minors and trustees of other 
persons may £0 actand s for their ward or wards or cestui trust. The 
eeds of the assets or property of any such association which may be un- 
istributed at the time the mee herein provided for is called, or may be 
subsequently received after the payment of all debts of such association, 
Shail be distributed as follows: 

‘First. To pay theexpenses of the execution of the trust to the date of such 
payment; 

“Second. To repay ratably, with interest, any amount or amounts which 
bave been paid in by any shareholder or sh olders of such association, 
upon and by reason of any and all assessments made within two years before 
the ge of the receiver to Ph any deficiency in the capital stock 
of suc qeooeeen. or by reason of the enforcement of the personal liability 
of such shareholder or shareholders in accordance with the provisions of the 
statutes of the United States; an 

‘Third. Theremainder ratably amongsuch stockholders or their legalrep- 

portion to the par value of shares held and owned by 
each. Such distribution shall be made, from time to time, as the proceeds 
—* received and as shall be deemed advisable by the said Comptroller 
or said agent.” 


Mr.COBB of Missouri. Mr.S er, it will be observed that 
the report accompanies House bill 7724, reported by the com- 
mittee as a substitute for the original bill, which has been read. 
The bill reported by the committee simply provides that in case 
of the failure of a national bank which 1s in the hands of a re- 
ceiver, after the outstanding issues of the bank and all its debts 
have been paid both to the Government and to the depositors, 
the residue, if any, may be put under the control of the share- 
holders of the bank. Under the present law the Comptroller of 
the Currency or the receiver is compelled to wind up the entire 
affairs of the bank, very frequently to the detriment of the share- 
holders. This bill simply gives the shareholders the privilege, 
after ali debts are paid, of taking ion of the property and 
turning it over to an agent or letting it remain in the hands of 
the receiver, as they may elect. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will the gentleman per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Yes, sir. | 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. As I understand, at pres- 
ent itis the duty of the receiver, where the assets of the bank 
are not sufficient to meet its liabilities, to order an assessment 
upon the capital stock, and, in case that assessment is not paid, 
to bring suit for the payment thereof. Now, does this bill take 
charge of the affairs of the bank before or after that proceeding? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. After that; not until all the creditors 
are paid. 


ction so far as 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. So that the mt of the | P 
- 7 arse od The inequity of such a distribution wii! be entirely plain to any 


bank willnot have to bring those suits? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. He will not. 
Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield for a | 
moment? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Certainly. 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri has | 
very kindly yielded to me. I want to offer an amendment to 
this bill. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. I did not yield for an amendment. 
Mr. OATES. I trust the gentleman will not object to it. 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Yes; I object to any amendment at 


present, but I will let the amendment b2_read. 
The amendment of Mr. OATES was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding at the end of the bill: “ And that section 3412 0f the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States be, and the same is hereby, repealed.” 


Mr. OATES. This simply repeals the section of the Revised 
Statutes which —- a prohibitory tax on the State banks. 

ne COBB of Missouri. I decline to yield for that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WALKER (to Mr. OATES). Do not do that. This isa 
vos important bill. 

r. OATES. Oh, I know the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WALKER] objects to the amendment, but this is the na- 
tional Democratic platform. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to understand. Does 
the amon from Missouri [Mr. Coss] yield for this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. No, sir. 

The a of the bill under consideration are substan- 
tially those contained in the original bill, the alterations therein 
having been made to perfect the provisions contained in the bill 
as originally introduced. This bill is intended to remedy certain 
defects in the provisions of the national-bank act relating to re. 
ceiverships and distribution in cases of dissolution. 

As originally peorene the national banking act provided for the 
distribution by the Comptroller of the Currency of the assets of © 
the bank, first, to the creditors of the bank and to the holdersof 
its notes, and second, of the residue, if any, to the shareholders 
of the association or their legal representatives in ne to 
the stock held by them respectively. By section 3 of the act of 
1876 this provision of the law was so altered as to require that 
after the payment of the debts of the bank and securing the cir- 
culation thereof the Comptroller of the Currency should call a 
meeting of the stockholders, at which meeting an agent should 
be elected, and upon his filing security the Comptroller and the 
receiver were to turn over to the agent all the property and as- 
sets of the bank remaining undistributed. 

This agent was authorized to sell the property of the bank as 
he might be directed by thestockholders. A practical difficulty 
has been developed by reason of this provision that the agent 
should dispose of the property as directed by the stockholders, 
to wit, that purchasers of property, and particularly real prop- 
erty, from the ageut, refuse to take title upon the ground that 
the evidence that his sale is in accordance with the directions 
of the stockholders is not attainable and can not be preserved. 

In one case which has been called to our attention a very large 
amount of valuable real estate is entirely unsalable because of 
this unnecessary restriction. 

This bill provides that the stockholders may, if they choose, 
continue the receivership‘and close up the affairs of the bank by 
means of the receiver and the Comptroller of the Currency, or 
if they prefer, they may elect their own agent, and when soelecte 
he is vested with absolute power to dispose of the property as 
their voluntarily selected trustee. 

Of course he is left subject to the right of any person inter- 
ested in the funds to question his acts and to call him to account 
for any abuse or misuse of his powers. 

Another defect in the national-bank act which it is intended 
by this bill to remedy relates to the distribution of the proceeds 
realized by the sale of the property of the bank to and amongst 
the shareholders after the payment of the debts and the securing 
of the circulation of the bank. 

There is no existing provision which authorizes the Comptrol- 
ler todistribute the money so remaining among the shareholders. 
By this act he is authorized to make such distribution in case 
the receivership iscontinued. The actoriginally provided that 
the remaining assets and property of the bank, after the pay- 
ment of its debts and the securing of its circulation, shall be dis- 
tributed to and amongst the shareholders of the bank propor- 
tionately to the number of shares held by them respectively. 
Under this provision shareholders who have not paid assess- 
ments levied to restore the capital of the bank, or to liquidate 
the claims of its creditors, have asserted their right to share in 
the ultimate residue of the property of the bank in the same 
roportion as shareholders who hav~ d such assessments. 


disinterested person. There is, however, in the law no authorit 
iven to anybody to refund tothe shareholder the amount whic 
e has paid by reason of such assessments before distributing 
the residue among all the shareholders. 

The bill provides that after the creditors of the bank are all paid 
and its circulation all secured, that then, if there remain any 
residue after paying the expenses of administering the trust, it 
shall be first applied to returning to the stockholders who have 
paid such assessments the amount so paid by them, with inter- 
est, or so much thereof as such residue ma sufficient to pay. 
When these payments are all made, the bill provides for the dis- 
tribution of the residue to and amongst the shareholders of the 
bank in proportion to the value of their respective shares. This 
distribution should be made upon the basis of the value, because 
shares of the banks are not always of equal value, and in some 
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instances the shares have not been fully paid up, and the owners 
of shares not fully paid should share in the proceeds of its prop- 
erty only in ee to the amount they have paid in on their 
shares and not in proportion to the number of shares held by 
them irrespective of the question. whether they are fully or only 
partially paid for. 

I fail to see, Mr. Speaker, how any member, whatever his 
views may be on our present banking system, can urge any valid 
objection to the bill under consideration. It is a much-needed 

eguard, not only to bankers and holders of bank stocks, but to 
depositors and the business community in general. 

We all realize that our banking and financial system needs se- 
rious consideration, and it is to be hoped at no remote day we 
may enact a general law that will be alike just toall classes and 
all sections. 
consider this a step in that direction. 


It is our duty to the people to work to that end. [ | 





Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from | 


Arkansas [Mr. CATE]. 
Mr. CATE. Mr. Speaker, itis not necessary to add anything 


>. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill does not affect the 
creditors of the bank at all. It does not change, so far as the 
United States and the creditors of the bank are concerned, the 
law which now regulates the settlement of a bank’s affairs. It 
applies simply tothe distribution of the assets of the bank among 
its stockholders after the creditors of every description have been 
paid. At present when a bank is insolvent the stockholders 
may be required under the law of the United States to pay an 
assessment in amount equal to the par value of their shares. 
But after such assessments have been made there isno provision 
of law under which in the distribution of the assets there can be 
paid over to the stockholders property subsequently gathered 
in; so that the stockholders necessarily lose what they pay by 
way of assessment to enable the bank to meet its liabilities. 

The present law has been suggested by a condition of cireum- 
stances occurring in eonnection with the failure of a bank in 
Chicago. The bank became insolvent and was put in the hands 


| of a receiver, but at the time he took charge of its-Affairs he 


further after the reading of the report and the statement of my | 


colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Coss]. This is simply an amendment to the act of 1876, which 
was an amendment to the original banking law. It provides for 
the appointment of an agent and gives him more definite pow- 
ers after the payment of the debts of the national bank, meaning 
by debts those that are due to the depositors and the holders of 
the circulating notes. 

As originally passed, the national-banking act provided that 
the Comptroller of the Currency should distribute the assets of 
the bank first to the creditors, next to the noteholders, and the 
residue, if any, to the shareholders of the association, or their 
legal representatives in proportion to the stock held by them 
respectively. 


the redemption of its circulation, the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency should call a meeting of the stockholders at which time 
an agent should be selected; and it was provided that this agent 
should sell the real estate belonging to the bank. A difficulty 
arose in this respect; the agent was authorized to make this sale 
of real estate according to the direction of the shareholders; 
but there was no way of establishing the fact that the sale was 
in accordance with such direction, and hence aros2 trouble in 
assuring to purchasers an unimpeachable title. 

This bill obviates that difficulty by providing that the stock 
holders may continue the comptroller and receiver in charge at 
their election, or they may appoint this agent. In the one case 
the comptroller and receiver wind up the affairs of the bank; in 
the other, the agent, if selected, has authority to sell the real 
estate and convey it absolutely by deed without respect to any 
express direction of the stockholders. 
in the title is obviated. That is one provision of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I wish to inquire what is the at- 
titude of the Treasury Department in regard to this matter. 

Mr. CATE. 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

Mr.COBBof Missouri. Itis recommended by the Comptroller 
of the Currency. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the bill make any change in regard to the 
security of the depositors? 

Mr. CATE. It does not affect that at all. 


meet another difficulty which has arisen under the existing law. 
The law, as it now stands, provides that after the debts and lia- 
bilities of the bank have been met, the residue of the assets shall 
be divided equally among the shareholders. Now, when assess- 


ments are made to meet the liabilities of the bank, some of the | that will be unobjectionable, by permitting the agent to convey 


shareholders may pay their assessments, and others may not; | 


By the act of 1876 this provision was altered so as | 
to require that after the payment of the debts of the bank and | 


Thus, any possible defect | 





but under the law, as it nowstands, the residue of the assets, after | 


discharging the debts and liabilities of the banks, is to be dis- 
tributed among the shareholders in accordance with the number 
of shares held by them, irrespective of the fact whether they 
have paid their assessments or not. 


This bill provides that in such a case the stockholders who | 
have paid their assessments shall have that money returned to | 


them with interest, and the balance, if any, shall be divided 
equally among the shareholders—according to the value of their 
respective shares—not according to the certificates of the stock: 
so that if some stockholders have paid up their stock in full, and 
others have not, this balance is to be divided among them rata- 
bly in accordance with the amounts they have paidia. In short, 
the bill provides for an equitable distribution of the assets of 
the bank among the stockholders after the creditors of the in- 
stitution have been paid, and in this way we propose to obviate 
some of the hardships of the existing law. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. 
from Kentucky [Mr. DICKERSON]. 


I yield ten minutes to the gentleman | 


could not find assets sufficient to pay the debts and therefore 
levied on the stockholders an assessment of a certain amount 
upon their shares; I do not remember the amount. A large 
number of them paid this assessment; a few of them didnot. At 
that time some real estate in the suburbs of Chicago belonging 
to the bank was regarded as comparatively worthless; but since 
the settlement this nt has become of very great value— 
enough to provide quite a large distribution among the stock- 
holders. Sufficient to reimburse the shareholders the amount 
paid on assessment and a large per cent on the whole number of 
shares. 

Now, they want to sell the property and distribute it. They 
want to distribute it — equitable grounds, first providing 
that the shareholders, who paid in on their assessments, should 
first be reimbursed, and afterwards the remainder should be 
distributed pro rata amongst the shareholders generally, which 
seems to me to be an entirely unobjectionable provision. 

There is another defect which it is intended to correct by the 
provisions of this bill. Whena bank becomes insolvent and the 
receiver settles its affairs in so far as the creditors are concerned, 
the law arbitrarily requires the Comptroller of the Currency to 
call a meeting of the stockholders and requires them to go 
through the form and incur expense of an election as to whether 
they would continue the receivership of the bank,or elect an agent 


| to control its affairs. 


This bill lodges with them a discretion to act without any in- 
terference of the Comptroller when he certifies that all of the 
liabilities of the institution have been adjusted. AsTI said be- 
fore, it also provides that shareholders who paid in their assess- 
ments shall be fully reimbursed before the shareholders who 
paid nothing shall reczive any part of the distribution of the 
fund remaining after the liquidation of the indebtedness of the 
bank. It does not affect the present banking law up to the point 


| whore all of the creditors and the United States are entirely sat- 
Shag | isfied. 
I understand the measure is indorsed by the | c 


After that it puts the affairs in the hands of the stock- 
holders. 

There is another proposition to which the gentleman from 
Arkansas referred, and I will allude to it briefly in this connec- 
tion. There are infants, imbeciles and lunatics, and others who 


| own property in these insolvent banks, and whocan not as stock- 
| holders pass title. 


| instances to gather up through all parts of the United States, 
A further provision of the bill, Mr. Speaker, is designed to |... P P p toon ts 


It costs aconsiderable sum of money in many 


and in some instances even beyond the Territorial limits of the 
United States, these persons in order to bring them before the 
court or securetheir consent to have asale made, or legal pro- 
ceedings taken by which a title to real property may be passed. 
This bill seeks to make it possible to pass a title in such form 


the title, and thus remove any cloud or any question of doubt 
which may arise from the bank’s record. This can not readily 
be done now, and the difficulty of correcting this feature casts a 
cloud upon the title. We are endeavoring in this bill to provide 
a remedy for these several defects. 

[ ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under which the bill was 
ordered toathird reading; and being read the third time, was 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


REDEMPTION OF STOLEN NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 


Mr. DICKERSON. [am directed by the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
6183) to amend the national-bank act in providing for the re- 
demption of national-bank notes stolen from or lost by banks of 
issue. ” 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of the Revised Stututes of the United 
States, as contained in sections 5226, 5227, 5228 5229, 5230, 5231, and 5232, shall 
apply to all national-bank notes that have been or may be received by any 
national bank, whenever such notes are alleged to have been lost or stolen 
and put in cireulation with or without f signatures. 

Thecommittee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike outaill after the word “ States,”’ in line 4, and insert, ‘‘ providing for 
the redemption of national-bank notes, shall apply to all national-bank notes 
that have nh or may be issued to, or recefved by, any national bank, not- 
withstanding such notes may have been lost by or stolen from the bank and 
put incireulation without the signature or upon the forged signature of the 
president or vice-president and cashier.” 

Mr. DICKERSON. The reportaccompanying this bill is quite 
lengthy, and will probably require some ten or fifteen minutes 
toread. Ican male a brief statement which will probably cover 
all of the ground. 

Under the present banking law the notes issued by national 
banks are issued, as you are aware on the deposit of bonds and 
money in the Treasury of the United States to secure their re- 
demption. It has been held by the Treasury Department that 
where these notes, when delivered to national banks have been 
stolen and put in circulation after they have been signed by the 
president of the bank or cashier, that the bank is bound to re- 
deem them, and that the United States is also bound to redeem 
them because they are then the notes of the bank. They have 
held, however, that where these notes were delivered to the 
banks’ agent, either the express company or an official of the 
bank and have been stolen or lost and are put in circulation be- 
fore they were signed by the officials of the bank, that technic- 
ally they are not the notes of the bank and under the law can 
not be redeemed. 

The result has been, notwithstanding the fact that the United 
States holds in the Treasury a sum for their redemption, that 
the bank can not redeem and the United States will not redeem 
them, so the Government of the United States practically appro- 
priates the money that has been lodged in the Treasury for their 
redemption, and the loss falls upon the holder of the note. The 
Government is an absolute gainer to that extent, and the party 
who holds the note loses the amount. Its loss falls upon the per- 
son who is entirely innocent of any knowledge that the note has 
not been properly issued. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let me ask the gentleman will anote not signed 
pass atally Does it not require the signature to pass it? 

Mr. DICKERSON. The people of the country receive these 
notes on the faith of the guaranty of the United States, and rarely 
look to see whether they are signed or not. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does the gentleman mean that they pass without 
signature? 

Mr. DICKERSON. They have been passed in thatway. But, 
as I was saying, the people largely do not know that the bank 
officials are required to sign the notes at all. 

Therefore, they take them, upon the faith of the skillful en- 
graving, the quality of material used, and the signature and 
stamp of the Treasury. They donotinquire into the signatures 
of the bank officials. Now, as to the genuineness of the —- 
tures of the bank officials upon a note that is issued by a bank in 
New York and circulating in Texas or in Kansas, it is absolutely 
impossible for the person to whom such a note is tendered to as- 
certain whether the signatures are genuine or not, and I do not 
believe any man in the House or in the United States ever looks 
at the signatures upon these bank notes, that is the signatures 
of the bank officials, to ascertain whether they are genuine or 
not. Therefore, the people are easily imposed upon, and you can 
circulate these bills and pass them with impunity. 

If a thief robs a bank of these unsigned bills, he will not pre- | 
sent them, of course, for redemption. He will not be the man | 
who comes into view. He takes the money and passes it upon 
innocent people throughout the country, and when they present | 
the notes at the bank, although every note may have passed | 
from person to person and paid debts for months, the bank will 
refuse to redeem, the Government will refuse to redeem, and | 
the Government retains the funds in its hands, and leaves the | 
party with the unsigned note to lose the amount that he ex- | 
changed forit. Now, the fact that the bank receives this money | 
almost complete, lacking only the signatures of its officers, of | 
the genuineness of which the receiver of the note can not pos- | 
sibly be informed, and which he can not test, the committee 
thought that when the bank received the money in that condi- | 
tion, it ought to be held to the highest responsibility for the | 
safe-keeping of the money, and its correct and yeguber ue. 

We have believed that the law ought to raise a conclusive pre- | 
sumption against the banks, so that when the Comptroller of the | 
Currency delivers the note, either to the express ae which | 


is the agent of a bank, or to the officials of the bank, that they 


must be held to an absolute responsibility if they permit the | 


notes to get into circulation in anyform. We ought to hold the 
safe from loss by reason of the bank's neglect and require 
the ks to meet it. 

Mr. RAY. Would you advise the same rule, supposing the 
notes should be stolen from the Treasury Department after they 
were ready to go to the bank, or supposing they should bestelen 
in transit to the banks? 

Mr. CATE, This rule applies afier the receipt of the money 
by the bank. 

Mr. DICKERSON. It can not ba charged to the banks when 
stolen from the Treasury Department, tomer the notes are 
checked off at the instant they are delivered to the banks or to 
the agents of thé banks, and therefore there is no chanee for 
that; and none have ever been so stolen. 

When you ask me whether the banksshould be held to respon- 
sibility for notes stolen from the expresscompany, I answer that 
if the k makes the express company its agent it ought to be 
responsible for the act or negligence of its agent. It can send 
its president here in person to carry the notes back, or it can use 
any means it desires. It ought to be held responsible for the 
negligence of its agent; and more than that, if the express 
company loses these notes it is responsible to the bank and the 
bank would recover. The effect of this law as it now is is to re- 
quire the innocent people of the country who take these notes 
to lose them, and permits the Government of the United States 
to retain the money in the Treasury that was deposited for the 
purpose of redeeming them and protecting the holder. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They only lose them where the notes are 


not signed. ® 

Mr. DICKERSON. Only where they are not signed or where 
the signatures are forged. I do not think the people of the 
country ought to be made to lose these notes when they take 
them upon the faith of the engraving and the work that is put 
upon them by the United States. If you allow the United States 
to hold this redemption fund after it has put a note in circu- 
lation, upon the faith of its own engraving, you allow the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to take advantage of its own wrong, 
because it has enabled the fraud to be perpetrated upon the peo- 
ple, by reason of its work on the notes. 

Mr. _e Who has to stand this loss in the end, if you pass 
this bill? 

Mr. DICKERSON. It will come out of nobody, because the 
Government takes the very money that it was to reaeem the 
notes with. The bank would lose it ordimarily, but the bank 
can not getanything back now under the present law. The bank 
would lose it, because the bank is the only party that ought to 
be held liable both for the security of the notes in transit and-the 
manner in which they shall get into circulation. 

Mr. RAY. Somebody must lose in the end in such a case as 


this. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Yes, let me be understood. The bank is 
required to deposit bonds or lawful ——- to secure the redemp- 
tion of its notes. The Treasury holds the bonds and notes for 
that purpose and will retain the bonds or currency or asufficient 
amount to redeem until they are actually redeemed. Now, if a 
holder of a forged note presents it to the bank for — 
it is refused, and when the bank refuses to redeem the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury will refuse. That leaves the invalid note 
in the handsof the innocent holder, the redemption fund in the 
Treasury—and the bank loses both its forged note and the fund 
held in the Treasury for redemption. Under the law this status 
could not be changed, so the Treasury gains the redemption 
fund, the bank loses that much, and the innocent holder loses 
what he exchanged for the bad note. Under this bill we require 


| the bank and Treasurer to redeem, the bank loses no more, and 
_ the holder is held harmless. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, as this bill seems to change a 


' number of sections of the Revised Statutes, and as it is impossi- 


ble just now to ascertain what those sections may be, I would in- 
quire of the gentleman if his bill makes any alteration as to who 
shall be the gainer in the case of lost or destroyed notes. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Nothing in the world. 

Mr. BLAND. As the law now stands, the Government claims 
that, having issued the bank notes, if they are destroyed the 
Government itself will be the gainer, and not the bank. Now,I 
do not know whether that is the law or not. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I do not concede the whole of that state- 
ment. If the banks shall have received the notes, and before 
they are ed they are destroyed by accident or fire, they can 
make proof and have a reissue, and get the funds deposited re- 


turned to them; but if they are signed and are lost, then the 


Government is the gainer. And this condition is not changed. 
It only places the notes in the hands of the bank, or their agent, 
and whether the signatures of the bank officers are forged or not 
signed, they are re for them. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman yield to me so that 1 may 
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offer an amendment relating te national banks, or will he hear 
it read? 

Mr. DICKERSON. 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will listen to 
me two minutes, which will be sufficient time in which to make 
the purpose of the bill clear. Whenever blank notes are issued 
by the Government and delivered by the Government to the 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


‘agent of a bank—the express company—to be delivered by the ex- | 


press company to the bank, the Government holds the bank re- 
sponsible for them from that moment, and they are charged up 
against its bonds deposited to secure the notes; butif these notes 
are stolen from the express company in their passage from the 
Government to the bank, the bank recovers of the express com- 
pany their nominal value; then the innocent holders of those 
notes lose the value of them if forged signatures are given them 
and the thief issues them. The bank loses nothing, because of 
the bank being obliged in recovering its bonds to deposit an 
—e in currency, for it has been made whole by its agent 
who lost the notes, viz, the express company. 

Now, according to the ordinary principles of law, a bank 
ought not to be liable to this loss, except they have executed 
these notes by signing them, making them full valid notes, on 
which they are liable, probably on that principle this bill ought 
not to pass; but if they become the property of innocent private 
persons, individually those individuals ought not to be made to 
suffer the loss on these notes which have been lost by the bank; 
for the loss of the bank has been made good by the express com- 
pany. These notes have been executed fully, so far as the Gov- 
ernment is concerned as against the bonds deposited by the bank, 
because the Government holds these notes to be fully issued, so 
far as it is concerned. Therefore, to the wage-workers, the 





| 
| 





Mr. BUSHNELL. To see that they do not go out through 
negligence and cheat anyone? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Yes, sir. This bill prevents any holder of a 
national-bank note from being cheated out of the face value 
thereof by reason of circumstances unknown to him andof which 
he should not be expected to be cognizant. But while such un- 


| signed stolen notes are not bound to be redeemed to the holders 


thereof by such bank, yet by the operation of existing laws the 
bank can notsecure other notes from the Comptroller of the Cur- 


| rency in lieu of ones claimed to be stolen, but is held accountable 


to the United States Government for the whole amount of th 
notes received from the Comptroller, including such stolen notes. 


ea 


| And as the Government holds as security for all the notes issued 


to each bank United States bonds more than equal! to all said out- 
standing circulation, and as the bank can not withdraw its bonds 
nor renew its charter nor retire from business without first de- 
positing with the Treasurer of the United States legal tenders 
equal in amount to its entire outstanding circulation, including 
any notes which may have been stolen unsigned, it becomes ap- 


| parent that in every case the bank must ultimately make provis- 


workingmen, and the innocent holders, a bank ought to make | 
them gp 4 renga at the time they were stolen from the express | 


company they are charged to the bank as the bank’s property. 
I hope all parties will vote for this bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand that under this bill the bank is 
to redeem them? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The loss is all on the bank and not on the 
Government? 

Mr. WALKER. 
the notes are stolen before they reach the bank, the express 


ion for any and all its notes, whether signed or unsigned, and 
whether regularly paid out for value or stolen and put in circu- 
lation without value having been received by the bank. 

Thus the Treasurer of the United States becomes, in fact, a 
trustee for the holders of the notes of such bank, with funds in 
his hands sufficient to redeem every dollar of circulating notes 
of the bank outstanding, whether signed or unsigned, including 
any which may have been stolen from the bank. Therefore as 
every bank must eventually redeem, or provide for the redemp- 
tion of, its circulating notes signed or unsigned, and has no ulti- 
mate defense against being obliged to pay over tothe Treasurer 
of the United States the face value of every unredeemed or out- 
standing note to such bank issued, it becomes apparent that the 
bank will not be protected from final loss by the refusal of the 
Treasurer to redeem such unsigned stolen notes when presented 
for that purpose. And as the Treasurer always has in his pos- 
session funds placed there by the bank for the specific purpose 
of redemption of such notes as required by law, itis alsoevident 


' that the Government can lose nothing by redeeming all such 


The loss is to be all sustained by the bank if | 


company being the agent of the bank and notof the Government | 


is held responsible for the loss by the bank. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
bank that was to redeem them, and redeems them from the in- 
nocent holders. 

Mr. WALKER. We want the banks to receive them, and we 
want them redeemed. The banks actually lose nothing, but 
simply protect the innocent holders of these notes. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I now yield such time to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania — WRIGHT] as he desires. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker,I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that under existing laws national banks are 
not held to be bound to redeem any of their circulating notes re- 
ceived from the Comptroller of the Currency when stolen from 
them before being signed by the proper officials of the bank, but 
in such cases it has been customary for the bank officials to notify 
the Treasurer of the United States of the loss of such unsigned 
notes, whereupon the Treasurer as well as the bank refuses to 
redeem the same when presented for redemption by any person 
whomsoever. This has been done in one case where the notes in 
oa were signed by the president of the bank but not by the 
cashier. 


I hold here a five-dollar note of the Osage National Bank of | 


Osage, Iowa, one of the $9,000 stolen from said bank by burglars 


president or the cashier, and put in circulation with forged sig- | 


natures. When the said bank renewed it charter it was required 
to deposit with the Treasurer of the United States legal-tender 


unsigned notes stolen as before mentioned. A Government offi- 
cial in San Francisco, in making a remittance to the Treasury of 
the United States, sent in a number of the Osage bank bills — 
part of this 39,000. The Treasurer of the United States refused 
to redeem the same, and the amount thus sent in was promptly 
returned, and, I believe, deducted from the salary of the official, 
in which way it stands until this day. The notes when pre- 
sented for redemption are marked so as to be thereafter useless 
as circulation. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. And the holder loses them? 

Mr. WRIGHT. And the holder loses them. Thisbill makes 


| note to be an innocent holder an 


notes to the holders thereof out of the trust funds held by the 
Treasurer for such specific purpose. 

If the availability of such notes for circulating as money was 
in consequence of being properly signed, or in other words if the 
signatures of the officers of a national bank caused them to pass 


| as money as freely as legal-tender notes of the United States, 
The Government takes the money of the | 


then perhaps the omission of the — might be taken into 
consideration to a certain extent. But it is a fact that it is not 
the signatures on such notes which make them circulate, but it 
is the form, the style, the engraving, the paper, and above all 
the fact plainly stated on every note that it issecured by deposit 
of Government bonds in the Treasury of the United States, which 
certificate is signed by the proper Government officials in man- 
ner provided by law. It is all thisjwhich makes the national- 
bank note pass from hand to hand as money without its holders 
ever stopping to ascertain even the name or location of the bank 
issuing it. 

Since 1863 some four thousand national banks have beer organ- 
ized, and the officers thereof have in a majority of cases changed 
from time to time. This being the case, it is evident that it is 
an utter impossibility for any one to be able to distinguish 
whether the names signed to such notes are genuine or other- 
wise; and when a note has become somewhat worn and defaced 
it is impossible for the officers of a bank by examining the signa- 
tures to be certain that the names on their own issues are gen- 
uine or otherwise. Further, it may be considered an axiom that 
not one stolen bank note, with or without a signature thereto, 


| ever has been or over will be presented to either the bank or 
on the night of May 5, 1866, before being signed by either the | 


the Treasury for redemption by any other than innocent holders. 
This bill proposes to hold every possessor of a national-bank 
to require every bank to re- 


| deem every note of its issue signed or unsigned, and to require 
notes equal to all its outstanding circulation including the $9,000 | 


every bank to protect itself from such loss as in this way might 


| arise by the usual care and caution given other moneys in its 


possession. 
From a letter addressed July 19, 1888, by Hon. W. L. Tren- 


| holm, then Comptroller of the Currency, to the chairman of the 


| Committee on 


the bank responsible for them, and requires the bank to redeem | 


them if they get into circulation in any manner after they get 
inta the possession of the bank, whether signed or unsigned. 


| lice to 


nking and Currency of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, I quote the following passages: 


Circulating notes stolen before signature may be placed in circulation by 
means of forged or false signatures, and in all probability the fraud will pass 
unnoticed by the public, since there are nearly ten thousand distinct sigaa- 
tures which may legitimately appear on national-bank notes, and no one 
pretends to keep the run of changes among that number of presidents, vice 
presidents, and cashiers. 

From one point of view, therefore, it might be considered just to the pub- 
a every bank to redeem all notes once issued to it, including 
notes stolen before signature, when these are ted for redemptica vy 
innocent parties who have taken them without notice. 
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Notes stolen after signature are the valid obligations of the bank and must 
be redeemed on demand, while under section 6 of the act of July 12, 1882, each 
bank must deposit lawful money to the full amount of the circulation issued 
to it, whether such circulation has or has not been signed by its officers. 
Hence the only difference between the two classes of notes is that the bank 
can,be required to redeem the oneclass, and it may refuse to redeem the other 
upon presentation at its counter, but it must eventually provide for the re- 
demption of both classes. 


He states further: 


When stolen notes presented at the Treasury for redemption are recog- 
nized they are stamped, so as to be discredited, and the bank is informed at 
once. 


I also call attention to copy of a letter, dated February 10, 1882, 
from Hon. James Gilfillan, Treasurer of the United States, ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. Charles J. Folger, 
omitting therefrom only such parts as do not refer to incomplete 
national currency received and in possession of banks: 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, February 10, 1882. 


Sim: I am in receipt, by reference from you, of a letter addressed to you by 
L. A. Boynton, dated San Francisco, Cal., January 26, 1882, inclosing a note of 
the Osage National Bank, of Osage, Iowa, of the denomination or %, num- 
bered 2042—D561250, the redemption of which, he states, has been refused by 
the bank and by the Treasurer of the United States on the ground that it was 
stolen, and asking that, for the reasons given by him, you will order the re- 
demption of the same. 

The letter, note, and accompanying papers are herewith returned, with 
the information that the note is one of 1,800 notes of the Osage National 
Bank of the denomination of %, bearing bank numbers 1751 to 2200, and 
Treasury numbers 560959 to 561408, which were stolen fromthe bank by bur- 
giars on the night of May 5, 1866, before being signed by either the president 
or the cashier, and put in circulation with forged s tures. Since July. 
1874, 1,010 of these notes have been presented at this office for redemption 
and rejected under an opinion of the Solicitor of the Treasury that a na- 
tional bark is not legally responsible for its unsigned notes so stolen and 

ut in circulation, and may properly refuse payment thereof. This opinion 

s supported by a reference to the case of the Salem Bank vs. The Gloucester 
Bank (117 Mass., 11), in which it was held that the notes ——— to be is- 
sued by an inco rated banking company, which, after the cashier had 
signed them, had beenstolen, and the signature of the president forged, were 
not binding on the are. The Osage National Bank has made applica- 
tion to Congress for relief, but no relief has been granted in this or any sim- 
ilar case. 

Unsigned or partially signed notes have been stolen frora five other na- 
tional banks and put in circulation with forged signatures, all of which are 
rejected when presented for redemption at this office. The following is a 
list of these notes, accompanied by a statement of the aw of the 
theft or loss in each case, so far as they are known to the tment: 

The National Hide and Leather Bank of Boston, Mass.: Fifty-four sheets 
of the notes of this bank (bank numbers 11919 to 11972, and Treasury num- 
bers 22910 to 22953) of the denominations of $10 and $20, of the nominal value 
of 82,700, were on April 6, 1875, stolen from the desk of the president in the 
bank. The president insisted that the notes were signed by him but not by 
the cashier, but so far as known both signatures were forged on all notes 
within the above numbers presented to this office. One hundred and twenty- 
nine of these notes, amounting to $1,630, have been rejected by this office. 

The National Bank of Barre, Vt.: On the night of July 6, 1875, a package 
containing twenty-six sheets of unsigned notes of this bank of the Geiiomina- 
tions of $10 and (bank numbers 911 to 936, and Treasury numbers 932805 
to 932830), amounting to $1,300, was stolen from the bank by masked burg- 
lars. The package was received from the Comptroller of the Currency by 
express after the locking of the chronometer lock on the safe inside the vault, 
in which the money of the bank was kept, and was therefore left in the vault 
outside of the safe. The robbers compelled the cashier to unlock the door 
of the vault and stole the package of unsigned notes, but were prevented by 
the chronometer lock from opening theinner safe. Sixty-five of these notes, 
amounting to 8790, have been rejected by this office. 

The Merchants’ National Bank of Albany, N. Y.: Between July 21 and Au- 
gust 6, 1877, eight sheets of unsigned notes of this bank of the denominations 
of $10 and #20 (bank numbers 759 to 766 and Treasury numbers 45195 to 45202), 
amounting to $400, were lost by or stolen from the president of the bank, who 
at that time was in the habit of taking the notes of the bank to his office 
outside of the bank for the purpose of signing them. The bank supposed 
the notes had been signed by the president until one of them was returned 
to it by this office in a package of redeemed notes fit for circulation, when it 
was found that the signatures of both the president and cashier were forged. 
Twelve of these notes, amounting to 8150, have been rejected by this office. 

The National Bank of Pontiac, Ill: A package ee meee | twenty-five 
sheets of this bank’s unsigned notes of the denomination of $5 (bank num- 
bers74l to 765,and Treasury numbers 262111 to 252125), of the nominal value 
of #500, was stolen from the counter of the bank November 19, 1878. Twenty- 
three of these notes have been rejected by this office. A bill having been in- 
troduced into Congress authori the Comptroller of the Currency to issue 
$500 in new notes to the bank to replace those stolen from it, the Secretary 
of the Treasury said in a letter to the Committee on Finance of the Senate: 
‘As these notes were lost by the carelessness of the bank, and were in such 
a condition that the forgery of the signatures made them complete, it would 
seem that relief ought not to be granted, and that the notes stolen should be 
treated as if they had been completed, and the loss fall on the bank. There 
is no precedent for the relief sought for, and it would be a very dangerous 
one to establish.”’ The committee reported adversely on the bill, and it was 
ny postponed. (Forty-sixth Congress, second session, Senate Re- 
port 295.) 

First National Bank of Detroit, Mich.: June 22, 1881, fifty-two sheets of $10 
notes of this bank (bank numbers 4933 to 4984, and Treasury numbers 509210 
to 509261), amounting to $2,080, were stolen by sharpers from the cashier's 
desk in the office of the bank, where the pre. ident and cashier were occupied 
in signing notes. The notes had been signed by the president but not by the 
cashier. Three of these notes have been rejected by this office under the 
opinion and decision already mentioned. 

No new notes have been furnished to any of the above-named banks in lieu 
of those stolen, and the bonds pledged as security for their redemption re- 
main ondeposit with the Treasurer. 

& * + * * * * 


The Treasurer recommends that the national banks be required, either by 
order of the Department or act of Congress, to redeem all notes purporting 
to be of their issues furnished to them by the Department and receipted for 
by them to it. As the Department declines to issue to the banks new notes 
in the place of those stolen, or to surrender the bonds pledged for their re- 
demption except upon the deposit of lawful money equal in amount to the 
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circulation charged to them on its books, the banks would not suffer by the 
ios gem requirement, while it would save much annoyance and Joss to the 
public. 

Very respectfully, 

JAS. GILFILLAN, 
Treasurer United States. 
Hon. CHAs. J. FOLGER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


I also desire to call the attention of the House to the following 
letter addressed to Hon. William Windom, Secretary of the 
eo by Hon. J. N. Huston, Treasurer of the United States 
in : 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, August 24, 1889. 


Sik: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 25th 
ultimo, inclosing one from L. A. Boynton, of San Francisco, with which he 
transmits #55 in notes issued to the Osage National Bank, of Osage, Iowa, 
and alleged to have been stolen before they were signed, and asks to have 
them redeemed under section 6 of the act of July 12, 1882. Yourequest me to 
furnish a full statement of the facts within my knowledge bearing upon the 
case, in order that the question of the redemption of the notes may be re- 
ferred to the Solicitor of the Treasury. 

Mr. Boynton’s letter, the notes, and some sqoomponrine apers are re- 
turned, together with copies of letters in the files of this office embodying 
the facts called for. It will be seen that these notes, with others of the same 
character, have been rejected when presented at this office for redemption, 
on the ground that they were not obligatory promissory notes of the banks. 
The authority for this appears to have been originally an opinion of the So- 
licitor of the Treasury, of which, however, the only record I can find is in 
the shape of references to it in the correspondence of this office, and later a 
ruling of the Secretary of the Treasury, poomengeee? before the enactment 
of the law under which Mr. Boynton makes his claim. 

The section to which Mr. Boynton refers requires that the circulating 
notes of a national banking association, extending the period of its succes- 
sion, ‘‘ which shall have been issued to it prior to such extension, shall be re- 
deemed at the Treas of the United States,” and that at the end of three 
years from the date of the extension the association shall deposit lawful money 
with the Treasurer sufficient to redeem the remainder of the circulation 
which was outstanding at the date of the extension. It is provided also 
that ‘“‘any gain that may arise from the failure to present such circulating 
notes for redemption shal! inure to the benefit of the United States.”” By 
section 5224 of the Revised Statutes, when the full deposit of lawful money 
is made, the association and its shareholders stand discharged from al) lia- 
a upon the circulating notes, and the notes shall be redeemed at the 

easury. 

Under these fetes the Osage National Bank applied for and obtained 
an extension of its corporate existence, and has been required to deposit in 
the Treasury lawful money sufficient to redeem all the circulating notes 
that were issued to it prior to the extension, including $9,000, of which those 
presented by Mr. Boynton are part, alleged to have been stolen before they 
were signed by the officersof the bank. The deposit was made without any 
reservation whatever of which I have any knowledge. 

Mr. Boynton’s demand raises the question whether it was not the inten- 
tion of Congress that national-bank notes should be redeemed, not merely 
as the promissory notes of the banks, but as an issue of the Government. 
If there be any ground for this view, and the plain wording of the statute re- 
ferred to, taken within the not less plain provisions of the law ery gs | 
the deposit of bonds and the issue of circulating notes (sections 5159 an 
5152, Revised Statutes), seems to me to furnish such, then it is at least 
doubtful whether the decisions under which stolen notes have heretofore 
been rejected are applicable to the present case. Upon this point I have 
the honor to request the ruling of the Department for my guidance. 

The attitude of the Department in the past with reference to these notes 
has caused much dissatisfaction, as the records of this office amply show. 
It has notcommended itself to the favor of the public or of bankers, not even 
to all of those who might have taken advantage of it, for several banks that 
have had unsigned notes stolen have made no protest against their redemp- 
tion, and others have voluntarily authori them to be redeemed. The 
feeling is generally prevalent that when circulat notes are delivered to a 
bank they become good money—good at least to the extent of the security 
held against them, and any attempt to discredit them in such a way as would 
impose loss — innocent holders begets o ition. They bear upon their 
face the lawfu ¥ authenticated statement of the fact that they are secured 
by a deposit of United States bonds, with the addition that the bank will pay 
them on demand, The first statement certainly, if not the second, is made 
on the responsibility of the Government, and the general feeling is that the 
promise implied should be binding. This feeling has been much strength- 
ened by Congress and the Department in refusing relief to banks that have 
suffered losses of unsigned notes. When, as was done by the law of 1882, the 
Government appropriates to itself the that may accrue from the failure 
to present notes for redemption, the principle that they are originally an is- 
sue of the United States seems to be definitely accepted. 

Acompleted national-bank note seems to havea dualcharacter; one which 
it derives from the pete of bonds and the guaranty of the Government, 
and another which is given it by the signatures of the bank’s officers. B 
virtue of the first it secures tothe owner the benefit of the guaranty, an 
by virtue of the second it gives him in addition a claim against the assets of 
the bank. The two acts necessary to its rfection are separate, and each 
has its separate effect. It is my opinion, formed from a survey of the whole 
course of legislation on the subject, that the guaranty of the Government 
and the responsibility of the bank under it become binding and valid on the 
delivery of the notes to the bank, and that the obligations then incurred are 
not in any rt f dependent for their force on any su uent act. That Con- 
gress intended that the notes should be signed is plain, and the reason like- 
wise. The signatures add to the security. But I do notsee upon what prin- 
ciple the omission of the signatures, from any cause whatever, can vitiate 


| the effect of the pledge of bonds. or how the holder of a note not signed, who 


does not ans the promise of the bank to pay, can justly be deprived of 
the benefit of the guaranty. which he does possess. 

If the national-bank c:rculation derives the character which gives it cur- 
rency from the execution of the promises of the banks to pay in return for 
value received, the former rulings of the Department are doubtless sound, 
and the innocent holder of an unsigned note has no valid claim. But in 
that case the notes are commercial Paper rather than money, and the public 
receives them subject to all the risks attending such paper. They are not 
in the best sense the national currency that Co $s expressed its purpose 
of making them. Atthe same time the conduct of the Government in requir- 
ing the ba@hks to deposit money for the payment of notes never signed or 
issued is unjust and o ive, while the act of appropriating the profit 
that may arise from the loss or destruction of the notes takes of the 
nature of confiscation. If on the other hand the notes acq the essential 


qualities of their character as money when they are delivered to the banks, 
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then the Department has been wrong, and the holder of a stolen note has as 
good a title to its value as he would have if he held any other kind of money 
that had sometime been stolen. 

Such notes would be a better national currency than simple promises to 
pay: In this view, moreover, the attitude of the Government toward the 

anks is just and consistent, with the exception that they have not been re- 
quired to redeem the notes stolen from them, while the banks have no rea- 
son to complain, for their position is exactly the same as if in the place of 
unsigned currency they ‘had received lawful money upon their deposit of 
bonds. It will hardly be confended that the notes actually circulate on the 
credit of the promise of the banks to pay. What gives them currency is the 
guaranty of the Government that the banks will pay. That guaranty and 
the value attaching to it they had when — were delivered to the banks, 
and it is not a doctrine likely to be acceptable to the common sense of jus- 
tice to hold that this value is detached because the bank, through negligence 
or misfortune, failed to get the benefit of its full measure. 

It is my opinion that all notes issued to national banks should be required 


to be redeemed, whether signed or not, and that the innocent holder who is | 


refused is seen deprived of his rights. The whole course parses by 
Congress, both in legislation and in refusing to grant relief to banks that 
have suffered losses of unsigned notes is consistent with this view. Con- 
gress, by making an appropriation for the redemption of incomplete national- 


bank notes stolen from the Treasury Department before they were issued to | 


the banks (20 Stats., 218), is committed to the principle in the strictest ap- 
plication of which it is capable, and can not in justice recede from the posi- 
tion taken. The liability of the Government seems to be so well established 
that I believe it would be bad administration to persist longer in the attitude 
which the Department has heretofore maintained. I therefore respectfully 
urge that this whole subject be given the consideration which its impor- 
tance deserves, and that the necessary steps be taken to reach a final and 
authoritative settlement of the question involved. 


The listof the banks having stolen notes outstanding, payment of which is | 


refused, with the date and amount of each theft, is as follows: The Osage 
National Bank of Osage, Iowa, May 5, 1866, 89,000; the National Hide and 
Leather Bank of Boston, Mass., April 6, 1875, $2,700; the National Bank of 
Barre, Vt., July 6, 1875, $1,300; the Merchants’ National Bank of Albany, N. 
Y., between July 21 and August 6, 1877, 8400; the National Bank of Pontiac, 
Tll., Novembex 19, 1878, $500; the Fiyst National Bank of Atchison, Kans., 
September 3, 1888, 700; total, $14,600. Of this total the sum of $12,100 is cov- 
ered by lawful money deposited in the Treasury under the act of 1882. The 
thefts from the Department, which occurred between the years of 1864 and 
868, affected three banks, as follows: The Third National Bank of New York, 

. Y., $9750; the First National Bank of Jersey City, N. J., $12,000; the Na- 
tional City Bank of Lynn, Mass., $4,500; total, $17, 2 It is supposed that a 
considerable part of these notes were destroyed. There were recovered by 
the Department $1,150 of them, $5,000 were redeemed out of the appropria- 
tion of 1878, and $2,340 have been presented at thisolfice since the exhaustion 
of the appropriation, leaving %8,760 of which nothing is certainly known. 
The First National Bank of Detriot, Mich., from which $2,080 in unsigned 
notes was stolen on June 22, 1881, subsequently went into liquidation, and 
after having been required to deposit lawful money for them authorized 
them & be eee 

espectfully yours, 
ns . J. N. HUSTON, 
Treasurer United States. 
Hon. WILLIAM WINDOM, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. Speaker, the fact that a bank may not have received full 
value for notes lost or stolen, whether by misfortune or negli- 
gence, should not be a bar to their redemption, as it is the guar- 
anty of the Government which makes them pass current, and 
not in any degree the signatures of the officers, as I have before 
stated. And even the promise of the bank to pay is of secondary 
importance to. the certificate of the Government. As the value 
of the notes attaches through this Government guaranty the 
moment the notes come into the possession of the bank, it is ob- 
vious that the Government has no defense in equity or in com- 
mon honesty against redeeming such notes signed or unsigned 
from the trust funds it holds specifically for that purpose. For 
the reasons I have given, and because itis right and just, I trust 
this bill will pass and become a law. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the amendments and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly reaé the third | 


time, and passed. 


Mr. DICKERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the | 


bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to extend in the RECORD his remarks on the bill (H. R. 7724) in 
relation to receivers of national banks. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. PRICE (when the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce was called). Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the chair- 
man of the committee, I am instructed to call up certain bills. 
I call up the bill (S. 1775 
crews of life-saving stations, and I yiel 
man from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That hereafter the compensation of the keepers of life- 
saving stations shall be at the rate of #900 
ke2pers of stations known as houses of refuge, which shall be at the rate of 
#600 per annum, each, and the compensation of the members of the crews of 
the stations, during the time the stations are manned, shall be at the rate of 
#65 per month, each. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
“That hereafter the compensation of keepers of life-saving stations shall 
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) to fix the compensation of keepers and | 
the floor to the gentle- | 


per annum, each, except that of | 


be at the rate of $1,000 per annum, each, except that of keepers of stations 
known as housés of refuge, which shall be at the rate of per annum, 
each, and the compensation of the members of the crews while actually on 
duty at the stations, during the time the stations are manned, shall be at 
the rate of #75 per month, each.” 


{House of Representatives, Fifty-second Congress, first session 
No. 508. | 
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

March 2, 1892.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHN J. O'NEILL, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreiga Com- 
merce, submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce have considered bills 
H. R. 208 and H. R. €03, each entitled *‘A bill toamend and reénact section 5 
of an act entitled ‘An act to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck,” and bill H. R. 272, 
entitled “A bill to determine and increase the pay of keepers of life-saving 
and lifeboat stations, and of crews of surfmen employed at the life-saving 
and lifeboat stations;’’ also bill H. R. 3969, having the same title as bills H. 
wg and H. R. 603; also, resolution of the Kentucky Legislature and Senate 

ill 1775. 
| All these bills have in view the same object, which is to increase the com- 
| pensation of keepers and crewsof life-saving stations. The committee, after 
| Carefully looving into the matter, are satistied of the propriety and necessity 
of a substantial increase of pay, not only asjustly due to the men on account 
of the exacting and hazardous duties they perform, but also as absolutely 
necessary to maintain the efficiency of the service, and after due examina- 
tion of the various propositions contained in the bills above enumerated, 
have prepared and herewith submit the accompanying amendment as a 
substitute for Senate bill 1775. 

‘The following is a statement in brief of the considerations which have led 
the committee to their conclusions: ° 

The keepers of life-saving stations are charged with the care and custody 
| of their stations and of the Government property therein, and on occasions 
of shipwreck with the protection from plunier aud pillage, for considerable 
periods, of the wrecked vessels with their valuable equipment and cargoes. 
They must be between the ages of 21 and 45 when appointed—the best por- 
tion of a man’s life—and must devote the entire year to the service, being re- 
| quired to remain at the stations during both the active and inactive seasons. 
‘They must have sufficient education to keep the station journals and prop- 
erty accounts, conduct correspondence, and transact ordinary business. 

In the matter of saving life from the perils of the sea the keeper performs 
by far the most responsible part. He commands the crew, steers the boat, 
and has absolute control of all the operations. At almost every wreck he 
has fearfully important questions to decide, and his decision must be made 
at once, under circumstances 2 utmost coolness and self-control 
in the midst of excitement and with human life dependent upon its accu- 
racy. 

It is obvious that these officers should be familiar with lifeboats and life- 
saving appliances, skilled in the surf, and endowed with not only dauntless 
courage. but with unquestionably sound judgment. They should be the very 
best of their profession, The present rate of pay of keepers of stations 
where crews areemployed is $700 per annum, except in a few special instances 
where #€00 is allowed. 

The committee believe that the rate of #1,009 per annum provided in the 
bill is not too much to secure and retain the services of men thoroughly 
qualified for these places. 

There is a class of stations known as houses of refuge for the keepers of 
which the compensnten reves in the bill is 8500 per annum, the sum that 
isnowpaid. Nochangeis recommended for the keepers of this class for 
the reason that the duties with which they are charged are by no means as 
exacting and responsible as those of the former class. Houses of refuge are 
located where the shipwrecked are likely to reach the shore in safety, but in 
need of food, clothing, and attendance. The keeper, besides being the cus- 
todian of the public property and of wreckage, is required to patrol the 
beach in times of danger and to rescue and succor such persons as may be 
cast ashore in the vicinity. 

Crews are not maintained at these stations, and therefore the keepers are 
not subjected to the extraordinary dangers of boat service in thesurf. Nev- 
ertheless their duties are often arduous, and their stations are generally so 
remote from other habitations that their life is a desolate one. It is under- 
sto, however, that there is comparatively little difficulty in finding suit- 
able men for these places at the present rates. 

The compensation now allowed by law to surfmen is 850 per month during 
the active season, which, on the Atlantic coast, includes elght months, viz, 
from September | to the 30th of the following April. From thismeager sum 
they must supply their own food and clothing. The rate recommended by 
the committee is 875 per month during the active season. When the labori- 
; ous and perilous duties these men are called upon to hem every day are 

considered, this rate is believed to be as small as with any view to justice 
can be named. 

Besides the daily routine of station life, such as drill with the beach ap- 
paratus and with the boats in the surf, which latter is —— if ever devoid 
of danger, the surfmen are required to maintain lookout duty during the 
day and patrol the beach through the night from dark to daybreak in all 
vicissitudes of weather. The hardships of patrol duty are not likely to be 
appreciated until one is informed of the difficulties and dangers incident to 
it. In some cases as many as 12 miles are covered by one man. 

On some of the beaches the patrolman is at all times compelled to wade a 
considerable portion of his beat through small streams and inlets, and when 
the tide is unusually high and these streams are swollen to formidable pro- 

»0rtions, his duty is never without danger to his life. It not unfrequently 

appens that he loses his way in the bewilderments of darkness and in the 
blinding fury of wintry tempests of snow and sleet, or stress of circumstances 
compels a detour from the usual course where unseen and unknown dangers 
poe him, and he falls from a bluff or is precipitated into a gully or over 
driftwood or logs, sometimes incurring serious physicalinjury. There are 
instances where he has lost his life on the perilous pathway of patrol duty. 

But the supreme dangers of the service and the ultimate test of fidelity 
and capacity occurs at shipwrecks. Putting out into the surf and storm is 
hardly less perilous than a charge upon the field of battle. The surfmen 
take their lives in their hands on every such occasion, and although the rec- 
ord shows that their skilland courage asa rule carry them through in safety, 
many have laid down their lives and many more have suffered permanent 
physical disability. So heroic and successful have been the efforts of these 
men thatthe Life-Saving Service of the United States confessedly stands at 
the head of all similar institutions in the world. 

The nature of the duties and responsibilities imposed upon both classes 
to be benefited by this bill is more fully set forth in the accompanying com- 
munication of the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, which 
is cograaet hereto and adopted asa part of this report, and to which atten- 
tion is invited. 


Report 
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In addition to the foregoing considerations, which relate to the matter of 
increase as an act of justice to the keepers and crews, there remains still an 
another view of the case to be taken, and that concerns the maintenance of 
the omictency of the service. For many years the service has maintained 
by universal acknowledgment the foremost place among all existing insti- 
tutions of the kind, and the world-wide reputation of its achievements and 
completeness has reflected honor upon thenation. Shall We suffer this hon- 
ored and efficient agency of humanity to fall into decay and demoralization 
by a denial of ae e justice to the brave men whose integrity, fidelity, and 
heroism have made it what itis? That is the present danger. 

Some of the best keepers and many of the most valuable surfmen have 
olay left the service for better wa; elsewhere, and this depletion of the 
ranks is constantly going on. The last annual report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury calling attention to the inadequacy of the compensation now 
allowed to keepers and crews, shows that upward of ‘s: per cent of the trained 
men of the lake districts have resigned their pla-es for this reason. 

The same embarrassment is encountered on the .)cean coasts, only toa less 
startling degree. So serious is the situation in this regard upon the lakes 
that it has been found impossible in a number of instances to obtain men 
with any experience whatever, and if existing conditions are to continue, 
the substitution of inexperienced and inferior men must soon very decidedly 
impair the efficiency of the service. It is believed that the recommendations 
of the committee, if enacted into law, will effectually relieve this alarming 
feature, and enable the service to retain the veterans by whose constancy 
and courage thousands of lives and millions of property have been saved. 

The passage of this bill, which, in the opinion of the committee, will be an 
act of justice to the men, as heretofore stated, would insure the continued 
efficiency of the service, which, laying aside the prime consideration of the 
rescue of human life, annually saves an amount of property exceeding many 
times in value the cost of its maintenance. 


Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for 
this legislation arises from the fact thatin the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice it is impossible to retain competent and brave men at the 
small compensation now allowed. 

The attention of Congress has been re atedly called to this 
pressing necessity by the exceedingly efficient Superintendent 
of the Life-Saviag Service, S. I. Kimball, who has seen the ef- 
ficiency of the service impaired by the continual loss of many of 
his best men, and who assures us that he can not retain suitable 
men at the present rate of compensation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What increase of salary is proposed by this 
bill? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. The House Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce recommended an amendment fixing the pay of 
the surfmen at $75 per month, and the keepers of the stations, 
$1,000 perannum; but to avoid any danger to this bill we will not 
press the House amendment, but ask for the passage of the Sen- 
ate bill, which proposes to increase the compensation to the men 
in the Life-Saving Service from $50 to $65 per month during the 
months when they are employed; and the keepers from $700 to 
$900 per annum. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What will be the total increase carried by 
the bill? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. The total increase carried by the 
bill for the 1,674 surfmen would be $201,075, and as to the keepers 
of the life-saving stations, who now receive $700 per annum, and 
who are required to be on duty during the entire year, the prop- 
osition is to give them $900 per annum. There are 254 keepers; 
the increase for them will be $32,300. The total increase for the 
entire service is $233,375. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does thatinclude the lake Life-Saving Serv- 
ice? 

Mr. O’NEILLof Missouri. Itapplies wherever the Life-Savjng 
Service is established. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But the men are not employed on the lakes 
during the winter season, inasmuch as the lakes are then frozen 
over. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. This applies only to the months 
when they are employed. The men are paid by the month. 
They now receive $50 per month, and this proposes to pay them 
$65 per month. 

Mr.SIMPSON. But the gentleman stated that the increase 
was to apply to the winter months. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Istated itin that way because the 
report referred to the winter months when the men are employed 
on the Atlantic coast. The season of danger is different on the 
lakes. 

Mr.TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
this bill, involving an appropriation, ought to be considered in 
Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER. The point comes too late. The rule pro- 
vides that— 

All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people, 
all proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills appro- 


priations, of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to bemade 
shall first be conside in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of order 
under this rule shall be good at any time before the consideration ofa bill has 
commenced. 

The gentleman willsee that his point comes too late. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to de- 
tain the House longer on this question. When we realize the 
perils incident to the lives of these men, when we realize that it 
reguires the strongest and bravest men for this kind of work, I 
believe that no mewber of this House will object to paying them 


a 
SE 


the small compensation of $65 per month during the months 
when they are engaged. 

Our Life-Saving Service is superior to that of any other coun- 
try, and the marvelous courage and devotion displayed by the 
men whenever necessity has invoked their aid has won for them 
the affection and gratitude of our people. And I recognize that 
in this American House of Representatives they will not be de- 
nied this slight recognition which they merit. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the House is ready to vote on this ques- 
tion, and I move the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TURNER. Before the gentleman moves the previous 
queston, will he allow me an inquiry? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER. Does the employment of these surfmen ex- 
pose them to any more hardship or hazard than that to which 
ordinary sailors or seamen are subjected? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COVERT. Infinitely more. 

Mr. TURNER. But seamen have to encounter the storms of 
the ocean. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But they do not encounter 
the dangersincident to the junction of the sea and the shore. 

Mr. COVERT. These men perform their service along the 
coast, where they have to contend against shifting sands and all 
the dangers incident to coast service. 

Mr. TURNER. Willmy friend from New York [Mr. COVERT], 
who has kindly given me this information, inform me also what 
is the usual pay of a seaman, either in the merchant marine or 
in the regular naval service? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I will stats to the gentleman that 
the pay of these men in the Life-Saving Service, for the time 
they are employed, is only about equal to that of a common la- 
borer. 

Mr. TURNER. Fifty dollars a month, is it not? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. They have to undergo a rigid ex- 
amination before entering the service, and are only accepted be- 
tween the ages of 21 and 45, the prime of life. Better men are 
required for this duty than for the work of an ordinary seaman, 
and they are employed only during certain months of the year, 
and those the months of greatest hardship and peril. They are 
required to launch their boats in the midst of heavy surf, of 
storm and peril. This is aservice which these men enter vol- 
untarily, and there is one thing which gentlemen should re- 
member—these men, from whom the most extraordinary devo- 
tion and loyalty are expected in the discharge of their work— 
these men who, many of them having wives and children, must, 
when danger is imminent, leave the shore and encounter the 
perils of the deep in order to save the lives of those on shipboard— 
receive but $50 a month, less compensation than we pay to these 
little boys who serve as pages in this House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. For how much of the year do they receive 
this salary of $50 a month? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri (not hearin 
DOCKERY). 
which 7 
rain and s 
aginable. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And let me make this further suggestion, 
if they lose their lives in this service there is no provision for 
pensioning their widows or children. 

Mr. KERY. I hope my friend from New York does not 
mean to intimate that he favors a civil pension list. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. In reply to the question of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], I wish to say that while the 
sailor has his pay entirely free from deductions, these men em- 
ployed in the Life-Saving Service are obliged to furnish their own 
rations, clothing, and everything else necessary for their sup- 


the question of Mr. 

They are stationed on lonely parts of the coast 
are compelled to traverse night after night through 
eet and snow. They are exposed to every danger im- 


ort. 
Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. WEADOCK. In reply tomy friend from Georgia, Judge 
TURNER, I wish to say that the occupation of the surfmen in the 
Life-Saving Service can not fairly be compared with that of the 
sailor. The sailor has fair weather part of the time, while the 
surfmen are constantly contending with stormy seas in order to 
save life and nor py 

At the request of Capt. Persons, in behalf of the service, on 
January 5, 1892, I introduced a bill (H. R. 208) increasing the 
compensation of keepers to $1,000 per annum and surfmen to $65 
per month while employed. The gentleman from Missouri re- 
ported a substitute for that and other bills and the Senate bill 
now under consideration. 

I want to see something done at this session for these brave 
men and the efficiency of the service, and I cheerfully concur in 
the action of the committee in calling up the Senate bill. No 
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words of mine are needed to convince the House of the justice 
of this bill, nor to inform the country of the effective bravery of 
the Life-Saving Service. 
I thank the gentleman from Missouri for his courtesy. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And their work is located at the 
dangerous points of the coast. 

Mr. HERMANN. And they must have special experience as 
surfmen, which is not required of ordinary sailors. 

Mr, O’NEILL of Missouri. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


‘That hereafter the compe 


be at the rate of $1,000 per annum each, except that of keepers of stations 


ation of keepers of life-saving stations shall | 


known as houses of refuge, which shall be at the rate of 8600 per annum each, | 


ynd the compensation of the 
at the stations, during the time the stations are manned, shall be at the rate 


thembers of the crews while actually on duty | 


of $75 per month each.”* 


Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island. 


report, allowin 


$75 per month. 


Mr. Speaker, the people of my 
district are very much interested in this matter, and introduced 
a bill at this session, which is incorporated in the committee’s 


amount, but I shall vote for the amendment, as that will be some | 


relief. 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. 


this amendment; they do not ask its adoption by the House. 
The SPEAKER. But as it is the formal recommendation of 

the committee, it had better be voted on. 
The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 


The 


ingly read the third time. 
The question being taken on the passage of the bill, there 
were on a division—ayes 97, noes 5. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 39, not 
voting 140; as follows: 


5? 


No quorum. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 


ill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


YEAS—149. 
Alexander, Crosby, mogetan, Til. ay, 
Amerman, Cummings, Hull, Reilly, 
Babbitt, Curtis, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Baker, Cutting, Jolley, Robinson, Pa. 
Bartine, Dailzell, Jones, Scott, 
Beltzhoover, Daniell, Ketcham, Scull, 
Bentley, Davis, Kribbs, Seerley, 
Bingham, De Forest, Lapham, Shively, 
Boatner, Dixon, Lawson, Va. Simpson, 
Bowers, Doan, Lawson, Ga. Smith, 
Bowman, Dolliver, Layton, Snow, 
Branch, Dungan, Lester, Va. Sperry. 
Brickner, Dunphy, Little, Stephenson, 
Brosius, Durborow, Loud, Steward, Ill. 
Brunner, English, Lynch, Stewart, Tex 
Bryan, Enochs, allory, Stone, C. W. 
Buchanan, N. J. Fellows, Mansur, Stone, W. A. 
Bullock, Fitch, Martin, Stout, 
Bunting, Forman, McAleer, Stump, 
Butler, Fowler, McCreary, Tarsney, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McKaig, Taylor, ill. 
Byrns, Greenleaf, Meredith, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cadmus, Griswold, Oates, Taylor, V. A. 
Caminetti, Grout, O’Ferrall, Townsend, 
Caruth, Hall, O'Neil, Mass. Tracey. 
Castle, Hallowell, O'Neill, Pa. Van Horn, 
Catchings, Halvorson, O'Neill, Mo. Wadsworth, 
Causey, Hamilton, Otis, Warner, 
Chipman, Hare, Owens. Washington, 
Clancy, Harmer, Page, R.I Weadoc 
Clark, Wyo. Harries, Parrett, Wheeler, Mich 
Clarke, Ala. Hatch, Patton, White, 
Clover, Haugen, Payne, Williams, Ill. 
Cobb, Mo. Hayes, lowa Pearson, Wright, 
Coburn, Henderson, lowa Pendleton, Youmans. 
lidge, Hermann, Perkins, 
mbs, Hitt, Powers, 
Covert, Hooker, N. Y. Price, 
NAYS—39. 

Bailey, Culberson, Grady, Moses, 
Bankhead, DeArmond, Johnstone, S. C. Snodgrass, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, Kilgore, Terry, 

retz, Donovan, Kyle, Tillman, 
Brookshire, Edmunds, Lanham, Turner, 
Buchanan, Va. Enloe, Livingston, Turpin, 
Bunn, Epes, Long, Watson, 
Cobb, Ala. Everett, McRae, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cowles, Fithian, Montgomery, Winn. 
Crawford, Forney, Moore, 

NOT VOTING—140. 

Abbott, Bergen, Bushnell, Cooper, 
Alderson, Blanchard, Cable, Cox, N. Y. 
Allen, Bland, Caldwell, Cox, Tenn. 
Andrew, Blount, Campbell, Craig, Pa. 
Arnold, Boutelle, Capehart, Crain, Tex. 
Atkinson, Brawley, Cate, Dickerson, 
Bacon, Breckinridge, Ky. Cheatham, Dingley, 
Barwig, Broderick, Chapin, Elliott, 
Beeman, Brown, Cockran, Ellis, 
Belden, Burrows, Cogswell, Flick, 
Belknap, Busey, Compton, Funston, 


The committee desire to withdraw | 
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Fyan, Lagan, Page, Md. Stahinecker, 
Gantz, Lane, Patterson,Tenn. Stevens, 
Geary, Lester, Ga. Pattison, Ohio Stockdale, 
Gillespie, Lewis, Paynter, Stone, Ky. 
Goodnight, Lind, Peel. Storer, 
Gorman, Lockwood, Pickler, Sweet, 
Harter, Lodge, Pierce, Taylor, E.B 
Haynes, Ohio Magner, Post, Taylor, J.D 
Heard. McClellan, Quackenbush, ° Tucker, 
Hemphill, McDonald, Raines, Walker. 
Henderson,N.C. McGann, tandall, Warwick, 
Henderson, Il). McKeighan, Rayner, Waugh, 
Herbert, McKinney, Reed, Wever, 
Hoar, MeMillin, Richardson, Whiting 
Holman, Meyer, Rife, Wike, 
Hooker, Miss. Miller, Robertson, La. Willcox, 
Hopkins, Pa. Milliken, Rockwell, Williams, Mass. 
Houk, Ohio Mitchell, Rusk, Williams, N.C. 
Houk, Tenn. Morse, Russell, Wilson, Ky. 
Huff, Mutchler, Sanford, Wilson, Wash. 
Johnson, Ind. Newberry, Sayers, Wilson, Mo. 

| Johnson, Ohio Norton, Shell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Kem, O’ Donnell, Shonk, Wise, 
Kendall, Outhwaite, Springer, Wolverton. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, 


I think they should have that | that I am paired with the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE], 


but having positive information that he would vote in the affirm- 
ative, I have voted on this question. 

Mr. O’NEILLof Missouri. That is correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Texas, Governor SAY- 
ERS, the gentleman from Maine, Governor DINGLEY, and Judge 
HOLMAN of Indiana, are absent on a conference committee. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I wish to state that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] left the House on account of illness; and | 
ask that he be excused for the remainder of the day. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the affirmative on this 
proposition, but as I understand a quorum is present, and being 
paired with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], [ think I 
had better withdraw my vote, not knowing how he would vote 
on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be withdrawn. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JosEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. HUFF. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. PIERCE with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

For this day: 

Mr. GOOPNIGHT with Mr. SHONE. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

On this vote: 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. REED. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. O’NEILLof Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION, TAMPA BAY, FLORIDA. 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to navigation 
in Tampa Bay, Florida, and yield to the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. MALLORY]. a Nin 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be established in Tampa Bay, Florida, such 
additional aids to navigation as may be found necessary by the Light-House 
Board, the entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of 86,000; and the 
sum of $6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purposes of this act. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to 
provide additional safeguards to navigation by establishing cer- 
tain beacon and range lights in Tampa Bay. The committee 
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have recommended an amendment to the bill by striking out 
the appropriation. The amendment is on the table with the 
bill, and I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beginning in line 6 of the bill, strike out the following words: ‘and the 
sum of 6,000, or so _— thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any Money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the purpose of this act.” 

The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What is the object of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MALLORY. 
Committee of the Whole, and to secure action upon it now. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But what will be the benefit of 
the bill if passed in that shape? 

Mr. MALLORY. To be candid with the gentleman, I think 
the appropriation will be restored by the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But do you not think we ought 
to put iton here? These beacon lights are needed and ought 
to be provided for. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule the appropriations for such | 


purposes are made by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
here, if we s2e proper. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The rule expressly provides that appropria- 
tions for light-houses and other aids to navigation shall be re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Tinew that; but the gentleman 
will not question the power of the House to put it on here if it 
be regarded as necessary. We know these beacon lights and 
range lights are necessary, and why not make provision for them? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
down the old-time rule and praetice that have maintained in this 
House for s0 many years, and which uniformly, under all ad- 
ministrations, required such appropriations to made by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
other cases. 

The SPEAKER, 
ment just reported. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon the table. 

Mr.PRICE. I yield the floor to the gentleman from New York 
[| Mr. CoomBs]. 


ALLEGED READING RAILROAD COMBINE, 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the resolution in ref- 
erence to the Reading Railread combine, which I ask the Clerk 
to read from the report which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, or 
such portion of them as they may specially designate for the p , be em- 
powered and directed to investigate, at the earliest practicable moment, 
whether the alleged combinations of the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad 
Company, the Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, the Central Railroad Com- 
pany of New Jersey, and the Port Reading Railroad Company, or any com- 
bination between any of these roads and any other roads or canals or pro- 
ducers of coal, for any illegal or improper pur , exist, and, if such 
combinations do exist, the effect thereof on the production, transportation, 
distribution, and price of anthracite coal, and upon commerce among the 
several States, and to report to the House any and all facts in relation to the 
subject-matter of the investigation which the committee of investigaton 
herein provided for may ascertain, and to make such recommendations as 
the said committee may agree upon; and that said committee be authorized 
to sit during the session of the House or during the recess of Co: ss, and 
at such place or places as it may find necessary; to —-. a clerk or sten- 
ographer, to administer oaths, issue subpoenas, compel the attendance of 
witnesses and examine them, and compel the production of books and pa- 
pers; and that a sum, not to exceed $10,000, sufficient .to pay the expenses of 
the committee herein provided for shall be immediately available and pay- 
able out of the contingent fund of the House on the order of the chairmanof 
said investigating committee; and all vouchers for any such expenditures 
shall be likewise certified to by the chairman of said investigating commit- 
tee. 


Mr. DOCKERY. That resolution makesan appropriation and 
should go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point of order that this resolution involves an appropriation and 
must receive its first consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole. The point is well taken. 

Mr. COOMBS. I give notice that I propose to reduce the ap- 
vropriation to $3,500. 

The SPEAKER. The bill can not be considered in the House, 
the point of order having been made. 

Mr. COOMBS. I move that the House resolve itself into the | 
Committee of the Whoie for the consideration of this resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Not always. It has beendonein 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


Simply to keep the bill from going into | 


But we have a right to put it on | 


It would be both unwise and unsafe to break | 
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Accordingly, the House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
resolution referred to, with Mr. MCCREARY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the resolution by striking out the words ‘‘ten thousand dollars” 
= inserting in lieu thereof the words “three thousand five hundred dol- 
ars.”’ 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, on account of the short time 
at the disposal of our committee I shali be omar’ to speak very 
rapidly in explaining the merits of this resolution. There is 

robably no subject that has come before the people within the 
ast few months which is of wider importance than this, touch- 
ing es it does every consumer of anthracite coal. As you all 
know, the anthracite coal fields are limited in extent. his re- 
gion is tapped by various linesof railroads, which it iscurrently 
reported, and there seems to be good evidence that the reports 
are true, have formed a combination, virtually under one lead- 
ership, to control the production, transportation, and price of 
| that article, one of the prime articles of necessity in our cli- 
mate, so that every dollar’s worth of anthracite coal which 
| comes to the market has to come through the medium of that 
| combination, which has it in its power to absolutely fix the 
price, and that such such power is already being used is shown 
by the fact that although this is the season of the year in which 
there is the smallest consumption of coal, they have already 
raised the price from 45 cents a ton on egg coal to 75 cents a ton 
on chestnut coal, and there is notice that it will be still further 
advanced. 

There is no question but that these different lines of railroad 
were chartered for the purpose of producing competition in the 
production of coal and the on of it into the market. The 
companies have become established now, and having formed this 
combination the people are the sufferers. This is a question 
which goes into the home of the poor man as well as into the 
house of the rich man. This investigation is not undertaken 
with the view of attacking any just rights of the railroads. We 
do not look upon railroads as the enemies of the country; they 
have been powerful factors in its prosperity; but if, acting under 
the charters given them by the people, they are tempted to enter 
into combinations against the public interests, as the evidence 
seems to show they have in this case, we believe that it should 
be investigated by Congress, and if possible remedies provided, if 
they do not already exist, and if they exist that they should be 
enforced. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question about his amendment. Will $3,500 be sufficient 
to pay the expenses of such an investigation? 

Mr. COOMBS. Three thousand five hundred dollars will be 
sufficient, seeing that we shall have at our disposal the results of 
the various investigations which the States have already con- 
ducted. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
mend $10,000? 

Mr. COOMBS. We did not calculate then upon having the 
benefit of the material which has been collected by the State 
investigations. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. This seems to be an important 
investigation. You should be clothed with sufficient power, and 
I simply want to know if you consider $3,500 enough. 

Mr. COOMBS. I think we can get along very well with $3,500, 

rovided we use the information which is being gathered by the 
——e carried on by the States of New Jersey and New 
York. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Isnot the gentleman aware 
of the fact that so far these investigations have been remarkable 
for the absence of information they have a 

Mr. COOMBS. Iam not arguing that question now. I have 
not gone into it fully. What we are after is to get the informa- 
tion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. There seems to be a re- 
markable loss of memory on the part of the chief officials. 

Mr. COOMBS. We find that this investigation can not be 
made complete and thorough by the Legislature of any one State, 
because the railroads penetrate throu * several States, and this 
is our reason for calling for an investigation by Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote on the abet 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was ordered to be favorably re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. COOMBS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


JULY 20, 











Then it was a mistake to recom- 


cea itt 














1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 6469 





sumed the chair, Mr. MCCREARY, from the Committee of the SOLDIERS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 
me oer oo Oe ieee he aia eae te Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pensions, 
it, and had directed him to report the same to the House with ae wy cscs J rer (5. 1675) granting an ogee 
: ? en ; eae sq 4¢| Of pension to soldiers of the Mexican war in certain cases; which 
ye y+ <guaasete and with the recommendation that as amended it was referred io the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
Se ilactih ites wath agreed to of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. . printed. 
On motion of Mr. COOMBS, a motion to reconsider the last | ENFORCEMENT OF RECIPROCAL RELATIONS BETWEEN THE 

vote was laid on the table. UNITED STATES AND CANADA, ETC. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re- 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, an- | ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9324) to enforce reciprocal 

pounced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the com-| relations between the United States and Canada, and for other 

mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
on the amendments of the Senate to bills and joint resolution of | the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5446) to provide for the care of dependent chil- RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE UMATILLA RESERVATION. 


dren in the District of Columbia, and to create a board of chil- Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
dren guardians; back favorably the bill (H. R. 8662) granting to the Blue Moun- 


A bill (H. R. 8579) to incorporate the Petworth, Brightwood | tain Irrigation and Improvement Company a right of way for 
= — Park Railway Company of the District of Colum- | »..eryoirs and canal through the Umatilla Indian Reservation, 
/ oo , ? F : ; in the State of Oregon; which was referred to the House Calen- 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) extending the time in which > ona ial ‘be ‘printed. —" a 
certain street railroads were compelled by act of Congress, ap- : 





proved August 6, 1890, to change their motive power from horse ESTABLISHMENT OF LIGHT-HOUSES. 
power to mechanical power, for enc year. Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. (H. R. 8007) providing for sundry light-houses and other aids to 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- | navigation. : 
retaries, informed the House that the President had approved Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, how much time is 


and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: there remaining? 
On July 15, 1892: The SPEAKER. There are seven minutes of the hour re- 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 151) to continue the provisions of a | maining. 
joint resolution approved June 30, 1892, entitled a ‘‘ Joint reso- The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
ution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Gov- Mr. BRICKNER. The bill has been read, and all these 
ernment;” and amendments. Will it be necessary to read it again? 
An act (H. R. 6023) for the relief of Elizabeth T. Boyd and Joel The SPEAKER. It will. 
S. Hankins, of Alabama. Mr. BRICKNER. I ask unanimous consent that the reading 
On July 16, 1892: of the bill be dispensed with. 


An act (H. R. 7624) making appropriations for the diplomatic The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 
and consular service of the Tnitea tates for the fiscal year end- | Is it the light-house bill? 
ing June 30, 1892; Mr. PRICE. It is. 

An act (H. R. 6923) making appropriations for the supportof | The SPEAKER. Then it is in Committee of the Whole. 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other | Mr. BRICKNER. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be 
purposes; and | considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

An act (H. R. 9040) making appropriations for the legislative,| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fis- | imous consent that this bill be considered in the House as in 





eal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes. Committee of the Whole? Is there objection? 
On July 18, 1892: Mr. BUTLER. I object. 
An act (H. R. 5746) to refund certain revenue taxes to Bonner Mr. BRICKNER.. I move the House resolve itself into Com- 
& Merriman; mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
An act (H. R. 1216) for the relief of the First Methodist Church The motion was agreed to. 
in the city of Jackson, Tenn; and The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
An act (H. R. 976) to correct the military record of Lieut. Cor- | Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. O'NEILL of Massa- 
nelius McLean. chusetts in the chair. 
On July 19, 1892: Mr. BRICKNER. As the hour is nearly up, I will withdraw 
An act H. R. 7093) making appropriations for the naval service | the bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Let it go on!”] 


for the fiscal 9 ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes; The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
An act (H. R. 5396) for the relief of W. H. Howard; and | House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
V An act (H. R. 6792) granting to the county of Mariposa, in the | H. R. 8007. 
State of California, the right of way for a free wagon roador| Mr. BRICKNER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
turnpike across the Yosemite National Park in said State. | the further reading of the bill. 
cieiiiaiiaal eeiitiia adabieate | Mr. BUTLER. I think we better have it read. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentlem: a objects, and the 
Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | pit i) pene ge mgt en aman amaadn 


ported that they hed examined and found truly enrolled bills of | The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 


the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: | Mr. BUTLER. I think the order was that the bill should be 
A bill (S. 3454) fixing the time for holding the circuit and dis- | read. I cannot hear a word of it. I can hear anoise, but I want 
trict courts in the district of West Virginia; | the bill read. 
A bill (H. R. 2713) in relation to the execution of declarations,| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
and other papers in pension claims; and The Clerk again proceeded to read the bill. 


A bill (H. R.3310) for the relief of Jerome H. Biddle. Mr. TRACEY. I make the point of order that this bill hav- 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. | ing been once read in Committee of the Whole, it is not neces- 
The following reports of committees were handed in at the | Saty toreaditagain, = ; ; : 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- | The CHAIRM AN. The Clerk informs the ( hair that the bill 
wise disposed of as indicated below: has been a in Committee of the Whole, so the amendments 
are now 1n order. 

COMPILATION OF LAWS RELATING TO INTERSTATE COMMERCE. | Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri, from the Committee on Interstate | aside with a favorable recommendation, with the amendments. 
and Foreign Commerce, reported back with an amendment joint Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, are there not several am2nd- 

resolution (H. Res. 152) providing for the compilation of laws re- | ments to this bill? 

lating to interstate commerce and the labor laws of the various The CHAIRMAN. There are. 

States and Territories and the Districtof Columbiathatarenow | Mr. BUTLER. They will have to be voted upon separately, 
in effect; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | will they not? a 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re-| The CHAIRMAN. They will. TheClerk will report the first 
port, ordered to be printed. ' amendment to the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, line 117, strike out the period and insert a commaand the words 
“dwelling for the keeper of this station, at a cost not ex $4,500.” 

[Cries of ** Vote!” ** Vote!”] 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I thinkI have the right to de- 
bate this amendment if I choose. My objection is not so much 
to any particular amendment, as to the fact that we have here 
combined a great many propositions all united in one bill and 
rushed through here, if we allow it, in only seven minutes. It 
seems to me thateach particular proposition should be discussed 
so that it can be understood, and though I am not prepared to 
discuss each item so as to say whether there is some reason why 
it should be adopted or not, still I object to omnibus bills at all 
times and pushing them through so that no man can give a care- 
ful consideration to the propositions involved. Thatis all I care 
to say on this particular amendment. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment, and 
the Chairman announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 3. 

Mr. BUTLER. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour allowed to the Commiti..s on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce having expired, the committee 
will new rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. O’NErL of Massachusetts, chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 8007) and had come to no resolution thereon. 


JETTIES, PIERS, AND BREAKWATERS AT THE MOUTH OF THE 
ROPES PASS, TEX. 


Mr. CATCHINGS (when the Committee on River and Harbors 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 1295) to authorize the construction of jetties, piers, and break- 
waters at private expense in the Gulf of Mexico, at the mouth of 
—— Pass, in the State of Texas. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacied by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Port Ropes Company, a corpora- 
tion existing under the laws of the State of Texas, which has partially con- 
structed a ship channel across Mustang Island, in said State, for the purpose 
of obtaining a deep-water harbor upon the coast of Texas, at its own cost 
and expense, by connecting the waters of Corpus Christi Bay with those of 
the Gulf of Mexico, be, and is hereby, authorized to protect the Gulf entrance 
to said ship channel, and to further prosecute its project of obtaining and 
maintaining a deep-water harbor, by constructing suitable — piers, 
and breakwaters as far out into the waters of the Gulf of Mexico as may be 
requisite to obtain and maintain a channel with a depth of 30 feet, more or 
less. 

Src, 2. That said work shall be prosecuted by the said the Port Ropes Com- 
pany, its successors and assigns, diligently, and completed within a reason- 
able time and entirely at its own expense, and not in this act shall be 
construed as committing the Government of the United States to any ex- 
penditure for the whole or any part of the same. 

Src. 3. That at any time after said improvements and works have been 
completed as herein provided, and a depth of 20 feet has been obtained, the 
United States shall have the right to pay the said company, or their assigns, 
successors, or legal representatives, the valus of the works constructed 
under this act or under or by virtue of any —— preneee by the State 
of Texas, and on such payment pee made by the United States all rights 
to said work on the part of said parties shall cease; but nothing in this act 
shall be construed as compelling or requiring the Government to take pos- 
session of and pay for sald wor«s unless so desired by the Government of 
the United States. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. Mr.Speaker—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. imake the point of order that this bill should 
be considered in the Committce of the Whole, where we can have 
debate. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. This bill does not involve the ex- 
penditure of one dollar on the part of the Government. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand that it eventually commits the 
Government to a large expenditure of money. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. Notatall. Itdoes notinvolve the ex- 
penditure of one dollar by the Government. Itsimply authorizes 
acompany chartered by the State of Texas to make acut through 
Mustang Island to deep water in the Gulf of Mexico, in order to 
obtain a deep-water harbor for Corpus Christi and Rockport, in 
Aransas Bay. It is optional with the Government whether it 
will take this work or not, and when it does take it, if must do 
so at the value of the work, assessed by engineers appointed by 
the Secretary of War: but it isentirely optional with the Govern- 
ment to take it or not. 

Mr.SIMPSON. I ask that that part of the bill be read again. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Let the bill be read; it is short. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let us have a vote on the amendment, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas moved to reeonsider the vote by 


which the bill as amended was 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


; and also moved that the 


NAVIGATION OF TRINITY RIVER, TEXAS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8449) 
to open to navigation the Trinity River, in the State of Texas. 
ee bill a substitute has been reported, which is House bill 

502: 

The substitute (H. R. 9502) was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Trinity River Navigation Company, a corpora- 
tion created and existing under and by virtue of the general laws of the 
State of Texas, or its successors and assigns, be, and are hereby, authorized 
and empowered to open to navigation the Trinity River in the State of 
Texas, from the town of Liberty to the city of Dallas, in said State, and to 
this end said company, its successors or assigns, are authorized to remove 
alllogs and rafts and stones from the water bed of said river, as well as 
other obstructions found in said river, so as to secure safe passage for such 
vessels as may navigate the same; said company is further authorized and 
Se to construct such locks and dams as said compay deem proper 
and necessary, and todo and perform any and all such acts and to make 
such improvements on said river and its banks as may be proper and neces- 
sary to secure safe navigation of said river at low water between the points 
named for steamboats having a draft of not less than 3 feet. 

Sec, 2. Thatin consideration of the labor and expense incurred and to be 
incurred by said Trinity River Navigation Company in opening said river to 
navigation, the same is hereby authorized and empowered to charge and 
collect such tolls therefor as may be prescribed by the regulations that may 
ae ease from time to time by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 

Src. 3. That within two years from the pass of this act said company 
shall begin the work of impro the navigation of said river, and shall 
proceed with said work as expeditiously as possible until said work is com- 
pleted, otherwise the rights hereby granted shall be forfeited. 

Sxo. 4. That the United States reserves the right at any time dur the 
progress of the work on said river or at any time after the same is completed 
to take charge of said river and the works of said company and in the exercise 
of this reserved right, shall have the option of said works at their 
original cost, or at their actual value at the time of ta’ the same, and the 
actual value thereof shall be ascertained by three officers of the Engineer 
Corps of the poy ot the United States to be appointed by > reed of 
War: Provided, t in estimating the value of the said works to for 
by the United States, the franchise of said corporation resulting eithér from 
= act = derived by it from the State of Texas, shall not be considered or 
estimated. 

Sxc. 5. That the right to collect tolls on said river under this act shall not 
accrue to said company until it shall have improved s river between the 
town of Buffalo, in the county of Anderson, in the State of Texas, and the 
city of Dallas, so that between said points, at the lowest stage of water, 
steamboats having a draft of not less than 3 feet can navigate the same, and 
in no event shall tolls be charged for the use of said river below the town of 
Liberty, in Liberty County, in the State of Texas. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. [yield to my colleague, Mr. SrEwWARt of 
Texas. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in the river and har- 
bor act of the 19th of aioe ai 1890, an order of survey was 
granted for this Trinity River, but the engineer who made the 
survey reported adversely to the improvement of the river be- 
cause of the large expense that would be involved. In conse- 
quence of that report the Committee on Rivers and Harbors re- 
fused to make any appropriation for the purpose. Since that 
time a corporation has been formed in the State of Texas, under 
the law of that State, to improve the river at their own expense, 
and all that this bill provides is that that company shall be au- 
thorized to improve and open to navigation the Trinity River 
between the town of Liberty and the city of Dallas. The bill in- 
volves no expense whatever to the Government. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the distance between these two 
towns? 

Mr.STEWARTo! Texas. It would be guess work on my part, 
but I should say about 300 or 400 miles. 

Beni BURROWS. Is the stream navigable above the upper 

ace? 
: Mr. STEWART of Texas. At certain seasons of the year itis 
navigable from Liberty to a place called Buffalo, a distance of 
about 200 miles. Above Buffalo, to Dallas, it is not navigable at 
any season of the year, and to make it navigable to Dallas is the 
object of this bill and of the incorporators that itempowers to do 
the work. 

Mr. BURROWS. The bill authorizes this company to collect 
tolls upon that part of the river? 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. Under such regulations as may be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the Governmentcan never relieve com- 
merce upon that stream of this burden without paying the orig- 
inal cost of the improvements with interest. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. The Government has the option of 
taking the work at its original cost or at its value at the time of 
taking; the same to be ascertained by three engineers to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of War. But it is optional with the 
Government whether it takes the improvements at all or not. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the Government never can get rid of 
this exaction upon commerce until it does take the work off the 


corporation’s hands. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Why should it if it will not improve the 
river itself? 
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Mr. BURROWS. I doubt very much the policy of imposing 
burdens upon commerce in this way. The Government had 
better improve the stream itself than have it done by a corpora- 
tion. I know how those things work. A corporation improves 
a stream and constructs certain works and then turns round and 
sells it to the Government. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. 
Government whether it enters into any such arrangement or 
not. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
way. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. Whatare the people todo? The 
Government refuses to improve the river itself, refuses to spend 
a dollar upon it, and the people of Texas desire that that part 
of the riyer shall be opened to navigation. Under the laws of 
Texas a corporation has been formed for the purpose of improv- 
ing the river, and that is the only way that is open to the peo- 
ple in order to get the improvement since the Government re- 
fus s to make it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand the gentleman from Texas to 
say that this river is navigable at certain seasons. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. At certain seasons it is navigable 
as high as Buffalo; above that it is not navigable at any season 
of the year. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Under this arrangement when this company 
would get control of the river they would collect tolls during 
the whole year? 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. 
gation there. 

Mr. SIMPSON. In order to obviate the paying of tolls, the 
Government would have to buy this work from the corporation; 
and, as I understand the gentleman to say, the Government en- 

ineers have decided that the improvement is not feasible, that 
it would cost too much money. 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. They thought it would cost too 
much money, and for that reason they reported adversely upon 
this matter. 

Mr. REILLY. I wish to inquire whether the report of the 
Government engineers who made this survey embraced anything 
as to the practicability of making the river navigable? 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. Yes, sir; and the substance of that 
report is that it would cost too much money. 

Mr. REILLY. But with the expenditure of money it can be 
made navigable? 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. I presume it can; but it would in- 
volve, perhaps, an expenditure of several million dollars to do it. 

Mr. REILLY. Does this report of the engineers give any ex- 
pression on that point? 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. According to my recollection, it 
says, not that the project is impracticable, but that it involves 
too great an expenditure of money for the Government to un- 
dertake it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does not the gentleman from Texas under- 
stand that if this bill passes it will surrender a navigable river, 
a public highway, to a private corporation; and does the gentle- 
man think that is good legislation? 

Mr. STEWART of Texas. I would think it bad legislation, 
provided the Government could do this work itself; but when 
the Government refuses this is about all that is left for it to do. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill 

Mr. BUTLER and others called for a division. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope a division will not be called for. 
There is nothing in this bill that anybody should object to. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 98, noes 7. 

Mr. BUTLER. No quorum. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 171, nays 11, 
not voting 146; as follows: 


I know; butit generally works out in that 


At any time when there is navi- 


YEAS—171. 
Alexander, Buchanan, N.J. Covert, Durborow, 
Amerman, Buchanan, V4. Cowles, Edmunds, 
Atkinson, Bunn, Cox, N. Y. English, 
Babbitt, Bynum, Crawford, Enochs, 
Bailey, Byrns, Crosby, Epes, 
Bankhead, Cadmus, Culberson, Everett, 
Barwig, Caldwell, Curtis, Fellows, 
Beltzhoover, Caminetti, Cutting, Fitch, 
Bentley, Caruth, Dalzell, Flick, 
Blount, Catchings, Daniell, Forman, 
Boatner, Cate, De Armond, Forney, 
Bowers, Causey, De Forest, Fowler, 
Bowman, Chipman, Dickerson, Geissenhainer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Clark, Wyo. Dixon, Grady, 
Brickner, Clarke, Ala. Doan, Greenleaf, 
rookshire, Cobb, Ala. Dockery, Griswold, 

nner, Cobb, Mo. Dolliver, Hall, 

Bryan, Coolidge, Dungan, Hallowell, 


It is entirely optional with the | 


| 
| 
| 








So the bill was passed. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. FITcH with Mr. BINGHAM. 
For the rest of this day: 
Mr. ELLIS with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Mr. TUCKER with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. CHEATHAM. 
Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. SWEET. 


Mr. BUTLER. 


The vote was recapitulated. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the 


Hare, Lagan, O'Neill, Mo. Stone, W. A. 
Harmer, Lanham, Owens, Stout, 
Harries, Lawson, Va. Parrett, Stump, 
Hatch, Lawson, Ga. Payne, Tarsney, 
Haugen, Layton, Pearson, Taylor, Li. 
Hayes, Iowa Lester, Va. Perkins, Taylor, Tenn. 
Haynes, Ohio Lester, Ga. Post, Taylor, V. A. 
Heard, Lind, Powers, Terry, 
Henderson, N.C. Little, Price, Tillman, 
Hen Jerson, I. Livingston, Raines, Townsend, 
Herbert, Long, Ray. Tracey, 

| Hermann, Lynch, Reilly, Turner. 
Hitt. allory, Reyburn, Turpin, 
Hooker, Miss. Martin, Robinson, Pa. Walker. 
Hopkins, DL McClellan, Scott, Weadock, 
Houk, Tenn. McCreary, Scull, Wheeler, Ala. 
Hull, McRae, Seerley, White, 

| Johnson, Ind. Meredith, Shively, Wike, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Mitchell, Smith, Willcox, 
Jolley, Montgomery, Snodgrass, Williams, N. C. 
Kendall, Moses, Sperry, Williams, Ml. 
Ketcham, Mutchler, Stephenson, Wilson, Wash. 
Kilgore, Oates. Steward, I. Winn 
Kribbs, O'Neil, Mass. Stewart, Tex. Youmans. 
Kyle, O'Neill, Pa. Stone, C. W. 

NAYS—I1. 
Bretz, Halvorson, McKeighan, Snow, 
Butler, Hamilton, Otis, Watson 
Clover, Lane, Simpson, 
NOT VOTING—146. 

Abbott, Compton, Lewis, Rife, 
Alderson, Coombs, Lockwood, Robertson, La. 
Allen, Cooper, Lodge, Rockwell, 
Andrew, Cox, Tenn. Loud, Rusk, 
Arnold, Craig, Pa. Magner, Russell, 
Bacon, Crain, Tex. Mansur, Sanford, 
Baker, Cummings, McAleer. Sayers, 
Bartine, Davis, McDonald, Shell, 
Beeman, Dingley, McGann, Shonk, 
Belden, Donovan, McKaig, Springer, 
Belknap, Dunphy, McKinney, Stahlinecker, 
Bergen, Elliott, McMillin, Stevens, 
Bingham, Ellis, Meyer, Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Enloe, Miller, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Fithian, Milliken, Storer, 
Boutelle, Funston, Moore, Sweet, 
Branch, Fyan, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brawley, Gantz, Newberry, Taylor, J. D. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geary. Norton, Tucker, 
Broderick, Gillespie, O’Donnell, Van Horn, 
Brosius, Goodnight, O’Ferrall, Wadsworth, 
Brown, Gorman, Outhwaite, Warner. 
Bullock, Grout, Page, R. I. Warwick, 

| Bunting, Harter, Page, Md. Washington, 
Burrows, Hemphill, Patterson, Tenn. Waugh, 
Busey, Henderson, Iowa Pattison, Ohio Wever, 
Bushnell, Hoar. Patton, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cable, Holman. Paynter, Whiting, 
Campbell, Hooker, N. Y. Peel, Williams, Mass, 
Capehart, Hopkins, Pa. Pendleton, Willison, Ky. 
Castle, Houk, Ohio Pickler, Wilson, Mo. 
Cheatham, Hutt, Pierce, Wilson, W. Va. 
Chapin, Johnson, Ohio Quackenbush, Wise, 
Clancy, Johnstone, S. C. Randall, Wolverton, 
Coburn, Jones, Rayner, Wright 
Cockran, Kem, Reed, 
Cogswell, Lapham, Richardson, 


I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 


last vote was laid on the table. 
AMERICAN REGISTER, STEAMSHIP CHINA. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 8818) entitled ‘‘A bill to encourage American shipbuild- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
to grant a register, as a vessel of the United States, to the steamship China, 
a foreign-built steamship now engaged in freight and passenger business, 
having a tonnage of about 5,000 tons: Provided, That it shail appear to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury that not less than 90 per cent 
of the shares of the capital of the foreign corporation or association owning 
the same was on January 1, 1890. and has continued to be owned, until the 
passage of this act, by citizens of the United States, including as such citi 
zens a corporation created under the laws of any of the States thereof, upon 
the American owners of such majority interest obtaining a full and com- 

lete transfer and title of such steamship from the foreign corporation own- 
ng the same: Provided, That such American owner shall, subsequent to the 
date of this law, have built or have contracted to build in American ship- 
yards a steamship whose tonnage shall not be less than that of the said 
steamship China. 

SxEc. 2. at the Secretary of the Treasury, on being satisfied that the fore- 
going conditions have been complied with, shall direct the bills of sale or 
transfer of the said foreign-built steamship China soacquired to be recorded 
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in the office of the collector of customs of the proper collection district, and 
shall cause such steneneiep to be registered as a vessel of the United States, 
after which the said vessel shall be entitled to all the rights and vileges 
of a vessel of the United States or of an American-built steamship, except 
that it sball not be employed in the coastwise trade of the United States. 

SEc. 3. That no further or other inspection shall be required for the said 
steamship than is now required for foreign steamships carry passengers 
under the existing laws of the United States, and that aspecial certificate of 
inspection may be issued for such steamship; but before issuing the regis- 
try to said steamship as a vessel of the United States the collector of cus- 
toms of the a tly lection district shall cause such stegmship to be meas- 
ured and described in accordance with the laws of the United States, which 
measurement and description shall be recited in the certificate of registry to 
be issued under this act, 

Sec. 4. That the said steamship China, so regiawered under the provisions 
of this act, may be taken and used by the United States as a cruiser or 
transport upon payment to the owners of the fair actual value of the same 
at the time of the taking, and if there shall be a disagreement as to the fair 
actual value at the timeof taking between the United Statesand the owners, 
then the same shall be determined by two impartial appraisers, one to be 
appointed by each of said parties, who, in case of disagreement, shall select 
oe the award cf any two of the three so chosen shall be final and con- 
clusive. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FOWLER. The bill undertakes to grant an American 
register to the steamship China, a steamship of the highest 
= of 5,000 tons burden, and the highest rate of speed. Itisa 
bi 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. But I rose to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Would a point of order lie against this 
bill, that it must have its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the reason 
that it contemplates a future appropriation? 

The SPEAKER. Does it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Evidently. The purpose is to bring this 
steamship under an American register, and therefore entitle it 
to a subsidy under the law. 
priation after a while. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is a little remote, is it not? 

Mr. FOWLER. It requires no appropriation. 

The SPEAKER Has the gentleman the law at hand upon 
the subject of granting subsidies? 

Mr. ATKINSON. t me state, Mr. Speaker, that it is not 
within the rule requiring its consideration in Committee of the 
be It imposes no charge upon the people of the United 

tates. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It will bring this steamship within the 
law by which it can receive a subsidy hereafter. 

_ Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Not while the Democratic party 
is in power. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure that this bill 
is subject to the point of order, although it seems manifest from 
the reading of it that it contemplates putting this vessel under 
the United States registry laws for the purpose of securing the 
subsidy at some time in the future. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Besides, Mr. Speaker, let me state that 
this point comes too late. The gentleman from New Jersey had 
already taken the floor and begun the discussion upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman from Alabama 
say to that point? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I was on the floor, Mr. Speaker, address-- 
ing the Chair before the gentleman from New Jerse 

The SPEAKER. For the purpose of making th 
order? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. For the purpose of making the point of 
order, if a point of order would lie against the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman was in 
time then, and will recognize him to make the point of order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I make the point of order that this bill 
must be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey if the passage of the bill in its present form would in- 
volve a tax or charge upon the Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. FOWLER. I do not think it does, Mr. Speaker. This is 
a bill, I will state, in every respect similar to one which passed 
the House a short time ago without objection; a bill which 
granted an American register to two vessels of the Inman line, 
and which also passed the Senate. In, the argument by which 
the Senator from Missouri, Mr. VEST, who favored the bill, an- 
swered that point when it was suggested, he took the ground 
that the bill granting an American register to these vessels did 
not necessarily or even by implication involve a tax or charge 
upon the Treasury. 

The subsidy act to which reference has been made, provides 
that the Government of the United States and the Postmaster- 
General may make contracts with certain vessels of certain ton- 
nage and rate of speed for the purpose of carrying the mails; but 





It must necessarily take an appro- 
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they must be built in the United States, or they must have an 
American register. It does not imply that vessels which have 
a register by special act of Congress would come under that pro- 
vision; but they mustcome under the general law by which vessels 
can be registered at the time the subsidy act was passed. Andit 
does not necessarily follow that the passage of an act of this kind 
would give the right to the Postmaster-General to make a con- 
tract to carry the mails with this vessel, and thereby bring it 
within the terms of the subsidy act. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know whether the 
law to which the gentleman from Alabama refers would give 
this vessel, as a matter of right, a subsidy if the American reg- 
ister were ted to it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There is no question about that. 

The SPEAKER. That is the very question the Chair desires 
to understand, and will be glad to have the law pointed out. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The very object of the bill is shown by 
putting this ship under the American register. I ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill if the purpose and object is not to 
put it on the same footing with American-built vessels for that 


yurpose? 
' The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to see the law upon 
this subject. If the law simply authorizes the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to make contracts, that is one thing; but if it requires that 
a vessel shall receive a subsidy when it gets a register, that is 
another thing. Now, if the passage of thisact would necessarily 
draw to the owners of this ship a bounty or subsidy out of the 
public Treasury, then it seems to the Chair that the passage of 
the act would create a charge or liability on the Treasury, and 
would bring it strictly within the rule requiring its considera- 
tion in the Committee of the Whole. But if it merely puts the 
vessel in the condition where a contract may be e, that, it 
seems to the Chair, would not necessarily put it in that category. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have not the law at hand and can not 
speak with positive certainty. But I have sent for a copy of it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The law of the last Congress required that 
these vessels which are to be employed in the mail service shall 
first undergo a supervision of construction and equipment by the 
Navy Department, in order thatthey may upon call be impressed 
into the naval service of the country. ey must be of acertain 
speed, of a certain tonnage, with certainequipments. All these 
requirements have to be subject to the inspection of the Navy 
Department. 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the law that was 
passed by the last Congress grants, of itself, a subsidy to ships 
of a certain character, or whether it merely enables the execu- 
tive officers of the Government to make contracts by which ships 
of such a character may obtain a subsidy. In the former case 
if the passage of this bill would entitle this ship, as a matter of 
right, to a bounty from the Government, then the Chair thinks 
this bill would create a charge upon the Treasury; but if the 
passage of this bill would merely put the ship in a condition 
where the Treasury Department might contract with it to give 
it a bounty, that would not necessarily be a charge upon the 
Treasury; and that is what the Chair is not informed about it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The latter is the law, and 
not only that, but the Postmaster-General must advertise before 
he can contract. 

Mr. LOUD. This company already has the contract, though. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the gentleman 
making this point of order must show that the fact is as he avers 
itis. He has made no attempt to show that under existing law 
this vessel would be entitled to any subsidy or bounty. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We have sent as many as half a dozen of 
pages for copies of the bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In the mean time the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania might show that we are wrong in our averment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the pages can not 
get copies of this bill, you will find it on page 1064 of the Report 
of the Postmaster-General. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the act. The act does not 
seem of itself togrant a subsidy, but provides that the Postmaster 
General is authorized and empowered to enter into contracts, ete. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, [ would suggest that this company 
a the contract for the postal service. 

Mr. CKERY. Iam satisfied that the decision of the Chair 
is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this bill does not 
necessarily create a charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is, under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, under the rules. The Chair does 
not undertake to say what may be done in the future. 

—~ oe The evident purpose of the bill is to secure 
a subsidy. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I give notice that I desire to offer a substi- 
tute for the bill. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, and 
recognizes the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FOWLER]. 

Mr. FOWLER. Iwill say, Mr. Speaker, that this bill provides 
that before American registry shall be granted to this vessel 
the owners shall contract with an American shipyard for a ves- 
sel of the same kind as toweight and speed. ‘The last section 
of the bill also provides that in case of war this Government 
shall have the right to take this vessel as a cruiser. In connec- 
tion with this matter I should like to have read a communica- 
oo from the Secretary of the Navy which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 6, 1892. 


Srm: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2d 
instant, addressed to the Secretary of the ae and inclosing a copy of bill 
H. R. 8818, entitled “A bill to encourage American shipbuilding,’ which you 

ave referred to the Department with the request for its views and recom- 

endations on the subject. 

The purpose of the bill is to grant an American register to the steamship 
Cyins, owned by the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, on condition that the 
American owners obtain a full title to the ship, and that they shall, subse- 

uent to the passage of the bill, have built in American shipyards a steam- 
ship whose tonnage shall not be less than that of the China. 

It will be observed that this bill has two consequences: It admits to an 
American registration a steamer of high class, owned by American citizens, 
andit secures the construction, for the same American owners and by Amer- 
ican shipbuilders, of additional steamers of the same high class and of a ton- 
nage equal to that admitted to as From every point of view in 
which the United States or its citizens are interested this bill i advanta- 





= It will add certainly one of the best steamers now employed in Pacific 
ean navigation to the American merchant marine; it will enable the Amer- 
ican owners of this ship to sail under the flag and papers and under the pro- 
tection of their own country; and it will stimulate American shipbuilding, 
for, in order that the owners may avail themselves of its benefits, they are 
compelled to order an American-built vessel of a tonnage equal to that ben- 
efi by the act. 

In these respects it is regarded by the Navy Department as being a highly 
beneficial measure for the encouragement of both American shipowning and 
American shipbuilding, especially on the Pacific coast. ~ 

A further advantage of this bill is one upon which the Navy De 
is especially called upon to speak, and that is its connection wit 
tional defense. Over two years ago the Secret: 
in his annual report for 1889, to make the follo 
directly upon the present measure: 

“Tt must be remembered, however, thatcruisers have another and equally 

important function in the attack and defense of commerce. Any stanch 
Vessel with good coal —— and the highest rate of s , armed with a 
few a acnffmoeny § guns, t oug built and used principally for commercial 
Pp , May by certain adaptations in her construction be made readil 
available for this form of warfare. The fast transatlantic liners, national- 
ized in foreign countries, but supported and maintained ~ American trade 
and American passengers, many of them even owned by American citi- 
zens, are a powerful factor in the naval force of the Government whose 
flag they bear and at whose disposal they must place themselves in time of 
war. 
“It isa matter for serious consideration whether steps may not be taken 
towards the creation of such a fleet of specially adap’ steamers of Ameri- 
can construction, owned by American merchants, carrying the American 
flag, and capable, under well-defined conditions, of temporary incorpora- 
tion in the American Navy. Theadvan of such an arrangement, which 
enlarges the merchant marine, and makes it at the same time self-protect- 
ing, are overwhel ly great. 

** * “The nav: licy of the United States can not neglect to take 
account of the fleets of fast cruisers which foreign states maintain under the 
guise of passenger and merchant steamers. ey constitute an auxiliary 
navy, and must be reckoned asa part of the naval force of the government 


tment 
the na- 
of the Navy took occasion, 
ng statements, which bear 


taining them.”’ 
The steaniship China, referred to in the bill, is now sailing under the En- 
glish flag, being e ed in trade between San Francisco and ports in China 


and Japan. She would, with slight alterations in the removal of the deck 
houses, etc., make a most efficient cruiser of the first class; she is also ad- 
mirably adapted for serviceas a transport, be a modern steel-steamer of 
5,000 tons ter,launched in 1889, having a length of 450 feet. triple-expansion 
engines of 8,000 indicated horse power, and anelectrict-light plant. er coal 
consumption and carry capacity are such that she would have a very 
large radius of action, be: able steam for many thousand miles with- 
out reco: . She has an additional advantage as a cruiser in the fact 
that her boilers are two feet below the water line, and are entirely surrounded 
by coal protection to four feet above that line. 

When it is considered that this admirable ship will by this legislation be 
virtually added to the Navy of the United States without expenditure other 
than that which or My required when the contingency for her use arises; 
that the pass: of the act is a guaranty that another ship of like character 
will be built which the Government may likewise take advantage of in an 
emergency; and, finally, that the ship belongs on the Pacific coast, where 
the exigencies of national defense are peculiarly constant and pressing, and 
the material available to meet them in an emergency peculiarly restricted, 
the Department has no hesitation in stating that it regards this measure as 
being of the hest importance in connection with the problem of naval 
defense in the United States. 

Very respectfully, 

JAMES R. SOLEY, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. SAMUEL FOWLER, 

Chairman Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Will the gentleman yield to me to offer a 
ee As a member of the committee I have that right, I 
think. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
previous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman insists upon moving the 
previous question, I desire to move to lay the bit on the table. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


I hope the gentleman will not move the 
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Mr. BLOUNT. As I understand, if this bill shall pass, it gives 
to one of the subsidized lines an additional vessel and takes out 
of the Treasury the bounty or subsidy allowed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itadds this vessel to the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Sompany’s lines. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As soon as registered that would necessarily 
follow. 

The SPEAKER. 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order that it should go to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. That has already been made and overruled. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was not present, and was not aware of that. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
FOWLER] yield to the gentleman from [llinois[Mr. FITHIAN| for 
the purpose of offering a substitute? 

Mr. FOWLER. I yield to the gentleman from Lllinois. 

Mr. FITHIAN. For any purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wants that distinctly understood. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to move tostrike out all after the en- 
acting clause, and offer the substitute which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. I ask that it may be read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to grant Ameri- 
can register, as vessels of the United States, to all steamships of foreign 
build now engaged in freight and passenger business, having a tonnage of 
not less than 5, tons: Provided, at it shall appear to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury that not less than 90 per cent of the shares 
of the capital of the foreign corporation or association owning the same was, 
on January 1, 1890, and has continued to be owned until the passage of this 
act, by citizens of the United States, including as such citizens a corpora- 
tion created under the laws of anyof the States thereof, upon the Ameri- 
can owners of such majority interest obtaining a full and complete transfer 
and title of such steamships from the foreign corporation o ng the same: 
Provided, That such American owner shall, subsequent to the date of this 
law, have built or have contracted to build in American shipyards, a steam- 
ship whose tonnage shall not be less than 5,000 tons. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury, on being satisfied that the fore- 
going conditions have been complied with, shall direct the bills of sale or 
transfer of the said foreign-built steamships so acquired to be recorded in 
the office of the collector of customs of the proper collection district, and 
shall cause such steamships to be registered as vessels of the United States, 
after which the said vessels shall be entitled to all the rights and privileges 
of vessels of the United States, or of American-built steamships, except that 
they shall not be employed in the coastwise trade of the United States. 

Sec. 3. That no further or other inspection shall be required for the said 
steamships thanis now required for foreign steamships carrying passengers 
under the existing laws of the United States, and that a special certificate of 
inspection a be issued for such steamships, but before issuing the registry 
to said steamships as vessels of the United States, the collector of customs 
of the proper collection district shall cause such steamships to be measured 
and described in accordance with the laws of the United States, which 
measurement and description shall be recited in the certificate of registry to 
be issued under this act. 

Src. 4. That the said steamships so registered under the provisions of this 
act may be taken and used by the United States as cruisers or transports 


The Chair does not think that is a parlia- 


upon payments to the owners of the fair actual value of the same at the 
time of the taking, and if there shall be a disagreement as to the fair actual 
value at the time of taking between the United States and the owners, then 
the same shall be determined by two impartial appraisers, one to be ap- 
pointed by each of said parties, who, in case of disagreement, shall select a 
—— the award of any two of the three so chosen to be final and conclu- 
Mr. FITHIAN. Mr.Speaker—— 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I raise the point of order 
on that substitute. 
Mr. ATKINSON. I make the point of order against the sub- 
stitute, or the attempt made to substitute a general bill for a 
rivate bill, which is not in order. Besides that, the substitute 
s not germane to the original bill. 
Mr. FITHTIAN. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
question of changing a private to a general bill. 
Mr. ATKINSON. I have good authority here, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the other side. The 
Chair suggests that he will hear the gentleman from Illinois on 
the question of the substitute being out of order, because it 
| changes a private bill into a general bill. 
Mr. ATKINSON. And the further point, Mr. Speaker, that 
it is not germane to the original bill. 
Mr. FITHIAN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will al- 
low me, Mr. Speaker, what I have to say with reference to the 
matter is that the substitute I have offered is exactly the same 
| 
} 
i 


| as the original bill that has been presented by the committee, 
| except it makes the bill general, and applies to all vessels of the 
same tonnage as the steamship China. Itis true that the orig- 
inal bill only proposes to grant American registry to one ship. 
| If my substitute issubject to the point of order made by the gen- 
rane why, of course, there is not anything I can say in that 
| regard. 
| But I took this view of it, Mr. Speaker, that if the steamship 
| China, under the circumstances detailed in this bill,was entitled 
to American registry—if this Congress was in favor of granting 


to that particular ship American registry—there is no reasou 





ead 


why we should not go further, and give to every ship registry 
upon the same terms as the conditions and provisions of this 
bill. In other words, if the steamship China, a vessel of foreign 
build, of some 5,000 tons, is entitled to American registry upon 
a contract for or having constructed another vessel of the same 
tonnage in American shipyards, then, certainly, the American 
owner of any foreign-buiit ship has the right, or, at least, ought 
to have the right, in this Congress, upon the same terms and 
with the same provisions, to obtain American registry for his 
ship. That is all I desire to say in that regard. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is necessary to 
hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania. In the Thirty-ninth 
Congress a decision was made, and since then, so far as the Chair 
is aivised, has been uniformly adhered to, that an amendment 
proposing to engraft a general provision of law upon a private 
bill is against order. This bill is reported as a bill to grant an 
American registry to the steamship China. The proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois is to make the provision general, 
and grant American registry to any steamship of a certain class 
or burden. Therefore, the Chair thinks it is general in its 
character, and is not in order. 
order. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
tion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman demand the previous 
question on this bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. 
New Jersey will not do that. 

Mr. FOWLER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
this kind of legislation ought to be enacted by the House. It is 
purely a special bill, admittedly so; a point of order has been 
made and sustained that the bill can not be amended so as to 
make it a general bill. What reason is there for passing this 
bill giving privileges toone steamship line which are not allowed 
to other lines, and which you deny to all other vessels similarly 
situated. Is such legislation right? Special legislation is gen- 
erally bad, and in this case itis clearly so. If thelaw we have, 
which forbids Americans from sailing ships built in a foreign 
country, is agood one, it ought to be enforced against all, whether 
the lines asking for the changes be subsidized or not. If it bea 
bad law, it ought to be repealed as all bad laws ought, and give 
to the people of this country, without regard to whether they 
are getting subsidies or not, the same rights and privileges. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allowme to make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There is no law to prevent an American 
from sailing foreign-built ships, but not under the American 
flag. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. I know that; but why, then, 
is not the law forbidding such ships sailing under the American 
flag repealed if there is a necessity for this legislation? 

Mr. FITHIAN. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that 
it is true that an American can sail foreign ships, but not under 
the American flag. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The flag and an appropriation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia if this is not a subsidized line? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. I think the chief object of 
this legislation is to bring in a ship to get the benefit of Ameri- 
can subsidies. And I repeat there isno justice and no fairness 
in legislating in the interests of one of the large mail ship lines, 
giving it permission to bring ships into the United States and 
at the same time deprive other American ship-owners of the 
same right and the same privilege. [Applause. 

Has the Congress of the United States become nothing more 
nor less than a Congress of special legislation? Are we here to 
legislate equally and fairly in the interest of all the people of 
this country, or are we here to legislate in favor of special classes, 
and those the classes that are best able to take care of them- 
selves? 

Again, this bill does not compel this company to build a ship 
in this country. It says: 

Provided, That such American owner shall, subsequent to the date of this 
law, have built, or have contracted to build, in American shipyards, a 
—- whose tonnage shall not be less than that of the said steamship 

When? It may contract to build it and have it ready in five 
years, or in ten years, or in twenty years. There is no bond re- 
quiring that it shall do it. There is no penalty to enforce the 
contract. There is nothing to compel it to comply with the 
law. It can come in with its foreign-built ship by means of this 
special legislation and can sail it under the American flag. It 


I now renew my motion for the previous ques- 


I hope the gentleman from 


can have % sham contract with some one to build it a ship and 
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never build it, and thus it can get the benefit of the American 
subsidy act without giving labor to asingle American laborer 
or contributing in the slightest degree to the development of 
any American shipyard. 

This legislation is wrong, radically wrong. If we aro to have 
the existing shipping laws let us enforce them, and then, as Presi- 
dent Grant said, if they are bad laws we will learn that they are 
bad laws and thus compel their repeal, and if they are good laws 
we will get the full benefit of them. But, do not let us have 
special legislation. Letus not do these things thatwe are asked 
to do here in order to benefit particular interests or class to the 
prejudice of other classes. Let the law stand in full force while 
it is a law, or else wipe it out and let the people of this country, 
without regard to class or condition, have the same rights and 
privileges under the laws of the United States. 

Mr. HERBERT. LIcall the gentleman's attention to the fur- 
ther fact that this bill simply says that this vessel shall be of 
the ‘‘ same tonnage” as the steamship China, but says nothing 
about speed. Why was that omitted? Because the building of 
any sort of a steamship of 5,000 tons would entitle him under the 


_ law to an American register. 


The Chair sustains the point of | 








Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. I will only say further that 
the provision here is not suflicient t» compel or require even the 


| building of another vessel like the one they wish to have regis- 


tered under the American flag. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say, partially in reply 
to the gentleman from Virginia |[Mr. BUCHANAN], that it is mere 
assertion on his part to say that there is nothing in this bill that 
compels them to make a contract to build another ship. The 
bill says that the Secretary of the Treasury shall be satisfied, 
and that the contract shall be made and filed. Besides that, this 
is a bill not merely for the encouragement of American ship- 
ping. This is a bill that helps to put the dinner pail and the 
hammer into the hands of thousands of workingmen in the 
United States. [Laughter.] This is a bill that not on puts 
work in the hands of thousands of men, but it is exactly like a 
bill that we passed here a short time ago—— 

Mr. WALKER. Is it a copy of that bill? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes, sir. This bill gives to every American 
who desires to engage in shipping the right to go abroad and 
buy his ship where he can get it cheaper than anywhere else. 
It is upon the Democratic doctrine that this bill is founded. 
Gentlemen, by refusing to pass measures of this kind, you sim- 
ply support and strengthen and perpetuate the subsidy act. It 
was passed for the purpose of helping the shipbuilding interests, 
of creating a protected shipbuilding interest in this comer and 
by punching holes into the shipbuilding act by these bills you 
weaken it, and when the shipbuilding act is repealed there will 


| no longer be any reason why the subsidy act should continue to 


exist. Mr.Speaker,I move the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

oo BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the vote must be first taken 
on the motion to lay the bill on the table. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for a division. ; 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 73. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 48 members voting in favor 
thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 84, 
not voting 137; as follows: 


YEAS—107. 
Alexander, Cox, N. Y. Kilgore, Perkins, 
Babbitt, Crawford, Kyle, Quackenbush, 
Bailey, Culberson, Lagan, Robinson, Pa. 
Baker, Davis, Lane, Scull, 
Bankhead, De Armond, Lanham, Seerley, 
Barwig, Dickerson, Lawson, Va. Shell 
Blount, Doan, Lawson, Ga. Shonk, 
Branch, Dockery, Lester, Va. Simpson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. an, Lind, Snodgrass, 
Bretz, Edmunds, Long, Snow, 
Brickner, Ellis, Lynch, Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, Epes, allory, Stone, C. W. 
Bryan, Everett, Mansur, Stone, W. A. 
Buchanan, Va. Fithian, McClellan, Tarsney 
Bullock, Forman, McCreary, Terry, 
Bunn, Forney, McKeighan, Turner, 
Bunting, Grady, McRae, Watson, 
Butler, Hamilton, Meredith. Weadock, 
Bynum, Hare, Montgomery, Wheeler, Ala. 
Castle, Harries, Moses, Wheeler, Mich 
Cate, Hatch, O'’Ferrall, Wike, 
Causey, Henderson, N. C. is, Willcox, 
Clancy, Hooker, Miss. Outhwaite, Williams, N. C. 
Clarke, Ala. Johnson, N. Dak. Parrett, Williams, Ill. 
Clover, Johnson, Ohio Patton, inn, 
Cobb, Ala. Jolley, Paynter, Youmans. 
Coburn, Kem, Pearson. 


Se ete peed 
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Amerman, Cutting, Houk, Tenn. Payne, 
Atkinson, Daniell, Hull, Post, 
Bergen, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Raines, 
Bingham, Dolliver, Ketcham, Reilly, 
Bowers, Durborow, Kribbs, Smith, 
Bowman, English, Lapham, Sperry, 
Brunner, Enloe, Layton, Stephenson, 
Byrns, Enochs, Lester, Ga. Steward, Ill. 
Cadmus, Fellows, Little, Stout, 
Caldwell, Fowler, Martin, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caminetti Geissenhainer, McKaig, Tillman, 
Caruth, Greenleaf, Milliken, Townsend, 
Catchings, Griswold, Mitchell, Tracey, 
Chipman, Hall, Moore, Van Horn, 
Cobb, Mo. Hallowell, Mutchler, Wadsworth, 
Coolidge, Harmer, Oates, Walker, 
Coombs, Haugen, O'Neil, Mass. Warner, 
Cowles, Hayes, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. Washington, 
Crosby, Hitt, O'Neill, Mo. Wilson, Wash. 
Cummings, Hopkins, IL. Owens, Wolverton, 
Curtis, Houk, Ohio Page, R. I. Wright. 

NOT VOTING—137. 
Abbott, Covert, Jones, Robertson, La. 
Alderson, Cox, Tenn. Kendall, Rockwell, 
Allen, Craig, Pa. Lewis, Rusk, 
Andrew, Crain, Tex. Livingston, Russell, 
Arnold, Daizell, Lockwood, Sanford, 
Bacon. Dingley, Lodge, Sayers, 
Bartine, Dixon, Loud, Scott, 
Beeman, Donovan, Magner, Shively, 
Belden, Dunphy, McAleer, Springer, 
Belknap, Elliott, McDonald, Stahinecker, 
Beltzhoover. Fitch, McGann, Stevens, 
Bentley, Flick, McKinney, Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Funston, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Fyan, Meyer, Storer, 
Boatner, Gantz, Miller, Stump, 
Boutelle, Geary, Morse, Sweet, 
Brawley, Gillespie, Newberry, Taylor, Ill. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, Norton, Taylor, E. B. 
Broderick, Gorman, O’ Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, Grout, Page, Md. Taylor, V. A. 
Brown, Halvorson, Patterson, Tenn. Tucker, 
Buchanan, N. J. Harter, Pattison, Ohio Turpin, 
Burrows, Haynes, Ohio Peel, Warwick, 
Busey, Heard, Pendleton, Waugh, 
Bushnell, Hemphill, Pickler, Wever, 
Cable, Henderson, Iowa Pierce, White, 
Campbell, Henderson, Il. Powers, Whiting, 
Capehart, Herbert, Price, Williams, Mass. 
Cheatham, Hermann, Randall, Wilson, Ky. 
Chapin, Hoar, Ray, Wilson, Mo. 
Clark, Wyo. Holman, Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockran, Hooker, N. Y. Reed, Wise. 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Pa. Reyburn, 
Compton, Huff, Richardson, 
Cooper, Johnstone, S. C. Rife, 


So the bill was laid on the table. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. RANDALL, until further notiee. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. Scort with Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
The SPEAKER. The hour of this committee has expired. 


UNIFORM GRADING OF WHEAT, ETC. 


Mr. HATCH (when the Committee on Agriculture was called). 
I call up for consideration the bill (S. 797) to provide for. fixing a 
uniform system of classification and grading of wheat, corn, oats, 
sarley, and rye, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required, as soon as may be after the enactment hereof, to 
determine and fix, according to such standard as he may prescribe, such 
classification and grading of wheat, corn, rye, oats, and barley as in his 
judgment the usages of trade warrant and permit; having reference to the 
standard, classification, and grades now recognized by the several chambers 
of commerce and boards of trade of the United States: Provided, however, 
That reference to such variousclassifications and grades shall serve only as 
a guide and suggestion in the matter of determining and fixing, by the Sec- 
retary, the United States standard herein provided for, but he shall not be 
controlled thereby, but shall determine and fix such standard and such classi- 
fications and grades as will, in his judgment, best subserve the interest of 
the public in the conduct of interstate trade and commerce in grain. 

Sgc. 2. That when such standard is fixed and the classification and grades 
determined upon, the same shall be made matter of permanent record inthe 
Agricultural Department, and public notice thereof shall be given in such 
manner as the Secretary shall direct, and thereafter such classifications and 
grades shall be known as the United States standard. All personsinterested 


shall have access to said record at such convenient times and under such rea- | 


sonable regulations as the Secretary may prescribe; andon rp ofsuch 
proper charge as the Secretary may fix, a certified copy of the classification 
and grades shall be supplied to those who may apply for the same. 

Src. 3. That from and after thirty days after such classifications and 

rades have been determined upon.andé. fixed, and duly placed on record as 

erein provided, such classification and grading shall be taken and held to 
be the standard in all interstate trade and commerce in grain, in all cases 
where no other standard is agreed upon: Provided, however, That in inter- 
State trade or commerce in grain, if the consignor thereof, or his authorized 
agent, shall so direct, public inspection, classification, or grading shall not 
be required nor made when said grain is consigned to the owner thereof or 
to his authorized agent or to a mill or private storehouse; or, for deposit in 
a special bin, to a public warehouse; or, the purchaser consenting, to a pur- 
chaser thereof; or, if consigned to a market where the usages of trade rec- 
— sales of grain by sample, when the consignor shall direct its sale by 
sample. 


| be very glad to yield him five or ten minutes. 
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Mr. HATCH. I yield to the gentleman from L[linois [Mr. 
FORMAN] such time as he may desire. 


[Mr. FORMAN withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix.] 


Mr. HATCH. 
souri [Mr. Coss]. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,I have simply had time 
to read this bill; but I am satisfied that we can have no uniform 
system of grading, at least, of wheat. As tocorn and rye, the 
bill may have some application, because there is very littie dif- 
ference in those grains as raised in different sections of the coun- 
try. But the wheat raised in the Northwest, the wheat raised 
in the Dakotas, the wheat of the East, the wheat raised in the 
far West, in Washington and in California, and the wheat 
raised in the Mississippi Valley, are different classes and are 
totally distinct, not only as to quality, but as to milling value; 
and to have a uniform system of grading applying to wheat 
raised in all these sections—that is to say, wheat raised through- 
out the entire country— would be utterly impossible. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether 
this bill provides for one uniform grading of wheat raised al! 
over the country? 

Mr.COBBof Missouri. The bill proposes to provide a uniform 
grading by the Government of wheat raised throughout the 
country. Iclaim that this is impracticable; that these classes 
of grain raised in different parts of the country vary not only in 
their milling value, but also in their export value. We could 
not have one universal grade. The wheat raised in Kansas, for 
instance, is of a far different variety from that raised a little 
farther west—in Utah, for instance 

Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Or Colorado. The wheat of almost 
every State has its distinctive quality, and its different value 
both for milling and for shipping. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The quality varies even in the same State, 
because the wheat is raised on different soils. 

Mr. COBBof Missouri. Of course, that is the fact as to wheat. 
So far as concerns Indian corn, that is about the same every- 
where; rye is very much the same. But to undertake to estab- 
lish this universal grade for wheat will be simply another stab 
at the commerce of this country. In my opinion the Govern- 
ment should not have anything to do with the grading of wheat. 
Let that matter be attended to by the States, or the particu- 
lar sections where the wheat is raised. They know its valu 
they know what they can get for it. The Secretary of Agri 
culture really knows or cares nothing about these quest‘ons, 
nor willhis employés. Let this matter be lefttothe farmers who 
raise the product, and let the Government keep its hands off. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield five minutes tothe gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Coomne. 

Mr. COOMBS. Three minutes will be enough for me. 

Mr. HATCH. Very well; three minutes. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I beg respectfully to protest 
against this hasty legislation on a matter of so much importance. 
The vision of gentlemen who propose a measure of this kind 
seems to be limited to our own country. They lose sight of the 
fact that any attempt at the grading of grain must take into 
view the grain raised all over the world. A very large pro- 
portion of the grain raised in the United States finds its market 
abroad; and I claim that a bill of this kind, if enacted, would in- 
troduce confusion into commercial operations in this commodity; 
and the consequence would be disastrous to the farmer. 

I claim, sir, that all these things we can safely leave to th: 
operations of commerce, which will regulate such matters and 
regulate them properly. Every time that the Government of 
the United States, in its paternal interest for the farmers of the 
country, puts its hands into the bag it makesa mess of it. You 
had better leave such questions alone, and not put them under 
the authority of any one man who is not necessarily a great au- 
thority upon the subject. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the principal reason why I am opposed to 
this is that it brings us into competition and conflict with all 
the markets of the world where we sell our products. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. As well as at home. 

Mr. COOMBS. As well as at home, although I will leave that 
part of the question to those who understand it better than I. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, if I knew of any other represen- 
tative of a board of trade on the floor of the House who would 
like to speak in the interest of the farmers of this land, I should 
{Laughter.] It 
is one of the strangest things in the history of legislation on this 
floor that every time a bill comes up here for the benefit of the 
agricultural communities there spring up as the representa 
tives of the farmers and their warmest advocates and friends the 


See Ap- 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
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representatives of the various boards of trade throughout the | 10,000 bushels of wheat. I am giving you the round figures now, 


country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the House will read this bill, or will hear 
me for a few minutes, it will take but a very few moments’ time 
to explain it to the satisfaction of any gentleman on this floor. 
My colleague from Missouri [Mr. Coss] and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. COOMBS] misapprehend absolutely the pur- 
pose of this bill. Idonot want to say that they do not under- 
stand it; but they certainly have not studied it. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. We have not had the time. 

Mr. HATCH. Have not had the time! Why, this bill has 
been upon the Calendar since the 28th of last April. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Well, we did not know you were go- 
ing to opriee it on us to-day. 

fr. HATCH. Did not know I was going to spring it to-day! 
Why, I have been trying to get action upon this and other mat- 
ters of similar importance to the farming communities of this 
country ever since the beginning of Congress. 

Now, what is the bill? Have gentlemen considered it? It 
provides: 3 

That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
quired, as soon as may be after the enactment hereof, to determine and fix, 
according to such standard as he may prescribe, such classification and 
grading of wheat, corn, rye, oats, and barley as in his judgment the usages 
of trade warrant and permit; having reference to the standard, classifica- 
tion, and grades now recognized by the several chambers of commerce and 
boards of trade of the United States. 

Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] understand 
the difference between classification and grading? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HATCH. Itsays*‘such classification and grading.” Not 
that all the wheat of this United States shall be graded accord- 
ing to one common standard, but that the winter wheat of Kansas 
and Missouri may be classified and graded up to a standard that 
will protect the producer. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman allow a question for in- 
formation? 

Mr. HATCH. With very much pleasure. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish to ask if this bill leaves to the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture the fixing of the classification and grading 
of my wheat—leaves it in the hands of one man, an individual, 
to do so? 

Mr. HATCH. It leaves to the Secretary of Agriculture the 
power to fix the classification and grading for all the wheat that 
comes within the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What classification is that? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I propose to explain now. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, go ahead. 

Mr. HATCH. Very well, Il am going ahead, and I want you 
to listen. Do not go off now, after you haye asked a question, 
but wait until you hear the answer if you want to be enlight- 
ened. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam listening. 

Mr. HATCH. This is —v to fix the classification and grad- 
ing of the wheat which shall be a standard where the sale is 
made and no grading or classification is fixed. It does not in- 
terfere with the classification and grading of the State of Mis- 
souri. The grain in our State is graded under the State law, 
and by State officers. It has nothing in the world to do with 
the classification and grading of the grain that is shipped from 
Chicago, and classified and graded under the State laws of Il1li- 
nois. But I will tell you what it does do. It stops these dealers 
in grain, when they buy No. 2 wheat at a high standard in the 
West, from shipping it to New York as No. 2 and grading it 
with No. 3up to the standard that is shipped from that State, 
and dragging down the price. It any stops mixing and lower- 
ing the grading of grain throughout the United States; and is 
a bill in the interest of the producers of grain. 

After a most careful and searching investigation by the Senate 
and the House this bill has passed the Senate, receiving, I be- 
lieve, every vote that was cast there. 

Not one single farmer in the United States, not an agricultural 
association in the United States, not even a board of trade, has 
come before our committee and protested against this bill. It is 
so eminently fair upon its face that it commends itself to every 
one. Itinterferes nowhere with the contracts made mee any 
board of trade or any State grade, but it says that where there is 
no contract the wheat shall be graded according to the national 
standard. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. It provides for a national standard 
where there isno contract and where there is no grade, but every 
State has itsgrade. Every State hasa market where the wheat 
is graied, and our grades are established and familiar to every 
home and foreign buyer—then why disturb them? 

Mr. HATCH. I will tell you, as nearly as I can recollect the 
language, a statement that was made before the Committee on 
Agriculture, and that by a gentleman who shipped from Toledo 


merce inmate 


and I am going to state briefly the substance of his statement. 
He shipped 10,000 bushels of strictly No. 2 winter wheat from 
Toledo to Buffa'o. He went to Buffalo, and getting a card from 
a persona! friend, through the railroad authorities, he entered 
the elevator there. He saw his 10,000 bushels of No. 2 wheat go 
into the bins as No. 2 winter wheat. In twenty-four hours he 
saw that same wheat loaded for Europe with one-third of his 10,- 
000 bushels of No. 2, and two-thirds of No. 3, graded as No. 2, 
and shipped out of the country as No. 2. 

Mr.COOMBS. Does this bill propose to control the elevators? 
Do youu to have any inspection of elevators? 

Mr. HATCH. Not where the grade isfixed by any competent 
authority in the 'nited States. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. But take the case which the gentle- 
man has cited; they have a State inspection at Buffalo. 

Mr. HATCH. My colleague from Missouri [Mr. CoBB] knows 
that complaint has been made for the last twenty years upon 
every board of trade in the United States that they were buyin 
our wheat as No. 2, grading it as No. 2, and shipping it as No. 2, 
but mixed with 25 to 30 per centof No. 3. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Iam not defending the elevators. I 
believe that the elevators do mix grain; but that is not the 
question I am talking about. This bill seeks to provide a uni- 
form inspection of grain. Iam nottalking about what the eleva- 
tors do with the grain after they take itin or when they ship 
it out, but it is the means of securing a uniform grade thatI am 
asking about. 

Mr. HATCH. Idonotsee why any gentleman who handles 
grain or any gentleman upon this floor should object to a uni- 
form standard of classification and grade. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I would not, if you could have it. 

Mr. HATCH. Every merchant and every farmer knows that 
there is a class of grain grown in the Dakotas that is graded at 
Duluth and Minneapolis as No. 2 Northwestern or No. 2 red, 
that is different from our No. 2 at Chicago or St. Louis. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I want to do what is going to benefit the 
farmer in this matter, and I want to ask this question: My peo- 
ple raise a great deal of wheat and ship it to Alexandria. That 
is our market. We sell it through a commission merchant 
there. Would that wheat have to be graded by the Govern- 
ment, and if so, would it cost the shipper anything? 

Mr. HATCH. It will not. There is not asingle thing in it 
that is compulsory at all. If the question arises anywhere in 
the United States as to the grade of a shipment that has been 
made from one point to another, the national standard of classi- 
fication would settle it: but wherever a contract price has been 
made upon a classification and grade, this bill does not interfere 
with it at all. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Take the case you cited in regard to the 
Toledo shipment to Buffalo; that undoubtedly was a fraud for 
which the party might have recovered damages if he was in- 
jured; but will the gentleman tell me how this bill will pre- 
vent such a mixture being made? 

Mr. HATCH. Well,I stated in the committee that I do not 
believe that it will fully protect the farmers from the outrages 
that have been committed upon them in the last twenty years in 
that respect, but it is simply a step in the right direction, and if 
there comes up a case where there is no grade or classification, 
this national standard will govern. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The gentleman says it will not fully protect 
the farmer. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not believe it will stop all such cases. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Does it protect the farmer at all? 

Mr. HATCH. I believe it does, and I want to say further to 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH] that I was very 

articular as to this last clause in the bill, because all along the 

ississippi River, or where theré is a dividing line between 
States, this case may arise. For instance, in Pike County, IIl., 
acounty in the district of the gentleman from Illinois|Mr. WIKE], 
where I have a farm of my own, the western part of Pike County 
is almost a solid wheat field. A — large proportion of the 
wheat in that county is taken across the river by ferry and sold 
in the city of Hannibal, Mo., to the millers. It is sold upon 
sample. 

There a contract is made between the farmer himself and the 
miller. He takes a sample of his wheat and exhibits it to the 
miller, and gets his offer for it. If he is not satisfied he can ship 
his wheat to Chicago, Toledo, or St. Louis. This bill does not 
interfere with that in the least. It is entirely voluntary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Sup you ship to New York, 
and the shipper has guaranteed grade No. 2 in New York; what 
does this bill do in that regard? 
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Mr. HATCH. It would not influence the matter at all. Itis 
fixed by the grain board there, and the law fixes the grade in 
that State. But if I sell 10,000 bushels of wheat to a shipper or 
to a purchaser and nothing is said about the grade, and the ques- 
tion comes up as to the classification and grade, why, then, this 
national standard fixes it. 

Mr. WARNER. Now, will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HATCH. With pleasure. 

Mr. WARNER. It is perfectly well known that throughout 
the different States of this Union there are grown very many 
grades of the grains named in this bill. It is also known that 
in actual practice in the different parts of the Union there are 


fixed certain grades which are best adapted, under the practice | 


of dealers in the actual produce for milling, and which the mil- 
lers find it most convenient to dealin. It is also known that the 
practice in one locality differs from the practice in other locali- 
ties, according as the wants and necessities differ. One locality 
may think it proper to establish one grade, and then another 
locality may desire to establish another grade. 


Now, do I understand that there is any guaranty which, in | 


the first place, will hold the Secretary of Agriculture to fair- 
ness between the different sections of this country as regards the 
grades he shall establish? In the second place, is there a possi- 
bility that any man, however fair, can establish a uniform grade 


for use all over this country without doing harm ina State which | 


now prefers another grade for its own uses? _ 

Mr. HATCH. [Ihave already answered the question of the 
gentleman from New York; butI willelaborate italittle. Ihave 
stated to the gentleman and to the House that there is not asin- 
gle line or word in this bill that gives the Secretary of Agricul- 


that will interfere with the classification and grade established 
anywhere in the United States. 

Mr. WARNER. Then, if it will not interfere in that regard, 
what under God’s heaven do we want with this bill? 

Mr. HATCH. It is very easy for the gentleman to ask that 
question, and it is a good deal easier to answer it. I say that 





we want this bill in the name of the producers of grain in the 


United States. 

Mr. WARNER. Have they asked for it? 

Mr. HATCH. They have, from every grain producing State 
in the Union. 

Mr. WARNER. Your report does not hint at it. 
comes here unfathered. 

Mr. HATCH. What does the gentleman mean by that? 

Mr. WARNER. I mean by that suggestion that all the year 
through this committee has been trying to pass its bills on its 
reports which should give information. If they have attempted 
to accomplish more in one report than another, it is in writing 
this report, which is supposed to give this committee and the 


This bill 


for the salvation of your soul to save those who vote against it. 
[Great laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Agriculture had no interest 
whatever in this bill except to subserve the great interests of 
the grain-growers of the United States. They presented this 
bill after the most careful consideration in the committee. They 
even went so far as to invite the gentleman who had drafted the 
bill in the Senate to come before them, where they cross-exam- 
ined and catechized him in regard toits provisions. The bill 
comes before the House upon the unanimous report of the com- 
mittee, and it will not injure the farmers of the United States 
to pass it. It may interfere to some extent with some of the 
operations of mixing and lowering the grades of wheat, but that 
is the only effect it will have. 

Mr. COOMBS. You do not pretend to interfere with that in 
this bill. 

Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman 
HATCH] permit a question? 

Mr. HATCH. I have no right now to yield for a question, 
another motion having been interposed. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. COOMBS to lay 
the dill on the table, and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seomed to have it. 

Mr. COOMBS. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 84. 

Mr. COOMBS. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; pend- 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 
Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the bill on the 


from Missouri [Mr. 


. 7 ‘ u- | ing which 
ture any authority to fix the classification and grade of grain | 


Mr. KILGORE said: Mr. Speaker, the result of the last vote 


| has not been announced, and I make the point of order that 
| no quorum has voted. 


The SPEAKER. The result was announced as ayes 54, noes 
84. Twenty five members have voted toorder the yeasand nays— 
not a sufficient number—and the yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr.CHIPMAN. I demand tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker appointed Mr. HATCH 


| and Mr. WARNER. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 18, noes 79. 

The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result the Chair will 
make a statement, so that there may be no misapprehension. 
The gentleman from New York {[ Mr. COOMBS] demanded the yeas 
and nays, and they were refused. A gentleman then demanded 
tellers, without stating upon what the tellers were to be ordered. 
The Chair stated that those in favor of laying the bill on the 
table should pass between the tellers and b2 counted, and then 
that those opposed to it should pass between the tellers and be 


| counted. That wason the assumption that the demand for tellers 


House information as towhy the measure it favors is rightful: | 


but when it is read it will not throw the slightest bit of light on it | 


or furnish reason for having fathered this bill. I send it to the 
Clerk’s desk, so that the whole matter may be developed. 

Mr. HATCH. Waita bit: I will read the report if necessary. 
The gentleman shall not take me off the floor. 
any further. 

The Committee on Agriculture, composed of fifteen members of 
this House and one Delegate, are responsible for their work, and 
they have tried to do it intelligently, and to present such meas- 


ures to this House as would be acceptable to the House and to | 


the country, but these sixteen gentlemen are not responsible for 
the fact that the gentleman from New York can not understand. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER. But we were told to find out by his bill, and 
I do say that really he can not blame us if we can not find out 
from the bill or report. 

Mr. HATCH. 


New York either support or understand it. There isa power 


away beyond the Committee of Agriculture and the House of | 


Representatives that is responsible for that. [Laughter.] 
Mr. WARNER. The Omnipotence alone could enable any- 
a to understand this report. 
or Yes, the gentleman does not understand the 
report. 
antioption bill, on the bill that passed the House, but the House 
understood it; and he denounced it as an absolutely outrageous 
and cranky measure. Then we found that there were one hun- 


men! [Laughter.] And by the time it getsthrough the Senate 
you will find the same proportion of cranks and wise men. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Then the Lord have mercy on usand 
our country. 


Mr. HATCH. Itwill take more prayers than you ever offered 


The committee can bring in a bill here and | 
make legislation, but they can not make the gentleman from | 


The gentleman did not understand the report on the | 





| dividing, but the motion can be entered. 
| ayes are 18, and the noes are 79. 


was on the motion to lay on the table. It would not have been 
in order to have made that motion if any gentleman had objected, 
because, after the refusal of the yeas and nays, it would be too 
late, under the practice of the House, to demand tellers. But 
tellers may be asked for on the demand for the yeas and nays. 


: | The point, however, was not made—— 
I do not yield | : ’ : 


Mr. HATCH (interposing). Mr. Speaker, as there seems to 
have been some misapprehension about this matter, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the question may be again put to the House 
on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WARNER. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the 


| vote by which—— 


Mr. TRACEY. Regular order. 

Mr. HATCH. Letthe gentleman wait until I make my motion 
before he makes his point of order. He does not know what my 
motion is yet. [Laughter.] I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were refused. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. TRACEY. Before the announcement of the vote? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider can be entered at 
any time. Of course itcan not be acted upon while the House is 
On this question the 


Mr. WARNER. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the pending proposi- 
tion, so that there may be no confusion about it. The Chair put 
the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. COOMBS] as a 


| demand for tellers upon the motion to lay this bill on the table, 
dred and sixty-one cranks in this House, and but forty-six wise | 


no point having been made against it. The gentleman from 


| Missouri [Mr. HATCH] now enters a motion to reconsider the 
| vote by which the yeas and nays were refused. The motion to 


reconsider could be entered at any time, but of course it could 


| not be considered while the House was dividing. On this vote 
| the yeas are 18 and the nays are 79, and the point is now made 
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by the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER] thatnoquorum 
is voting. 

Mr. HATCH. Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. Of the hour 
allotted to the Committee on Agriculture how much remains? 
_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. HATCH. If the House should adjourn now, would I not 
be entitled to those twenty minutes to-morrow morning? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; the gentleman is entitled to one 
hour altogether. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WARNER. Lobject. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order, the point of no 
quorum being pending. 

The question having been put on the motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. WARNER. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken; there were—ayes 99, noes 9. 

Mr. WARNER. I call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering tellers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Irise toaparliamentaryinquiry. Will the 
time occupied in determining this question of adjournment come 
out of the hour allotted to the Committee on Agriculture? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will. 

The members rising to order tellers having been counted, 

The SPEAKER said: Seventeen gentlemen have risen in favor 
of ordering tellers; not a sufficient number. 

Mr. WARNER. The other side. 

The SPEAKER. There is no ‘ other side.” 
quires one-fifth of a quorum to order tellers. 

Mr. WARNER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on ordering the yeas 
and nays). Sixteen have voted in favor of ordering the yeas 
and nays; not a sufficient number. 

Mr. WARNER. I call for the other side. 

The negative having been putonordering the yeasand nays, 

The SPEAKER said: On this question the ayes are 16, the noes 
97. So that a sufficient number not having risen to demand the 
yeas and nays, and tellers having been refused—— 

Mr. WARNER. Pending the motion to adjourn, I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Friday 
next. 

The SPEAKER (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.). But the 
motion to adjourn is agreed to [laughter]; and the House stands 
adjourned until to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock. 


The rule re- 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 20f Rule XITI, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 9596) for the relief of Benjamin J. Kilbourn. 
(Report No. 1954.) 

By Mr. SHELL, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 9598) 
for the relief of P. T. Priddy, executor of John D. Priddy, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 1958.) 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions: A bill (H. R. 2407) granting a pension toSamuel Luttrell. 
(Report No. 1961.) 


A bill (H. R. 6511) to pension Rebeeca M. Youngblood. (Re- 
port No. 1962.) 
A bill (S. 1698) for the relief of Thomas J, Rowland. (Report 


No. 1964.) 

By Mr. CLANCY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (S. 1424) for the relief of the Atlantic VW orks, of Boston, Mass. 
(Report No. 1965.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (S. 1698) for the 
relief of Thomas F’. Rowland, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, resolutionsof the following titles 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DIXON: A resolution instructing the Committee on 
Labor to consider the advisability of the appointment of a com- 
mittee to examine and investigate certain Shor troubles in the 
State of Idaho—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. JONES: A resolution authorizing the Doorkeeper to 
continue on his roll fifteen folders—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 
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By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A resolution fixing the time for the 
consideration of House bill 546—to the Committee on Rules. 


——— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 9599) to correct the military 
record of Joseph Clifton, late of the One hundred and thirty- 
ninth and One hundred and fifty-first Illinois Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUNN (by request): A bill (H.R. 9600) for the relief 
of H. D. Coley, of Wake County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 9601) for the relief of 
Mary Gregan, widow of Michael Gregan—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9602) granting increase of pension to Richard 
P. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9603) granting a pension 
to W. H. Denham, of Kentucky, late of Ninth Kentucky Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9604) for the relief of Daniel F. Gann, of Nel- 
son, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 9605) for the relief of Alfred M. 
Burnham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

-By Mr. McKAIG:-A bill (H. R. 9606) for the relief of Owen 
pets of Washington County, Md.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 9607) for the relief of the 
trustees of Fletcher Chapel, in King George County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 9608) granting a pension to 
Mary A. McGlinnin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9609) for the 
relief of John S. Tate—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were placed upon the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRANCH: Papers in the claim of Joel C. Johnson, ad- 
ministrator of Richard W. Johnson, deceased, asking that his 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the act of March 
3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Petition of Laura L. Thurston, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Remonstrance of John Shea and 135 others, 
of Indianapolis, Ind., against closing the World’s Fair on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BYRNS: Petition of George J.Kraus, for relief, to ac- 
company House bill 9556—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so petition for a bill toamend the military record of Stephen 
Holderly, of Company E, Second Regiment Kentucky Infantry 
Volunteers, to accompany House bill 9555—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASTLE: Petition with reference to Mille Lacs Reser- 
vation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CAUSEY: Papers in the claim of Elizabeth S. White, 
for relief, was referred to the Committee on Claims and re-re- 
ferred by that Committee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of many citizens of New York, 
against closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Young People’s Christian Union 
of Elizabeth, Pa., against the opening of the World’s Fair on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: Papers to accompany House bill 1206, 
for the appointment of J. W. Ahert to the retired list—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of 1,188 citizens of the United 
States, protesting against Congressional legislation looking to 
closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, resolutions of the Essex Conference of Liberal Christians 
against national legislation in regard to the World’s Fair as to 
Sunday closing—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- 

sition. 

a Mr. GOODNIGHT: Evidence to accompany bill for the re- 
| lief of W. H. Durham, of Eighty Eight, Ky.—to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.GROUT: Petition of Thomas A. Fitzpatrick, for 1-cent 


3 to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Papers to accompany House bill 9959 for the 
relief the heirs of the late Col. Henry Wilson, Seventh Infantry, 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of 80 citizens of Mt. Vernon, 
Ind., against closing the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of N. S. Snyder, of Fletcher's 
Chapel, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of the Yearly Meeting of Friends for 
New England, for the closing of the World’s Fair on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Robert 
Emmett Literary Society of Chester, Pa., requesting the Rep- 
resentatives in Congress to take such action as to cause an in- 
quiry to be instituted by the Department of State as to the 
methods by which Dr. Gallagher was convicted—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania; one of Roys- 
ford and Spring County, and the other of Chester and Montgomery 
County, asking for the passage of House bill 401—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

. By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of Austin Labor Council, request- 
ing the opening of the Columbian Exposition on Sunday—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Knights of Labor, inst 
closing the World’s Fair on the Sabbath—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of Warren County, 
Pomona Grange, of Pennsylvania, in favor of free delivery of 
mailin rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of the Upholsters’ Union of 
American Federation of Labor 5577 of Denver, Colo., that there 
be no legislation for or against closing the World’s Fair on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Aaron M. Gould, of Worches- 
ter, Mass., and others, against imposing conditions either as to 
keeping open or closing on Sundays the World's Fair—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, July 21, 1892. 


Frayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


WORLD’S FAIR EXHIBITS. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 105) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to prepare and send to the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position models, drawings, etc., prepared or invented by women 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is a House joint resolution and re- 
quires no appropriation of money. It relates to the World’s 
Fair, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks for the present consideration of the joint resolution. It 
will be read for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to pecpene and send for exhibition in the Woman’s Building of the 


World's Columbian Exposition, any articles, models, or drawings now in his 
custody, or deposited in the Patent Office, prepared or invented by women. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 102) requesting the loan of cer- 
tain articles for the World’s Columbian Exposition, was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lalso ask for the immediate considera- 
tion of this joint resolution. 
; The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as fol- 
Ows: 

Resolved, etc., That the President be, and he hereby is, authorized to re- 
quest of the Government of Her Majesty the Queen Regent of Spain, of the 
municipal government of Genoa, of the Duke of Veragua, the descendants 
of Columbus, and of such other persons or corporations as may be thought 
proper. the loan of articles, papers, books, maps, documents, and other relics 
of Christopher Columbus and those who were associated with him or with 
the discovery and early settlement of America, for exhibition at the World’s 
Columbian Exposition; that the Secretary of State shall make such provi- 
sion ae may be necessary for their reception, exhibition, and return; that 
the Secretary of the Navy shall be authorized, if necessary, to detail one or 
more vessels for their transportation; that the Secretary of War shall de- 


= whatever military guard may be necessary for their care and protec- 
on. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideratier of the joint resolution? 


Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the consideration of the 
joint resolution, but I wish to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Patents in respect to the joint resolution just passed, why 
it is that it gives authority for the sending of models and draw- 
ings of the handiwork of women to the Fair and does not give 
the same privilege in respect to inventions and the handiwork 
of men? It seems to me that the joint resolution ought to have 
been broadened so as to include all models and drawings and 
inventions that in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior 
would be matters of interest at the Fair. Isimply wanted toask 
the question why it is that it is confined to only one class. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is a woman's building exclusively 
for exhibits of the work of women, and these models go to that 
building. I presume there will be no objection to an additional 
resolution embracing all other models. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that resolution. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It would hardly be proper to exhibit any- 
thing but models of inventions by women in the woman's build- 
ing. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwas not paying attention to the joint resolu- 
tion, and therefore I will ask a question of the chairman of the 
Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. Hus there not 
been a provision for a Government exhibit which is to embrace 
matters from the Patent Office? I suppose there has, and I sup- 
pose there is some provision by which the Patent Office is pre- 
paring to exhibjt there. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it is, the same as the other De- 
partments of the Government. 

Mr. PLATT. I think so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of joint resolution No. 102? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The joint resolution now under consider- 
ation is in substance the same as a joint resolution heretofore 
passed by the Senate. I think that what is contained in this 
measure was contained in two Senate joint resolutions. The 
other House seems to have put them together and passed it and 
sent it back to us in this form. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9284) ‘‘ making appropri- 
ations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1892, and prior years, and for other pu es,’’ having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 5,7, 9, 12, 13, 17, 
19, 22, 28, 30, 34, 36, 37, 40, 41, 43, 49, 51, 63, 64, 71, 72, 81, 82, 85, and 89. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 8, 14, 15, 16, 20, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 31, 32, 25, 42, 45, 46, 47, 
48, 50, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 73, 74, 75, 76, 80, 83, 84, 86, 88, 90, 91, 
92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, and 108, and agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out from saidamendment the name “ Newton H. Trotter,” and insert 
in lieu thereof ‘‘ Newbold H. Trotter;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Inlieu of the matters stricken out by said amendment, insert the following: 


‘** FISH COMMISSION. 


‘*For the completion of the fish cultural stations at Green Lake and Craigs 
Brook, Maine, including construction of ponds, buildings, roads, grading, 
and buoyage and all necessary materials and equipment, and pay of em- 
ployés required for the same, $8,000, being for the fiscal years 1892 aad 1893;"' 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered ilgand agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all of said amendment after the word ‘“‘dollars;”’’ afid the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: *‘being for the fiscal 
year 1898; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

‘Custodians of abandoned military reservations andruinsot{CasaGrande; 
To pay salaries of custodians of the following abandoned military reserva- 
tions at not exceeding $480 each per annum, namely: Fort Fred Steel, Wyo.; 
Fort Laramie, Wyo.; Fort Hays, Kans., and Fort Dodge, Kans., andcustodian 
of ruins of Casa Grande at not exceeding #720 per annum for services ren- 
dered during the fiscal years 1891 and 1892, 35,280." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows 
Insert after the word “dollars’’ where it occurs the words “ being for the 
fiscal year 1898 and;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
Insert after the word “dollars’’ where it occurs the words “ being for the 
fiscal year 1893 and;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$20,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘$21,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the word “ five’’ where it occurs in said amendment, and insert in 
lieu-thereof the word ‘“‘four;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike Nae all after line 8 of said amendment, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

“The governor, Abraham J. Seay, of Kingfisher, Okla., Leslie P. Ross, of 
Norman, Okla., and Samuel Crocker, of Oklahoma County, Okla., are hereby 
appointed a commission to apportion the Territory into thirteen council and 
twenty-six representative districts, as nearly as may be in proportion to the 
population, and the governor shall on or before the Istday of October, A.D, 
Ieee, issue a proclamation for the holding of such election on the first Tues- 
day after the first Monday in Novempber, A. D, 1892, setting forth therein the 
apportionment of said Territory as aforesaid, and such election shall be held 
on the day last named, and said Second Legislative Assembly shall convene 
on the second Tuesday of January, A. D. 1893, as now provided by the laws of 
said Territory. 

“That each of said commissioners shall be paid for his said services a sum 
not os #10 per diem for the time actually spent in making such ap- 

rtionment. 

“The said commissioners, in making said apportionment, shall so make the 
same that no voting precinct shall be situa in more than one council or 
representative district. Should either of said commissioners fail or refuse 
to act, the governor shall appoint, as his successor, the person recommended 
by the Territorial executive committee of the political party to which said 
commissioner belongs. 

“The board of County commissioners of each county are hereby constituted 
a county canvassing board, and the governor, secretary, and Territorial au- 
ditor are hereby constituted a Territorial canvassing board, and said county 
canvassing board shall meet on the Friday next following said election an 
canvass the returns and declare the result of said election, and the county 
clerk sha]l theréupon immediately issue to all county and township officers 
elected at said election a certificate of their election. and shall immediately 
certify the canvass of said votes for rn to Congress, and for repre- 
sentatives and councilors tothe secretary of the Territory, and the said Ter- 
ritorial canvassing board shall meet on thesecond Friday after said election 
and proceed to canvass the returms and declare the result of said election 
for a Deiégate to Congress and for councilors and representatives of the 
Second Legislative Assembly,and immediately thereafter the secretary shall 
issue to the personselected certificates of their election: And provided further, 
That the Legislative Assembly el under this act shall not consider an 
proposition or pass any bill to rem6vVe the seat of government of said Terri- 
tory from its present location.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the matter inserted by said amendment insert the oe 

“That the appropriations made for the session o_o of the Senate and 
House of Representatives for the fiscal year 1893 shall be available from and 
including July 1, 1892, during the session of Congress. 

“That the unexpended balances of the appropriations for miscellaneous 
items of the Senate and House of Re mtatives for the fiscal year 1892 
shall be available for expenditure during the fiscal year 1893." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

‘For allowance to the following contestants and contestees, audited and 
recommended by the Committee on Elections, for expenses incurred by them 
in contested-election cases, namely: 

“Alexander K. Crale. $2,000; 

“Andrew Stewart, $2,000; 

sane T. Noyes, $2,000; 

“John V. McDuffie, $2,000; 

* Louis W. Turpin, $2,000; 

‘“ Hosea H. Rockwell, $2,000: 

“John A. Quackenbush, #800; in al, $12, 800.’ 

And the Senate agree to the sarhe. 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 87, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Transfer the matter egnbraced in lines 9 to 18 inclusive on pase 45 of the bill, 
and insert the same to follow line 22, on page 44 of the bill; and the Senate 


agree to the same. 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Sen- 
ate numbered 101, and to the Same with an amendment as follows: In- 
sert at the end of line 4 of sai endment the following: 

“ Provided, That no part of sum appropriated by this act shall beused 
for the payment Of any claifh for sea pay or for provisions of the Navy on 
receiving, training, i ships, or for the Ly femme of any claim which 
may have been allow der the decisions of the Supreme Court which have 
been adopted by the accounting officers as a basis for the allowance of said 
claims which accrued pelpt to July 16, 1880." 

And the Senate agree té the same. 

On amendments numbered 18, 44, 78, 109, and 110 the committee of confer- 
ence have been unable to agree. 





EUGENE HALE, 

W. B, ALLISON. 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

WwW. S. HO 


NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


After the Secretary had read the action proposed on amend- 
ment numbered 62, 

Mr. HALE. There is one name in that amendment which 
should be changed, if the Secretary will turn back to the names 
of the commissioners. ‘‘ J. B. Rupe, of Lo County ” should 
be — out and ‘ Samuel Crocker, of Oklahoma County,” in- 
serted, 
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The reading of the report having been concluded, 
Mr. MANDERSON. This report of the committee of confer- 
ence between the two Houses on this appropriation bill is as most 
of these reports are upon the = appropriation bills. The 
Secretary might as well read a chapter of Sanscrit as to read the 
report and expect it to be understood. I hope the Senator from 
Maine will explain what are the differences and what have been 
agreed upon by the conferees, of course not in detail but in gen- 
eral terms, that we may have the benefit of knowing what the 
report actually is. 

Vhile on my feet I callattention to the fact that I think the 
correction that is evidently simply the correction of a clerical 
error, as I understand it, ought to be made in the report itself 
rather than by the action of the Senate; for I take it that even 
by unanimous consent the report of a committee of conference 
can not be amended, but it must be done by the action of the 
conferees. 

Mr. HALE. That is done by the action of the conferees. I 
suggest to the Senator from Nebraska, who is an old parliamen- 
tarian, whether before areportis adopted and there is a mistake of 
that kind which the conferees desire to have corrected, it would 

2 neeessary to take the report back into the room and write it 
over and have a new one made? At any time before the report 
is adopted, I take it, the conferees, with the assent of the two 
Houses, may make a correction. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ithink so. The only point I make is 
that by the unanimous consent of the Senate we can not amend 
a conference report and then act upon it. 

Mr. HALE. But we adopt that before the amendment is 
passed upon as a conference report. 

Now, in response to the Senator from Nebraska with reference 
to the conference reports on appropriation bills, particularly on 
a long, large bill like this, the report itself naturally does not go 
into details, except technically reporting the amendments. 

The committee of conference was able to —, each side mak- 
ing concessions, upon all the items in the bill with the exception 
of five, upon which no agreement could be reached, and which 
must go first to the House of Representatives for its action, and 
then back here for the action of the Senate. They are the large 
items upon the bill. The other items are small and have been 
agreed on. 

The items which are not agreed on are, first, amendment 18, 
which is the provision of the Senate in relation to the claims of 
the Pacific railroads. The Senate put on a proposition that in 
considering these claims or accounts in the case of the aided 
roads the accounts should be not paid but charged upon the books 
of the Department in the accounts unsettled of the Pacific roads; 
and that for branches nonaided the accounts should be settled 
and paid, because the Committee on Appropriations, following 
what has been done before in the Senate, thought it better, in- 
stead of going into details upon every small item, to lay down 
this rule of action. The House of Representatives, through its 
conferees, would not agree to that proposition. 

Mr. STEWART. I will inquire of the Serrator from Maine if 
the allowance made by the Senate was in pursuance of services 
rendered under contracts with the Government? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, there is no question about that. The Sena- 
tor understands that this is an old subject of controversy, and 
that for years during the pendency of the question with the Pa- 
cific railroads, the Union and the Central Pacific and the aided 
branches, the House of Representatives has insisted upon not 
paying these accounts until the whole subject is adjusted. There 
are old cases of judgments standing, but those we are not deal- 
ing with now. The Senate conferees did not think that we should 
go to any such extent as the House did, but that as to the lines 
which are nonaided, nonbonded, the services they rendered 
should be paid for. 

Mr. STEWART. I will ask if these are thesame character of 
claims as those for which judgments have been rendered? 

Mr.HALE. I cannotstate whether they are the same. They 
are of the same general character. 

The next item upon which noagreement could be reached was 
the provision for a deficiency which the Senate put on for the 
new Assistant Attorney-General of the Indian depredation branch 
of the Department of Justice. The original salary, through a 
misapprehension, was left not at what the other Assistant- 
Attorneys-General have, but at $2,500, and ae this session 
upon another appropriation bill the salary of this officer has been 
put at the same rate with the other assistants. 

The Senate committee thought that as he had been working 
and doing most faithful and most valuable work from the -time 
he was sworn in until the present time, the attention of Congress 
might be drawn to making the eng 4 equal to that of other As- 
sistant Attorneys-General, desiring that he should be paid to 
that extent from the time he took office, and put that item into 
the appropriation bill, and the Senate agreed to it. The con- 
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ferees on the part of the House of Representatives utterly re- 
fuse to agree to it. So that is not settled by this report. 

Amendment numbered 78 is a formal disagreement, being in 
reference to the allowances for widows of deceased members of 
the House of Representatives. The House conferees were not 
ready to name the adjustment they desire for their House, and 
so that remains disagreed to, while of course there is no con- 
troversy about it. 

Amendments numbered 109 and 110 are the French spoliation 
claims and the Indian depredation claims. The House conferees 


decline to agree to them, taking the same ground that has been | section 3, line 7, after the word ‘‘ Texas,” to insert ‘‘ which value 


taken heretofore by the House conferees, and refuse to admit 
these propositions upon the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They are in the form of judgments of the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr.HALE. They are the same claims that the Senate puton. 
They are judgments by the court, reported and put on the bill 
by the Senate, but the House conferces decline to agree, as they 
have heretofore done, as I said. 

These disputed questions will go back to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which will act upon them, and there will be acontest 
made over these cases there. It has not yet been made in the 
House of Representatives, but, as in previous cases, will depend 
largely upon the vote of the other House. The Senate conferees 
have insisted in these cases, and the next action will be on the 
part of the House of Representatives. 

.J If the report is adopted, I shall move that the Senate further 
insist on its amendments numbered 18, 44, 78, 109, and 110. 
Mr. MITCHELL. 


ae United States attorneys. 
r.HALE. There has been no change there. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senate in the last Congress 


assed a resolution for the payment of certain employés, includ- 
ng Senators’ clerks, for an extra month. That provision was 
put in the pending bill. Ido notknow the number of the amend- 


ment, but the conferees have agreed that it should be stricken | 
There are several Senators, I understand, who desire to | 


out. 
object to the adoption of the report on that account. For my- 
self, I hope that the Senate will not agree to this report, but 
will’send it back for further conference in respect to this item 
alone. If that can not be done, the whole report must be ob- 
jected to. I think it had better remain in sie 

other effort is tried to retain the action of the Senate. 


It seems to me that when the Senate in the exercise of its con- | 


stitutional and rightful power in reference to its own expendi- 
tures and those things which in its judgment are necessary for 
the transaction of its public business, shall have adopted a re- 
solution and by the official action of the Senate pledged this 
body to the payment out of the contingent fund of the Senate of 
a certain amount to its employés, it does not comport with its 


dignity or with its constitutional duty to abate that demand un- | 


less at the extreme point of resistance. The Senate pledged to 
its employés, whether rightfully or wrongfully, the payment of 
this money. Some of them have obtained it by transactions 
with others; some, I understand, received payment out of a fund 
which was already in possession of the Senate; and since that 
time the other House has persistently refused to allow the Sen- 
ate, in the payment of its own employés out of such portion of 
the funds as ought to be appropriated for that purpose, to exer- 
cise its right, its discretion, and its judgment in this matter. I 


The Senate added the sum of $2,000 to the | 
appropriations made by the House of Representatives for the 
Does that remain in the bill? | 


yance until an- | 


| pointed for that pur 








understand that the conferees have agreed in this report that | 


that provision shall be stricken out of the bill. 


For myself I 
oe the Senate will not adopt the report. 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in | 


the conference report. 
The report was concurred in. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 


ther conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
—— the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, 
r. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


IMPROVEMENTS AT ROPES PASS, TEXAS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 


the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. | 


1295) to authorize the construction of jetties, piers, and break- 


pany shall hold the United States harmless from any damage that 
may accrue to any person or persons by reason of the construc- 
tion of its work;” so as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 2. That said work shall be prosecuted by the said the Port Ropes Com- 
pany, its successors and assigns, diligently, and completed within seven 
years from the passage of this act, and entirely at its own expense, and 
nothing in this act shall be construed as committing the Government of the 
United States to any expenditure for the whole or any part of the same, and 
the said company shall hold the United States harmless from any damage 
— may accrue to any person or persons by reason of the construction of 

ts work. 


The next amendment of the House of Representatives was, in 


shall be ascertained by appraisement, to be made by three officers 
of the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, who shall be 
appointed for that purpose by the Secretary of War;”’ so as to 


| make the section read: 


Sec. 3. Thatatany time after said improvements and works have been com- 
pleted as herein provided, and a depth of 20 feet has been obtained, the United 


| States shall have the right to pay the said company, or their assigns, suc- 


cessors, or legal representatives, the value of the works constructed under 
this act or under or by virtue of any authority granted by the State of Texas, 
which value shall be ascertained by appraisement, to be made by three 
officers of the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, who shall be ap- 
se by the Secretary of War, and on such payment 
being made by the Unted States all rights to said work on the part of said 
parties shall cease; but nothing in this act shall be construed as compelling 
or requiring the Government to take possession of and pay for said works 
unless so desired by the Government of the United States. 

The next amendment of the House of Representatives was to 
insert as a new section the following: 


Src. 4. That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


Mr. COKE. I move that the amendments of the House of 
Ba ap a be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL AIDS TO NAVIGATION IN TAMPA BAY, FLORIDA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1498) for the 
establishment of additional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, 
Florida. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, and as for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Saw- 
YER, Mr. WASHBURN, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PEFFER presented the memorial of J. D. Miller and 20 
other memters of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church of Lone 
Elm, Kans., remonstrating against the closing of the World’s 
Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ 
Exchange of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill 9473, relating to importations of wearing apparel; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a memorial of 42 citizens of 
Flint, Mich., remonstrating against the commitment of the 
United States Government to aunion of religion and the state by 
the passage of any legislation closing the World’s Columbian 
Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of Amanda Benner 
and 24 other citizens of Stetson, Mich., praying for the passage 
of legislation prohibiting the sale, manufacture, and importation 
of cigarettes 
the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Irving D. Hanscom and 21 
other citizens of Marquette, Mich., praying for the adoption of 


| an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibit- 


ing any legislation by the States respecting an establishment of 
amendments numbered 18, 44,78, 109, and 110, and ask for a fur- | 


waters at private expense in the Gulf of Mexico at the mouth of | 


Ropes Pass, in the State of Texas; which will be read. 

e first amendment of the House of Representatives was in 
section 2, line 3, after the word “ within,” to strike out ‘‘ reason- 
able time” and insert ‘‘ seven years from the passage of this act;” 
and in line 7, after the word ‘‘same,” to insert ‘‘ and the said com- 
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religion or making an appropriation of money for any sectarian 
purpose; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of Mrs. L. I. Harter and 44 
other citizens of Ashley, Mich.; the memorial of F.T. Wales and 
119 other citizens of Battle Creek, Mich., and the memorial of 
O. L. Tift and 51 other citizens of Montrose, Mich., remonstrat- 
ing against the commitment of the United States Government 
to a union of religion and the State by the passage of any legis- 
lation closing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of five churches of Phil- 
ippi Charge (Methodist Episcopal) of West Virginia, praying for 
the closing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday, and 
that the sale of intoxicating liquors be prohibited thereat; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT (for Mr. DAWEs) presented the memorial of A. F. 
Crooker and 4 other members of the Seventh-Day Adventist 


n the United States; which was ordered to lise on’ 





a an wn nS 
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Church of Oakdale, Mass.; the memorial of George W. Caviness 
and 31 other members of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church of 
South Lancaster, Mass., and the memorial of Martha J. Serrens 
and 42 other members of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church of 
Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the commitment of the 
United States Government to a union of religion and the state by 
the passage of any legislation closing the World’s Columbian 
Exposition on Sunday; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, HAWLEY presented the memorial of George W. Smith 
and 60 other citizens of Hartford, Conn., praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 

rohibiting any legislation by the States respecting an estab- 
ishment of religion or making an appropriation of money for 
any sectarian purpose; which was referred to the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Congregational churches of 
New Haven, Fair Haven, Middlebury, Northfield, and Litchfield, 
and the Swedish Zion Congregational Church of Hartford; of 
Joel S. Ives, Edwin K. Holden, and A. H. Gamsby, a committee 
representing nineteen societies of Christian Endeavor of Bridge- 
port, and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Mil- 
ford, all in the State of Connecticut; of the Grand Lodge Inde- 

ndent Order of Good Templars of Findlay, Ohio; of the Oxford 

range, No. 102, Patrons of Husbandry, of Oxford, Conn.; of the 
Natchang Grange, No. 68, Patrons of Husbandry, of Chaplin, 
Conn., and of the South Windsor Grange, No. 28, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Connecticut, praying for the closing of the World’s 
Columbian Exposition on Sunday and that the sale of intoxicat- 
ing bqnors be prohibited thereat; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the memorial of A. E. Crandall and sundry 
other citizens of Fairfield, Conn., remonstrating against the 
commitment of the United States Government to a union of re- 
= ae and the state by the passage of any legislation closing the 

orld’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of 22 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY. I also present resolutions of the Kensington 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Philadelphia, Pa., commending 
the action of the Senate in the adoption of the amendment to the 
provisions of the sundry civil appropriation bill granting aid to 
the World’s Fair on condition that the gates be closed on Sun- 


ay. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I am as glad as anybody that 
the Senate has commended itself to any good people of the United 
States, but I rise to object to that paper being laid upon the table 
or presented here, for the simple reason that I believe it would 
be just as appropriate to present here resolutions condemning 
the Senate for having done that, and I do not believe that such 
literature is appropriate to be presented to the Senate. In this 
particular instance it happens to be commendatory, but it is the 
opening wedge to the presentation in this body and inthe other 
body of a large number of papers condemnatory of the proceed- 
ings of this body and ofthat. While I would not in any way or 
manner interfere with the right of petition, asking us to do any- 
thing that any citizen desires, the question of the approval or con- 
demnation of our action being sent to the Senate after we have 
expressed our judgment, seems to me to be highly improper. 
On this matter I think I can not be mistaken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition has been laid on the 
table by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should make no comment upon this 
matter were it not for the fact that during the absence of the 
Vice-President, when I was filling the duties that devolved upon 
the Chair, there came to the Senate, 1 think addressed to the 
Vice-President, a paper somewhat similar to this. Glancing 
over it and seeing that it was couched in respectful terms and 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Greenwich | realizing the fact that the sundry civil bill was yet under de- 
and Plantsville, Conn., praying for the passage of legislation | liberation by Congress and without final action being taken u 


rohibiting the sale, manufacture, and importation of cigarettes 
n the United States; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 26 granges and Congregational 
churches of Wolcott, New Haven, and Stratford, all in the State 
of Connecticut, praying for tke closing of the World's Colum- 
bian Exposition on Sunday, and that the sale of intoxicating 
liquors be prohibited thereat; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of parents, teachers, and physi- 
cians of Manchester, Woodbury, Plantsville, Watertown, and 
East Granby, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for the 

sage of legislation prohibiting the sale, manufacture, and 
importation of cigarettes in the United States; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of several citizens of the 
State of Tennessee, praying that House bill 9473, limiting the 
amount of wearing apparel and personal effects which may be 
admitted free of duty, be passed fciens the adjournment of the 
present session of Congress. I move thatthe petition be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. , 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FELTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the passaye of legislation prohibiting the sale, 
manufacture, and importation of cigarettes in the United States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, concerning the prospective establishment of a 
line of subsidized British steamships from Vancouver to Aus- 
tralia via Honolulu, in opposition to the practically unsubsi- 
dized American line from San Francisco to the same points, and 
praying for the passage of legislation to protect the American 
mercantile marine in this direction; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented petitions of citizens of Seaton, Rus- 
sellville, Thurston, and Hullt, all in the State of Oregon, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Washburn-Hatch antioption Hille: 
which were ordered to lie on the table. , 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of 5 officers and 38 members 
of the Merchant Tailor’s Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill 9743 defining the amount of 
clothing to be admitted free of duty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 19 citizens of Pennsylvania; a 
a of the members of Grace Methodist Episcopal Church of 

hiladelphia, Pa., and petitions collected by National Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 621 citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying that no exposition or exhibition for which ap- 
propriations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 





n 
it in this body, it seemed to me that the communication then 
received, similar to this, was rather in the nature of a petition 
and that it was proper to be laid before the Senate. 

I therefore took thataction with regard tothat paper. While 
I am somewhat inclined to agree that to condemn the action of 
the Senate might not. be agreeable to us, yet if that which it 


/ condemns is presented and the condemnation is in proper and 
_ respectful terms, I do not see why it is not in the nature of a pro- 


test as to pending legislation and why it should not be received. 
I do not think it is opening the door to anges that would be 
at all injurious either to the rights or to the dignity of the Sen- 
ate, to allow this class of papers to be received while the legis- 
lation is pending. 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT. Whatis the pleasure of the Senate? 
If there be no objection, the petition will lie upon the table by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAREY. I present a resolution adopted by the Federa- 
tion of Labor of Washington, D. C., favoring the passage of House 
bill 8537, in reference to the eight-hour law. It is very short, 
and I ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the a 
made by the Senator from Wyoming that the petition be printed 
in the RECORD? “ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whatisit? Is it a communication from 
the Legislature of a State? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If itis a mere private petition, I must ob- 
ject. 

: The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Labor of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lobject to its being printed in the REcorpD. 
Let it be printed as a document. 

Mr.CAREY. Is there any objection to having it read? The 
Federation requested that it should be read. It is very short. 

Mr. PLATT. If it is read it goes into the Recor. 

Mr. CAREY. If itis read it is printed in the REecorp, but I 
do not care to take up the time of the Senate by having it read, 
but if necessary I shall ask unanimous consent to have it read. 

Mr. HARRIS. What resolution is it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The indorsement of the resolution 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolutions adopted by the Federation of Labor of Washington, D. C., on 
Tuesday evening, July 19, 1892. 

Mr. HARRIS. [I have been in the habit of objecting to any- 
thing going into the REcORD in full except resolutions and me- 
morials from legislative bodies or State officials, and I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 


It is a petition of the Federation of 


Mr. PLATT. Let the paper be printed as a document, 


sd 





PA 


1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 6483 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed asa 
document, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and 
that order is made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (S. 111) to amend the act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 
bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CULBER- 
SON, Mr. GOODNIGHT, and Mr. RAY managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 2137) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act amending the pension law so as to remove the disability of 
those who, having participated in the rebellion, have since its 
termination enlisted in the Army of the United States and be- 
come disabled,” approved March 3, 1887, agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MARTIN, Mr. HARRIEs, 
and Mr. JOLLEY managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced thatthe House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7213) to amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact authorizing 
the appointment of receivers of national banks, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 13, 1876; and : 

A bill (H. R. 9502) to authorize the Trinity River Navigation 
a to open tonavigation the Trinity River in the State of 

exas. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereuponsigned 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 3310) for the relief of Jerome H. Biddle; and 

A bill (H. R. 2713) in relation to the execution of declarations 
and other papers in pension claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to Stark Frazier; 

A bill (H. R. 4809) granting a pension to James Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6106) granting a pension to Lydia M. Kennedy, 
sister of Abram Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to William H. Brewer; 

A bill (H. R. 6561) granting a pension to Susanna Davis; and 

A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to John Mercer. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7974) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Deposit, Ala., re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3167) restoring the pension of Sallie M. Swigart; 

A bill (H. R. 7235) granting a pension to Mary A. Sipp; 

A bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Julia S. Tompkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Orinda Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 8241) granting a pension to William Oscar Stan- 


ley; 
a (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirtley; 
an 


A bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9350) to 
promote the safety of employés and travelers upon railroads by 
compelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
equip their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes 
and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other 
purposes, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the House bill and recommending the passage of 
thesubstitute. Inconnection with that bill, I may ask leave later, 

ibly this afternoon, to file a report. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill willbe placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2337) for the relief of Jacob Kern, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2126) for the relief of Catharine E. Whitall, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. SANDERS. I aminstructed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 594) for the relief of Israel 
Kimball, to report it adversely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, being adversely reported. 

Mr. SANDERS. I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2520) for the relief of Joseph C. Williams, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2130) for the relief of Mrs. Mary P. C. Hooper, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VILAS. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3001) for the relief ef Howard 
Lodge, No. 13, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Gallatin, 
Tenn., to submit an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. BATE. I ask that that bill may be placed on the Calen- 
dar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill(S. 2798) for the relief of Peter Light, 
reported itwith an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7294) granting pensions to army nurses, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of the heirs of John R. 
Trentlen, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3265) granting a pension to Marion C. 
Gurney, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5766) granting a pension to Miss 
Adda Boodger, of Lockport, N. Y., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


NATHANIEL LANG. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs to reportfavorably and without amendment the bill 
(H. R. 2370) for the relief of Nathaniel Lang. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
put that bill upon its passage at this time, it being a House bill, 
and a plain case. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to relieve 
and absolve Nathaniel Lang from the sentence adjudged against 
him by a court-martial on January 20, 1865, and to restore him 
as of that date to hisrank ascaptain of Company F’, One hundred 
and twenty-first Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, ard passed. 


THOMAS C,. ELLIS. 


Mr. TURPIE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions 
to report favorably, and without amendment, the bill (S. 2766) 
granting a pension to Thomas C. Ellis.» 

Mr. CALL. Lask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of that bill. The case iswell known tome. The man 
is very old, almost totally blind, and in very great need. I hope 
there will be ‘no objection to its immediate consideration. 

The being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls the name of Thomas C. Ellis, a soldier of the 
Florida Seminole Indian war, and to grant him a pension of $20 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. QUAY. I am instructed by the Committee on the Li- 
brary to report favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 155) to 
authorize and direet the Secretary of State to affix the great 
seal of the United States to a certain document therein stated, 
and | ask that it be placed upon its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which is a 
direction to the Secretary of State to affix the great seal of the 
United States to the document entitled ** The administration of 
the United States Government at the beginning of the four hun- 
dredth anniversary of the discovery of America.” 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. QUAY. Inthe same connection I report from the Com- 
mittee on the Library, a concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives bearing upon the same subject, which I desire 
placed upon its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate 7? That the 
sanction of Congress is hereby given to the acceptance by the Presidert of 
the United States, from James D. McBride, for preservation in the archives 
of the executive department, of one copy of the * State edition”’ of a memo- 
rial entitled ‘The administrators of the United States Government at the 
beginning of the second century;”’ also of one copy of the document enti- 
tied ‘The administration of the United States Government at the begin- 
ning of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America.” 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam also instructed to ask for the adoption of 
the order which I send to the desk in connection with the same 
subject. 

The order was read and agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to affix the seal of the United States Senate to the docu- 
ment entitled ** The administration of the United States Government at the 
beginning of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America.” 


ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. CAREY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Terri- 
tories to report the bill (H. R. 7136) to enable the people of New 
Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and to be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States, with amendments, and recommend its passage. 

Iam also instructed by the committee to state that it is not 
desired to ask for the consideration of the bill until the next 
session of Congress. At an early day in that session I shall ask 
for its consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. I ought to say that this is not a unanimous re- 

rt and that I have not been able to bring my mind to assent to 
it. There are various statistics and facts bearing upon the ques- 
tion whether New Mexico is entitled to admission which I have 
not been able to obtain, and which the committee has not been 
able to obtain. The Census Office and the Commissioner of Ed- 
ucation are not prepared to furnish us with the data for which 
we ask. 

I therefore ask permission if, on behalf on the minority of the 
committee, [ should feel bound to oppose this bill at the next 
session, that I may at the commencement of the session file a 
minority report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
absence of objection. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION REPORTS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. On behalf of the Committee on Printing, I 
submit two reports upon concurrent resolutions for the printing 
of certain documents, and ask for their present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first resolution reported by 
the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, which was submitted by 
Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana, July 14, 1892, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). That there 
be printed of the reports of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National 
Museum for the year ending June 30, 1891, in two octavo volumes, 19,000 ex- 
tra copies, of Which 3,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use 
of the House of Representatives, 7,000 copies for the use of the Smithsonian 
Institution, and 3,000 for the use of the National Museum. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The committee direct me to report a number 
of amendments, which I ask the Secretary to read together, that 
they may be acted upon in gross. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chief Clerk will report the 
resolution as proposed to be amended by the commtttee. 

The CuIer CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution, 
so as to read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the reports of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National 
Museum for the year ending June 30, 1891, in two octavo volumes, 10,000 extra 
copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Represente tives, 5,000 copies for the use of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, and 2,000 copies for the use of the National Museum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendments to the resolution. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

YORKTOWN MONUMENT PRESENTATION. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I now ask for the consideration of the other 


Permission will be granted in the 


concurrent resolution which I reported. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 copies of the proceedings attendant upon the formal presen- 





tation of the monument at Yorktown, Va., of which 1,000 copies shall be for 
the Senate, 2,000 copies for the House, and 2,000 copies (each bolind in full 
leather) to be forwarded by the Department of State to the French Govern- 


ment for distribution amo: 
poties in the operations w 
rnwallis at that point. 


REPORT OF MONETARY COMMISSION. 


_ Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report favorably, with certain amendments, the concur- 
rent resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 60,000 copies of the report of the Monetary Commission created 
under the joint resolution of August 15, 1876, being Senate Report No. 703, 
second session Forty-fourth Congress; 30,000 for the use of the Senate and 
40,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported as 
proposed to be amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolutien so 
as to read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthege be 
printed 30,000 copies of the report of the Monetary Commission created un- 
der the joint resolution of August 15, 1876, being Senate pagans No. 703, sec- 


ond session Forty-fourth Congress, 10,009 for the use of the Senate and 20,000 
for the use ofthe House of Representatives. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that it is the report of the 
committee and not the accompanying documents which it is in- 
tended to print? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not the appendices and not the testi- 
mony, but the report proper of the committee, which is rather 
a small volume, for which there is a very great demand, and the 
edition is entirely exhausted. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 3465) to amend 
section 22 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1887, and amended March 2, 1889, and to per- 
mit common carriers to allow reduced rates to persons traveling 
on missions of mercy or charity, and to commercial travelers, 
and other persons habitually traveling from point to point on 
any legitimate business; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3466) to remove the 
charge of desertion against William Cooper; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3467) granting a pension to 
John W. Bennett; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


TEMPORARY ERECTION OF OVERHEAD WIRES IN THE DISTRICT, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask 
unanimous consent to have immediately considered. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 103) giving authority for the erec- 
tion of overhead wires for the illumination of the city of Wash- 
ington during the encampment of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public during September, 1892, was read the first time by its 
title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Whereas it is proposed during the a reunionof the Grand Army 
of the Republic to make provisions for the suitable illumination of the streets, 
avenues, and public grounds, which illumination can not be effected unless 
ae overhead wires for electrical purposes are temporarily strung; 
an 

Whereas the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are prohibited by 
existing law from authorizing any overhead wires for electrical purposes to 
be strung on or over any street or avenue of the said city: Therefore 

Be ut resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled. That the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia are hereby authorized to permit the committee on illumination of 
the citizen's executive committee for theentertainmentof the twenty-sixth 
national encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic to stretch suita- 
ble conductors with sufficient supports, wherever necessary for the purpose 
of effecting the said illumination: Provided, That the said conductors shall 
not te used for the conveying of electrical currents after September 27, 1892, 
and shall with their supports be fully and entirely removed from the streets 
and avenues of the said city of Washington on or before November 1, 1892: 
Provided further, That the stretching and remo of the said wires shall be 
under the supervision of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
who shall see that the provisions of this resolution are enforced; that a]l 
needful precautions are taken for the protection of the public, and that the 

avement of any street, avenue, or alley disturbed is repiacad in as good con- 
Rition as before entering upon the work herein authorized: Provided further, 
That no expense or damage on account of, or due to the stretching, opera- 
tion, or removing of the said temporary overhead conductors shall be in- 
curred by the United States or the District of Columbia. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


the descendants of our French allies partid¢t- 
ch resulted in the surrender of the forces of Lord 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. I willsay that it will take but 
four or five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened. 


FOREST RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. PEFFER. -Lwish to submit a request. I ask unanimous 
consent that Order of Business 954, being a resolution authoriz- 
ing the appointment of a select committee of seven Senators to 
Teteationts and report upon the circumstances attending the 
riots at Homestead, Pa., may be taken up at this time. 

Mr. FELTON. I wish to offer a resolution, which will take 
no time. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
the pur 
Mr. 

desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from California will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas under the provisions of the act of Congress approved October 1, 
= certain lands in the State of California were made forest reservations; 
an 

Whereas there were included in said reservation several thousand acres 
of land upon which homestead, preémption, and other settlers had entered 
and made homes and extensive improvements; and 

‘Whereas said lands referred to are toa very small extent, if any, timber 
lands; but, on the contrary, have been, and can be cultivated: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee consisting of three Senators be appointed 
to investigate the matter of the reservation of said lands and report to the 
Senate what action ought to be taken to protect the rights of any bona fide 
settler who may be included in said reservation; 

That said committee be authorized to sit during the recess, to send for per- 
sons and papers, and do all things necessary to a full investigation of the 
merits of the case; 

That the necessary expenses incurred in this investigation shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the United States Senate; 

That the said committee shall make a full report at the second session of 
of the Fifty-second Congress. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 


I will yield to the Senator from California for 
se of offering a resolution. 
ELTON. I offer the resolution which I send to the 


the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses | 


of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to say a word. _ The resolution just 
read at the Secretary’s desk relates to a subject-matter which 
has been under consideration by the Committee on Public Lands. 


The subject is still there, though some action has been taken | 


upon it. It has occurred to me that perhaps it might be well to 
have some further knowledge respecting the action of that com- 
mittee in regard to this subject, and the chairman of the com- 
mittee—— 


Mr. HARRIS. The resolution has gone to the Committee to | 


Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as I 
understand, has it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is exactly what I am talking about. 

Mr. President, this raises a thought which has been in my 
mind for a good while, and that is, that resolutions relating to 


any subject-matter over which a standing committee has juris- | 


diction ought first to goto the standing committee, where there is 


such astanding committee, for its consideration in respect of the | 


particular subject-matter, and then be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Contingent Expenses. 

I do not demand that course in this case. I merely suggest 
that perhaps it might be better for the Senate itself that the 
resolution in the first instance should go to the standing commit- 
tee having jurisdiction of such subjects. 


RELATIONS BETWEEN EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYE. 
Mr. PEFFER. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk. 
and ask that it be read and lie over till to-morrow morning. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire and report— 


First. Whether, in the present state of the law as it concerns the relations 


between employer and employé, the former enjoys the privilege of determin- 
ing and enforcing the rate or amount of wages to be paid to the employé for 
work and labor to be performed. 

Second. Whether, in case the first query is answered in the affirmative, the 
resulting condition is conducive to the good of society or tends to promote the 
general welfare. . 


ird. Whether, in case the second query is answered in the negative, Con- 


gress has jurisdiction over the subject-matter to the extent of providing re- | 


medial legislation. 
Fourth. And, if the third query is answered in the affirmative, what legisla- 


tion, if any, is necessary to afford proper relief. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table | 


and be printed. 
JURISDICTION IN LAND PATENTS. 
Mr. PEFFER. I ask that Order of Business 954 may be now 
taken up. It is a resolution authorizing the appointment of a 


select committee of seven Senators to investigate and report upon 
the circumstances attending the riots at Homestead, Pa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. MITCHELL. [I rise to a privileged question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his privi- 
leged question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lrise toa privileged question in relation to 
a conference which has been ordered. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate yesterday disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 1111. I 
do this for the purpose of following it up by a motion that the 
Senate concur in the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1111) to amend the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
States.” 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in sec- 
| tion 1, line 12, after ‘‘ United States,” to strike out ‘‘ and where 
the value of such claim does not exceed $5,000; ” in line 14, after 
the word ‘‘ courts,” to insert ‘‘ within whose jurisdiction the 
land or part thereof shall be located; ” in line 16,after the word 
‘* claims,” to strike out ‘‘ and where the value exceeds $5,000 the 
circuit courts of the United States shall have concurrent juris- 
| diction with said Court of Claims;” and in line 23, after the 
word “ brought,” to insert ‘‘ and all persons having an interest 
in the subject-matter of the controversy adverse to the plaintiff 
shall be made parties defendant;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Court of Claims and the district and circuit courts of the United States by 
sections 1 and 2 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Governmentof the United 
| States,” the Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine 
claims, to establish or enforce the rights of claimants to patents from the 
United States for lands to which the claimant may be entitled under any law 
or grant of the United States; the United States district courts within 
whose jurisdiction the land or part thereof shall be located shall have con- 
current jurisdiction with said Court of Claims: Provided, That no suit shall 
be maintained against the United States under this act unless the same 
shall have been brought within six years after the passage of this act if the 
right shall have heretofore accrued, or otherwise within six years after the 
right shall have accrued for which the suit is brought, and all persons hav- 
ing an interest in the subject-matter of the controversy adverse to the 
plaintiff shall be made parties defendant. 

Sec. 2. That upon the filing in the office of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office of a duly certified copy of any final judgment or decree es- 
tablishing the right of a claimant to a patent for public land, a patent shall 
be issued in accordance with said judgment or decree. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate reconsider its vote 
disagreeing to the amendments of the House of Representatives 
and ordering a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now,I move that the Senate concur in the 
House amendments. 


The motion was agreed to. 

IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 
business, the Chair recognizes the Senator from Wyoming [ Mr. 
WARREN] under the notice heretofore given by him. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, in accordance with the ar- 
rangement made yesterday, I now ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2529) providing for the irrigation 
and reclamation of arid lands, for the protection of forests and 
utilization of oteeecty and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the bill 
will be regarded as before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it is my purpose in calling up 
the bill at this time for consideration to submit a few remarks 
| tending to establish— 

First. The value of irrigation as an aid to agriculture and its 
| special importance to the United States. 

Second. The necessity of giving serious and helpful considera- 
tion to the subject of improving our arid lands without delay. 

Third. That the method of reclaiming the arid public lands of 
| the United States proposed by the bill is safe and equitable, and 
will prove satisfactory to the nation at large, and bring about rec- 
lamation of the largest possible portion of the arid area in the 
most speedy and economical way. 

It is generally conceded that something should be done to aid 
in the development of that part of the West known as the arid 
'region. The present land laws are inapplicable to that section 
and the importance of prompt legislation can not be overesti- 
mated. 

The measure which I submit for the consideration of Congress 
is as follows: 

A bill providing for the irrigation and reclamation of arid lands, for the 
protection of forests and utilization of pasturage, and for other purposes. 


Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That all public lands belonging to the United 














6486 


States situate west of the ninety-ninth standard meridian of longitude west 
from Greenwich, and east of the summit of the coast and Cascade ranges of 
mountains, which are not more valuable for mining than icult pur- 
poses, nor embraced in any mining, homestead, or other initiated un- 
der the public land laws, that are to be hereafter perfected in accordance there- 
with, or were heretofore specifically reserved by the United States for any 
purpose, be, and the same are hereby, granted to the aforesaid States and 
ferritories, for the purpose of aiding in the reclamation thereof, upon the 
following conditions, namely: 

First. That each such State and Territory shall proceed, without unneces- 
sary delay, to divide its area into irrigation districts and to provide for the 
distribution of the public waters to said districts, and, further, to engage in 
the actual work of reclaiming said lands by conducting water thereon, by the 
construction of requisite canals, reservoirs, and all other necessary irriga- 
tion works, so as to accomplish actual and successful cultivation of agricul- 
tural products, so far as such lands may be capable of reclamation by a 
proper water supply; and each of said States and Territories shall continu- 
ously engage, in good faith, according to its ability, in the work of reclama- 
tion until the whole area capable thereof shall have been reclaimed for the 
purposes aforesaid. 

Second. That if, at any time after theexpiration of ter years from the date 
of this act, in the judgment of the President of the United States, any State 
or Territory is not proceeding or continuing in good faith with the work of 
reclamation as herein provided, it shall be lawful for him by public proclama- 
tion to so declare, and Congress meg thereupon declare that the United 
States resumes the title to all of such lands hereby granted as shall then re- 
main wholly unreclaimed in any State or Territory in default, for the pur- 
pose only of continuing the work of such reclamation, and for no other 
purpose whatever, the same to be proceeded with in such manner as Con- 
gress may thereafter provide and determine, according to the intents and 
purposes of this act: And provided, That all lands useful only for pastoral 
purposes shall remain with or follow, as the case may be, the adjacent re- 
claimed or reclaimable lands and as an adjunct thereto. 

Third. That each said State or Territory may mortgage, pledge, or con- 
ditionally sell the landshereby granted, or such portions of them as may be 
necessary for che purpose of raising the requisite funds to accomplish rec- 
lamation,'and for no other purpose: Provided, That said transfer or in- 
cumbrance shall reserve the express condition that the lands shall be owned 
and occupied, as to the number of acres granted each actual settler, accord- 
ing to the provisions of this act, whenever sale thereof shall be completed: 
And provided further, That each of said States or Territories may enact laws 
providing for the sale of the necessary lands for town sites aad for right-of- 
Way purposes. 

Fourth. That when such lands, or any portion thereof, shall have been re- 
ciaimed and thereby made subject to agricultural use, the same shall be 
sold to actual settlers only, in tracts not exceeding 160 acres of irrigable 
land, in addition to which each settler shall be entitled to acquire non- 
irrigable lands to such an amount as will increase his holding to a total 
acreage of not more than 320 acres, all such entries of irrigable or other lands 
to be made conformably to legal subdivisions, such lands to be sold to each 
séttler at the prices and under such regulations as to entry and perfectin: 
of title as shall be fixed and provided by the respective State or Territoria 
Legislatures; all irrigable lands to be sold to such settlers at prices no' ex- 
ceeding the cost of reclaiming, and on such terms of payment as may be pre- 
scribed by law, and nonirrigable lands taken by settlers to be rated ata price 
not exceeding $1.25 +e acre; and said States and Territories may enact laws 
for disposal of lands under homestead entries in tracts not exceeding 320 
acres, in legal subdivisions, to each homestead settler, no settler to be en- 
titled to enter more than 160 acres of irrigable land: Provided, That such 
homestead settler shall possess the same qualifications required of a home- 
stead settler under the United States land laws in operation immediately 
peter to the passage of this act, and no such settler shall perfect title to said 

and until he or she has actually resided upon and cultivated the same for 
not less than two years, and has procured by lawful means sufficient water 
or water rights to continue successful cultivation of at least 10 acres 
thereof, the proof whereof shall be made in such manner as the respective 
Legislatures aforesaid shall prescribe: And provided further, That a former 
entry and proof under the homestead laws of the United States shall not be 
a bar against homestead entry under Stateor Territorial law: And provided 
turther, That no person shall acquire title from such State or Territory to 
more than 320 acres of land. 

Fifth. That all lands not subject to reclamation and useful only for pas- 
toral purposes, and not taken under the foregoing provisions of this act, 
may be apportioned or leased to actual settlers and use in tracts not exceed- 
ing the lands lying contiguous or adjacent to any such settler’s lawful claim 
or entry of land, under such stipulations or at such prices as the respective 
Legislatures aforesaid may by law prescribe, the apportionment of contig- 
uous or adjacent pasturage lands being held to mean a division of lands, so 
that each settler shall be entitled to rent the pasture lands which lie nearer 
to the lands of such settler than to those of any other settler, excepting as 
limited or bounded by mountain ranges, highland divides, deep canons, or 
other natural boundaries of different watersheds, hydrographic basins, or 
parts thereof, in which cases the said natural boundaries and barriers shall 
prevail: Provided, That any State or Territory may lease such grazing lands 
as have not been applied for by settlers, in such areas and on such terms as 
may be prescribed by the respective Legislatures aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. That timber lands and reservoir sites hereby granted shall not be 
sold by any such State or Territory, but shall rem the property of the 
State or Territory as catchment areas for collecti and conserving the 
water to be used in irrigation; but timber needed for domestic, manufactur- 
ing or mining use in such State or Territory may be so used, subject to the 
laws enacted by the Legislature thereof, and any State or Territory to which 
this act applies shall have authority to provide by statute for the sale of 
surplus timber, for the protection of forests, for the growth of young tim- 
ber, and for the use and protection of the reservoir sites by and for the peo- 
ple residing in said State or Territory. 

Src. 3. That full, accurate, and detailed reports of the operations of each 
State and Territory under this act shall be made on or before the Ist day of 
July in each and every year, to the President of the United States, through 
the governor thereof, who shall certify to the accuracy thereof, and the Presi- 
dent may from time to time demand such other and further reports thereon 
as in his judgment may be necessary and proper, and failure to make the 
reports herein provided, or any of them, forsix monthsafter written demand 
thereof, shall be sufficient cause for the proclamation by the President as 
provided in section 1 of this act. 

Sec, 4. That all applicants for the purchase of land reserved for sale by and 
under the existing laws of the United States providing for the disposal of 
mineral lands shall, in addition to the procedure, proofs and payments re- 
quired by such laws, also make proof of payment to the State or Territory 
aforesaid of the costof reclaiming the surface acreage sought to be purchased 
under such mining laws. 

Suc. 5, That this act shall not impair the rights of any holder of any un- 
satisfied land scrip or certificates to locate the same as provided by existing 
law: Provided, That any such location, made upon oui after reclamation 
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ayment of the cost of such reclamation to said State or Territory, by such 
ocator or his or her assigns or legal es has been made in the 
manner provided for and according to limits recognized in this act and by 
the laws of the State or Territory wherein the land located shall be situate. 

Sec. 6. That all funds derived from the sale or lease of lands, or the per- 
fecting of title thereto, and from the disposal of timber, shall be primarily 
devoted to the reclamation of lands susceptible of irrigation, and any unex- 

nded residue shall be added to and become a part of tae permanent school 

und of the State or Territory concerned; and such iunds shall not be ex- 
pended or disposed of in any other manner. 

Sc. 7. That upon the acceptance by the Legislature of any State or Ter- 
ritory of the terms, conditions, and provisions of this act, the same shall 
become operative in such State or Territory, and thereupon, and from the 
date of such acceptance, all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the 
terms of this act shall become inoperative in such State or Territory: Pro- 
vided, That any and all claims heretofore initiated under the land laws of 
the United States shall be perfected thereunder by compliance with the 
terms thereof; all lands, however, the claims to which shall be defeated be- 
cause of noncompliance with law, shall revert to and vest in the States and 
Territo; ‘es under the visions of this act. 

Src. 8. That upon the acceptance of the provisions of this act by any 
State or Territory for the lands therein situate, and from time to time 
thereafter, as occasion may require, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of 
the Interior, at the expense of the United States, to cause to be delivered to 
the proper authorities of such State or Territory all maps, records, books, 
and papers, or certified copies thereof in case it may be necessary to retain 
the originals in the General Land Office, which may be necessary to such 
State or Territory for the proper control, administration, and disposition 
of such lands. 

Sec. 9. That upon the acceptance of this act by any State or Territory, in 
the manner prescribed by section7 hereof, this act and the act of acceptance 
thereof shall become binding upon the United States and any such State or 
er and this act and such acceptance thereof shall not be altered, 
amended, or repealed in any manner except upon the mutual! consent of the 
United States and of such State or Territory, expressed through acts of the 
Legislature thereof and through Congress. 

Those who have investigated the subject know that large sums 
of money will be required to accomplish this development, be- 
cause— 

(a) To bring about increased irrigation and reclamation it 
becomes necessary to preserve the forest area of the mountains. 
It is well known that the rivers take their rise in high altitudes 
where the precipitation of both rain and snow is computed to be 
twice as great as at the sea level and many times as great as 
upon the high plains. The forests not only promote rain, but 
they serve to hold back the snow which fallsin winter, allowing 
it to gradually melt during the summer months when water is 
most needed. ; 

(b) To utilize the vast supply of water from streams, springs, 
and rain and snow fall, there should be constructed immense 
reservoirs or catchment basins in the mountains and foothills 
asa means of holding in reserve all surplus water until such 
times in each year as it can be used or distributed most advan- 
tageously, during the growing or irrigating season. 

(c) There will be required innumerable canals to conduct the 
water, either through natural or artificial channels, to the plains 
and benches where it is level enough to distribute and where 
the soil is adapted to the production of agricultural crops. 

(d) Artesian wells must be provided in some localities. 

If the people of the United States could realize the great bene- 

fits to be conferred on all its citizens by the reclamation of the 
arid region, there would be no longer any question as to the pro- 
oriety of the Government making suitable appropriations for 
inaugurating this great work. 
When it is considered that millions of dollars are annually 
expended on river and harbor improvements, involving an ex- 
nditure under the bill for the present fiscal year of some $22,- 
000,000 forthwith and a further outlay of about $30,000,000 in the 
near future, a measure like this, which is of equal, if not para- 
mount importance, is certainly deserving of the most careful 
attention. 

A glance backward will show that there has been a total appro- 
priation of just about a round $100,000,000 for rivers and harbors 
during the past ten years. This money has been expended in 
States along the seaboard or upon the great inland lakes and 
rivers, while no part has been expended for the direct benefit of 
the Statesand Territories lying west of the ninety-ninth meridian, 
known as the arid States. 

Mr. President, I believe it would be not unreasonable to ask 
an amendment to the next river and harbor bill appropriating 
$15,000,000 or $20,000,000 per annum for the construction of res- 
ervoirs for the detention of water at the head waters of mountain 
streams. — ‘ : 

Primarily this would stimulate and develop the trade and com- 
merce of the arid region. But there are other advantages to 
neighboring States that ought not to be overlooked. In States 
lying along the Mississippi, Missouri, and other rivers and trib- 
utaries, the great abundance of water at flood time overflows the 
river bank and surrounding country. If these waters could be 
retained in the mountains and high plains by a system of lakes 
or reservoirs, damage resulting from spring freshets, the con- 
sequent breaking of levees and submerging of low lands would, 
to a great extent, be avoided. The water used for irrigation 
during the summer naturally finds its way back to the beds of 
streams, and, in a great measure, increases the supply in the 
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streams lower down at seasonsof the year when more water than 
the natural flow is needed. In the intermediate country, the 
semiarid section, between the Missouri River and the Rocky 
Mountains, where streams are almost uniformly dry and with- 
out flow during several months of the summer, a system of reser- 
voirs as proposed, would insure a continual and considerable 
supply of water for irrigation and other purposes. 


The artificial use of water in stimulating the production of | 
field, orchard, and garden is regarded by many, unacquainted | 


with its advantages, as something of doubtful utility and as yet 
in an experimental stage of development. Asa matter of fact, 
irrigation is of great antiquity, and has been for thousands of 
years of inestimable value. Upon its results a very large pro- 
portion of all the people of the earth are to-day dependent for 
sustenance. When it commenced and by whom first applied no 
one can answer, for it was known to exist before the history of 
mankind was written. 

Mr. George P. Marsh says: 

I have given some reasons for thinking that, in the climates to which our 


attergion has been chiefly directed, man’s first interference with the natural | 


arrangement and disposal of the waters was in the way of drainage of surface. 
But if we are to judge from existing remains alone, we should probably con- 
clude that irrigation is older than drainage; for, in the regions regarded by 
general tradition as the cradle of the human race, we find traces of canals 
evidently constructed for the former purpose at a period long preceding the 
ages of which we have any written memorials. There are in ancient Ar- 
menia extensive districts which were already abandoned to desolation at 
the earliest historical epoch, but which in a yet remoter antiquity had been 


irrigated by a complicated and highly artificial system of canals, the lines | 


of which can still be followed; and there are, in all the highlands where the 
sources of the Euphrates rise, in Persia, in Egypt, in India, and in China, 


works of this sort, which must have been in existence before man had be- 


gun to record his own annals. 


Not only is ancient history replete with accounts of nations 
that have risen and flourished in arid regions where irrigation 
was practiced, but the Bible makes many allusions to the same sub- 


ject. In thedescription of the Garden of Eden in the first book, we | 


are told that ‘‘A river went outof Eden to water the garden.” * 
Therefore, the first system of irrigation was in the Garden of 
Eden. 

Numerous references are made to the use of water all through 
the Bible, and even in the last book there is described “A city 
that lieth four square,” having ‘‘walls of jaspar and gates of 
pearl,” watered by ‘‘a pure river clear as crystal.” 

A recent writer on this subject observes: 


A clear understanding of the fact that the countries of the Orient are de- 

ndent upon agriculture by means of irrigation, serves to throw much 

ight upon Scriptural references to those countries, and gives a larger sig- 
nificance to the Divine mandate—subdue the earth. 

*‘As the valleys are they spread forth, as gardens by the river’s side, as the 
trees of lignaloes which the Lord hath planted, and as cedar trees beside 
the waters.’’—Numbers, xxiv, 6, 

“ For the land, whither thou goest in to possess it, is not as the land of 
Egypt, from whence ye came out, where thou sowedst thy seed, and wateredst 
it with thy foot, as a garden of herbs: 

**But the land, whither ye go to possess it, is a land of hills and valleys, and 
drinketh water of the rain of heaven.’’—Deuteronomy, xi, 10, 11. 

- I made me gardens and orchards, and I planted trees in them of all kind 
of fruits: 

‘*T made me pools of water, to water therewith the wood that bringeth forth 
trees.’’—Ecclesiastes, ii, 5, 6. 

The prophet Jeremiah evidently refers to the vast irrigating system of 
Babylonia in the words, ‘‘O thou that dwellest upon many waters, abundant 
in treasures.’’ (Jeremiah, li, 13.) The entire disappearance of her ‘‘many 
waters,” é. ¢., irrigating works, constitutes the overshadowing cause of the 
utter destruction of ‘Babylon, the glory of kingdoms, the beauty of the 
Chaldees’ excellency.”’ This fact appears to be clearly stated by Jeremiahin 
the words, ‘“‘A drought is upon her waters and they shall be dried up;” and 
again, “ Her cities are a desolation, adry land, and a wilderness.” (Jeremiah, 
1, 38.) The prophet Zephaniah appears also to have had reference to the his- 
toric fact as to the destruction of the irrigating works of Nineveh in the pas- 
sage,“He * * * will make Nineveh a desolation and dry like a wilderness.” 
(Zephaniah, ii, 13). 

The fact that these mighty nations of Asia were absolutely ruined by the 
catastrophe involved in the destruction of their irrigating works fully ex- 

lains the fact that their people have exhibited less persistency than those 

habiting countries in which the rainfall is adequate to the needs of agri- 
culture, where, of course, no such overwhelming catastrophe as the absolute 
failure of agriculture could occur. When the irrigating system of these 
mighty empires were gone, all was lost. Thus sho the very great value 
of water and its application to land through irrigating processes. 


It is a striking and interesting fact that many prosperous 
nations of — those furthest advanced in the arts, the 
sciences, and in culture, had their rise and existence in the arid 
region, the peculiarities of climate as well as the stringentecon- 
omic features present tending to produce people of exceptional 
energy and ability. 

The ancient cities of Ninevah, Babylon, and others were built 
in the arid region, being developed and supported by the prac- 
tical application of irrigation. These have been striking ex- 
amples of what has been accomplished in the way of economic 
development in times past—unimportant examples as compared 
with all the vast sum that history records in this particular. 


—— 








*Let the fact be noted that no river waters land unless the water is 
taken out of the river by artificial methods and turned upon the land. Im 


ee course of nature rivers are supplied with water from the 


In Egypt is to be found a remnant of one of the oldest and 
most wonderful nations which ever has existed in the history of 
the world. Without the aid of the watersof the Nile those sandy 
plains would have been but the most barren desolation; with it 
the desert sands were mustered to the comfort and sustenance of 
mankind throughout almost countless periods of time, and to- 
day, 3,000,000 acres still produce with unfailing fertility. 

China has had its artesian wells, for irrigation, more than three 
thousand years, and very large portions of that wonderful empire 
are absolutely dependent upon irrigation, and it supports adenser 
population than any other nation of the world at this time. 

Arabia’s table-lands support 12,000,000 people who subsist 
upon the fruits of a soil which would scarcely support life at all 
without the artificial application of water. 

Algeria has little or nothing more than desert waste of soil, 
| and yet some 12,000,000 acres of this apparently valueless land 
is made to produce largely by the application of water. 

In Southern Africa are large areas of land reclaimed by the 
| artificial use of water. Alsoin Australia and Southern Europe; 
in Mexico and in South America. 

In India it is estimated that not less than 30,000,000 acres of 
otherwise desert lands are made, by the practice of irrigation, 
to support a dense population. India supports some 200,000,000 
people—three times as many as contained in the United States, 
the former having but three-fourths the area of the latter. 

Bearing upon this let me quote Joseph Nimmo, jr., in ‘‘ Uncle 
Sam’s Farm”: 

When the British conquered India they found innumerable canals and 
reservoirs forirrigation. One province, the ‘“‘ Madras Presidency,” had fifty- 
three thousand reservoirs, formed by 30,000 miles of embankment. and hav- 
ing three hundred thousand masonry gates, sluices, wasteweirs, etc. With 
a total area only about three-fourths the size of our “arid region.’ and de- 
pendent almost entirely upon irrigation, India supports a population of 
200,000,000. Throughout large portions of that country the storm waters 
which fall during a brief season of the year are stored in tanks or cisterns, 
and thus become avail.wle for irrigation. The British Government has ex- 
pended nearly $00,000,000 in the improvement and extension of irrigating 
works in thatcountry. The great Ganges Cana! is nearly 1.000 miles long, 
and carries 7,000 cubic feet of water per second. It irrigates over 2,000,000 
acres of land. 

The great canal of Arabia, which irrigated the valley of Mareh, proceeded 
| from an immense reservoir, formed by a dam 2 miles long and 120 feet high, 
in the province of Yemen. This dam was constructed of huge blocks of 
dressed stone and stood for two thousand years. These works existed long 

before the days of Solomon, and by some writers are assumed to have ex 
celled ali works of the kind, ancient or modern, indicating the skill of the 
Arabians as mathematicians and engineers. 

Palestine was irrigated chiefly by means of wells, reservoirs, and tanks. 
Similar methods are now employed throughout Turkey and Asia Minor. 

The great irrigating systems of antiquity constructed by wealthy and pow- 
erful nations have gone to ruin, and thecountries which they reclaimed from 
the desert are in decay, for the reason that since their fall there has been no 
government strong enough or intelligent enough, or with jurisdiction large 
enough, to restore and maintain such extensive engineering works. 

The Moors constructed extensive irrigating works in Spain a thousand 
years ago, and agriculture is there still carried on by the same means and 
under substantially similar government regulations. The ancient Peru- 
vians and Mexicans constructed immense aqueducts for irrigation long be- 
fore the conquest of their respective countries by the Spaniards. Agricul- 
ture throughout Mexico is dependent upon irrigation. 

Recent explorers in Arizona have traced irrigating canals and reservoirs 
of considerable magnitude, and the remains of adjacent towns and cities in- 
dicating a population of at least 300,000 where now is adesert. * * * 

France has expended enormous sums of money in Africa upon the irri- 
gating works of her Algerian possessions, and with excellent result. The 
art of irrigation is also practiced extensively in the southern part of France. 

Lombardy and Piedmont in Italy take the lead in the irrigating works of 
southern Europe. The art of irrigation has come down to Italy from the 
Romans, who built extensive irrigating canals and reservoirs. The length 
of the irrigating canals of Lombardy has been doubled during the last thirty 
years. A fact especially worthy of note is that Lombardy and Piedmont 
have a rainfall of 37 to 38 inches annually, agriculture being there possible 
without irrigation, nevertheless irrigation is practiced for the reason that 
.it greatly increases the volume of the crops, and also serves to insure them 
against destructive droughts, which sometimes occur. This furnishes a 
very important practical lesson to the people living in what Maj. Powell 
styles the subhumid region of the United States, i. ¢., the region between 
a line where the rainfall is less than 28 inches annually, and the positively 
arid region, in which agriculture is possible only by means of irrigation. 

At last the people of this country are fully awake to the fact that they must 
grapple with conditions in the arid region similar to those which have been 
boldly met and successfully overcome by the nations of antiquity and by na- 
tions of the present dayin Asia, Africa,and southern Europe. Such achieve 
ment clearly opens upto us as a nation a grand development and a splendid 
| future, 


Is has been estimated by competent authorities that, outside 
the territory of the United States of America, in various coun- 
tries of the world, there are under irrigation 138,250,000 acres of 
land supporting in the main 800,000,000 people. 

History has demonstrated that with the best land, thoroughly 
reclaimed and under areliable system of irrigation, a family can 
be supported upon the products of as low as 5 to 10 acres of land. 
If 20 acres be taken therefore as the average area of an irrigated 
farm capable of supporting a family, the estimated 100,000,000 
acres irrigable land of the United States would furnish homes 
for 20,000,000 families, or in fact a greater population than the 
country now contains. 

Coming down to the present limits of the United States, irri- 
| gation is no new nor minor subject. New Mexico and Arizona 
| bear evidence of the existence of irrigating canals and also of 
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immense storage basins, constructed for the purpose of impound- 
ing surplus waters. They were built far back in the uncertain 
ages of the sar. connected in history with the mysterious cliff 
dwellers and mound builders of that section. 

But the practice of irrigation is not confined to those older 
subdivisions of the United States. Considerable progress has 
been more recently made in various other localities in our arid 
region. 

It has been estimated that there is now in the United States 
some 8,000,000 acres of land under irrigation. 

In order to understand or appreciate the importance of this 
irrigated acreage as well as the far greater question of the value 
of what may be still irrigated and reclaimed of this country, it 
may be well to call attention to what is signified by reclaiming 
an acre of land and giving it the value and productive ca —y 
of an irrigated acre. Itbeing remembered that the land is al- 
most, if not absolutely, worthless before water is applied, but 
worth, after reclamation, according to location and circum- 
stances, from %5 to $1,500 per acre. In applying water to the 
land, little, if any, fertilizer is needed. ton ivvineted for hun- 
dreds of years shows no apparent decrease of natural fertility 
nor loss in productive capacity. 

Without going into details, and not undertaking to draw a 
parallel between the irrigated lands of our country and such coun- 
tries as China, India, and Egypt, where the relative value of 
land must be largely affected b the character of the a sr 
let us consider facts which may be gathered from the study of civ- 
ilization more nearly similar to our own, and upon this [ desire 
to submit some figures and estimates, compiled by competent 
authorities: 


P. Kropotkin, in speaking of the irrigated portion of Flanders, shows that 
lands manured but not irrigated produced at the best a crop of 24 tons of 
meadow hay, but since the same fields have been irrigated the amount of 
crop has increased two to four fold, even where only pure, clean water was 
used; while it is a well-known fact that waters containing any considerable 
portion of sediment are for that reason Mines | richer and more valuable for 
irrigation. Thus upon thin and unkindly soil 6 tons of hay became the rule, 
yielding a money return of from $120 to #280 per acre from a soil formerly 
yielding not exceeding $48 per acre. 

In Spain, lands possessing the right and means for irrigation are now sold 
at from #729 to r acre, being nine to ten times the prices of unirrigated 
lands in the same vicinity. 

Near Paris, irrigated fields, even in that climate, which may be classed as 
— noes an average of at least double the highest results from unir- 
rigated lands. 

Near Milan, in Italy, land irrigated with water derived from the city sew- 
ers, yields crops of from 8 to 10 tons of hay as a rule, and occasionally a 
meadow produces the almost incredible quantity of 18 tons of hay per acre. 

But in neither antiquity of practice nor in the great improvement of land 
through irrigation and its increase of value need we, perhaps, go beyond the 
confines of our own country. 

In Southern California, where the land in its natural condition is sandy 
and arid, producing nothing but scanty cactus and other worthless vegeta- 
tion, having almost no value, or at best but a few cents per acre, becomes 
after thorough reclamation, salable in exceptional instances, for as high a 
price as $1,500 per acre, and upon this price a sound and valid interest re- 
turn is made upon the investment. It is true, such prices as these are only 
realized after lands have become well established as fruit lands. The fact 
remains, nevertheless, that the basis of all the value is in the water which is 
used for the irrigation of the lands. 


Senator Reagan, in a minority committee report to the Senate 
as a result of an investigation, stated that— 


If the irrigable lands are wisely selected and are declared irrigable lands 
and the right to use the water on such lands is established and a prohibition 
is put to the use of waters on other lands in such a manner that water rights 
inhere perpetually in the designated irrigable lands, such lands will be im- 
maninseny given great value, varying from $25 to $200 per acre, depending 
upon their proximity to cities, towns, mining regions, and railroads, 


I also quote from a'report by the State engineer of California: 


In Riverside and elsewhere water adds an immediate value to any land of 
$100 to $150 per acre. 

From the Progress Report on Irrigation, prepared by Richard 
J. Hinton, under direction of the United States Agricultural De- 
partment, we quote the following: 

In the counties of Arapahoe and Weld (Colo.) near Denver, Greeley, and 
Grenada, nonirrigated land ranges from ® to 80. Irrigation adds value 
thereto up to about $100, and irrigated land under fruit is worth from #200 to 
$500 per acre. There is a permanent increase in value for small farms and 
irrigation of from #50 to $00 per acre over all rain-belt localities, so called. 
In western Kansas careful inquiries made by Special Agent J. W. Gregory 
show that the increase in value of farm lands by the creation of a water 
supply average from 50 to 250 percent. Nonirrigated land within the semi- 
arid section of the State, and in twenty-eight different counties is quoted as 
selling at from $1.25 to 837 per acre. With water, so as to increase security 
tor farming operations, the same ae land is quoted at from $8 to #275 
per acre, the average range being from to #50 per acre. 

In Montana the ruling rate will be for nonirrigated land, #1.25 to $10; for 
irrigated, from $25 to 875 per acre. In the Gallatin Valley and some other 
areas favorably located, the average price will range from $100 to $200 per 
acre. In Idaho the ruling rate will be about the same asin Montana, and 
in the neighborhood of Boise and some other favored — the values 
will range about as in the Gallatin Valley. In Eastern gou the small 
arez of irrigated land increases in value at the rate of 300 to 500 per cent. 
In Washingion the average price of land, a to its accessibility to 
subirrigation or irrigation from the phreatic fiow, will range from %38 to $50 
per acre. In Texas, fifty-two counties included within the area west of the 
ninety-seventh degree show a range of selling prices for land as follows: 
Nonirrigated, from $1.50 to $50; with water, #20 to $500 per acre. 


A report made by the California State Board of Trade contains 
the following: 
The average value of the product of unirrigated land is not more than one- 


tenth that of ir: 
to raise and in the capacity of the two kinds of land to sustain pana 
tion 


ated. The difference in the variety of the crops possible 


is quite as at. The improvement in the character of the Be uw. 
as ee pe in numbers; intelligence and energy distinguish the new oc- 
cupants of this country from the old. With regard to the practical knowl- 
edge of irrigation there is probably no field in the world where it is more ex- 
haustive than in these two counties. Ithas been applied here for more than 
a hundred years, and has gradually grown from the simple methods of Span- 
ish-American settlers to the most elaborate of modern systems. 


As to the value of land in the arid regions before irrigated, the 
majority report of the special committee of the United States Sen- 
ate appointed in 1889 to investigate and report upon the arid 
lands of the United States says: 

Not one irrigated acre in the arid region was, before irrigation, worth over 
%5; 97 per cent of it would not have brought the preémption price of public 
land, $1.25 per acre. 

From the statements submitted, there can be no question as 
to the value of land which has been thoroughly reclaimed by 
irrigation and is provided with an abundant and never-failing 
supply of water. 

On the other hand, it is conclusively proven that arid land 
possesses a very small value for agriculture before itis irrigated 
even though the soil is otherwise favorable, the location good, 
and water accessible. 

How much less, then, must arid land be worth that is not fer- 
tile, that is unfavorably located, and not convenient to water? 
Surely its value can be but trifling, evenif it can be used for graz- 
ing pur s. Whatever value it may have must be given toit 
by the irrigation of contiguous lands. 

Not only is irrigation valuable in the arid regions, but it has 
advantages for those who live in other portions of the United 
States where the rainfall originally supplies a sufficient amount 
of water for agriculture, but there are occasions when afarmer 
would gladly give the cost of a year’s irrigation if he could se- 
cure the benefit of a single shower. 

Thus irrigation may be said in a measure to afford insurance 
against losses by drought. 

This subject seems already to have occasioned some thought 
in the State of New York and New England. A growing in- 
terest in the matter in that portion of the country is evidenced 
by an article appearing in the Massachusetts Plowman about a 
year since, from the pen of W. H. Yeomans, a man well informed 
upon agricultural topics. He maintains that irrigation would 
pay handsomely in New England. He says: 


Take, for instance, the Connecticut Valley below Spemgaes; back from 
the river is a soil that is early, fairly fertile, but of a character coy calcu- 
lated to withstand dry weather; now, suppose a plan for the igation of 
all this land possible was inaugurated, by taking water from such a point up 
the river as would give a desired elevation to the water, so that it could be 
carried with such a gradual descent as to admit of its distribution over a 
maximum extent of surface, and this should by means of laterals be made 
to do service when the natural soil moisture is exhausted. Why, there would 
be no check in the growth of crops the season through, and the yields would 
be simply marvelous. * * * Such an enterprise would, only on a larger 
scale, be the same as expending money for a mow machine when grass 
could be cut by ascythe. In New England there would undoubtedly be sea- 
sons When comparatively little water would be needed, and in that respect 
it is unlike Colorado, but the ditch would be supplied with head-gates, so that 
any such event could be ona for by cutting off the supply and regulating 
the flow so that it would not do harm where not required. There are un- 
questionably many portions of New England where, if a judicious plan of 
irrigation were adopted and carried into practice, there would be far less 
demand for fertilizers than at the present time 


Mr. Yeomans cites in proof of his position the great increase of 
crops of grass where some little spring has been diverted from 
its natural course to spread over the dry portion of the field, the 
yield being increased to two, three, and even four fold. 

In the State of Florida it has been found profitable to sarees 
a number of farms and orange groves, not because there is a lack 
of rainfall in that State, but it does not come at a season when 
most needed. 

T. S. Potwin, D. D., on making a trip to Florida observes: 

The great drought of 1890 caused much damage to orange trees and set 
many to thinking of a preventive of such result. Strangely enough to the 
New Englander, the time of drought in Florida is winter or spring, especially 
the latter. And the dry time between orange bloo in February and 
March, and the rainy season in June is liable to be fatal tothe crop. The 
season, therefore, is not long for which irrigation is needed, but it is liable 
to be very much needed for that time; this is the problem, and there was 
Florida about half water anyway; lakes on every hand, and plenty of water 
everywhere Within 20 feet of the surface; nothing but sand to drive through 
for wells, and wind enough to raise the water. It has not taken long toshow 
people what todo. Of course large groves require steam power, and the 
operations that I witnessed were carried on by these means. With this in- 
surance against drought, there seems to be little standing in the way of en- 
tire success in orange growing in southern Florida. 


In several other of the Southern States, including South Caro- 
lina and Georgia, the value of irrigation in the production of rice 
and sugar has long since become thoroughly established. 

It seems that irrigation is not always because of a lack of rain- 
fall. On this subject I quote from a paper on irrigation written 
by Edward Bates Dorsey, C. E. 

a no t of the world has so much aaa talent, or attention been 

en to tion as in Italy, yet the climate is very much the same 
as eastern New York, the annual average rainfall being about 39 inches, with 
about 4 inches per month, in April, May, June, and July, the months the crops 
are growing and maturing. otwithstanding this heavy rainfall, there have 
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been expended about #200 per acre to bring and distribute the water in some 
districts. 

In India, where the English Government has spent so much money in irri- 

ation works—up to 1881, $86,000,000—the annual rainfall is, except in afew 
Small districts, aslarge as itis here. For example, in the districts irrigated 
es and Jumna Canals it is 38 inches. 

In Italy, France, and most of India, the rainfallis ample for ordinary crops; 
irrigation is adopted to increase the yield and to prevent the failure of crops 
by drought. These reasons will apply equally as well to all other countries; 
the general impression that irrigation is only necessary or useful in dry 
countries is entirely incorrect. 


The following is from an article entitled ‘‘Our Unwatered 
Empire,” by Gen. Nelson A. Miles: 

The Japanese have practiced this improved system of agriculture for 
thousands of years, although their country is blessed with as much rainfall 
as the fertile valleys on the eastern slopeof ourcontinent. They viewed the 
matter in its most practical light, using reservoirs and catchment basins 
for the storage of water when it was at flood, thus preventing destruction 
to growing crops, and diffusing the water so stored to the lowlands by a 
regular flow in periods of drought. Even the Chinese have been able, by 
careful, intelligent, and patient husbandry, to retain the fertility of their 
soil for thousands of years. * * * History teaches us that irrigation is 
the oldest and surest method of intelligent agriculture. 

Now, if the facts cited establish that the practice of irrigation 
assures a large and bountiful crop every year, it must follow 
that every region possessing and utilizing a sufficient water sup- 
ply for that purpose eventually becomes a region supporting a 
dense agricultural population. This leads to the existence and 
support of large urban populations. Where prosperous farmers 
are found, there we find those engaged in manufacturing, com- 
mercial, and other pursuits. 

Many of the resources of a country, including mining and 
manufacturing, are dependent for their development upon agri- 
culture ae at moderate prices the main commodities needed 
for support of the laboring classes. 

Valuable as irrigation is to land that can raise crops without 
it, how much more valuable must it be to those arid portions of 
the United States where irrigation is absolutely indispensable, 
and where but a very smal! proportion of the land can possibly 
be used for tillage, owing to the insufficient percentage of water 
with which to cover the land and the remoteness of the greater 
portion of the land from streams or water supply of any kind. 

The best means of reclaiming the soil is a matter of vital con- 
cern to the people living in the arid region, where the annual 
fall of snow and rain is insufficient to raise agricultural crops of 
any kind successfully withoutirrigation. Myremarksare, there- 
fore, directed to the Rocky Mountain and elevated-plains coun- 
try, where we are confronted with the condition of no irriga- 
tion, no crops, the annual rainfall being but 12 to 15 inches, 
instead of 25 to 30as in humid regions. Thechief wealth of the 
mountain country is likely to be in the development of its min- 
eral resources. Those engaged in agricultural pursuits will for 
many years find a home market in supplying those employed in 
mining and the various pursuits growing outof the development 
of the mines. 

It will probably be many years before those engaged in agri- 
culture will produce more than is required for home consump- 
tion. 

There need be no fear that the productions of the arid region 
will be so great as to come into serious competition with the ag- 
ricultural interestin other States. Farming by irrigation must 
of necessity be confined to small holdings or a limited number 
of acres in each ownership. Bonanza farming will not be at- 
tempted, nor will the farmer of irrigated lands go very largely 
into the production of staple grain crops for export. 
more profitable to raise such commodities as are now largely 
imported from foreign lands, and that do not come into compe- 
tition with the staple products of our country. The large in- 
tervening or adjoining tracts ‘of land will be utilized for grazing, 
while the irrigated farms will furnish the small grains, vegeta- 
bles, and fruits required for local consumption. There will be 
produced in the more favored portions of the arid regions cit- 
rus fruits, raisin grapes, prunes, English walnuts, and other 
semitropical productions. But what is of greater importance is 
the fact that almost the entire arid region is adapted to the suc- 
cessful culture of the sugar beet, an industry that is not un- 
likely to surpass allothersin the value of its manufactured prod- 
uct. Experimenthas already demonstrated that the arid region 
is capable of raising sufficient quantities of sugar beets to supply 
the necessary sugar to make up the deficit between what is now 
raised and the entire needs of the United States. This wiilsave 
millions of dollars tothe people of this country and give employ- 
ment to thousands of laborers. 

It is in the arid region we find those peculiar advantages of 
soil and climate that make profitable the production of this crop. 
The cultivation of sugar beets requires a large amount of sun- 
shine, and it becomes necessary that the water on a growing crop 
should be kept regulated and under control. The amount of 
saccharine matter is greatest when the beet is grown under a 
very high percentage of sunshine and a low ——— of mois- 
ture when the beet is ripening. The sunshine and drought of 


It will be | 


| 





| step forward in the world’s progress without opposition. 


the arid region with the artificial application of water furnish 
exactly the necessary conditions. This is shown in the magnifi- 
cent results obtained lately in the Territory of Utah, both as to 
raising beets and in manufacturing sugar. 

Mr. President, I can not lay too much stress upon the produc- 
tion in the United States, and particularly in the arid region, of 
the sugar beet. Our nation needs this product. Itscultivation 
will take thousands of menfrom other pursuits, especially farm- 
ing, where overproduction in some lines seriously threatens a 
congested state of affairs in labor and markets. It will also 
cause the employment of thousands of people on transportation 
lines and in other industrial pursuits. 

Another peeenes to which the arid regionis peculiarly adapted 
is alfalfa, the species of forage which supplies the Western coun- 
try with its largest proportion of hay and is of immense value. 
Statistics show that hay is the largest and the most valuable crop 
produced in the world. It is grown over a wider area than any 
othercommodity. But, owing toits great bulk, it is not profitable 
to be transported long distances. Hence, indry countries, where 
little or no natural hay is raised, the value of alfalfa is incalcu- 
lable. Thestockmen and farmers need it for winter food and for 
finishing their meat product. 

The water of mountain streams, even if carefully husbanded, 
by the storage of the entire surplus, during the nonproducing 
portion of the year, will irrigate but a small proportion of the 
lands in the arid States. Much of the land can not be irrigated 
owing to the contour of the country; while there are gorges and 
other waste places that can not be utilized. Under the most fa- 
vorable circumstances and with the aid of all that science and 
money may contribute, to development of the arid region, it is 
safe to say that the land capable of being brought under culti- 
vation will be less than 5 per cent in some States and Territo- 
ries, and not exceeding 15 per cent in the most favored. 

Regarding this point and the production of Western mines, 
the following is from the pen of Joseph Nimmo, jr., the well- 
known statistician: 


The Rocky Mountain region is distinctively a mining country. During 
the latest year for which statistics have been compiled, it produced 96 per 
cent of the gold, 99 per cent of the silver, 70 per cent of the lead, and 62 per 
cent of the copper product of the United States, of the total value for the 
four metals alone of #131,000,000. Besides these there are a large number of 
other mineral products. 

As to the agricultural resources of the arid region, it is entirely dependent 
upon the water available for irrigation. It is certain that the water oceny 
will never be sufficient for the irrigation of more than 5 per cent, possibly 
not more than 4 per cent, of the total area. The Government owns in these 
States 750,000,000 acres for which there are no customers. Throughout the arid 
region agriculture has been, is to-day, andfor all time will remain essen- 
tially an adjunct of mining. The universal testimony of people throughout 
the arid region is that the vast mining interests of this section are restrained 
by the fact that sosmall a share of their agricultural products are produced 
in the vicinity of the mines. 

There is a concensus of opinion among the hundreds of intelligent men 
with whom I have conve that the demand for Eastern products of agri- 
culture is now increasing more rapidly than the home supply through irri- 
gation. The imports of Eastern manufactures intothis region amounts to 
fully $50,000,000 a year, upwards of three-fourths more than the value of the 
exported products from the United States to Brazil. About 60 per cent of 
the passenger traffic on railroads traversing the arid region is composed of 
commercial travelers engaged in selling Eastern products. 


Irrigation and reclamation of land is almost a life and death 
matter with the residents of the arid States. The development 
of the vast mining interests of the country depends, in a great 
measure, upon the ability of those employed therein to obtain 
the necessities of life at reasonable prices. 

Some objection to the reclamation of the arid lands of the 
West has been urged by a few individuals, and an occasional or- 
ganization in the Eastern States, from the narrow standpoint 
that such an increase in the productive capacity of the Western 
lands must result in injury to the dwellers of the older portion 
of the country by unduly increasing agricultural productions. 


| Unfortunately such objections have more or less weight with 


some people. This is the same spirit which has sought to re- 
tard the progress of invention and of development throughout 
the history of civilization. Rarely has there been any great 
Oppo- 
sition manifested towards the spread of irrigation and pisidane> 
tion of the arid lands is of the same kind that originally de- 
nounced the reaper, the sewing machine, and other labor-saving 
devices when they were first introduced. But time has demon- 
strated the great value and advantage of these progressive 
moves and inventions. 

As an example of the puerility of arguments advanced against 


| reclaiming this vast Western waste, it is noted that the Man- 


chester (N. H.) Union says the thing must not be done because 
it would increase the evaporating surface of the United States 
by one-half, and this, it fears, would cause New England to be- 
come as cold as Alaska. The Union says one-third of the Re- 
public is now arid “or dried up.” When this “hundreds of 
thousands of square miles” is covered with water dire con- 
sequences will follow, says the Union. 

Objections to the reclamation of arid lands are not only un- 
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tenable from an economic standpoint, but they are not founded 
on justice and fair dealing. It is a fact that the people who have 
settled upon lands offered them in the various States and Terri- 
tories of the West have endeavored, in good faith, by a compli- 
ance with the laws and regulations, to erect homes for their 
families and to provide a patrimony for theirchildren. In those 
States outside the arid region the laws have been applicable. 
The soil was generally good; it needed but to be tilled by the 
plow to produce bountiful crops. Those settlers who availed 
themselves of this class of public lands received good returns, 
the land being worth many times its cost. In time all such lands 
were taken up and disposed of by the Government. 

There now remains of the public domain scarcely any avail- 
able land capable of producing crops without irrigation and the 
expenditure of large sums of money before any return cau be 
received from the land. The settler upon the public domain 
to-day is obliged to comply with the same laws and regulations 
as the homesteader, who a few years ago entered land worth ten 
to fifty timesas much peracre. A family can not support them- 
selves now and prove up upon a homestead until some provision 
for water and irrigation is made. There is no equity in this. 
The Government owes it to the youngest sons of the nation that 
they be given some of the benefits accorded to their fathers. 

Under the existing conditions and laws of admission of most 
of the Western States, the water therein belongs to the State, so 
that the settler has to deal with the United States for his land 
and with the State for the water. If he owns both the land and 
the water he has a valuable possession, but it takes a large ex- 
venditure of money to bring the water to the land and to utilize 
it to the fullest advantage. 

This brings us to a consideration of the question, What shall 
we do with the arid lands of the United States? Is it afact that 
nearly all the lands remaining open to settlement are unavail- 
able, or nearly so, under the present land laws and conditions? 
If so, how are we to meet this question and to solve the problem? 

Of the feasibility and success attending the bringing of the 
water and land together and making the most worthless soils 
in their natural state productive in the highestdegree through 
irrigation, sufficient evidence has been already offered; evidence 
of a character that can not be gainsaid and the truthfulness of 
which all must admit. 

‘The time has come when the attention and efforts of this Gov- 
ernment should be directed to the subject. There are peculiar 
features relating to a general policy of irrigation and reclama- 
tion of the arid lands of the United States that need to be care- 
fully considered. The forest lands, which from every economic 

sint of view ought to be preserved and are of inestimable value 
in carrying out the plans of irrigation, are rapidly being denuded 
of timber and plant growth. The growth of a century is often 
destroyed ina few hours by merciless, devastating fires. That 
which is everybody's business frequently is nobody’s, and on 
that principle our forests have been left to take care of them- 
selves. 

Upon this point I submit a paper entitled The Forestry Prob- 
lem of the Arid Region, by Arthur DeWint Foote, president 
American Society of Irrigation Engineers. 

The policy of the General Government for protecting its forests, if policy 
itcan be called, has resulted in that it has never protected a tree from fire 
or ax. Its total work consists in a few laws against stealing, which are 
more troublesome to the settler than to the timber thief. 

The people living in the arid region know that for every tree cut a hun- 
dred are destroyed by fire. They realize how silly it is topunish a man for 
stealing a few logs while fires are permitted to destroy thousands of them. 
They laugh at the law, andajury can not be found which will send a timber 
thief to prison. 

It is not only the loss of the timber which these people deplore; they fully 
appreciate that the destruction of the forests means the ruin of their water 
suppiy. They may not be very well informed in regard to the physical laws 
governing climate and rainfall and the influence of prevailing winds, but 
they know, what the peopla of the East are beginning to learn, that the for- 
ests regulate the flow of streams. They know that from the forest-covered 
hills come the perennial streams that keep their ditches full all the summer 
long, While from the bare mountains come the streams that tear away their 
dams and head gates in April and become streaks of dry sand and hot bowl- 
ders in August. 

* a e f ” - * * 


The recent irrigation congress in Salt Lake City included some of the 
abiest men of the arid region. After three days of fulland open discussion, 
they passed a resolution asking Congress to cede in trust all the lands of the 
arid region, except mineral lands, to the States and Territories therein. 
rome the one argument put forward was that the States might, 
from the revenues derived from these lands, provide for the proper protec- 
tion of the forests. 

They said to the Government: Grant us these forests, which you are giv- 
ing up to destruction, and these gr lands, of which you can make no 
use, and we will save the one and develop the other. 

A board of waters, lands, and forests in each State will have the entire 
control of these great interests. The task is one of grave Gificulty. It will 
call for men of engineering skill, men skilled in the laws, men of executive 
force, and above all men of patience to successfully solve the problems 
which it will include. With the revenue from the lands such men can be 
secured. One of their duties will be the establishment of a system of forest 
aoe, one to eavh 30 miles square, who will roam the forests the summer 
through. 

When in the still morning air a thin pillar of smoke rises from some de- 
serted camp fire, the patrol at his post on a high, bare point will hurriedly 
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saddle his horse, and before the day wind has fanned that smoke intoa 
flame water from his leather bucket will have quenched the fire. 

The destruction of the forest domes, not from the great number of fires, 
but from the few that are never put out. People are more careful about 
their fires in this region than is generally supposed, but there are no rains 
until the autumn to put out those that get started. 

In the Yellowstone Park, although thousands of camp fires are made eve: 
year, the em have little difficulty in keeping down those carelessly left 
to burn. It is the fires coming in from the outside that make the trouble 
and are fast corer the wooded beauty of that wonderland. 

This “army of patrols which would be necessary to protect these forests is 
not a very formidable one. The State of Idaho has, within her borders, 
about 10,000,000 acres of forests, and would require about 175 patrols. To 
maintain this force it should cost the State about 860,000 per annum. 

The State also has about 20,000,090 acres of grazing lands. One-quarter of 
these, rented at 2 cents per acre, would pay the expense of the forest patrol 
and $40,000 more. The services of these patrols would also be in demand for 
watching and regulating the cutting of the forest products. There is no rea- 
sonable objection to cutting much of the timber of these forests. If properly 
done it would be a marked benefit. 

It is proposed that these forest and grazing lands be ceded to the States 
in trust only, the State to retain complete control of the forests and rent 
the gracing lands on long terms, in tracts not exceeding 5,000 acres to any 
person. ith the security for his improvements which this long lease 
would give, the settler would fence his allotment and secure water, either 
by developing springs or by artesian wells, sufficient to water his stock, ir- 
rigate a garden and perhaps an orchard, Soon these vast rolling plains 
which now appear so endless and so desolate would be dotted here and there 
with patches of green, and each would be a home surrounded by grass and 
gardens and trees. The endless war between cowboy and sheep-herder 
would cease because each would keep his bands within his own inclosure. 
The enormous wasteful herds with their eT starving thousands would 
be dispersed and a sturdy though sparse population would find plenty where 
now is but a dreary waste under the domination of great cattle companies. 

The irrigable lands are of course not necessary to the forests, but as the 
forests are sooner them they may be mentioned here as a part of the 
general problem. y should in any case be included in the cession, be- 
cause the bound line between the irrigable lands and the grazing lands 
can never become fixed. Through the progress of irrigation, whet is ture 
land to-ay may in a few years become highly cultivated fields. reater 
economy in the use of water, greater facilities for building canalsand dams, 
and the increased value of land, areconstantly working to the spreading of 
water on the pasturelands. The disposition of the irrigable lands isa much 
more difficult problem thanthe protection of the forests or the development 
of the pasture lands. As the General Government has made such a total 
failure with the simple problem of the forests, there is no reason to suppose 
it would be more successful with the intricate one of the irrigable lands. 
‘lhis, and the control of the waters, will be the hardest part of the difficult 
task of the board of waters, lands, and forests. 

Engineers know well that the laws of running waters—hydraulics—are 
very intricate and extremely difficult of accurate determination; when the 
water becomes of great value and is spread in innumerable streams over 
large areas, among thousands of owners (for each user of water becomes, 
under the law, toa certain extent,the owner) the complications and diffi- 
culties of accurately determi each Inman's rights are multiplied man 
times. Addto this varying conditions, as in times of scarcity, when eac 
man is compelled to give up a part of his rights and suffer direct loss in con- 
sequence, and some idea of the problem of distribution of water for irriga- 
tion may be conceived. 

Not only has each State different conditions and climates surrounding its 
irrigation problems, but there are within each State very different condi- 
tions to be met in different localities. One great valley needs an immense 
and comprehensive system of canals and reservoirs adapted to the whole of 
it. Smaller valleys may be better served by several small systems. One 
district may need the artesian system devoloped, another the springs and 
underfiow, another reservoirs. The board of waters, lands, and forests, in 
each State can go far enough into detail to assist in the development of each 
particular district, according to its conditions and needs. How to assist in 
the best manner the development of the irrigation possibilities in each lo- 
cality, whether by undertak the works themselves, or guaranteeing in- 
terest, or in whatever manner, this Board may determine. The funds aris- 
ing from the sale of the irrigabie lands will be used to pay the necessarily 
large nape of supervision and improvement. Supervision and control, 
especially of the water, are absolutely necessary, and it is not reasonable to 
tax the other industries of the State for the proper regulation of this par- 
ticular one. 

Much objection will be made to the cession of these lands on account of 
the frauds likely to be connected with their administration. oe rings, 
pasture rings, and irrigation rings will arise, it will be said, and defeat the 
object of the cession, as in the case of other land ts. 

It seems to me, however, that there have never nm any similar grants of 
land. The swamp-land grants, about which so many fraudsare to have 
clustered, were an insignificant portion of any one State and never came 
before the people as an object of importance. The railroad grants were 
mostly in the Territories and no one felt much interest in them one way or 
another. These lands, however, immediately upon their cession, become 
the most prominent question in State affairs. very man, woman, and child 
in the State has a personal interest in the forests and in irrigation; not 
only a a a interest, but a definite pocketbook interest. From the 
banker to the sheepherder, every man’s prosperity depends on the water 
supply of the country. 

‘These people know how to stop the forest fires; they know how to use the 
forest products so as not to injure the forests or inconvenience the settler; 
they know which the pasture lands are and how to occupy and use them to 
the benefit of the commonwealth; they know how valuable are the irrigable 
lands and how best to dispose of them to the actual settlers. And the water 
supply on which the life of the le depends—who so well as they know 
how it must be controlled, d and regulated that it may be spread 
over the land skillfully and with economy and yg 

Is it possible that these people will stand idly by and permit these vital 
interests to be turned over to “rings*’? 

Aymard tells us that the poorest peasants of Valencia have for centuries 
withstood the terrible pressure of officialism and divine signe in Spain and 
still hold their ancient water rights, handed down to them from the time of 
the Moors. Is it possible that our American farmers will have less regard 
for their rights than the ignorant and oppressed peasantry of Spain? 

The question in a few words is this: Government has failed to pro- 
tect the forests, has no benefit from the grazing lands, will no, tand pertepe 
should not, take any part inthe development of the ble lands. e 
States and Territories of the arid region ask that these lands be ceded to 
them in trust, and they promise, with the revenues to bederived from them, 
to develop the irrigable he to occupy the grazing lands, and to protect 
and preserve the forests, F 

The answer must come soon or it will come to in the words of Isaiah, 
“The rest of the trees of the forest be few, that a child may write them.” 
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As it requires large quantities of water to reduce and reclaim 
wild lands in the first instance, where much smaller quantities 
will suffice after the first reclamation, the sooner this great work 
is commenced the more lant will eventually be irrigated and 
the nation’s wealth increased accordingly. 

It is necessary to provide for the legal distribution of water at 
the earliest possible date to prevent wasteful appropriation and 
use by individuals and corporations through faulty canals and 
distributing works. If properly controlled, the water after being 
applied to the high lands will much of it find its way by seep- 
age to the lower plateaus and valleys, so that every gallon of 
water thus used multiplies its duty and service before reaching 
its original channel on its way to the ocean. 

Irrigated land may be compared to a vast sponge, holding 


later on to the original stream at a lower level. 

Allowing the importance of this subject and the necessity of 
giving it immediate attention, the next problem that confronts 
us is, how can the lands be best disposed of? 

The bill which we have under consideration proposed the 
ceding of the arid lands, by the United States, to the States and 
Territories wherein such lands are situated on condition that 
they be reclaimed. Those who uphold this measure believe 
that itis due to the States and Territories in which the arid 
lands are situated that better laws be enacted for the settle- 
ment of these lands. It is generally admitted that nosuch valu- 
able land as that taken up by the early farmers of the West 
now remains subject to settlement. The new settler is com- 
pelled to seek a home in the arid region, if he desires to enter 
upon the public domain, and under very great disadvantages as 
compared with the homeseeker of a few years ago. 
stacles can not be overcome unless the Government is willing to 
aid directly in the reclamation of the arid lands or transfer 


them to the States and Territories, leaving to the latter the | 


question of improvement and final disposition. 

To accomplish this reclamation will require the expenditure 
of millions of dollars for the construction of reservoirs, canals, 
and other improvements. After a careful canvass in law-mak- 
ing circles it is evident the Government will not, at this time, 


These ob- | 
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| Oregon, and Washington; that portion of Minnesota west of the 


thirteen colonies in 1776, being recognized and confirmed by the treaty of 
Paris, September 3, 1783, whereby the independence of the United States was 
recognized by Great Britain. 

Subsequent acquirements of territory were as follows: What is commonly 
known as the Louisiana purchase, consummated April 30, 1803, by which the 
United States acquired an immense area of country extending from the 
mouth of the Mississippinorthward and northwestward to the present north- 
ern boundary of the United States and to the Pacific Ocean; the Florida 
purchase of 1819; the annexation of Texas in 1845; the Mexican cession of 
1848: the Gadsden purchase of 1853; and the Alaska purchase of 1867. 

Doubtless the most important and valuable of these was the Louisiana 
purchase, embracing small portions of the States of Alabama and Missis- 
sippi south of the thirty-first paraliel, the entire area of the States of Lou- 
isiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, Nebraska, the Dakotas, Montana, Idaho, 
Mississippi 


| River, all of Kansas except a small portion west of the one hundredth me- 





nor in the near future, make the necessary appropriations to in- | 
augurate such a work. On the other hand, the States in which | 


the arid lands are situated are deeply interested, and there is a 
settled conviction that the time has come when vigorous, far- 
reaching legislation should be had. The growth and develop- 
ment of the new States will be retarded unless better land laws 
or a wiser policy is adopted. Individual enterprise can do little 
more than has already been accomplished, and the people now 
appeal to the United States. 

The Government is not asked to transfer to the States this land 
because of its great value. On the contrary, it is worth little 
unless the Government will reclaim it or allow it to be reclaimed. 
Land without water has no value. Give the States that which is 
almost worthless and let them make it useful. 

The claim has been sometimes made that the public lan ds, in 
some way or other, belong to the older States, and that any bene- 
fits or 
in by them, through the General Government. Answering this 
proposition, it may be said that even if these lands were of great 
value, in all equity they should be given to the States wherein 
situated. At present they afford no revenue to the Government. 
The decreasing revenues and increasing expenses of our public 
land system demonstrates this. 


document entitled ‘‘ The Public Domain,” regarding the public 
lands, giving the time when they were procured, at what cost, 
how disposed of, and how much yet remains at the disposal of 


the Government: 
MEMORANDUM. 


was acquired by rights of discovery, followed up by colonization, by treaty, 
by comgneds, by cession, and bypurchase. The first right of discovery grew 
out of the Vorners of John and Sebastine Cabot, made in the interest of 
England in 1498. Other discoveries followed by Holland, France, Sweden, 
and Spain. The first English charter, for the purpose of promoting colo- 
nization, was granted to Sir Walter Raleigh in 1584. Other grants and colo- 
nizations under authority of the English and the other nations, claiming 
by rights of discovery followed, and thus originated the early colonies which 
eventually became the original thirteen States of the American Union. Ly 
virtue of the same grants and colonizations there was acquired a large area 
of country then considered as belonging to those colonies, but which was 
afterward erected into various other States, either directly or by virtue of 
the cession of the lands therein contained by the National Government. The 
States thus formed are Maine, originally a part of Massachusetts, Vermont, 
formerly ome of the Territory of New York, Kentucky, formerly a part of 
Virginia (West Virginia, in recent years, carved out of the State of Vir- 
ginia), the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and that 
portion of Minnesota lying east of the Mississippi River, formed out of the 
various colonial cessions constituting what was known as the territory west 
of the Ohio River, and Tennessee, Alabama, and Mississippi, from the ces- 
siens constituting what was known as the territory south of the Ohio River. 
The nation's title to these lands, though originating in the rights of dis- 
covery and occupation referred to was completed by the revolution of the 


: ae : | of which has also recently been erected the Territory of Oklahoma. 
back the water during the irrigation season, only to be returned | 7 : 


ridian and south of the Arkansas River, nearly all of the State of Wyoming, 
about one-third of the State of Colorado, and all of the Indian Territory, out 
The 
amount paid to France for this magnificent domain, embracing 756,961,280 
acres, Was a total of $27,267,621.98. 

From Spain was acquired what is now embraced within the State of Flor- 
ida, for the sum total of $6,489,768. 

The annexation of Texas added to the national area 175,587,810 acres, now 
embraced within the boundaries of that State, besides lands afterwards sold 


| to the United States, comprising that portion of New Mexico east of the Rio 


Grande River; Southeastern Colorado; what was formerly known as the 
Neutral Strip; and that portion of Kansas south of the Arkansas River and 
westof the one hundredth meridian. For this Texas purchase the Govern- 
ment paid a total of $16,000,000, the lands in this cession being estimated at 
61,892,180 acres. 

By the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, in 1848, the United States acquired 
from the Republic of Mexico the territory now embraced within the States 
of California and Nevada, the western half of Colorado and New Mexico, all 
of Utah, and nearly all of Arizona. Its cost was $15,000,000. 

By what is known asthe Gadsden purchase, the United States acquired by 
cession from New Mexico astrip of land lying in the southern part of the 
Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, containing 29,142,400 acres, at a cost 
of $10,000,000. 

The Alaska purchase embraces 349,529,600 acres, comprising all the former 
Russian possessions on the North American continent, with adjacent islands, 
acquired at a cost of $7,200,000. 

The total area of purchased and annexed territory added to the national 
domain since 1803 is 1,765,488,610 acres, at a total cost of $88.157,389.98, includ 
ing $5,200,000 for the Georgia cession of 1802, but not including cost of sur- 
veys, etc. 


The following presents in tabular form the area and cost of 
the various acquisitions of territory just described: 


Public domain. 





Louisiana purchase, April 30, 1803_.___- 756, 961,280 | $27, 267, 621.98 


East and West Fiorida, February 22, 1819____._.__- | 37,931,520 } 6, 489, 768. 00 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, February 2, 1848_._...........-. 334, 443,520 | 15,000, 000. 00 
State of Texas, November 25, 1850.._............... 61, 892, 480 16, 000, 000. 00 
Gadsden purchase, December 30, 1953.............. 29) 142 400 | 10,000, 000.00 





Alaska purchase, March 30, 1857 | 369, 529, 600 


eee Bone 
Coast of Georgia cemsiom =. ..........................- a ee 3 


Tutal cost of public domain 


Thus it seems the original thirteen States not only obtained 
free all lands within their borders, by discovery or grants for 


| colonization, but they obtained the benefits of vast areas in the 


roceeds arising from their disposition should be shared | 


| came in later were also generously treated. 


West, afterwards subdivided into additional States. States that 
So if the new States 
are awarded all lands within their borders, they will receive no 
more benefit than the older ones obtained from the public do- 
main. On these grounds there can be no injustice, it seems to 
me, in asking the free cession of the remaining public lands to 


| the States and Territories as proposed. 
I here submit some memoranda of facts and figures from the | 


An examination of the figures submitted will show that the 


| first cost to the United States of all the public domain purchased, 


including Alaska, has been a trifle over $88,000,000. The total 
amount of purchased and annexed territory will approximate 
2,000,000,000 acres, at an average cost of perhaps less than 5 cents 


| an acre. 
The title to the territory inclosed within the limits of the United States | 


The public lands were apparently regarded at the close of the 
Revolutionary war as a national resource to be utilized for rais- 
ing funds for the benefit of the Government. They have since 
been devoted more or less to this purpose, and on several occa- 
sions very large free grants have been made direct by the Gov- 
ernment to secure certain improvements, and grants in trust or 
otherwise have been made to some of the States. 
Let us briefly consider some of the results arising from the dis- 
position of public lands of the United States from the following 


MEMORANDUM. 


In 1785 Congress issued a proclamation forbidding settlement on the public 
domain. 

In 1804 a law was passed to effect the same purpose. 

In 1807 Congress gave the President power toremove settlers from the | 
lic lands pending sale. 

By act of Congress of May 20, 1785, the “ Board of Treasury,” consisting of 
three commissioners, was to receive platsof surveys from the officer having 
same in charge, and the Secretary of War was then to draw by lot certain 
townships to be used in paying land bounties for the use of the Continental 
army, and the Board of Treasury was todraw the remainder by lot in behalf 
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of the States, which were to advertise and sell the land at public sale for not 
less than @1 per acre, besides the expenses for survey and other charges, which 
were rated at $36 per township. 

By actof July 23, 1787, the price per acre was reduced to 663 cents. The 
clause requiring the draw for the thirteen States was repe July 9, 
1788, a8 Was also the clause relating to drawing by the Secretary of War for 
land bounties. The same act gave the Board of Treasury power to sell cer- 
tain lands at pleasure. 

Between 1785 and July 23, 1787, various methods were attempted by which 
the public lands shouid be sold, but with little result. Not was settle- 
ment upon the public lands discouraged, but the Secretary of War was au- 
thorized to remove settlers from various localities. Upon the last-named 
date Congress instructed the Board of Treas to contract for the sale to 
what was known as “‘ The Ohio ee ” of 2,000,000 acres situated in what 
is now the State of Ohio, at a price of 81 per acre, with the rebate of two- 
thirds of a dollar, under certain conditions; %569,000 was to be paid down, and 
the remainder after the completion of the survey. This trust was reduced 
to 822,900 acres, and the order confirmed by Congress July 27 of the same 
year. Thereafter Congress, upon petition for purchase by individuals or 
companies, authorized the Board of Treasury to make sale and execute 
transfer of lands. 

The next sale was to John Cleves Symmes, of New Jersey, of a tract of land 
containing 248,540 acres, for which he and his associates paid $165,963.42, This 
was in pursuance of an act of Congress, May 5. 1792. The price per acre real- 
ized by the Government for the lands disposed of under the terms of this 
sale was 663 cents. 

To the State of Pennsylvania was sold, oe of Congress, the tract now 
in Erie County, in that State, containing 202,187 acres, at the rate of 66j cents 
per acre. 

On July 20, 1790, Alexander Hamilton, Secretary of the Treasury, in pursu- 
ance of request of the House of Representatives made the preceding Janu- 
ary, reported a plan for the disposition of the public lands. In this report 
Mr. Hamilton stated that in his opinion the disposition of the public lands 
should subserve two objects, the one a financial one upon the part of the 
Government, and the other the satisfaction of settlers u such lands. 
He stated that three classes would be intereste1 in the d ition of the 
public lands: The wealthy individuals and corp rations, d to buy in 
order to seil again; colonies; and individual set.lers or families. The first 
two, he maintained, would frequently want large tracts of land, while the 
last would Se purchase small quantities; therefore any plan for the 
sale of the western lands, while it had due re for the last class, should 
be calculated to obtain all the advantages which might be derived from the 
first two classes. He therefore advocated the establishment of a general 
lana office at the seat of Government, where purchasers, whether ci or 
foreigners, could most easily make large purchases, while for the accommo- 
dation of the then present inhabitants of the western country and of other 
unassociated persons an office subordinate to the general land office should 
be opened in the northeastern and another in the southwestern territory. 
Among the Limitations to be observed he suggested that no land be sold ex- 
cept that-to which the Indian title should have been extinguished; that suf- 
ficient tracts be set apart as security for the public debt; that convenient 
tracts, not exceeding 100 acres to one person, should be set apart for actual 
settlers; that other tracts, in townships of 10 miles square, should be set 
apart forgale to the purposes of the first two classes enumerated; that the 
price should be 30 cents per acre, payable either in gold, silver, or public 
securities; etc. 

On March$8, 1795, it was provided by Co: ss that ‘‘ the net proceeds of the 
sales of lands belonging, or which shall hereafter belong, to the United 
States, inthe western territory thereof,” should constitute a portion of the 
sinking fund of the United States for the redemption of the public debt. 

In May 16, 1796, was AS nye pm the act which may be considered as the real be- 
ginn of the methods of survey and disposition of the public lands which 
have obtained throughout nearly the whole history of the Government. It 
providedin substance for the system of surveys now in vogue. 

The act of March 2, 1799 contains the following: 

“That each and every person claiming the benefitof this act shall, on or be- 
fore the ist day of September next, give notice in writing to the Secretary 
of the Treasury or to the surveyor-general that they claim the right of pre- 
emption by this act offered, and that failure to give said notice shall forfeit 
the right of preémption.” s 

This was the progenitor of the preémption law passed more than forty 

years later. 

: An act of May 10 introduced the present system of disposition of lands 
—_ officers called registers, whose offices were situated within defined 
districts. 

The act also created the office of receiver of public moneys at each land 
office, who was to receive all moneys on account of sales of public lands, as 
at present. The duties of register and receiver of land offices as defined by 
this creative act have continued with slight modification to the present 
time. 

Prior to the passage of the act of April 24, 1820, Congress had by special 
enactments directed various land sales to be made and had provided numer- 
ous plans for entry of land, credits, when sold, etc., but by this act it be- 
came the duty of the President, as it has since continued, toissue proclama- 
tions of sale of the public lands through the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. 

The general provisions of the act of April 24, 1820, continued in force until 
the passage of the preémption law of September 4, 1841, which was repealed 
a year ago. 

Thus, after a period of more than fifty years’ experience in attempting to 
dispose of the public lands for the sake of revenue, that plan was abandoned 
and the disposal of the public domain for the purpose of building up homes 
through the preémption act was substituted. 

The re of the Government from cash land sales in the year 1835 were 
$15,999,804.14, and in 1836 were $25, 167,833.06, and from 1830 to 1 were a total 
of $81,913,017.83, and the cash disposals of land from the bepnantes ot the land 
system to June 3v, 1889, are estimated at 169,832,564.61 acres. includes 
preémption, homestead-commutation, and graduation-act entries, together 
with ee 20,000,000 acres originally entered under some special settlement 
or other law. 

The United States, from 1785 to the present time, has sold land at various 
prices, as follows: 

Agricultural lands at the rates of 12}, 25, 50, 663, and 75 cents, and #1, $1.25, 
and $2.50 per acre, paid under cash sales; —— areas containing coal and 
millions of acres of timber land have been sold at the foregoing rates. 

Mineral lands, in Michigan, Wisconsin, and other States, containing cop- 
per and lead were sold at from #2.50 to %& per acre: 

Coal lands are sold at #20 per acre, where situated within 15 miles of a com- 
pleted railroad; otherwise at #10 per acre; 

Desert lands and saline lands at $1.25; and 

Timber and stone lands at #2.50 per acre. 

Co ss, for many — after the organization of the Government, made 
special grants of land in satisfaction of certain claims. The first of these 


was in the nature of an offer to soldiers and officers of the British army, who 





would desert therefrom and become citizens of the United States, of certain 
quantities of ny ee weer the lands in some one of the States. 

By act of July 1787, the twenty-ninth section in each township of the 
Ohio company’s purchase and of the Symmes’ tract were granted and if 
apart for p 8 of religion, being perhaps the only direct and 
grant of the known in the ae of the United States. Other ts 
to individuals, for meritorious acts services, were made at vario 08; 
also ts for missionary purposes, for eleemosynary and educational in- 
stitutions, and grants to Polish exiles. These special grants and donations 
—" almost all of any note running through a period of more than fifty 

An act of Congress of May 18, 1796, povis for the gale of the public 
lands in a portion of the Northwest es also provided that — 
springs were to be reserved for the use of the United States, together witha 
section one mile square, which should include the spring, a whole townshi 
be rved with one particular s named in the act. The acts of ad- 
mission ofall the public-land States up to Nevada, gave to them all the salines, 
not — oe in —- — with eee ome with — 
spring, for ool purposes and public vements. these salines, 
gether with mineral lands, were reserved from settlement under the pro- 
visions of the preémption jaw of 1841, and also from the operations of the 
homestead act. This law not operative in the Territories nor in all of the 
States. The States receiving grants of salines, together with the area so 
granted in each and patented up to June 30, 1880, are enumerated as follows: 


Area sree, 

TI so san calismidhindie-sucheomaainnl A ran on bn enginas whith dina b 
SN icin nn tp sng istondaslagdesemmpiice Nc 5 netedindheracltnpidiie , 080 
I ee aemailpkiiie asada Te FI, Co aos -cccccvcno meccans 46, 080 
a cote cattg elas I ag de Cac 080 
IEE tp onneridteinloninscssuntiaa: 4 fe! Re: 46, 080 
ESAS TN ae 46, 080 —_—_I 
I eth te llth taka adh 46, 080 i alae eo atl 559, 965 
NoTE.—With the exception of the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Alabama, 
each of which was — 36 sections of land 1 contiguous to the salt 
springs, 6 sections each, for the use thereof; of the State of Illinois, 


or 
which was ted all the springs in the State, and the same quantity of 
land for each, the remaining States in the above list were each gran 12 
springs, together with 6 sections of land for the use of each spring, lying 
con ous thereto. They were patented by the United States to the sev- 
eral States, which disposed of them as they thought best. 


SWAMP LANDS. 


As early as 1826 an unsuccessful attempt was made to obtain a cession te 
the States of Missouri and Illinois of the swamp lands within the limits of 
those respective States. Afterward, on March 3, 1849, Congress granted to 
the State of Louisiana, to aid ‘‘in constructing the nece evees and 
drains to reclaim the swamps and overflowed lands therein,’'' the whole of 
those swamps and overflowed lands which 7 be, or are, found unfit for 
cultivation,” and on September 28, 1850, extended ‘the t to enable the 
“State of Arkansas to construct the nece levees and drains to reclaim 
the swamp and overfiowed lands therein.” e last section of this act, how- 
ever, enl the grant so as to embrace ‘‘each of the other States of the 
Union in which suc swamp and overflowed lands, known and designated as 
aforesaid, may be situated.” 

The total selected by the various States up to June 30, 1891, amounted to 
80,241,586.21 acres. In the mean time 856,589.40 acres of land have been pat- 
ented by the United States as indemnity for swamp lands sold to settlers 
by the General Government and in addition cash indemnity to the amount 
of $1,581,852.10 has been paid for the same peepee, and there are still pending 
indemnity claims to the amount of 2,312,949.22 acres, as follows: 


SWAMP LANDS IN PLACE. 
Swamp lands selected for the several States up to June 30, 1891. 




















Acres. Acres. 

ince cine acne tines 531, 355.60 | Michigan ................ 7, 203, 159. 28 

i ncn ane palgen 8, 656, 312. 63 | Minnesota ----------- 4,400, 666, 92 

OnliSor@in. ....... ..25-<eec. 1 , 555. 90 ne Kenahuadieuesin 8, 602, 963. 30 

tins annwacknaines 22, 227, 313.30 | Missouri ................ 4, 843, 583. 34 

EAS ee A tb OU, 0 Se ivcteic rank ouledie 116, 766. 28 

PR diane nccdanielncos 1, 377, 727.70 | Oregon .................. 419,270.49 

ao mginiieatiilarn 4, 567,959.33 | Wisconsin............... 4, 569, 712.12 
Louisiana (act 1849) .... 11, 214, 996. 32 

Louisiana (act 1850) ___- 554, 459. 51 yk See 80, 241, 586. 21 

Indemnity swamp lands—Adjusted claims. 
Cash indem-| Land in- 
States. nity. demnity. 
Acres. 

UII. ncn nue dens calcenh~ahthabmnarenia bas enkonmalil $13, 335, 51 , 009. 36 

EEN noncneschsussneshbsobus diene tobeie nite tikGncanl 77, 045.63 | 94,740.57 

BOE pncunisanp pcan sjianon suas: ocdindabs usm kaedsdes dill 01) 

ID uh cehisiotinn sn an. on apnnad hbadidiibmaiin dian buena 39, 080. 91 8, 434. 84 

MIA i ccscm entiainsRidibice ccmirer 0 vise ee dininie wiadeehiecbaiiendeessciaaaneae 540, 173. 07 | 341, 632. 97 

i ai senien shin ntepigtacg ace tables ire tanilip es datincaeia aia eae 49,371.07 | 29, 214. 25 

ERE FI EA IS 15, 922.04 | 24, 590. 43 

eo poid eoniniee Kéudningahend sik sincdanmieiientgdniaait nes 47, 888. 73 

Missouri ....... PRES AE IEG A BOM IE 191,241.03 | 82, 042. 27 

DU... sab duininsnety atdadtdiadaiedea bite wabapeedadiinmanantial eee 

WE AGI, ...cacvcneenh debi wamnisRbobsces an teeghmeanie 185, 278.91 | 106, 042. 08 

OU oc viinkuh tien heaeb bie gnarinapclbiieenasans 1, 581, 852. 10 | 856, 589. 40 

Indemnity swamp lands— Unadjusted claims. 
Acres. Acres. 

I eo accsenibatitin 33, 739.17 | Michigan ........ ......-. 4, 948. 83 

I 5. bncnsiniGneaiasignhite 1, 119, 517.30 | Mississippi .............. 155, 701. 44 

iim ntimtng is deen ted 12,086.76 | Missouri .... ............ 42, 351. 13 

De Rinsan wraralcinty deviseenre 908, 595. 58 — 

I ee eet ie 36, 059. 01 SUE Salih ace maine 2, 312. 949. 22 


The reasons assigned for the grants of swamp lands to the several States 
were: 

“1. The alleged worthless character of the premises in their natural con- 
—s = peneneny of an attempt to reclaim them by direct nat- 
0 rposition. 

“2. The great sanitary improvement to be derived from the reclamation 
of extensive districts notoriously malarial and the probable occupancy and 
cultivation that would follow. 





ry 


Py 
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«3. The enchancement in value and readier sale of adjoining Government 


roperty.”’ 

a yader’ the o pptions of the act and the decisions of the Secretary of the 
Interior, consid rable quantities of land which had at various times been 
sauteed upon by citizens, and tbe title to which had passed from the United 
i ere décided to be swamp lands to which the respective States were 

entitled. 
It Med estimated by Thomas Donaldson, in 1880, that the area claimed up 

t 


to that time, and claims in proc of a by the several States under 
the v: us acts, phout éq the whole surface of the States of New 
Ham e, M setts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Vermont, Maine, 


New J , Delaware, Maryland, and West Virginia. The alle swamp 
lands clairhed since that date are sufficient in area to add to the list quoted 


more than half the area of the State of South Carolina. 


As early gs 1803 the queStith of the granting of subsidies of public lands to 
aid in the cfpstruction of canals, wagon roads, and railroads had begun to 
be w ly discussed. 


The first grant of public lands for pene of internal improvement was 
made by of Congress April 30, 1202, giving to the State of Ohio the one- 
twentieth part of the net proceeds from the sales of public lands in that 
State, the funds thus derived to be devoted to the purposes of laying out and 
making public roads from the navigable waters flowing into the Atlantic 
Ocean to the Ohio River. 

March 2, 1827, an act gave to Illinois and Indiana grants of land in aid of 
the construction of two canals, the one to connect the Wabash River with 
Lake Erie, and the other to connect the Illinois River with Lake Michigan. 

An act of May 24, 1828, gave to the State of Ohio a similar grant to aid in 
the construction of What was known as the Miami Canal from Dayton to 
Lake Erie. By the terms of this grant, land a to 2} sections in width 
on each side of the canal was granted, the Uni States reserving each alter- 
nate section. The method thus inaugurated afterwards became the rule in 
all land grants for public improvements. 

Various other grants for canal purposes were made to the States of Wis- 
consin and Michigan from the dates mentioned down to July 6, 1866. 

By act of May 23, 1828, lands were granted to Alabama for Pony anges of 
river improvement, afterwards to Wisconsin and Iowa, lands for the same 
purpose. 

In an act of August 8, 1846, making a 
Wisconsin, was a provision for increas the prices of reserved sections of 
land to the double minimum, or $2.50 per acre, which inaugurated the cus- 
tom afterwards extensively followed. 

The Ohio wagon-road grants of money in 1802 and 1803 were followed by 
small grants of land for like purposes in Ohio, Indiana, and other States. 
Considerable grants for military roads were made to the States of Wiscon- 
sin, Michigan, and on from 1863 to 1869. 

By act of March 2, 1833, Congress authorized the State of Illinois to divert 
the canal grant of March 2, 1827, and to construct a railroad with the pro- 
ceeds of said lands. This was the first Congressional enactment providing 
for a land grant in aid of a railroad, but was not utilized by the State. 

The first right of way, 30 feet in width on each side of its line through the 
ublic lands, with use of timber within 300 feet on either side, and 10 acres of 
and at the terminus, was granted to a Florida company, March 3, 1835. 

The act of September 20, 1850, was the first railroad act of real importance, 
and initiated the system of grants of land for railroads by Congress, which 
prevailed until after July 1, 1862. This grant gave the State of Illinois the 
even-numbered sections of land for 6 sections in width on either side of 
the railroad and branches. It also initiated the ‘‘indemnity’’ practice of 
granting lands to the companies in lieu of lands within the original grant 
occupied by legal settlers at the time of the defined location of the route. 
The same act extended like terms and conditions to the States of Alabama 
and Mississippi in aid of the Mobile and Ohio road. 

The next grant of consequence was made by act of June 10, 1852, to the 
— of Missouri for the Hannibal and St. Joseph and Missouri Pacific rail- 
roads. 

Other grants of more or less consequence followed atintervals during the 
succeeding ten years. There had been for many years constant agitation of 
the importance of the construction of a railroad to the Pacificcoast. A pub- 
lic meeting was held at Dubuque, Iowa, in 1838 on this subject, and some 
years later one Asa Whitney petitioned Co: ss for a grant of 100,000,000 
acres of land to enable him to construct a railroad to the Pacific Ocean, and 
vigorously prosecuted his request. 

n 1845, Senator Stephen A. Douglas, of Illinois, proposed a grant of alter- 
nate sections of land to the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and lowa to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from Lake Erie by way of Chicago to the 
Missouri River; and prepared bills to organize the -Territory of Nebraska, 
extending from the Missouri River westward, and the Territory of Oregon, 
from the summit of the Rocky Mountains to the Pacific Ocean, and to re- 
serve to each of said Territories the alternate sections of land for 40 miles on 
each side of the line of railroad from a point on the Missouri River where 
the Lake Erie road should cross the same to the Pacific Ocean, either at 
some point in Oregon, or to the Bay of San Francisco, in case California 
should be annexed in time. 

After the discovery of gold in California in 1849 had caused the sudden 
—- of that region, and from {the admission of California into the 

nion in 1850, up to 1862, Congress was inundated with measures proposing 
the construction of a railroad tothe Pacific Ocean. 

In 1858 a Senate bill proposed that the United States should loar to the 
Pacific road constructors its 5 per cent bonds to the amount of $12,500 per 
mile for each mile of road, to be repaid in transportation of mails and ouber 
Government service. 


In his annual report for 1849 the ecmaters of the Interior called attention 
to the ‘‘recent Pacific Railroad moons at Memphis and St. Louis.” 

Throughout the decade from 1852 to 1862 mass meetings resolved, Legisla- 
tures petitioned, and political conventions argued in favor of the passage 
by Congress of a law to build arailroad tothe Pacific. From 1856 to 1860 
every political party, beginning with the Democratic in 1856 and including 
the Douglas and Breckinridge wings of that party in 1860, in the platforms 
of their national conventions pledged their several parties to such Govern- 
ment aid as would insure the construction of a railroad to the Pacific coast. 
All three Presidential candidates in 1856, Buchanan, Frémont, and Fill- 
more, wrote letters favoring the road. President Pierce had advocated it 
in his message to Congress in December, 1853, and President Buchanan, in 
his message of December 6, 1858, spoke of the importance of it, suggesting 
that Congress might commit the construction of the road to companies in- 
corporated by the States, and might then assist them in the work by grants 
of land or money or both under certain conditions and restrictions. Presi- 
dent Lincoln's messages in 1861 to 1864 contained recommendations and sug- 
gestions upon the same subject. 

As an outgrowth of this long-continued agitation and public interest, the 
Union Pacific Railroad ret was incorporated by act of Congress July 
1, 1862, to build a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific coast. The company was given right of way, allowances for shops, 
stations, odd-numbered sections of public land, etc. Bonds in aid of con- 
struction were also to be issued. 


ant of this kind to the Territory of 


Inasmuch as the estimated area of the various land grants made by Con- 
gress to States and Territories and to corporations from 1850 up to June 30, 
1880, was 155,504,994.59 acres, it appears that but little more than one-third 
of all the lands granted have as yet been ae, to grantees; and by act 
of September 29, 1890, Congress forfeited all lands heretofore granted to any 
State or corporation in aid of the construction of railroads opposite to, and 
coterminous with, any portion of such road not completed and in operation 
at the date of [es of such act, so that certain lands already certified 
to States and railroad a have been, and others will hereafter be, 
restored to the public domain. Upon the other hand there were pending be- 
fore the Land Commissioner on June 30, 1891, railroad grant selections to 
the amount of 28,846,577.56acres. It is therefore aquestion not yet settled as 
to what will be the total acreage of public lands eventually patented as 
grants in aid of railway construction. 


The public records show the following: 


Statement exhibiting already adjusted land concessions to railroads, ete. 





Certified or pat- 





















Certified or 
States. SS | patented up to 
une 30, 180. | June 30, 1891. 
RAILROADS. Acres. Acrea. 

a ee Sa 2, 595, 053. 00 
IED nce enaindtcdintingeld eameuetedins sit ci atersesclcdibine tilt 935, 158. 70 
TI inccscncei bn cesipialinesi apmgibncaitcieg sitidnian aie teiesall eayailaenicaetele meine iat 2, 931, 780. 59 
ie ie eal embeidmhl clams Eesti haa 1, 764, 412. 03 






































od 103, 555. 84 | 37, 685, 731. 88 
Total to corporations ...............-.- 2, 985, 123. 39 | 16, 780, 906. 45 
Total railroad grants _.._...........-- | 3, 088, 679. 23 | 54, 466, 638. 33 
Deduct amount of land declared forfeited | 
Fe En crcxaans tiniest ene iattng titanate’ Riettiediaceincinnsdtmesis } 1, 387. 60 
Net total of grants __.._..........._.-- ee oe feted 54, 465, 250. 73 
WAGON ROADS. az. | 
i iE nanh pad aitnd steue hoacmacioda smmenibbiendsso 302, 930. 96 
Chis dhadadabiamah ingudatngnialpee wees dude aqadiadad owas ss cans 221, 013. 35 
tc tndidalhtnds ndcciianewandanadbitdacdldnteswnbddwccamaos ! 1, 258, 786, 52 
j ememreeas — 
Total wagon-road grants -..._.._- oy eae hos 1, 782, 730. 83 
OE Soincktirtyamntnwedcues lecsweceneuccecascs 5A, 465, 250.73 
| ——————EEE 
Total wagon-road and railroad grants |_................- 56, 247, 981. 56 
| 
Lands granted for canal purposes. 
Acres. 
aad ciate a alla i tien et seal 1, 457, 366. 06 
Sat «ich bihtittctnicha dines ede alanine dn binkaenmipginnded betemetouts 1, 100, 361. 00 
Th cninnaitsiihelimehinadimnhactndmamekapdesctnibgbeadinhnewmbmnaen 325, 431. 00 
a I iat cece seal en, cic all git tsteetebialapesglatth Gititintarion 290, 915. 00 
SN akan aaa all ail withing tiiamncin tastnes imal ssi 1, 250, 000. 00 
Total quantity granted and certified _........................ 4,424, 073.06 
Acres certified under river-improvement grants. 
‘ Total num- 
& - ber of acres 
States. Date oflaws.| = S Name of river. | granted 
s 2 | and certi- 
Dn a fied. 
See nate es 
SI, no anvanithe May 23,1828; 4;| 200/ Tennessee, Coosa, 400, 016.19 
Cahawba, and | 
Black Warrior. 
Te iin nwanen Aug. 8,1846| 9 83 
Mar. 2,1849; 9/| 352 
Aug. 3, 1854; 10 345 Pees 7 
(Joint resolution) ..| Mar. 3,1855/10| 724|/Foxand Wisconsin) 683, 802. 43 
June 9, 1858/11 | 313 | 
(Joint resolution) ..| Mar. 12, 1867 | 15 20 | 
I sian ontancldtities banat Aug. 8,1846/| 9 77 | Des Moines, below | 322,392.18 
| Raccoon Fork. | 
| | 1, 406, 210. 80 
| 





EDUCATIONAL LAND GRANTS. 


By acts of Congress from 1785 to the present time there have been granted 
to States and reserved to Territories for educational purposes the follow- 
ing: For public or common schools, every sixteenth section of public lands 
in the States admitted prior to 1848, and the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions in States admit and Territories organized since that date, estimated 
at 67,893,919 acres; for seminaries or universities, two townshipsand upward 
in each State or Territory containing public land, the total thus granted be- 
ing estimated at 1,165,520 acres; for agriculturaland mechanical colleges, by 
acts of Congress of July 2, 1862, and since, 30,000 acres for each Representa- 
tive and Senator in Congress, of land ‘‘in place.” where the State contained 
a sufficient quantity of public land subject to sale at ordinary private entry 
at the rate of $1.25 per acre, and scrip representing an equal number of acres, 
where the State did not contain such land, the scrip to be sold by the State 
and located by the holders thereof on any such land in other States and Ter- 
ritories. The total of lands thus granted is estimated at 9,600,000 acres. mak- 
ne seta of grants for educational purposes of 78,659,439 acres up to June 
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SCHOOL LANDS. 


Alabama, Louisiana, and Mississippi had each a grant for schools of the 
sixteenth section in each township with indemnity following the grant. 
There has been no occasion to compute the exact aggregate of the lands 
granted in place, and the indemnity selections, but it may be roughly esti- 
mated at one-thirty-sixth part of the areas of these States. 

Colorado, Minnesota, and Oregon had each a grant of the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections for schools with indemnity following the grant. There 
has been no occasion tocompute the aggregate of the lands granted in place 
and the indemnity selections, but it may be roughly estimated at one- 
eighteenth of the area of these States. 

vevada had a grant, in quantity, of lands in lieu of the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections, restored to the public domain under act of June 16, 
1880. The total of approvals of school selections of Nevada includes 9,228.36 
acres indemivy lands selected under the original grant and not under the 
grant of 2,000,000 acres made by the act of Juhe 16, 1880. 


MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


The National Government has, at various times, by acts of Congress, set 
apart and reserved for use as military posts, tracts of land, a large propor- 
tion of which have since been vacated and restored to the public domain, 
but others still remain segregated as military reservations, to the amount 
of 2,246,630.18 acres. 

MILITARY BOUNTY LANDS. 


There have been located under bounty-land warrants issued under the acts 
of 1847, 1860, 1852, and 1855 up to June 30, 1891, lands as follows: 


Acres. 
DE ins 00 nnowronncntgtin synmubanitibanmdanamapmmaemeaa ne 
EE Be vinen + cn evcionancnicennnnsaailegneiaieiiiiiniiintinmiiniilabpaagll 12, 840, 640 
I A monn cuneasinegn sinus ntetennaeidithtmbaliisiniininniiimmnaa nines 679, 
Act Of 1855... ....- 22. ----2--- 2-222 none enone eenen ewww enn nnnw none -nnn-e SB, 416, 510 
TIA. incon incswibie biatch, ones Gap ominnaainsiammenediemniidiiaaamm dane 


And there are still outstanding warrants issued under the socepans acts 
for 2,278,520 acres, making a total granted under such acts of 61,156,470 acres. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Aimostthe entire area of the lands embraced within the boundaries of the 
United States was originally what is commonly denominated as Indian 
country, but by purchase and by treaty at varfous times, as well as by con- 
quest and occupation by the whites, the land occupied by the Indians has 
gradually been reduced to certain tracts known as Indian reservations. 


STATE SELECTIONS. 


By act of Congress, September 4, 1841, there was granted “to each new 
State that shall hereafter be admitted into the Union” 500,000 acres of pub- 
lic lands for internal improvements. Under this grant there had been se- 
lected up to June 30, 1880, 7,806,554.67 acres, and there had been previously 

anted to Ohio, Indiana, Dlinois, and Alabama, in addition to the quantity 

ust quoted, a total of 1,693,445.33 acres, making a total up to that time of 
,500,000 acres. Much more has been taken since. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


In the early history of this country, prior to the achievement of the inde- 
pendence of the United States, various parties had acquired color of right 
to claim certain tracts of land in various portions of the area now embraced 
within the boundaries of the United States. Some of these originated in 

ants said to have been made by the British and French and by the various 
dian tribes. Most of these were eventually disallowed, the defeated claims 
embracing the most extensive ones. Other private land claims, in large 
number and some for large areas, originated in grants made by Spain 
Florida, Louisiana, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, and California. Still 
other claims have been made by virtue of grants from Mexico to individuals 
ior to the acquirement of territory from that country by the United 
tates. A number of French grants in the territory of Louisiana have sub- 
sequently been confirmed by the United States, while many other claims 
having the same origin have been disallowed. The title to about 80,000 acres 
has passed to individuals by virtue of these French claims. In Florida the 
total area of surveyed land claims amounted, prior to 1880, to 1,250,519.75 
acres. 

Private land claims under the treaty with Mexico (Guadalupe Hidalgo) 
have been confirmed, prior to 1880, a total acreage of 8,332,432 acres in Cali- 
fornia, while there was pending on July 1, 1880, before the General Land 
Office similiar claims from the same State to the amount of 421,394.34 acres. 
Large territories claimed in Arizona and New Mexico still remain unad- 
justed, but are in process of settlement. In the Territory of New Mexico are 
to be found sixteen grants or reservations to as many Indian pueblos or 
cities, the total acreage thus granted amounted to 453,427.48 acres. There 
have been patents issued by the United States for 4,456,158.43 acres of private 
land claims in New Mexico and Colorado, and on July 1, 1880, there were 

nding claims for private land grants in New Mexico and Colorado to 

,675,173.57 acres, and in the Territory of Arizona there were pending on the 
same date claims to 121,299 acres. 

From 1806 to 1862 various land claims and Indian claims were settled by 
the issue of indemnity scri as the holder to locate lands on the pub- 
lic domain. Upto June 30, 1880, there had been taken by such scrip, other 
than bounty-land scrip issued for military services, a total of 2,893,034.44 
acres 

Under the graduation act of August 4, 1854, public lands which had long 
been of the market and remained unsold were graduated in price from $i per 
acre down to 12} cents, according to the length of time such tracts had been 
in market. All lands having been on the market for ten years, still remain- 
ing unsold, were to be sold at $1 per acre; for fifteen years or upward, at 75 
cents; twenty years or upward, 50 cents; for twenty-five years or upward, 
25 cents; for thirty years or upward, 12} cents. The quantity of iand sold 
under this law has amounted to 25,696,419.73 acres. 

Up to June 30, 1880, there had been disposed of under coal land laws, 10,750.24 
acres, for which the United States received $146,999.25. 

By act of August 4, 1842, residents of the peninsulaof East Florida, able to 
bear arms, were granted 160 acres of land each, upon making actual settie- 
ment thereon, this donation to be limited to 000 acres. Under this act 
210,720 acres were disposed of. 

An act of September 27, 1850, providing for a donation of public lands in 

m: First. To actual settlers prior to September 1, 1850, one-half section 
to a single man, and 640 acres toa family. Second. To those who should be- 
come settlers between December 1, 1850 and December 1, 1853, a quarter sec- 
tion to a single man and half section to a fas . The time of these dona- 
tions Was afterwards extended to December 1, 1855, residence and cultivation 
for four consecutive years were uired, and mineral lands were excluded 


from the operations of the act, and afterwards a commutation clause was 
added. The total number of acres disposed of under these acts was 2,563,757. 
By act of March 2, 1853, the provisions of the Oregon donation act were 


pentose to the Territory of Washington, resulting in the disposal of 290,, 
acres. 

On July 16, 1854, citizens of the Territory of New Mexico were granted 160 
acres of land each under certain restrictions Under this grant there had 
been taken upto June 30, 1880, 20,105 acres. 

Under the town-site acts there had been located on the public domain, prior 
to June 30, 1880,420 towns, with an acreage of 144,131 acres. Under the county- 
seat act eight counties had secured a total of 887 acres. The benefit of the 
town-lot act had been taken by six towns, embracing 3,840 acres, and under 
a@ law authorizing the President to reserve town sites one town had been 
seeenen containing 59 acres. Total of lands taken under all these acts, 148,- 

acres. 

Under the mining laws there had been patented up to June 30, 1880, 38,435.1 
acres of lode claims, realizing $288,767; a total of 148,621.14 acres and $486, 

From these mines it is estimated that there had been produced of the pre- 
cious metals in the United States from 1848 up to 1880 a total of $1,980,463,792. 

One of the most beneficent of all the various laws for the disposal of the 

ublic domain is the ‘‘ homestead act,’’ which passed Congress May 20, 1862. 

e —— of reserving the public lands from further grant to corporations 
and from sale, setting apart such lands for the benefit of settlers thereon, had 
begun to be extensively agitated as early as 1852, and continued to be a na- 
tional question until the pea of the act referred to, ten years later. 
Pubiic sentiment as to the expediency of such an act was divided, because it 
caused an almost entire change in the then settled land policy. Instead of 
the public lands being disposed of for cash, they were to be given wr to 
settlers who would occupy andimprove them foratermofyears. The whole 
question been thoroughly discussed pro and con. An attempt had been 
made in January, 1859, by Galusha A. Grow, of Pennsylvania, to so amend 
the laws relating to preémption of — land as to prevent its being offered 
for sale for ten years after it should have been surveyed. This was a move 
in the direction of permitting settlers to occupy free homes upon the public 
domain. It was defeated by a very close vote. The following month a bill 
to secure homesteads to actu2i settlers on the public domain pons the 
House by a vote of 120 to76. Upon the bill coming up for consideration in 
the anearnest contest was inaugurated, resulting in the homestead 
act being aside a tie vote, the Vice-President, Mr. Breckinridge, 
breaking the tie by vot to lay aside the bill. Several efforts were after- 
ward made to call a Se ill, all of which failed. 

March 6, 1860, Mr. oy, of Illinois, reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands substan y he same bill viously introduced by Mr. Grow. 
which had been passed 5 the House in 1859, and after a somewhat extended 
fight the bill the House by a vote of 115 to 65. When the bill came to 
the Senate, . Johnson, of Tennessee, afterward President, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands of that body, reported a substitute for tpe House 
bill, granting homesteads to actual settlers at 25 cents per acre. the 
bill came before the Senate, Senator Wade, of Ohio, endeavored to substi- 
tute the House bill, but was defeated, and on — 10 the Senate passed Mr. 
Johnson's bill by a vote of 44to 8. The House refused to concur in the Sen- 
ate’s action and the Senate refused to recede, resulting in a protracted con- 
ference on the part of committees of the two Houses. They finally came to 
an agreement on June 19 by the House accepting the Senate bill with slight 
amendments. This amended bill passed both Houses, but on June 23 was 
vetoed by President Buchanan, and the question as to whether the Dill 
should be passed over the President’s veto was lost. The same quéstion 
came before the Thirty-seventh Congress in 1861, the bill being introduced 
by Mr. Aldrich on July 8, to secure homesteads to actual settlers upon the 
public domain. Ou ber 4 this was reported back to Congress, and 
after a spirited contest was by the House on February 28, 1862, and 
also passed the Senate May 2, with certain amendments. After a commit- 
tee of conference the bill finally passed on May 19, and was approved b 
President Lincoln on May 20. This original homestead act has been amend 
several times. 

TIMBER AND STONE ACTS. 


Depredations upon the timber lands of the country seem to have early 
attracted attention. In 1817 Congress passed an act for the preservation 
of live-oak and red-cedar forests, and in 1822 authorized the President to 
employ the Army and Navy for the protection of such timber. 1831 Con- 
gress made it a felony to cut or remove timber from the public lands with- 
out due permission, and the same year a system of agencies under the su- 
pervision of the Treasury Department was established for the protecti 
of timber. The management of the timber interest was transferred to the 
General Land Office in 1855. In 1878 an act was passed authorizifig the sale 
of timber land unfit for cultivation in California, Oregon, Nevada, and Wash- 

ton at $2.50 per acre. Under the timber and stone acts there had been 
sold up to June 30, 1880, 20,782.77 acres, at $2.50 per acre. 
TIMBER CULTURE. 


In order to promote the growth of timber upon the treeless public domain 
of the Western States, an act was passed March 3, 1873, and amended March 
13, 1874. Under this act there had been filed up to June 30, 1880, 9,345,660 
acres. 

DESERT LANDS. 


To provide for the ition of desert lands in Lassen County, Cala., Con- 
ss, by act of March 3, 1875, permitted the entry of 640 acres of land, requir- 
that water be put upon the same = claimants and the land for at 
the rate of $1.25 per acre. March 3, 1877, Congress enacted the desert-land 
act, which applied to the States of California, Oregon, Nevada, Washington, 
Idaho, Montana, a the Dakotas, and the Territories of Utah, Ari- 
zona, and New Mexico. Upto June 30, 1880, there had been entered under 
this act 897,160.57 acres. 

In addition to grants heretofore:mentioned, the public lands 
have since been disposed of from to time through the several 
acts. There remained of the a domain on June 30, 189], 
not including Alaska, the Cherokee Outlet, Indian lands, and cer- 
tain other small exceptions, 579,664,603 acres, of which 294,- 
027,773 acres are yet unsurveyed. It is estimated that more 
than 300,000,000 acres are not adapted to agriculture, but that 

rhaps 100,000,000 acres of desert lands may be reclaimed by 
irrigation. 

The following table is submitted: 


R ecapitulation of vacant lands in the public-land States and Territories. 


State or Territory. oe ed ape yee Total. 








Acres. Acres. Acres. 
CNR 55 - ntectbliicnch ate ldteee Sf ee , 310 
idl cialidin assim onillostibceiidicle tain 11, 342, 214 43,718, 791 55, 061, 005 
PROOES 0 5c cease esos sha 6, CUR Oe ficken 4, 
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Recapitulation of vacant lands in ie papotns States and Territories—Con- 
tinued, 

















State or Territory. | ee inna” ed) Total. 
neal cashed pitelincnitiiies 
Acres. } Acres. Acres. 

a ee meal | 36,326,517 15, 972, 982 52, 299, 499 
ee xd mee | 36, 614, 499 5, 552, 531 42, 167, 030 
2, 669, 151 . 3, 468, 381 
4, 740, 786 33, 781, 851 
3, 000 6, 000 
799, O78 799, 078 
1, 141, 729 1, 243, 118 
781, 816 781, 816 
2, 910, 455 6,849, 975 
1, 201, 280 1, 201, 280 
1, 023, 898 1, 0623, 898 
10, 790, 999 63, 74, 372, 769 
11, 065, 436 395, 11, 460, 436 

29, 472, 117 23, 859, 748 @53, 689,524 | 
I ii i atts is Keeani ational 39, 444, 239 15, 449, 440 54, 893, 679 
I a. anes shines x «cvigetainiicall 5, 811, 910 10, 323, 530 16, 135, 440 
Rl cnctinti di diceeaa siseasendiaeiatia 1, 230, 917 2, 271, 489 3, 502, 406 
Cain: a.-icikimaianaiiiscenminciamnaih, ae 14, 428, 799 39, 220, 151 
SES TE I 5, 024, 202 9, 061, 192 14, 085, 394 
Rell inn saben hada ameatddiimedila 6, 917, 840 28,511, 147 35, 428, 987 
A a aa 5, 432, 891 14, 968, 800 20, 401, 691 
ED siuipittietiecbaihininn Comnegiiinaieg TE Linctaeteninnaan 1, 003, 133 
IS en icohcnreiel nots eur ininas emacs 38, 794, 048 12, 048, 350 | 50, 842, 434 
canst 285, 280, 251 294, 027, 773 a579, 764, 683 


a This aggregate is exclusive of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, in which, if 
any public land remains, it consists of a few small isolated tracts; it is ex- 
clusive of the Cherokee Strip, containing 8,044,644 acres, and all other lands 
owned or claimed by the Indians in the Indian Territory west of the ninety- 
sixth degree of longitude, contemplated to be made a part of the public do- 
main by the fourteenth section of the act of March 2, 1889 (25 U. S. Stats., 
1005), and itis also exclusive of Alaska, containing 577,390 square miles, or 
369,529,600 acres, of which not more than 1,000 acres have been entered under 
the mineral laws, and includes 356,659 acres of mineral land in Nevada, in 
addition to the quantities given under the head surveyed land and unsur- 
veyed land in the foregoing table. 


As to the growth of our country and its probable needs for the 
future, I submit the following, from the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior for 1891: 


POPULATION SEEKING SETTLEMENTS. 


In connection with the facts already presented in regard to ope: the 
country for settlement, preserving its streams, and improving its condition, 
it is appropriate to note that the census taken in 1890, under the supervision 
of this Department and the Census Bureau, concerning which 118 bulletins 
of the are ane have already been issued, shows Sa of 
the United States and Territories to have been in that year 62,622,500, being 
an increase of 24.86 per cent over that of the year 1880, and that the assessed 
valuation of pore Was $24,249,589,804, bei an increase of 43.46 per cent 
over that of 1880. The increase in value, $7,346,596,261, is as much as was the 
true value of all Fy gt as returned by the United States census in 1850, 
which was $7, 135,780,228, and if it be found upon further and complete inquiry 
that the same relation existed in 1890 between assessed valuation and true 
valuation as there did in 1880, the absolute wealth of the United States may 
be estimated at %62,610,000,000, or nearly $1,000 per capita as against 9514 per 
capita in 1860; #780 in 1870, and #870 in 1880. ( sus Bulletin No. 104.) In 
this unprecedented increase of population and still more extrao: ad- 
vance in values of property may be found the cause of the great demand for 
new homes and the concentration of so many thousands upon the places 
where vacant lands may be found. This demand will increase with each 
succeeding year, and it is submitted that there should be no relaxation in 
such administration of the Government as will give afair field for the devel- 
opment of the nation. 

This summary of the more important phases of the work achieved by the 
Interior Department during the last year has been called first to your atten- 
tion; but the reports relating to the various bureaus, territories, institu- 
ae parks, etc., are full of interest and now demand separate considera- 
tion. 


Many years ago it became a settled policy of the National 
Government to foster internal improvements in the various 
States. To this end the public lands have been used, with the 
approval of the people, in aid of educational institutions, the 
construction and improvement of wagon roads, railways, canals, 
water ways, harbors, etc. 

A study of the history of the administration of the public lands 
of the United States discloses mistakes, prodigality, and inrare 
instances, fraud; but this could searcely have been anticipated 
and can in the future be guarded against because of the experi- 
ence and education gained in the past. Whatever view we take 
of it, candor compels the admission that great and beneficial re- 
sults have grown out of the disposition made of the publiclands. 

Unfortunately it is the fate of many laws, however carefully 
framed to carry out a noble purpose, to become the instruments 
of the grasping and unscrupulous. Doubtless not a single enact- 
ment concerning the disposition of the public lands but has at 





some time in its history been made a cover for dishonest prac- | 


tices. Yet, it may b2 boldly stated that no single act concern- 
ing the disposal of the public lands but in its ultimate results 
has been beneficial rather than otherwise to the country at large. 

It is not my intention to palliate or condone a single one of the 
many offenses committed under the cover of law, nor do I wish 
to be understood as in any sense excusing any violation of law, 
yet the factremains that the passing of title of public land from 
the nation to private individuals has invariably resulted in the 


} 


development of the State and national resources, adding to the 
total population and wealth. 

History shows that increased population, the building of cities, 
the multiplication of manufacturing establishments, the open- 
ing of mines, in factall the elements of development and growth, 
have invariably resulted, where the ownership of land was 
changed from the nation to the individual. People at the pres- 
ent time are wont to inveigh against frauds committed under 
the preémption law, grant of swamp lands, of school lands, of 
railroad lands, and in fact under every law which has been enacted 
for disposition of the public domain. All frauds are to be de- 
plored by every honest, law-abiding citizen, yet there is scarcely 
a single law providing for grants or transfer of the public do- 
main, that if judged by its general results alone can not at this 
time be justified, notwithstanding the occasional shortcomings. 

The grant of lands made-to Iowa largely procured for that 
State her railroads and population, and the same may be said of 
the grant of land made to the State of Lilinois for railread pur- 
poses. It not only promoted the rapid development of that 
great State, but it probably saved the Commonwealth from ab- 
solute bankruptcy. To-day it furnishesa large revenus towards 
carrying on the government of that State. At the same time, 
no single inhabitant of Illinois has probably been unfavorably af- 
fected to the extent of a single dollar on account of these grants 
having been made. 

Undoubtedly the Pacific Railroad grants have called forth the 
most severe criticism; but if it had not been for these subsidies 
the great transcontinental lines would not have been completed 
for many years, and the vast territory west of the Missouri River 
would have remained almost a wilderness. The land granted 
would have remained practically of no value either to the Gov- 
ernment or the people. 

The building of the Pacific roads made possible a reasonably 
satisfactory solution of the Indian problem, saved the country 
millions of money in transportation of Indian and military sup- 
plies, bound the Pacific and Atlantic States in close union, made 
sure the settlement of a country rich in agriculture and mining 
possibilities, employed thousands of men, and helped to make the 
nation richer and more prosperous in times of peace and stronger 
and better prepared in case of threatened war. 

Mr. President, it is scarcely fifty vears since Daniel Webster 
opposed with emphatic objections the opening of amail route from 
the Missouri River westward to the Columbia and Pacific coast. 
He believed the expense useless, the country unimportant, unin- 
habitable and without value. We now have a dozen important 
sovereign States and several Territories, the latter knocking at 
the door of the Union, and asking to be admited as States, all lo- 
cated within the section of country then condemned as worthless. 

Even as late as 1843, Washington Irving, in the Adventures 
of Capt. Bonneville, describing the Rocky Mountain region, 
makes the following prediction of the future of the country and 
its people: 

Some new system of things, or rather some new modification, will succeed 
among the roving people of this vast wilderness; but just as opposite, per- 
haps, to the inhabitants of civilization. The great Chippewyan chain of 
mountains and the sandy and volcanic plains which extend on either side 
are represented as incapable of cultivation. The pasturage which prevails 
there during a certain portion of the year withers under the aridity of the 
atmosphere, and leaves nothing but dreary waste. An immense belt of 
rocky mountains and volcanic several hundred miles in width, must 
forever remain an irreclaimable wilderness, intervening between the abodes 
of civilization, and affording a last refuge tothe Indian. Here roving tribes 
of hunters living in tents or lodges, and following the migrations of the 
game, may lead a life of savage independence, where there is nothing to 
tempt the cupidity of the white man. The amalgamation of various tribes 
and of white men of every nation will in time produce hybrid races like the 
mountain Tartars of Caucasus. Possessed as they are of immense drovesof 
horses, should they continue their present predatory and warlike habits, they 


may in time become a scourge to the civilized frontiers on either side of the 
mountains, as they are at present a terror to the traveler and trader. 


To illustrate the importance to the nation of these States and 
Territories, I desire to submit some facts and figures, carefully 
compiled, which can not fail to be of interest to the business 
world. 

The arid region of the United States is beyond all question 
the most valuable mining area on the surface of the globe, hay- 
ing regard to natural resources, climate, facilities for transpor- 
tation, and other relations to the commerce and industries of the 
world. Its chief marketable and exportable mineral products 
at the present time are gold, silver, copper, lead, and coal. 

The following table indicates the total value of metals and min- 
erals produced in the arid region during the lastyear for which 
the statistics have been made up: 






EES IG ee ee 8617, 000 
Silver...............--..... 73,331,000 | Gypsum . cealatnaeet 102, 000 
| Copper ..................-. 16,500,000 | Sandstone 1, 961, 000 
ID itn icecapale Sth minions 11, 300,000 | Granite... 2, 024, 000 
_ |” eee ee 300,000 | Limestone 1, 643, 000 
OD a dnacnaiinminsnia 1, 200,000 | Marble____ _. 87,000 

, 27,000 long tons. | Metallic paint - = 23, 000 
Bice sit s1.cnuds coieneeeia 15, 300,000 | Iron ores .................. 501, 000 





6496 





PR IOUER. 20x cecctsctiess PORAN8 8 URN 6. a che cnt nent $15, 000 
ON aero 27,000 

gc cl ee 582, 000 Total value (less tin 

Mineral waters...........- 375, 000 product) ........... 160, 494, 000 
DUAR cist inthe nhindin ate aa 18, 000 


Note.—The facts in regard to gold and silver in the Seeogems table have 
been compiled from data furnished by the Director of the Mint, and all the 
remaining figures in regard to metals and minerals from data furnished by 
the United States Geological Survey. 


The arid region, including California, produces over 96 per 
cent of the entire gold product of the United States and nearly 
all the silver, only one-tenth of 1 per cent of silver being pro- 
duced in other States. This is clearly indicated by an accom- 
panying table: 


Approximate distribution by producing States and Territories of the product of 
gold and silver.from the mines of the United States for the calendar year 1890. 












Gold. Silver. 


State or Territory. 


Fine , 
ounces. | Value. 














eee. 36, 886 $762, 500 #9, 679 $772, 197 
Arizona... 48,375 | 1,000,000 292, 929 2, 202, 929 
California 604, 687 | 12,500, 000 900. 163, 636 | 13, 663, 636 
Colorado... 200,756 | 4,150,000 | 18, 800, 000 307,070 | 28, 457,070 
Se 4, 837 100, 000 400 517 100, 517 
Eis eeeret cghaicd 89,494 | 1,850,000 | 3,700,000 | 4,783,838 6, 633, 838 
DR is censsnne 4, 354 90, 000 55, 000 71,111 161, 111 
Montana...........- 159, 638 | 3,300,000 | 15,750,000 | 20,363,636 | 23, 663, 636 
Pn cntniisvmstinett 135,42 | 2,800,000 | 4,450,000 | 5,753,535 8, 553, 535 
New Mexico ........ 41, 11: 850,000 | 1,300,000 | 1,680, 808 2, 530, 808 
North Carolina -..- 5, 722 118, 500 6, 000 7, 757 126, 257 
CI inn ctcaind’ 53,213 | 1,100,000 75, 000 96, 969 1, 196, 969 
South Carolina. .... 4, 837 100, 000 400 517 100, 517 
South Dakota ...... 154, 800 | 3,200, 000 100, 000 129, 292 3, 329, 292 
COE co wnihuiniccnusiippi nti geealindanmaeinat 300, 000 387, 878 387, 878 
RPO sicnneiiigicieniie 32, 895 680,000 | 8,000,000 | 10,348,434 | 11,023, 434 
Washington .......- 9, 869 204, 000 70, 000 90, 505 294, 505 
Alabama, Mary- ’ 

land, Tennessee, | 4/** 

Virginia, Ver-]|. «y~ 


mont, and Wyo- 
TA ican Gat cemee 000 2, 585 42, 585 
, 714 | 


, 40, 000 2, 
1, 588, 877 82, 845, 000 | 54, 516, 300 | 70, 485, 103, 330, 714 


The total gold product of the world during the year 1891 
amounted to $124,229,000, of which $33,175,000, or 27 per cent was 
produced in the United States, and during the same year the 
total silver product of the world was $182,129,000, of which $75,- 
416,000, or 41per cent, was produced in the United States. 

The wonderful development of gold and silver mining in the 
United States is indicated by an accompanying table which shows 
the annual value of the gold and the silver product each year 
from 1845 to 1891, inclusive. From this table it will be seen that 
the total value of the product of these two metals amounted dur- 
ing the year 1891 to $108,591,000, being larger than during any 
previous year in the history of the country; as follows: 5 
Coining value of the gold and silver Pua Jrom mines in the United States 

since 1792. 


(The estimate from 1792 to 1873, inclusive, is by R. W. Raymond, Commis- 
sioner, and since by the Director of the Mint, ] 





Gold. 





Years. \Other States! Silver. 























California. | and Total. 
Territories. 

April 2, 1792, 

to July 31, *) 

1834_____.-..]............| 814,000,000 | $14, 000, 000 $14, 000, 000 
July 31, 1834, | , 

to Decetn- | 

ber 31, 1844..j............] 7,500,000 7, 500, 000 $250, 000 7, 750, 000 
WE 535556 LS cape ecae 1, 008, 327 1, 008, 327 50, 000 1, 058, 327 
IN 3:5 Soka Se cade ee 1, 139, 357 1, 139, 357 50, 000 1, 189, 357 
ie sacl Saree 889, 085 889, 085 50, 000 939, 085 
1848... aie 10, 000, 000 50,000 | 10, 050, 000 
es Cy > eee: 40, 000, 000 50,000} 40, 050, 000 
Rss inated } 50,000,000 }........2.2.. 50, 000, 000 50,000 | 50, 050, 009 
VERSE | OO hain cncc scene 55, 000, 000 50,000 | 55, 050, 000 
een | 60,000,000 |... 60, 090, 000 50,000 | 60, 050, 000 
eas | | eee: 65, 000, 000 50,000 | 65, 050, 000 
$654. < .5..3 ual AN Faas cwencdubed 60, 000, 000 50,000 | 60, 050, 000 
WB. occ cccazee OOO Fenn med 55, 000, 000 50,000 | 55, 050, 000 
SONB. i cwasas 55, 000, 000 | enceneccacens] Se 50,000 | 55, 050, 000 
me! ‘ee tk 55, 000, 000 50, 000 55, 050, 000 
1858... | 50,000,000 |---| 50, 000, 000 500,000 | 50, 500, 000 
1859. 50, 000,00) |..........._.. 50, 000, 000 100,000 | 50, 100, 000 
NOD. occa nk 45, 080, 000 1,000,000 | 46, 000, 000 150,000 | 46, 150, 000 
Rs bake 40, 000, 000 3,000,000 | 43, 000, 000 2,000,000 | 45.000, 000 
ae, 34, 700, 000 4,500,000} 39, 200,000 4,500,000 | 43, 700, 000 
i tae | 30,000, 000 | 10; 000,000 | 40, 000, 000 8,500,000 | 48, 500, 000 
1864... .| 26,600,000 | 19,500,000 | 46,100,000 | 11,000,000] 57, 100, 000 
Pasa catd 28,500,000 | 24,725,000 | 53,225,000 | 11,250,000] 64, 475, 000 
1866_..........| 25,500,000 | 28,000,000 | 53,500,000 | 10,000,000 | 63, 500, 000 
hs ak cad 25,000,000 | 26,725,000 | 51,725,000 | 13,500,000] 65,225, 000 
cc: 22,000,000 | 26,000,000 | 48,000,000 | 12,000,000 | 60, 000, 000 
| ERRORS | 22,500,000 | 27, 000, 000 | 49,500,000 | 12,000,000 | 61, 500, 000 
BR: nc coceat 25, 000,000 | 25,000,000 | 50,000,000 | 16,000,000 | 66, 000, 000 
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Coining vaiue of the gold and silver produced from mines in the United States 























since 1792—Continued. 
Gold. 
Years. Other States Silver. 
and Total. 
Territories. 

SS cakes cnuou $20, 000, 000 |- $23,500,000 | $43,500,000 | $23, 000, 000 $66, 500, 000 
SRB 19, 000, 000 17, 000, 000 36, 000, 000 28, 750, 000 64, 750, 000 
ST asca ithe dean 17, 000, 000 19, 000, 000 36, 000, 000 35, 750, 000 71, 750, 000 
eet 17, 500, 000 16, 000, 000 33, 500, 060 37, 300, 000 70, 800, 
1875_..........| 17, 617,000 15, 783, 000 33, 400, 000 31, 700, 000 65, 100, 
ii aie 17, 000, 000 22, 900, 000 39, 900, 000 88, 800, 000 78,700, 
SD cauaih ite tsicel 15, 000, 000 31, 900, 000 46, 900, 000 39, 800, 000 86,'700, 000 
DE in cic niell 15, 300, 000 35, 900, 000 51, 200, 000 45, 200, 000 96, 400, 000 
—— Siarserilligeipat 16, 000, 000 22, 900, 000 38, 900, 000 40, 800, 000 79, 700, 000 
See 17, 500, 000 18, 500, 000 36, 000, 000 39, 200, 000 75, 200, 000 
ea a 18, 200, 000 16, 500, 000 34, 700, 000 43, 000, 000 77, 700, 000 
BNE Scucseaiatinahed 16, 800, 000 15, 700, 000 32, 500, 000 46, 800, 000 79, 300, 000 
ils dncsundea adie 14, 120, 000 15, 880, 000 30, 000, 000 46, 200, 000 76, 200, 000 
DE octataninneneta 13, 600, 000 17, 200, 000 30, 800, 000 48, 800, 000 79, 600, 000 
Ne cahcsdaecititell 12, 700, 000 19, 100, 000 81, 800, 000 51, 600, 000 83, 400, 000 
BE iaenchcatinn liad 14, 725, 000 20, 275, 000 35, 000, 000 51, 000, 000 86, 000, 000 
anc ans eiie 13, 400, 000 19, 600, 000 33, 000, 000 53, 350, 000 86, 350, 000 
TE ccctinam steel 12, 750, 000 20, 425, 000 33, 175, 000 59, 195, 000 92, 370, 000 
ee cial 13, 000, 000 19, 800, 000 82, 800, 000 64, 646, 000 97, 446, 000 
epee 12, 500, 000 20, 345, 0003; 32, 845, 000 70, 464,000 | 103,309,000 
one alist Soa aenel pee 33, 175, 000 75,417,000 | 108,592,000 

I ae cs | ike ills Wasieaheaal it . ae * 978, 053, '769 

| 
*Insignificant. 


The total copper product of the United States during the year 
1890, according to returns received by the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey, amounted to 265,115,133 pounds, of which 150,627,977 
pounds, or 59 per cent, was the product of the arid region. 

It is also a matter of interest to note in this connection that 
the total copper product of the world during the year 1890 
amounted to 605,946,560 pounds, of which the product of the 
United States constituted 44 per cent. 

The total lead product of the United States during the year 
1889, according to returhs received by the United States Geo- 
logical Survey, amounted to 365,934,000 pounds, of which 257,- 
818.000 pounds, or 70 per cent, was produced in the arid region. 

The total lead product of the world during the year 1890 
amounted to 1,000,587,840 pounds, of which the lead product of 
the United States constituted 36 per cent. 

The total coal product of the arid region — the year 
1890 amounted to 10,956,787 tons, and was valued at $18,763,726. 
Coal is is now mined in California, Colorado, the Indian Terri- 
tory, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Oregon, Texas, Utah, Wyoming, and Washington. The coal of 
the Rocky Mountain area varies in quality from lignite, or in- 
ferior bituminous, to the most valuable bituminous and semi- 
anthracite qualities. As yet the coal of the arid region is not 
to any extent shipped outside that area, being consumed for 
domestic purposes, for locomotive-engine fuel, and in the numer- 
ous and rapidl abet. mining industries of the Rocky Moun- 
tain States and Territories. 

To conduct this mining and to stimulate further development 
requires agricultural crops to be raised on the spot, or as near 
at hand as possible. 

Regarding other products of this particular country I direct 
your attention to some of the domestic animals. It is estimated 
that the vast buffalo herds which once roamed over the arid re- 
gion numbered in the aggregate not far from 10,000,000. Be- 


sides, this area was the grazing ground of large numbers of elk,” 


moose, deer, and other graminivorousanimals. These have given 
place to about 2,000,000 horses, 50,000 mules, 15,000,000 cattle, and 
nearly 25,000,000 sheep—a total of about 42,000,000 head, asshown 
by the following tables: 


Values of live stock in the arid region. 





Milch Oxen and 


Mules. | cows. | othercattle. 


State or Territory.| Horses. 











Colorado $402, 000 |$1, 751,000 | $16,046,090 | $4,307,000 
ON Paes 89,000 | 930, , 440, 000 1, 155, 000 
Montana 97, 000 975, 000 14, 242, 000 4, 949, 000 
New Mexico 452, 000 387, 000 14, 771, 000 5, 268, 000 
ON ie sac uated 5, 966, 000 |........... 31,222,000 | 3, 802, 000 
I a i cos dec nnriee ,000 | 1, 101, 000 5, 259,000} 5,070, 000 
Wyoming 167, 000 429, 000 14, 767, 000 2, 522, 000 
Arizona 123, 000 462, 000 10, 150, 000 1, 335, 000 
California ene 9, 895, 000 4, 079, 000 
Nevada 122, 000 513, 000 4,910, 000 1, 188, 000 
SRD Cais didntacctcanele TE ORO Bin - aces 12, 464, 000 2, 577, 000 

Total 9, 442, 000 6,548, 000 | 139, 166,000 | 36, 253, 000 


N. B. This estimate is made up by assuming that half the horses, mules, 
sheep, milch cows, oxen, and other cattle of Texas, California, and Orego’ 
are in the arid region, and excluding all of such animals in North and South 


6 





Pit 
i 
om 
5 


oad 





1892. 





Dakota, Washington, Nebraska, and Kansas, although a considerable por- 
tion of each one of these States is embraced in the arid area. Milch cows 
of Texas, California, and Oregon excluded. 

These figures being largely made up from tax returns in the various coun- 
ties of the different States, are without doubt much less than actual amounts, 
both as to the number of animals and their valuation. 


Sheep-raising and the wool product of the arid region is wor- 
thy of notice. It has become an enormous industry in the Rocky 
Mountain States and Territories. The total number of sheep 
in the United States in the year 1891 is stated by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture at 43,431,136, of which 23,615,311, or 54 per 
cent, were in the arid region. 

The wool productof thearid region during the year 1891, esti- 
mated by J. P. Ferritt, of Philadelphia, is as follows: 









Pounds. | Pounds. 
sie cicceceedateen 20, 941,632 | Montana ................... 14,471,350 
UN et ce aeecace 17, 022, 313 | New Mexico ............... 12, 534, 652 
0) SS fe eee 14, 391, 300 
Pe Gkcecdicatcencewess 3,532,970 | Washington ..............- 4, 038, 360 
Colorado .. oe SP ee eee 7,233,770 
Arizona .. 4, 749, 144 | eS 
WE hihi toes deabasncnasic 3, 513, 846 | RR is is 36,.. Bo os 148, 917, 344 


The total wool clip of the arid region for the year 1891 is es- 
timated at 149,000,000 pounds, valued at $30,000,000. 

As the total wool product of the United States is estimated at 
262,400,000 pounds, it a that the wool product of the arid 
region constitutes nearly 57 per cent of the total wool product of 
thecountry. Thiscalculation includes California, Texas, Oregon, 
and Washington, and excludes Kansas, Nebraska, North and 
South Dakota, and Oklahoma. 

Concerning the importation of products of agriculture into the 
arid region, the development of the mining interests have al- 
ways been very much in advance of agricultural development. 
Thisis due especially to the fact that agriculture is possible in 
that area only by means of irrigation, attended in all cases with 
considerable expense, and in many cases requiring work of he- 
roic magnitude, involving the expenditure of hundreds of thou- 
sands andeven millions of dollars. Besides, nature has set ab- 
solute limitations to the quantity of land which can be reclaimed, 
such limitations being the water supply and available lands to 
be irrigated by water which can beturned upon them. The re- 
sult has been, therefore, that from the time when the mining 
interests of the arid region were to any extent developed there 
has been a large and constantly increasing importation of prod- 


ucts of agriculture from the humid regions, both east and west | 


of that area. 

Interesting and valuable information in regard to imports into 
the arid region has been kindly furnished me by the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, the Union Pacific Railway Company, 
the Burlington and Missouri River Railroad in Nebraska, and 
the Southern Pacific Company. It is impossible to state the 


value of this enormous traffic over these and other railroadseven | 


approximately, except as to agricultural products and lumber: 


Tons of freight moved into the arid region by railroads for consumption in one 
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year, 
Tons. 

Over Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad... 7, 741, 658 
Over*Southern Pacific Railway --...-. Séeei 6, 292, 069 
Over Union Pacific Railway ....... 4. 865, 204 
Over Northern Pacific Railroad _....--. 3, 569, 969 
COVE I Te CEES BONES oon nies ccitcccccnccccccccccccccectes 1, 614, 375 
Over Missouri Pacific Railway ................. nine ao 4, 638, 379 

SI ialaisnias ta cette ink aia aiin aca then ht dh ian a bain: pola 0 O00 xn indietighiilal 28, 721, 654 

Lumber imports. 

Over Burlington and Missouri Railroad _.........-... 22.22.2222... #244, 000 
oe BG eae a ae 1, 147, 000 | 
Ce I 2 eo ow conn Cnou caboueco utes 2, 401, 000 
aes aa 683, 000 
Over Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad .................__. 1, 500, 000 
eT Be eee 200, 000 
PUNE TE UNOMEN DONNIE 6. ca wcdptnan ncn cawe ondweanovnsien 1, 000, 000 

SE ah RS Sidi dibated cede odinide cadbududb Do wianiieeaal 7, 195, 000 


Value of imports of agricultural some sipped into the arid region by rail- 
roads. 








Me eg Rg RL an ee #4, 042, 264 
Ce i ninccnccnuneedasndaccen codcncnciuves 6, 638, 920 
Ue EES SI OI nn on oc ac ccc cn ecnncéenccas 1, 424, 000 
Over Burlington and Missouri Railroad _..............222222. 2 Loe 216, 000 
Over Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad ___.............._.. 4, 500, G00 
oe we BE ae ens eee 300, 000 
CPU MONEE A OUND PNR WN ocd cccn dic owsonsacuhedoccadesonhsc 2, 000, 000 

TY ehh sinew taiiciaisnsities cies that th oh Rah ela wchte edie de eebins eos walt 19, 121, 184 


Furniture, wagons, and agricultural implements are also im- 

rted into the arid region in large quantities, a fact clearly 
indicated by inspecting the various table furnished by the sev- 
eral railroad companies. No separate estimate can be made as 
to the value of the general merchandise imported from Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Chi- 
cago, St. Paul, Minneapolis, Kansas City, Omaha and hundreds 
of other centers of trade and of manufacture at the East and 
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from San Francisco, Portland, Tacoma, and Seattle at the West. 
The commercial travelers engaged in the sale of such merchan- 
dise are on every railroad train and in every city, town, and ham- 
let throughout the arid region. 

It appears that the value of lumber taken into the arid region 
is safe to estimate at over $7,000,000 a year, and that there is 
imported into the arid region from other States of the Union 
agricultural products aggregating in value about $20,000,000 an- 
nually. 

As a rule the price of all products of agriculture in the arid 
region is the price of the same at, say, St. Paul, Minneapolis, 
Omaha, Kansas City, San Francisco, and Portland, Oregon, plus 
the cost of transporting such products from these cities to the 
points where sold for consumption. 

No apprehension need be felt that irrigation will reduce this 
encrmous demand for products of agriculture from other States, 
because the mineral development of this vast area will for a lorg 
time continue to increase faster than its agricultural production, 
and consequently its demand for products of agriculture from 
abroad will continue to increase. The chief benefit to be derived 
from irrigation will be an increased production of forage for ani- 
mals and vegetables for mankind—products that can not well bear 
shipment long distances. 

Apropos of this I quote from an article in Harper’s Magazine 
for June, written by Julian Ralph, about the State of Montana: 

Let me begin a detailed description of Montana by saying that its future 
as an agricultural State will be dependent upon the extent and number of 
irrigation ditches that shall be cut in it. * * * An early and general de- 
velopment of the farm lands is relied upon, because the great mining camps 
of the State will consume nearly all the products of the farms as fast as the 
farms increase in number. There is no danger that the mining camps will 
not grow and multiply to keep the demand strong. The miners are the best 
people in the world to farm for, because they produce money and they pay 
cash. 

As to the commerce of the arid region, there are no means of 
ascertaining exactly the total value of the internal commerce 
of the United States, or even of commerce between States. The 
commerce of the arid region is, however, so peculiar in character, 
that it may be approximately stated. The chief surplus prod- 
ucts of that area are gold, silver, lead, copper, horses, cattle, 
sheep, and wool. The aggregate annual value of these products 
moved out of the arid area is not far from $240,000,000. Consid- 
ering the small extent to which manufactures have been de- 
veloped in the arid States and Territories, and the heavy ship- 
ments of agricultural products and general merchandise into 
that area, it appears safe to assume that the value of imports 
into the arid region from other States now amounts to $200,000,000 
a year. This gives for the total value of the commerce of the 
arid region with the other States of the Union the enormous 
sum of $440,000,000. 

In the foregoing tables and estimates all of Oklahoma and In- 
dian Territory are excluded. 

This amount greatly exceeds the value of the commerce of 
the United States with any foreign country on the globe except 
Great Britain. In fact, the total value of the commerce of the 
United States with all the countries and colonies south of us on 





| this continent—i. e., Mexico, Central America, South America, 


and the West India Islands—amounted to about $332,000,000 dur- 
ing the year ended June 30, 1891, but this was more than $100,- 
000,000 less than the commerce of the arid region with the other 
States of the Union. This immense commerce is almost entirely 
a development of the last thirty years, and has been rendered 
possible through the construction of railroads, upon which it is 
entirely dependent for the means of transportation. 

Give the arid region assistance to increase its agriculture, and 
its development will greatly enrich the nation without incurring 
disastrous comp2tition with the tiller of the soil in other s ctions 
of our country. 

Although irrigation in the arid region is still in its infancy, 
there had been expended in irrigation works, prior to 1890, about 
$30,000,000, and over 3,600,000 acres of land reclaimed as per the 
following statement showing the cost of irrigating works and 
the number of acres of land reclaimed thereby in each State and 
Territory of the United States: 


1889. 





State or Territory. Cost of works Land reclaimed, 


actually eta- i. é., upon 
ployed inirri- | which crops 
gating crops. were cut. 
| Acres. 
sik ceoce capita duathhninnss seme oateniiatn hoe | #1, 623, 194 350, 582 
EE Be, eins an ndbchig hoomtnnt ae dule iene 1, 028, 603 | 217, 005 
SEE tlinintn dita. sd. duthiconnn dntmhipngigile 196, 559 | 48,799 
EC Ui ulin cnccbanatnsosesccapieteeian 825, 660 177, 944 
MI alka S, Sane! aie dow asin del ttnsage A eiidias ee abanaddid Oundés es f 229, 676 
at diis aiinnthc ans. d expnanamiivwikn- bie ateaaigtihiate ee da a 224, 403 
SEE bikiwtndcmdigbidlantnshdtehdnditite Sinise aah 2, 779, 640 263, 473 
CIOS ot on wc cmb ctceth cle d bitieewhbadcd wits 6, 368, 755 890, 735 
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Cost of works ‘Land reclaimed, 
actually em- é. €., upon 
Les in irri- | which crops 


State or Territory. 





83, 
iil cnitnciatts cic bin ociniénckeumewend 51, 908 11,744 
1, 424 445 
ED III 9S oie ore adit on pivnn choke wane benches 


15, 717 





To show the percentages of land and water areas in arid 
States, I submit the following statement: 


Land and water areas of certain States and Territories. 


Water surface. Land surface. 





State or Territory. Total area. 








Acres. — 
Acres a Per ct. 

Mee ss eed 72, 332, 800 64,000} 0.09 | 72,268,800/ 91.91 
a ate 101, 350, 400 | 1,523,200} 1.50 | 99,827,200 | 98.50 

ID hi einnion seintetibaigntoenadal 66, 512, 000 179, 200 22 66, 332.800 | 99.73 
Cecio cocina! 54,272,000 | 326,400} .60 | 53,945,600] 99.04 
DR dntens os denerwennemini 52, 531, 200 243, 200 . 46 52,288,000 | 99.54 
Montana.......... 93, 491, 200 492, 800 .53 92,998,400 | 99.47 
Tiree nncicewencces 49, 606, 400 428, 800 . 86 49,177,600 | 99.14 
i itintunitntenccetiwad 70, 848, 000 614, 400 .87 70, 233,600 | 99.13 
New Mexico............... 78, 451, 200 76, 800 .098 | 78,347,400 | 99.902 
North Dakota............- 45, 308, 800 384, 000 .848 | 44,924,800 | 99.152 
NN cee 61,459,200 | 940,800} 1.53 | 60,518,400] 91.47 
South Dakota._-.... oterehil 49, 696, 000 512,000 | 1.03 49,184,000 | 98.97 
Texas ..............-...----| 170,099, 200 | 2,233,600 | 1.31 | 167,865,600 | 98.69 
Til aie he dtlcadl 54, 380,800 | 1,779,200 | 3.27 52, 601,600 | 96.73 
Washington ............... 44, 275, 200 | 1,472,000 | 3.32 42, 803,200 | 96.68 
Wyoming.................- 62, 649,600 | '201,600} .32 | 62,448,000} 99.68 


Now, Mr. President, the appropriations by Congress for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors and other similar works in 
the United States have amounted to hundreds of millions. 
Though this policy has been accomplished with certain abuses, 
still the results obtained have added to the prosperity and glor 
of the country almost beyond computation. And this policy will 
undoubtedly continue upon a still broader and more generous 
scale. But of the seventeen States lying wholly or in part in 
the arid region there are but four which can well be benefited 
by the usual river and harbor appropriations, and these four in 
but slight degree, as compared with most of the other States. 
The remaining thirteen can not in the nature of things expect 
any appreciable share in the appropriations from year to year in 
the interests of the construction ne improvement of water ways 
and harbors in the interest of commerce. At the same time this 
region, sparsely —— as it is, having in some States less 
than one person for each square mile, has already contributed 
millions of dollars to the wealth of the United States, and 
through its mines and other resources will continue to cdntrib- 
ute to the prosperity of the nation. 

Viewing it from this standpoint, what compensation will the 
United States offer to this locality, heretofore neglected and un- 
provided for, yet deserving and profitable to the nation? 

T suggest, Mr. President, that this section of country be now 
generously recognized, either through liberal appropriations for 
the reclamation of our arid lands, or by the cession of the arid 
lands to the States and Territories wherein situated, in cases 
where such States and Territories are willing to assume the 
trust and legislate accordingly. Preferably the former, but if 
the National Government dectinns to furnish relief through ap- 
propriations, then open wide the door for the States themselves 
to make something of value out of that which is now almost 
valueless to the nation itself and to the various Commonwealths. 

While the public land has heretofore been more or less rap- 
idly sold, and the Government has received considerable revenue 
therefrom, the time is fast approaching, and indeed has been 
reached in some localities, where settlement and sale of land is 
at a standstil). where the total revenues from lands scarcely pay 
the expenses of conducting land offices,and the public domain 
becomes thereby a public burden. 

Mr. President, more than two-fifths of the total area of the 
United States is contained within what is commonly known as 
the arid region. Nearly all of this seetion absolutely requires 
the benefits of irrigation in order to insure the successful prac- 
tice of agriculture. No further statement than this ought to be 
necessary to demonstrate to thinking men the fact that the rec- 
lamation of the arid lands is not a small and insignificant or a 
sectional matter. Not only is it of national importance, but in 


comparison with no other single factor of our national progress 
does it assume insignificant proportions. It is a burning ques- 
tion and it will not down. It is important because the public 
— outside the arid region is narrowing to small propor- 
ons. 
Upon this point permit me to quote from the last report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. He says: 


That the demand for homes on the public domain is ater than ever be- 
fore in the country’s history may reasonably be inferred from recent experi- 
ence inthe opening of Oklahoma Territory for settlement. On an average 
there appeared upon the ground, within twenty-four hours after the land 
was thrown open for settlement by the President's proclamation, at least 
two qualified entrymen for every desirable quarter section of land in the 
Territory. In consequence of the abnormal demand and the limited acre- 
age, conflicting claims arose which have resulted in long, vexatious, and ex- 

msive contests. This unusual demand for land in Oklahoma did not arise 
ause of any special preference for the climate or soil, but because of the 
very limited areaof public land remaining upon which a settler can raise 
crops without artificial irrigation. There are millions of acres of land in 
the arid region with soil equal if not superior to that found in Oklahoma, in 
sections of the country where the climate is equally desirable, u which 
no one attempts to settle, for the reason that a water supply for gating 
sens can not be secured at such expense as the settlers are able to un- 

ergo. 

It has been demonstrated that these arid lands, when reclaimed by a suf- 
ficient water supply proper for irrigation, produce abundant crops for an 
indefinite period of time and with unfailing regularity. Water conducted 
from streams or reservoit's to the land and distributed over its surface in 
process of irrigation, seems to act as a powerful fertilizing agent. 


Within the arid region, that part of the land which can be 
irrigated and watered with small expense has already been set- 
tled upon. With what is left, the settler or homesteader can 
not for himself carry on the reclamation of the land without 
assistance or a changed condition of things, because of the great 
cost of obtaining water and the general nonapplication of the 
present land laws to existing conditions. 

It requires but the most cursory examination to indicate that 
if the arid lands are to be reclaimed from absolute or compara- 
tive desolation and rendered inhabitable, it must be accomplished 
in one of two ways: Either the National Government must bring 
about the desired result through national means and control, or 
else the whole matter must be relegated to the States and Ter- 
ritories concerned. 

The cession of the lands to the States and Territories will prc- 
mote the development of large mineral wealth, which must re- 
main undeveloped until the production of food for man and beast 
in the vicinity of the mines shall render it profitable to this 
class. 

If the States have control of their lands, they will proceed 
without delay with the work necessary for their utilization. 
Homes for agriculturists are the only hope these States have of 
great future growth and importance; mining, manufacturing, 
and. other pursuits being maintained and stimulated by the prod- 
ucts of farms near at hand. The lands would not be a gift to 
the — but a transfer of the trust for the benefit of bona fide 
settlers. 

It has long been the policy of this Government, that the pub- 
lic lands are not to be held as a resource for profit out of which 
the Government is presumed to reap the largest possible benefit, 
but theyare held by the Government in the capacity of a trustee 
to be administered for the benefit of those who shall settle upon 
and develop them. 

For the past few years this subject has been much discussed. 
Many public men and influential public journals have taken oc- 
casion to express themselves in relation thereto. A quite 
thorough investigation has heretofore been made of the irriga- 
tion and reclamation of the arid lands by a committee of this 
body. in the present session committees for the consideration 
of this subject have been appointed in both Houses of Congress. 
The President's last annual message refers to the importance of 
the subject. Exhaustive reports have been made by different 
divisions of the DepartmentsoftheGovernment. Foreignagents 
of the United States have been required to add to the available 
data bearing upon the same. The subject has been discussed at 
the meetings of various conventions and congresses called to- 
gether to consider great economical questions affecting the wel- 
fare of the Republic. The present Congress has been liberally 
petitioned and the concensus of opinion seems to very largely 
favor the prosecution of the work of reclaiming under local con- 
trol and management rather than that it should be undertaken 
by the General Government. q 

If in this matter, as in all other concerns of the Government, 
the voice of the people is to be taken as the voice of authority 
and the base of action, it seems to me that there can benolonger 
any question that the proper disposition of this whole matter 
consists in turning over these lands with allattendant rights and 
privileges and complications to those most vitally interested and 
concerned. 

As proof that I am not alone in this matter, I desire to put in 
evidence a few quotations. 
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In the President’s annual message, as follows: 


The future of the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Utah in their 
material growth and in the increase, independence, and happiness of their 
me is very largely dependent upon wise and timely legislation, either by 
on $s or their own legislatures, regulating the distribution of the water 
supply furnished by their streams. If this matter is much longer neglected, 
private corporations will have unrestricted control of one of the elements 
of life and the patentees of the arid lands will be tenants at will of the water 
companies. 

The United States should part with its ownership of the water sources and 
the sites for reservoirs, whether to the States and Territories or to individ- 
uals or corporations, only upon conditions that will insure to the settlers 
their proper water supply upon equal and reasonable terms. In the Terri- 

ories this whole subject is under the full control of Congress, and in the 
States it is practically so as long as the Government holds the title to the 
reservoir sites and water sources and can grant them upon such conditions 
as it chooses to impose. 


From the last report of the Secretary of the Interior: 


It may be that the United States will not endeavor to either build the res- 
ervoi r retain these desert lands for improvement by itself. The expense 
would be in the aggregate so very great that the National Government may 
not assume it, and the reservoirs, canals, and ditches may be transferred, so 
far as already located by the United States, to the States and Territories, 
and those yet to be located will be put under local legislation and control. 
But it would seem absolutely essential that there should be reserved to the 
United States the power of forfeiture and resumption in case of great abuse 
or a conflict of interests between States threatening to lead to actual vio- 
lence between their respective populations, or allowing the irrigation of vast 
districts to fall into handsof monopolies without sufficient protection for the 
people. It is not at all impossible or improbable that one State at the head 
of the stream, where alone can great bodies of water be stored, will so use 
the advantage as to deprive the lower State of its due share of the water, or 
that an improvident State may allow the system to fall into the graspof the 
selfish and covetous, without sufficient safeguards for the people dependent 
for their homes and fields upon a supply of water at cheapest rates. Not 
only their prosperity but their liberty may rest, then, upon a wise interfer- 
ence by the National Government. 


The present Commissioner of the General Land Office, Hon. 
Thomas H. Carter, a man thoroughly identified with the inter- 
ests of the West and fully informed, treats of the question of 
the irrigation of the arid public lands in his last annual report: 


There are two ways eligible: First, to pursue a policy indicated in a re- 
cent uct of Co ess, encouraging private — to engage in the enter- 
prise. This policy must necessarily result passing the ownership of 
water, and consequently the control of the land, to corporations. A wiser 
plan, it seems to me, would be the transfer of the land and water to the di- 
rect control of the States, subject to such limitations and restrictions as 


would insure the reclamation of the land by the States, and the transfer of | 


title from the State in the first instance to actual settlers in quantity not 
exceeding, say, 150 acres of land to each settler. When the title becomes se- 
curely vested in actual settlers on the land there need not be any apprehen- 
sion of danger from the action of the settlers in disposing of their homes. 
On the reclaimed desert, as elsewhere, the homestead will in general be 
more valuable to the family owning and living upon it than to anyone else. 
Hence, the General Government will have carried into effect its ancient and 
wise policy in providing as a condition of the grant that no State shall con- 
yey more than a limited area of the land to -" one person, and further that 
such person shall be an actual settler on the land conveyed to him or her, 
and shall be possessed of such other qualifications as in the wisdom of 
Congress May seem proper. 

The conditions suggested might be made effective by providing that any 
violation thereof should operate as a forfeiture of the land to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

The unsatisfactory experience following the granting of swamp lands to 
the States may be suggested as an objection of some potency against a simi- 
lar policy with reference to the arid portion of our public domain. The ex- 

ence mentioned should not be overlooked, nor should it be accorded an 
Emportance in its application to the pending question to which it is not en- 
titled. 


aR 


The total area of swamp land was estimated at the time of the grant at | 
from 5,000,000 to 20,000,000 acres. This was but an insignificant fraction of 


the surface of the States in which the land was located. The remainder of 
the surface of those States was valuable productive soil. Hence, the so- 
called swamp lands were of little consequence to the great body of the peo- 
ple. The disposition made of the swamp land was a matter of slight concern 
to the States, and therefore the attention given the subject was mainly given 
by claim agents and speculators whose success in driving bargains was 
largely attributable to the fact that the quantity of land involved was com- 
paratively small and the pubiic interest smaller still. Weare now dealing 
with a subject of vital importance to the States whose entire arable surface 
is involved. The future prosperity of every desert-land State depends on the 
wisdom and practical character of the legislation enacted to facilitate and 
encourage the reclamation of our aridlands. Every man in the country who 
desires or may desire to secure a home on the public domain is interested. 

While the swamp land-grant States may have been indifferent and unwise 
in dealing with a grant which was but a merely incidental matter, the 
desert land-grant States could not afford to thus deal with and consider a 
question of vital importance. Indifference would court adversity and reck- 
lessness would bring ruin. 

When a proposition of this gravity is submitted to any organized body of 


American citizens directly interested in its wise consideration and solution | 


they will consider wisely and act well. 


Mr. Carter’s predecessor in office, Hon. Lewis A. Groff, a very | 


able ex-commissioner of the General Land Offce and a resident 
of Nebraska, while he can not be called a resident of the arid 
region itself, is a man thoroughly well-informed, of undoubtod 
public spirit and of sound judgment, in an article contributed 
= The California Illustrated Magazine, expresses himself as fol- 
ows: 

The 560,216,851 acres lying west of the one hundredth meridian, excepting 


those portions situated in Northern California west of the Sierra Nevada 
Range, and in Oregon and Washington west of the Cascades, are within what 


were practicable, would be useless. Large tracts are mountainous and of 
no value save for their timber, or as nerals are discovered inthem. * 
* * The small bodies of agricultural land lying east of the one hundredth 
meridian might also, if not entered under the homestead law within a 
given time, be granted to the States in which they lie. A similar disposi- 
tion might be made of the arid and mineral lands under proper restrictions 
as to their disposal and development, and, in the case of arid lands, their 
reclamation. When the remaining Territories have been admitted tostate- 
hood, the lands within their borders could be granted to them on the same 
conditions. 

Of course, many objections may be urged against these suggestions, but the 
precenente for thecourse of action outlined arealready established. Swam 

ands have been liberally granted by Congress to several of the States. Di- 
rectly or indirectly, immense grants have also been made them for canals, 
railroads, and other internal improvements. The seventeen States formed 
from the territory of the original thirteen colonies administered their own 
land —— and received the revenue derived therefrom. Texas does the 
same to-day. 

furthermore, since the enactment of the homestead law, it has been the 
policy of Congress to dispose of public lands with a view to the settlement 
and upbuilding of States, and the making of taxable property, rather than 
for direct revenue; and, if this object could be more efficiently promoted by 
the States themselves, the relinquishment of the small income received by 
the nation under the present system ought not to be an obstacle to the 
change. * * * 

The Legislature of the several States can best determine by what methods 
their arid and swamp lands can be reclaimed, their mineral lands developed, 
their agricultural lands made to support a teeming and bappy population; 
and how, in accordance with these ends, to condition their disposal. Con- 
gress is too far off, its knowledge too abstract. It is overburdened besides. 
The Land Office itself sits like an incubus upon its breast. No one who has 
not frequented the sessions of our national assembly or examined the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD can have any idea how much time land legislation con- 
stumes, or how unsatisfactorily it is performed. Precisely here appears the 
great benefit of the suggested change to the General Government. Relieved 
of this load, Congress could devote the time now spent on land matters to 
weightier questions whose consideration can not be relegated to the States, 
an‘ its efficiency would be incalculably increased. To settlers it is plain that 
the new order of things would be a boon. ‘Lhey could transact their business 
through an office within the confines of their own State instead of one hun- 
dreds or thousands of miles away, one burdened besides with the business of 
many other States. The “law’s delay’’ under the present system works 
much hardship and injustice. No doubt it also bears its share in the en- 
couragement of malpractices, With pone decisions would probably 
come a reduction in frauds, claim-jumping. and the like, thus promoting pub- 
lic morals as well as the security of honest settlers. 


Maj. J. W. Powell, who has so long and ably conducted the 
United States Geological Survey, has made arid lands a study, 
and has written much upon this subject. Hecontributes the fol- 
lowing under date of March 27, 1892: 

IMPORTANT PROPOSITIONS, 


Let me briefly set forth in a series of propositions the principles which it 
is believed should guide the agriculturists in the arid West in their endeavor 
to develop the farming interests of the region: 

First. The whole subject should be turned over to the people, to be con- 
trolled by local self-government. 

Second. There are about 150 natural districts, each one containing a body 
of timber lands, a body of pasturage lands, a body of irrigable lands, anda 
source of water supply. Each of these districts should have an independent 
dreanization and make its own laws to govern all these values. The dis- 
tricts can be easily defined by natural boundaries. 


HOW ORGANIZED. 


Third. Each district should organize by electing its own officers and es- 
tablishing its own court, with general supervision by State officers and the 
right to appeal to a State court. 

Fourth. These districts should have the right to select and designate the 
lands to be irrigated in such a manner as to economize the water to the 
greatest advantage; but the right of present farmers and landholders should 


| be primarily and permanently secured. 


Fifth. In such districts the people should make their own laws governing 

the distribution of water and regulating its use so as to avoid waste. 
EXCLUDE WATER COMPANIES. 

Sixth. Where it is possible the farmers should construct their own irri- 
gation works, so as to be independent of water companies. 

Seventh. When it is necessary to employ water companies, as it may be 
when large streams are to be controlled or great reservoirs constructed, such 
companies should be authorized to store and carry water, but not to be the 
owners of water. The farmers should not buy water or water rights of the 
companies, but only contract for thedelivery of water. The companiesshould 
be carriers, not owners. 


PEOPLE TO REGULATE WATER. 


Eighth. The companies should have no right to decide to whom the water 
shall be delivered. Such rights should bein the hands of the farmers. But, 
on the other hand, the companies should have the right to collect proper 
charges for delivering water, as per contract. When, in stress of dry sea- 
sons. an insufficient amount of water is procurabie, how this water shall be 
distributed should becontrolled by the officers elected by the people, and not 
by the company. 

PEOPLE CONTROL FORESTS. 


Ninth. The pea of each district should have control of the forests of 
the district, in order that they may properly use the timber in their indus- 
tries, properly protect it from fire and waste, say how the timber shall be 
cut in order best to protect the water supply. 

Tenth. The people in each district should have the right tocontrol the 


| pasturage lands, and such land should be held by the people in common as 


is known as the arid country. Save a few valleys where rain falls, and oth- 
ers with naturalsubirrigation, this vast area is unfit for agriculture unless | 


reclaimed. In many places reclamation is impossible because water can not 


be obtained. Some districts are so hopelessly sterile that irrigation, if it | 


pasturage lands, and be used only to such an extent as not to injure the 
flow of waters to the irrigable land. The control of pasturage lands in the 
interest of irrigation is far more important than their control in the inter- 
est of stock-raising. 

If the above propositions are sound,it becomes important to decide how 
they can be best carried into effect. The general management of this sub- 
ject is now up for discussion in the National Congress. By some it is pro- 
posed that the whole subject shouid be turned over to the States for solu- 
tion, and that the land should be granted to the States under proper conditions 
and restrictions. By othersit is proposed that the general legislation should 
be national, and the control should be left in the hands of the General Gov- 
ernment. Which of these methods is the better is a question to be settled 
by statesmen, guided, as they will be to a greater or less degree, by the ex- 
pression of the opinions of the people most deeply interested therein. As 
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to which of these two methods should prevail, I have not expressed an 
opinion. I have been interested in the collection of the facts and the dis- 
covery of the general principles, and have left it to others to consider the 
legal and political methods to be pursued, and hence am neither an advo- 
sate of State control or of national control, but only urge that ultimately 


there must be district control and that local self-government is the wisest | 


and best for the people. 
LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT. 


It will be seen that a policy is advocated which contemplates the control 
oi the arid lands—-including irrigable lands, pasturage lands, and timber 
lands—by local self-government, the rights and duties relating thereto being 
distributed to about one hundred and fifty great tion districts that can 
be easily defined by natural boundaries. Whether these principles are wise 
or unwise is left to the judgment of those who are interested in the subject— 
to the ee themselves. What is wrong should be condemned; what is 
right should be accepted. 


Joseph Nimmo, jr., who investigated this matter as special 
agent for the Agricultural Department in 1880 and since, reports 
as follows: 


Throughout the arid region agriculture has been, is to-day, and for all time 
will remain essentially an adjunct of mining. The miner found that by 
turning a part of the water in his ditch upon a patch of ground he could raise 
vegetables and fruit and grain, and in this way the work of irrigation has 
been developed. * * # 

It is the uniform testimony of people throughout the arid region that the 
vast mining interests of this section are restrained by the fact that so small 
a share of their agricultural products is produced in the vicinity of the 
mines. It is undoubtedly true that, if irrigation were so developed as to en- 
able the Rocky Mountain States to produce all the vegetables, fruit, and 
hay which are there needed, the consumptive demand for other agricultural 
products of the East would be largely increased. There was a consensus of 
opinion among the hundreds of intelligent men with whom I conferred, 
that the demand for Eastern products of agriculture is now increasing more 
rapidly than the home supply through i ation. It is beyond the dreams 
of the ple of the arid region that they shall ever become exporters of 
agricultural products. The idea that the farming interests of the .\tlantic 
seaboard States, or of the fertile Western and Northwestern States, will 
ever suffer from the competition of irrigated lands in the arid region is as 
groundless as would be a fear of the competition of iculture in the New 

Sngland States, the richest market for the farm products of other States, 
but where manufactures are promoted and the consumptive demand is 
stimulated by such agriculture and horticulture as is possible near the man- 
ufacturing centers. 

A large proportion of the arable and pastoral lands of the Rocky Moun- 
tain States is embraced in the public domain. The National Government 
is the trustee and agent of the people for the sale of those lands. The people 
of the arid region believe that the peculiar governing conditions demand 
that this trusteeship should be transferred to the several States of that 
region. This hasabundant precedent in the present public land policy of the 
United States. 

* % * xe a a > 


It is impossible now to estimate the area of the pastoral lands, but it is 
safe to say that the total value of the lands already donated to the States 
a ae the total value of the irrigable and pastoral lands of the 
arid region. 

'vhese lands are already a part of the territory of the several States by 
their compact of birthright with the United States. By the terms of the 
same compact the waters available for irrigation are the property of the 
people of the several States, and are to be regulated and distributed by the 
several State governments. 

Agriculture by irrigation in those States, as in every arid region of the 
world, must of necessity be carried on under a principle of law regarding 
the ownership and distribution of running water, which has no place in the 
laws of a rainfall area where the law of riparian rights prevails. Congress 
and the Supreme Court of the United States have already recognized the 
right of the arid States toregulate the subject of irrigation in their own way. 

The subject of irrigation intensely technical and or. presenting 
itself under different conditions in different States and in different. parts of 
the same State. It seems to be impracticable therefore for the Government 
of the United States to attempt to administer beneficially the irrigation in- 
terests of the Rocky Mountain States. 


The last Legislative Assembly of the State of Wyoming unani- 
mously adopted a memorial to Congress asking for the cession 
of the landsto the States. Thelast Legislature of Idaho adopted 
a similar memorial. Other States and Territories have done 
likewise. Municipal governments, boards of trade, and commer- 
cial bodies all through the West have done the same. The gov- 
ernors of States have recommended. 

Governor Toole, in his last annual message to the Legislature 
of Montana, says that— 


There was a time when it seemed notimprobable that the General Govern- 
ment would take hold of this proposition, and under its supervision con- 
trol and manage the water supply to the advantage ofall. It is perfectly 
apparent, however, at this time (January, 1891) that influences are ay oe 
ating which will eventuate in destroying whatever hope we may have had 
in that direction. Eastern communities, which have set this o sition in 
motion, appear to be mindful only of local interests, and not of the prosper- 
ity of the Whole country. Their protest is based upon theclaim that the rec- 
lamation of these arid lands would subject the settler in the Eastern and 
Middie States to undue competition, retarding relief from agricultural de- 
pression. * * * The homes which we pro to make are not for us 
alone, but for every citizen of the United States who has the commas to 
come and take one. If we are toreceive anysubstantial or speedy bene- 
fits from our arid lands, I believe the State mustfirst acquire a title to them. 
and then undertake by ——— legislation to reclaim and dispose of 
them. The Government should select, survey, and convey these lands to 
= = nee upon such conditions as would secure their occupation and rec- 

amation. 


Elwood Mead, State engineer for Wyoming, and a manof large 
Vv experience in irrigation matters, writes the Senate Committee 
on Irrigation as follows: 

The most satisfactory remedy for this airs, udgm 
the only efficient one, is for Congrens to Seana ceanie State. ot tae aa 
gion, or to each Territory upon becoming a State, all the irrigable lands 
within ‘ts borders held by the General Government, such State to be charged 





= the supervision of their reclamation and with their disposal to actual 
settlers. 

The reasons for asking this donation are as follows: * * * 

“First. The reclamation of the lands of this rogion lays upon the people 
engaged and upon our local or State government requirements and éx- 

nses not encountered by the pioneer of the humid portion of the country. 

ot only does the construction of ditches and other distributing works add 
greatly to the first cost of a farm, but with their nvultiplication comes the 
necessity of the State assuming control of the distribution of the water su 
ply, and its failure to do so leads inevitably to ex; ensive litigation or to 
personal controversies which impair both the success and growth of our ag- 
riculture. A further incentive to prompt action is the fact that the area of 
land susceptible of reclamation exceeds the amount of water supply. The 
water, therefore, possesses a greater value than the land, and on economical 
distribution rests the limit of our future ae wealth. It is of the 
utmost importance, therefore, that no wasteful or improper diversion be per- 
mitted, and that the State should control theappropriations of water as well 
as its subsequent division among the various claimants. 

a Be a * Be ae x 


“Second. Our experience during the past five years has shown the evil 
growing out of the control of the lands being under one authority and the 
water under another. 

“If this Territory could dur the past five years have controlled the dis- 
posal of the irrigable lands wi its borders, it could, while dis of it 
to actual settlers only, have afforded such protection to canal companies as 
would have given our agriculture four times its present importance, and 
more than double our population. Instead of this there have nm repeated 
instances where arbitrary and unreasonable rul have subjected our = 
ple to heavy and wholly unnecessary expense, and to cause the whole land 
policy to be regarded as oppressive. It was, however, the inevitable result 
of land laws wholly unsuited to the needs of irrigation and of their enforce- 
ment by officials in Washington whose experience had not prepared them to 
deal with the conditions which exist here. 

“It is also impossible for Congress to pass a general law which will operate 
with equal justice and success on the arid belt asa whole. The conditions 
differ in the different sections, as do our water laws. Wyo: differs from 
Utah and Arizona from Montana or Idaho. The people of each section are 
the best calculated to determine the system best suited to their needs and 
should be bye the means of ¢ ing it into effect. 

“Third. The results already achieved are a sufficient guaranty of what can 
be accomplished under favorable circumstances. Our legislation as to water 
has, on the whole, been wise, but it can never have the stability or success 
which would come with the control of both land and water. Our engineer- 
ing works have elicited the praise of experts from other irrigated countries for 
both their economy of construction and adaptation to their use. At present 
the practical know edge of the subject is almost wholly confined to those en- 
gaged in the work. The information gained through the labors and inves ti- 

ations of the Geological Survey can be utilized by local legislatures, while 
y placing the responsibility for this work upon our poopie a great impulse 
will be given to the diffusion of intelligence on the subject and to local pride 
in the character of our irrigation works. It will put the solution of this 
e— in the hands of the people best informed on the subject and most 
nterested in its success. 

‘We will say further that our people are afraid of the pro with- 
drawal of the irrigable lands from settlement or the placing of the construc- 
tion and control of our Pickee ie works under the charge of the National 
Government; the reason be in both cases that the at, and uncertainty 
which would be inseparable from such action would be disastrous. While 
the passage of laws to encourage individuals or companies to reclaim large 
bodies of arid lands would most speedily accomplish the desired end, namely, 
reclamation and settlement of the arid regions, yet public sentiment seems 
to be so adverse to this plan that we feel that it is scarcely worth our while 
to advance it.” 

* = ts ae * * * 

To limit the acquirement of title to the public lands to the provisions or 
the homestead act would be disastrous restriction on settlement, and there 
is no valid reason for its adoption. It offers no aid towards the construc- 
tion of better works or the more economical diversion of water, the most 
important consideration connected with the whole subject. In this respect 
the desert-land law was the best ever enacted, if it had been liberally con- 
strued, or if the rulings of the Land Office had been uniform as to its mean- 
ing. The difficulty has been that the changes in the rulings have been of so 
radical a character as to practically constitute new legislation and to cause 
much hardship and expense to those honestly endeavoring to comply with 
the law. 

* bd = * ca 
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Every settler on these lands, which in their present condition have no agri- 
cultural value, and who reclaims them and makes them productive, is a 
benefactor of the whole country and should receive the most liberal treat- 
ment. Instead, however, after having expended from % to $15 per acre in 
bringing the water on his land and pre ng it for i ation, is com- 
pelled to pay the same price therefor that the settler on the broad prairies 
of Iowa and Kansas paid for land already pre for the plow. e com- 
monwealths who are charged with the duty of guard the public welfare 
should be aided in their efforts. Every consideration which justified and se- 
cured the donation of the swamp lands to the States of the humid region 
applies with greater force to the advisability of a similar donation of the 
arid lands to the several States and Territories interested. Not only are our 
local governments charged with heavy duties anc responsibilities which 
none of the humid States had to confront, but the settlers who come here to 
engage in farm! undertake the practice of an art whose mastery is both 
complicated and difficult and of which they have no previous experience. 

Our climatic conditions are exceptional, oe much of our agriculture 
an experiment. * * * The success of irr agriculture enormously 
increases the value of the arid domain and will be an important contributor 
to our national wealth and are The best resuits can only be secured 
through the nation’s aid. I trust it may be generously extended. 


Prof. F. J. Stanton, formerly geologist and mining engineer of 
Wyoming, aman conversant with irrigation for more than a quar- 
ter of a century, expresses his opinion in the following terse 


language: 


The great policy of the Government should be to steadily work for the 
speedy a of the Federal title to ali thelands within the limits of the 
respective States. 

Give the entire control of the lands within their respective limits to the 
res ive States themselves, to be devoted: 

t. Donations to the resident agricultural and pastoral settlers. 

Second. To the bona fide reclaimers of mineral, swamp, and arid lands. 

Third. For purposes of internal industrial improvements. 


During the past two years there have been held in various 
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Western and Southern cities, conventions or congresses of repre- 
sentative men who are interested in the upbuilding of the na- 
tion; men broad-minded, public-spirited, and desiring the great- 
est good to the country at large. From fifteen to twenty States 
and Territories were represented at each meeting. 

One of the earliest was knowncas the ‘‘The Western Commer- 
cial Congress” held at Kansas City. Thesession lasted through 
several days, and among the resolutions adopted, bearing upor 
various economic subjects, was this one: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of this congress that the General Government 
should cede its arid lands, under proper conditions, to the various States 
within whose boundaries such lands are situated. 


~ AtGalveston, Tex., on February 7, 1891, was held a session of 
the Transmississippi ‘Commercial Congress, a body similar to 
the one last mentioned as meeting a5 Kansas City. Their ex- 
pression on this subject was: 


Resolved, That we favor the reclamation of the arid region of the west by 
the National Government through a system of water storage reservoirs and 
artesian wells. 


“ At Denver, May 19, 1891, at another session of the transmis- 
sissippi congress, after a full discussion the following resolu- 
tions were adopted: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this congress that the General Govern- 
ment should, under proper restrictions, cede to the several States and Ter- 
ritories of the arid region the public lands within their borders, excepting 
such lands as are more valuable for mining than agricultural ce gene Pro- 
vided, That no State or Territory shall be permitted to sell such lands for 
less than $1.25 per acre, nor more than 320 acres to one person, nor to any 
other than an American citizen, who shall, at the time of purchase, be an 
actual citizen of the State or Territory in which saidland shall be: And pro- 
vided further, That said State or Territory shall apply the funds arising from 
the sale of said lands to the reclamation of the same, and for school pur- 


ses. 

Resolved, That the National Government shall make such appropriations 
as may be necessary to place under irrigation those lands which have been 
settled upon as agricultural lands, and proven unfit therefor. 


us “Fon. A. L. Thomas, governor of Utah Territory, upon the sug- 
gestion of numerous citizens and commercial bodies in that part 
of the country, issued a call for anirrigation congress to be held 
at Salt Lake City, beginning on September 15, 1891. To this 
congress were invited representatives of all the States and Ter- 
ritories. The delegations that attended in response to the 
call of Governor Thomas were appointed by the governors of 
the several States and Territories, the mayors of cities, and the 
various commercial bodies interested. Upon the assembling of 
the irrigation congress there were brought together nearly a 
thousand of the best-informed citizens of that portion of the 
country. The object of the congress was the consideration of 
the reclamation of arid lands only, and for three days the matter 
was fully and freely discussed. After much argument the fol- 
lowing resolutions were submitted and passed with great una- 
nimity: 

Resolved, That this congress is in favor of granting in trust, upon such con- 
ditions as shall serve the public interest, to the States and Territories need- 
ful of irrigation, all lands now a part of the public domain within such 
States and Territories, except mineral lands, for the purpose of develop- 
ing jytin am ee and to render lands now arid fertile and capable of support- 

a ation. 
ng Diced, That it is the sense of this convention that the committee se- 
lected to prepare aud present to Congress the memorial of this convention 
respecting public lands, should ask, as a es to the cession of all the 
land in the Territories in accordance with the resolutions of the convention, 
a liberal grant to said Territories and to the States to be formed therefrom 
of the public lands, to be devoted to public school see poess. 

Whereas large areas of arid lands and semiarid lands, situated upon the 
gréat plains of the Dakotas, Western Nebraska, Kansas, and Oklahoma were 
settled upon in good faith by home-seekers, under the supposition that they 
were entering agricultural lands; and 

Whereas the settlers upon such lands have expended much time and labor 
upon the same, and paid into the United States Treasury therefor many mil- 
lions of dollars, only to discover that irrigation to a greater or less extent 
is pocsesary in making homes for themselves thereon: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the representatives of all the States and Territories 
directly concerned in irrigation do hereby pledge their unwavering support 
to the just demands of such settlers, that the General Government snall 
donate at least a portion of the funds received from the sale of such lands 
toward the procurement of the means necessary for their irrigation. 

Resolved, at this congress heartily indorse the irrigation work of the 
Agricultural Department of the National Government in the collection and 
dissemination of information, especially its admirable progress reports 
cover the whole field of irrigation development, and that it favors large 
appropriations for this work hereafter. 


A month later another session of the transmississippi con- 
ress was held a‘ the city of Omaha, beginning October 19,1891. 
The Salt Lake platform was unanimously indorsed and adopted. 
7 At the city of New Orleans, February 23, 1892, in commercial 
congress, the following resolution was adopted: ; 


Resolved, That this congress is in favor of granting in trust, upon such con- 
ditions as shall serve the public interests to the States and Territories need- 
ful of irrigation, all lands now a partof the publicdomain within such States 
and Territories, excepting mineral lands, for the purpose of developing irri- 
——s, Je render the lands now arid, fertile, and capable of supporting a 

ulation. 
* solved, That it is the sense of this convention that the committee selected 
to propose and present to Congress the memorial of thisconvention respect- 
ing the public lands, should ask asa preliminary tothe cession ofall the lands 
in the Territories in accordance with the resolutions of the convention, a 
liberal grant to said Territories and to the States to be formed therefrom 
of the public lands, to be devoted to public school purposes. 
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Resolved, That recognizing the fact that large areas of arid and semiarid 
lands situated upon the great plains in the Dakotas, Western Nebraska, 
Kansas, and Oklahoma and Eastern Colorado were settled upon in good 
faith by home-seekers under the supposition that they were entering agri- 
cultural lands, and that said settlers upon such lands have expended much 
time, labor, and much money upon the same, and have paid into the United 
States Treasury therefor many millions of dollars, only to discover that ir- 
rigation to a greater or less extent is necessary in making homes for them- 
selves thereon; we therefore do hereby pleige the unwavering support of 
he people of the Transmississippi States and Territories in furtherance of 
the just and equitable demands of such settlers that the United States Goy- 
ernment shall devote at least a portion of the said funds towards the pro- 
curement of the means of irrigation therefor. 


The Colorado Mining Exchange, at its great meeting in Den- 
ver, adopted resolutions similar in substance and purport as 
those already quoted. 

At the Nevada State irrigation convention, held last October, 
that body reaffirmed and adopted the Salt Lake City resolutions. 


November 11, 1891, a2farmers’ congress, held at Sedalia, Mo., - 


among other proceedings adopted a resolution: 


Congress to cede the arid lands to the various States to provide the States 
with systems of irrigation. ° [ae 


Mies, 

Montana, at its State irrigation convention, “@dvocated a dif- 
ferent plan, but fully recognized the importance of early action 
by the Government in securing the rec!amation of the arid 
lands, voicing the sentiment of the meeting, as follows: 


Resolved, That in the judgment of this convention it is the duty of the Gen- 
eral Government to aid in the development of the arid lands in the several 
States and Territories where such lands exist; and while we do not deem it 
desirable that the control and title to such lands should pass from the Gen- 
eral Government to the several States containing them, we do nevertheless 
urge that at least the proceeds arising from the sale of such lands shall be 
applied to the supplying of water for their development for the purpose of 
agriculture, and we urge our Senators and Representative in Congress to use 
every effort to accomplish such legislation as will bring about this desirable 
result, not only for our own State, but for all other States and Territories 
similarly situated. 


At Las Vegas, N. Mex., beginning on March 16, 1892, there 
was held an irrigation convention, which, afier afull discussion, 
adopted the resolutions following: 


Resolved, That this convention is in favor of granting in trust, upon such 
conditions as shall serve the public interests, to the States and Territories 
neeiful of irrigation, all lands now owned or hereafter acquired by the 
United States for the purpose of encouraging colonization and developing 
irrigation, in order that such lands may be populated, and rendered fertile 
and capable of supporting a population, excepting and reserving, however, 
from these grants all the mineral lands, pu lic parks, military and other 
reservations, and public buildings of the United States now in use in such 
States and Territories. 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this convention that the committee selected 
to prepare and present to Congress the memorial of this convention, respect- 
ing the public lands, should ask as a preliminary to the cession of all the 
lands in the Territories, in accordance with the resolutions of the convention, 
a liberal grant to said Territories and to the States to be formed therefrom, 
of the public lands. to be devoted to public schools and other institutions of 
learning, nonsectarian in character. 


The following resolutions were passed by the Colorado State 
beet-sugar convention: 


No. 1. That we commend the action of Congress in granting a bounty of 2 
cents per pound on all sugars produced in the United States. 

No. 2. That Congress be requested to continue, for a period of at least five 
years longer, to admit free of duty all machinery for the manufacture of 
sugar from beets. 

No. 3. That Congress and our State Legislatures be requested to make am 
ple appropriation for the acquisition and general distribution of information 
on the subject of the beet-sugar industry. 

No. 4. That itis the sense of this convention that Congress should cede, 
under proper restrictions, the Government arid lands to the various States 
and Territories within whose boundaries such lands are situated. 


In a memorial to the Congress of the United States from the 
executive committe of the National Irrigation Congress we find 
the following: 

It is undeniably true that the General Government has nearly reached the 
limit of its capacity to provide homes for settlers upon the public domain. 
The tracts now remaining are almost wholly such as can not be sold or oth- 
erwise disposed of under the liberal provisicn of our land laws. Referring 
to the area-embraced in the t2rms of the resolution. the condition is found 
to be that lands susceptible of irrigation at a practicable cost are occupied, and 
that those which are still subject to entry can can only be fitted for cultiva- 
tion by systems of canals, reservoirs, or artesian wells, involving expendi- 
tures quite beyond the resources of individual settlers. 

The topography and other physical conditions that inust be overcome in the 
work of utilizing water for the purposes of agriculture are not widely un- 
derstood. The ultimate source; of the streams that provide the only avail- 
able water supply are the snows that are deposited on the mountain tops 
and in the deep recesses of the canons. In the spring these snows melt rap- 
idly and form raging torrents, that cut deep channels in their pathway. 
Thus when they enter the valley they are far below the levelsof the lands 
which they are to reclaim. The condition renders it necessary to fix the 
point of diversion far up the canon upon the rocky mountain sides, and to 
construct long canals and flumes toconduct the water at the required height 
to be delivered upon the successive benches that lie below. 

The waste of water before the season of irrigation commences is another 
potent factor of expense. In the spring the flow of water is the largest, for 
obvious reasons, and then vast volumes run to waste. Later the supply de- 
creases, and is the least when most ne2ded for the nourishment of growing 
crops. To prevent this the only efficient remedy is to impound the water in 
large storage reservoirs, which can only be constructed at an enormous 
cost. 

It is not to be assumed that because the reclamation of the arid region in- 
volves the expenditure of large sumsof money it is therefore impracticable. 
On the contrary, it can be fully justified as a business eperyeiee. Compare 
the vield in agricultural products of lands cultivated with the aid of irriga- 
tion with the yield of lands that are watered by the natural rainfall, and the 


- 


ee 





: 
' 
' 





6502 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 21, 





difference will be found from 50 to 100 per cent in favor of the former. Land 
that is now wholly unproductive, upon being provided with facilities for ir- 
rigation immediately attains a value of from $10 to #50 an acre, the difference 
being due to location, prensa ge to markets, and other manifest condi- 
tions. It may be questioned whether the country affords a more inviting 
field for the investment of capital than that which is here presented. 

We feel warranted in assuming that the General Government will pursue 
no policy respecting the arid lands of the public domain that will not assist 
in their reclamation and the development of their possibilities in affording 
homes to settlers, increasing the food supply for the people and contributing 
to the general wealth. The question remains whether Congress will under- 
take the work by direct appropriations from the Treasury sufficient for the 
prompt construction of the required systems of irrigation. There has been 
some agitation of the subject for several years past, Without further results 
than the appropropriation of 3350, 009 aud its expenditure in typographical 
surveys. It is not manifest that these have materially advanced the solution 
of the practical problems of irrigation. Atall events, the rate of progress 
forbids the hope of any substantial results within a reasonable period. So 
far as we can infer the disposition of the General Government from its pre- 
vious action, the answer to the above question must be in the negative. 

Neither is it certain that it would be | ee ate for Congress to pass a 
general law that would operate justly and sufficiently upon all parts of the 
arid belt. Not only do the physical conditions vary in the different sections, 
but the laws governing the appropriation and use of water are radically dif- 
ferent In adjoining States. Wyoming differs in both from Montana and 
idaho, and Colorado from Utah and New Mexico; and yet itis of primary 
importance that legislation designed to promote the reclamation of these 
jands should recognize and adjust itself to all of these differences. 

' The only alternative course seems to bs that whichis recommended in the 

/ resolutions of the Congress, viz: *‘The granting in trust upon such condl- 
tions as shall serve the public interest, to the States and Territories, except- 
ing mineral lands for the paxynee of developing irrigation, to render the 
lands now arid fertile and capable of su rting a population.”’ We feel as- 
sured that such action would be promptly followed by the inauguration and 
vigorous prosecution of enterprises for thereclamation of those lands, either 
by the States and Territories themselves, or through the agency of munici- 
palities erected for the purpose with power to borrow money upon the se- 
curity of the works and the reclaimed lands. 

A edent for the policy proposed is not wanting. Congress ceded to 
the States in the Mississippi Valley and other sect of the Union the 
swamp lands within their respective limits. The p of this action was 
to insure their reclamation, and it found its support in the knowledge thata 
considerablé expense would be involved in fitt ce yo for cultivation. 

Such is the condition of the arid lands, with this difference, that the prob- 
lem of reclamation is infinitely more difficult than that of draining the 
swamp lands, and also that the swamp lands in any one State were of com- 

aratively littie value and of so slight concern to the public that they were 

iable to maladministration; whereas in the case of the arid lands, as soon 
as they come under the control of the State, they will at once become the 
most prominent question in State politics, and of so great and immediate 
importance to its citizens that their administration be conducted under 
the survelllance of a deeply concerned people, who will permit of no chican- 
ery. In principle, the cession of the swamp lands to tates affords a prec- 
= for such action as we are seeking at the hands of your honorable 

a, 

The importance of our pastoral interests makes itnecessary that provision 
be made for the protection and utilization of the grazing land in connection 
with the contiguous irrigable areas. To the graz lands as dis ed 
from the icultural lands belong those vast areas ‘of elevated table and 
bench lands and the high rolling divides which lie upon the summits and 
along the slopes of the watersheds; and they comprise three-fourths of the 
aria domain. They never can be made the self-supporting habitation of 
man, because they are too elevated and too vast in extent to be irrigated; 
but they furnish a valuable complement to the lands reclaimed, the first 
supplying the summer's and the second the winter's food supply. 

equate provision forsecuring possession or management of these lands, 
for the sole purpose to which tiiey are adapted, has never been attempted by 
Conaneen and the question is of such magnitude and importance con- 
nection with the subject of farming by tion in the region where graz- 
ing lands abound, that ——- impetus be given to meng if such 
States as may see fit to adopt that policy are placed in a position to encour- 
age setilement by attaching to the land capable of being reclaimed a 1 r 
contiguous tract of land. It will make more valuable the le 
areas and supply the settler with an ————_ source of income by adding 
the business of stock-raising to that of the farmer. 

* * * Tothe settlers the preservation of the forests is a matter of ve 
importance. They are dependent upon them for fuel, fen and ng 
materials, but this is by nomeansthe limit of their interest. forests on 
the mountain tops are the chief conservators of the water that is to irrigate 
the valleys below. With their destruction the reclamation of the arid lands 
ceases to be a problem and becomes anjimpossibility. An efficient and just 
system of preserving the forests from destruction by fire and applying them 
under proper restrictions, to the use of the settlers, can not be otherwise pro- 
vided and administered than by the States. * * * The coniferous trees, 
such as constitute the timber growth on the mountains and elevated pla- 
teaus of the West, are exceedingly inflammable, and when fire is once com- 
municated to them a vast destruction of value ensues. The loss from this 
cause measured by thestum ‘€ Value of the timber alone may be estimated, 
without extravagance at $100,000,000 per year. The Federal Government has 
made some efforts to arrest this destruction, but wholly withoutsuccess. It 
is from the States or local agencies created by the States that protection 
must be sought. * * * 

The condition’ of settiers on lands within the semiarid belt was felt to 
call urgently for relief at your hands. Thousands of ple have settled 
within this area in reliance upon the assurance offi y extended by the 
Government that they were “‘ agricultural,’’ which was naturall 
to mean that they were capable of producing crops by the us method of 
agriculture. They bave found that the rainfall is highly uncertain in quan- 
tity and seasonableness, and that year after year the labors which they have 
bestowed upon their fields have been expended in vain. The consequences 
have been most deplorable. Without fault on their own . acting only 
upon the impulse that has been the chief factor in expanding the domain of 
civilization, they now find themselves and their families confronted with ac- 
tual destitution. The Government sold to them the lands that they occupy 
at no less prices and upon no other terms than such as obtained in more 
favored localities; and it has received into its Treasury not less than $12,- 
000,000 as the purchase price. We submit that thecircumstanceseloquently 
Support their prayer for relief, and that the Government may most pro’ 
erly dedicate 2 portion of the money which they have themselves cautstb- 
uted to the work of developing and applying the water supply in such a 

manrer as to taake these lands habitable and productive. 
* - 


= 
The State should own the forest lands and hold them, that it may pre- 


serve the forests thereon from destruction and the water supply from be- 
coming intermittent and useless. 

The State should own the grazing lands and hold them that they may be 
made valuabie, and that the revenues from them may be available to pay 
the e nse of protecting the forests. 

The State should own the irrigable lands, that it may obtain a revenue 
from their sale with which to so regulate and distribute the water supply 
for their irrigation as to produce the greatest benefit to the common ti 
and to the individual irrigator. 


* x a Eg we ” * 


No system of reservoirs, however costly,canso well regulate the flow of its 
great rivers and hold their waters back for irrigation late in the summer 
as the forests do now. 

Under the care of the General Government the forests of this State are 
being destroyed with terrible rapidity, and there appears no hope of change 
in policy. 

* * * - * ae 7 


The Republican national convention just held at Minneapolis 
adopted in their platform the following plank: 


We favor cession, subject to the homestead laws, of the arid public lands 
to the States and Territories in which they lie, under such Congressional re- 
strictions as to disposition, reclamation, and occupancy by settlers as will 
secure the maximum benefits to the people. 

The grazing lands are now of no direct benefit to the General Government 
and can not be sold, because, under the laws, no one can acquire over 160 
acres, and such a small area is of no value. 

Under State ownership they would be allotted or leased. * * * 

With the security of tenure thus given, stockmen would develop water on 
them sufficient for stock and domestic use, and make them extremely valu- 
able as adjuncts to their irrigated hay lands, using the pastures for their 
summer and the hay lands for their ter feeding. 

The revenue from the grazing lands thus rented would besufficient forthe 
administration and protection of both pastures and forests. 

In irrigation a very unstd@ble though valuable element is spread abroad 
over the land eee chanhels and must be divided equally saw hun- 
dreds of individ . The obtaining of this water at the proper time is often 
the sole condition between plenty and poverty to hundreds of families. 

It is an absolute necessity that the water supply be controlled and regu- 
lated by the State Se ee ee eed inna co 

Proper control and nee is difficult and intricate, requiring men of 
ability and special training and a large expenditure of money. It is notrea- 
sonabie to tax other industries of the commonwealth for the direct use and 
benefit of these irrigable lands, therefore the State should own these lands, 
that it may sell them at such a price as will pay for the extraordinary ex- 
pense which their jar co’ ee 

The State would establish a or board of waters, lands, and 
forests, Whose duties would be to protect the forestsfrom fire, secure r 
cutting of timber and collect the revenue therefrom; allot and rent the 
pastures and collect the rentals; contro] and regulate the water supply, that 
no waste, oppression, of monopody shall injure the people, and conduct the 
sale of the irrigable lands in such a manner as may advance the interests of 
the commonwealth. This board would thus control the test of all State 
affairs, and would be held responsible for their proper administration. 

Each citizen of the State would have an intimate personal interest in its 

and would watch it as if it were his own. The shape of his 
pocket would often be affected by their work. Is it probable that cor- 
oe could creep in where there were so many interested eyes upon the 
watch? 

lt would seem like questioning the ability of our people to govern them- 
selves, to question their ability to administer the waters, lands, and forests 
upon which their livelihood depends. 


Omitting other similar opinions expressed by high public offi- 
cers and by gatherings of representative citizens, and not quot- 
ing from numberless men of eminence who favor local control 
of these lands, we must take into consideration the public press, 
that great and fearless reflector of enlightened a sentiment. 
I can not take the time or space to use many of the great multi- 
tudes of editorials, but I submit the following brief extracts: 


{New York Timaes, January 3, 1892.] 


The proposal to transfer to the States and Territories the arid public lands 
within their respective limits was broached in the last Congress, and has 
=. gained adherents since that time, even if only as a choice in a.di- 

emma. * * * At any rate, it is becoming more and moreevident that the 
irrigation of these latter is not properly the business of the General Gov- 
ernment, any more than render: them fertileinother ways. * * * The 
question is one of expendiency, or, in other words, of a wise regard for the 
ublic interests. The Government should not embark on a project involv- 

« hundreds of millions with the mere view of putting its arid lands on 

the market at a higher price. 


[New Orleans Times-Democrat, December 25, 1891.] 


The irrigation congress recently held at Salt Lake City has s ted a 
far better solution, one against which no serious objection can be , and 
which strongly recommends itself to —this is that the United States 
donate to the several States and Terri all the public lands within their 
respective areas for the purpose of these arid tracts fertile. 

A very similar gift was made to ana, Mississippi, Arkansas, and 
Florida nearly halfa century ago, when the United States gave them all the 

lands within their borders subject to overflow, to be used for the special 
purpose of draining and leveeing these lands. 

(Christian Union of New York City, September 26, 1891.} 


The people of the East are part owners in this domain as well as the Ee 
le of the West, and it isa good deal to ask of the former that they abso- 
utely relinquish their interests. Yet it would be far wiser for the National 
Government to give over these lands unreservedly to the States and Terri- 
tories than itself to begin the construction of works of irrigation. 


[Rocky Mountain News, Denver, Colo., September 18, 1891.]} 


The News has always maintained thatit was the duty of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to cede the arid lands to the States on the condition that they be 
reclaimed. Irrigation is not a subject understood at Was on. CS) 

t circumlocution office which transacts business at the National Cap- 
Feal is always inventing excuses for not doing athing. Itis no more honest 
than the State governments and lacks ae cee, zeal and the prac- 
tical intelligence which would charac the actions of the latter were 
they intrusted with the work. 
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[New York Tribune, September 16, 1891.] 


The reclamation of the Great American Desert, as the arid belt was called 
on the maps of forty years agone, has already begun in good earnest, and it 
may be safely conceded that the time is approaching when the Federal Gov- 
ernment should at least give settlers afree hand. * * *# 

Not less than 5,000 delegates, coming from ail the States and Territories 
West of the Mississippi and from many foreign countries have been drawn 
to Salt Lake in response to Governor Thomas's invitations. They include 
not only practical farmers and public men, but scientists of reputation, and 
their deliberations will cover a broad field of inquiry. The chief question of 
moment, ee is the proposition that the National Government shall 
transfer the arid public lands in its possession to the States and Territories 
within which they are politically heid. It will be observed that this sugges- 
tion recognizes the impossibility of engaging the Federal Government in 
the work of digging ditches and building reservoirs. It is urged, however, 
that the preliminary work of surveys and of drawing enginee plans 
might properly be demanded of Congress and that this accomplished, there 
should be nogeneral objection to the release of the lands to the local author- 
ities. Certainly the country will be much interested to hear the arguments 
that will be presented at Salt Lake in advocacy of this plan. It has un- 
doubted merit. 

[New York Witness, February 10, 1892.] 


The proposition now before Congress to transfer these lands to the several 
States is probably the wisest course that could be adopted. The States 
should have the work of irrigation done at the public a and then sell 
the lands in quarter sections to actual settlers at prices high enough to cover 
= costs, or at a yearly rental that would in time wipe out the original out- 

y. 

[Denver Republican, February 5, 1892.] 

It will be a notable year in the history of the arid regions if Congress at its 
present session grants the arid lands to the States and Territories. Fortu- 
nately the prospect for such legislation is good. The reasonableness of the 

oposition that the lands be granted to the States and Territories is so evi- 

ent that there is hardly any room at all for objections. It would throw the 
burden and expense of reclaiming the lands upon the States, and thus it 
would do away with all propositions todraw upon the National Treasury for 
this Fee. The Eastern farmers would not be able to say that they were 
taxed to raise up competition against themselves. 


[Cheyenne Daily Leader, March 18, 1892.} 


If the arid lands are ceded to the several States, the General Government 
should cede them unconditionally, leaving to the individual States the solu- 
tion of the problem of their reclamation. As these lands are now they are 
of absolutely no value to the Government, the States, or the people. e 
are just so much waste and barren land which are practically irreclaimable 
under present conditions. Given to the several States with restrictions at- 
tached, the work of reclamation is necessarily hampered, and they become 
to the State what they are now to the General Government, viz, a white ele- 
phant. They should bein a measure a dowry to the new States which other- 
wise start out portionless in their race with their more-favored and older 
sisters. Properly managed, they would, so to speak, set the State up in 
business, drawing hither settlers who would be assured a living from the 
start, filling the State coffers from their sale, and adding vastly to the tax- 


able wealth. 
(Denver Sun, March 5, 1892.] 


There is little chance that this work of reclamation can be done except 
through the cession of the lands to the States. It would be an unfamiliar 
and difficult task to the nation, but a familiar and easy one to the States. 
It is beyond the reach of individual or corporate enterprise. It is hardly 
conceivable that there can be even combines or syndicates with resources 
=— to the reclamation of lands that make an empire in territorial extant. 

e only feasible plan for the accomplishment of this great work seems, in- 
deed, to be in committing it to the States. 


[Record Union, of Sacramento, Cal., September 30, 1891.] 


The policy of the Government of the United States with reference to the 
public domain has been a succession of blunders. The great mi | of the 
people of the United States have no more conception of the = condi- 
tions under which the lands remaining in the public domain than if they 
. resided upon another planet. The proposition to grant these lands to the 

States and Territories, that their treatment may be controlled by systems 

devised in the States and Territories, is a pro tion in the direction of 

lacing them under an administration of intelligence and divorcing them 
om the control of ignorance and stupidity. 


[Omaha Bee, May 20, 1891.] 


It is perhaps not to be doubted that if the reclamation of the arid lands is 
left to the General Government it will be delayed much longer than if the 
States are given an opportunity to reclaim them, and perhaps will never be 
done. There is a very stro sentiment in the country, particularly in the 
East an outh, hostile to the General Government having anything to do 
with irrigation beyond making surveys for reservoir sites, and it will bea long 
time before this can be overcome, if it can ever be. Onthe other hand, if the 
nonmineral arid lands were ceded to the States it would become available as 
security upon which the States could borrow all the money necessary to 
build reservoirs and construct canals and irrigati 
vious advantages in letting the States having arid lands manage irrigation 
enterprises themselves, for being the imm: te concern of theirown people 
it is reasonable to be presumed that they would get better results from them 
in every way than if such enterprises themselves were under the control of 
the General Government. The resolution adopted by the commercial con- 
vention unquestionably represents the intelligent sentiment of the West in 
this matter and ought to have weight with Congress. 


[New York Sun, May 25, 1891.] 

It is not the business of the United States Government nor is it fitted to 
carry on the irrigation business. The work can be done more intelligently, 
more cheaply, and with fuller knowledge and protection of local interests by 
the States themselves. The increased value of the reclaimed land will justify 
undertaking the improvements. The arid lands are of nouse to the Federal 
Government. Cede them to the States in which they are situated and let 


those States have the expense and the glory of making the rose blossom 
where now is the sage brush and the costes. a 


{Cheyenne Daily Sun, February 24, 1891.} 


It will be incumbent on the Government to expend large sums in reclaim- 
ing the arid lands of the West, or else turn them over to the States and Terri- 
tories. Theland is of very little value without the construction of reservoirs 
ani extensive irrigating canals. It is the water that is of value, and the 
State should and will have control of it. The Government really gives up 
nothing, but it simply allows the land and the water to come under one juris- 
diction, which is the only way the same can be properly disposed of. 


ditches. There are ob- 


EE EL 


(Chieftain of Pueblo, Colo., February 18, 1981.] 


Were these lands which are now practically worthless to the Govern- 
ment ceded tothe various States within whose boundaries they lie, nodoubt 
arrangements could be made by the State governments to render a large 
portion of them valuable by the construction of irrigation ditches. As in 
their present condition they are worth nothing to the General Government, 
it does not ssem that the States are asking any great favor by requesting 
their donation. In the hands of the State governments they would soon be 
settled up, homes provided for thousands of people and the taxable prop- 
erty of the country greatly increased, while if the present status of affairs 
continues they will remain for years to come barren wastes inhabitei only 
by the coyote, the prairie dog, and the rattlesnake. 


[Phoenix (Ariz.) Herald.] 


In his annual report to the Secretary of the Interior, Acting Governor 
a seems to have struck the right cord, when he says: 

‘If the General Government desires to be liberal and legitimately encour- 
age the development of the arid region without immediate pecuniary profit 
to itself it can substantially demonstrate its liberality by ceding these public 
lands to the States and Territozies in which they lie, and toreciaim the lands 
and make them immediately available as a source of profit, might loan to 
the Territory or State sufficient money to construct the necessary reservoirs 
and canals, possibly under the direction and control, until completed, of 
Government authority, and take as security the bonds of the State or Terri- 
tory at 2 per cent annual interest. 

* Under such action the Territory of Arizona would immediately b>come 
financially strong, populous, and beyond al! question capable of self-govern- 
ment.” 

[Engineering News. ]} 


To accomplish the vast work of arid land reclamation, not only in Utah, 
but in the majority of the far Western States and Territories, means must 
be provided; and, as mentioned in our last issue, the best means to this end 
seems to be the ceding of the — lands for this purpo3e on the lines in- 
dicated in the resolutions of the irrigation congress. © past policy of the 
General Government has not been, and should not be, to regard these lands 
as a source of immediate profit, but as lands held in trust for the common 
good of all citizens. * * * Itis sincerely to be hoped, therefore, that the 
General Government will earnestly take up and discuss to a satisfactory 
end the plan and policy outlined at Salt Lake City, a policy which practically 
applies to the whole arid region of the West. 


(Toledo Blade. ] 


The irrigation project is a proper one, but it does not follow that it is the 
duty of the Federal Government to take it up. These arid lands should be 
surveyed and map , and then should be conveyed to the States and Terri- 
tories within which they are situated, under carefully drawn stipulations— 
the State's title to them to be dependent upon the bringing under irrigation 
of a specified minimum area each year or each term of five or ten years. 
There are over a million square miles of lands needing irrigation. It would 
require a sum equal to our present national debt, and more,to provide 
means of irrigation. There is no reason the nation should incur this enor- 
mous expense. We doubt whether the constitutional power of Congress 
extends to the creation of a debt for such a purpose. 


{Hartford Post. ] 


The surest way and the one surest of success is for the Government to 
“let go” of the lands now useless and for which it declines to appropriate 
sufficient development money. allowing the States to undertake to utilize 
and make valuable such lands as are nonproductive and unremunerative 
alike to the nation, the several States, and the home-seekers. 

The State ought to charge settlers for this land only the cost for reclama- 
tion, and should sell in restricted e to each owner and only to actual 
settlers. The present Federal land laws are defective and inapplicable to 
the arid region. Each State can best frame the laws suitable to its peculiar 
condition. Under the present Federal laws title is not guaranteed with 
sufficient clearness to warrant the outlay of money. The homestead law 
offers no aid because the homesteader has not sufficient nea to build 
ditches from our large streams and no opportunity of making a livelihood 
until such ditches are built. 


J. A. Breckons, a Wyoming author, says in the Commonwealth, 
Chicago, IIL.: 


Wyoming has an area of over 60,000.000 acres of land. It has a diversity of 
resources of oil, iron, coal, and other minerals and should be one of the wealth- 
iest States inthe Union. Despite these resources, however, the State has but 
66,000 pos or less than one to each square mile, and the assessed valuation 
of the entire State is but littie over 50 cents to each acre of land. 
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The lands in the State which have not become the property of individuals 
a at the present time to the National Government. Their transmission 

individuals is regulated by an inflexible system of rules unalterable by the 
varying conditions of location or character of the lands. A tract of land re- 
mote from water and which can not be reached by irrigation and thus util- 
ized, except at great expense, is subject tothe same rules for the acquirement 
of ownership as a tract contiguous to streams and which can be reclaimed 
and made productive at slight expense. As a result the land along small 
streams where ditches can be taken out at small cost has been filed — but 
along the large streams, where enormous capital is required to build dams 
and ditches, immense tracts lie idle. 

* * * * * * * 


So much uncertainty exists in regard to acquiring title to the public land 
under the present laws, and so little ay nae is made for securing future 
returns upon investments which might be made by moneyed men to ald in 
the reclamation of arid lands, that the spectacle is affored of a great State 
lying dormant. * * * 

The injustice is all the greater when the fact is considered thatin Wyoming 
and in nearly all of the arid States the control of the water supply has been 
transferred to the States themselves. * * * 

There is but one satisfactory solution to the probiem, and that is the grant- 
ing to the arid States the ownership of the land within their boundaries. 
* * * As the State lands would be the most valued resource and the com- 
mon heritage and hope of future prosperity of the people, it is but reason- 
able to — that this heritage would be guarded with as much vigilance 
by the direct representatives of the people in their State Legislatures as it 
would be by representatives in either branch of the National Congress. 

That the State Legislature would be better qualified to pass laws applicable 
and beneficial to the State than Congress, with nine out of ten of its members 
having no knowledge of the question, goes without saying. * * * 

The lands along the streams and in localities susceplible of irrigation 
should be allowed only to be taken in small holdings, but contributory 
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to each of these holdings should be an area of grazing land, either to be 
rented to the holder of the irrigable land, or to be held in common by the 
owners of lands along each stream or in each irrigable district. The own- 
ers of the irrigated tracts could, by a codperation of fences, or any manner 
they might choose, protect their contiguous grazing lands and secure to the 
community fourfold the value they now possess, and the individual charge 
to each holder could be regulated easily in proportion to the holdings of 
stock ofeach user. * * * 

With a system like this and which by reason of different natural condi- 
tions would not apply to other States in the arid region, and therefore 
could not well be reached by a general national system of laws, an oppor- 
tunity weuld be given in Wyoming to establish a basis of credit upon the 
lands upon which there would be no trouble in inducing outside capital to 
build any irrigation works which might be necessary to reclaim the land. 


The Irrigation Age, issued at Denver, Salt Lake City, and San 
Franciseo, a most any edited publication in the interests of ir- 
rigation and the reclamation of lands, has long been an advo- 
cate of the policy of ceding the arid lands to the States. 

I quote a few brief paragraphs: 


Ceding the public lands to the States will amount to putting a fire insur- 
ance policy on the forests of the West. The loss by forest fires under the 
present management of the public lands amounts to about $109,000,000 a year. 
That is the timber loss. The loss to water sources is still heavier. 

Great nature has filled the reservoirs of the mountains with a wealth of 
snow, which the forests will hold in their grasp until the warm sun beckons 
in the spring. Then the winter's legacy will flow down the mountain sides 
to make tise valleys golden with the harvest. The summer will be as lavish 
with its crops as the winter is with its snow. And so we may know that 
here in the arid half of the continent the farmer is already assured of an- 
other splendid season. 

The arid region will be the seat of the future agricultural development of 
the United States. It will be money in the pocket of every farmer and fruit- 
grower to make his few acres as near like a model for the new settler as 
possible. We have hereall theconditions necessary for model farms, orchards, 
and homes. Every man who makes the most of these conditions will in- 
crease the value of his land and the size of his yearly profits. He will also 
materially assist the arid States to attract the attention of the world and 
make sure of their prosperity. 

The Age believes in land cession as the most feasible plan looking to the 
reclamation of the arid publicdomain. Its advocacy of this cause is largely 
responsible for the prominent position it occupies in public thought ay. 


I quote a few paragraphsfrom the majority report of the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands in the House 
in support of the bill to cede the arid lands to the several States 
and Territories: 


Why should the Government desire to longer retain proprietorship of this 
arid region? Why, for that matter, should it now have a vast domain of 
unappropriated public land? It oF holds lands as a trustee, and until they 
can be suitably settled and eo , and is presumptively interested only 
to the extent that actual bona fide settiers may be accommodated. It is not 
supposed that it wants to retain them in order that they may b2 donated to 
corporations or given away as subsidies. Enough of that has already been 
done. Its adrninistration of the land system in the past has not escaped se- 
vere censure. 

After a careful review of the whole question we have arrived at the conclu- 
sion that the General Government will be benefited—that it will gain rather 
than lose by the proposed cession; that it will in the speedy reclamation 
of and settlement upon these lands; that it 1 gain in the uisition and 
increase of a strong and self-supporting Western population; that it will be 
benefited in the opportunity that will be afforded for an outlet for its pres- 
ent and prospective millions of landless and homeless people who now crowd, 
and will in future overfiow, its dense and more 9 gene Eastern States; 
that additions to popular well-being and prosperity will ensue; that fresh 
stimulus will be given to the States and Territories ediately interested 
to earnest endeavor for their own development: that local self-government, 
in all the problems involved, will assert its forces; that civilization will be 
advanced; that rich, waving fields and comfortable homes will make glad 
the solitary places which now abound in this dormant and unproductive re- 
gion. 

What will, what can the Government lose? What citizen, what State will 
begrudge their proportionate contribution of the heritage re in this 
fragment of the public domain to the people who are to redeem it? What 
sacrifice to either will be involved in surrendering these now barren wastes 
and hills and mountains? They will not go to aliens, but to our own people. 
It is worthy of notice that no serious a from oy Eastern State 
against the objects sought to be accomplished by this bill have found their 
way to your committee, notwithstanding the long time they have had the 
subject under consideration and the public notice which has been given con- 
Sane the character of the measures upon which they have been deliberat- 

ng. 

We have been forcibly impressed with the conviction that suitable legis- 
lation upon this subject is imperatively demanded and can not well belonger 
er. Our conclusion is that the only solution of the question will be 

ound in ceding these lands to the States and Territories. That this policy 
will ultimately prevail we confidently predict. 

The greater portion of the land proposed by the bill to be ceded isin its 
present condition of little practical value, but is capable of being appreci- 
ated beyond eomputation by processes of irrigation; but to accom its 
reclamation and successful development will require long time, careful treat- 
ment, and great expenditure of money. It is now com tively an arid 
waste, forbidding to the home-seeker, though fraught with untold possibili- 
ties. This land, urged by the necessities of our mighty civilization—the de- 
mands of our large and constantly increasing population for homes—the 
necessary development of its talent, though incalculable resources, cries out 
for redemption from its now unprofitable condition. ° 

It is notin keeping with the progress of the age, the qrows and dignity 
of our country, and the wants of our people that it should remain in its pres- 
ent unproductive condition. It must be rendered habitable. It can not, 
and ought not remain a perpetual wilderness and destitute of useful results. 
Either the United States must sooner or later accomplish its reclamation 
by direct appropriations from the Federal Treasury by the construction and 
maintenance of irrigation works and the operation of the multiplied and 
manifold agencies for its development, or failing so to do, must leave it to 
the States and Territories within which it is embraced, in their own way, to 
work out that salvation which is possible. 

If the Federal Government is to do this work it may well take notice that 
the ultimate demands upon its Treasury will be enormous, far beyond any 
present accurate calculation, but certainly at an expense far in excess of 


anything it has yet encountered for any specific object of internal improve- 
ment, reaching even billions of dollars. or can the point be overlooked 
and ignored that if the National Government shall undertake the execution 
of this immense enterprise ‘it must perform that function in an impartial 
and comprehensive manner; it can not afford to lavish its expenditures on 
any favored locality, but it will be constrained, in all fairness and propriety, 
to treat the distinct, special, and local problems of reclamation in a suitable 
way wherever be may arise, as well in one State or Territory as another. 

o do all that l be expected of it, and that the exigencies will require, 
will be simply impossible of a Nor is it believed that the tax- 
payers of thecountry remote from the arid region will be induced toconsent to 
the outlay as forsuchap When the magnitude and far-reach- 
ing consequences of such a pro tion are considered and understood in all 
their phases, it is reasonable to assume that thoughtful, prudent, and eco- 
nomic men will conclude that the General Government, essaying this object, 
has a work upon its hands from which it may well pray deliverance, if that 
deliverance can be had in a manner consistent with sound public policy, just 
to the whole ple, advantageous to the people most directly concerned, 
and upon their voluntary acceptance of the burden and assumption of the 
responsibility involved. 

I have thus presented the opinions of press and people from 
nearly all parts of the United States and without regard to po- 
litical affiliations. There can be no other conclusion than that 
such opinions are honestly entertained and that they represent 
an overwhelming public sentiment upon this subject. 

The Senate Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands has, up to this time, received, during the present session, 
scores of prayers and petitions, representing numerous local 
governments, conventions, commercial bodies, and interested 
citizens, asking that these lands be ceded, and such petitions are 
continuing to arrive, while but very few petitions, not numer- 
ously signed, have been received expressing a different opinion. 

Mr. President, the whole matter is reduced to this, that the 
arid lands must be reclaimed and rendered habitable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pappock in the chair). 
The Senator from Wyoming will please suspend. The hour of 
2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair will lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. 7845) defining “options” and 
‘*futures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requir- 
ing such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products 
to obtain license, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Virginia yield that 
I may ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside until the Senator from Wyoming can have 
five or ten minutes, during which he may conclude his remarks? 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall be most happy to yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has heard the re- 
quest of the Senator from Missouri. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Senator from Wyoming will proceed. 

Mr. WARREN. A major portion of the lands to be reclaimed 
now belong tothe National Government, while the ownership of 
the waters necessary to irrigate the public lands is vested in the 
States, ae been conveyed to the new States in some instances 
by the United States on their admission into the Union. Under 
this condition of things it is not probable that the General Gov- 
ernment would consider it a wise provision to expend vast sums 
of money necessary to bring about the reclamation of the arid 
lands. On the other hand, the citizens of the States who are 
vitally interested in the arid region are willing to undertake 
its reclamation. They are thoroughly familiar with ths wants 
of the country, and have such practical experience and knowledge 
of its capabilities as will enable them to work out the best results. 

The very foundation of our National Government is en upon 
the wise administration of local affairs. The superstricture of 
the Republic rests upon the capacity of the people to govern 
themselves and manage their affairs with wisdom and prudence. 

The principal argument advanced by those who object to the 
cession of these lands, so far as I have observed, is that the States 
and Territories can not be safely intrusted with the responsibil- 
ities of administering such a trust. Tosupport this proposition, 
it is alleged that certain grants heretofore made to States have 
in some instances been abused. I am willing to concede this, 
but only in so far that some evil is always oer to follow in the 
track of great transactions done for the public good. In the 
main I believe that such trusts have been wisely and carefully 
administered. 

Some profess to believe that the proposed cession of land is 
more in the interest of stockmen and capitalists than other 
classes. An examination into the subject will hardly bear out 
such a conclusion. On the contrary, just the reverse may be ex- 
pected. As an illustration, I quote from an article by Julian 
Ralph in Harper's Magazine for June: ° 

The result has been that when a call was issued for data concerning irriga- 


tion in Montana, preliminary to a convention for the study of the subject at 
the opening of th ear, it was found that there were a y somewhere 


near three thousand five hundred irrigating ditches, the property of five 
hundred owners. Some of these schemes are gigantic. In some instances 
the project has been to secure not only the water, but the land it is to irri- 
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gate, and the water lords expect to reap fancy prices for the land from set- 
tlers, in addition to rents which their great-great-great-grandchildren may 
fatten upon. In other cases only the water is got by the men or companies, 
and they are content to confine themselves to the taxes they will impose on 
the land as fast as it istaken up. Thecattlemen of Montana decry these 
schemes, and beg the officials and editors of the State not to discuss irriga- 
tion and small farming, as, they say, settlers may be induced to come in and 

il the stock or grazing business; yet I am told thatone company of cit- 
tlemen had secured miles of land and the adjacent water rights along the 
Missouri nst the inevitable day when—but the cattle business shall have 
another chapter. * * * 

Governor Toole, in his message for 1891, abandons all hope of Federal su- 
pervision of this pene of wealth, and concludes his remarks with the 
statement that he assumes it to be the province of the Legislature to pro- 
vide ‘against excessive and extortionate charges by individuals and compa- 
nies engaged in the sale, rental, or distribution of water, and to prevent un- 
just disc tion in the disposal of the same to the public.”’ He thinks the 
right of the State to regulate this mattcr should be asserted and maintained. 
He does not discuss the project of having the State develop and maintain 
the ditches, nor does he touch upon the next best alternative—of insisting 
that the farmers whoown the land shall inherit the water plants after a fixed 
term of years. * * * 

Already, on some of the ranges, the ‘‘cow men” (cattle owners) are grow- 
ing tired of relying on Providence to superintend their business, and they 
are sending men to look after the herds once a month, and to piek out the 
calves and weaker cattle and drive them towhere hayis stored. By spring- 
time one in every fifteen or twenty in large herds will have been cared for 
in this way. In far Eastern Montana range feeding in large herds will long 
continue, but in at least five-sevenths of the State irrigation and the culti- 
vation of the soil will soon end it. The hills and upper benches, all covered 
with self-curing bunch grass, will still remain, and will forever be used for 
the maintenance of small herds of cows and sheep, properly attended and 

rovided with corrals and hay, against the times when the beasts must be 

ed. The farmers will undoubtedly gointo cattle-raising, and dairy farming 
is certain to be a great item in the State’s resources, since the hills are beside 
every future farm, and the most provision that will be needed will be that of 
a little hay for stocking the winter corrals. 


Mr. President, there may have been errors in the laws relat- 
ing to former grants of swamp, school, and other lands, and this 
experience should guard us against similar mistakes in the fu- 
ture. But, to doubt that arid-land grants to the States will be 
properly and safely handled by those commonwealths for the 

enefit of the people and to their best advantage is to doubt the 
capacity of the people for self-government. Such a proposition 
is illogical and untenable. Water in pipe or stream does not rise 
higher thanitssource. Thereisno power in thiscountry greater 
than the people themselves. Their representatives in the na- 
tional halls of Congress have no right to arrogate to themselves 
loftier patriotism, greater honesty, or more searching vigilance 
than is found in those who represent tho people in their State 
assemblies. 

The belief that the Government should relinquish to the sev- 
eral States its interests in the arid lands is rapidly growing in 
favor with the people throughout the country. Under all the 
circumstances, it will prove the most logical, expeditious, and 
safe way of disposing of the arid-lands question, and relieve the 
Government of this preplexing problem. 

These lands, if ijudiciously handled, contain elementsof value 
that may be used to bring about their reclamation. Without 
control of the lands and the opportunity to hold out better in- 
duc2ments to settlers, the arid States and Territories can not 
thrive. It will require the passage of more liberal land laws. 
Individual enterprise can not command the resources necessary 
to elaborate the great irrigation system, butif the State is given 
control of the lands, a basis is formed upon which funds may be 
raised sufficient to bring about the largest measure of develop- 
ment. 

‘ Upon all Government lands neither municipal nor State taxes 
can be collected, but as fast as these lands can be merged into 
pr.vate ownerships a revenue from taxation follows. So long as 
they remain arid and unreclaimed they constitute a barrier to 
further progress and development. The land may perhaps fur- 
nish free range for corporations engaged in raising cattle, sheep, 
and horses, but for this the Government receives no rental, nor | 
can the States derive any revenue. The stockmen with their 
great herds of cattle and horses have filled a valuable place in 
the development of the West, following as they naturally did, 
the Indians, in the occupation of the country. They have made 
it — for homeseekers to settle upon the public domain, 
and in a great measure have furnished the taxable property 
upon which to found municipal and state governments. I would 
not detract one iota from the value of this industry to the new 
country, but the live-stock-open-range business is necessarily of | 
a temporary character and iscompeiled to seek more remote lo- | 
calities as the plow advances and give way to the cultivated 
fields that follow in its wake. 

There will be more cattle, horses, and sheep in the country in | 

the aggregate, but in smaller holdings and better cared for. It | 
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all cases large individual or corporate holdings of land for sp2cu- 
lative purposes. 

In summing up, Mr. President, this bill provides that all lands 
west of the ninety-ninth meridian and east of the summit of the 
Coast and Cascade ranges of mountains, excluding mineral lands 
and lands embraced in initiated legal claims, shall be granted to 
the States and Territories wherein situate for the purpose of ree- 
lamation upon certain conditions. 

Conditioned, that each State and Territory must first eccept 
the trust and proceed without unnecessary delay to distribute, 
protect, and increase the public waters, prvhibit wasteful ap- 
propriation, and provide for irrigation and reclamation of the 








lands: this in good faith, but only according to financial ability 
of each State. 
If the States do not proceed to the improvement of the lands, 


after ten years such lands may revert to the Government fo. the 
purpose of being reclaimed by the General Government accord- 
ing to the spirit of this act. 

States may sell lands for town-site and right-of-way pur)oses. 

Pasturage lands adjacent to irrigable lands to follow the irri- 
gated lands. 

Commonwealths may mortgage or conditionally sell large 
areas to raise money for irrigation, but for no other purpose, and 
when sale is completed it must be to actual settlers and in smal! 
tracts. 

Only 160 acres of irrigable lands to one party, but addi'ional 
nonirrigable can be owned by same party. 

In addition, a homestead right is protected through the S‘ate 
government. 

Contiguous grazing lands may be apportioned or lease/ vo the 
settler in such manner as the States may decide. 

All reservoir and timber lands to remain State property for the 
common benefit. 

Timber to be protected against fire or ax, but the timber not 
necessary for conservation of snow and water may be disposed of 
by the States as provided. 

Any expense for reclamation incurred on mining lands must 
be refunded by the claimant of mineral lands. 

All unsatisfied soldiers’ claims, land certificates, etc., shall be 
honored. 

All funds from sale, lease of lands, timber, etc., to be used for 
reclamation of lands, but if a residue, it shall be added to the 
permanent school fund. 

Mr. President, I earnestly desire a solution of the arid-lands 
problem. If in the wisdom of my fellow-Senators there is a bet- 
ter plan than the one I have outlined, I will most gladly accept it 

My purpose inintroducing this bill and in calling it up for con- 
siderationis toinvite the widest discussion and the m»st search- 
ing scrutiny of this whole subject. 

The surplus water now rushing past vast territories of drought- 
stricken, thirsty land would be the salvation of thousands of 
acres if diverted and stored near the head waters of streams. 
Now it is left untrammeled to crowd congested creeks and rivers 
at flood time, overflowing and washing through levees and earth- 
works, inflicting incalculable damage to property, South as well 
as North. 

The public forests are annually being destroyed by terrible 
fires. 

Surely the elements, fire and water, have a higher purpose in 
serving the ends of man. Let us hold them both in check. 
Make of cruel masters dutiful servants. Let us as far as possi- 
ble prevent the devastation of our forests by fire, and by this 
means hold back the waters from troublesome overflows. Save 
the water to use in fructifying the mountain valleys and plains 
and bringing forth bountiful crops. 

An eloquent citizen of New England once made the laudable 
boast that not a drop of water in his State ran to the sea with- 
out having its usefulness trebled by being made to turn the 
wheels of industry. 

Inthe arid West every irop of water that flows from the moun- 
tains to the sea that is not utilized for irrigation is like so much 
gold dropped into the bottom of the ocean and irretrievably lost; 
for, if spread upon the soil, water will enhance the value of land 
and create national wealth as surely as does gold taken from the 
mines of the mountains add to the volume of our money. 

The men that have done the most to facilitate progress and 
growth in the world are those who were willing to depart some- 
what from established rules and dogmas, as such restrictions 
grew too narrow, and to accept new and more progressive meth- 


will not be ‘‘ more men and less st2ers,” but more men, more and ods, departing largely or even wholly from established prece- 
| 


better stock and larger revenues. 

The supporters of this bill desire the several States and Ter- 
ritories to make homes for thousands of thriving and prosperous 
people. Upbuilding all the interests, mining, manufacturing, 
and railroad building, as well as agriculture; and preventing in 





dents and practices. 

Then let us enter earnestly into the work of the reclamation 
of arid lands of the United States, and if necessary devise sweep- 
ing and effective legislation upon the subject. 

Our progress must not be impeded. 








Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] ad- 
dressed the Senate upon the objects of this bill on the 8th of last 
month. I was out of the city at the time, but I have read his 
speech with much care, and I desire to thank the Senator for 
his able remarks. I thank him for myself and in behalf of all 
the people throughout the arid region for the interest he has 
taken in the subject of the reclamation of arid lands. I trust 
his interest may never flag and that we may always have the 
benefit of his advice and acknowledged ability. 

I must remind the Senator, however, that in his mild criticism 
of the Committee on Irrigation, where he feels called upon to 
say that ‘‘either appalled by the magnitude of the subject and 
the difficulties encountered in attempting practical legislation, 
or insensible to the urgency for action by Congress, that commit- 
tee has permitted six months of the present session to expire 
without formulating or reporting any measureon the subject,” 
he does, I think, injustice. 

This committee as at presenttonstituted was made a standing 
committee after the,beginning of the present session. Nearly 
all the members of the committee are from among those recently 
elected to this body. But two of the nine members were in the 
Senate at the commencement of the Fifty-first Congress; three 
came in during the Fifty-first Congress, and four members ob- 
tained seats at the commencement of the present session. 

The distinguished Senator from Oregon, chairman of the Com- 
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mittee on Public Lands, has been a member of the Senate since 
March 3, 1883, and yet he felt called upon to say in his speech 
the following: 

The questions are of too much importance to admit of serious mistakes in 
the legislation adopted. But even faulty legislation in the right direction 
would be better than inaction. For some time past this question of what 
should be done by Congress looking to the reclamation of the arid lands has 
been a matter of earnest and careful consideration with me. I have found 
= difficulty in reaching a conclusion as to what the best course is for 

ongress to pursue. If anyone thinks the subject is free from difficulties he 
has much to learn about it. 

And thus, Mr. President, the Senator in making his own ex- 
cuses, provides more than a sufficient excuse, if one be needed, 
for the Irrigation Committee; for after all his able, energetic, 
and tireless public service, rendered during the last nine and a 
half years, he admits that he has not yet reached a conclusion 
as to what is the best course for Congress to pursue. 

The subject is indeed a wide one. I am confident, however, 

| the committee will prove diligent and worthy. 

| Mr. President, unless some other Senator wishes to address 

the Senate upon the bill while it is upon the table, I ask that it 

| be referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, and 
no other Senator desires to speak on the bill, it will be referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 


The bill is so referred. 





d t 
Ps 
a 
# 
J 


cow 
& 








1892. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PLATT. Yesterday upon my motion the Senate dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill (S. 1988) to amend sections 2139, 2140, and 2141 of the 
Revised Statutes touching the sale of intoxicants in the Indian 
country, and for other purposes, and a committee of conference 
was appointed on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. I 
move that the Senate request the recall of the bill from the 
House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced thatthe Presi- 
dent had on the 20th instant approved and signed the following 
acts and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 478) for the relief of Mrs. E. Trask; 

An act (S. 1708) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah J. Waggoner; 

Ax act (S. 2018) granting a pension to Mary E. Law, widow of 
of Capt: Richard L. Law, United States Navy; 

A: act (S. 3201) to provide for holding terms of court in the 
dis rict of Montana; 


A. act (S. 3415) to remove the political disabilities of William | 


S. Walker, of Atlanta, Ga.; and 
A joint resolution (S. R. 46) providing for an investigation 
relative to the ‘‘ slums of cities.” 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7213) to amend an act entitled “‘An act author- 
izing the appointment of receivers of national banks, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 13, 1876, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 9502) to authorize the Trinity River Naviga- 
tion Company to open to navigation the Trinity River in the 
State of Texas, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Commitee on Commerce. 


BULLETINS OF THE AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate and House of Representattves: 
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from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and other resolutions relating to 
the Homestead affair, for the purpose of having themconsidered 
by the Senate and submitting some remarks thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]? 

Mr. ALLEN. Under an arrangement made yesterday Senate 
bill 3056, relating to the Puyallup Indian Reservation lands, 
which is unfinished and was under consideration at that time, 
was to be taken up this morning at the close of the remarks of 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] if they should close 
during the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington object? 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to proceed with that bill to-morrow 
morning, as I would have proceeded this morning had not the 
morning hour been otherwise consumed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington object to the request of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr.CULLOM. I[hopethe Senator from Washington will have 
an opportunity to finish the Puya!lup bill to-morrow. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think I shall feelit m duty, immedi- 
ately after the morning business to-morrow, to move to proceed 
to the consideration of the antioption biil. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires an objection on the 
part of some Senator to the request of the Senator from Kansas 
to prevent the order being made. 

Mr. CULLOM. [object to anything just now. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not propose to interfere with the regular 
order. I propose to make a special order for to-morrow morning 
during the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GEORGE. I object to anything except the regular order, 
the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator 
from Kansas is objected to. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options” and “ fu- 
tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to 





' obtain license, and for other purposes. 


I herewith transmit for the information of Congress a communication | 


from the Secretary of State, forwarding certain bulletins of the American 
Republics. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, July 21, 1892. > 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will, with the accom- 
panying- papers, be referred to the Committees on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought it not to go to the Committee on 
Printing? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] suggested to the Chair that it should go to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and with the order to print. 

Mr. HARRIS. The order is to print the accompanying docu- 
ments as well as the message? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes. The Senator from Ohio ex- 
amined them all. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent that Order of Busi- 
ness 954 may be made a special order for to-morrow morning at 
15 minutes after 12 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pappock in the chair). 
The Senator from Kansas asks that the resolution authorizing 
the appointment of a select committee of seven Senators to in- 
vestigate and report upon the circumstances attending the riots 
at Homestead, Pa., be made the special order for to-morrow at 12 
o’clock and 15 minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. The antioption bill is the unfinished business, 
and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is entitled to the 
- I object to any arrangement which would interfere with 
that. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from Mississippi is 
reminded that the order sought to be made does not interfere 
with the unfinished business. It is for 120’clock and 15 minutes 
to-morrow, which would be before the unfinished business would 
take its place properly before the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is simply during the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr.CALL. I desire tosay thatI have given notice on several 
occasions that when the order of resolutions is reached to-morrow 
morning I shallask leave tocall up the resolution of the Senator 





Mr. WASHBURN. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
has the floor. I ask him to yield for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield? 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to offer an amendment. It is 
not necessary to send it to the desk. I move to strike out all of 
section 12. I understand the Senator from Virginia yesterday 
moved to strike out both sections 12 and 13, so that his motion 
would have preference. I will ask a division of the question 
and a vote on the first part of the amendment striking out sec- 
tion 12. Then I will ask further to amend section 13. 

I desire to state in connection with this motion that it is the 
purpose of everyone who has had anything to do with the prepara- 
tion and formulating of this bill to strike at the great iniquity 
of gambling in agricultural and food products without in any 
way, or certainly just as little as possible, interfering with the 
legitimate commerce and trade of the country. That is the pur- 
pose and desire so far as I know of every friend of thebill. Itis 
certainly mine. I doubtif there is a Senator on this floor who 
could more illy afford to do anything which would interfere with 
the legitimate trade and commerce of this country than myself 
and my constituency. 

[ have never regarded section 12 as essential. It was placed 
in the bill in order to get a clew or cue, whichever you may say, 
in the revenue department to the violation of the act by requir- 
ing every man who proposed to deal in futures, where there was 
actual ownership, to take out a license for $2 and have a record 
kept. It is certainly not a great hardship, but it might prove in 
some cases an annoyance and embarrassment, and as itis not 
vital or really essential to the purpose of the bill, I haye thought 
it wise to strike it out entirely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentof the Senator 
from Minnesota will be received for consideration at the proper 
time. The Senator from Virginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wantit considered now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the Senator from Minnesota amend the 
bill by striking out the twelfth section. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to amend by striking out section 
12. I presume the Senator from Virginia will agree to that, 
and then allow me—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I have already moved to strike out the twelfth 
and thirteenth sections, but Iam not done speaking upon that 
motion merely. 
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Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Minnesota can call for a 
division on the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Very well. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not care to bring up another subject while 
I am on the floor. I am glad to yield to the Senator, however. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I thought it would be well to have it done 
early, so that the Senator from Virginia and every other gentle- 
man who proposes to address himself to the subjectshould know 
what was finally to be the purpose; that was all. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator wants a vote taken now upon 
striking out the twelfth section? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to have the twelfth section 
stricken out, and then we need not discuss a dead horse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Minnesota to call for a division of the question on 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia to strike out sec- 
tions 12 and 13. 

Mr. DANIEL. I would prefer not to be interrupted in my re- 
marks. We can take a vote on the amendment afterwards, and 
I shall vote with the Senator to strike out section 12. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
holds the floor by the courtesy of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly: and if he makes any objection 
I yield the floor and defer it to a later time. 

Mr. DANIEL. Tonly yielded the floor for the Senator from 
Minnesota to offer an amendment which would meet some of the 
objections which have been made. I thought it was a different 
amendment; but no matter what it may be, I only yielded for 
that purpose, not for the purpose of any other proceeding than 
what was then pending. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield further? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Towhom does the Senator from 
Virginia yield. 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DIXON. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to yield tome 
a moment for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DIXON. Isubmit an amendment which I ask to have 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island will be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the s2micolon, in line 
27, page 2, down to and including the word “‘ person,” on page 3, 
in line 40, and insert: 


Nor to any contract or agreement made by or with a 
and deliver at any time, or within any designated period, any of said arti- 
cles for use, consumption, or traffic in his business. occupation, or manu- 
facture, or for the sustenance of himself, his family, guests, servants, ten- 
ants, employés, or domestic animals. 


Mr. DIXON. I shall ask for the adoption of that amend- 


ment. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to inquire whether the bill is now be- 
fore the Senate for the consideration of amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now before the Sen- 
ate, and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is entitled to 
the floor. He yielded to the Senator from Minnesota, who pro- 
posed an amendment. The Senator from Minnesota yielded to 
the Senator from Rhode Island, who has proposed an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I desire to know is whether the billis 
now under that consideration which makes amendmentsand vot- 
ing. on amendments in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Subject tothe will of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia, who holds the floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point I desire to make is this: Striking 
out the twelfth section, as is suggested, without debate or with- 
out consideration, does not get rid of the twelfth section. The 
bill comes here from the House of Representatives with the 
twelfth section init. It is not entirely within the power of any 
one Senator orof the Senate tocontrol the bill,and Senators may 
want to discuss the bill as it comes from the other House on its 
provisions as well as on the line of the amendments that may be 
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Llinois? 


person to furnish 
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Mr. CULLOM. I wish to make a suggestion. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator from New York had given 
me attention he would understand that I have not pressed the 
question of avote upon the amendment. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia very courteously and kindly yielded to me in order to offer 
an amendment. He does not desire that a vote shall be taken 
on the amendment and of course I shall not press it. 

Mr. GRAY. If any other Senator did not desire it, he would 
have the same right to object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. I do not want to press the 
amendment to a vote now. ‘ 

Mr.GRAY. Any amendment is open to discussion by the 
whole Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. What I desire to say is this—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yiel! to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; for an explanation. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that I think it is en- 
tirely proper and competent for any Senator who has an amend- 
ment to offer to the bill at any time during its consideration to 
offer it—— 

Mr. GEORGE, Except when somebody is speaking. 

Mr. CULLOM. But during the general discussion it seems to 
me that the better way is when such amendments are offered to 
allow them to ba printel and lie upon the table until the Senate 
ta!ces up the bill for consideration section by section. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER. The Chair does not think that 
the stage of consideration has been reached when amendments 
can properly be voted upon. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Now I desire to offer an amendment to 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia is 
entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Minne- 
sota: 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course, I yield for the purpose of allowing 
an amendment to be offered. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
a oered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Drxon}. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be received and read for information. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the amendment of Mr. 
DIXON the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That such contract or agreement shall not be made in 
or upon any board of trade, produce, cotton, hops, merchants’, or other ex- 
change, or other commercial association, or in any place or upon any prem- 
ises where price quotations of said articles are announced, bulletined, or 
published, nor be subject tothe rules or regulationsof said board, exchange, 
or other commercial association. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will lie on the table for consideration hereafter. The Sen- 
ator from Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I do not believe that one man 
ought ever to be taxed for another man’s benefit, or that any one 
class of people should be taxed for the benefit of another class. 
I am no devotee of the gospel of taxation as a cure-all for any of 
the ills to which society is liable. 

REVENUE THE RIGHT OBJECT OF TAXATION. 

It looks to me quite anomalous, strange, and almost unaccount- 
able that at a time when great bodies of the American people 
are moving impressively and solemnly to bring taxation within 
the lines of its legitimate purposes, and when a great party has 
proclaimed its doctrine that taxation should be levied for reve- 
nue only, we should see members of that party and persons who 
have professed that doctrine allying themselves with a so-called 
tax measure which is for everything else but revenue. 

This contradiction can only be accounted for upon the different 
way in which we approach questions when our interests seem to 
us to lie in different directions. It is imagined by certain per- 
sons that the power of the Government to levy customs and im- 
posts may be so exercised as to benefit certain classes of manu- 
facturers, and hence they vote to deflect them from their normal 
and legitimate ends to incidental and to direct measures of per- 
sonal and sectional gain. They are opposed by those whodo not 
find their interests identical. 

But here on a question of internal-revenue taxation, where 
the powers of Congress are less ample than they are with refer- 
ence to foreign taxation, we find good men, and hcenorable and 
intelligent men, who have combated one ill with a constitutional 
doctrine, immediately turning around and applying that abhorred 
doctrine to subserve purposes which they conceive will benefit 
their sections, or their people, or improve public morals, or do 
some other benefaction to society at large. 

OUR POWERS IN REFERENCE TO EXCISE NARROWER THAN THOSE IN REE- 
ERENCE TO CUSTOMS AND IMPOSTS. 


Mr. President, our powers with reference to excise or in- 
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ternal taxation are not so large as they are with reference to | them, which extend this elass of exceptionalcases. But the very 


the taxation of importation. Congress has two powers with 
reference to foreign importation. It has a right to regulate 
commerce, and it has a right to tax for revenue. If it may tax 
and if it may regulate commerce, may it not pe er ee apply 
the tax as one of the methods of commercial regulation? Ido 
not say that it can, but I do say that there is a broader base for 
the contention and a more plausible argument for the view that 
the taxation of foreign commerce may be for other purposes than 
revenue than there is for the idea that a local excise tax may be 
for a different purpose than revenue. 
THIS BILL A HARSH MEASURE. 

Mr. President, I have discussed in some measure the general 
principle of the pending bill. I propose now to call attention to 
some of its details. Apart from its object it appears to me to be 
an exceedingly harsh measure. It visits very heavy penalties. 
It puts very great restrictions upon the internal commerce of 
the country, upon that portion of if which is considered by its 
patrons to be legitimate as well as upon that portion which is 
considered to be illegitimate. 


DETAILS OF THE BILL—OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


The first section of this bill defines options for the purposes 
of this act. It declares that: 


The word “options” shall be understood to mean any contract or agree- 
ment whereby a party thereto, or any party for whom or in wh half 
such contract or eement is made, acquires the right or privileg ut is 
not thereby obligated, to deliver to another or others, at a future time or 
within a designated period, any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of 
this act. 


The articles mentioned in section 3 are cotton, hops, wheat, 
corn, oats, rye, barley, pork, lard, and bacon. 
Then the second section defines futures, as follows: 


That for the purposes of this act the word “futures * shall be understood to 
mean any contract or agreement whereby a party contracts or agrees to sell 
and deliver to another or others ata future time, or within adesignated period, 
any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act, when at the time of mak- 
ing such contract or agreement the party so contracting or agreeing to sell 
and make such delivery, or the party for whom he acts as agent, broker, or 
employé in making such contract or eement, is not the owner of the arti- 
cle or articles so contracted or agreed to be sold and delivered, or has not 
theretofore acquired by purchase, and is not thenentitled to the right tothe 
future possession of such article or articles under and by virtue of a contract 
or ment for the sale and future delivery thereof previously made by 
the owner thereof. 


LEGITIMATE TRANSACTIONS OF FUTURE DELIVERY. 


Now, Mr. President, in respect to “ future” contract that is 
here mentioned, many transactions may exist under that head- 
ing which are perfectly proper and legitimate, and which are 
daily exercised in the wholesale walks of trade. Many a man 
goes through town and country and takes orders with a view to 
himself purchasing goods which he will deliver thereafter, pro- 
vided he gets the orders; and an infinite number of wholesome, 
regular, and orderly transactions of trade, not onl 
tural products but in all the necessaries of life, which society de- 
sires are thus purchased and are thus delivered in an economical 
manner. 

Mr. President, there are excepted from the operations of this 
definition of options and the interdict of them certain classes of 
transactions: 
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in agricul- | 


1. It is provided that this act shall not apply to any contract | 


or agreement for the future delivery of any of said articles made 
for and in behalf of the United States, or any State, Territory, 
county, or municipality, with the duly authorized officers or 
agents thereof; 


2. Nor to any contract or agreement made by any farmer or | if they were deeds for the transfer of land. 


planter for the sale and delivery at a future time, or within a 
designated period, of said articles belonging to said farmer or 


insertion of so or! exceptional cases in this act recognizes the 
fact that in the daily transactions of human life, permeating the 
marts of business all over this land, such transactions as these 
that are interdicted here are legitimate and wholesome, and that 
they are according to the manners and customs of trade. 

THE TAXES IMPOSED. 

As to the transactions which it is intended by this bill to pre- 
serve within interdict of the law, here is the method of dealing 
with them. It is provided: 

Sc. 4. That special taxes are imposed as follows: Every dealerin ‘“o 
tions” or “futures” as hereinbefore defined in this act. shall pa amenity 
the sum of $1,000 as a license fee for conducting such business, and shall also 
pay the further sum of 5cents per pound for each and every pound of raw 
or unmanufactured cotton, hops, pork, lard, or bacon; and the sum of 
20 cents per bushel for each and every bushel of any of the other articles 
mentioned in section 3 of this act, the right or privilege of delivering which 
to another or others at a future time, or within a designated period, may 
be acquired by such dealer in his own behalf or in behalf of another or 
others under any “options” contract or agreement as defined by section 1 
of this act, or under any ‘“‘futures”’ contract or agreement as defined in sec- 
tion 2 of this act, or under any transferor assignment of any such ‘“‘ options” 
or “‘futures,”’ contract or agreement. 

This means that $1,000 as a license tax, to start with, 5 cents 
per pound, and 20 cents per bushel are to be required to be paid 

y him to the collector of internal revenue as the foundation of 
his license to negotiate such transactions. 

WHO IS A DEALER. 

Then, Mr. President, in this same fourth section is defined 
who is to be regarded as a dealer in options or futures: 

Every person, association, copartnership, or corporation who shall in 
their own behalf, or as agent, broker, or employé of another or others, deal 
in ‘‘options ’ or make any ‘“‘options’’ contract or agreement as hereinbefore 
defined, or make any transfer or assignment of any such ‘“options’’ con- 
tract or agreement, shall be deemed a dealer in options. 

That is to say, a single transaction makes a man, according to 
this bill, the proprietor of a business. Any man upon the way- 
side, in the country, or in a town, who may have no idea of pros- 
ecuting any such business as this, but who incidentally, by the 
way, may have a single transaction of the kind denominated in 
this act, is to be dealt with as a dealer and a business man as 
much as if he were a broker with an office upon the street or a 
member of the stock exchange. 

REQUIREMENTS MADE OF THE “DEALER.” AND OTHER EXACTIONS. 

Then, section 5, Mr. President, goes on to provide how the 
dealer shall make application for a license to the collector of in- 
ternal revenue, either to practice or to transfer any such con- 
tract of which he shall be in ssession, the tax that he shall 
pay, the bond of $40,000 which he shall give with two or more 
sureties satisfactory to the collector, conditioned that the obligor 
shall pay or cause to be paid the tax or taxes herein provided. 

Then section 6 goes on to provide for a book which the collector 
shall keep in his office. in which shall be registered a copy of 
each and every application made to him for a license. 

Then section 7 provides that every options or futures contract 
or agreement shall be signed in duplicate by the parties; that it 
shall state in explicit terms the time when the right or privilege 
of delivering the article shall expire: that it shall state in ex- 
= terms, if it be a future contract, the date at which or the 

ast day of the period within which the article or articles therein 
contracted or agreed to be sold shall be delivered—initiating a 
new principle of law as to commercial transactions which from 
the foundation of this country to the present time have existed 


| and been conducted by word of mouth; that contracts shall be in 


planter at the time of making such contract or agreement, and | 
which have been grown or produced, or at said time are in the | 


act or course of growth or production, on land owned or occupied 
by such farmer or planter; 

3. Nor to any contract or agreement made with any farmer or 
lanter to furnish and deliver to such farmer or planter at a 
uture time, or within a designated period, any of said articles 

which are required as food, forage, or seed by such farmer or 
planter, his tenants, or employés; 

4. Nor to any contract or agreement made with any retail 
dealer to furnish and deliver to such retail dealer at a future 
time, or within a designated period, any of said articles for use 
in his trade or business as pad retail dealer; 

5. Nor to any contract or agreement made with any person to 
furnish and deliver to such person at a future time, or within a 
designated period, any of such articles which are purchased for 
the consumption of such person, his family, guests, servants, or 
employés, or of any domestic animal or animals belonging tosuch 
person. 

Certain amendments have been offered, the full scope and ef- 
fect of which Icould not catch from the momentary reading of 





| it, shall, besides 


duplicate and that they shall be registered with a collector, as 


Then the dealer himself is required by section 8 to keep a book, 
the man who has a certain transaction of the interdicted kind. 

Then by section 9 it is provided for a weekly report of the 
transactions, with a mutiplicity of small and intricate provisions. 

It is also provided by section 9 that the person making any 


| such contract or assignment in his own behaif, or in behalf of 


another, shall, in addition to the taxes imposed by way of license, 
pay the collector the sum of $2 as a registry fee for each and 
every such option or future centract that he enters into. 

HARSH PENALTIES. 

Then we come to section 10, which is a section of penalties. It 
provides that every person who shall violate any provision of this 
act, or refuse to pay the license or registry fees provided for by 
sing liable for the amount of the tax or taxes 
prescribed, pay a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $20,- 
000, or be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than ten 
years, or be subject to both such fine and imprisonment. 

From whatcode of penal statutes, Mr. President, does this free 
American Republic gather the idea of piling up fines and im- 
prisonments upon trivial transactions which are acknowledged 
in the body of the act to be legitimate and which are licensed by 
the Government and favored by its patronizing power. 
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SECTION 12 REQUIRING LICENSE TO SELL, ONE’S OWN PROPERTY. 
Then, Mr. President, we come, through section 11, to section 
12. I am glad that those who have opposed this bill have made 
an impression upon its patrons—who now seem willing that sec- 
tion 12 be stricken out. Thisis abill of sixteen sections. Three- 
fourths of these sections, or eleven of them, are directed towards 
transactions which are denominated to be hurtful to trade. 
The spirit and animus of this bill are disclosed by the language 
of section 12 and of section 13, which follows it: 


Src. 12. That every person, association, copartnership, or corporation, ex- 
cept as hereinbefore provided in section 2— 


I have read the exceptions provided in section 2— 
who shall make any contract or agreement for the sale of any of the articles 
mentioned in section 3 of this act and requiring the delivery of such article 
su tuent tothe date on which such contractor agreement is made, and who, 
atthe of making thereof, is the owner and entitled to the possession of 
the article or articles which are the subject of, embraced in, or covered by 
Such contract— 

Must apply for a license, must put himself under the police 
power of the internal revenue, must come under the penalties 
of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000 if he does not keepa 
book entering up all of his transactions. 

NO DENOUNCEMENT OF CORNERS. 

Now, Mr. President, I would ask that it be noticed that the 
most mischievous of all the transactions from which the farmers 
conceive that they suffer are not at all interdicted by this act. The 
engrossment of the market by the purchase of large quantities 
of grain and holding it in elevators; the cornering of the mar- 
ket by a few = ists who combine and form themselves into 
a powerful syndicate so that they can rush that accumulated 
body of grain out upon the market at any time in order to affect 
its price; these are the great and overshadowing evils that affect 
these legitimate transactions in the market. Those are not 
aimed at by this bill. 

Those practices are not in any way sought to be prevented. 
On the contrary, under the machinery of this bill, under the 
designation of the twelfth section, every man in the country who 
is selling his own grain in his own barn or in his own field the 
dealers in corners would be enabled tospoteverywhere as acom- 
petitor or rival with their transactions; they would have the 
Government of the United States joining in partnership with 
them to enable them to engross the market and to affect prices 
in a much more effective manner than they can under any ex- 
isting status of things. 

T am glad to hear from the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. WASH- 
BURN] that he is willing and unites in the motion to have this 
twelfth section struck out. When that section is struck out it 
will also be necessary to strike out certain portions of the thir- 
teenth section which are coupled with it, for that section goes 
on to provide, on page 16 of the bill, that— 


Whenever any contract or agreement for the sale and future delivery of any 
of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act shall be made, and the mak- 
ing thereof shall not be reported to the collector of internal revenue, either 
as required by section 9 or as required by section 12 of this act— 


Then certain ponalties and forfeitures are provided. There- 
fore I call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota to the 
fact that these words in section 13 that refer back to section 12 
should also be stricken out with it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Virginia whether that suggestion does not apply 
equally to the prior sections? It seems tome the provision 
would apply equally. I will think it over. 

Mr. DANIEL. hether it is struck out with reference to 
other sections or not, it ought not to refer to section 12 after 
section 12 has ceased to exist. That is a mere formal amend- 
ment. 

THE BILL AN ABUSE OF TAXING POWER—THE TAX ON STATE BANKS OF ISSUE. 

Now, Mr. President, in brief, with reference-to this bill, I re- 
gard it as an abuse of the power of taxation, and in connection 
with it I have offered an amendment, which I shall ask to be 
considered at the proper time, to relieve our statutes of another 
abuse of the power of Federal taxation; I mean that provision 
which has been upon our statute books for over a quarter of a 
century, which imposes a tax of 10 per cent upon the circulation 
and issues of State banks. 

FINANCIAL CONDITION OF THE SOUTH. 

Mr. President, I hope Senators who consider these amend- 
ments will not judge of the propriety or policy of its adoption 
solely by their own surroundings. Those of us who represent 
States lying south of Mason and Dixon’s line are in a very dif- 
ferent commercial and agricultural situation from that of either 
the North or the West, and I ask them, even if theyshould have 
some prejudice against any return to the old system of State 
ore which we had before the war, to consider this matter 
in the light of our situation and to overcome, if they can, any 
prejudice which they may have against it when they themselves 
do not feel the stress of circumstances which on our part calls 
for its repeal. 


THE UNEVEN DISTRIBUTION OF LOANABLE FUNDS. 


I have a table before me, Mr. President, which appears in the 
report of the Comptroller of the Currency for 1891, It is a re- 
port which shows the aggregate capital, surplus, undivided 
profits, and individual deposits of national and State banks, loan 
and trust companies, savings and private banks in the United 
States on June 30, 1891. 

It also shows the average per capita of these resources in each 
of the States mentioned. Beginning with the New England 
States, we find that in Maine the total available loaning capital 
in the various banks and trust companies is $81,000,000, or a per 
capita of $122.55; that in New Hampshire there is a per capita 
of $253; in Vermont a per capita of $123; in Massachusetts, $323; 
Rhode Island, $361; Connecticut, $261; New York, $272; Pennsyl- 
vania, $101; California, $218, and so on. 

But when you come to the Southern States you find that the 
per capita of available and loanable capital, instead of running 
up into the hundreds of millions, is down, away down, in some 
cases not one-tenth or one-twelfth of what it is in these other 
communities. For instance, I find that in my own State, of Vir- 
ginia, the total loanable capital is $42,000,000, or a per capita of 
$25; that in the State of West Virginia the per capita is $18.26; 
in North Carolina it is only $6.47; in the State of Alabama it is 
$9.69; in ee $8.98; in Arkansas, $6.55; Georgia, 12.14, 
and in almost all of the Southern States it bears a very insig- 
nificant ee to whatit does in the Northern and Western 
States which have had the advantages of many circumstances 
that it is needless for me to go into details to relate. , 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would ask the Senator from Virginia 
whether he does not intend to incorporate that table with his 
remarks? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly; I desire that the entire table should 
ongesr in my remarks. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). It 
will be so ordered unless objection be made. The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The table referred to is as follows: 





















Popula- All banks. 
States and Territories. want. Aver- 
1891. Capital, etc. | age per 
capita. 
i snd edi ctly a ceiidbikete cthakssetiind 663, 000 $81, 253,068 | $122.55 
ee TERNS on cnc cctacqnpudsneutnihiing 379, 000 96, 225, 832 253. 89 
TE Tio, ti nine callin gadis isan thd diya he el 333, 000 40, 981, 914 123. 07 
OUND. «big ceekig asetindags dadeapon 2, 299, 000 742, 651, 224 323. 02 
Rhode Island 352, 000 127, 126, 389 361. 15 
CORREO si. on nttininincninnant’ 764, 000 199, 953, 331 261.72 
DEE naninn aden peinatognadin 6,110,000 | 1, 663,604,193 | 272.27 
I Eo siccnccengtscdsetsbbacas sues cnae 1, 484, 000 119, 766, 799 80, 70 
ennsy! 5, 382, 000 546, 267, 053 101.50 
DE 650 cintntpctivhwastindiebedthecneod 170, 000 14, 886, 050 87.56 
EE ce nnith pk alinns antiediminsamanasinenel 1, 048, 000 101, 096, 200 96. 46 
District of Columbia ....................... 236, 000 20, 146, 171 85, 37 
NN ik ck Lintdd cette 1,670, 000 42,131,055} 25.23 
RE He in a vaccunmesinae Ganeciues 773, 000 14, 113, 894 18. 26 
I CN i Binds scnmmibeesu neil 1, 638, 000 10, 602, 746 6. 47 
NN SRD alan cierpieu <iphnioe-intss 6 Saket 1, 165, 000 14, 556, 233 12. 49 
in ldecg bobd wits chmaited oneidcicaipea 1, 867,000 22, 682, 049 12.14 
Uae edhses sc nctebaslaadukdncs cuseshan 405, 000 8, 485, 786 20. 95 
Alabama....- spainihisiiton into nicein oth tin ei 1, 5388, 000 14, 900, 568 9. 69 
EE sc Link dadibah iacacackesoc bbtleuing h 1, 309, 000 11, 754, 338 8.98 
ED wibiswntis 6 cyoanche chubbetvadsdbedin 1, 137, 000 35, 138, 019 30. 90 
PD ridnds cndatneobe ampluencginne todiinben ad 2, 304, 000 65, 070, 737 28. 24 
thats >tnnaopunitdinadépneteaiihinne 1, 161, 000 7, 607, 971 6. 55 
DEE ibos ahs onhhatinsohentnatencsak dent 1, 870, 000 86, 078, 682 46. 03 
ER nha viiummnascabetts dis tecsdencen 1, 773, 000 42, 603, 237 24. 03 
SE irdite bath hentia th boot papsaelnnhbse pinning 3, 720, 000 220, 297, 991 59. 22 
SIDS hitinitiinennetnewentindienibiihetmuiainenntl 2, 213, 000 71, 753, 885 43. 42 
ED oithiins cies wtidnetneghosadd teeta deaie 3, 899, 000 271, 513, 188 69. 61 
eR iiedbnninidactedontins Gah inccedue 2, 139, 000 124, 332, 290 58.12 
WR iiccvecanediacsuubetesidiliiecpina iad 1, 728, 000 91, 828, 490 53.14 
RE ickitinsanene tines hati inden schiaaen ah tlhe mabeiiel 1, 935, 000 111, 981, 211 58. 87 
INE. 0 sins vi edhe cannadedebeksauhheter 1, 360, 000 102, 482, 170 75. 35 
NONE 50.55 wesc ibid Scctndaiesscuksbicabuad 2,734, 000 164, 047, 645 60.00 
IN Ss tt cin cccmistiihalng 1, 448, 000 53, 896, 588 37. 22 
OE a or | 1,148,000 69, 333, 620 60. 39 
(| OSS ARR EPS Re 440, 000 40, 480, 878 92. 00 
OU 65 acd. Wie w cSlns cid beeing dione bbe oe j 44, 000 1,176,791 26.75 
CRIED i is hited nc oink hncdétntees vache 1, 214, 000 271, 189, 235 213. 00 
CRITI ilies diana nietlnniinentineninicneediaieiinitina te 333, 000 17, 878, 204 53. 69 
I ines Rages ch bein «oo aut Gaatet 61, 000 1, 272, 356 20. 86 
| RES RE 193, 000 8, 985, 308 46. 56 
SR DOA oii ddiviccvkncnds cc cconqswids 341, 000 11, 669, 101 34, 22 
ID Accnnnetadaniinin dnamghahinns venewaiind } 93, 000 2, 588, 258 27.83 
SIT icin abana tibian we mennnen od hteniteage 145, 000 20, 277, 490 139, 85 
BOR Se vidninicinatcavon anes yicvestaeanie i 157, 000 4, 415, 963 28.12 
PEER PERE EEE <2 once ndnnuiccndagotheusads | 181, 300 282, 954 1.56 
IID, ain ciaienuthedhtnie bipatenamiomege ianmeieds i 115, 000 480, 347 4.18 
lint tren acin tind oc tagaiies ace | 214,000 15, 358, 062 71.77 
WONG, «dbus dics cenendbedanevedaut 375, 000 27,859, 317 74. 29 
TRI fb sitinnk s <ectn shines ebuaeassnied 66, 000 | 5, 373, 750 81. 42 
IEE 1s” ns ancentecite ins coe ee 64, 156,300 | 5,840, 438, 191 91. 03 


THE OBJECT OF TAXING STATE BANKS EFFECTED AND NOW OBSOLETE. 
Mr. DANIEL. Now, I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate in that connection to another fact, and that is this: That the 
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entire object which was sought to be effectuated by the levy of 
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It appears from this table that the national-banking circulation 





the 10 per cent on the issues of State banks has been attained | was at its maximum in the year 1882, and that it then amounted 


and has ceased to exist. Lord Coke used to say that, ‘‘ Ceasing 
the reason, the law ceases.” If this were a common-law matter 
with which we dealt, the effecting of the object would render 
obsolete the means by which it was attained. But this is a stat- 
ute, an obsolete and ancient statute put upon our books to attain 
a certain purpose, which has been attained, and being no longer 
essential, as a matter of public policy it is but logically right 
that it should cease to be. 
NO BANKS OF ISSUE NOW EXTANT IN SUFFICIENCY. 


In addition to the paucity of currency in the Southern section 
of our country is the fact that it is impossible for thatsection or 
for any section under existing conditions to procure a sufficiency 
of currency, whatever might be their capital or resources, through 
the banking system which the United States Government insti- 
tuted to take the place of State banks. 

HOW NATIONAL-BANK CURRENCY IS RETIRING. 


In this connection, Mr. President, I will refer toanother page 
in the report of the Comptroller of the Currency in which he has 
exhibited in a table how the currency of the national-banking 
organizations is being withdrawn and retired from circulation. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

Decrease of national-bank circulation during each of the years ended October 31, 


Srom 1854 to 1891, inclusive, and the amount of lawful money on deposit at 
the end of each year. 


October, 1882 
National-bank notes outstanding October 31, 1883, in- 


cluding notes of national gold banks.............-.. 
Less lawful money on deposit at same date, includ- 


$362, 889. 134 


$352, 013, 787 


ing deposits of national gold banks-.........-...---- 35, 993, 461 
————_ 316, 020, 326 
National-bank notes outstanding October 31, 1884, in- 
cluding notes of national gold banks.............-.. 333, 559, 813 
Less lawful money on deposit at same date, includ- 
ing deposits of national gold banks..............-..-. 41,710, 163 


291, 849, 650 
Ne te a hese cai See 24, 170, 676 
Net outstanding as above, October 31, 1884_.................-...-.. 291, 849, 650 
National-bank notes outstanding October 31, 1885, in- . “ 
15, 847, 16 


cluding notes of national gold banks................ 
Less lawful money on deposit at same date, includ- 
39, 542, 979 
276, 304, 189 


ing deposits of national gold banks ................- 
WS Cee OF COROT ANIINE  o wisic 0 5 ccc cdcdnnnse decauéescdces 15, 545, 461 
Net outstanding as above, October 31, 1885__................-....-. 276, 304, 189 
National-bank notes outstand October 31, 1886, in- 


Net decrease of circulation 


















































cluding notes of national gold banks-......-.....-.... 301, 529, 889 
Less lawful money on deposit at same date, includ- 
ing deposits of national gold banks................ 81, 819, 233 
—_———_ 219, 710, 656 
Wet Goearenee 06 CITCWINGIOR 6 cccwnccsidcnctncniecnastecsscsdece 56, 593, 533 
Net outstanding as above, October 21, 1886 ......-........---..-... “$219, 710, 656 
National-bank notes outstanding October 31, 1887, in- 
cluding notes of national gold banks............--.. $272, O41, 203 
Less lawful money on deposit at same date, includ- 
ing deposits of national gold banks --................ 102, 826, 136 
—--- 169, 215, 067 
wc acuadusscnge 50, 495, 589 
Net outstanding as above, October 31, 1887 _...-................... 169, 215, 067 
National-bank notes outstanding October 31, 1888, in- 
cluding notes of national gold banks................ 239, 385, 237 
Less lawful money on deposit at same date, includ- 
ing deposits of national gold banks -................ 87,018, 909 
152, 366, 328 
TERS Becreass OF CCUIATION onan cc siinnik cb clnewccedeccs cannteed 16, 848, 739 
Net outstanding as above, October 31, 1888.._.._.................-- "152, 366, 328 
National-bank notes outstanding October 31, 1889, in- 
cluding notes of national gold banks._...........-.. 202, 023, 415 
Less lawful money on deposit at same date, includ- 
ing deposits of national gold banks ................. 71, 816, 130 
———_ 130, 207, 285 
Wet decrease of cironilation: ... 2... 5... 6. cncssnsscc ese. 2s ieee 22, 159, 043 
Net outstanding as above, October 31, 1889__...-.-.-............... 130, 207, 285 
National-bank notes outstanding October 31, 1890, in- 
cluding notes of national gold banks ................ 179, 755, 643 
Less lawful money on deposit at same date, includ- 
ing deposits of national gold banks ................- 54, 796, 907 | 
——————_ 124, 958, 736 | 
NOt Cecreete OF CIFCHIAUION < onocicnns cece cccaccccccceccoccccese 5, 248, 549 | 
—_ — 
Net outstanding as above, October 31, 1890__..............-.-..2.. 124, 958, 736 
National bank notes outstanding October 31, 1891, 
including notes of national gold banks.........._. 72, 184, 558 
Less lawful money on deposit at same date, includ- 
ing deposits of national gold banks................ , 430, 721 
136, 753, 837 
Net increase of circulation.....................-.--...-..---- 11,795, 101 


The gross decrease of circulation, including the notes of gold banks and 
those of failed and liquidating associations, was #7,571,085. 


to the large volume of $362,889,134. The next year, 1883, it had 
sunk to $352,000,000 and some odd; that is to say, it had goneout 
of circulation at the rate of $1,000,000 per month. In the year 
1884 the net decrease of circulation was over $24,000,000; in the 
year 1885 it was $56,000,000 in that single year; in the year 1886 
it was $50,000,000; in the year 1887 it was$16,000,000; in the year 
1888 it was $22,000,000; in the year 1889 it was $5,000,000, and in 
the year 1891 it was $11,795,000. 

Mr. President, the national bank has well nigh fulfilled its 
function as a bank of issue. It is going out of existence ex ne- 
cessitate rei. It can not be prolonged, because the Government 
is paying off at the rate of $100,000,000 a year the bonds upon 
which this circulation is based. ‘The time is ripe and the hour 
has come when the Government ought to restore the rights of 
the States to use such financial facilities as they can themselves 
invent for purposes of domestic use. 

AGENCIES OF GOVERNMENT SHOULD NOT BE TAXED. 

Mr. President, it was many years ago decided by the Supreme 
Courtofthe United States in the famouns constitutional case of 
McCullough vs. Maryland thatit was not within the power of State 
governments to tax the Govermental agencies of the federal Gov- 
ernment. The converse of that proposition would seem to be a 
logical legal sequence; that it isnot within the power of the Fed- 
eral Government to tax the local agencies of the State govern- 
ments. 

Also, Mr. President, it was long ago decided, in the cas> of 
Briscoe vs. The Commonwealth of Kentucky (11 Peters’s Reports, 
257), that State banks were the agencies of State governments; 
that their circulating notes, which were not legal tender, were 
not bills of credit; and that they were the appropriate financial 
agencies of the State. 

DECISION OF UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. 

Notwithstanding that comity would seem to have required a 
decision from the Supreme Court of the United States against 
any tax upon the circulation of State banks, it did transpire that 
that court did hold that it was constitutional to levy this tax of 
10 per cent. It is proper, however, to call attention to the cir- 
cumstances under which that tax was levied and under which 
this decision was made. It is proper also to call attention to the 
rationale of the decision, and to show that it rested upon neces- 
sity and exigency of war. 

TWO HUNDRED MILLIONS OF STATE CURRENCY DESTROYED. 

In the year 1860, when our civil war began, there was in the 
United States $202,205,000 provided by the banks of the various 
States of the Union as acirculating medium. In the State of 
Virginia alone, under the operations of the banking system, 
which was based upon specie, the strongest and best of any 
financial foundation, there was in circulation $12,000,000 of State 
currency, and good names could get loans and discounts at the 
rate of 6 per cent. In Virginia the amount invested in State 
banks was $15,000,000, and the State itself derived from interest 
in State banks, by way of dividends and bonuses, an annual reve- 
nue of $368,853.42. 

Pending the war the national-banking system had sprung up, 
and with it there came a certain sense of jealousy, perhaps not al- 
together resting in pecuniary rivalry, but one inherent in the 
then condition of affairs, against State banks, which competed 
with them for popular favor. 

On the 30th of June, 1864, in the third year of the war, Con- 
gress first inaugurated this policy of taxing State institutions. 
Jt then provided a tax of 1 per cent upon the circulation of State 
banks, payable in installments of one-twelfth of 1 per cent per 
month. This measure was not designed to be, any more than 
the one that is now under discussion, as a bona tide revenue 
measure. This measure of 1864 was a *‘ fishing ” law, a feeler, to 
ascertain the condition of the State banks, to find out the mag- 
nitude of their transactions, and to pioneer the way towards 
their destruction. 

It can not be doubted— 

Said Chief Justice Chase, who at that time was Mr. Lincoln’s 
Secretary of the Treasury— 

That the object of this provision was to inform the proper authorities of 
the exact amount of paper money incirculation with a view to its regulation 


| by law. 


STATE BANKS TAXED TO BUILD UP NATIONAL BANKS. 


The war ended. Its beginning had found the Federal Govern- 
ment with a debt of only $65,500,000. At its close an immense 
debt of $2,845,000,000 had been piled up, as reported on the Ist 
of August, 1865, and the Treasury had to provide the proper re- 
sources to meet it. 

With a view to building up the credit of the Government and 
with a view to strengthening the national banks, which had then 
become the great national agenciesof finance, on March 3, 1865, 
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when the end of the war had been well nigh attained, the fol- 
lowing enactment passed Congress: 

That every national banking association, State bank, or State banking as- 
sociation, shall pay a tax of 10 per cent on the amount of notes of any State 
bank or State banking association paid out after the first day of July, 1866. 

An amendment of more extended application, adopted July 13, 
1886, still remains upon the statute books. 

Now, Mr. President, we see, if we examine the reports of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, how rapidly this resulted in the 
utter destruction of State banks and in the elimination from the 
local currency of the people of over $200,000,000 of their currency, 
more than the national banks now issue for this great nation of 
65,000,000 of people. 

The tax on circulation for a series of years, from 1864 to 1877, 
I have in a table before me. 

It was over $2,000,000 in 1864. In 1877 it had dwindled down 
to $5,000. The State banks then had been completely over- 
whelmed and had become extinct, and this great body of $2,000,- 
000 of currency had been destroyed. 

JUSTICE NELSON’S VIEWS. 

Mr. President, as to the constitutionality of this act I shall not 
go into the intricacies of that discussion now, except to say this: 
That if it be a constitutional ag to tax any of the agencies of 
the States, it is an extremely delicate power, and one which 
should only be exercised under extreme exigencies. Judge Nel- 
son, in the case of Veazy Bank vs. Fenno, reported in 8 Wallace, 
says on this subject: 

This taxation of the powers and faculties of the State government, which 
are essential to their sovereignty and to the efficient and independent man- 
agement and administration of their internal affairs, is for the first time ad- 
vanced as an attribute of Federal authority. It finds no support or counte- 
nance in the early history of the Government or in the opinions of illustri- 
ous statesmen who founded it. These statesmen scrupulously abstained 
from any encroachment upon the reserved rights of the States; and within 
these limits sustained and supported these sovereign States. 

NECESSITY THE ONLY JUSTIFICATION OF THE TAX. 

When the Chief Justice had delivered the opinion in that case 
he predicated his opinion upon the idea which in his mind no 
doubt was the main and moving inducement to the judgment 
which he rendered. He said: 

The necessity of adequate provision for the financial exigencies create 1 by 
the rebellion— 

Was what led to the adoption of this provision of the statutes. 

Now, Mr. President, Chief Justice Chase was a great and 
learned man. When he was Secretary of the Treasury he in- 
dorsed the greenback issue. When he Cooma a judge, no longer 
under the impulse of the exigency which had actuated him as 
Secretary, but in calmer and in more reflective moments, he 
himself held that legal-tender provision of those notes to be un- 
constitutional. It isnot improbable that had this act never been 
passed upon by the Supreme Court until we passed out of the 
atmosphere of the times which engendered it, and when return- 
ing justice had an opportunity to lift aloft its scale, that body 
would have rendered a different decision and would have con- 
curred with the dissenting judges who so clearly and powerfully 
illustrated the impolicy and obnoxious spirit of this enactment. 

REASONS FOR THE REPEAL OF THE TAX. 


But whether we have the power to preserve this statute upon 
our statute books or not, this remains clear to every mind: 

First, it is no longer a source of revenue. The State banks 
are the fountain withered and dried up. They pay not a dollar 
into the Treasury under that enactment, and as a revenue meas- 
ure they can find no element of justification. 

Secondly, the necessity which spurred the Government to 
this act—a necessity which I do not mean to deprecate, for I re- 
alize that a great government in a great stress will often go 
towards results without time or patience to investigate nicely the 
— 7 attain them. That necessity is ended—it has long ago 
expired. 

Thirdly, a national bank which was built up to substitute the 
State bank is itself going out, and the fact of the case as it is 
presented to our minds here is that Congress has assumed as its 
prerogative, and in the exercise of that prerogative has destroyed 
the facilities of the people for local currency, and yet has not 
provided any source from whom they may get a national cur- 
rency. They have destroyed one fountain and they are destroy- 
ing the other, and the result is that neither to their State Legis- 
latures nor to their Federal representatives have the o- any 
reason to anticipate that their appeals will be granted if they 
approach them for the renovation of their banking system. 
PREJUDICE AGAINST STATE BANKS OF ISSUE—LET EACH STATE DECIDE FOR 

ITSELF. 

Mr. President, I know there isa great deal of prejudice not 

only in commercial communities like New York, Philadelphia, 


Chicago, and St. Louis, but there is a prejudice in my own com- 
munity and among all communities of this country on the part 
of some of the people against the reviving of State banks. 


In 
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response to its existence let me say that if we take the 10 per 
cent tax off of the notes of the State banks of circulation we do 
not therefore undertake the responsibility of reviving State 
banks. We leave it to each State to decide for itself. If the 
State of Massachusetts with her $323 per capita in circulation 
shall say, ‘‘ We have an abundance of circulation and do not wish 
to have any State circulation,” well and good; let her go her 
own gait and provide for her local policy as she sees fit. 

If the great commercial metropolis of New York, which is 
glutted with the wealth pouring into her lap from every State 
in this Union, shall say, ‘‘ We have banks enough and facilities 
enough and want no State circulation,” we can only say, ‘‘All 
right, New York; we are not pushing any upon you; you need 
not have any unless you want it.” 

DEARTH OF CURRENCY IN SOME STATES. 

But, Mr. President, when you go down into the State of Vir- 
ginia, which has but $24 per capita, when you go down into 
Mississippi, which has but $8, when you go down into Arkansas, 
which has but $6, does it not seem to be an intolerable exercise 
of mere despotic power if those who are in the abundance of 
plenty shall say, ‘‘We have enough, but we deny to you the 
ancient right which you exercised for so many years to get and 
use that which you may, if you are not embarrassed by it?” 

NATIONAL CURRENCY SUPPLEMENTED BY LOCAL CURRENCIES. 

Mr. President, I believe in a national currency. When the 
republic of man shall first assemble it will be discovered, I have 
no doubt, that the universal dollar has become the commercial 
nexus which has brought mankind into one nation. In the far 
and distant Aiden (and it may not be as distant as some of us an- 
ticipate) hard metallic money shall circulate among all the na- 
tions of the earth at an agreed ratio between the different met- 
als. But because there is a national circulation of universal 
application in our country and of universal value the world over, 
it does not follow that local communities should not have their 
subsidiary currencies for their own local use. 

It is true there iss»me inconvenience aboutit. Many say that 
here in this country we want the best currency that the world 
admits of. So say I. So, Mr. President, we want the best of 
everything elso. e want the best clothes that can be made. 
We want the best dinners that can be eaten. We want the best 
hcuses that can be built. But if we can not build marble pal- 
aces, shall we not therefore build brick? If we can not build 
brick, will you deny us the cabin? If we can not wear silk and 
satin, shall we not wear calico and cotton until we can rise to 
the higher grade of being and indulge in the greater luxuries? 

It is very inconvenient, I know, when you cross a State line to 
be shifting about with a local currency, but itis a great deal more 
inconvenient to be without any currency to shift with. 

LOCAL ABILITY STIMULATED BY LOCAL INDEPENDENCE AND SELF-HELP. 

If you would restore to the States the right to create their local 
currencies you would prompt and cultivate in every one of these 
States a higher financial education than they now possess. I be- 
lieve the reason why our country is so progressive, that the 
masses of our people are so intelligent, is because the people are 
accustomed in every village and in every hamlet to consider the 
gravest questions and to deal with them. You have often found 
that great problems which statesmen and scholars had pondered 
over in vain were solved by some of these rude and perhaps un- 
lettered men, who had sprung up in the country side and whose 
native force of character and genius of intellect had brought 
them to the front. 

Our jury system, which accustoms the humblest men to hear 
discussions of life and death and of constitutional law, elevates 
the jury and educates them in the algae of law and of consti- 
tutional jurisprudence. If you allow the great State of New 
York, or the State of Virginia, or the State of Maine, or the 
State of Wyoming to issue its notes, I will venture to say that if 
they have wild-cat banks this year they will not have them next 
year. The people will instantly realize that they themselves 
are the greatest sufferers from any wild-cat venture and they will 
put a high order of men in their Legislatures and bring their 
genius and power and character to the front, and out of their 
minds there will be an evolution of solid financial thought which 
will build up institutions which will be the pride and glory of 
our country. 

HOW THE STATE BANKS CAME TO THE AID OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. President, I am not speaking in a mere speculative and 

rophetic sense when [ assert the capacity and power of the forty- 
Seat Commonwealths which com the American Union—to 
build up amongst themselves financial institutions of stability 
and worth. Iam merely speaking from the experience of this 
Government in the past years. Let mecall attention to the fact 
that when this Government got in the greatest strain it has 
ever been in, when in 1861 it needed the sinews of war,with revo- 
lution permeating its boundaries, it was not any invention of 
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Congress, but it was the State banks that came to its rescue and 
provided it with the resources which enabled it to sustain for a 
time the war. 

Mr. President, as soon as the war began in 1861, gold, accord- 
ing to a natural law, immediately went into its hiding places and 
a great deal of it fled the country. The amount of gold and silver 

oin in the banks of New York at that time was less than $50,- 
600,000. The Government commenced borrowing money as early 
as August, 1861. It then negotiated its first loan of $50,000,000; 
in October a second loan of the same amount was effected; and 
in November another of $56,000,000. The Treasurer demanded 
that the loan should be paid in coin. This was done, and the 
State banks quickly recuperated from the strain upon them. Mr. 
Gibbons, who is a vigorous and intelligent writer upon this sub- 
ject,known as such among all the financiers, remarks upon this 


eat of the State banks which came to the aid and rescue of the | 


country that— 


A more satisfactory proof of the strength of the banking system could not 


be afforded.— Gibbons on Finance and Taxation, page 134. 


It is quite true, Mr. President, that in a short time the banks 
were forced to suspend specie payments. So was the Govern- 
ment, so were the people, so was the country in all directions. 


But— 


Mr. Gibbons adds, in commenting on that fact— 


there can be no doubt that the general and overruling cause of the suspen- 

— of specie payments was the law of 1846, establishing the ‘‘ Independent 

asury’’ which declared gold and Treasury notes the only legal currency 

of the Government, and prohibited the deposit of public funds in the State 
8. 

In other words, while the Government did not in the least 
favor the State banks,and while at that time it gave them no 
deposits in compensation for the benefit, it was these hundred 
hands stretched up toward the capital through all the States 
that brought to it the financial aid which it needed in the hour 


of peril. 
OUR EXPERIENCE SIMILAR TO ENGLISH EXPERIENCE. 


Mr. President, our experience in this country with the national 
banks has been somewhat like the experience of England with 
the English banks. Fourteen years after the Bank of England 
was first chartered it became a monopoly. The Government 
had gone to war with Louis X1V of France and the Bank of Eng- 
land loaned it money on condition that no other joint stock bank 
of issue should be allowed in England. 

The Government assented. It summarily suppressed free 
banking, which had existed tothat timein England, and granted 
the monopoly. It was demanded by the Bank of England in re- 
turn for loaning this money; and ‘as a result,” says a financial 
writer, Mr. Patterson, who isaccepted as a high authority on this 
subject—‘“‘ as a result it inflicted upon the country a burden which 
though little more than theoretical at the time has since tlen 
repeatedly inflicted the most widespread disaster and has done 
more to check the industrial career of England than any other 
cause that can be named.” 

Like causes, Mr. Presideut, in all countries produce like re- 
sults. The Bank of England destroyed the smaller banks in an 
hour when the English Government stood in need, and the na- 
tional bank destroyed the State banks when it became the policy 
of the Government to build it up. 


THE HOUR HAS COME FOR THE RESTORATION OF STATE BANKS OF ISSUE. 


But I am not now here to indulge either in criticism upon the 
national banking system or to denounce its authors or those who 
are engaged init. On the contrary, so far from denouncing it 
and so far from criticising its existence, I realize that it was the 
birth of a time when financial genius of the nation had to reach 
forth in all directions in order to strengthen its own hands and 
in order to attain results which it regarded as great. 

But, however wise they may have been in their institution, 
however beneficent they may have been in their career, the 
hour has already struck when the objects of their existence have 
been accomplished, when the theory of their being has been ex- 
hausted, and when I might almost say they “lag superfluous 
upon the stage.” They are expiring because the Government is 
withdrawing the bonds upon which they existed; and as they are 
going out and the Government no longer supplies to its people 
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the opportunity through their agency upon any condition to get | 
the circulation which they need, has not the hour also come when | 


an obsolete tax should be stricken from our statute books and 
the States be restored to their financial autonomy to depend upon 
and to help themselves? 
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TRUST THE PEOPLE. 


Trust the people. Government is experimental; it is not an 
exact science. he greatest, the boldest, the bravest, and the 
wisest people are those who do not fear to experiment and to at- 
tempt. No age would be better or greater than the age that 
went before it if some bold spirits did not march out in its van 
and say ‘‘Try.” Do not fear the States. They are composed of 
the same population in their Legislatures as make Senators and 
Representatives. The stream can not rise above its source. 
The legislators who create and the constituencies who elect Sen- 
ators and Representatives are as wise and often wiser than they. 
They are the same race; they have the same history, the same 
culture, and the same opportunity of knowing; and why should 
we fear that these healthy and vigorous States, full of intelli- 
gence and opportunity of self-culture, full of churches and fac- 
tories and schools and happy rural homes:, would fail in an en- 
terprise which addresses itself to their business and lies close to 
their hearts? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the votes which have been hith- 
erto had in the Senate to take up this bill and the general line on 
which the argument has proceeded seem to indicate that there is 
probably a majority sentiment on the floor in favor of the bill. 
I should hesitate very much with this knowledge to make any 
very elaborate discussion as to the constitutionality of the bill, or 
as to the wisdom of the legislation which it propounds, if I were 
not profoundly conscious that in my judgment there has been be- 
fore the American Congress for many years no more pernicious, 
no more vicious, no more flagrantly unconstitutional legislation, 
no legislation mure tending to undermine and destroy the very 
foundations of our Government, and none more calculated to do 
untold and unt2llab'e harm to the people of this great country. 
The interests which this proposed legislation affect are enor- 
mous. The products the price or sale of which the billattempts 
to regulate run up into vast proportions. I excerpt astatement 
from the testimony of Mr. Bacon, the president of the Milwaukee 
Chamber of Commerce, in which he says: 

The cotton crop of the country, which is handled in a similar way, is esii- 
mated at 303,000,000 for the current year. For last year it was estimated at 
$370,000,000. The meat product of the country is estimated at from ),000. 
000 to $750,000,000 annually. These, added to the cereal products, make an 
aggregate of $2,600,000.000 in value, a large propertion of which is disposed 
of during a small portion of the year, which is required for consumption 
during the whole year. 

These figures, of course, convey but little idea tothe mind without com- 
parison. When we consider that the silver product of the country, which 
h.s been the subject of such extensive legislation for the past fifteen years, 
is only about $50,000,000 in value, we will see that the amount is relatively 
more than fifty times as much. 

The value of the annual agricultural productions of the country is nearly 
equal to the aggregate of the national debt at the close of the war, the 
amount of which we have only reduced about one-half. It is only by com- 
parison of these figures that one can reach an approximate idea of the mag- 
nitude of the interests involved in this question. 

The theory of the Senator who presents the bill and who urges 
it with so much zeal on this floor is that if the bill passes, to all 
the great body of the consumers of this country, representing 78 
per cent of the population, there is to b2 an enhancement in the 
cost of these vast products. If, then, the arguments of the pro- 
ponents of the bill be true, upon nearly $3,000,000,000 of products 
the effect of this legislation will be to increase the price to all 
the consumers of the country. 

My judgment is, on the other hand, that if the bill passes the 
necessary effect will be to reduce the price obtained by the pro- 
ducers of the country in a considerable degree upon this great 
sum. 

With these great issues involved inthis bill, issues which go 
home toevery hearthstone in this land, issues which reach out 
their fingers into the pockets of every man, be he rich or poor, 
I think I shall be justified in an attempt to discuss its provisions 
deliberately, in order to point out what I conceive to be the fla- 
grant constitutional defects which are involved in it, and the 
gross financial and business heresies which it contains. 

Mr. President, let me analyze the bill. What does the first 
section provide? It has been gone over very frequently, but I 
shall go over it again in order to make clear what I shall en- 
deavor to say. 

The first section forbids options, whichin the argotof the com- 
mercial gamblers are known as ‘* puts’ and ‘‘calls.””. Now what 
is a‘ put” and “‘ call,” or an option, as defined in this bill? Itisa 
contract by which a man gives to another asum of money for the 
privilege of calling upon that man to deliver property, or for 


.- 


_ the privilege of delivering to him. Itis a purely unilateral con- 
| tract, by which a man gives a sum of money for the privilege of 


which are springing up here and there, visionary, I fear, and | 


never destined to realize the hope of any who venture in them, 
is it not because we have destroyed the natural faculties of gov- 
ernment and broken its orderly autonomy, and desperation 
reaches out to catch at a straw in hope of aid? 


XXTI——408 


i 


: 3 | delivering or receiving property. 
Mr. President, if we hear of so many wild schemes of finance | 


So far as this contract is concerned, or this so-called contract, 
T have no word of defense to raise, because it is a contract 
which engenders no obligation per se. The courts of this land, 


_at least the courts in my State, have declared that it is a con- 


tract without consideration, which can not be enforced; that it 
involves within its bosom an element of chance which makes it 
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purely aleatory, and therefore takes it out of the domain of all 

those great contracts around which the law throws the shelter 

of its protection and the instrumentalities for its enforcement. 
The first section reads as follows: 


That for the purposes of this act the word “options” shall be under- 
stood to mean any contract or agreement whereby a party thereto, or any 
party for whom or in whose behalf such contract or agreement is made, ac- 
quires the right or privilege, but is not thereby obligated, to deliver to an- 
other or others, at a future time or within a designated period, any of the 
articles mentioned in section 3 of this act. 


What does the second section provide? The second section de- 
finesfutures. What doesit define futures to be? Itdefines any 
contract to be a future where the one selling at the time of sale is 
not the actual owner of the property, however real may be his 
intention to deliver atthe time Ss and however great 
may be his means of fulfillment. hat else does it provide? 
After defining this contract it then goes on to say that neither 
the Government of the United States, nor any municipality, nor 
any State, nor any farmer, inso far as he ee have made a crop 
or have a crop in process of being made, shall be brought within 
the grasp of the provision. The amendment which has been 
adopted on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota also 
takes all retail dealers out of the reach of the second section. 

Section 2 provides: 

Sxc. 2. That for the purposes of this act the word “‘futures” shall be under- 
stood to mean any contract or agreement whereby a party contracts or 
agrees to sell and deliver to another or others at a future time, or within a 
designated period, any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act, when 
at the time of making such contract or agreement the party so contracting 
or agreeing to sell and make such delivery, or the party for whom he acts as 
agent, broker or employé in making such contract or agreement, is not the 
owner of the article or articles so contracted or agreed to be sold and deliv- 
ered, or has not theretofore acquired by purchase, and is not then entitled 
to the right to the future possession of such article or articles under and by 
virtue of a contract or agreement for the sale and future delivery thereof 
previously made by the owner thereof: Provided, however, That no provision 
or requirement of this act shall apply to any contract or agreement for the 
future delivery of any of said articles made for and in behalf of the United 
States, or of any State, Territory, county, or municipality, with the duly 
authorized officers or agents thereof, nor to any contract or agreement made 
by any farmer or planter for the sale and delivery at a future time, or within 
a des ted period, of any of said articles belonging to said farmer or 

lanter at the time of making such contract or agreement, and which have 
i grown or re or at said time are in actual course of growth or 
production, on land owned or occupied by such farmer or planter; nor to 
any contract or agreement made with any farmer or planter to furnish and 
deliver to such farmer or planter at a future time, or within a designated 
period, any of said articles which are required as food, forage, or seed by 
such farmer or planter, his tenants, or employés. 


The third section enumerates the articles which come under 
this provision. This section, when I come to comment upon it 
hereafter, I shall show represents in my judgment the greatest 
enormity in the bill. 


Sxc. 3, That the articles to which the foregoing sections relate are raw or 
See cotton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, pork, lard, and 
acon. 


That is the enumeration. The fourth section imposes taxes 
and licenses. It imposes a license of $1,000 and a tax of 5 cents 
on every pound of raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, pork, 
lard, or bacon, and 20 cents per bushel upon every bushel of 
wheat, etc. Section 4 is as follows: 


Sxc.4. Thatspecial taxes are im as follows: Every dealer in “‘options” 
or ‘futures’ as hereinbefore defined inthis act, shall pay annually the sum 
of $1,000 as a license fee for conducting such business, and shall also pay the 
furthersum of 5 cents per pound for each and every pound of raw or unmanu- 
factured cotton, hops, pork, lard, bacon, or other edible product ofswine, and 
the sum of 20 cents per bushel for each and every bushel of any of the other 
articles mentioned in section 3 ofthis act, the right or privilege of deliv- 
ering which to another or others at a future time, or within a designated 
period, may be acquired by such dealer in his own behalf orin behalf of an- 
other or others under any ‘“‘options’’ contract or agreement as defined by 
section | of this act, or under any “futures” contract or agreement as defined 
in section 1 of this act, or under any transfer or assignment of any such“ op- 
tions’’ or ‘‘futures’’ contract or agreement; which said amount or amounts 
shall be paid to the collector of internal revenue as hereinbefore provided, and 
by him accounted for as required in respect to other special taxes collected 
by him. Every person, association, copartnership, or corporation whoshall 
in their own behalf, or as agent, broker, or employé of another or others, 
deal in “options” or make any ‘‘ options ’’ contract or ment as herein- 
before defined, or make any transfer or ass: ent of any such “futures” 
contract or agreement, shall be deemed a dealer in “‘options;” and every 
aac. association, copartnership, or corporation who shall in their own 

ehalf, or as agent, broker, or employé of another or others, deal in ‘ fu- 
tures” or make any “futures” contract or agreement as hereinbefore de- 
fined, or make any transfer or assignment of any such “futures” contract or 
agreement, shall be deemed a dealer in ‘‘ futures.” 


The fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth sections pro- 
vide for the enforcement of these provisions. I shall not stop 
to read them, but I will incorporate them in my remarks. You 
can find nowhere in any revenue legislation provisions more in- 
quisitorial, more far-reaching, and more destructive of the lib- 
erty of the individual citizen. 

The sections are as follows: 

Sec. 5. That every person, association, copartnership, or corporation en- 
gaged in, or propos to engage#n, the business of dealer in ‘options ”’ or 
cf dealer in “futures” as hereinbefore defined shall, before commencin 
Such business or making any such ‘‘options” or “futures” contract o 
agreement, or any transfer or assignnment of any such contract or agree- 
ment, make application in writing to the collector of internal revenue for 
the district in which heor any of them proposes to engage in such business 
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or make such contract or agreement, or make a transfer or an assignment 
of any such contract or agreement, setting forth the name of such person, 
association, copartnership, or corporation, place of residence of the appli- 
cant, the business to be engaged in, where such business is to be carried on, 
and, in case of an association, copartnership, or corporation, the names an 
places of residence of the several person. constituting such association, co- 
nership, or corporation, and shall thereupon pay to such collector, as a 

cense fee for condu such business, the sum, aforesaid, of $1,000, and 
shall also execute and deliver to such collector a bond in the penal sum of 
$40,000, with two or more sureties satisfactory to said collector, conditioned 
that the obligor therein shall pay, or cause to be paid, the tax or taxes as 
herein ed, and for the full and faithful compliance, by such obligor, 
with all therequirements of this act; and thereupon the collector shall issue 
to such applicant a certificate, in such form as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue shall prescribe, that such applicant is authorized, for the 
period of one year from the date of such certificate and within such district, 
to be dealer in ‘‘options” and ‘“‘ futures’ and to make, within such district, 
“options” and ‘futures’ contracts or agreements, as hereinbefore defined, 
and transfers and assignments of such contracts and agreements, and for 
the period specified in such certificate the party to whom it is issued 
conduct and transact the business of dealer as aforesaid. Such certificate 
may be renewed annually upon compliance with the provisions of this act: 
Provided, however, ‘That so long as any tax provided in this act shall remain 
due and unpaid, the person, association, copartnership, or corporation from 
which such tax shall be due shall not, during the time such tax remains due 
and unpaid, conduct or transact the business of a dealer in ‘‘options,”’ or 
conduct or transact the business of a dealer in ‘‘futures,”’ and every person, 
association, copartnership, or corporation making, transferring, or assign- 
ing any such “option” or “‘futures”’ contract or agreement while any tax 
herein provided shall remain due from such party shall be subject to the 
fines and penalties hereinafter provided. 

Szc. 6. That it shall be the duty of the collector of internal revenue to 
keep in his office a book in which s be registered acopy of each and every 
application made to him under the foregoing sections, and a statement in 
connection therewith as to whether a certificate has been issued thereon, 
and for what period, which book or register shall be a public record and be 
subject to the inspection of any and al ns. 

Sec. 7. That every “options” or ‘‘futures’’ contract or ment, as 
hereinbefore defined, and all transfers or assignments thereof, shall be in 
writing and signed in duplicate by the parties thereto, and ov. such ‘‘op- 
tions” contract shall state in explicit terms the time when the right or 
privilege of delivering the article or articles therein named shall expire; 
and every such “futures” contract shall state in explicit terms theday upon 
which or the last day of the period within which the article or articles 
therein contracted or agreed to be sold shall be delivered; and any such con- 
tract or agreement not includ such statement, and not so made and 
signed, shall, as between the parties thereto and their respective assigns, be 
absolutely void. 

SEC. 8. at it shall be the duty of every person, association, copartner- 
ship, or corporation conducting or transacting the business of a dealer in 
“options” or “futures,” as defined by this act, and they are hereby re- 
quired, to keep a book in which shall be recorded, on the day of its execu- 
ction, the date of each and every ore » or “futures” contract a: 
ment made or entered into, or which may be transferred or ass 7 
such ence. association, copartnership, or corporation in their own behalf, 
or in behalf of another or others, and setting forth the name and place of 
business of the person, association, copartnership, or corporation in whose 
behalf, as vendor, such contract or agreement shall have been made, the 
name and place of business of the party or parties, as vendee, with whom 
such contract or agreement shall have been made, the kind and amount of 
the article or articles which are the subject of, embraced in, or covered by 
each such contract or agreement, the time when the right or privilege ofde- 
livering such article or articles as are the subject of, embraced in, or cov- 
ered by any ‘“‘options”’’ contract or agreement shall e e, and the time 
when or the d ted period within which delivery sh be made of the 
article or articles which are the subject of, embraced in, or covered by any 
futures’? contract or agreement; and on making a transfer or assign- 
ment of any “options” or “futures’’ contract or agreement, shall, in ad- 
dition to the facts or items above mentioned. also record in such book the 
names and places of residence or business of the assignor and assignee and 
the date of such transfer or assignment; and such book shall at all times 
be subject to inspection by the collector, deputy collector, and imspector of 
internal revenue, or any duly authorized agent of the Internal Revenue De- 
partment, who may make memoranda or transcripts therefrom. 

Sc. 9. That itshall be the duty of every a association, copartnership, 
or corporation, and they are hereby required, on the Tuesday of the wee 
next succeeding the date of the certificate issued to them, as hereinbefore 
provided, and on the Tuesday of each and every week thereafter, to make to 
the collector of internal revenue for the district in which any “‘options ” or 
“futures *’ contract or agreement shall have been made, transferred, or as- 
signed, by such person, association, copartnership, or corporation, full and 
complete return and report, under oath and in such form as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe, of any and all such contracts or 
agreements made or entered into or transferred or assigned by such person, 
association, copartnership, or corporation during the preceding week, to- 
gether with a statement of the articles embraced in or covered by each such 
contract or agreement, and the amounts, respectively, of each such article, 
and the name or names of the party or parties with whom each such con- 
tract or agreement, and any tranfer or aa ee of any such contract 
or agreement shall have been made, and at the same time the party whose 
duty it shall be to make such return or report shall pay to such collec- 
tor, upon and for each such contract or agreement which such party shall 
have so made as vendor, and upon and foreach and every transfer or assign- 
ment of any such contract or ent which such party shall have made 
as transferrer or assignor, the amount of tax as specified in section 4 of this 
act. of 5cents per pound on each and every pound of cotton. hops, and of 
pork, lard, bacon, or other edible product of swine, of 20 cents per hel on 
each and every bushel of any of the other articles mentioned in section 3 of this 
act which are the subject of, embraced in, or covered by such contracts or 
agreements, or any of them, for which sums said collector shall give his re- 
ceiptsto the party so paying. And such collector sh.ll, upon the making of 
suchreturn or repor® enter in a book to be kept for that purpose the dateof 
each such “options ” or “futures” contract or agreement, or transfer or as- 
signment thereof, included in such return or report, the name, residence, 
and place of business of cach party thereto, and whether they appear as 
vendor or vendee, the kind and amountof each article which is the subject of, 
embraced in, or covered by such contracts oragreements, the amount of tax 
charged and collected thereon, and the date upon which such “ options "' or 
“ futures”’ contract or agreement shall by its express terms expire or ma- 
ture; which book or register shall be a public record, subject to the inspec- 
tion of any and all person:. That the person, association, copartnership, or 
corporation making or envering into any ‘“‘options”’ or “futures "’ contract 
or agreement, as defined in this act, or any transfer or assignment 
of any such contract or agreement, either in their own behalf or in behalf of 
another or others, shall, upon filing with the collector of internal revenue 





fi 
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e return or report aforesaid, in addition to the taxes hereinbefore pro- 
vided, pay to such collector the sum of $2 as a registry fee for each and 
every such “options” or “ futures" contract or agreement so made, trans- 
ferred, or assigned and included in such return or report, and it shall be 
the duty of the collector of internal revenue, on the first secular day of 
each calendar month, to make a report to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue setting torth the number of ‘“‘options’’ and “‘futures”’ contracts 
and agreements, as shown by such book, which had not expired or matured 
on the last day of the preceding month, the kind and the amount of the 
articles which are the subject of, embraced in, or covered by such contracts 
or agreements, and the amount of taxes levied thereon; and a copy of such 
report shall be kept in the office of the collector of internal revenue and be 
subject to the inspection of any and all persons. 

SEo. 10. That every person, association, copartnership, or corporation, who 
shall in their own behalf or in behalf of — <— person, association. co- 
partnership, or corporation, make or enter into, as vendor, any “options” 
or ‘futures’ contract or agreement as defined by this act,or make any 
transfer or assignment of any such contract or agreement, without having 
a certificate of authority from the collector of internal revenue, as herein- 


before provided, and covering the time at which such contract or agreement, | 


orsuch transfer or assignmentshall be made,or whoshall fail orrefuse to keep 
any book or make any record, return, or report hereinbefore required, or in 
— of any record, return, orreport hereinbefore required shall makea false, 
raudulent, or partial record, return, or report, or shall make or enter into 
any “options” or “futures” contract or agreement,or make = | transferor 
assignment of such, in form or manner other than as prescri by this act, 
or shall fail or refuse to pay any of the taxes required by this act to be paid, 
or shall in any other respect violate any ofthe provisions of this act, shall, 
sides being liable for the amount of the tax or taxes prescribed in this act, 
for each and every such offense pay a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more 
than $20,000, or be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than ten 
years, or be subject to both such fine and imprisonment. 

Src. 11. That neither the payment of the taxes hereinbefore provided nor 
the certificate issued by the collector of internal revenue under this act shall 
be held to exempt any person, association, copartnership, or corporation 
from any penalty or punishment now or hereafter provided by the laws of 
any State or Territory for making, transferring, or assigning contracts or 
agreements such as are hereinbefore defined as “options” or “futures” con- 
tracts or agreements, or in any manner to authorize the making, transfer- 
ring, or assigning of such contracts or agreements within any State, Terri- 
tory. orlocality contrary to the laws of such State, Territory, or locality; 
nor shall the payment of the taxes imposed by this act be held to prohibit 
any State, Territory, or municipality from placing a tax orduty on the same 
trade, transaction, or business for State, Territorial, municipal, or other pur- 
poses. 

The twelfth section, which the Senator from Minnesota has 
moved this morning to strike out, imposed a license upon every 


man doing the business which the proposed statue itself declared 


to be lawful. in other words, it brought every citizen making a | 


contract for future delivery not embraced in the provisions of 
the proposed statue under the reach and grasp of the officers of 
the Government. The twelfth section is as follows: 


SEco. 12. That every person, association, copartnership, or corporation who | 


Shall make any contract or agreement for the sale of any of the articles men- 
tioned in section 3 of this act and requiring the delivery of such article sub- 
Sequent to the date on which such contract or agreement is made, and who, 
at the time of making thereof, is the owner and entitled to the possession of 
the article or articles which are the subject of, embraced in, or covered by 
such contract or agreement, or has theretofore acquired by purchase, and, 
at the time of making such contract or agreement, is entitled to the right 
to the future possession of such article or articles under and by virtue of a 
contract or agreement for the sale and future delivery thereof previously 
made by the owner thereof, shall, before making any such contract or agree- 
ment, or any transfer or assignment of any such contract or agreement, ap- 
ply in writing to the collector of internal revenue for the district in which 
such person, association, Se or corporation shall reside or have 
a place of business, setting forth the same f as mentioned and required 
in the application referred to and provyled for in section 5 of this act, and 
shall thereupon pay to such collector the sum of # as a license fee for mak- 
ing, transferring, or assigning or for conducting the business of making, 
transferring, and assigning such contracts or agreements, and thereupon 
the collector shall issue to such applicant a certificate, in such form as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe, that such applicant is 
authorized, for the period of one year from the date of such certificate, to 
make, transfer, and assi contracts or agreements for the sale and subse- 
quent delivery of any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act, of 
which such licensee at the time of making anysuch contractor agreement is 
the owner, or is then entitled to the future possession of under and by vir- 
tue of a contract or agreement for the sale and future delivery of such arti- 
cle or articles previously made by the owner thereof. And any person, as- 
sociation, copartnership,or corporation who shall make, transfer, or assign 
any such contract or agreement without having paid the license fee herein 
required and without having a certificate from the collector of internal 
revenue authorizing the m g, transferring, and ing of such con- 
tracts and agreements, shall be a ge 000 to and be required to pay a fine of 
not less than $1,000 nor more than %,000. Such certificate may be renewed 
annually on compliance with the provisions of this section. And such li- 
censee shall keep a book in which shall be entered the date of, the names 
and places of residence or business of the parties to, the kind and amount of 
the articles the subject of, embraced in, or covered by any contracts or 
agreements for sale and future delivery which may be made, transferred, or 
assigned by such licensee under authority of the certificate provided for in 
this section, and the time at which delivery thereof is to be made; andin 
case of the transfer or assi, ent of contracts or agreements for sale and 
future delivery of any of said articles previously made by the owner thereof, 
or made by a party who has theretofore acquired by purchase and at the 
time of ma. such transfer or assi ent is entitled to the right of the 
future possession of such article or articles under and by virtue of a contract 
or agreement for the sale and future delivery thereof, previously made by 
the owner thereof, the names and places of business or residence of transferer 
and transferee or of the assigner and assignee; which book shall at all 
times be subject to inspection ed the collector or deputy collector of internal 
revenue, or by any duly author: agent of the Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment. Such licensee shall also make on Tuesday of each and every week, 
to the collector of internal revenue by whom the certificate herein provided 
for may have been issued, a weekly report of all such contracts or agree- 
ments or transfers or assignments thereof that shall have been made by 
such license during the previous week, which report shall contain all the 
facts and items hereinbefore required to be entered in the book to be kept 
by such licensee; and such reportshall be entered by said collector in a book 
to be kept by him in his office for that . And any such licensee who 
shall fail or refuse to keep the book and enter therein the fact and items as 








by this section required, or shall fail or refuse to submit such book tothe in- 
spection of the collector, deputy collector, or duly authorized agent of the 
Internal Revenue Department, or who shali fail or refuse to make report to 
the collector of internal revenue as by this section required, shall for each 
and every such failure or refusal be required to pay to such collector a fins 
of not less than $100 nor more than %,000. And it shall be the duty of the 
collector of| internal revenue to keep in his office a book in which shall be 
registered a copy of each and every application made to him under this see- 
tion, and a statement in connection therewith as to whether a certificate has 
been issued and for what period, which book or register shall be a public 
record and be subject to the inspection of any and all persons. 


The thirteenth section provides inquisitorial means of visita- 
tion and search, and examination of books. It provides that the 
internal-revenue collector shall have the power, whenever he 
suspects that a business man is violating this statute, to demand 
an examination of his business and r~ inspection of his books for 
the purpose of satisfying himself thut the law is being carried 
out. 

I call the attention of Senators to the fact that the thirteenth 
section is as broad as any man’s right to sell any property for fu- 
ture delivery, whether or not that property is brought within 
the grasp of futures and options as defined in the bill. 

Now, the distinguished Senator this morning does what? On 
a motion made to strike out the twelfth and thirteenth sections 
he says he will agree that the twelfth section shall be stricken 
out, but he objects to the thirteenth section being stricken out. 
He strikes out the only possible reason for the powers of search 
and visitation found in the thirteenth section. He strikes out 
the license provided in the twelfth section by which alone the 
thirteenth section could be justified, and he keeps vested in the 
officers of the Government the arbitrary powers created by the 
thirteenth section, and which the bill itself admits are to be ex- 
ercised against a man pursuing an avocation which the bill it- 
self recognizes as legal and thus should be removed from inqui- 
sition. 

The following sections of the hill are full of other penalties. 
Let us stop for a moment and ask ourselves the question, what 
the bill does? 

Mr. President, therecan not be any question that the contract 
which the bill strikes at in its second section is a lawful contract. 
That is removed beyond the domain of controversy. The ques- 
tion whether contracts for future delivery are valid contracts 
has been before every court in this land. It has been to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States; it has been to the courts of 
last resort of almost every State in this Union, and it has been 
crystallized ina body of jurisprudence now passed beyond ques- 
tion that it is absolutely as lawful for a man to sell for future de- 
livery as it is to sell for prasentdelivery; that there is noearthly 
difference between the two; that they are both valid contracts 
protected by the law, enforced by the courts, provided only what? 
Provided only that either of the parties to the contract has an 
honest intention to deliver. 

The purpose, then, of this bill is to strike down contracts which 
can be validly entered into, protected by the judgments of the 
courts of last resort of all this Union. I challenge any Senator 
upon this floor to produce asingle modern authority which does 
not recognize that the right to make these contracts under the do- 
minion and jurisdiction of the State courts is as absolutely sacred 
and as well protected by the zgis of the State law as his right to 
hold his home, or any other right that he has within the do- 
minion of the State. 

This, then, is a proposition that the Federal Government—and, 
Mr. President, I hate to reargue this question with the elo- 
quent and able, vigorous and incisive, argument and denuncia- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] on yesterday 
ringing in my ears—this, then, is a bill licensing the Federal 
Government to step over the State line and destroy any contract 
made within a State between citizens of the State which the 
Federal Government may choose to destroy. That is the power 
which this pill asserts. If it does not assert that power it does 
not assert any power. 

Is it denied that these are valid contracts? Is it denied that 
they are contracts made under the State law and under protec- 
tion of the State courts? Is it denied that this bill strikes at 
contracts between citizens of the State and a res or a thing within 
that State? That being the case, I ask Senators, mindful of 
their great oath to support the Constitution of the United States, 
where within the four walls of that Constitution can they find a 
pretext for this great usurpation of authority? If the theory 
which this bill propounds is true every vestige of State auton- 
omy has been wiped off, and to-day, instead of having a govern- 
ment of limited and restricted powers, each government mov- 
ing by the force of constitutional gravity in its own orbit, we stand 
the most unlimited and arbitrary government on the face of 
God’s earth. 

Now, how will Senators justify this measure? I putit toevery 
Senator, does this power exist in the Federal Government? [ 
challenge any Senator to say that he believes the power exists 
in the Federal Government to go into a State and destroy coa- 
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tracis made between citizens of the State protected by State 
laws, contracts outside of the domain of Federal jurisdiction. 
Can the Federal Government regulate marriage; can it regulate 
divorce; can it determine the title to property; can it pass upon 
the tenure by will; can it usurp all the functions reserved to the 
States as a necessary part of the existence of the State govern- 
ments? Ifitcan notdo these things, by what mandate of authority 
can this proposed law be put upon the statute books? 

Ah, but I am told that this is a taxing law; that it is an exer- 
cise of the taxing power. It is a tax that does not tax. I call 
attention to this distinction. On the very face of the bill not | 
even a pretext of taxation can be found. By the very terms of 
the bill no tax can result from its provisions. The only section 
in the bill which could possibly lead to the collection of a tax 
and give evena semblance of constitutionality to the bill was the 
twelfth section, which imposed the $2 license upon alawful busi- | 
ness; and the Senator from Minnesota proposes to take that out. | 

Now, then, the question results and comes down tothis, and we | 
must meet it. Can the Federal Government by the abuse of the | 
taxing power abrogate and destroy every limitation found in the | 
Constitution and every reservation in favorof the States? That 
is the question. It can not be evaded. 

Ah, but it is said this is an exercise of the taxing power, and 
although it is an exercise of the taxing power which does not 
tax to produce revenue, we will declare in this bill that we pro- 
— to tax forrevenue, although we donot propose tosodo. If we 

0 violate the Constitution in doing this, when it goes to the 
court of last resort it will not be able to decipher the false pur- 
pose of the bill and will therefore hold the bill not to be uncon- 
stitutional. Why will the court hold it not to be unconstitu- 
tional? Not because it is not unconstitutional, but because we 
have breathed into this law aliving lie, because we will have de- 
clared that our purpose is to tax for revenue,whenevery line and 
letter of the bill says the bill is not an exercise of the taxing 
power at all, but an attempt to destroy the very framework of 
the Constitution by going into the States and doing that which 
the Federal Government confessedly has no power to do. 

Mr. President, some question was raised yesterday as to the | 
power of the court toreach this bill. That question does not con- | 
cern me when I exercise my right to vote upon this floor. If it | 
be true that under the Constitution there has been lodged in the | 
Senate a power by a declaration of purpose to prevent unconsti- 
tutional enactments from being reached by the courts, then the 
necessary effect of the Constitution is to have made this Senate 
the court of last resort, and we stand here now called upon, with 
the great responsibility which rests upon us, not to say what a 
tribunal would say if the power had been lodged with it but to 
say what this great tribunal should say in the face of this patent 
and glaring and flagrantly unconstitutional act. 

But I do not follow and agree with the admissions on thjs sub- 
ye made by the distinguished Senator from Missouri yesterday. 

do not agree to them because I believe the premise upon which 
they are founded is destructive of thisGovernment. The glory 
and the ornament of our system which distinguishes it from 
every other government on the face of the earth is that there 
is a great and mighty power hovering over the Constitution of 
the land to which has been delegated the awful responsibility of 
restraining all the coSrdinate departments of the Government 
within the walls of that great fabric which our fathers builded 
for our protection and our immunity forever. 

It is perfectly true that in two or three cases the Supreme 
Court of the United States have said that where on the face of a 
statute there was the exercise of taxation, as the statute on its 
face was a taxing statute, the court would not destroy the face 
of the statute by wiping out the taxing provision in the statute 
with the sponge of the motives which may have actuated the 
members who passed it. Is thatthe cass here? Where the face 
of the statute shows no tax, where the face of the statvt> itself 
eliminates all human possibility of the exercise of the taxing 
power for revenue, then I say the mission of jurisdiction is given 
to the courts of this land to brush that statute away for its fla- 
grant and open violation of the Constitution. Is this not neces- 


sarily true? 








Now, let us reason out the consequences, if it be not true. If 
this be not true, then the beautiful system by which, as I said 
just now, all the departments of the Government move in a com- 
mon orbit, vanishes out of the sideral universe of government 
and passes intoconfusion and chaos. The precedents are against 
it. The power which the Supreme Court of the United States 
exercises in ths review of statutes is like unto the power exer- 
cised by the supreme courts of all the States. The books are 
full of cases in the State courts drawing the distinction which 
I have made. In the Topeka case it is drawn in plain words 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. There a Gov- 
ernment appropriated a sum of money, declaring it to be for 
a public purpose. 


The case went to the Supreme Court of the 
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United States, and it said your motive and rome purpose can not 
be inquired into. That is removed beyond the domain of con- 
troversy or question. But where you have called the statute 
one thing and the very terms of the statutes indicate another 
thing, and that other thing is outside of the powers of Govern- 
ment, then it is not a statute at all, but it is a violation of author- 
ity and we strike it from the statute books. 

That in my opinion is what should be the fate of this measure. 
The only semblance of authority within the Constitution, as I have 


| said, was the twelfth section, which put a license of $2 upona 


business admittedly lawful, which the Senator from Minnesota 


| proposes this morning to strike out. Climbing up this lofty tree 
under which he thinks all the great commerce of this country is 


to find shade and shelter, and under which I think death and de- 


_ struction like a upas is tocome, he saws himself down by cuttin 


off the only possibility of constitutionality which was in the bill. 

What does the Senator from Minnesota say? I wish to call at- 
tention to it. Of course everything I say with the greatest re- 
spect and kindness to him. i mates when he made the argu- 


_ ment which I shall quote in a few moments he thought it would 


rally all the Senators on the other side of the Chamber and make 


_them feel that they could not question the constitutionality of 


this bill without questioning the constitutionality of that oo 
of taxation which they have espoused almost from the foundation 
of the Government, and which they espouse now to an extreme 
degree, how extreme I will not comment upon, because I do not 
propose toenter into that question. Whatdoes the distinguished 
Senator urge? He says: 

One thing is perfectly clear to me, that if this bill is unconstitutional, for 
the reason that we have no right to use the taxing power, except for the 
purpose of raising revenue, than there has never been a Republican protec- 
tive tariff but that has been in violation of the Constitution. duty may be se 
high, placed with a view of protecting some P pert one for the purpose of in- 
creasing or regulating its market value, and not absolutely prohibitory, yet 
so long as it was not laid for the pu se of raising revenue, it would still be 


| obnoxious to this construction of the Constitution. But there arenumerous 


cases Where this duty is absolutely prohibitory, and so intended, and so made 
for the —— purpose of eet the importation of articles that come 
in competition with those produced in this country. 

The ea of this argument is this: This bill, which destroys 
all the rights of the States and acts internally wpon the people 
of the State and on contracts protected by State laws, must be 
valid, and you musthold it soor you must declare that the whole 
policy of the Republican party is and has been wrong. 

Mr. President, in my oe that is soeetely and funda- 
mentally a fallacy. It overlooks the clear distinction between 
the nature of the power lodged in the Federal Government for 
the pr of imposts and the nature of the taxing power lodged 
in the Federal Government for the purpose of internal taxation. 
When the Federal Government deals with imposts the Consti- 
tution has vested in it the power which would be vested in any 
government in that regard. 

No power as to imposts was reserved in the States by the Fed- 
eral Constitution. All the lawful powers of government which 
could be exercised in that particular passed into the life and being 
of the Federal Government by the lodgment in that Government 
of the power to levy imposts—imposts deal externally, beyond our 
borders. Beyond those borders the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment was restricted and restrained by no limitation resulting 
from a reservation in the Constitution. 

Mr. President, in my judgment if complaint is made of impost 
tax by the Federal vernment levied not for the purpose of 
revenue, but for protection or prohibition the complaint is not 
that the Federal Government violates the Constitution or the 
limitations of the Constitution, because as to that all authorit 
is granted by the Constitution. When I say this I mean nolimi- 
tation by the Constitution by express provision of the Constitu- 
tion. The complaint of undue or prohibitory external imposts 
is not that the Constitution has been violated. 

No, butthat there has been a violation of the great fundamen- 
tal and elementary principle of all government, which underlies 
all constitutions, which affect this Government and every gov- 
ernment, and which would affect the most unlimited govern- 
ment in the world. These principles are that government is 
created with limitations flowing from the nature of its being, 
which teach that no government shall use its power for the ben- 
efit of the few to the detriment of the many. Therefore, all the 
arguments which have been made on the subject of the abuse of 
the impost power in the Federal Government are arguments ad- 
dressing themselves not to the limit of delegation under the 
Constitution as to imposts, but to the wantof power arising from 
the very nature of government itself. 

In other words, I contend that where power to destroy exists 
the use of a wrong instrumentality to do the destruction, may be 
the abuse of an instrumentality but not an abuse of power, be- 
cause the power to destroy is vested. But where the power to de- 
stroy does not exist, the use of an instrumentality to destroy that 
which there is no power to destroy is not alone an abuse of the 
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instrumentality but an usurpation of power itself. Now, the 
usurpation of power by Congress not vested by the Constitution 
in Congress is unconstitutional. This being true, it follows that 
if the usurpation is clear on the face of the act, if the act itself 
shows the usurpation, the power exists in the Supreme Courtof 
the United States to prevent the usurpation. 

The distinguished Senator made two quotations on this sub- 
ject. Both of them draw this distinction in the broadest way. 
One quotation is from Judge Cooley, and the other is from Judge 
Story. Both of them call attention to the fact that when it con- 
cerns import tax the question is as to the fairness and the right- 
ness, if I may use the word, and not as to the question of consti- 
tutional power: 


Indeed, in some cases where impost duties are laid, revenue is no part what- 
ever of the motive for imposing a particalar duty, butit is made so high that 
it is expected to preclude all importation, and therefore produce no revenue. 
A person objecting to the duty may complain that it violates the true prin- 
ciples of government, but he world hardly venture to attack it as being so 
distinctly beyond the constitutional power of Congress that in the courts it 
might be assailed as wanting in legal validity. He may question its policy, 
but he can not well question its constitutionality. ; 


Says Justice Story: 

It is often applied as a virtual prohibition upon the importation of partic- 
SS for the encouragement and protection of domestic products and 

These are the doctrines, Mr. President, which have been ap- 
plied by this Government, standing with its face looking beyond 
our borders at the millions lying beyond. But when turned in- 
ward we behold the system of States with all the great rights 
reserved.to them by the Constitution. We see them with their 
police power, and their legal autonomy, and their right of con- 
tract, and their right of property, and everything that has been 
preserved tous by the Constitution. These rights and their recog- 
nition and preservation have given us a hundred or more years 
of being, and without them war and tumult and misery and suf- 
fering would come. The rudiment of all these rights is found in 
the principle that every power not delegated under the Consti- 
tution to the Federal Government is reserved to the States. 
Yes, the distinguished Senator in looking at this bill putson his 
marine glasses, and turning to the American poopie proposes to 
put upon the great sisterhood of States the s les of the for- 
eign jurisdiction. He does this, although his bill deals not with 
that which is foreign, but with all those great rights of local 
self-government which are ours, ours to-day and to-morrow and 
forever. 

I doubt very much whether this argument will reach the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Minnesota, because in the course of his 
able speech he says: 

The Constitution, which at its adoption was supposed to have in view 
some reference, at least, to the ‘“‘general welfare’ of the people, is now al- 
most invariably invoked by constitutional pugilists to resist all reforms 
and all attempts directed against wrong and abuse. 

1 can well imagine that the distinguished Senator must have 
been in the frame of mind which this language indicates, when 
his hand could have the strength to write or his mind the power 
to conceive that there exists in the Federal Government any 

wer to go into your State, sir [pointing to the Senator from 

issouri], or the State of Maine, or any other State in this Union 
and destroy by a surreptitious attempt to pervert the taxing 
power, the rights of the citizens of the States to contractamong 
themselves. 

I know, therefore, that theframeof mind I am in and the frame 
of mind the distinguished Senator is in are so wide apart, that 
we move in such different conceptions of the respective relations 
of these Governments toeach other, that I am afraid I will never 
be able toreach him by argument. 

Mr. President, I think we ought to be entitled to discuss this 
measure without sneer, without gibe, without reaching out the 
hand to stir up—I was going to say the smoldering ashes of past 
conflicts; but thank God even the ashes of that conflict have 
passed away; I know the American people have forgotten it, ex- 
cept for the lessons which it has taught us all, that within the 
walls of the Constitution and by adherence and respect for it, 
united in acommon brotherhood lie alone our future hope of hap- 
piness and protection. 

The distinguished Senator says: 


It is seriously to be regretted that some of our “constitutional friends” 
did not regard this sacred instrument with as much reverence and stand 


ready to guard it with the same pathetic solicitude in a time not very remote 


as they do at present. 

Thus the discussion of this antioption bill is to revive the feel- 
ings of the war, and sneer and gibe are cast at this side of the 
Chamber because there are those here who adhere now to those 
great principles of constitutional government which they think 
involve the very structure of the Constitution. The germsof the 


fierce civil war through which we passed were sown atthe birth | 
of our institutions. Both sides in that awful conflict were true | 


to the Constitution as they understood it. 
Mr. Presiient, the men who took part in the war on the South- 





ern side were not like the Senator from Minnesota, careless of 
constitutional obligations. Whatever may be the conception as 
to the mistake of their opinions—and we all concede that the 
mighty arbitrament of war has decided they were wrong—no one 
in this day or any day hereafter, whatever may be the censure 
| which he puts upon the judgment of the Southern people, ques- 
| tions the sincerity of their convictions or their great purpose to 

adhere to the Constitution as they understood it. Their blood 
sealed their fidelity to their duty as they conceived it. I have 
seen somewhere a thought of the great war governor of Massa- 
| chusetts, saying that whatever might be the judgment of history 

upon the wisdom of the Southern people, history would hold that, 
mistaken as they were, they were heroes because of their devo- 
tion to their constitutional mistake. 

I believe now, sir, that as time goes by the world will see their 
magnificent heroism more and more, and that the vision of the 
Southern poet will be fulfilled: 

In seeds of laurel in the earth, 
The blossom of their fame is blown; 
And somewhere, waiting for its birth, 
The shaft is in the stone. 

But, Mr. President, the view of the Constitution which the 
other side upholds is, I suggest, a reflection on that magnificent 
and gallant body of men who formed the Union hosts of this 
country. What did they fight for? What did they die for? 
For what was their blood poured out in priceless currents? if 
we believe the cons2quencas of the argument of the distinguished 
Senator from Minnesota, it was poured out in order that we 
might have no Government, no States, no autonomy, and that 
our Constitution might be destroyed. 

I should rather not pass the judgment upon those gallant men 
which the argument of the Senator from Minnesota does. I 
should rather rely upon the judgment of the immortal Lincoln 
who said at Gettysburg, in that speech which wilf carry his fame 
down to the uttermost end of time: ‘‘ They died in order that this 
Government mightlive?” Livehow? Live,asthe argument of 
the Senator from Minnesota would hold, without restriction and 
without restraint of any kind, with the States destroyed, with 
all rights gone, with a mighty despotism built up, and that des- 
potism all the more flagrant and all the more outrageous be- 
cause it would depend solely upon popular clamor or popular 
whim as to the existence or nonexistence of an evil? 

Mr. President, there can not be any doubt as to the unconsti- 
tutionality of this measure. The distinguished Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] yesterday asked upon this floor my very 
polished and eloquent friend,the Senator from Virginia[Mr. DAN- 
IEL], whether he thought the courts would declare this bill un- 
constitutional. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon a 
question, through the Chair now, if he will permit me, and that 
question is this: Does the Senator from Oregon think this bill 
has for its object the lawful and legitimate exercise of the taxing 

ower? 

z Mr. MITCHELL. Iam bound to take the bill for what it pur- 
ports to be. I have seen no reason to inquire of those gentiemen 
who introduced the bill, or of the committee that report:d it, 
whether there is anything about it that does not appear on th: 
face of the bill; and I have no doubt the Supreme Court of the 
United States will hold the very same view if it should ever be- 
come a law and go before that tribunal for construction. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator vote for a provision declaring 
that this bill has for its object the destruction and prevention 
within the States of the things contemplated as declared by the 
Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator’s vote, ‘‘ yea” or “‘ nay,” on 
this bill, be controlled by the fact that it will accomplish that 
purpose? 

Mr. MITCHELL. At present, Mr. President, I donot exactly 
see that I am on the witness stand to be catechised. 

Mr. WHITE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. President, I put these questions because when the Senator 
asked the question on yesterday, to me they indicated a depth 
of political degeneration—of course I do not say this with refer- 
ence to the learned Senator of Oregon—but I mean of politica! 
degeneration of opinion abstractly which can b> successfully de- 
fended nowhere. 

Who shall say that if this bill is not really a revenue bill and 
| we declare it to be so we will not be concealing our purpose and 
expressing a fraudulent purpose? 

There has been some question raised about the case of Veazie 
vs. Fenno, as bearing upon this issue. Itis said, Why, did you 
not impose a tax of 10 per cent upon State banks upon their cir- 
culation, and did not the Supreme Court declare that valid? 
That case is cited as authority now. It is always the way. It 
has been that way since the foundation of the Government. If 
ever a decision is made in any way looking toward the destruc- 
tion of the lawful powers of the States, arguments have alwuye 
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come up to pervert, to extend, to vitiate, and to amplify in order 
that there may be authority for a stretch of power and thus take 
some further libertyfrom the people. Now, what was the Veazie 
ve. Fenno case? 

I know nothing which can throw more light upon a case than 
the brief of counsel. In the discussion of that case there was no 
statement by counsel that the question involved was the perver- 
sion of the taxing power. The attack made upon the statute 
was this: That this statute was unconstitutional use it taxed 
a State corporation. 

When that went tothe court what did it os The Constitu- 
tion has lodged in Congress the power toregulate currency. In 
the exercise of that power Congress has authority to wipe outa 
State corporation by taxation. True the court, arguendo, said 
that it was either a tax or a prohibition. If a prohibition, the 
constitutional authority lying back of the statute was found— 
where? In the clause delegating to Congress the power to reg- 
ulate the currency. If a tax, it was not illegal, because Con- 
gress had the power to use the taxing power to prohibit that 
which it had the right to prohibit under another provision of 
the Constitution. 

The case does not cover the questicn now here. It does not 
intimate the power to surreptitiously use the taxing —_ which 
is here presented. It is true the court, arguendo by the Chief 
Justice, made use of expressions which ma misconstrued and 
which are now used to support the content ion that Congress has, 
by pretending to tax, the power to destroy every limitation found 
in the Constitution. This case does not so decide. It seems to 
me that ends this contention. 

This brings me to the oleomargarine bill. This was the situ- 
ation at that time and I call attention to it: The statute as 
originally jntroduced contained a prohibitive tax. Although 
there was an enormous pressure for its passage,some of the gen- 
tlemen who were called upon to support it and whose constitu- 
tional stomachs were not so weakened and enfeebled could not 
digestit. Whatdidtheydo? They reduced the tax down within 
a revenue-producing capacity. That statute recognized the dis- 
tinction which I made just now between the power of the Gov- 
ernment to exercise internal and external taxes, the difference 
between imposts and internal taxation, since, although in that 
act they made the impost tax absolutely prohibitive, they re- 
duced the internal to a revenue basis on its face in order tomake 
it constitutional. 

This, then, was a case where motive might deprive the court 
of the power to examine into the constitutionality of the statute 
because on the face of the statute it was the exercise of a revenue 

wer. I admit that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator think that a reduction 
of the tax in this case to such a figure that it would admittedly 
be the means of raising revenue, and under which parties en- 
gaged in these transactions would go on, would render this bill 
constitutional? 

Mr. WHITE. Does the Senator mean leaving in the $2 tax? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No,sir. fhe pointis this: Suppose the tax 


were reduced to a revenue basis so that the tax would be paid, 
in which event it would clearly be a revenue bill according to 
the ideas of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. WHITE. Oh, I must beg the Senator's pardon. The Sen- 
ator must understand the distinction. I am speaking now of the 
power of the court on the face of the bill. The bill might, on its 
face, be a revenye bill, and might to me be constitutional. But 
in the exercise of my function here I would not vote for any bill 
if it raised a fetnistions revenue, provided I thought it was in- 
tended to prohibit. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood the Senator to say that be- 


cause the tax was reduced so that it was for revenue on its face 


that enabied the court to dcelare that it was constitutional. 

Mr. WHITE. I say that would haveenabled the court, and it 
enabled the Presideut to not veto it, because, Mr. President, it is 
perfectly self-evident when a bill, which is a revenue bill, comes 
to me for consideration, as to whether I will vote for it or not, 
it may be to me--if I may be allowed to use the word, a philo- 
sophical word —subjectively unconstitutional, not unconstitu- 
tional per se, and I may not vote for it as constitutional, because 
] know that although it is a revenue bill, there is a purpose of 
destruction and prohibition contained in it. But when it comes 
to the court, the court can only look at it objectively. The 
court must look at its provisions, and if on its face it is a reve- 
nue bill, if on its face it be for the purpose of raising revenue, 
the court will say that it can not consider the motive, but must 
decree its enforcement. 

Yet where on its very fac2 it is not a revenue bill, then even 
objectively to a court it is unconstitutional, and the court, in my 
judgment, doing its great duty, will stamp upon it the brand 
of unconstitutionality. I think the distinction is very clearly 
drawn in the message of Mr. Cleveland in which he announced 
his signature to the oleomargarine bill: 

It has been urged as an objection tothis measure that while purporting to 
be legislation for revenue, its real purpose is to destroy, by the use of the 
pane >t ata one industry of our people for the protection and benefit of 
a entitled to indulge in such a suspicion as a basis of official action in this 
case— 

Now, here are the two cases, one “‘ if entitled to indulge in such 
a suspicion,’=and what? 
and if entirely satisfied that the consequences indicated would ensue, I 
should doubtless fee! constrained to interpose Executive dissent. 

That is the illustration. That is the object lesson, for object- 
ively when this statute came to him within its four walls there 
was a revenue created, and he, in the exercise of his executive 

wer and executive prerogative, did not come down and go 
into the hearts of men and do that thing which God alone can 
do, search out the understandings of men and know their wicked 
purposes. He took the object as it came to him and passed upon 
it as such, but he was careful to say in this message that if that 
bill had not presented that aspect to him, he would have been 
coustrained to exercise the executive veto. 

| J hold in my hand, which I will print as a part of my remarks, 
| the revenue collected from the oleomargarine tax. 


Statement showing total receipts from all oleomargarine sources for each fiscal pean November 1, 1336, the date the oleomargarine law took effect, to June 30, 
1891, inclusive. 


Oleomargarine. 








Oleomargarine, domestic and imported _.............-.......--..-- $435, 924. 04 653, 355. 10 


Eight months) Fiscal year | Fiscal year | Fiscal year | Fiscal year 
ended ended ended 
June 30, 1887. | June 30, 1888. | June 30, 1889. 





Manufacturers of oleomargarine (special tax) -............--.------ 31, 700. 00 17, 150. 00 J) eee 
Retail dealers in oleomargarine (special tax) .................--.- 154, 924. 00 123, 258. 54 146, 293. tin cit htdain <iniet> 
Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine (special tax) -..............-. 101, 400. 00 70, 376. 24 ee ee ac awn « 


TONE 5 nn cevcponsccasivecs pens dame cumueeed eae Cenaraoapern 723, 948. 04 864, 139. 88 


The aggregate receipts have been $4,346,000, and the revenue 
has been increasing day by dayand year by year. Will anybody 
say that that statute is on all fours with this? Will anybody 
hold that a bill which has raised more than four millions of rev- 
enue and where the revenue has been accumulating year by year 
is like unto a bill which within its necessary intendment and on 
the very face of the statute not only is not intended to raise rev- 
emue, but on the contrary can not under its terms raise a dollar 
of revenue? 

There are gentleman upon this floor, my peers in everything, 
my peers in heart, and my superiors in head, who have said to 
a they could not see the distinction between those two 
statutes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the Senator concedes that 
that bill was constitutional. 

Mr. WHITE. Asregards the President, when itcame to him. 
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1,077, 924.14 | $4,316,551. 69 


| Mr. MITCHELL. Just as well as when it was before the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. WHITE. I never conceded that; on the contrary, I dis- 
claimed it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But as it came to the President? 

Mr. WHITE. I say that it was constitutional, objectively, 
when it went to the President. It was unconstitutional, sub- 
jectively, as it was passed upon by the Senate. Thatis what I say, 
and my words can not be distorted. If the difference between 
object and subject do not present themselves to the Senator’s 
mind, if the darkness of night and the light of day do not pene- 
trate his mind, I must ask for some greater power of explana- 
tion than T have. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My a may be somewhat obtuse, 
so far as that is concerned, but | wish to understand the Senator 
if it does take a long time to get at precisely what he is driving 
at. I confess [am a little ccatanel, although I am very much 
interested in his very able and interesting argument. 
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The Senator concedes that the oleomargarine bill after it came 
from the President was a constitutional act; that act was consti- 
tutional because not only on its face but the very purpose of it, 
considered from every and any standpoint, was to raise revenue, 
as I understand the Senator. 

Suppose the tax provided for in the pending bill was reduced 
to 5 cents, instead of being at $2; suppose the tax were reduced 
to a sum where all would admit that revenue would be raised to a 
point where under the law parties would go on and make these 
contracts and pay the tax. Now, the Senator will admit so far as 
that particular aspect of the case is concerned, it would bea proper 
exercise of the taxing power. 

Mr. WHITE. I beg the Senator’s pardon—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. One moment. So far as that particular 
aspect of the case is concerned, I suppose the Senator will con- 
oak that that would be a proper exercise of the taxing power; 
but whether the object to which it is applied is a proper one is 
perhaps a different question. The object to which the tax was 
applied in the oleomargarine act was a representation of butter, 


but in this case it is proposed to be applied to certain contracts. | 
Now, I understand, the Senator’s first objection to this bill is | 


that it contemplates invoking the taxing power when the real 


purpose is not to raise revenue, but to crush out certain things. I 


understand that is the first objection of the Senator. But sup- 

that was avoided in the way I have suggested, then is the 
Other and the only objection that the Senator has to this bill, 
that it interferes with what he regards as valid contracts be- 
tween parties in a State? Is that it? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I have endeavored to make ar. 
self reasonably clear. WhatI say is this, that if a bill actually 
raises revenue and is presented to my mind, in the exercise of oe 
duty, under my oath of office here, I have two questions to as 
myself: Is this a billraisingrevenue? Thatis the first question. 
If I determine that question in the affirmative, the lamp of my 
duty might lead my mind towards supporting that bill, but it 


could not carry me to that point unless another question were | 


also answered, and that conveys the entire answer to the Sena- 


tor’s question. Is it an honest exercise of the taxing power, or | 
is it a dishonest scheme to raise revenue and accomplish another | 
purpose? If my mind, inthe exercise of my duty here, found that | 
either of these things existed, then, although it wasa billraising | 


revenue, [ would not vote fora dishonest bill raising revenue. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Butsuppose there is no objection so far as 

that aspect is concerned, then J want to get the other objection. 
Mr. WHITE. If I were the Executive or a judge and the bill 


came to me, then having passed out of this sphere and into an- | 


other sphere where motives could not enter, I should say the 
sole question presented to me was, does it raise revenue on its 
face, and, if so, I would hold it constitutional. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Louis- 
iana whether he considers that the power of the President to 
veto a bill which has passed the two Houses of Congress is con- 
fined in his opinion to its unconstitutionality, or whether he has 
not just as much power as the House of Representatives or the 
Senate to consider the motives which may be behind the bill? 

Mr. WHITE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not quite 
catch his last sentence. 


Mr.HIGGINS. Iwillagain state my question. Iask whether | 


the Senator consi lers that in vetoinga bill the President has no 

wer to doit on any other ground than that it is unconstitu- 

onal in his opinion, or whether he has not the power to go be- 

hind the motive as much as a member of either House of Con- 
ss? 

Mr. WHITE. I hope that when the mantle of the Presidency 
falls upon the distinguished Senator from Delaware he will de- 
cide that question for himself. I shall not enter into that dis- 
cussion now. 

Mr. HIGGINS. The Senator has assumed that such a bill as 
the oleomargarine bill could be signed by the President, and 
was signed by President Cleveland, within his power and com- 
ea on the ground that President Cleveland could not go 

hind the motive of the bill or to the motive of the bill? 


Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Delaware fallsinto an error. | 


I have said nothing of the kind. I read the declaration of 
the President, and I said whether he was right or whether he 


was wrong—and only God himself is always right—in the exer- | 


cise of his authority and of his power, under his mission and 
mandate under the Constitution, within those limitations that 
he thought he should exercise in the discharge of the duties of 
his great office he signed the bill for the reasons given by him, 
and [ am not here in the discussion of the present subterfugeous 
and cheating rr of taxation to be led astray into a discussion 
of the power of the President in the exercise of his veto. 
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Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. WHITE. I would rather not yield further, if the Senator 
will pardon me. I am heated, and I have got an extended argu- 
ment to make. If the Senator will just allow me to proceed with 
my argument I shall be obliged to him. I donot intend to be 

| discourteous to him. 

oe The Senator from Louisiana declines 

| to yield. 

| Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. WHITE. I will yield to the Senator in charge of the bill. 

| Mr. WASHBURN. In the article of Judge Cooley in the At- 
lantic Monthly for April, he takes the ground squarely and un- 
qualifiedly that the taxing power of the Government could be 
invoked to destroy lotteries, not for the raising of revenue but 
for the absolute destruction of lotteries in the country, and he 
claims that that is the only way that it can be permanently ac- 
complished. Now, let me ask if there is any distinction between 
the position taken in regard to lotteries and the suppression of 
avery much graver character of gambling than selling lottery 
tickets? , 

Mr. WHITE. In thecomment I made upon the excerpts from 
Judge Cooley, to which the distinguished Senator referred, I con- 
fined myself solely to the quotation made, and I read that quota- 
tion. That quotation refers to imposts, and therefore I discussed 
the particular question. I can not discuss here all the opinions of 

| Judge Cooley in a magazine article, upon every conceivable ques- 

tion, but I may say to the distinguished Senator, in answer to the 

question which he puts me, that there has been noman in these 
United States more unalterably opposed to the extension of the 

| Louisiana lottery than I. When my people were clamoring for 
itssuppression and crowding upon me petition after petition to in- 
troduce a bill suppressing the Lousiana lottery by the exercise 
of the power of Poderal taxation, I said to them, ‘‘ Great as is 
this evil, there is an evil yet greater, and that is the disruption 
and the destruction of all the great principles of our Government 
by calling upon the Federal Government to do an illegal, and un- 
constitutional thing.” 

Mr. WASHBURN. The Senator has not answered the ques- 
tion which I proposed, which was whether there is any distinc- 

| tion, whether if we have the power to suppress the Louisiana 
| lottery, or any other lottery, by invoking the taxing power, we 
| have not the same power to invoke it to suppress gambling in 
| food products? 
Mr. WHITE. I will discuss that question when I come to it. 
| | have already said that I declined to introducea bill taxing the 
| Louisiana lottery by the Federal Government because I thought 
| it violated the Federal Constitution. That is an answer to the 
| Senator's question. 
| Mr. President, I have reviewed the proposed statute from its 
| constitutional point of view, but I wish to approach it from an- 
other point of view; and in looking at it in this way I entirely 
| put by the constitutional question, I eliminate thatentirely from 
| what [ have to say. I am supposing now that this proposed 
| statute is within the walls of the Constitution. What then? 
| Should we look only at constitutional questions? If the distin- 
| guished Senator were to introduce a bill to-morrow, taking the 
property of the Senator from Missouri and giving it to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, and it were within the Constitution to do so, 
would I vote for it because it was constitutional? 

There are great principles which underlie constitutions and 
which should control all legislation. There are great elemen- 
tary conceptions of government, of English-speaking govern- 
} ment, born coeval with our race, and which have made our race 

the dominating race of the world. We should follow them. 
| Every elementary principle known to English-speaking legis- 
| lation is violated in this bill in every line and every page of it. 
| Let me see if thatis true. Whatdoes the billsay? The bill 
| defines options. The bill defines futures. Is the detinition gen- 
| eral in both cases? Itis. Now, if the proposed statute stopped 
| there and contained its penalties, then every human being and 

every contract for options and futures wherever our administra- 
| tion extended would be brought within the provisions of a gen- 
eral statute. Does this bill do that? No; it is discriminating 
| from one end to the other; itis flagrantly and openly discrim- 
inating. 

After defining options and futures, then the bill goes on to say, 
| not that all contracts of that kind within this broad land shall 
| come within the reach of this general statute; no, but it picks 
| out particular things and particular subjects-matter to make 
| them alone the subjects of the general law, which, if it has any 
| foundation in public necessity or public right, should operate 
| over a sway as broad as our jurisdiction. 

Now, to what is the billapplied? Letmeread. Ihave it here, 
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and I will stop a moment and read it. Just think of it! Here 
are these contracts, and here are these general definitions. What 
does it, the bill, say? 

That the articles to which the foregoing sections relate are raw or unman- 
ufactured cotton, hops, wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, pork, lard, and bacon. 

And there it stops. Of all the vast objects of contract in this 
land, itmakes a general definition, and then singles these out 
alone to cover them by the provisions of the statute. Is there 
a Senator who does not admit that from the day of Magna Charta 
down, the first and the elementary principle laid down by Eng- 
lish-speaking people is that comdnal lowe should operate gener- 
ally and that no discrimination should be exercised? The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] helped to 
frame a constitution in his State recently. I venture tosay that 
in the exercise of the power vested in the Legislature of the 
State of Mississippi, this discriminating clause would be stricken 
with constitutional paralysis, because it was not a general law. 

There is not a modern State constitution in this Union which 
has not put its anathema on discrimination. How then is this 
bill justified? Idonotknow. Bywhatrule hasit been written? 
What has been the prescience which has looked over all this land 
and picked out these particular objects to make them alone the 
subject-matter of this discriminating law? 

r. President, be the clamor what it may, I know my people 
well, and I should not be afraid to go with my vote before them 
with this third section in my hand and invoke their ordinary 
sense of common American fair play and feel absolutely confident 
of their denunciation of this attempt to discriminate in favor of 
one product as against another product. 

How is this justified? I have heard some talk about agricul- 
tural products. My mail has been burdened every day for a month 
almost with some circular gotten up by some committee some- 
where. The Senator says that this bill is in the interest of the 
farmers, that the farmers are scattered, that they are not organ- 
ized and can not protect their rights, and therefore they must be 
looked after. My mail has been burdened with private letters, 
telegrams, circulars, newspapers, pamphlets in favor of the bi'l 
which has engendered in my mind a deep-seated alarm that there 
is a mighty conspiracy against the consumers of the country and 
in favor of certain favored persons, and I think Ican demonstate 
such to ba the fact before I take my seat. 

Now, take food products. Does this bill embrace food products? 
Iscottona food product? How does cotton get intoa food-product 
bill? Whereare butter and cheese and cattle and all the thousand 
other food products which are leftout of this bill, which is called 
a food-product bill? You have in the bill things which are not 
food products, and you have not food products in, and yet it is 
said a great clamor comes up for this bill from the American 

sople because it is a bill to protect food products. If we are go- 

ng to protect food products let us protect them; do not let us 
‘discriminate. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Cotton is an agricultural product. 

Mr. WHITE. I am coming to agriculture. The trouble is 
that this bill is so incongruous that I defy any Senator to takea 
single heading and classify under it the arbitrary selection of 
subjects which are brought within its provisions. I shall not 
forget agriculture. Here are agricultural products. Is butter 
in the bill? Is cheese in the bill? Is hemp in the bill? Are 
cattle in the bill? Are horses in the bili? Are mulesin the bill? 
Are sheep in the bill? Is wool in the bill? Only, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in so far as the bill pulls the wool over our eyes on the ag- 
ricultural question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator will allow me, they are not 
in the bill for the reason that they are not bet on in the gambling 
resorts of this country. That is the reason they are not in the 
bill. 


Mr. WHITE. Iam coming to that. That is a confession of | 


the discrimination, of the favoritism “4 which the items have 
been arbitrarily selected. If the gambling spirit is what the 
Senator thinks, then this bill is going to close the exchanges to 
these products and open the bucket shops and gambling saloons 
all over the country to the products which he discriminates 
against. Then we must write in the title of this bill ‘An act 
passed by the Congress of the United States to stimulate gam- 
bling in the agricultural products, and to encourage the opening 
of bucket shops by forbidding gambling in a few products and 
licensing as to all the others.” 

But, Mr. President, what a proposition, that these things are 
picked out for anathema ond denunciation because they are 
dealtin on boards of trade! God of mercy, in this age of the 
world are we to shut our eyes to every teaching of the English- 
speaking race? Are we to confess that we are more ignorant 
than were our forefathers two hundred years ago. 

Why, sir, what is the history of English commerce? What 
has enabled it to carry on its wings the light of civilization and 
religion and truth all over this world? What has done it, sir, 


but the organized energies of the great commercial bodies of 
the world, speaking through their chambers of commerce and 
their boards of e? The very structure of our Government, 
almost the very fiber of this Government, was evolved in that 
country which preserved its liberties by the efforts of its great 
bodies of merchants assembled together for the purpose of trad- 
ing. The very essence of trade is liberty itself; intercourse en- 
genders the immortal spirit of liberty from the very fact that 
men gather together in the interest of commerce, which needs 
the wings of liberty and of peace tospread itself in enlightening 
and improving the world. 

Let us see what the argument of the Senator would lead us to. 
What are these boards of trade? They are merely the aggrega- 
tion of merchants who meet in a room to collect the information 
necessary to enable every man to trade onan equalfooting. The 
telegraph, the reports of all kinds, the bulletin board, every- 
thing open; so, if I may be pardoned in the use of such a slang 
— on, there is a fair and square deal, and the man who buys 
and the man who sells, all possessing the information which ia 
garnered all over the whole world, deal on an equal footing. 

Mr. President, boards of trade are true evolutions of that doc- 
trine of equality which has dominated the world, the equality 
and liberty of man. The poor man with small capital who goes 
into the great chambers of commerce and the boards of trade 
with all the information exposed to his view, needs to protect 
himself from being gouged and destroyed only the light of the 
reason which God has given him. It is putting him onan equal- 
ity with the rich. The purpose of this bill, then, is to strike 
down all the trading which can be done at an equal advantage, 
and to stimulate the trading where the small man will be at the 
mercy of the big man. Its purpose, then, is to allow trading 
where all the protections which modern society and modern 
commerce have evolved will be destroyed. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to me a 
moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. WHITE. With pleasure. 

Mr. GRAY. The hour of 5 o'clock has arrived, and I perceive 
that the Senator is tired. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to get action on a small bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope the Senator from Delaware will 
not press his motion. We have only spent two hours to-day in 
this discussion. : 

Mr. GRAY. Lonly press it because the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. WHITE] tells me he issuffering with an affection of the 
throat and is feeling very much fatigued. 

The VICE-PRESIDE T. Does the Senator from Delaware 
withdraw the motion? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT], if I may have unanimous consent that it does not take 
the floor away from the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. WHITE] 
for to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut is 
recognized. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. Oi 

TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had azreed 

to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 

| votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 

| bill (H.. R. 6091) to amend ‘‘An act to authorize the construction 

_of a bridge across the Tenne2s2e River at or near Knoxville, 
Tenn.,” approved August 9, 1888. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8122) to prohibit 
| the use of ‘‘one-horse ” cars within the limits of the city of Wash- 
ington after the Ist day of January, 1893, and for other purposes, 
| agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 

votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEARD, 
| Mr. Cops of Alabama, and Mr. Post managers at the confer- 
ence on the partof the House. 

‘The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 5941) to build a bridge across the Tennessee River 
between a point in Whitesburg Precinct, in Madison County, in 
the State of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R, 5997) to amend section 2 of an act approved May 
14, 1880, being ‘‘An act for the relief of settlers on public lands;” 


and : 

A bill (H. R. 7720) to authorized the construction of a bridge 
across the Savannah River. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 620) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote 
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the administration of justice in the Army,” approved October 


1890; 
"A bill (S. 710) providing for the relief of William G. Spencer, 
of Maryland, late captain Seventeenth Infantry, United States 


Army; 

A pill (S. 898) to furnish the Gettysburg Battlefield Memorial 
Association, at Gettysburg, Pa., with specimens of arms, accou- 
terments, and so forth, used by the armies in the battle of Get- 
tysburg, for exhibition and preservation at the Gettysburg Mu- 


seum; 

A bill (S. 1039) to define the grade of certain medical officers 
of the Army, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1040) authorizing the Secretary of War to lease pub- 
lic property in certain cases; ; 

A bill (S. 1230) amending the act of October 1, 1890, entitled 
‘An act to provide for the examination of certain officers of the 
Army and to regulate promotions therein;” : 

A bill (S. 1722) to provide for the examination and promotion 
of enlisted men of the Army to the grade of second lieutenant; 


an 

A bill (S. 3154) to amend section 9 of the act for the relief of 
certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the 
war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1889. 


| 





offense shall have been committed, or if committed upon or within any res- 
ervation not included in any county, then in any county adjoining such res- 
ervation, and, if in the Indian Territory, before the United States court 
commissioner or commissioner of the c?rcuit court of the United States re- 
siding nearest ee ee where the offense was committed who is not for any 
reason disqualified; but in all cases such arrests shall be made before any 
United States court commissioner residing in such adjoining county, or be- 
fore any magistrate or judicial officer authorized by the laws of the State 
in which such reservationis located to issue warrants for the arrest and ex- 
amination of offenders by section 1014 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. And all persons so arrested shall, unless discharged upon examina- 
tion, be held to answer and stand trial before the court of the United States 
having jurisdiction of the offense. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison the motion of the 
Senator from Connecticut that the Senate concur in the amend- 


| ment of the Houss of Representatives to the bill. 


e message further announced that the House had passed | 


the following bills with amendments in which it requested the | of Representatives to which there is no objection. 


concurrence of the Senate: 
- A bill (S. 621) to provide for the collection, custody, and ar- 


rangement of the military records of the American Revolution | 


and the war of 1812; and 
A bill (S. 2470) to amend the Articles of War, and for other 
purposes. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The messag 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 


e also announced that the Speaker of the House | 


The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GRAY. I believe my motion toadjourn is before the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr.GRAY. L[yield tothe Senator from Arkansas[Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask leave to call up a bill which will take 
but a minute. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the attention of the Senate. I think we 
might spend an hour very profitably by going to the Calendar 
and disposing of bills on the Calendar which came from the House 


Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that the 
standing order is that when we go to the Calendar we consider 
House bills in their order; but I have no objection to the bill of 


| the Senator from Arkansas. 


A bill (H. R. 8579) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to incor- | 
porate the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of Co- | 


lumbia:” 


ia: 
A bill (S.1775) to fix the compensation of keepers and crews | 


of life-saving stations; 

A bill (S. 1793) to legalize the deed and other records of the 
Office of Indian Affairs, and to provide and authorize the use of 
a seal by said office; 


Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senate will allow me to have this 
bill considered and passed. It is a House bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think we had better go through the Calen- 
dar of House bills favorably reported. 

Mr.CULLOM. That isexactly whatI want todo. I think we 
might spend an hour or two very profitably in that way. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think so, too, if the Senator from Delaware 
{[Mr. GRAY] will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BERRY. I hops the Senator will let me get this bill 
passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them all be passed. 

Mr. GRAY. I withdraw my motion to adjourn with the un- 


_ derstanding that the Calendar be proceeded with. 


A bill (S. 2968) to provide for a May term of the district court | 


of the United States for the eastern district of South Carolina; 


the police court of the District of Columbia,” approved March | 


3, 1891. 
SALE OF INTOXICANTS IN THE INDIAN COUNTRY. 


Mr. PLATT. I desire to have reconsidered the vote by which, 
on cone the Senate disagreed to the amendmentof the House 
to 


nate bill 1988, and after such vote shall have been recon- | 
sidered I shall ask the Senate to concur in the amendment of the | 


House. 
The VICE‘:PRESIDENT. The bill referred to by the Senator | 


from Connecticut will be reported by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1988) to amend sections 213), 
2140, and 2141 of the Revised Statutes, touching the sale of in- 
toxicants in the Indian country, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


he question is on the motion of | 


the Senator from Connecticut that the Senate reconsider the vote | 


by which it disagreed to the amendment of the House to the bill | today it be to meet to-morrow morning at ll o’clock. [Putting 


the title of which has just been reported. 
Mr. WASHBURN. If theSenator from Delaware[Mr.Gray] 
will withdraw his motion, I wish to make a motion. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut[Mr. | 


PLATT] has been rezognized by the Chair. The question ison | .oogings, 
the motion made by the Senator from Connecticut that the Sen- | “p>, % 


ate reconsider the vote disagreeing to the amendment made by 


the House of Representatives to the bill the title of which has | 


just been read. * 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I now move that the Senais concur in the House 
amendment to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be read. 

he CHIEF CLERK. The amendment of the House of Repre- 

sentatives is to strike out all after the first section, and add to 
section 1 the following: 


All carne for the arrest of any F yg or persons made for violation 
of any of the provisions of this act shall be made in the county where the 





an , _making this motion, if it is understood that that sha 
A bill (S. 3011) to amend ‘“‘An act to define the jurisdiction of | 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. WHITE] 
will be entitled to the floor on the antioption bill when itis re- 
sumed. I do not desire to take it from him for the a of 

ll be its ef- 
fect. 

Mr. GRAY. I withdraw my motion to adjourn, with the un- 
derstanding that some business on the Calendar is to be trans- 
acted. 

Mr. CULLQM. That is all right. I am much obliged to the 
Senator. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we ought to go on with the Calen- 
dar. I gave notice the other day that I should oppose any de- 
parture from the understanding. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator has a perfect right to object. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senate to procéed to the considera- 
tion of House bills under Rule VIII. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day, it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock a. m. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Minnesota, that when the Senate adjourn 


the question.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. [ hope the Senator will withdraw that motion 
to a later hour, becase a yea-and-nay vote may stop other pro- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the demand for the yeas and 
nays seconded? 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to say to the Senator from Min- 
nesota that very important committee meetings have been ap- 
pointed for 11 o’clock to-morrow, without any expectation of a 
change in the hour of meeting. . 

Mr. WASHBURN. If that is the case, I will withdraw the 
motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall now proceed to the consider- 
ation of cases on the Calendar to which there is no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted 
upon its amendment to the bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of 
additional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, Florida, disagreed to 
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by the Serate; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. MALLORY, Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri, and Mr. Linp 


managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (A. R. 3850) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of certain soldiers; ~ 

A bill (H. R. 7172) to authorize the Secretary of War toappoint 
a board of review in certain cases; 

A bill (BH. R. 9022) to provide for the examination of certain 
officers of the Marine Corps, and to regulate promotions therein; 

A bill (H. R. 9324) to enforce reciprocal commercial relations 
between the United States and Canada, and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 80) authorizing the acceptance of 
meda!s presented to the officers and crew of the United States 


steamship Baltimore by the King of Sweden; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 142) extending the time for the con- 
struction of a hotel on the Government reservation at Fort 
Monroe, Va. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted the following report: 


REMOVAL OF PENSION DISABILITY. 


The committee of conference of the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2137) to 
amend an act amending tae pension law so to remove the disability of those 
who, baving participated in the rebellion, have since its termination en- 
listed in the Army of the United States and become disabled, a 
March 3, 1877, having met, after full and free conference have failed 
to an agreement, and ask for a further conference. 


A. S. PADDOCK, 
GEO. L. SHOUP, 
D. TURPIE 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


oved 
come 


W. H. H iS, 
JOHN L. JOLLEY, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the conference report be | 
adopted, and that the Senate accede to the request of the House 
of Representatives for a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Pap- 
pocK, Mr. SHOUP, and Mr. TURPIE were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9022) to provide for the examination of certain 
officers of the Marine Corps and to regulate promotion therein, 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 80) authorizing the acceptance of 
medals presented to the officers and crew of the United States | 





steamship Baltimore by the King of Sweden was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
yen: by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 3850) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of certain soldiers; 

A bill (H. R. 7172) to authorize the Secretary of War to ap- 
point a board of review in certain cases; and 

A joint resolution ~ Res. 142) extending the time for the 
construction of a hotel on the Government reservation at Fort- 
tress Monroe, Va. 

RECIPROCAL COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

The bill (H. R. 9324) to enforce reciprocal commercial rela- 
tions between the United States and Canada, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that that bill may take the place of Order 
of Business 884, Senate bill 3310, to secure certain reciprocal 
advantages to citizens, ports, and vessels of the United States. 
It is almost identical with the bill reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations now on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Maine will be agreed to in the absence of objection. 

ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, sub- 
mitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 3406) to accept a be- 
quest made by Gen. George W. Cullum for the erection of a | 
memorial hall at West Point, N. Y., and to carry the terms and | 
sesitions of the same into execution, heretofore reported by | 

him, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was | 
referred, reported a joint resolution (S. R. 103) relating to be- 
a made by the late Gen. Cullum; which was read twice by 
its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 
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bill (S. 3446) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Peter Buckley, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 
CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS ON THE CALENDAR. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall proceed to the Calendar on 
House bills unobjected, beginning where we left off a 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


| hears none, and the antioption bill so called will be laid aside 


temporarily. The first House bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


GEORGE W. BARR. 
The bill (H. R. 4113) to grant an honorable discharge to George 
woe from the Army was considered as in Committee of the 
Vhole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
— an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, authorized to 
revoke and set aside Special Orders No. 45, War Department, Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s Office, Washington, January 28, 1863, so far as the same directed the 
dismissal, by direction of the President, from the service of the United 
States, for inco: cy, Surg. G. W. Barr, Sixty-fourth Regiment New 
York Volunteers, and to accept the resignation of said Surg. G. W. Barr, 
tendered on July 10, 1862, as of the said date of January 28, , and to cause 
to be issued to said Barr a certificate of such acceptance and honorable dis- 
charge: Provided, That this act shall not be held to confer any right to any 
pay, bounty, or other pecuniary emoluments, or to remove any existing bar 


to the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


STATEMENTS OF FOREIGN CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

The bill (H. R. 6793) to provide for semiannual statements by 
foreign corporations doing business in the District of Columbia 
was announced as the next House bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be over. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH subsequently said: I should like to in- 
quire what has become of Order of Business No. 927? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was over without objection 
for the present. I asked that it might be passed over. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. lt is House bill 6793, 

Mr.COCKRELL. Iunderstanditperfectly. Ihaverequested 
that it be d over for a short time. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I did not hear the Senator. 


JANE A. WARD. 


The bill (H. R. 712) granting a pension to Jane A. Ward, widow 
of D. A. Ward, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place upon the pension roll the name of Jane A. 
Ward, widow of D. A. Ward, late captain of Company F, Four- 
teenth Wisconsin Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and 
subsequently a captain in the Twenty-fifth Regiment of United 
States Infantry, and mustered out under the act of 1871, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month, instead of $8, which she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


R. A. SPAULDING. 


The bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of R. A. Spaulding, admin- 
istrator of the estate of Solomon Blue, deceased, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whoie. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments, in line 4, to strike out the name “R.A.S d- 
ing” and insert “‘ James B. Blue;” in line 5, after the word’ ad- 
ministrator,” to insert ** de bonis non:” in line 6, after the word 
“six,” to strike out ‘‘ thousand and fifty’ and insert *‘ hundred 
and seventy-two; ” in line 7, after the word “ dollars,” to insert 
‘‘and 50 cents, in full satisfaction of the claim;” in line 8, 
“after the word “‘ taken,” to strike out “‘and used:” and in line 
9, after the words ‘‘sixty-four,” to inserg “from the late Solo- 
mon Blue, deceased; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the er he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to James B. Blue, adm rator de bonis non 
of the estate of Solomon Blue, deceased, the sum of $672.50, in full satisfac- 
tion of the claim for cattle taken by the Army of the United States, August, 
1864, from the late Solomon Blue, deceased. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the billwas amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the 
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relief of James B. Blue, administrator de bonis non of the estate 
of Solomon Blue, deceased.” 


BEQUEST OF GEN. CULLUM. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent to take up Order of 
Business 939, to accept the bequest of Gen. Cullum. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us proceed a little while longer with 
the unobjected Housecases. We shall be through with them in 
a few minutes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. IfI thought there could be achance for that 
I should be content to wait. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we yield to one Senator there will be a 
dozen others to ask for the same thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. Inthe mean time if the Senator 
will look at the title of the bill I shall be glad. It has got to be | 
passed in a certain time to be of any value. 


D. P. ABBOTT AND OTHERS. 


The bill (H. R. 4270) for the relief of D. P. Abbott, A. S. Keeves, 
and T. E. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to D. P. Abbott, 
A. S. Keeves, and T. E. Smith $4,728.80, to reimburse them for 
that amount paid by them into the Treasury of the United States 
as the sureties of J. G. Walker, deputy collector of internal rev- 
enue for the sixth Missouri district under Charles E. Hasbrook, 
late collector of that district, being the face value of certain in- 
ternal-revenue stamps in the possession and custody of J. E. 
Walker as deputy collector, which were, on or about the 25th of 
September, 1888, stolen from him by burglarious entrance into 
his office, without any fault or neglect on his part. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask what is the amount appro- 
priated in that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Four thousand seven hundred and 
twenty-eight dollars and eighty cents. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. THOMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 1777) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of James M. Thompson was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL KEEFE, DECEASED. 

The bill (H. R. 1084) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against Michael Keefe, deceased, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the word “ date,” to strike 
out ‘‘ at the time of the discharge of said regiment,” and insert 
‘September 28, 1864, on account of being disabled for further 
military service;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
Michael Keefe, deceased, late of aoe B, Eighth ent Connecticut 
Volunteers, and to grant an honorable discharge to date, September 28, 1864, 
on account of being disabled for further military service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [ask the Senator from Missouri[Mr. Cock- 
RELL] if an amendment to this bill is really indispensable? 

Mr.COCKRELL. Yes, I thinkso. The bill will get through. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is a House bill, and if it is passed with an | 
amendment, there will be danger of its being lost. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all true, but it is not worth while 
to give a man a year's pay to which he is not entitled. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not ask that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon it: | 
amendment, and ask for a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to | 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Haw. | 
LEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

JOSEPH WACKERLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4833) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Wackerley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment in line 6, after the word “‘ by,” to strike out 
the words ‘‘ causing the charge of desertion to be removed there- | 
from,” and insert: 

Removing therefrom the chargesof desertion, and substituting therefor | 


20 ited ad at Shiloh, Tenn., April 6, 1862, paroled at Montgomery, Ala., May 
22,1 and declared excha: on September 21, 1862, by Gen Orders 147, 








Adjutant-General's Office, of 1862; and never having rejoined his company 
remained absent without leave until October 16,1863, when he enlisted in 
Company H, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, forthree years, and 
was mustered out with hiscompany and honorably discharged on November 
14, 1865, at Nashville, Tenn.”’ 


So as to read: 


Thatthe Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
correct and amend the record of Joseph Wackerly, late a private inCompany 
K, Twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Infantry, by removing therefrom the 
charges of desertion, etc. 


Mr. COCKRELL. In line 8, the word “therefore ” should be 
‘*therefor.” I move that amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senats insist upon its 
amendment and ask for a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appomt the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Haw- 
LEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

DE LOSS CRAMER. 

The bill (H. R. 793) to amend the military record of De Loss 
Cramer was considered 2s in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY NORTH. 

The bill (H. R. 8868) granting increase of pension to Mary 
North, a widow of a soldier of war of 1812, and who is 100 years 
old, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. lt proposes 
to pay a pension of $25 per month to Mary North, of Coweta 
County, Ga., who is 100 years old, in lieu of the pension she now 
receives as widow of a soldier of war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN CHURCHILL. 

The bill (H. R. 4378) granting a pension to Benjamin Churchill 
was tonsidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll, at $30 per month, the name of Benja- 
min Churchill, late a private in Capt. E. Wheeler’s company, 
New York Militia, in the war of 1812, the soldier being now 
nearly 100 years old, to be in lieu of the pension now drawn by 
him under certificate No. 22009. 

The bill was reported to the Senat» without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AARON J. OLIVER. 
The bill (H. R. 2049) for the relief of Aaron J. Oliver was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend the 
records of the War Departmentin such manner as to relieve from 


| the charge of dishonorable discharge the name of Aaron J. Oliver, 


formerly a member of Company E, Ninety-first Regiment New 
York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CUSTOMS PRIVILEGES TO PORT OF DUNKIRK, N. Y. 

The bill (H. R. 8124) to extend the privileges of the transpor- 
tation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port 
of Dunkirk, N. Y., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HEIR OF HUGH WORTHINGTON. 

The bill (H. R. 4827) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 

Claims to hear and determine the claim of the heir of Hugh 


| Worthington for his interest in the steamer Eastport was coz- 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments in section 1, line 5, after the word “law,” to strike 
out the words “and equity;” and in line 14, after the word ‘‘ just,” 


| to strike out ‘‘and equitable;” so as to make the section read: 


That full jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Courtof Claims to hear 
and determine what are the just rights in law of the said Sarah A. Oakes, as 
heir of Hugh Worth , deceased, and that from any judgment so en- 
tered by said Court of Claims either ty may appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, for compensation for the value of said Worthington’'s 
interest in said steamer Eastport. That upon proper petition being pre- 


| sented by said Sarah A. Oakes, her heirs, executors, or administrators, to 


said court, said court is authorized and directed to inquire injo the merits 
of said claim, and if on a full hearing the court shall find that maid claim is 
just, the court shall enter judgment in favor of the claimant an fd against the 
United States for whatever sum shall be found to be due. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments to the preamble 
will now be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1 of the first clause of the pre- 
amble, after the word ‘‘ whereas,” the committee proposes to in- 
sert the words ‘‘it isclaimed;” and in line 1 of the second clause 
of the preamble, after the word ‘‘ whereas,” to insert ‘‘it is 
claimed;” so as to make the preamble read: 

Whereas it is claimed the steamer Eastport was taken by the United States 


A. D. 1862, and coverted into a gunboat; an 
Whereas it is claimed at the time of such one Hugh Worthington, 
then of Metropolis, Massac County, Ill., but since deceased, was the owner of 
has been paid to 


three-fifths interest in said steamer, and no compensation 
said Hugh Wort: m or his hers; and 
Whereas his daughter, Mrs. Sarah A. Oakes, of Metropolis, Ill., claims that 
Ww m was a loyal citizen, that she is his only heir at law, and 


Hugh Wort 
is fastly entitled to receive from the United States compensation for the 
value of her father’s interest in said steamer. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, I desire to correct next to the last word 
‘in the second clause of the preamble. The word ‘‘ hers” sheuld 
be ‘‘ heirs.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
o— and ask for a conference with the House of Representa- 

ves. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VILAS, 
Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. DANIEL were appointed. 


JULIUS C. ZANONE. 


The bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Julius C. Zanone, only 
heir of John B. Janone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski County, 
Tll., deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secre of the Treasury to pay to Julius C. Zanone, 
only heir of John B. Zanone, deceased, late of Mound City, in 
the county of Pulaski and State of Illinois, $4,525, as and for the 
rental value of certain buildings in Mound City, Ill., from April 
20, 1864, to April 30, 1869, the buildings having been used and 
occupied by the United States Government as a marine barracks, 


etc. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
- dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAYMENT OF DISTRICT CERTIFICATE OF INDEBTEDNESS. 


The bill (H. R. 6891) authorizing the payment of a certificate 
of indebtedness of the District of Columbia, No. 4987, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itappropriates $107, one- 
half out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, and the other half out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, for the redemption, with interest, of a certificate of 
indebtedness numbered 4987, issued by authority of section 7 
of the Legislative Assembly of the District of Columbia, ap- 
proved June 26, 1873, dated July 1, 1873. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOURS OF LABOR ON PUBLIC WORKS. 

The bill (H. R. 8537) relating to the limitation of the hours of 
daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon the pub- 
lic works of the United States and of the District of Columbia 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over for the present, without los- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

CHARITY W. CLARK. 

The bill (H. R. 3718) granting a pension to Charity W. Clark, 
mother of Edmond M. Clark, formerly of Company M, Seven- 
teenth Pennyslvania Cavalry, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension rolls the 
name of Charity W. Clark, mother of the late Edmond M. Clark, 
of Company M, Seventeenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, 
at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH MOHAN. 

The bill (H.R. 888) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mohan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Mohan, the idi- 
otic daughter of Thomas Mohan, deceased, a private in Company 
I, of the Second Colorado Cavalry, and to pay her legally ap- 


ee ene 





pointed guardian during her disability a pension under the limi- 
tations of the act of June 27, 1890. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. FORD. 


The bill (H. R. 4022) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Ford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to increase the pension of John C. Ford, late a captain of 
Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, so 
as to include a pension for such disabilities as may be shown to 
have been incurred in line of duty while acting as a scout and 
none between the dates of September 20, 1861, and Decem- 
ber 14, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH BOWDEN. 


The bili (H. R. 5829) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bowden 
was considered as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
anamendment after the word “at,” in line 6, to strike out ‘‘ and 
after; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States 
the name of Elizabeth Bowden, late a nurse and superintendent of nurses, 
to be paid a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

JULIA BODLEY. . 

The bill (H. R. 3905) granting a pension to Julia Bodley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Julia Bodley, widow of James C. 
Bodley, late major of the Eighty-eighth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA A. BEERBOWER. 


The bill (H. R. 5477) to pension Martha A. Beerbower was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to re- 
store to the pension roll the name of Martha A. Beerbower, of 
West Virginia, widow of Jesse Beerbower, assistant surgeon of 
Third Potomac Home Brigade, in the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH J. GRANBERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 9332) granting a pension to Joseph J. Granberry 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro s to 
place on the pension roll the name of Joseph J. Granberry, a 
soldier of the Indian war of 1836, and to pay him a pension of 
$20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES B.- WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 8618) granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension rolls the name of Frances B. Wilson, who 
was the widow of Ross Wilson, private in Company F, Forty- 
ninth [eee Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

‘ LOUISA B. SHARP. 

The bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louisa B. Sharp 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
plac2 on the pension roll the name of Louisa B. Sharp, widow of 
John B. Sharp, first lieutenant in Company F, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY MERRITT. 

The bill (H. R. 7117) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Merritt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place upon the pension roll at $25 per month, in lieu of 
the pension which he now receives, the name of Henry Merritt, 
late a private of the Second Ohio Regiment in the war with 
Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS THOMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 7042) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson 
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was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to JOHN D. PRATOR. 
place on the pension roll the name of Thomas Thompson, de-| ‘he bill (H. R. 4034) to increase the pension of John D. Pra- 


endent and crippled son of Cornelius Thompson, late a ma tor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
n Company D, One hundred and ninety-second Ohio Volunteer | to increase the pension of John D. Prator, of Magnolia, Ark., 


Infantry. : who served in Capt. Allen’s company from the State of Georgia, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | Indian war, 1836, to $15 per month. 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
SUSAN LOMASNEY. | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 8398) for the relief of Susan Lomasney was con- NANCY CAMPBELL. 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the The bill (H. R. 3203) granting a pension to Nancy Campbell 
name of Susan Lomasney, widow of William M. Lomasney, alias | was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
Mackey, Company H, One hundred and seventy-ninth New York | place on the pension roll the name of Nancy Campbell, of Mag- 
Infantry, upon the pension rolls. | nolia, Columbia County, Ark., widow of Archibald Campbell, late 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | a private of James Blakeney’s company, Harllee’s battalion, 
dered to a third readiug, read the third time, and passed. | South Carolina Militia, Florida war, 1837, and to pay her a pen- 
MRS. SOPHIA BRUNER HINELINE. a one ree: Appl ser th ES Sor = 
The bill (H. R. 1350) granting a pension to Mrs.SophiaBruner | __72© dll) was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
Hineline was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





poses to place on the pension rolls the name of Sophia Bruner ; ANNA TORRENCE. 
Hineline, late widow of David Bruner, late a private in Company The bill (H. R. 4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence was 
B, Seventy-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry. considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | upon the pension roll the name of Anna Torrence, of Roanoke, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Ind., formerly widow of Elijah Groves, deceased, late a private 
CECILIA WHITE. in Company F’, One hundredth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers 


The bill (H. R. 3821) granting a pension to Cecilia White was in ~ dial of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
+n Serres : ~ | month. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place Pine EAT ee wemeteds tn thin Meine Cihootk mended. ox 
the name of Cecilia White, of Burlington, Iowa, on the pension 5 roe Perak dan —_- 
roll, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month for her services dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


as a nurse during the civil war. : ._... LOUIS BADGER. _ 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- The bill (H. R. 6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry, was considered as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension rolls 

MARTHA J. GRIFFITH. Bb the name of Louis Baiger, late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry, 
The bill (H. R. 6752) granting a pension to Martha J. Griffith | at $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

place on the pension roll the name of Martha J. Griffith, widow | ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

of Moses oo ae Compatfiy = Twentieth Regiment Penn- COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 

sylvania Cavalry, at $12 per month. . Mr. PLATT. May I have unanimous consent to interrupt 
The bill thi vor to - anaes Sere Or | the order to offer a resolution for reference to the Committee to 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate? 

JEREMIAH WHITE. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be received and 
The bill (H. R. 7434) for the relief of Jeremiah White, Osage | read, in the absence of objection. 

City, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

proposes to place upon the pension roll Jeremiah White, late | 2esolved, That the Committee on Territories, or any subcommittee thereof 


: 7 ; . ;_ | appointed for the purpose, are hereby authorized during the recess of Con- 
private of Capt. Hare Fellow’s company, Second Regiment Ili gress to visit the ‘Rertitories of New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and Oklahoma 
nois Mounted Volunteers, Black Hawk war, 1831, and to pay him | for the purpose of obtaining information with regard to the resources, pop- 


a pension of $18 per month in lieu of the pension of $6 per month | ulation, and condition of said Territories, and as to the propriety of the 
which he is now receiving. Wate eeoneene mies 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- z ~e t a ; 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed The VICE-PRESIDENT. That resolution will be referred to 
z r c the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
DENISON AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. of the Senate. 
The bill (H. R. 7684) to authorize the Denison and Northern REUBEN RIGGS. 


Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through The bill (H. R. 5518) to pension Reuben Riggs was considered as 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, was considered as | in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pen- 


in Committee of the Whole. ' sion roll the name of Reuben Riggs, of Locust Bayou, Calhoun 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | County, Ark., who served as a private in Capt. McDavid’s Com- 
dered to a third reading read the third time, and passed. pany H, Snodgrass’s Regiment, North Alabama Mounted Volun- 
WILLIAM COLVILL. teers, Florida war, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 


The bill (H. R. 6562) granting a pension to William Colvill, of | gored to 4 third reading voad the third tine and passed 
Minnesota, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It : ; P : 
proposes to place upon the pension roll the name of William ‘ is UAE ON 5 RE ‘ , 

Colvill, late colonel of the First Regiment of Minnesota Infantry | _ The bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of 
and brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, at $50 per month, in | St- Louis, Mo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
lieu of the pension now allowed him. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Louis 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment,orderea | Heninger, without regard to rank, at a rate proportionate to the 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. degree of his disability from shell wound of the knee. 

MARGARET BRACKETT The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 


The bill (H. R. 9018) ti Sek tei: Otten . dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
e . R. granting a pension to Mrs. Margare aie) ‘ws 
Brackett was considered as in Gommaitien of the Whole. It pro- : pe oa at ae er . 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Margaret | _ The bill (H. R. 4945) to restore Cynthia E. Brinneman, for- 
Brackett. widow of Dr. James W. Brackett, late surgeon of the | ™¢tly Tate, to the pension roll was considered as in Committee 
Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, at $12 per month from and of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the pension roll the 
after the passage of the bill. . name of Cynthia E. Brinne.nan, formeriy Tate, of Montpelier, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | Ind., former widow of John Tate, deccased, late a private in 
dered to a third reading, and read the third time : | Company A, Forty-seventh Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, in 
Mr. PLATT. Should not the language of the bill be “from | the war of the rebellion, on Ww hose account she was pensioned, 
and after the passage of this act’? e words “‘ from and after | and to pay her a pension of $1” — month. 
the passage of this bill” would not look well in a law The bill was reported to the Sonate without amendment, or- 
Mr. COCKRELL. It does not make any difference. dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PLATT. I will not propose any amendment, as it might IMPROVEMENT OF OUTER BAR OF BRUNSWICK, GA. 
defeat the bill. The bill (H. R. 9581) to provide for the improvement of the 
The bill was passed. outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., was announced as next in order. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that that bill may go over. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I hops the Senator will not interpose an 
objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce is not here. I see, however, the Senator from Georgia is 
present, and I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. GORDON. There is not a particle of objection to the 
bill. There is not a dollar appropriated by it. 

Mr. CULLOM. There must be an appropriation if anything 
is done. I prefer that the bill should not be considered to-night. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

Mr. CULLOM, Yes, Ido not want to prejudice it. I have 
not had time to read the bill. 

on VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prej- 
udice. 
PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 

The bill (H. R. 7296) granting pensions to survivors of the In- 
diar wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk 
war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The member of the Pension Committee who 
reported that bill is not here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill is reported without amendment. 
We had it up and discussed it some time ago, when it was re- 
committed to the Committee on Pensions, and was reported with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator has examined the bill I am 
satisfied. 

Mr. semen It has been considered, and I think it is 
ail right. . 

Mr.PADDOCK. Iwish tosay for the Committee on Pensions 
that the bill as it now stands, stripped of all amendments, was 
the unanimous report of the committee. It nowstands as it was 
passed by the House of Representatives. 

In this connection I desire to say that the Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. Pasco], who is not here now, desired to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill, which of course was not agreed to by the com- 
mittee, to change the date from ‘‘1842” to *‘1858.” Personally 
I have no objection to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (H. R. 6142) for the relief of J. D. King was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. What has become of House bill 7296? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ithas gone over without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a very small matter. There are only 
a few of those old menleft. We had the whole question up here- 
tofore, and discussed it. The bill was then recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions, and the committee reported unanimously 
against placing any amendments upon it. We do not want to 
add any amendments including the late Indian wars, certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ionly made the suggestion in view of what 
was said by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]. that the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco] desired to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [I only state the fact that the Senator from 
Florida desired tochange the date in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letus take it the way itis now. It in- 
cludes enough. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think we had better give the Senator 
from Florida a fair opportunity. He is not here. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has not the Senator from Florida a fair oppor- 
tunity now? The Senate is in session, and he has been here all 
day, or up to a very late time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not mean the senior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL], but the junior Senator [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, pee 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not think the Senator to whom I refer 
would like to have this bill postponed indefinitely by reason of 
his absence. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it is not considered now, it will amount 
to an indefinite postponement. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not know of any reason why the amend- 
ment should not be made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If any Senator will say that the Senator 
from Florida would not want to delay the bill in order to move 
the amendment which has been referred to, I shall not object to 
the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I kope the Senator will not object. The 
Senator from Florida ought to be here, knowing the bill was 
going to be called up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me the bill had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, no. 

Mr. HARRIS. Why not? 


Mr. HAWLEY. Because there is a bill I want considered. 
Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I have been promised a chance for the con- 
er of a Senate bill when we get through with the House 
ills. 
J. D. KING. 


The bill (H. R. 6142) for the relief of J. D. King was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay J. D. 
King, post-office inspector, out of the appropriation for mail dep- 
redations and post-office inspectors, $81, thatamount having been 
advanced by him from his private funds to witnesses in the case 
of the United States vs. John Hanna, charged with robbing the 
ae and for which amount Inspector King has not been reim- 

urs . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BEQUEST OF GEN. GEORGE W. CULLUM. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Inow ask the consideration of the bill (S. 
3406) to aecept a bequest made by Gen. George W. Cullum for 
the erection of a memorial hall at West Point, N. Y., and to 
carry the terms and conditions of the same into execution. It 
is a matter which ought to be acted upon promptly. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I now ask that the bill granting pensions 
to the survivors of the Indian wars may be taken up. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] withdraws his ob- 
jection. 

; Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my objection to the bill to 
pension the survivors of the Black Hawk and other wars. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider tM bill (H. R. 7296) granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclu- 
sive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee dis- 
turbances, and the Seminole war. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the names of the surviv- 
ing officers and enlisted men, including marines, militia, and volunteers of 
the military and naval service of the United States, who served for thirty 
days in the Black Hawk war, the Creek war, the Cherokee disturbances, or 
the Florida war with the Seminole Indians, embracing a period from 1832 to 
1842, inclusive, and were honorably discharged, and such other officers, sol- 
diers, and sailors as may have been personally named in any resolution of 
Congress, for any specific service in said Indian wars, ——— their term 
of service may have been less than ae days, and the surviving widows of 
such officers and enlisted men: Provided, That such widows have not remar- 
ried: Provided further, That this act shall not apply to any person not a citi- 
zen of the United Stu s. 

Sec. 2. That pensions under this act shall be at the rate of 8 per month, 
and payable from and after the passage of this act, for and during the nat- 


ural lives of De persone entitled thereto. 
Sxc. 3. That before the name of any person shall 0d agree on the pension 
roll under act, proof shall be made, under such es and regulations as 


the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, of the right of the applicant to 
a pension; and any person who shall falsely and corruptly take any oath re- 
quired under this act shall be deemed guilty of Rerdury ; and the Secre 

of the Interior shall cause to be stricken from the pension roll the name of 
any person whenever it shall be made to appear by proof sa ry to 
that such name was put upon such roll through false and fraudulent repre- 
sentations, and that such person is not entitled to a pension under this act. 
The loss of the certificate of discharge shall not deprive any person of the 
benefits of this act, but other evidence of service performed and of an hon- 
orable discharge may be deemed sufficient. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall not apply to any person who is receiving a pen- 
sion at the rate of $8 per month or more, nor to any person receiving a pen- 
sion of less than $8 per month, ex: for the difference between the pension 
now received (if less than #8 per month) and $8 per month. 

Sec. 5. That the pension laws now in force, ch are not inconsistent or 
in conflict with this act, are hereby made a part of this act, so faras they 
may be ——— ereto. ; 

SEc. 6. section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed so far 
as the same relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 


The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EAST ST. LOUIS, ILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask for the present consideration of Order 
of Business 978, being Senate bill 3301. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3301) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of East St. Louis, Ill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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PUYALLUP INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 
Mr. ALLEN. I give notice that at the conclusion of the rou- 
tine business to-morrow morning I shall call up Order of Busi- 
ness 666, being the bill (S. 3056) giving consent of Congress to 


the removal by the Legislature of the State of Washington of | 


the restrictions upon the power of alienation of a portion of the 

lands in the Puyallup Indian Reservation, u 

tions therein contained, which is pending and undisposed of. 
IMMIGRATION AND CONTRACT LABOR LAWS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the 
bill (S. 3240) to facilitate the enforcement of the immigration 
and contract labor laws of the United States may be taken up and 
made the unfinished business for to-morrow afternoon at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not do that. I hope the Senator 
will not make that request. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope the Senator will withdraw that mo- 
tion. It is desirable that an executive session should be held 
this evening. 

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw the motion. 


IMPROVEMENT OF OUTER BAR AT BRUNSWICK, GA. 


Mr. CULLOM. I made an objection awhile ago to a bill in 
which the Senators from Georgia are interested. I now with- 
draw the objection. 

Mr. GORDON. I hope my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. 


CHANDLER] will permit the bill to provide for the improvement | 


of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., to be considered and passed. 
It was passed over without prejudice a few moments ago. 
Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw my objection to it. 


Mr. GORDON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- | 


sideration of the bill, which was passed over without prejudice. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I withdrew my objection. Some other 
Senator raised the objection to which the Senator from Georgia 
refers. 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Illinois [Mr.CuLLOM] m ade 
the objection, but he has since withdrawn it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I had withdrawn my objection before. 
There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 


Whole proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9581) to provide for | 


the improvement of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | 


sideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before putting the question on the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin, the Chair will lay before 
the Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options” 
and ‘‘futures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and 
requiring such persons engaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive busines. After four minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 8 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
July 22, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate July 21, 1892. 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Andrew J. White, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia, vice 
Charles Emory Smith, resigned. 

A. Loudon Snowden, of Pennsylvania, now envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Greece, 
Roumania, and Servia, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Spain, vice E. Burd Grubb, resigned. 

Truxtun Beale, of California, now minister resident and con- 


sul-general of the United States to Persia, to be envoy extraor- | 


dinary and minister plenipotentiary to Greece, Roumania, and 
Servia, vice A. Loudon Snowden, nominated to be envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary to Spain. 


CONSULS. 
Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Catania, vice Charles Heath, recalled. 
John A. Barnes, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Chemnitz, vice Henry F. Merritt, recalled. 
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Cyrus W. Field, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Brunswick, vice L. Austin Spalding, recalled. 
Charles August Vortriede, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
| States at Horgen, vice Lyell T. Adams, deceased. ? 
| Darley R. Brush, of South Dakota, to be consul of the United 
| States at Messina, vice William Brush, resigned. 





n certain condi- | 


| POSTMASTERS. 


James T. Penn, to be postmaster at Harrison, in the county 
of Boone and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

| President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Stephen R. Choate, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware, in the place of Samuel B. 
Herdman, whose coramission expires August 14, 1892. 

John Wesley Lee, to be postmaster at Towson, in the county 
of Baltimore and State of Maryland, in the place of Samuel J. 
Robinson, whose commission expires July 21, 1892. 

Lewis D. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Onconagon, in the 
county of Ontonagon and State of Michigan, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1892. 

William L. Robson, to be postmaster at Williamston, in the 
| county of Ingham and State of Michigan, in the place of Miss 
| Mary S. Thompson, removed. 

Sakris Silvola, to be postmaster at Calumet, in the county of 
Houghton and State of Michigan, in the place of Paul W. Grier- 
| Son, whose commission expired April 5, 1892. 

Will A. Sessions, to be postmaster at Friars Point, in the 
county of Coahoma and State of Mississippi, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1892. 

John P. Bray, to be postmaster at Grand Forks, in the county 
of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota, in the place of 
Daniel P. McLaurin, whose commission expired May 10, 1892. 

Jabez Wright, to be postmaster at Huron, in the county of 
Erie and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for th 

said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1892. 

David B. Flowerten, to be postmaster at Hallettsville, in the 
county of Lavaca and State of Texas, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1892. 

James D, Fayman, to be postmaster at Shepherdstown, in the 
county of Jefferson and Stat: of West Virginia, the aprointment 
| of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
| in the President on and after July 1, 18%. 

James F. Steinbeck, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the 

county of Hinsdale and State of Colorado, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
| the President on and after July 1, 1892. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 21, 1892. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Aulick Palmer, of the District of Columbia, now consul of the 


| United States at Dresden, to be consul-general of the United 
| States at that place. 


SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 


John Bermingham, of California, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the first district. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


Rev. Charles W. Freeland, of Virginia, to be post chaplain. 
Rev. Joseph E. Irish, of Wisconsin, to be post chaplain. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 


Capt. Charles C. Hood, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be major. 

First Lieut. Hobart K. Bailey, rifth Infantry, to be captain. 

First Lieut. Charles J. C-une, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

Second Lieut. Harry F: cclan! Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant. 

Second Lieut. Frank G. Ka k, Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant. 

Second Lieut. David J. Baker, junior, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Sakris Sivola, to be postmaster at Calumet, Mich. . 


John P. Bray, to be postmaster at Grand Forks, S. Dak. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 21, 1892. 


The House metatllo’clocka.m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CuTH- 
BERT, D. D. 

‘\'he Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5997) to 
amend section 2 of an act approved May 14, 1880, being “An act 
for the relief of settlers on public lands,” with an amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was reported. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand this bill does not carry an ap- 
propriation. 

r. MCRAE. No, it does not. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER, IN ALABAMA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5941) to 
build a bridge across the Tennessee River between a point in 


Whitesburg, in Madison County, and Morgan County, in the | 


State of Alabama, with Senate amendments. 

TheSPEAKER. Thisis a House bill with Senate amendments, 
carrying no appropriation. It is in order to dispose of it. The 
Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAVANNAH RIVER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7720) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Savannah 
River. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia. I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


ONE-HORSE CARS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8122) to 
prohibit the use of ‘‘one-horse cars” within the limits of the 


' city of Washington, after the Ist day of January, 1893, and for 


other purposes, with Senate amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. HEARD. I will say that the action of the Senate agrees 
with what the House committee desires, but the gentleman who 
offered that amendment in the House is not now in his seat, and 
I therefore move that the House nonconcur and that the bill be 
sent to conference, in order that he may have an a of 
presenting his views when the bill comes back to the House on 
the report of the conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. Do the Senate request a conference. 

Mr. HEARD. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] 
moves that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and 
agree to the conference asked for. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently ppeemens as conferees on the 
— of the House Mr. HEARD, Mr. CosBB of Alabama, and Mr. 

OST. 


SATURDAY HALF HOLIDAY FOR BANKS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3418) mak- 
ing Saturday a half holiday for banking and trust company pur- 
poses in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask unanimous consent that that 
vill be considered now, I will state that it simply proposes to 
authorize the banks of this city to give to their clerks the half of 
Saturdayasaholiday. The only provision which affects the gen- 
eral public is that paper which would mature on Saturday and 
be received by the city banks after 12 o'clock and before the usual 
hour for closing will mature on the following Monday. That is 
the whole purport of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentle- 
man fron Missouri why that clause as to the half holiday is in- 
serted? 


Mr. HEARD. I canstate it briefly to my friend. The object 
is simply, as I stated before, to enable the banks of this city to 
~~ a half holiday on Saturday to their clerks. They can not 

o it without the benefit of the provision in this bill that pro- 
vides that paper which will mature on Saturday and not received 
before 12 o’clock will not go to protest that day, and shall not 
be invalidated if presented on the following Monday. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. But no paper matures on Saturday 
afternoon. It all matures in the morning. 

Mr.HEARD. Without that provision, paper that matured on 
Saturday and not received before noon would be payable on that 
day, and would have to be presented, etc., that afternoon. 

r. TAYLOR of [llinois. But nota dollar of it matures in 
the afternoon. It all matures in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. I object. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate 
of the following titles, which were severally referred as indicated, 
namely: 

The bill (S. 3115) for the relief of Clement Reeves—to the Com: 
mittee on Claims; 

The bill (S. 1292) to remit penaities on the light-house steamer 
Pansy—to the Committee on Claims; and 

The bill (S. 1696) to further provide for the disposal of certain 


| public lands in the State of Alabama—to the Committee on tha 
Public Lands. 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 145) to 
authorize the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim 
of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, etc. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be allowed to lie on the table for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he hopes before 
the end of the session these bills wil! be disposed of in some way 
which have accumulated on the table. 

Mr. BOATNER. This bill, I will state, has been considered 
by the committee of the House, or asimilar House bill, and favor- 
ably reported. 

he SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the bill will lie 
on the table for the present. 

There was no objection. 

RECOMMITMENT OF A BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce ask that the bill (S. 744) concerning the regulation of 
steam vessels, which has been heretofore reported by the com- 
mittee, be recommitted, so as to make some alteration in the re- 
port. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. MARTIN to 
withdraw the evidence filed in each of the following cases, there 
being no report made on either of the bills, viz: H. R. 6967, to 
as Harriet M. Scott; H. R. 5180, to one E. F. Grogan; 

. R. 7730, to pension Barbara Kaag; H. R. 7347, to pension 
Mary Vansant; H. R. 7346, to ae Mary E. Eader; H. R. 
7712, to pension Jane Howard; H. R. 7483, to pension Araminta 
Kidder; H. R. 6331, to pension Fannie T. Hazen; H. R. 8250, to 
a Annie C, Brackett, and H. R. 5771, to pension Mary N. 

ey. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
CLARK of Wyoming for one week, on account of the death of a 
relative; and to Mr. DUNPHY indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5084) authorizing the 
refunding of duty on a clock and chime of bells for St. Timothy’s 
Church at Catonsville, Baltimore County, Md. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I object. 

WRECK UNITED STATES REVENUE CUTTER GALLATIN. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2001) for the 
relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States revenue 
cutter Gallatin, off the coast of Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr.S er, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is equiv- 
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alent to an objection. The regular order is the call of commit- | was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
tees for reports. | ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS OF KENTUCKY. | PRICE OF LANDS ENTERED UNDER THE DESERT-LAND LAWS. 

Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported | Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Public Lands, re- 

back the bill (H. R. 9564) to regulate the terms of the circuit | ported back favorably the bill (S. 2092) to fix the price of lands 

and district courts of the United States in the District of Ken- | entered under the desert-land laws; which was referred to the 

tucky, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 


Calendar. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, in connection with that re- 
ort from the Committee on the Judiciary, I wish to state that 
T kaos the consent of the committee to file the minority views. 
I desire that the time be extended for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the minority 
will hava leave to file its views hereafter, to be printed with the 
report of the committee. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I would like to ask my colleague from 


Kentucky how much time he would want to prepare the views | 
of the minority? It is an important matter, and I would like to | 


have it taken up for consideration as soon as possible. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Tam not able to state how long I may 
require. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would not like to have this matter de- 
layed during the whole of the session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state thatthe mere granting 
leave to the minority to file its views would not prevent action 
on the report of the committee if the House desired to take it. 
INVESTIGATION ALLEGED ABUSES, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary under the resolution of 
February 1, authorizing an investigation into certain alleged 
abuses connected with the United States courts. I also present 
with the report four bills which have been recommended by the 
committee under that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the reso- 
lution reported by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Investigation into alleged illegal abuses of certain officials connected with 
United States courts in certain localities and abuses of judicial processes. 


The SPEAKER. Thereportwill be printed and laid over for 
the present. 

OFFENSES AGAINST UNITED STATES. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 9610) to amend section 1014 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to offenders against the 
United States; which was read twice, and referred to the House 
Calendar. 

COMMISSIONERS’ FEES. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
also reported a bill (H. R. 9611) to amend section 847 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to commisioners’ fees; 
which was read twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

SEMIANNUAL RETURNS OF FEES, ETC. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported a bill (H. R. 9612) to amend section 833 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to semiannual returns of 
fees by district attorneys, marshals, and clerks; which was read 
twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

FEES OF CLERKS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
also reported a bill (H. R. 9613) to amend section 828 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to clerks’ fees: which 
was read twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

MATERIAL AND LABOR FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9490) for the protection of 
persons furnishing material and labor for the construction of 
public works; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DUTIABLE GOODS—DULUTH, MINN. * 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back with amendment the bill (S. 3188) to 
extend to Duluth, Minn., the privileges of the first section ofan 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to imme- 
diate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 10, 1888; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACTS OF COMMON CARRIERS. 


Mr. LINDalso, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9176) relating 
to contracts of common carriers and to certain obligations, du- 
ties, and rates in connection with the carriage of property; which 
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with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
FLORIDA LAND PATENTS. 


| 
| Mr. AMERMAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, re- 
| ported back favorably the bill (S. 2420) to require patents to be 
| issued to lands under the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 
armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled part of the 
| peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, HENDERSON, KY. 


Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
| Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5763) to provide 
for the purchase of a site, and the erection of a public btilding 
thereon, at Henderson, in the State of Kentucky; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION CONGRESS. 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported back as a substitute for House joint resolution 
No. 139, a joint resolution (H. Res. 157) to provide for the call- 

ing of an international arbitration congress; which was read a 
| first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, reported back with amendment 
the bill (S. 744) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 
regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; and also 
to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes, ‘ Regu- 
lation of steam vessels;’” which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. I desire to file the views of a 
minority of the Committee on the Judiciary on the bill (H. R. 
9348) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary as presented by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BUCHANAN] will be printed. 

DEPARTMENTAL LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. FITHIAN. I rise to a privileged question. and move that 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department be 
discharged from the further consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, requested 
to furnish to the House the correspondence of all chiefs of bureaus of that 
Department and chiefs of divisions of the Secretary's office, requesting anu- 
thority to leave the Departments on owicial business: also the responses of 
the Secretary of the asury to such requests; that the same be accom- 
panied by the vouchers showing the various items of expenditure, if any, of 
the employés who were given authority to leave the Departments on alleged 
official business. This correspondence toinclude al! requests and authoriza- 
tions from January 1, 1892, to the present date. 


| The motion of Mr. FiTHIAN to discharge the Committee on 
| Expenditures in the Treasury Department from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution was agreed to, and the resolution 
| was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. FITHIAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
PENSIONS. 


Mr. MARTIN. I send to the desk a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


| The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2137) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to remove the disability of those who, hav- 
| ing participated in the rebellion, have since its termination enlisted in the 
| Army of the United States and become disabled,’’ approved March 3, 1877, 
| having met, after full and free conference have failed to come to an agree- 
ment, and ask a further conference. 
A. N. MARTIN, 


W. H. HARRIES, 

JOHN L. JOLLEY. 
Managers on the part of the House. 

A. 8S. PADDOCK. 

GEORGE L. SHOUP., 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. MARTIN. I move that the House further insist on its 
amendment and ask for another conference. 
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The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 
House in the further conference Mr. MARTIN, Mr. HARRIES, 
and Mr. JOLLEY. 


UNIFORM GRADING OF WHEAT, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order having been demanded, 
the call of committees under the order adopted by the House 
yesterday will be.resumed. The Committee on Agriculture, 
which was called yesterday, had fifteen minutes of its hour re- 
maining at the adjournment. Tellers had been ordered on a mo- 
tion to lay on the table the bill called up by the gentleman from 
Missouri |Mr. HATCH], being a bill (S. Por ) to provide for fixing 
a uniform system of classification and grading of wheat, corn, 
oats, barley, and rye, and for other purposes. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] and the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WARNER] will please take their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and tellers reported—ayes 7, noes 121. 

Mr. WARNER. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of no quorum. The time for consideration of this bill, un- 
der the rule, has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that as the House is 
dividing the hour does not expire. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had announced the result, and 
that was a dissolution or termination of the division—ayes 7, 
noes 121. That, the Chair thinks, relieves the tellers. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, but, Mr. Speaker, I do not ask to be re- 
lieved. I would stay here and do my duty all day. emneete:) 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the practice has al- 
ways been to have some indulgence, and as long as there seemed 
to be gentlemen passing between the tellers, and no gentleman 
asked for the announcement, the Chair continued the indulgence; 
but there must be some limit to it. 

Mr. HATCH. Does not the same rule attach to a vote by tel- 
_ lers under this rule as if there were a call of the roll? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any decision to 
that effect. 

Mr. HATCH. 
held. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any decision to 
that effect. 

Mr. HATCH. The House is voting. 

The SPEAKER. The hour assigned to the Committee on Ag- 
riexlture has expired. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Moors, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 9284) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, asked for a confer- 
ence with the House on the bill and amendments, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1988) to 
amend sections 2139, 2140, and 2141 of the Rev Statutes, 
touching the sale of intoxicants in the Indian country, and for 
other purposes, asked a conference with the House on the bill 
and amendments, and had appointed Mr. PLATT, Mr. MITCHELL, 
and Mr. PUGH as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1111) to 
amend the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government 
of the United States,” asked a conferences with the House on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. 
PLATT, and Mr. PuGH as the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate. 


I am under the impression that it has been so 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Cummittee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly -enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1793) to legalize the deed and other records of the 
Office of Indian Affairs, and to provide and authorize the use of 
@ seal by said office: . 

A bill (S. 1775) to fix the compensation of keepers and crews 
of life-saving stations: ; 

A bill (S. 3011) to amend ‘An act to define the jurisdiction of 
= police court of the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 

891; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 21, 


A bill (S. 2968) to provide for a May term of the district court 
of ges United States for the eastern district of South Carolina; 
an 


A bill (H. R. 8579) to amend an act entitled “An act to incor- 
a the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of Co- 
um jo 


SUITS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. The 
bill (S. 1111) to amend the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1887, entitied ‘‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,” passed the House with 
an amendment. The Senate disagrees to the amendment, and 
asks for a conference. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House in- 
sist upon its amendment, and agree to the conference requested. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that this 
is a Senate bill which the House amended. The Senate disa- 

ees to the House amendment, and asks for a conference on the 

isagreeing votes of the two Houses. The Clerk will report the 
title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ui. bill (S. 1111) to amend the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, en- 


led ‘‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government 
of the United States.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves, and 
it isa etreeese motion under the status of the bill, that the 
House further insist upon its amendment, and agree to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce as conferees on the 
one of the House, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. GOODNIGHT, and Mr. 

Ze 
DISCRIMINATION IN CANAL TOLLS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 9324) to 
enforce reciprocal commercial relations between the United 
States and Canada, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That, with a view of securing reciprocal ad for 
eT ete ents een Oe Peent ant ae st day 
of August, whenever and'so often as the President shall be satisfied that 
the through any canal or lock connected with the navigation of the 
St. Lawrence River, the Great Lakes, or the water ways connecting the same, 
of any vessels of States, or of cargoes or ers in transit to 
any port of the United States, is prohibited or is made cult or burden- 
some by the imposition of tolls or otherwise which, in view of the free pas- 
sage the St. Marys Falls Canal, now permitted to vessels of all na- 
tions, he shall deem to be ly unj 
the power, and it shall be his duty, tosus by 
for such time and to such extent (inel absolute 
deem just, the right of free through the St. Marys Is Canal, 80 
far as it relates to vessels owned by the subjects of the government so dis- 
ane rti of ment se mal to the of th 

ons of cargoes, or passengers in tr t ports of the 
such discrimination, whether carried in 

nited States or of other nations. 

In such case and dur such sus ion tolls shall ba levied, collected, 
and paid as follows, to wit: Upon freight of whatever kind or description, 
not to exceed $2 per ton; be ne assengers, not to exceed % each, as shall be 
from time to time determ by the President: Provided, That no tolls 
shall be charged or collected upon freight or passengers carried to and landed 
at Ogdensburg, or any port west of , and south of a line drawn 
from the no boundary of the State of New York through the St. Law- 
rence River, the Great Lakes, and their connecting channels to the northern 
boundary of the State of Minnesota. 

Sec. 2. All tolls soe shall be collected under such regulations as 
shall be prescribed by the of the ffreasury, who may require the 
master of each vessel to furnish a sworn statement of the amount and kind 
of cargo and the number of passengers carried and the destination of the 
same, and such proof of the actual delivery of such —- or 
some port or place within the limits aboved named as 8 d 
factory; and until such proof is furnished such freight and passengers may 
be considered to have been landed at some port or place outside of those 
limits, and the amount of tolls which would have accrued if they had been 
so delivered shall constitute a lien, which may be enforeed against the ves- 
sel in default wherever and whenever found in the waters of the United 
States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, article 27 of the treaty of Wash- 
ington, concluded May 8, 1871, provides: 

The Government of her Britannic Majesty engages to urge the Gov- 
ernment of the Dominion of Canada to secure to the citizens of the United 
States the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion 
on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion; and the Govern- 
meht of the United States e that the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty 
shall enjoy the use of the St. Clair Flats canal on terms of equality with the 
inhabitants of the United States. and further engsges to urge upon the State 
governments to secure to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty the use of 
the several State canais connected with the na on of the lakes or rivers 
traversed by or contiguous to the boundary line between the possessions of 
Laat ee parties on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the 
Unit tates. 


The President of the United States has in two messages during 
this session of Congress called the attention of the Con of 


ngers at 
eem satis- 


the United States to the condition of the rights of American 
citizens in the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other Can- 
adian canals. The twenty-seventh article of this treaty was in- 
tended to give our own citizens the same right to use these canals 

accorded to the citizens of Canada. It was in contem- 


that was 
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| 
plation at the time of its ratification that the people of Canada | 
should have from their territory north of the Great Lakes the 
right to transport their merchandise of various sorts through 
Lakes Superior, Huron, Michigan, Erie, and Ontario into Can- 
ada, east into the Atlantic Ocean, and into the marts of the 
world. Except by a concession on the part of the United States 
of the right to pass the St. Clair Flats Canal and of the right to 
the Sault St. Marie Canal, subsequently acquired by the 
Siveraiuans of the United States, it would have been impossible 
for her to have carried by that route—this deep-water route— 
her products. 

She was enabled, through it, to have an interchange of products 
either way; and what was the consideration to the people of the | 

nited States? That the great Northwest should be allowed to | 
transport through these lakes, through the Welland and St. Law- 
rence Canals, and through Canada, and to her own ports on the 
Ontario, her own prone That was the intent on the part of | 
the Government of the United States and of the high contracting | 
parties. It turned out, however, that the Canadian Government, | 
with a view of affecting advantageously the interests of the St. 
Lawrence Canal, provides a rebate of 18 cents on such articles as 
shall pass the Welland Canal and the St. Lawrence Canal to | 
Montreal. It has left there the duties at 2 cents per ton. This | 
was not accorded to American vessels ing through the Wel- | 
land Canal and landing at ports on the Ontarioand at other ports. | 

By an order in council it was provided that where there was 
a transshipment at the Welland Canal or at Kingston, this re- | 
bate should obtain notwithstanding the transshipment. By vir- | 
tue of the operation of that order of council all transshipments | 
on the American side, even where the vessels went through the 
St. Lawrence canals, were deprived of the benefit of the rebate. 
It was claimed on the t of the Canadian Government that as 
the rebate applied to ‘‘ vessels” and our vessels were covered by 
its terms provided their cargoes took the lines indicated by the 
order, there was absolute equality; but the language of the 
treaty shows that it hai relation not to vessels but to citizens. 

It was intended for the benefit of the consumers in our own 
country; it was intended to give advantages to our ports; it was 
intended fo give advantages to our transportation companies. 
The Canadians have sought, by this technical construction, to 
evade the spirit of the treaty. The proposition in the pending 
bill is to allow the President of the United States to prescribe 
tolls to be levied at the St. Mary’s Canal on products passing | 
through there, and also to provide that those tolls shall not op- | 
erate against American vessels plying to ports within our own | 
se pay 

The object is to apply to Canadian citizens using that canal a 
rule similar to that which the Canadians apply to American cit- 
izens using their canals. It is expected that in this way we shall 
secure a recognition of our rights under the treaty. It is be- 
lieved that the result of this course on the part of our Govern- 
ment will be to put an end to the delay and evasion which have 
characterized the negotiations of the Canadian commissioners 
with our State Department upon this subject, and to compel on | 
the part of Canada a recognition of our rights under the treaty. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit me toask him aques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. Referring to the article of the treaty of Wash- 
ington (article 27, I believe), of which the gentleman has spoken, 
is it not a fact that on the part of the United States it makes a | 
positive maaanecens that the Canadians shall have the free use | 
of our canals, while on the part of the British Government there | 
is a a promise to urge upon the Government of Canada to 
secure like rights to citizens of the United States? 

Mr. BLOUNT. In answer to that, Mr. Speaker | 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman will please permit me to proceed | 
a little further, to show the object of my inquiry. If the treaty | 
is as I have suggested, and if we should pass this law, could it, | 
under any circumstances, be construed as an abrogation of the 
treaty or of those provisions of the treaty on the part of the 
United States? I ask the question for information. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the nature of the relation of | 
the Canadian Government to the British Goyernment made it 
necessary for the language of the treaty to take that form. 
That was well understood. 

Mr. HITT. The gentleman [Mr. LIND] will remember that 
there is no pledge whatever in the treaty as to the St. Marys 
Canal. It is only as to the St. Clair Canal. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I repeat, Mr. 4 that the relation of | 
the Canadian Government to the British Government made it 
necessary for the language of the treaty to take that form, but | 
it was well understood that this concession made by the United | 
States to the citizens of Canada was brought about by the induce- 
ment that like privileges were to be secured to our citizens. | 
That was the only consideration for the concession which we | 








| idea that a 
| trade while our own isexcluded from it is not to be entertained. 


made and therefore for us, in a great interest like that which is 
here involved, to consent to be taken advantage of by a tech- 
nicality, is hardly to be regarded as reasonable. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman does me injustice. I simply asked 
the question for information. I desire to know whether in the 
opinion of the gentleman from Georgia, such being the condi- 
tion of our es the passage of this bill, which is or per- 
haps may be technically a violation of that engagement, could 
be regarded as an abrogation of the treaty on our part? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not say, Mr. Speaker, I have no au- 


| thority to speak on that subject. I am not inclined to think, 


however, that it would be so regarded. Ido not think it is so 
regarded at the State Department. 

Mr. LIND. If it should have that cffect it would be a very se- 
rious thing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. We have a very serious 
thing to meet. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It might, but as the gentleman from New 
Jersey suggests, we have a very serious thing to meet. The 

1 those Great Lakes should be open to the Canadian 


Mr. LIND. But the gentleman will recollect that under the 
provisions of that treaty we received the free and equal use of 
the St. Lawrence River in perpetuity, which is more valuable 
perhaps than any other mentioned in the treaty. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not think that that is of somuch impor- 
tance if we are to be cut off from these canal privileges. 

Mr. LIND. Sofar as the Welland and some of the other canals 
are concerned we ‘can make canals of our own, but we can not 
make another St. Lawrence River. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will pardon me, I can not 
vield further. The President of the United States, interpreting 
this treaty, says: 

The treaty runs to secure to the citizens of the United States the use of 


the Well , St. Lawrence and other canals in the Dominion on terms of 
equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion. It was intended— 


Says he— 
to give to consumers in the United States, to our own people engaged in 
railroad Seaneeatatton. and to those exporting from our ports, equal terms 
in passing their merchandise through these canals. 

If this is acorrectinterpretation, and I believe itis, why should 
we submit to a ruinous and wrongful interpretation? The sug- 
gestion comes, ‘‘We might abrogate this treaty.” Is that the 
way for this great Government to meet this issue in the protec- 
tion of the treaty rights of its citizens? No, sir; it should stand 
manfully and heroically for their rights, and meet whatever 
emergencies may ariso as they arise. 

This bill provjdes simply for the application of the rule laid 
down by the Canadian authorities in reference to their own 
merchandise—nothing more, nothing less. Let them conform 
to the terms of the treaty,and the President hasno power. But 
we have had first one evasion and then another; we have had de- 
laysand misunderstandings. Butno Canadian is harmed thereby. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from [llinois [Mr. Hirt]. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, this bill is one which deeply con- 
cerns our people in the Northwest and the North and the ex- 


| porting cities of the East. It is intended to prevent the contin- 
| uance of & gross injustice, to redress by retaliation a great wrong 


to the grain interest, to secure a treaty right to which we are 
entitled, and for which we have paid and are paying. Our peo- 

le send their vast crops to the East by lake and by canal and 
»y concurrent railroads for export. These crops pass in almost 
immeasurable volume by water during the season of water navi- 
gation. The passage from Lake Erie to Lake Ontario is by the 
Welland Canal. By our treaty with Great Britain the words of 
which have just been read to the House, we are entitled to ‘‘ the 
use of that canal on terms of equality with the inhabitants of 
the Dominion of Canada.” For that we pay a good price. 

The privilege by the twenty-seventh article of the treaty of 
1871 is reciprocal. We give in return for equality in the Wel- 
land and St. Lawrence Canals, the use of those great canals at St. 
Marys, connecting Lake Superior with Lake Huron, and St. Clair 
Flats, connecting Huron with Lake Erie, upon which this Govern- 
ment has lavished its money at the rate of millionsper annum. In 
consideration of this, we are entitled to equality in the use of the 


| Welland Canal, if we pay the same tolls as the Canadians; while 


they steam or sail through the great American canals absolutely 
free ofalltolls. In the sundry civil bill now in conference there 


| is a provision for the expenditure of more than a hundred thous- 


and dollars for this St. Marys Canal. Every year great sumsare 
appropriated for the St. Marys Canal, and the others through 
which we allow the long lines of Canadian vessels to pass free. 
Twice I have voted for a millicn dollars ina single year. 

We keep faith; but while we do this, how is it upon that Wel- 
land Canal,upon which we are entitled to equality of treatment? 
Every ton of cargo that passes through the Welland Cana! to az 
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American port for export is, in fact, charged exactly ten times 
the toll that is exacted upon the cargo that is to be exported 
from a Canadian port. That is the interpretation which a Ca- 
nadian ministry gives to the words of a treaty so simple that a 
child could not mistake its meaning. 

Uncover all the masks of words and equivocations in this vo- 
luminous diplomatic correspondence and there stands out the 
bald fact that American trade is subjected to just ten times the 
burden to which Canadian trade is subjected in passing through 
the Welland Canal. Twenty cents a ton is levied upon all; and 
when the cargo has passed through, if it goes to an American 
port, nothing is heard of this toll; but if it goos to a Canadian 
port for export, 18 cents is handed back. In this adroit, indi- 
rect way, for every $5,000 paid on cargoes going to Canadian 
ports $00,000 is exacted from the grain-raisers and shippers of 
our country. 

This burden is laid on the commerce of the North and North- 
west, and the citizens of the ports of the United States entitled 
to enjoy this export trade, and by treaty to equality in the use 
of the Weiland Canal. More than that, the Welland Canal be- 
ing deeper than the St. Lawrence canals, and vessels passing 
through being compelled to reship their cargoes into smaller 
boats before they go from Lake Ontario into the St. Lawrence 
canals when they go to Montreal, they are not allowed to trans- 
ship on the American side without loss of rebate, even though 
the cargoes are to go to Montreal, a Canadian port. This is to 
strike at the business of Oswego and Ogdensburg on the Amer- 
ican side of Lake Ontario and drive business across to Kingston. 

Since this bill was introduced, since the strong hand of Con- 
gress is about to be stretched out in answer to the call of the 
President in his message, the press dispatches announce that 
the Canadian Government, by order in council, will strike the 
word ‘‘ Canadian” from the recent order, so that the world is 
given to understand, and undoubtedly it was hoped that mem- 
bers of Congress unfamiliar with the question might think, that 
we were again placed in possession of our just rights of equality, 
at least as to transshipping cargoes. But it is an evasion, and is 
meant to throw dust in our eyes. The word ‘‘Canadian” is 
stricken out of the paragraph of the order in council which pro- 
vides that “‘ the right to this rebate shall extend to cargoes re- 
shipped at Port Dalhousie (which is on the Canadian side) and 
also to shipments of the above-named products (grain, etc.) made 
from any Canadian Lake Ontario port.” *° 

The word ‘‘ Canadian” is stricken out, says the telegram, but 
you will note that the word ‘‘ shipments” not ‘‘ transshipments ” 
is carefully introduced just before the word ‘‘ Canadian;” so that 
when their officials come toconstrue the language itapplies only 
to original shipments of cargoes emanating from that small dis- 
trict around Oswego, in New York, which any one might wish 
to send to Europe by way of Montreal. But no grain is sent 
that way, and this pretended correction is utterly sterile of 
meaning or relief to the Northwest, which demands the freedom 
of the Welland Canal on terms of equality with Canadians. If 
by a rebate of 18 cents out of 20 in the tolls, they go through 
for one-tenth of what we have to pay, then we ask for this bill 
under which the President will compel them to pay a ang Sono 
for going through the Sault St. Mary Canal connecting ke 
Superior eastward $2 a ton and $5 a passenger, or not more than 
that, till this wrong is corrected. 

Mr. TURNER. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? I 
have no doubt he is familiar with the course of this diplomatic 
correspondence to which he has referred. I would like to ask 
him whether he despairs of a fair settlement of this dispute 
through diplomatic channels? 

Mr. HITT. I will answer the gentleman by saying that I be- 
lieve it to be utterly hopeless. The persistent determination of 
the Canadian ministry has kept it up for years in spite of all 
»rotest. 

Mr. TURNER. Butif the gentleman will pardon me a mo- 
ment, is there not hope of inducing the Canadian authorities to 
adjust this matter to suit the interests of our commerce? 

Mr. HITT. None whatever. By the testimony of the late 
Secretary of State, by the statement of the gentleman who is to- 
day Secretary of State, in the conference held as late as Febru- 
ary last when this matter was presented with great forcs by the 
then Secretary, Mr. Blaine, there was a distinct understanding 
by both these gentlemen that the Canadian representatives pre- 
sent engaged to repeal and abandon the 18-cent drawback or re- 
bate. But they went home, and instead of correcting the in- 
justice, they reissued the order on the 4th of April last in the 

arshest and most unjust terms; and when, on their return here 
in June, their attention was called to it, they said that they had 
not ag mee to rescind the order or abandon the order in coun- 
cil, but to consider our complaint, and regretted exceedingly 
that their words were not properly understood. What can be 
expected from negotiation beginning in such fashion as that? 

Mr. TURNER. Then, on that view of the matter,will the gen- 
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tleman a me to ask him whether it would not be better to 
do this by direct action of Congress in a statute sb the 
specific remedy, rather than to devolve these retal 

traordinary powers on the President? 

Mr. HITT. This grain rebate, I will state to the gentleman, 
is not the only vexation of which we have cause to complain. 
There is a long series of acts by which we have suffered, which 
it would be long to specify, too long for a law in detail, and 
against which we desire to have a preventive power in the hands 
of the President in this specific and precise measure of retalia- 
tion. The action of Congress I regard as essential to confer this 
power and at once bring those ministers to terms who will argue, 
evade, and delay for years in negotiation, just as they have done 
and are doing. 

Mr. TURNER. But what I object to is the enlargement in 
this manney of the Executive authority. 

Mr. HI There must be a discretionary power somewhere 
to deal with a question of this character, as any one must feel 
who knows how we have been treated heretofore. Can we for- 
get how that hostile ministry, seeking to forment irritation be- 
tween Canadians and our people, treated our fishermen in a way 
that Secretary Manning called inhuman and brutal; how they 
interrupted Bayard when he was about tosettle the Bering Sea 
dispute, and encouraged a predatory warfare on our seals; how 
they have nullified our interstate-commerce law; how they im- 
pose discriminating fees on our vessels, and even refuse to allow 
us to go to the relief of our vessels wrecked in their waters? 

Let me add another item for example, Mr. Speaker, right in 
this connection. It is not alone grain that is affected by this 
order of the Canadian Government, but take coal. Now, as a 
matter of fact, owing to the way the coal trade runs on the North, 
almost all of the coal going up through the Welland Canal is 
shipped from American ports, and all that comes down is in Ca- 
nadian vessels. The tariff on coal going up is 20 cents and on 
the other or Canadian, going down, is 10 cents per ton. The 
order was issued April 11; 1890, by the Canadian Government, 
reducing the toll on coal passing down the canal from 20 to 10 
cents per ton, but leaving the full toll of 20 cents on coal bound up. 

Now, see the result. During the season of 1890 there were 22,781 
tons of coal, paying but 10 cents per ton, carried down the canal 
in Canadian vessels, and oa oS tons were carried down in Amer- 
ican vessels. On the other hand, of the coal carried up the canal 
and compelled to pay 20 cents a ton, 116,616 tons were carried be- 
tween ports of the United States, 17,280 from a United States to 
a Canadian port, and only 80 tons between Canadian ports. Note 
how ingeniously the up and down tolls are adjusted to make the 
Americans pay almost all the tolls, when by the treaty they are 
entitled to ‘‘equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion.” 
They do this while using scot fre our canals, costing over fifteen 
millions, Which we support, not by tolls, but by direct appropria- 
tions from the Treasury of the American people. 

The indirect effect is as bad as the direct action. -By this pro- 
hibitive toll (with rebate to themselves) they obstruct the canal 
to us when the Northwest most needsit. In this way we are de- 
prived of the seven railroads running south from Lake Ontario 
to carry our grain to the seaports, for we can not reach Lake 
Ontario. Last fall, just at the closing of the season of naviga- 
tion, there were one hundred and ten vessels containing 13,- 
000,000 bushels of wheat lying in the outer harbor of Buffalo on 
Lake Erie in danger of being frozen up for the winter in a dan- 
gerous position, because the terminal facilities of Buffalo could 
not unload this grain promptly. If we had had the use of the 
Welland Canal, to which we are entitled, this grain could have 

zen quickly taken down to Lake Ontario, where there are seven 
railroads and a branch of the Erie Canal and abundant terminal 
facilities of Oswego and other ports. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to add but a word. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
me for two minutes to make a suggestion in connection with this 
matter? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave so many matters, Mr. Speaker, to bring 
before the House this morning from the committee that I hope 
the gentleman will pardon me for not yielding any more time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to occupy the floor for only two 
minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. OfcourseI will yield to my friend from Maine 
if he desires it, but I hope we may proceed with this bill, as I 
wish to call up other matters of importance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will not press the request, as I am in favor 


of the bill. 
I wish to add only a word to what has been 


atory and ex- 


Mr. BLOUNT. 


said by the gentleman from Illinois, and will then ask the pre- 
vious question. 

So far as increasing the Executive power is concerned, to which 
reference has been made by my colleague from Georgia [Mr 
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TURNER], itis amatter of absolute necessity to confer this power 
in the present instance on the Executive, for the reason that at 
one time this question assumes one phase and at a different time 
quite another. 

For instance, at one time rebate is confined to vessels and car- 
goes passing from the Welland Canal through the St. Lawrence 
Canal. Then further negotiation is had, and that order is mod- 
ified so that it will be confined to articles exported abroad, pass- 
ing through these same canals, and various questions are con- 
tinually occurring which require modifications as the matter 
progresses. The power of the President is limited just the mo- 
ment the concessions or the equality sought for under the con- 
struction of this treaty, as stated here and as claimed by the 
Cleveland Administration and this Administration, is assented to. 

Now I ask the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TURNER. If my colleague will pardon me a suggestion 
before demanding the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER. The language empowering the President to 
inflict retaliatory measures on the Canadian commerce is ex- 

ressed precisely in the words of the reciprocity clause of the 
McKinley act, to which we have all objected. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the trouble is that the reciprocity is only 
on one side, and we want our share. If it were an original mat- 
ter it would be different. 

T ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BLOUNT,a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


RUSSIAN HEBREWS. 


Mr. MCCREARY. Mr.Speaker,I desire to call up House res- 
olution No. 8, expressing sympathy with the Russian Hebrews 
in their distress. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. If the gentleman will permit me, 
I wish to present a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will withhold his confer- 
ence report until the end of the hour, it can then be presented. 
The gentleman from Kentucky calls up the resolution which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the American people, through their Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress assembled, do hereby express sympathy for the 
Russian Hebrews in their present distressed condition, and the hope that 
the Government of Russia, a power with which the United States has always 
been on terms of amity and good will, will mitigate as far as possible the 
severity of the decrees lately issued respecting them. 

The amendments reported by the committee were as follows: 

In line 9, after the word ‘‘the,” insert the words “laws and;” and in the 
same line, after word *‘decrees,”’ strike out the word “‘lately;’’ 

Also add to the resolution the words “‘and the President is requested to 
use his good offices to induce the Government of Russia to mitigate the said 
laws and decrees.””’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Kentucky whether this sympathy is to be sentina 
Government vessel? 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, it is alleged that about five 
million persons in Russia known as Israelites or Jews are at 

resent subjected to .ersecution, banished in some instances 
rom their homes on trivial pretexts, without opportunity to sell 
their property, and have been driven into exile in strange lands 
destitute and penniless, 

While it is not the policy of our Government to interfere in 
the affairs of other nations it is believed to be proper for the 
American people, through their Senators andjRepresentatives in 
Congress assembled, to express sympathy for the Russian He- 
brews in their present distressed condition, and the hope that 
the Government of Russia, a power with which the United States 
has always been on terms of amity and good will, will mitigate, 
as far as possible, the severity of the laws and decrees issued re- 
specting them, and request the President to use his good offices 
to induce the Governmentof Russia to mitigate the said laws and 
decrees. 

That is all there is in this resolution, and I hope it will be 


passed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me toask him aques- 
tion. 

Mr. McCREARY, Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will this sympathy incur any charge on the 
Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. McCREARY. No, sir. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. No, our friends on the other side 
would be opposed to it if it did. Tiey were opposed to a reso- 
lution offered early in the session which proposed to give sub- 
stantial relief. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have stated all that the resolution con- 
tains, arid I ask for a vote, if no gentlemun desires to speak. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read 
the third time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would like to ask a question. I can not un- 
derstand anything about what is the necessity or common sense 
of our interfering in this matter. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman 
from Iowa that many petitions signed by a number of persons 
have been sent to the House of Representatives on the subject of 
the distress and suffering which now exists in Russia, among 
rsons called Israelites or Jews, and that the Committee on 
oreign Affairs, after considering all the petitions and several 
resolutions, agreed to report this joint resolution. This does 
not interfere in any respect with the friendly relations which 
exist between the United States and Russia. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. I will ask if he intends to call up 
Mr. BUTLER. I believe I have the floor. 
jae SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Kentucky 

ield? 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido notyield the floor. I have answered 

the question of the gentleman from Iowa, and if he desires to ask 
another I will allow him time to do so. 
Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman from Kentucky did yield the 
floor, and went on with the bill. I asked him a question and re- 
ceived no information, and during my time I now ask him a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I demand the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asked for a 
vote. A vote was taken on the amendments and on the third 
reading, and when that stage was reached, when the question 
was, shall the bill pass, the gentleman from Iowa arose —— 

Mr. MCCREARY. And asked a question. 

TheSPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MCCREARY. But not for a speech. 

The SPEAKER. There has been nodemand for the previous 
question. There is nothing to cut off debate. 

Mr. McCREARY. I retain the floor. - 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman from Kentucky can not retain 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. BUTLER] 
will proceed. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I can see nothing in this at all, 
except a resolution of sympathy, andjl can not conceive why it 
is introduced unless it is simply to make some political capital 
or buncombe. Russia can attend to her own legislation and we 
can attend to ours, and I do not believe it is the proper busi- 
ness of this Congress to try to interfere with any other nation. 
I wish to say this much, and gentlemen can do as they please. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move the previous question. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I simply desire to ask if the gen- 
tleman intends to follow this up by calling up a resolution offered 
early in the session which carried some substantial sympathy, in 
the shape of $100,000? ; 

Mr. McCREARY. Ido not know anything about the reso- 
lution to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. It was before the House early in 
the session. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I do not expect to call up that resolution. 
I move the previous question. 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield? 
[After a pause.] The gentleman from Kentucky demands the 
previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; 
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LIND. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 8. 

Mr. LIND and Mr. BUTLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appointas tellers the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY] and the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. LInp]. 

The House again divided; and during the division 

Mr. LIND said: I withdraw the call for a quorum. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I made the point of no quorum 
also, and I will insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] and the gentleman from lowa[Mr. BUTLER] will act 
as tellers. The gentleman from iowa states he also made the 
point of no quorum, and that he does not withdraw it. 
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The House again divided. 
Mr. BURROWS (during the count). 


Mr. Speaker, would it 
be in ordei while the tellers are making this count to have read 
the views of the minority on this resolution, protesting against 
its passage? 

The SPEAKER. Not during a division. 

The count wasconcluded; and tellers ngeeet a 143, noes 2. 


Mr. MCCREARY. 
nounced, 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask that the vote be an- 
On this question the ayes are 143, noes 2. 
Mr. BUTLER. I continue the point of no quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of no quo- 
rum, and the hour has expired. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER NEAR KNOXVILLE, TENN. 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I submit a confer- 
ence report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6091) to amend “an act 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or 
near Knoxville, Tenn., approved August 9, 1888," having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate and agree to the same. 
JOHN J. O'NEILL, 
S. R. MA 


. R. ; 
e JOHN LIND. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. B. BATE, 
G. G. VEST, 
WM. P. FRYE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement was read, as follows: 


The House bill inthiscase (H. R. 6091) extends the time “for the commence- 
ment and completion” of the bridge across the Tennessee River, at or near 
Knoxville, Tenn., authorized by an act approved August 9, 1888, two years. 

The special effect of the Senate amendment will be to extend the time for 
the commencement of said bridge one year from the passage of the act, and 
o time for the completion of said bridge three years from the passage of 

e act. 

Another effect of it will be to make the recitals of the act more explicit 
and definite, and to cause the method of those recitals to conform in larger 
measure than it does in the House bill with the practice in such cases. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri, amotion toreconsider 
the vote by which the conference report was passed was laid on 
the table. 

ALLEGED READING RAILROAD COMBINE. 





Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote 


by which the resolution was adopted yesterday for an investiga- 
tion of the Reading Railroad combination, so that Ican insert an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman better not move to recon- 
sider the vote, because that will bring up the whole matter. 

Mr. WISE. Lask unanimous consent that the word “or” in 
the fifteenth line of the resolution be changed to “‘ and;” so that it 
will read ‘‘ clerk and stenographer.” 

The SPEAKER. On yesterday a resolution was adopted in 
relation to an investigation of a railroad combination. © res- 
olution directed the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce to investigate what is commonly known as the Reading 
combination. In the fiftcenth line the committee is authorized to 
employ ‘‘a clerk or stenographer,” and the committee desire 
and did desire, but omitted to do so, to amend by striking out 
“or” and to insert ‘‘and,” so as to make it read “a clerk and 
stenugrapher.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thatis, they want one more officer. 

Mr. WISE. The committee want permission to employ one, 
if necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The committee asks unanimous consent to 
strike out ‘‘ or” and insert ‘‘ and.” 

Mr. REED. Does that increase the expenditures? 

Mr. WISE. The wholeexpenditure is limited under the terms 
of the resolution; limiting the amount of money that it can ex- 
pend. 

Mr. REED. 
tribution. 

The SPEAKER. It may make it a little more diffuse. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And it may create a deficiency. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. This ought to be allowed. 
This is one of the most gigantic Democratic combines in the 
country. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I would like the gentleman to 
explain the necessity for this. I was recently engaged in an in- 
vestigation involving nearly 700 printed pages, and we only had 
use for a stenographer who was also clerk. But I suggest to 
the gentleman that it seems to me that a stenographer would 
answer the purposes of this committee. 


This makes it a little more unlimited in its dis- 
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Mr. SIMPSON. And he can be clerk, too. 
Mr. WISE. I withdraw the request, Mr. Speaker, if there is 
to be any debate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am not objecting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his request. 
The Committee on Military Affairs is called. 


PROMOTION OF ENLISTED MEN OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration 
the bill (S. 1722) to provide for the examination and promotion 
of enlisted men of the Army to the grade of second lieutenant. 

The biil was read, as follows: : 

Beit enacted. etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
pee @ system of examination of enlisted men of the Army, by such 

as may be established by him, to determine their fitness for promo- 
tion tothe grade of second lieutenant: Provided, That all unmarried soldiers 
under 30 years of age, who are citizens ofthe United States, are physically 
sound, who have served honorably not less than two years in the Army, 
and who have borne a good character before and after tment, 
may compete for promotion under any system authorized by this act. 

Sec.2. That the members and recorder of such boards as may be estab- 
lished by the President, under the provisious of the preceding section, shall 
be sworn in every case to discharge their duties honestly and faithfully; and 
the boards may e tnesses, and take depositions, for which purpose 
they shall have such powers cf a court of inquiry as may be necessary. 

Sxc. 3. That the vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant heretofore 
filled by the of meritorious noncommissioned officers of the 
Army, under ieee of section 3 of the act approved June 18, 1878, 
shall be filled by the appointment of competitors favorably recommended 
under this act, in the order of merit established by the final examination. 
eligibility, setting forth the subjects in which he is proficient and tne espec- 

. 8 0! - 
ial grounds upon which the recommendation is based: Provided, That not 
more than two tions shall be accorded to the same competitor. 

Sgc. 4. That all rights and privile, arising from a certificate of eligibil- 
ity may be vacated by a sentence a@ court-martial, but no soldier, while 
holding the privileges of a certificate, shall be brought before a garrison or 
regimental court-martial or summary court. 

Ec. 5. That sections 3 and 4 of the act approved June 18, 1878, ees 
for the promotion of meritorious nonco: joned officers, be, and the same 
are hereby, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Unless some explanation is desired, I 
ask for the previous question. Itis a a bill providing that 
enlisted men may be examined for promotion to the grade of sec- 
ond lieutenant. 

“4 DOCKERY. 
u 

r. OUTHWAITE. It involves no additional expenditure, 
and no increase in the Army. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third of the bill. 

Mr. BERGEN. I desire to ask a question. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BERGEN. I desire to ask aquestion of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill. Does this do away with the seniority rank 
that now prevails? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notat all. It is simply to permit en- 
listed men to have an opportunity to receive a commission as 
second lieutenant. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Itsimply broadens the selection 
that heretofore has been made upon the recommendation of the 
— of the company to which the enlisted man belongs. 

he question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 

vote by which the bill was passed, was laid on the table. 


MILITARY RECORDS, WARS OF REVOLUTION AND 1812. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 621) to 
provide for the collection, custody, and arrangement of the mili- 
a records of the American Revolution and the war of 1812. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas the military records of the American Revolution and of the war 
of 1812 are now preserved in different Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment and are not easily accessible; 

Whereas it is important that they should be collected in one Department, 
ee be easily consulted and properly indexed and arranged for 

¢ re, 
“> it mama.te the Senate and House of Representativ.2 of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the military records of the American 
evolution and of the war of 1812, now rved in the several Executive 
Departments, be transferred to the War Department, to be preserved in the 
Record and Pension Division of that Department, and that they shall be 
properly indexed and arranged for use. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether this bill involves any appropriation? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not. When I call up any bill 
that does, I will direct attention to it. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was agreed to, as follows. 

Line 5, strike out “several Executive’ andinsert *‘ Treasury and Interior.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to athird reading, and it was 
ee read the third time and passed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill as amended was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Does it involve any charge upon the Treas- 








1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6535 





EXAMINATION AND PROMOTION OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1230) 
amending the act of October 1, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 


for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to regu- | 


late promotions therein.” 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of the act of October 1, 1890, entitled “An 
act to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and toregu- 
late promotions therein,” is hereby amended by adding thereto the following: 
And provided further, That officers entitled by this section to examination by 
aboard composed entirely of officers who were appointed from civil life, or who 
were officers of volunteers only during the war, may, by written waiver filed 
With the War Department, relinquish such right, in which case the examin- 


rected by the Secretary of War. 

Sxc. 2. That the examination of officers of the Corps of Engineers and Ord- 
nance De tment who were officers or enlisted men in the — or volun- 
teer service, either in the Army, Navy, or the Marine Corps, during the war 
of the rebellion, shall be conducted by boards composed in the same manner 
as for the examination of other officers of their respective corps and depart- 
Ment; and the examinations shall embrace the same subjects prescribed for 
all other officers of similar grades in the Corps of Engineers and Ordnance 
Department, respectively. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 7 

Mr, OUTHWAITE moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also meved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr.Speaker,I call up the bill (S. 620) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to promote the administration 
of justice in the Army,” approved October 1, 1891. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to promote the adminis- 
tration of justice in the Army,” approved October 1, 1890, be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following section: 

“SEc. 3. That the ep wry | officers authorized to approve the sen- 
tences of summary courts shall have the power to remit or mitigate the 
Same.” 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was aecordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

_Mr. OUTHW AITE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


AUTHORIZING THE SECRETARY OF WAR TO LEASE PUBLIC 
PROPERTY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1040) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to lease public property in cer- 
tain cases. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That authority be, and is hereby, given to 
the Secretary of War, when in his discretion it will be for the public good, to 
lease, for a period not exceeding five years and revocable atany time, such 
property of the United States under control as may not for the time be 
required for public use and for the leasing of which there is no authori 


er existing law, and such leases shall be reported ann to 8: 
Provided, Thatnothing in this act contained shall be held toapply to eral 
or phosphate lands. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill is intended to cover rights of 


way through military reservations. It gives tothe Secretary of 
War the same power that the Secretary of the Treasury now has 
to make revokable leases whenever, in the judgment of the Sec- 


retary of War, the public good will be promoted thereby, and 
for a period not exceeding five years. Itis intended to obviate 
the necessity for the numerous special bills that are brought in 
here to authorize such leases. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does the bill fix the length of time for which 
the Secretary shall have power to give these leases? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not exceeding five years; and they are 
to be revocable within that time if there is a change of adminis- 
tration, or if, for good reason, the Secretary thinks they should 
be revoked. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GRADE OF CERTAIN MEDICAL OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. a I call up the bill (S. 1039) 
to define the grade of certain medical officers of the Army, and 
for other purposes. 

. The bill was read, as follows: 

* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

in assembled, That from the of this act the grade 


America ‘ongress 
of certain medical officers of the Army below that of Surgeon-General 
be as follows: Those sols the rank of colonel, assistant ; 
@ 


those holding the rank of lieutenant-colonel, deputy py al 
Sxo. 2. That before receiving the rank of captain of cavalry t sur- 
geons shall be examined, under the provisions of an act approved October 











1, 1890, entitled ““An act to provide for the examination of certain officers of 
the Army and to regulate promotions therein.” 

Sc. 3. That medical officers of the Army may be assigned by the Secre- 
tary of War to such duties as the interests of the service may demand. 

Sec. 4. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentle- 


| man would explain this bill and tell us wherein it changes the 


present system. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The report sets forth the nature of this 
bill. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I thought the gentleman might 


| save time by making an explanation. 
ation of such officers shall be conducted by boards composed as shall be di- | 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, the billmakesno actualchange in 
he rank of pay. Itsimply defines the regular status of the officers 
and permits their assignment by the Secretary of War to such 
duties as he, in the exereise of his judgment, may deem for the 
best interests of the service. Under the present system thes: 
positions, unless specially excepted, must be filled bv the Presi- 
dent and in certain cases men may be promoted to branches of 


| the service when they do not desire the promotion and are en- 


tirely unfit for the service. For instanece,a man may be pro- 
moted to bo purveyor,when he has no desire and no qualifica- 
tions for that position. This would authcrize the Secretary of 
War to assign him to sonre other duty which he deemed better 


for the service. 
Does the bill have the 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
of the War Department? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. The approval is in these words: 
WaR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 20, 1892. 


Str: I return herewith Sexate bill 1039, “To define the grade of certain 
medical officers of the Army, and for other p ses,” Which was left at the 
ngeaaaas on the [5th instant by Senator PRocToR, of your committee, 
and beg to invite your attention to the melosed report of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral of the Army, dated the Iéth instant, thereon, which is concurred in. 


Very respectfully, 
_ “i S. B. ELKINS, Secretary of War. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTER ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 


Then follows the report of the Surgeon-General. In fact, it 
was = the instance of the Surgeon-General that this bill was re- 
ported. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, aud passed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed, an? also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN AND CIVIL WAR. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Icall up the bill (S. 3154) to amend sec- 
tion 9 of the act for the relief of certain volunteer and regular 
soldiers of the late war and the war with Mexico, passed March 
2, 1889. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 9 of the act for the relief of certain volun- 
teer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with Mexico, passed 
March 2, A. D. 1889, be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to extend the 
time for the limitation of the operation of said section for the period of two 
years from the Ist of July, 1892. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
this bill covers? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It covers cases of what may be called 
technical desertion in the Mexican war and the late war. Upon 
the making of certain proof showing that the desertion was noth- 
ing more than a technical desertion, the Secretary of War was 
authorized by the act to which the bill is an amendment to issue 
a discharge. That act expired by limitation on the first of the 
present month. This bill proposes to extend the act for two 

years. There are instances in which widows of soldiers of the 

{exican war and widows of soldiers of the late war discover when 


pproval 


Will the gentleman explain what 


| applying for pensions that this technical charge of desertion 


stands against their former husbands. This bill simply extends 
the time within which such applications for discharge may be 


made. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The bill does not. contain any new 


| provisions? 


Mr.OUTHWAITE. Itsimply extendsfor two years the former 
act. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Will the extension of that act have the 
effect of reviving the provisions which have expired? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand that it will. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ARTICLES OF WAR. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call up the bill (S. 2470) to amend the 
Articles of War, and for other purposes. 
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“he bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., Thatarticles 17, 84, 104, and 110, of section 1842 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, be, and the same are hereby, amended to read 
as follows: 

“ART. 17, Any soldier who sells or through neglect losses or spoils his 
horse, arms, clothing, or accoutrements shall be punished asa court-martial 
may adjudge, subject to such limitation as may be prescribed by the Presi- 
dent by virtue of the power vested in him.”’ 

“ArT. 84. The judge-advocate shall administer to each member of the 
court, before they Poa upon any trial the following oath, which shall 
also be taken by all members of regimental and garrison courts-martial: 
‘You, A B, do swear that you will well and truly try and determine ° 
ing to evidence, the matter now before you, between the United States of 
America and the sow to be tried, and that you will duly administer jus- 
tice, without partiality, favor, or affection, according to the provisions of 
the rules and articles for the government of the armies of the United States, 
and if any doubt should arise, not explained by said articles, then according 
to your conscience, the best of your understanding, and the custom of war 
in like cases; and you do further swear that you will not divulge the sen- 
tence of the court until it shall be published by the a authority, except 
to the judge-advocate; neither will you disclose or ver the vote or 
opinion of any particular member of the court-martial, unless required to 
£ ve evidence thereof, as a witness, by a court of justice, in a due course of 

aw. So help you God.’” 

“ART. 86. at a general court-martial shall have the power to punish 
summariiy for contempt of its authority such acts as would be P hable 
summarily by the highest civil court of criminal jurisdiction of the State, 
Territory, or district in which the court-martial may sit if committed in 
contempt of its authority: Provided, That the punishment for contempt of 
court by a civilian shall not exceed confinement for three months, or fine of 
€100 and confinement until paid.” 

“ART. 104. No sentence of a court-martial shall be carried into execution 
until the same shall have been approved by the officer ordering the court, 
or by the officer commanding for the time being.” 

“ART. 110. No sentence adjudged by a field jofficer, detailed to try soldiers 
of his regiment, shall be carried into execution until the same shall have 
been approved by the brigade commander, or, in case there be no brigade 
commander, by the commanding officer of the Jog or camp.” 

Sxc. 2. That whenever a court-martial shall sit in closed session the judge- 
advocate shall withdraw, and when his legal advice or his assistance in 
referring to recorded evidence is required it shall be obtained in open court. 

Sec. 3. That fraudulent enlistment, and the receipt of any pay or allow- 
ance thereunder, is hereby declared a military offense and e punishable 
by court-martial, under the sixty-second article of war. 

Sxc. 4. That judge-advocates of departments and of courts-martial, and the 
trial officers of summary courts, are hereby authorized to administer oaths 
for the ponneees of the administration of military justice, and for other pur- 
poses of military administration. 

Szc. 5. That the commanding officers authorized to approve the sentences 
of summary courts shall have the power to remit or te the same. 

Sxc. 6. That this act shall take effect sixty days after its passage. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is an amendment reported by the 
committee. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out the proposed “article 86,"’ beginning on line 32, page 2, and end- 
ing with line 40, page 3. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
MILITARY BOARD OF REVIEW. 
Mr.OUTHWAITE. I call up the bill (H. R. 7172) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to appoint a board of review in certain 
cases, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretar 
pointa board of review, to consist of three members 
officers of the Army on the active or retired list, to review the 
findings, and sentence of any court-martial for the trial of a commission 
officer or enlisted man, either of the regular Army or volunteer forces, where 
the accused has been dishonorably discharged from the military ce of 
the United States, or to review the proceed . fin and decision of a 
retiring board, when an officer has been wholly retired from the . 

Seo. 2. That the said board of review shall have jurisdiction of such 
cases as shall be ordered before it by the Secre of War, and its members 
sha)! serve without compensation except such as they are now receiving, and 
may be relieved from time to time as the exigencies of the service may re- 
au : Provided, That when officers of theretired listserve upon such board 
: ey shall 

8 


Sgc. 3. That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and consider 
any additional evidence in each case as may pees rtf be brought before it, 
under such rules and ations as may be established by the tary 0 
War, and it is hereby authorized to sub witnesses and to ter 
oaths when necessary: and the proceedings and findings, with the recom- 
mendations of said board, shall be forwarded to the Secretary of War for his 
consideration and action: Provided, That the Guvernment shall be put to no 
expense on account of witnesses summoned on the part of the applicant. 

Seo. 4. That the board shall have the power to compel the attendance of 
witnesses, and to make them testify, and punish for contempt. 

Sxc. 5. That the recorder shall act as judge-advocate and be empowered 
tointroduce witnesses to contradict the evidence of the applicant. 

Src. 6. That in case of disagreement of the board the views may be ex- 
pressed in both majority and minority reports. 

Src. 7. That in all cases where the relief prayed for is recommended by 
the said board of review, in whole or in part, and approved by the Secretar 
of War, it shall be his duty to refer to ss, for such action as it may 
deem proper, the findings of the board of review, together with the evidence 
upon which the findings are based, and he shall also report to Congress 
What action by Congress is deemed by him as necessary in order that justice 
may be done in the case: Provided, That no right to any pay or allowances 
shall accrue or be revived from such amendment of the records in any case. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Does not the proviso of section 2 of this bill 
provide really for an increase of expenditure? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notatall. The retired officers who may 
serve on a board of this kind will receive nothing additional 
while so serving. 


of War is hereby authorized to ap- 
and a recorder, from 


receive the same pay as Officers of their grade upon the active 
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Mr. SIMPSON. I probably misunderstood the section as 
read; but I thought it provided that retired officers serving upon 
a board of this kind shall receive the same pay as if upon the 
active list. I would like to hear the second section read again. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. There may be a provision of that kind. 
It was not in when the bill left the committee as I remember it. 
I will —_ to the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. WHEELER] for 
an explanation. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Let the section be read. 

The Clerk —— read section 2. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope the gentieman will not 
object. These boards may be composed of officers on the active 
list or the retired list; but it will very seldom happen that re- 
tired officers will be called upon to act in this way. This pro- 
viso was put in upon the recommendation of the Secretary of 
War and the commanding general. 

Mr. SIMPSON. AsTI interpret the section, any retired offi- 
cer acting ona board of review will receive the same pay as if 
he were in active service. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The gentleman iscorrectin that. When 
I answered the gentleman before, I did not know that this pro- 
vision had been inserted. I did not hear the reading by the 
Clerk distinctly on his former reading. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That would involve an increase of expendi- 
ture; and therefore I shall be compelled to make a point of or- 
der that the bill must receive its first consideration in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

BEt. A See Alabama. Well, we will strike out that pro- 
vision. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then I will not make objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama, as the Chair 
understands, moves to strike out the proviso of section 2. In 
the absence of objection, that amendment will be adopted. 
There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move further to amend by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘discharged,” in line 9, of section 1, the 
words ‘‘ or cashiered.” 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I do not know that I understood 
fully the provisions of thisbillasread. In what cases does it con- 
template a report to Congress before final action? 

- WHEELER of Alabama. At any time when the Secre- 
tary of War, after examining a case, thinks it of enough impor- 
tance, he will order a board of review, which will report to him; 
and if the report is favorable, the Secretary will lay it before 


ngress. 
Mr.HENDERSON ofIowa. This board of review will sit upon 
the action of the retiring board? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Oh, no. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It sits upon the proceedings of 
two boards? . 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It simply sits upon such cases 
as the Secretary of War or the President may order it to sit 
upon. 
as HENDERSON of Iowa. Then does the Secretary of War 
review the work of the Board of Review? ; 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The Secretary of War must ap- 
prove the ee of the Board if in his judgment the pro- 
ceedings should be approved, and then it becomes his duty to 
send the procéedings to Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But the proceedings have to be 
ares by the Secretary of War before they become opera- 
tive? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir. The bill provides 
that after approval by the Secretary of War he shall transmit 
the proceed to Congress. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And they must be passed on by Con- 
ress. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This bill is designed to prevent 
the injustice which has occurred by parties coming here with 
ex parte cases for action. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But it is in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War to send the matter to Congress? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. He is only authorized to 
send the case to Congress after he has approved the proceedings 
of the Board. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And the other party can not ap- 
al? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir. The other party can 
appeal the same as he can appeal to Congress now. It is not in 
our power to prevent an appeal to Congress by either petition or 
by bill. This bill does not impair any right. 

I ask for a vote upon the amendment. . 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The amendment was again read and d to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being 
read the third time, was passed. 
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On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


HEIRS AND LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF CERTAIN SOLDIERS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 3850) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
certain soldiers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the records of the War Department shall 

ow that any soldier who was rte and properly in the service of the United 

tates during the war of the rebellion was captured by the enemy, missing 
action, or sent to a Confederate prison or hospital, such record, when sus- 
yore Py, proof satisfactory to the Secretary of War that said soldier has 
0 ce the making of said record been heard from, shall be taken as 
prima facie evidence that said soldier was killed or died during the war 


while in the performance of his duty as a soldier. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


GETTYSBURG BATTLEFIELD MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, I now call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 898) to furnish the Gettysburg Battlefield Memorial Associa- 
tion, at Gettysburg, Pa., with specimens of arms, accouterments, 
etc., used by the armies in the battle of Gettysburg, for exhibi- 
tion and oo at the Gettysburg museum. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to deliver to the Gettysburg Battlefield Memorial Association, at Get- 
tysburg, Pa., specimens of the arms, equipments, projectiles, uniforms, and 
other material of war used by the armies in that battle (so far as may be practi- 
cable), for the purpose of exhibiting and preserving them for historical pur- 
poses in the museum at the house used by Major-General Meade for head- 

uarters, now owned by said association, or at such other place as the 

irectors of the association may deem proper. And that the transportation 
to Gettysburg be furnished by the Quartermaster’s Department of the 
a States from the appropriation for the transportation of army sup- 
plies. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I stated, Mr. Speaker, that I would call 
the attention of the House to any of these bills which involyed 
an appropriation. This bill involves a small appropriation, the 
amount necessary to properly carry out the object of the bill; 
that is to say, the amount required to transport these articles 
from here to Gettysburg. Itis designed tofurnish the Battlefield 
Memorial Association with specimens of the arms, accoutre- 
ments, etc., which were used by the Army at the battle of Get- 
tysburg; and the only appropriation is the necessary expense of 
the Quartermaster’s Department to transport these articles from 
Washington to Gettysburg. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can the gentleman state how much it will 
involve? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Onlyavery small amount; Idonotknow 
exactly. 

Mr. }IENDERSON of Iowa. This does not deplete the Treas- 
ury of the samples of these arms and equipments? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; sir. They are not to be supplied 
unless there is a surplus in the Department, and these can be 
spared without depleting the supply there. 

Mr. SIMPSON. This association, as I understand it, is not 
under the supervision of the Government, but is a private cor- 
poration? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam not positive as to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It is a private corporation un- 
doubtedly. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. It has a sort of quasi connection with the 
Government. It bought the land from the Government, but is 
a ies, corporation. 

r. SIMPSON. I understand it is proposed by this bill for 
the Government to pay the cost of transportation of these ar- 
ticles, which are for the benefit and use of a private corporation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That would be the case if it was a dis- 
tinctly private corporation. But this is for the benefit of all 
pone who visit that historic field. The whole battlefield has 

en to a certain decree under the supervision of the Govern- 
ment. Besides that, the expenditure will be but a very small 
amount, ranging probably between seventy-five and one hundred 
dollars. Certainly not more than that. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The amount is small,itistrue. ButI think 
we are establishing a bad precedent to take funds out of the 
public Treasury for the benefit of a private corporation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is not for the benefit of a private cor- 
poration, but to preserve on the battlefield for years and perhaps 
centuries to come samples of the implements, arms, and accoutre- 
ments used by the forces engaged in that battle. It is not for 
pecuniary gain in any sense of the word. 
an cL two minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

ATES}. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, as a participant in that great bat- 
tle on the losing side, I am heartily in favor of the passage of 
this bill. The preservation of these memorials of that great 
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conflict will prove of much interest to people in the future. 
Two or three years ago when I visited the battlefield of Water- 
loo, there was nothing which so much interested me as the col- 
lection of the arms and equipmenis of warfare which had been 
reserved there and which had been used in that historic struggle. 
t is a proper place for the preservation of such articles. For 
all peo i in the future who visit this battlefield will be glad to 
learn all they can concerning the weapons and equipments used 
by the participants in that fight. 

I can see no objection to the bill. 
a proves one and noe it will pass. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Idemand the previous question on the 
third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered toa third reading, and being read 
the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

HOTEL ON GOVERNMENT RESERVATION, FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call up the resolution (H. Res. 142) ex- 
tending the time for the construction of a hotel on the Govern- 
ment reservation at Fortress Monroe, Va. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the time for the construction of a hotel upon the Govern- 
ment reservation at Fortress Monroe, Va., as ——_ in the act of Congress 
approved July 2, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, extended for one year from 
and after the passage of this act. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MASTER OF THE SWORD, UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
5448) to fix the rank of the master of the sword at the United 
States Military Academy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the master 
of the sword atthe United States Military Academy shall have the rank and 
receive the pay and emoluments of a first lieutenant of infantry. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not to create a 
new office, but is to give a new title to an office now is existence. 
As I understand, it does not increase the pay of the officer, and 
does not increase the expense to the Government. It is for the 
purpose of giving this officer a military standing in a military 
school, where all the other instructors who have to deal directly 
with the physical direction and training of the youth have mili- 
tary titles. Now unless some gentleman desires to debate the 
bill, I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if he has itive knowledge that the bill does not increase the 
pay of this master of the sword? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The pay of this officer is now the pay of 
@ first lieutenant. 

Mr. SIMPSON. And what does this increase it to? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not increase it at all. 

Mr. HULL. This is recommended by the superintendent and 
all the officers of the Academy. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then this simply gives him his rank as a 
lieutenant? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Simply gives him that rank. He has 
probably more supervision over the youth there with regard to 
their physical culture than either their drillmaster or other offi- 
ce 


On the contrary, I think it 


ers. 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will not this officer, after serving a certain 
time and attaining a certain age, be entitled to retirement? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, he will be entitled to retirement 
and to receive the pay of a retired officer of the rank of a first 
lieutenant, after serving until he is 64 years of age. He is now 
about 36, I think. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that if it 
makes no other change, it does entitle this beneficiary to retire- 
ment at a certain age? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. On that ground it is objectionable to me. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I have never had the good for- 
tune to be on the committee to visit the West Point Military 
Academy, and I am not familiar with this office of master of the 
sword. It sounds so much like a Knight of Pythias perform- 
ance that I should like to have it explained a little, so that we 
may know what we are voting for. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iw rmit the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] to explain it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The master of the sword at the 
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Military Academy at West Point teaches fencing, and is also at 
the head of the school of gymnastics, which has done a great 
deal to improve the physical condition of the cadets. This bill 
is recommended by the officers. It is believed that all the pro- 
fessors should have a military rank, in order to maintain the re- 
spect which it is essential for professors to receive, in order to 
attain the best ends possible. It has always been considered 
that in military affairs like this it is essential that the officers 
should wear uniforms and should have a certain rank in order 
to give them the standing which their military rank does give 
them with the students. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
graduate of West Point? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
from civil life? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
perior instructor. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It is an attempt, then, to slip in 
another officer. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
expression. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. He has been there along time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand that in the opinion of the com- 
mittee the adding of this titlek—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will add to his efficiency. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will add to his efficiency and give denity 
and tone to this professor, so as to inspire the students with awe? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He ought to have as much tone as the 
average member of Congress. [Laughter.] He needs as much, 
ana perhaps more. 

Mr. SIMPSON. nd also when he gets too old to serve as 
master of the sword, as he will in course of time, that he will be 

put on the retired list and receive the pay of a retired officer. 
ow, I ask the gentleman in all fairness, is not that the object of 
this bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is recommended by the offi- 
cers of the Academy and by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think if the report were read it would 
fully explain this matter. 

Mr. BOWERS. Thirty years in the future isalong time, and 
it will be that long before he is old enough for retirement, I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
mend it? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. The bill isrecommended by the 
officers of the Academy, and all others who have jurisdiction. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask the previous question on the bill. 

The question being taken on the demand for the previous 
question, the Speaker announced that the ayesseemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. BAILEY) there were—ayes 74, 
noes 7. 

Mr. BAILEY. No quorum. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, if the question of no quorum 
is to be made, I ask leave to withdraw this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio withdraws the 
bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker,I call up for consideration 
the bill (S. 710) providing for the relief of William C. Spencer, 
of Maryland, late captain Seventeenth Infantry, United States 
Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to “a William C. Spencer, late acaptain in the Seventeenth 
Infantry, United States Army, a captain in the , and when so inted 

oe him on the unlimited list of retired officers of the Army, With rank 
and pay from the date of his appointment and retirement under the provi- 
sions of this act. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
tures. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
though, I submit to the gentleman. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Lyieldtwo minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. PAGE] to explain the bill. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to call for the read- 
ing of the report in this case? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be except asa tof the de- 
bate, and the gentleman from Maryland has the floor. 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, this bill is for the re- 
lief of William C. Spencer, of Maryland, who entered the Army 
in 1855, and served until some time during the war. His career 
in the Army was especially a meritorious one, and he received 
the favorable commendation of Lieut. Gen. Scott, Maj. Gen. T. 
W. Sherman, Gen. Barry, Gen. Davis, and quite a number of 
other officers. I will not state here the special circumstances 


Is this master of the sword a 


No, he is not. 


He was, but he is a very su- 


How do you mean? Idonotlike that 


No, I do not think itis the object of the 


Does the Secretary of War recom- 


to 


I think that certainly increases expendi- 


Then he is a man picked up | 


It is essentially to do justice | 


under which he received these commendations, because it would 
take up my time. I will, however, state that during the war he 
rendered services in the peninsular campaign for which he re- 
ceived commendation from his superior officer. 

In July, 1862, in econsequenee of some intemperate language he 
used, on account of the arrest of his uncle, Judge Carmichael 
upon the bench, he was ordered under arrest, from which he was 
discharged by President Lincoln when he found out what were 
the exact circumstances in the case. Notwithstanding the rules 
of the Army required that he should be entitled to a court-mar- 
tial within thirty days, after repeated efforts he failed to secure 
his trial. During the period he was under arrest he was di- 
rected to take charge of hiscommand. He did so and went into 

| one of the battles of the peninsular campaign, where he served 
with great distinction and was commended by his superior offi- 
| cer. Not getting the trial he was entitled to he resigned his 
| commission. 
| In 1890, at the suggestion of Gen. Schofield, who was at the head 
of the Army at the time, a board sat upoa his case, and they found 
that at the period of his resignation Capt. Spencer was eniitled 
| to be retired on account of physical incapacity. Now he comes 
| to the Congress of the United States (the Senate having already 
| passed the bill) and asks to be restored t» his position as captain 
and to be placed upon the retired list on accountof the incapacity 
which entitled him to that position when he resigned. I think, 
Mr. Speaker, this is a meritorious ease. It is the case of an 
officer who distinguished himself in the Army and who rasigned 
under circumstances where he could hardly be blamed. 

He was at that time entitled to go upon the retired list, and 
now, under these circumstances, when . is old and feeble, he 
comes and asks us to this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell.]} 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LIEUT. COL. MICHAEL P. SMALL. 

Mr. OUTRWAITE. I now call up the bill (H. R. 2076) for the 
relief of Lieut. Col. Michael P. Small, assistant commissary- 
general of subsistence, United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be 


to Lieut. Col. Michael P. Small, an 
assistant commissary-general of subsistence in the United States Army, out 
of any money in the asury not oth appropriated, the sum of $3,- 
783.87, be: the amount of Government funds stolen or embezzled from him 
without his default, at Chicago, Ill, in the years 1879 and 1880, and which 
was restored by him out of private funds. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Iask for the reading of the report in this 


case. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. As the gentleman from Missouri desires 
the reading of the report, perhaps the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. RocK WELL], who is familiar with the facts, can ex- 
plain the case to the gentleman in a few minutes. 
Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, Lieut. Col. Small, now Col. 
Small, commissary-general at New York, was in 1879 and 1830 
| acting as commissary-general in the city of Chicago. When he 
| went there he found a man who was a very competent elerk and 
who had been in charge under his predecessor, and employed in 
the a headquarters two or three years. He retained 
| him in his one oyment. During the time he remained in his 


employment this clerk embezzled by changing the books. 

‘The facts stated in the report, a are these: This clerk, 
Davidson, while acting as confidential clerk of the major, in 
whose employ he had been in the same capacity for ten years, 
with the aid of a confederate in the office, who had been the 
trusted clerk of the present commissary-general when he was 
acting as purchasing commissary at Chicago, managed to inter- 
polate in a genuine voucher a false entry of a purchase of 7,209 
d-pound packages of dried apples, for the purpose of covering up 

| petty larcenies, which amounted to the value of the apples—say 
| $3,600. This voucher was transmitted to Washington, but there 
| was no such entry on the retained copy held by the major. 

You see, with a false voucher in that way, how easy it was for 
him to embezzle the amount. It was not discovered until an in- 
quiry was made from Washington, when the matter was investi- 
gated and the embezzlement discovered. This clerk and his 
confederate were arrested, tried, convicted of robbery, and sen- 
tenced to the Portes and it seemed to the committee, after 
a very careful and thorough examination, that no laches could 
be attached to this commissary-general. The bill has been fa- 
— Bo che in three successive Congresses. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the bill increases expenditures, and should be considered in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Kansas that the point of order comes too late under the rules. 
The Chair will call the attention of the gentleman to the rule. 
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** All motions or ponpenliens involving a tax or charge upon the 
people,” etc., ‘‘ should have their first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the pointof order under this rule shall 
be made at any time before the consideration of the bill has 
been commenced.” So that the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman came too late, in this case. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
whether this bill was reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to call the attention of the chair- 
man of that committee to clause 4 of Rule XXI, which provides 
that—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The point is made too late. 

Mr. DOCKERY: 

No bill for the payment or adjudication of any private claim against the 
Government shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to ~~ other 
than the following-named committees, viz: to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, to 


the Committee on War Claims, to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and to the Committee on Accounts. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This bill having been referred 
and acted upon, that settles the matter. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Similar claims to this have been referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs repeatedly. This pertains 
directly to the administration of the militarydepartment. Iask 
the previous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether it 
would be in order to make the point of order against the report 
at this time? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Toolate! [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would not be in order 
now. There is a method under the rules for correcting an er- 
roneous report. It can be done on motion of the committee 
claiming jurisdiction, or on motion of the committee renouncing 
jurisdiction, or by unanimous consent. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] demands the previous question on the 
engrossment and third reading of this bill. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, 
and there were—ayes 28, noes 7. 

Mr. SIMPSON. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will not 
insist upon that point. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to withdraw 
the bill, as the committee has but five minutes left. 

The SPEAKER. The committee has only two minutes left. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I — we had five. Icall up the 
bill (S. 1496) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to nominate and, by_and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to appoint Gen. Na, oleon J. T. Dana, late assistant quarter- 
master of the United States Army, to the position of assistant quartermas- 
ter, with the rank of captain of cavalry, and to place him onthe retired list 
of the Army with that rank and pay, the retired list being thereby increased in 
number to that extent; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are 
suspended for this purpose only: Provided, Thatfrom and after the passage 
of this act. no pension shall be paid to the said Napoleon J. T. Dana. 

Mr. HULL. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

During the reading the hour expired, and the Speaker called 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


EXAMINATION AND PROMOTION OF OFFICERS OF THE MARINE 
CORPS. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9022) 
to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Marine 
Corps, and to regulate promotion therein. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter SS to every grade of commis- 
sioned officers in the Marine Corps below the grade of commandant shall 
be made in the same manner and under the same conditions as now are or 
may hereafter be prescribed, in pursuance of law, for commissioned of- 
ficers of the Army: Provided, That examining boards which may be or- 
ganized under the provisions of this act to determine the fitness of officers 
of the Marine Corps for promotion shall in all cases consist of not less than 
five officers, three of whom shall, if practicable, be officers of the Marine 
Corps, senior to the officer to be examined, and two of whom shall be medical 
officers of the Navy: Provided further, That when not practicable to detail 
officers of the M. e Corps as members of such exantining boards, officers 
of the line in the Navy shall be so detailed. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the report 
read. 

Mr. HERBERT. I can state the substance of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Theréport can only be read as a part of the 
debate, in the time of any gentleman who has the floor. The 
reading of the report can not be demanded as a matter of right. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, this bill carries no appropria- 
tion. In the Army, in order that an officer may be promoted, 
there must be an examination as to his physical, professional, 
and moral qualifications. The same rule prevails as to promo- 
tions in the Navy. There is no existing provision of law with 


reference to the Marine Corps for preventing the promotion of 
unfit officers. No examination is provided at present, and this 
bill simply provides for an examination in the Marine Corps, 
upon the same plan that is pursued inthe Army andin the Navy. 
If this statement is satisfactory I will now ask for the previous 
question. 

‘The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


PENSACOLA TERMINAL COMPANY. 


Mr. HERBERT. Icall up the bill (H. R. 9023) to grant the 
right of way to the Pensacola Terminal Company through the 
lands of the naval reservation near Pensacola. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a right of way shall be, and is hereby, granted to 
the Pensacola Terminal Company, a railroad corporation, incorporated 
under the laws of Florida, through the lands of the United States near Pen- 
sacola, in said State of Florida, known as the navy reservation; that said 
right of way shall be not more than 100 feet in width, and located, at the ex- 
pense of said railroad company, through said naval reservation, and to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy, to be evidenced by his written 
consent and approval. That said railroad corporation, on a written notifi- 
cation by the Secretary of the Navy of his assent aud approval to and of the 
route to be followed, shall construct, maintain, and operate, at its own ex- 


pense, a line of railway on said route from Pensacola to Warrington, on 
said naval reservation. 

Sec, 2, That the Secretary of the Navy shall be, and he is hereby, em- 
powered and directed to allow the use by said railroad company for the ac- 
commodation‘of its freight and passenger traffic of so much of the water 
front of said naval reservation lying outside and east of the present navy- 
hs inclosure, not exceeding 200 feet front on the bay by 500 feet in depth, as 

the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy is necessary for the purposes 
of a depot and terminal facilities for said railroad company. The Secretary 
of the Navy is also hereby authorized to permit said railroad company to 
construct a wharf on the east side of the present navy-yard inclosure, con- 
necting its depot with the channel of the bay, said wharf not toexceed SO0feet 
inwidth. The value ofthe use of any land now occupied by or in possession 
by inclosure of ane person that shall be arene for the use of said rail- 
road company, underthe powers granted to it by this act, shall be appraised 
by a bo: of six residents of said naval reservation, appointed by the com- 
mandant of the navy-yard, and the amount soappraised shall be paid by said 
railroad company before it shall have the right to enter upon or use such 
land. The Secretary of the Navy may, at any time when he shall deem it 
necessary to the public good, cause to be removed or destroyed all or any of 
the structures hereby permitted, without subjecting the Government to any 
claim fordamages. Said railroad company shall not erect or aiiow the use 
of any buildings or structures on said naval reservation without the consent 
of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Ssc. 3. That all rights of way and privileges hereby granted shall become 
null and void unless said railroad company shall construct and operate its 
line of railway through said reservation within one year from the time said 
Secretary of the Navy has, in writing, notified said company of his assent to 
and approval of its route through said reservation, and its failure so to do 
shall be a forfeiture of this franchise. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry: Ought not 
a bill which appropriates public lands to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DoCKERY). Does the gen- 
tleman make that point? 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me make a statement. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Reserving the point of order, I have no ob- 
jection to hearing the gentleman's statement. 

Mr. HERBERT. This bill does not provide for the ae 
ation of any money; it simply gives a railroad company the right 
of way through the naval reservation at Pensacola, so as to en- 
able it to reach deep water. The bill as originally introduced 
proposed toconfer upon this company a great many other rights, 
which the committee did not think it would be proper to grant. 
We submitted the measure to the Secretary of War, and in this 
form it has his approval. We have put upon it all the limita- 
tions necessary, as we believe, to protect properly the rights of 
the Government. All that the bill proposes to grant is a right 
of way. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The Government now has at Pensacola a very 
large navy-yard, which was built, as I understand, at an expense 
of some $5,000,000. In my opinion, this navy-yard should be put 
to some practical use. If we need a navy-yard at all, I do not 
see why the navy-yard at Pensacola should not be utilized. But 
now this committee comes in with a bill proposing to run 4 rail- 
road through that navy-yard, destroying, I presume, a number 
of buildings 

Mr. HERBERT. No, the gentieman is mistaken. It is not 
proposed that this road shall go through the navy-yard at all; 
it will not touch the navy-yard. The naval reservation includes 
a number of acres—4v or 50, possibly a hundred—which are not 
a part of the navy-yard. On the grounds of the reservation ad- 
jacent to the navy-yard a number of persons have been allowed 
to settle, so that there has grown up the little town of Warring- 
ton. 

Those people who have occupied the ground upon sufferance 
have been permitted to erect structures, which have been there 
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for a good many years. The bill provides that as a matter of 
equity and justice, if the right of way condemned for the railroad 
company should go over or through the ground occupied by any 
of these settlers, they shall receive a fair and equitable consid- 
eration. This railroad does not touch the navy-yard atall. The 
gentleman is mistaken on that point. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then it is proposed to clear away or destroy 
buildings which have been erected by these squatters or settlers 
on that reservation? 

Mr. HERBERT. That is to be done only upon paying those 
persons a fairequivalent. The people of that little town of War- 
rington are anxious to have this railroad there, as a matter of 
course. 

Mr. SIMPSON. MayI ask the gentleman whether a commis- 
sion is to be appoined to assess the value of those buildings? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir; that is provided for in the bill. 
The bill provides for a board, consisting of six residents of the 
reservation, who are to be appointed by the commandant of the 
navy-yard. The bill is perfectly fair to those settlers and to the 
Government. 

The bill also provides that if any structures are erected by the 
railroad company, the Secretary of the Navy, whenever he ma 
think it necessary, shall be empowered to order their removal. 
The rights of the Government and the rights of the settlers are 
protected, and there can be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. AsI understand, this commission is to assess 
the valueof the land. Will this railroad corporation pay for the 
land? 

: Mr. HERBERT. They will pay the value of the use of the 
and. 

Mr. SIMPSON. They will only pay for the use of ii. 

Mr. HERBERT. They will pay ibaa parties the value of the 
use of the land, which means the value of their improvements. 
They will not pay the Government anything. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then they practically get possession of the 
land for nothing, paying only for the use of it? 

Mr. HERBERT. They do not pay the Government anything 
for the right of way. I do not know that the Government has 
ever charged any railroad company for the right of way over 
public lands. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There is a general statute pro- 
viding that railroad corporations may go over any public land. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kan- 
sas insist on his point of order? 

Mr. SIMPSON. No, sir; I withdraw it. 

Mr. HERBERT. [ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HERBERT, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MEDALS TO OFFICERS AND CREW OF STEAMSHIP BALTIMORE. 


Mr. HERBERT. Icall up joint resolution (H. Res. 80) author- 
izing the acceptance of medals peemsetes to the officers and crew 
of the United States steamship Baltimore by the King of Sweden. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Depart- 
ment of State is authorized and directed to deliver to the officers and crew 
of the United States steamship Baltimore three hundred and fifty-four med- 
als ne for them by the King of Sweden to commemorate services 
rendered by them in transporting the remains of John Ericsson to Sweden. 


Mr. HERBERT. The United States steamer Baitimore was 
detailed for the purpose of carrying the remains of the celebrated 
inventor John Ericsson to his home in Sweden for interment, 
where they were received with great pomp and ceremony by 
thousands of his countrymen. The King of Sweden desires to 
make a present to the officers and crew of the steamship Balti- 
more of three hundred and fifty-four medals tocommemorate the 
event and the services rendered on that occasion. This resolu- 
tion provides for the acceptance of these medals. I ask a vote. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. - 

On motion of Mr. HERBERT, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ENGINEEER CORPS, NAVY. 
Mr. HERBERT. I nowcall up the Senate bill 139, terminating 


the reduction in the numbers of the Engineer Corpsof the Navy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ecc., That the reduction in the numbers of the Engineer ams 
of the Navy provided for in the act approved se 5, 1882, shall be consid- 
ered as having ceased on the 30th day of June, 1891. 

Sec. 2. That any and all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 


hereby repealed 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
bill read. 
Mr. HERBERT. 


Let us have the report on that 


This bill, I will state, does involve a small 
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appropriation. I ask unanimous consent that it bo considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WATSON. I reserve the point of order—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of order that this bill 
must have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HERBERT. I admit it must go to the Committee of the 
Whole if the point is made; but I have asked that it be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to its being considered 
in the House in that manner. 

Mr. WATSON. I renew the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair sustains the point of 
order of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to 
consider the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. MCCREARY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 139) terminating the reduction in the numbers of the Engineer 
Corps of the Navy. 


The bill was again read. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope gentlemen will give me their atten- 
tion while [ explain briefly the purpose of this enactment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. fore the gentleman from Ala- 
bama ae I should like to hear the report in that case read. 

Mr. HERBERT. Very well, let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MCALEER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 139) 
terminating the reduction in the number of the Engineer Corps of the Navy, 
submit the following report: 

A bill (H. R. 378) identical in terms with this was considered by the com- 
mittee and is now on the Calendar of the House. 


Your committee adopt said report and earnestly urge the passage of the 
Senate bill. 


[House Report No. 440, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 378) 
terminating the reduction in the Engineer Corps of the Navy, respectfully 


*¢Pnis bill asks simply that the number of officers now in the Engineer 
Corps of the yy Heo retained, without any further reduction 7 the opera- 
tion of an act of Congress dated August 5, 1882, and in view of the fact that 
the numbers of that corps are far below what is required for efficiency, it is 
earnestly recommended that the bill be passed at once. 

The honorable the Secretary of the Navy says in his annual report for 1890 
that ‘“‘At present there are not enough engineer officers in the Navy for or- 
dinary working pu and if no additional ships were building an en- 
largement of the corps would be aeeeeeny. which statement is emphasized 
again in the Secretary’s report for 1891. gislation is now pending provid- 
ing for an increase of the Engineer Corps in accordance with the above- 
quoted recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, but to prevent the 
corps being reduced below its present membership in the meantime this bill 
is submitted for the action of Congress. 

Mr. HERBERT. If gentlemen who are interested in the pas- 
sage of this bill will give me their attention for a few minutes, 
I will endeavor to explain the reasons which are urged for itg 

sage. Some bill like this is necessary to the efficiency of tha 

Soar as it stands to-day. 

In 1882 a law was passed reducing the number of officers in the 
Navy, both of the line and staff. The reduction in the number of 
line officers has been completed, and of the staff officers as well, ex- 
cept as tothe engineers. There were, atthe time the bill of 1882 
was passed, two hundred and ninety-three engineers in the Navy. 
The reduction has gone on gradually from the date of the pas- 
sage of that act down to the present time, according to the terms 
of that law, by virtue of which only one vacancy has been filled, 
where two vacancies had occurred. The reduction in the engi- 
neer force has continued until on the Ist of July, 1891, the pe- 
riod referred to in this bill, and the total number of engineers 
has been reduced to one hundred and ninety-one; and since then 
it has been still further reduced so that the number is now but 
one hundred and eighty-six. The Navy, as at present consti- 
tuted, needs more engineers than this. 

Mr. WATSON. Let me ask the gentleman, as an ordinary 
thing, how a engineers are required for each vessel? 

Mr. HERBERT. It dependsaltogether on the size of the ves- 
sel; from two to six or seven as the case may be. 

Mr. WATSON. How many vessels have we of such size as to 
require the larger number? 

Mr. HERBERT. The larger vessels ought to have as many 
as six or eight engineers. 

Mr. WATSON. My question is how many vessels have w¢ 

| that require that number? 

Mr. HERBERT. We have altogether probably ten or twelve 
of that class. Here is a list which I will give to the gentleman 
of the number of engineer officers required for sea duty on the 
Ist of January, 1892. 





—_ 





Mr. WATSON. I understand the gentleman to say that we 
have ten or twelve of these larger vessels? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, about that number. 

Mr. WATSON. That would be about fifty or sixty engineers 
required? 

Mr. HERBERT. For those vessels. 

Mr. WATSON. Now, about the balance. 

Mr. HERBERT. I can answer the gentleman better by read- 
ing to him this estimate of the number of engineer officers re- 
quired for sea duty after January 1, 1892. That puts it at one 
hundred and seventy-six that are required from that time, after 
the Ist of January, and thatis before these new vessels come in. 
During the coming fiscal year we shall have six or eight more 
new vesselscommissioned. Now, that these engineers are needed, 
there can be no possible doubt, if we are to be believed the state- 
ment of the Secretary of the Navy quoted in this report. 

He says: 

At present there are not enough engineer officers in the Navy for ordinary 
working purposes, and if no additional ships were building an enlargement 
of the corps would be necessary. 

Now, I know that some gentleman here—and perhaps the gen- 
tleman speaking to me is one of them—are opposed to a navy, 
or to any navy of any consequence whatever. 

Mr. WATSON. The gentleman is mistaken in stating that 
quite so on 

Mr. HERBERT. Perhaps I stated it too strongly; but what- 
ever may be the gentleman’s opposition, when Congress has de- 
cided upon and is now i up @ navy, which is one arm of 
the Government, I know that the gentleman does not desire to 
oe that arm of the Government. 

o refuse to pass this bill, if we believe the statement of the 
Secretary of the Navy and the statement of these engineer offi- 
cers who have come before us—and [ know that their statements 
are true—is absolutely to cripple the Navy of the United States. 
Let me state to the gentleman further, that in the new ships that 
are building a great many engineers are needed for the purpose 
of inspecting the steel. Every piece of steel that goes into anew 
vessel is inspected. Every piece of steel that goes into any one 
of the numerous engines of a new vessel is inspected, and they 
must be inspected by these engineer officers. There were on 
duty at the time that this table, which I hold in my hand, was 
made up, inspecting machinery for new vessels, 29 engineers. 


191, where it was on the Ist of July last. 


I will state that the Secretary recommended a bill which made | 
a much larger increase in the number of engineers, and thatbill | 
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Navy are not sufficient, and I am‘satisfied that no gentleman who 

listens to me really desires to cripple the Navy as decided upon 

| by Congress. We have it, and whether gentlemen are opposed 
to a navy or not, it is an existing fact, and I think gentlemen 
will not permit their opposition to a navy to go so far as to crip- 
ple the Navy which has been authorized by law. 

Mr. WATSON. I will ask as the gentleman whether he has 
| examined into the case himself, and whether he is satisfied that 
186 engineers are not sufficient? 

Mr. HERBERT. I have done so, and I am thoroughly satis- 
| fied that the number is insufficient? 

Mr. WATSON. You have come to that conclusion outside of 
the recommendation of the Secretary? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, entirely outside of his recommendation. 
| I want to say to the gentleman further, that I do not agree that 
| as —- are necessary as the Secretary of the Navy has recom- 
| mended, and certainly not as many as the Chief of Engineers has 
| recommended, but this number I believe is absolutely essential. 
| Mr.SIMPSON. Has the gentleman from Alabama any knowl- 
| . 
| 











| edge of how many engineers are unemployed at present 
Mr. HERBERT. There are none. ace is the table. ‘‘Sick, 
on leave, or waiting orders,” there were at the time this was 
| made, out of that 171, 8. That was avery small number sick 
| and waiting orders. There are none employed on special duty 
| to-day, except those employed on the special duty of inspecting 
| steel and steel machinery. [ ask that the bill be laid aside to 
| be favorably reported to the House. 
| Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, in 1882, if the gentleman 
will permit me, we passed an act providing for the gradual re- 
| duction of the number of engineers, and at that time we had 
nothing but wooden vessels. ’ 
Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). And did not need the engineers. 
Mr. HERBERT. That is true. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Since that time we have commenced to build 
a steel navy and have a large number already completed, or 
soon tobe, and this reduction has gone on until we have not enough 
engineers to supply these new vessels; and this bill provides 


| for a small increase to furnish officers for these vessels. 


Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Chairman,I want to offer an 


| amendment to this bill. 
There are really not enough to perform this duty. This bill only | 
provides for an increase of 5; that is, it stops the reduction at | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 7, in section 1, add the following: 
‘Provided, That the officers of the engineer corps of the navy shall receive 
the same pay as the line officers of the same relative rank.” 


Mr. HERBERT. I make the point of order that that is not 


is pending now before the committee, and it has been most earn- | germane. 


estly urged; but the committee, in the interest of economy, re- 
fused to consent to that bill. We have not reported it. We 
have believed that we could get along for the present with the 
number provided in this bill, 191, which will be an increase of 


only 5. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Has not Chief Engineer Melville recom- 
mended the same? 

Mr. HERBERT. O, yes; Chief Engineer Melville and all the 
other officers connected with the Department have made the 
same recommendation. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Iwould like toask the gentleman 
from Alabama whether this bill affects the relative or actual 
rank in any way of the engineers of the Navy. 


Mr. HERBERT. It does not affect the rank and it does not | 


affect the pay. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. es it affect the command? 

Mr. HERBERT. Itdoesnotaffect theircommand. Itsimply 
affects the number. Thatisall. The law of 1882 provided that 
this reduction should continue to go on until the number was 
brought down to 170. We find now that in the condition of the 
Navy at present 170 engineers are not enough, that there are 
191 absolutely required. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You havea bill before your com- 
mittee which changes the powers and duties of engineers, have 
you not?. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I wanted to see whether this is 
the same bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. This is not the same bill. I will state’ to 
the gentleman that so far as that bill isconcerned, my individual 
opinion is against it. We have not reported that bill, and will 
not do so at this session. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. This does not give an engineer 
command of the ship in certain emergencies? 

Mr. HERBERT. It does not. It does nothing of the kind. 
It does not change the powers and duties of the engineers, but 
simply stops the decrease at 191, whereas it was otherwise to go 
on until the number was reduced to 170. The 186 now in the 





Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Chairman, I hope the gentleman from Mis- 


souri will withdraw that, because it may jeapordize the passage 


| of a bill that is absolutely necessary. This bill must pass in or- 


| der to use the steel vessels now completed. 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. I withdraw my amendment. 
| Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What is the objection to the 
| amendment? 
| The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I now call up the bill H. 


i 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the House re- 
| solved itself into Committee of the Whole for a special purpose. 

Mr. HERBERT. I believe that was the formal motion. I 
move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOcKERY having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCCREARY, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill (S. 139), and had directed him to report the same 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move the previous question on the third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Before that is put, I desire to 
ask the gentleman, if this bill passes, how much of an increase 
it will make? 

Mr. HERBERT. It makes an increase of 5 officers—5 engi- 
| neers. They will be appointed at the foot of the list as assistant 
engineers. The pay, according to my recollection, is $1,600 a 
year. Iwill not say that I am correct about that, but it is about 
that. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
| demands the previous question on the engrossment and third 
| reading of the bill. 

The previous —_— was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third 
reading of the bill. 
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The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
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that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. SIMPSON. 


T demand a division. 





The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 3. 


Mr.SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, there is no quorum 
How much time have I left? 
Chair did not count the time occupied in receiving the message 


Mr. HERBERT. 


from the President. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair deducted the time 


occupied in receiving the message from the President. 
Mr. HERBERT. How much time have I? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


minutes. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


The gentleman has twenty-six 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 42, 


not voting 155; as follows: 


Amerman, 
Atkinson, 
— khead, 


arwig, 
Bentley, 
Bergen, 


Brunner, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Bullock, 

Busey, 

Byrns, 
Cadmus, 
Oaldwell, 
Caminetti, 


Cheatham, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, . 
Coburn, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 
Coombs, 
Covert, 
Crawford, 
Crosby, 
Cummings, 


peter. 
Beltzhoover, - 
Blount, 
Bowman, 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Bunn, 
Butler, 
Bynum, 
Capehart, 
Cate, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Alien, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Babbitt, 
Bacon, 
Baker, 
Bartine, 
Beeman, 


Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Brawley, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bunting, 
Burrows, 
Bushnell, 
Cable, 
Catchings 
Causey, 
Chapin, 
Chipman 
Clark, Wyo 
Clare, Ala 
Cobb, Mo. 


YEAS—131. 
Curtis, ma ti. 
Cutting Hull, 
Dailzell, Jobnson, N. Dak. 
Daniell, Jolley, 
De Forest n, 
Dingley am. 
Doan, Lawson, Va. 
Dolliver, Layton, 
Dono Lester, Va. 
English, Little, 
Enochs, Long, 
Fellows, br 
Forman, Mallory, 
Forney, Mansur, 
Fowler, M . 
Geissenhainer McAleer, 
Greenleaf, McClellan, 
Griswold, : 
Grout, MeKaig, 
Hallowell, Mon’ ery, 
Harmer, Mutchiler, 
Harries, O'Neil, Mass. 
Haugen, O'Neill, Mo. 
Hayes, Iowa O'Neill, Pa 
Haynes, Ohio Outhwaite, 
Heard, Page, Md. 
Henderson, N.C. Parrett, 
Henderson, Ill. Patterson, Tenn. 
Herbert, Payne, 
Hermann, Paynter, 
Hitt, kins, 
Hooker, Miss Post, 
Hooker, N.Y. Powers, 

NAYS—42, 
Clover, Grady, 
Cooper, Holman, 
Cowles, Johnstone, S. C 
De Armond, Jones, 
Dickerson, Kendall, 
Dockery, Kyle, 
Dungan Lane, 
Ellis, cKeighanr, 
Enloe, McRae, 
Everett, Moses, 
Goodnight, Pattison, Ohio 


NOT VOTING—155. 


Craig, Pa. 
Crain, Tex. 
Culberson, 
Davis, 


Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds. 
Elliott, 
Epes, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Flick, 
Funston. 
Fyan, 
Gantz, 


Geary, 
Gillespie, 
Gorman, 
Hall, 
Halvorson. 
Hamilton. 
Hare, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, lowa 


oar, 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, Ohio 
Houk, Tenn. 
Huff, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lapham, 


Lawson, Ga. 
Lester, Ga. 
Lewis, 


Livingston, 
Lockwood, 


Richardson, 


We might as well have the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair will appoint as 
tellers the gentleman from Alabama _— HERBERT] and the 
gentleman from Kansas |Mr. SIMPSON 
Mr, HERBERT. Mr. Speaker,I demand the yeas and nays. 


Raines, 


Tarsney, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, V. A. 


Townsend, 
Tracey, 


Van Horn, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, N.C. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wolverto 
Wright. 


Watson, 
Williams, TL. 


Rife, 
Robertson, La. 
Rockwell, 


‘I hope the 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. HopKIns of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. ; 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. O’DONNELL. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Hurr. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. O’NErL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. FITcH with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOoWERs. 

Mr. MoorE with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

For this day: 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. CRAIN of Texas with Mr. RIFE. 

Mr. BACON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. KETCHAM., 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. SWEET, on this vote. 
a aera tate Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation of 

e vote. 

Mr. LAWSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the Hall 
of the House and failed to hear his name called? 

Mr. LAWSON of Georgia. I was in the folding-room attend- 
ing. to some business. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule, the Chair can 

not entertain the request. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, is there a quorum voting? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 131, the nays 
are 42; the ayes have it, and the bill is ordered to be read a third 
time, but the hour has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to report of the commit- 
tee of conference, had further insisted upon its amendments 
numbered 18, 44, 78, 109, and 110 to the bill (H. R. 9284) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
asked a further conference with the House, and had appointed 
Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment a bill and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 102) requesting the loan of certain ar- 
ticles for the World’s Columbian Exposition; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) preg oe the Secretary of the 
Interior to prepare and send to the World’s Columbian Exposi- 
tion models, drawings, etc., prepared or invented by women; 

Joint resolution (H. . 155) to authorize and direct the Sec- 
retary of State to affix the great seal of the United States toa 
certain document therein stated; and 

A bill (H. R. 2370) for the relief of Nathaniel Lang. 

It also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill! {S. 1498) for 
the establishment of additional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, 
Florida, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Saw- 
YER, Mr. WASHBURN, and Mr. CALL as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the following concurrent resolutions: 


Resolved by the House of Repreacntatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
sanction of Congress is hereby given to the acceptance by the President of 
the United States, from James D. McBride, for preservation in the archives 
of the Executive Department, of one copy of the “‘ State Edition ” of a me- 


morial entitled “The Administration of the United States Government,” 
also, of one copy of the document entitled “ The Administration of the United 
States Government at the beginning of the four hundredth anniversary of 


the discovery of America.” 








1892. 
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Also: 

Resolved by the Houae of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 copies of the proceedings attendant nm the formal presenta- 
tion of the monument at Yorktown, Va.; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the 
Senate, 2,000 — for the House, and 2,000 copies, each bound in full leather, 
to be forwarded by the Department of State to the French Government for 
distribution among the descendants of our French allies participating in the 
operations which resulted in the surrender of the forces of Lord Cornwal- 
iis at that point. 


It also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1111) to amend the act of Con- 
grease approved March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the bringing 

f suits against the Government of the United States,” and agree to the 
same. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- | 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1295) to au- | 
thorize the construction of jetties, piers, and breakwaters at | 

rivate expense in the Gulf of Mexico, at the mouth of Ropes 
Puss, in the State of Texas. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Sec- 
retary, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6091) to amend ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn.,” ap- 
proved August 9, 1888. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 9172) to incorporate the Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway Company, asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Mc- 
MILLAN, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. HARRIS as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 

mtatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1988) to amend sections 2139, 


40, anid 2141 of the Revised Statutes touching the sale of intoxicants in the 
Indian country, and for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States, 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, was communicated to the | 

ouse, who also informed the House that the President had ap- | 
proved and signed a bill (H. R. 8153) providing when plaintiff | 
may sue as a_poor person and when counsel shall be assigned by 
the court. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a resolution from the 
Senate, which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to ——- the House of Repre- 

ntatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1988) to amend sections 2139, 
2140, and 2141 of the Revised Statutes touching the sale of intoxicants in the 
Indian country, and for other purposes. 


TheSPEAKER. Without objection the request of the Senate 
will be complied with, and this bill will be returndd to that body. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged 
report, the conference report on the general deficiency bill, to 
which I invite the attention of the House. I ask that the state- 
ment of the House conferees be first read. 

The statement was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 

votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 

(H. 8. 9284) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 

tions for the fiscal year 1892. and prior years, submit the following written 

statement in explanation of the action agreed upon and submitted in the 
accompanying conference report, namely: 

On amendments numbered 1 and 2, relating to the State Department, ap- 

opriates, as proposed = the Senate, &, for payment to the heirs of 
exander Clark, late minister and consul-general to Liberia, and strikes 
out $200 a by the Senate for payment to George C. Tanner, late con- 
sul at Vi ers and Liege, for rent paid by him. 

On améndment numbered 3: A ———— for salary of a superintendent 
in the office of the Comptroller of the $200, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, to a cler error made in the le tive act for 1892. 

On amendment numbered 4: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, a credit 
to Lieut. W. P. Ray in the sum of 2260.45, = by him on account of the 
sinking of the Coast Survey steamer McArthur. 

On amendment numbered 5: Strikes out appropriation of 00 proposed by 
the Senate to pay customs duties on account of the National Museum. 

On amendment numbered 6: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, #160 
= payment to N. H. Trotter for paintings on account of the National 

useum. 

On amendment numbered 7: Restores to the bill the provision proposed to 
be stricken out by the Senate, requiring the rental of the custom-house and 
eet building in Milwaukee to be paid from the proceeds of the sale of 

On amendment numbered 8: Appropetas $1,200, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, on account of the public building at Dayton, Ohio. 

On amendment numbered 9: Restores to the bill the provision stricken 
out by the Senate for the improvement of the public b g at Macon, Ga, 

On amendments numbered 10 and 11: Restores to the bill the provisior 

to be stricken out by the Senate for the completion of the fish sta- 


tions at Green Lake and Craigs Brook, Maine, and increases the amount 


| ate, for sprinkling and sweeping streets; %2,300, as pro 


from $7,850 to #8,000. and appropriates $400 for a report asto the advisability 
of establishing a fish station in Wyoming. 

On amendment numbered 12: Strikes out the appro riation of $7,500 pro- 
posed by the Senate for the of offices of me commissioners. 

On amendment numbered 13: Strikes out the Sy proposed by 
the Senate of $19,662.19 to pay the claim of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner 
of W. T. Pate & Co. 

On amendment numbered 14: Appro tes, as yamepenns by the Senate, 
$5,000 for contingent expenses of the Independent Treasury. 

Op amendment numbered 15: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for transportation of silver coin. 

On amendment numbered 16: Appropriates $75, as proposed by the Senate, 
2 pay George S. Prindle for legal services inconnection with the Light-House 

ervice. 

On amendment numbered 17: Strikes out appropriation of $80.84 proposed 
by the Senate for the relief of John Monks & m. 

On amendments numbered 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27, rela to the 
District of Columbia: Strikes out theappropriation of $4,500 proposed by the 
Senate for five garbage inspectors; appropriates 4,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
d by the Senate, 
for permanent fixtures for the high-school building on Capitol Hill; strikes 
out appropriation of $1,275 proposed by the Senate for the Washington Asy- 
lum; increases the amount proposed by the House for the expenses of the 
militia, $75, and the amount for the support of convicts, 990.11; and requires, 
a8 proposed by the Senate, that the Metropolitan Vp ten 7 shallre- 
pair the bridge across Rock Creek at P street, in the District of Columbia, 
at a cost not exceeding $15,000. 

On amendment numbered 28: Strikes out appropriation of $293.53 to reim- 
burse the crew of the. Mississippi River Commission Steamer Patrol for 
losses of clothing oceasioned by the sinking of that vessel. 

Un amendment numbered 29: A ates $548.40, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for commutation of quarters to the Marine Corps. 

On amendment numbered 30: Strikes out the apprepriation proposed by 
the Senate of $111.60 to reimburse Charles C. Carventer for pilotage charges 
paid by him. 

On amendment numbered 31: Appropriates 31,000, as propesed by the Sen- 
ate, to pay Joseph Fernandez, a British subject, for loss and injuries caused 
by ashot fired from the United States Steamer Galena. 

On amendment numbered 32: Appro tes $295.35, as propowed by the Sen- 
ate, to pay balance due on account of the Pension Office building. 

On amendment numbered 33: te ae #5, 230 to pay the custodians of 
certain military reservations and the ruins of Casa Grande during the fiscal 
years 1891 and 1892. 

On amendment numbered 34: Restores the appropriation of 8,500 proposed 
to be stricken out by the Senate for expenses on account of locating town- 
site entries in Oklahoma. 

On amendment numbered 35: Appropriates #149, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, on account of the Pine Ridge Commission. 

On amendment numbered 36: Restores the ro tion of $2,000 proposed 
to be stricken out by the Senate to pay John KR. Gilman balance due on ac- 
count of building on the San Carlos Reservation. 

On amendment humbered 37: Strikes out provisicn proposed by the Sen- 
ate, to allow an account of $101 to the Board of Indian Commissioners on ac- 
count of inspection of Indian schools in Alaska. 

On amendments numbered 38 and 39: Restores to the bill thea priation 
of $660,000, proposed by the House, for ex of the Eleventh Census. 

On amendments numbered 40and 41: Strikesout the increase proposed by 
the Senate of $110,000 in the appropriations for compensation to postmasters 
on account of the fiscal years 1890 and 1891. 

On amendment numbered 42: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, 
$9,356.37 to pay amount due Luke Voorhees on a mail contract in Dakota. 

On amendment numbered 43: Strikes out appropriation of 93,869.94, pro- 
posed by the Senate, to reimburse the late postmaster at Leadville, Colo., 
tor expenses on account of rent. 

On amendments numbered 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 56, 54, and 57, relat- 
ing to expenses of the United States courts: Increases, as ee by the 
Senate, the amount for United States marshals for 1892, ropri- 
ates $25 for fees of deputy marshals at Congressional elections in Theo: in- 
creases the amount, as oy by the Senate, for special com ion to 
district attorneys for 1892, $1,041.70, and the amount for special assistant at- 
torneys for 1890, #2,000; strikes out the appropriation proposed by the Senate 
of #,200 for special counsel for the Mission Indians; increases the amount 
for fees of clerks for 1891, as proposed by the Senate, #241.05; strikes out the 
proposed increase by the Senate of $30,000 for fees of commissioners for 1892, 
and increases the amount for 1890, as proposed by the Senate, $603.05; increases 
the amount for support of prisoners, as pr: ed by the Senate, for 1890, $7; 
increases the amount for rent and incidental expenses in Alaska, for 1892, as 
proposed by the Senate, $175.50; appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, for 
defending suits in claims against the United States, for 1892, $1,321.80, and 
#4,963,05 to pay the Sun Publishing Cmmpeny. of Denver, Colo., on account of 
advertising for the Court of Private Land Claims. 

On amendments numbered 58, 50, 60, and 61: Relating toclaims for services 
of sooty marshals in Oklahoma; appropriates for the payment of such 
claims $20,000 instead of $15,000, as proposed by the House, and 334,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate; confines their allowances to services rendered between 
April 22, 1889, and May 24, 1890, and provides that in no case shall there be 
allowed exceeding # per oe services and #2 per day for expenses. 

On amendment numbered 62: Appropriates 31.000, as pro d by the Senate, 
for expenses of an apportionment of the Territory of Oklahoma into legis- 
lative districts. 

On amendment numbered 63: Strikes out appropriation of 3692.55, proposed 
by the Senate, for the relief of George T. Larkin, late deputy marshal in 
Tennessee. 

On amendment numbered 64: Strikes out gupncgetetion of #800, proposed 
by the Senate, for the relief of Allen R. English, of Arizona. 

On amendments numbered 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70,71, 72, 73, 74, 75,76, and 77: Makes 
appropriations, as proposed by the Senate, to supply certain deficiencies in 
appropriations for the Senate, except that the item of 821,000 to pay clerks 
to Senators and session committee clerks during the recess of the Fifty-first 
Congress, and #2585 to give anextra month's pav to certain emyloyés are 
stricken out. 

On amendments numbered 79 and 80: Appropriates $12 800 for expenses on 
account of contested-election cases in the House, insteaa of $1,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and makes a verbal correction in the text of the bil!. 

On amendmentnumbered 81: Strikes out the appropriationof $1,333.33 pro- 
posed by the Senate for payment to the estate of John C. Rives. 

On amendment numbered 82: Strikes out appropriation of $0,000 proposed 
by the Senate for preparation of statistics relating to the colored people of 
the United States. 

On amendments numbered 83 and 84: A: 
Senate, $2,292.10 for certain additional j ents of the United States 
Courts. 

On amendment numbered 8: Strikesout tion of 311,000 proposed 
by the Senate to pay the legal representaves of James W. Schaumburg. 
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On amendments numbered 86 and 87: Appropriates, as proposed by th 
Senate, $309,821.09 for certain additional ju ents of the Cour t of Claim 
certified to Congress since the pas: of the bill by the House. 

On amendment numbered 88: Strikes out provision proposed by the House 
ee = pay to naval officers while serving on receiving, training, 

practice s: 

On amendment numbered 89: Strikes out ppgroprietion of $156 proposed by 
the Senate for relief of sufferers by wreck of the Huron. 

On amendments numbered 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 
104, 105, 106, 107, and 108: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $93,667.74 
to pay certain audited claims which were certified to Congress after the pas- 
sage of the bill by the House. 

e committee of conference have been unable to agree upon the follow- 
ing amendments, namely: 
nm amendment numbered 18: Making an indefinite appropriation to pay 
certain amounts claimed by the Pacific railroads. 

On amendment numbered 44: To pg the Assistant Attorney-General in 
charge of Indian depredation claims #,521 for back salary; 

On amendment numbered 78: Apres $5,000 to pay to the widows 
and legal representatives of deceased members of the House; 

On amendment numbered 109: Appropriating %737,785.06 to pay French 
spoliation claims; and 

On amendment numbered 110: Appropriating 478,252.62 for payment of 
Juigments in Indian depredation cases. 

e Senate by its amendments added to the bill the sum of #2,083,027.18. 
By the action of the conference the Senate recedes from $291,205.98 and the 
House agrees to $569,262.52. The amendments upon which the conferees have 
been unable to agree involve the specific sum of $1,222,558.68, and it is agreed 
that $660,000 for the Eleventh Census, $7,850 for fish hatcheries in Maine, in 
stead of being transferred to the sundry civil bill, together with $8,500 for 
Syme of town-site entries in Oklahoma, and 82, to pay balance due 
Jobn R. Gilman for erection of buildings on San Carlos Indian Reservation 
shall be restored to the bill. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Thislegislation is recommended unanimously 
by the Committees on Territories of both bodies. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no objection whatever to it by any 
one so far as lam advised. Itmeets with the entire approbation 
of all the parties interested both in the House and in the Senate. 

In regard to the amendments which have not been agreed to 
and which are yet in controversy, the first is amendment No. 
18, an appropriation of about $500,000 for the Pacific railroads; 
the second is amendment No. 44, providing for paying to an 
Assistant Attorney-General the atberenee between the salar. 
which under the law he was entitled to receive when appointed 
and that which he is to have from the beginning of the present 
fiscal year. In other words, it is for back salary. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. May I state to the gentleman that a pro- 
vision on that subject was agreed to by the conference commit- 
tee on the Indian appropriation bill, and $2,500 was appropriated 
for the additional salary? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is so; but he seems not to be satisfied 
with that, and now desires the increased salary to run from the 
time of his appointment, to which the House conferees would 
not agree. 

The third disagreement is upon amendment No. 109, which 
mates provision for the payment of certain French spoliation 
claims, amounting to $737,785.06. The fourth disagreement is 
upon amendment No. 110, which provides for the payment of 
certain Indian depredation judgments, amounting to $478,252.62. 
So that four of the amendments still in controversy between the 
Senate and the House cover the sum of about $1,723,558.68. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that amountis almost entirely covered by 
the three items—French spoliation claims, Indian depredation 
claims, and the Pacific railroad appropriation. 

Mr. LANHAM. Inregard to the cnet appropriation for 
vayment of judgments of the Court of Claims with reference to 
ndian depredation claims, what is the difficulty on that propo- 

sition? 

Mr. SAYERS. The disagreement arises from the fact that 
the majority of the House conferees were opposed to the payment 
of the French spoliation claims; and it was agreed between the 
conferees of the two House; that these two amendments should 
come back to the House together for further action. 

Mr. LANHAM. There is no real substantial objection then 


i SSS Sh 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
W. S. HOLMAN, 
N. DINGLEY, JR., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the conference report be printed in the RECORD. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


{For report, see Senate proceedings. ] 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will call the attention of the 
House v>ry briefly to the status of the general deficiency bill. 
The Senate additions to the bill amounted to $2,083,276.18, from 
which the Senate has receded to the extent of $291,205.98. The 
House agrees to $569,262.52 of the amount, leaving for further 
adjustment $1,222,558.68. 

As to the amount of the amendments by the Senate to which 
the House agrees, $569,262.52, the larger portion of it is made up | to the payment of the judgments for those Indian depredation 
of audited claims which were transmitted to the Senate after the | claims, is there? 
bill had passed the House. | Mr. SAYERS. Ican not speak as to that. We have really 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nearly all of itconsistsof audited claims and | not considered them. 
judgments of the Court of Claims. | Mr. LANHAM. The Indian depredation claims have simply 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. The Senate, when considering the de- | been lumped with the spoliation claims. 
ficiency bill struck out the items amounting to $660,000 for the | Mr. SAYERS. It was understood that the two matters should 
census and placed similar provisions on thesundry civil bill. It | go together. 
now recedes from its action and agrees that the appropriation There is another item to which I wish to call attention, and 
may go upon the deficiency bill as made by the House. The only | that is the provision with reference to payments to the widows 

uestion between the conferees was as to which bill should carry | and legal representativesof deceased members. The House will 
the appropriation. remember that upon a point of order raised, I believe, by the gen- 

Mr. DINGLEY. Agrees that it shall remain in the bill with | tleman from lowa [Mr. BUTLER] the appropriation reported to 
an amendment stating that it is to be expended all in the year | the House upon this bill for the payment of certain amounts to 
1893. the widows and legal representatives of deceased members was 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. The Senate also struck out the provi- | stricken from the bill. 
sion for the payment of certain officials in the Territory of Okla- The Senate, however, placed upon the bill an amendment 
homa, amounting to about $8,500. The conferees on the partof | which enabled the conferees to act upon the subject; that is to 
the Senate receded from that amendment and agreed to the pro- | say, there is a Senate amendment providing for the payment of 
vision in the bill as it passed the House. #5,000 to the widows and legal representatives of deceased mem- 

The Senate also struck out the yoy eo for the payment | bers of Congress. In considering the matter, the House con- 
of the Gilmore claim, amounting to $2,000. Thatitem was added | ferees thought it best that there should be no agreement as to 
to the deficiency bill by the House. The appropriation for the | that amendment, because if any appropriation should be made, 
fish hatchery in Maine, $7,850, was also taken by the Senate from | $5,000 would be manifestly too little; and, as it would be a mere 
the deficiency bill and transferred to the sundry civil, but the | gratuity, it would be the better plan to bring the amendment 
conferees of the Senate agreed that it should remain in the de- | back to the House and take its judgment as to the amount, if 
ficiency bill. The amount involved in the amendments not | anything, which should be allowed. 

reed to—. With this explanation, if no gentleman desires to ask anything 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman passesto that, will he | further 
not make some statement with reference to the general legisla- Mr. HERMANN. Just one question. With regard to the 
tion for Oklahoma, which is contained in the bill? Assistant Attorney-General, for whom, I believe, $2,500 was asked 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly; in reference to the legislation re- | as back compensation, I will ask the gentleman whether the 
garding the Territory of Oklahoma, I willstate that the Senate | amount of labor devolving upon this officer was properly repre- 
put an amendment upon the bill involving new legislation, but | sented to the committee? 
after consulting with the House Committee on Territories, and Mr. SAYERS. There is no question as tothe amount of labor 


’ 
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also with gentlemen representing the Senate Committee on Ter- | performed by that gentleman; but I believe it to be a correct 
ritories, a provision was substituted for the Senate amendment | principle of administration, that no officer should be allowed 
oroviding for the calling of a Legislature, but prohibiting the k pay; in other words, if one accepts an office, knowing what 
Lagialehare to be called from considering any provision look- | his salary is to be, Congress should not make an appropriation 
ing to achange of the location of the capital of the Territory. | for a greater salary for his past services than the of 

This legislation was absolutely necessary on account of the ad- 
journment of the Legislature of the Territory without making Mr. HERMANN. I think, however, the gentleman will find 
any provision whatever for holding an election. It therefore be- | the facts to bear me out in saying that the duties of this office 
comes n-cessary for Congress to enact the legislation which ap- were far greater and the labor more extensive than the officer 
pears upon the general deficiency bill. anticipated when he entered the service. 


ce carried 
at the time of his appointment. 
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Mr. SAYERS. That may be so. 

Mr. WEADOCK. The gentleman from Texas stated the 
amount of the French spoliation claims asalumpsum. Does 
not the amendmentof the Senate appropriate a particular amount 
to be paid to each claimant named, the amount being that which 
has been adjudged in favor of the claimant by the Court of 
Claims? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. I only gave the total of the appro- 
priations contained in the different items. 


Mr. WEADOCK. But each of these claims has been adjudi- | 


cated in the Court of Claims, and the liability, so far as that court 
could establish it, has been fixed in each case. What reason is 
there why these claims ought not to be paid? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Each case is mentioned specifically in the 
Senate amendment. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. If I understood correctly the statement of 





Mr. DINGLEY. It would not be in order until after the con- 
ference report was adopted. 

Mr. HERMANN. I was going to state that in view of the 
gentleman’s suggestion I would defer submitting the motion 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of 
the report. 

The SPEAKER. The report, the Chair will state, is a partial 
agreement—an agreement except as to five items. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Before that motion issubmitted, Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to make an inquiry about a matter in 
which the gentleman from Texas knows [ am interested. 

Mr. SAYERS. I take great pleasure in telling the gentleman 


| from Arizona that I believe I know what is in his mind and I 


| think he is provided for. 


the gentleman from Texas, there is no serious objection to the | 
provision for the payment of the Indian depredation claims, but | 
that matter has merely been held up in connection with the | 


French spoliation claims. 
on the part of the conference committee of the 


If that be so, what objection is there | 
ouse to agree | 


to the Senate amendment with reference to the paymentof these | 


Indian depredation claims? 

Mr. SAVERS. I will state to the gentleman that it is my 
purpose to ask unanimous consent that this report shall lie over 
until to-morrow, say until half past 12 o’clock, when the House 
can consider the amendments of the Senate thatare still in con- 
troversy. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Before the gentleman from Texas moves 
a postponement of this matter I wish to ask him if it is not com- 
petent and proper under the law to pay these judgments ren- 
dered against certain Indian tribes for depredation claims, first 
out of the funds in the Department belonging to the Indian 
tribes against which the judgments were rendered and to whom 
they are chargeable, without the necessity of an appropriation 
from the Treasury? 

Mr. SAYERS. Thatis my recollection; but it isa matter that 
can be discussed to-morrow. I prefer not to express an opinion 
now, although I believe the law so provides. 

Mr. HERMANN. I would say that it is so provided. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Then it is not necessary to appropriate 
for all of these claims out of the Treasury, because the account- 
ing officers are by law authorized to make the appropriation for 
the payment from the Indian funds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the Senate amendment provides for the 
payment of the whole of these claims out of the Treasury. 

r. ROCKWELL. Why should the Government pay the 
claims when the Indians have the funds to their credit? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They will take it back out of the In- 
dian funds. 

Mr. MANSUR. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas a 
question in nae to the French spoliation claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr.MANSUR. The gentleman has said that the majority of 
the conference committee of the House was opposed to the Sen- 
ate amendment with reference to these French spoliation claims. 
Is it not true, as a matter of fact, that a majority of your com- 
mittee is in favor of the claims? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not answer the gentleman as to that. 

Mr. MANSUR. I will state to the gentleman that eight out 
of fifteen are for the claims, so friends on the committee have in- 
formed me. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I hope the majority of the House is 
not for them. 


Mr. SAYERS. Iwill say tothe gentleman from Missouri that 


not one of the French spoliation claims, which the Senate has | 


put upon this bill, has been before the Committee on Appropri- 
ations of the House during the present Congress. They have 
all been sent to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANSUR. Let me state tothe gentleman that they have 
been before the Committee on Claims, and the Committee on 


Claims recommended their payment and asked to be discharged | 


from their further consideration and referred the report to you, 
which report is still on file. We paid 91,304,000 of them last 
year and here is a provision for the payment of some seven hun- 
dred thousand additional, three-fourths of which, at least, are 
from the South. — . 

Mr. SAYERS. That question, of course, will come up to-mor- 
row, when consideration of the amendment is had. 

Mr. HERMANN. I had intended moving that the House re- 
cede from the two amendments, number 110 with reference to 
Indian depredation claims, and 44 with reference to the back 
pay for the Assistant Attorney-General. 

r. SAYERS. I would be glad if the gentleman will with- 
hold his motion until to-morrow. 


XXII——410 





| will say that the claim of which he speaks is not audited. 
| simply a claim resulting from the appointment of an attorney by 
| the court to defend certain Indians. 


[Laughter.] 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But there are two matters in my 
mind. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

The report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr, SAYERS,a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The remaining amendments are now before 
the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arizona 
says that I misled him in the answer I gave him a few moments 
ago, and I ask unanimous consent that the House reconsider the 
vote by which the conference report was adopted, so as to per- 
mit me to answer his question. 

The SPEAKER. That would require unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent. 

There being no objection, the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What I wish to ask about is this: 
The Senate committee placed on the bill an item of some $800 
to pay for the defense of certain Indians, by Mr. English, of Ari- 
zona. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
matter. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I saw that the other was all right. 
Now, I ask whether the House conferees agreed to that amend- 
ment of the Senate or struck it out? 

Mr. SAYERS. We did not agree to it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then the House conferees objected 
to this item? 

Mr. SAYERS. They did. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Do you know that in the California 
= of exactly a similar character, provision is made in this 

ill? 


I thought the gentleman referred to the other 


Mr.SAYERS. I think not. My recollection is that it is not. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I was under the impression that it 
was. 


Mr. DINGLEY. My recollection is that it is not provided for. 

Mr. SAYERS. Myrecollection is that they were both stricken 
out. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The reason I asked the question be- 
fore the adoption of the report was that I would like to submit 
to the House that one item, because it is a matter that I do not 
believe ought to be passed over and permitted to become a claim 
against the Government, which we all know may stand here for 
twenty years without adjudication. Here was amanwho, under 
the appointment of a court, defended several of these Apache 
Indians in four or five cases. The gentleman from Texas re- 
members about that perhaps better than I do. 

Mr. SAYERS. I remember the facts. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And that defense was carried on 
away from his home by special appointment of the court. The 
court certifies that it was proper. Now, you all understand 
that thess Indians are mere wards of the Government, without 
any protection whatever except what the Federal courts afford 
them, and the Federal courts appoint attorneys in other cases 
and those attorneys are paid. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On the point as to what was done in the 
California case the Senate receded. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. From both? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. In reply tothe gentleman from Arizona, I 
It is 


The House conferees did 
not believe that it should be allowed upon the bill. 

In many, if not all, of the States attorneys are very often ap- 
pointed by the courts to defend indigent persons, and they give 
their services without pay. The House conferees regarded the 
claim as resulting from that class of services, and thought that 
if it could be considered a claim against the Government at all, 
it was not such a one as would justify the Committee on Appro- 
priations in putting it upon a deficiency bill. 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
Attorney-General? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; but it is not an audited claim. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It can never be audited in the 
strict sense in which you speak, but it is a matterof simple jus- 
tice. In these indigent cases to which you refer the circum- 
stances are different. This is a Federal matter, where a ward 
of the Government is concerned, with no defense in the world 
except by appointment, and with the right on the part of an at- 
torney to refuse. This defense was made under appointment of 
the court, and a very moderate bill was putin, and it mects with 
the approval of the Attorney-General. 

Now, if this man is to be relegated to the collection of a claim 
before this House we all know how difficult that will be. We 
all know that we each of us have fifty such cases which never will 
pass this House. It is simply keeping a man out of the money 
who needs it. These services were well performed and the pay- 
ment of the billis recommended by the court that appointed him 
and by the Department of Justice. 

Mr. SAYERS. lask for a vote upon the adoption of the re- 
port. 

. Mr. McKAIG. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr, SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. McKAIG. I would like to ask what was done with the 
claim of the estate of John C. Rives. 

Mr. SAYERS. It wasrejected. Mr. Speaker, I now ask for 


Was it not recommended by the 


@ vote upon the adoption of the conference report. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
uiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Have I the right at this time to ask 
a separate vote of instruction to the conferees upon this item of 
$800 that I have been speaking about? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentlemanfrom 
Arizona that this is a report of a partial agreement, and that 
report can ‘not be amended. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. It can only be agreed to or rejected as a 
whole. 

The SPEAKER. Itcan only be agreed to or rejected. If it 
is notagreed to, the whole matteris open. If it isagreed to, the 
matters covered by it are concluded, and it would leave open 
only the five remaining amendments which are not agreed upon 
by the conferees. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. There are five amendments remaining. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that at 
half past 12 o’clock to-morrow I shall ask the House to consider 
these amendments. I further ask permission to publish them 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the five amendments to 
which the conferees of the two Houses have been unable to 
agree will be published in the RECORD so that gentlemen may 
see them. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and that 
order will be made. 

The amendments are as follows: 


(i8) Payment to the Pacific Railroads: The Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and directed to cause a careful examination to be made 
of the claims heretofore reported to Congress for services performed for the 
Government by the several Pacific railroads, their branches and leased 
lines, as set forth and described in House Executive Documents Nos. 71 and 
122, and Senate Executive Documents Nos. 132 and 135, Fiftieth Congress, sec- 
ond session; House Executive Documents Nos. 144, 174, and 394, and Senate 
Executive Documents Nos. 210 and 211, Fifty-first Congress, first session; 
House Executive Documents Nos. 167 and 171, Line Wes Salen second 
session: and House Executive Documents Nos. 94, 192, 199, 205, 216, and 258, and 
Senate Executive Documents Nos. 123and 140, Fifty-second Congress, first ses- 
sion: and upon ascertainment of the amounts respectively due for services 
over the aided and nonaided or leased lines of said roads, to pay the same out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appreprinteds the amounts due 
for services over the aided lines to be paidintothe asury on account of the 
indebtedness of said Pacific roads, as now uired by law, and the amounts 
due for services over the nonaided or leased lines to be paid to the tive 
companies by whom the services were rendered, care being taken that the 
several amounts found — such examination to be due and payable shall 
not include any claims that have been or may be included in yn! oo 
obtained against the Government for like services rendered by er of the 
—— specified in the Executive documents to which reference is made 

erein. 

(44) Topay the Assistant Attorney-General in charge of Indian depredation 
claims ap amount sufficient to make his compensation from the date of his 
qualitication to the end of the fiscal year 1892 the same as that id to the 
other Assistant Attorneys-General in the Department of Justice, $2,521, or so 
much as may be necessary. 

(7 To pay to the widows and legal representatives of deceased members of 
the House $5,000. 


(109) FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Src. 5. To pay the findings of the Court of Claims on the following claims 
for indemnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, under the 
- actentitled “Anact to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American 


| 


citizens for ‘spoliations committed by the French prior to the 3ist day of 
July, 1801,” approved January 20, 1885, namely: 

On the schooner Nancy, Nathaniel master, namely: 

a E. Alexander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry, de- 
On the snow Lydia, Eleazur Washburn, master, namely: - 

Charles E. Alexander, administrater of the estate of Jonathan Merry, de- 
ceased, $13,204.96; 

William A. Richards, administrator of the estate of William and Thomas 
Walter, both deceased, $2,727.48. 

On the schooner Polly, Joseph Atkins, master, namely; 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry, de- 
ceased, $1,233. 
On the ship Argo, Benjamin Randall, master, namely: 

ana? J. Gardner, administrator of the estate of Matthew Cobb, deceased, 


On schooner Ranger, Josiah Bacon, master, namely: 

Abiel S. Lewis, administrator of the estate of Thomas Lewis, junior, sur- 
viving partner of Thomas Lewis & Son, $8,480. 

On the sloop Nancy, David Foster, master, namely: 

onan G. Sill, administrator de bonis non of William Coggeshall, deceased, 


On the schooner Betsey and Nancy, Samuel Eels, master, namely: 

roy R. Eels, administrator of the estate of Samuel Eels, deceased, 

On the schooner Phoenix, James Coward, master, namely: 

nr gt a administrator de bonis non of the estate of George 
© . 7 e > 

Henry Frederick Wegner, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Al- 

bert a $4,427.44; 

Charles F. rect, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Henry Schroe- 
der, $4,427.44. The last above three items to be subject to a deduction of the 
amount of insurance received, which amount shall be investigated and de- 
termined by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department. 

On the brig Caroline, William:Morton, master, namely: 

Wallace T. Jones, administrator of the estate of Edward Jones, $2,752.70. 
On the schooner Phcenix, Joshua Waite, master, namely: 

Henry R. Virgin, administrator of the estates of Samuel Snow, Stephen 
Purrington, and John Snow, jr., $2,126; 

He Soong and Francis Fessenden, administrators of the estate of 

J eanes Desting. 1,373; 

Henry J. Gardner, administrator of the estate of Mathew Cobb, $2,173. 

On the brig Friendship, George Hodges, master, namely: 

CharlesS. Nichols, administrator of theestate of ichabod Nichols, $13,692.27; 
nw S. Silsbee, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Hodges, $14,- 
Thomas Kitridge, administrator of the estate of George Hodges, $171.24. 
On the brig Calliope, John Leonard, master, namely: 

Reginald Fendall, administrator of the estate of John Leonard, $26,960. 


On the brig Betsey, William Witmarsh, master, eng 
— r, administratrix of the estate of Benjamin eeler, deceased, 


On the sloop Martha, Joshua McWilliams, master, namely: 

an _ C. Williams, administrator of the estate of Edward Dunant, deceased, 
On the schooner Jane Thomas Atwood, master, namely: 

Henry G. Dorr, administrator of the estate of Andrew C. Dorr, $2,573.87; 
Frances A. Wheelock, administratrix of the estate of William Door, 


$2,573.87. 
On the brig Catherine, Samuel Cazneau, master, namely: 
Henry R, Perkins, administrator of the estates of Anthony Davenport and 
Moses Davenport, joint owners of the Catherine, $8,935. 
On the schooner Hannah, Joseph t, master, namely: 
aa H. Smyth, administrator of estate of Abram Hewes, deceased, 
Lawrence Stabler, administrator of the estate of William Hartshorn, de- 
soneee. remaining partner of the late firm of William Hartshorn & Sons, 
2, 496; 
On the schooner Three Friends, James Shepherd, jr., master, namely: 
Gilbert C. Huntington, administrator of the estate of Alvan Fosdick, de- 
ceased, surviving partner of Fosdick & Lambert, $13,517; 
Mary Souther, administratrix of the estate of Benjamin Wheeler, deceased, 
10; 


On the sloop Confidence, Francis Bradbury, master, namely: 
George W. bury, administrator of the estate of Charles Bradbury, in 
right of Francis Bradbury, his assignor, $1,366: 
uo W. Bradbury, nistrator of the estate of Theophilus Bradbury, 
On the schooner Hannah, Josiah Bouton, master, namely: 
George B. St. John, administrator of the estate of Eli let Lockwood, 
Buckingham Lockwood, and William Lockwood, $4,202.09; 
George B. St. John and Jarvis Kellogg, administrators of the estate of 
Hezekiah Selleck, $4,202.09. 
On the schooner Henry and Gustavus, John Smith, master, namely: 
George G. Sill, administrator of the estate of Thomas Sanford, $1,786.63; 
Herman Whittlesey, administrator of the estate of Aaron Gaylord, $1,786.63. 
On the sloop Mary, Gilbert Totten, master, namely: 
. J a C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Frederick Hunt, deceased, 
— . 
ones C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Thomas Rice, deceased, 
> - - 
John C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Elias Shipman, deceased, 
2,362.33. 
On the schooner Shepherdess, Warren Chapman, master, namely: 
George G. Sill, administrator of the estate of Timothy Chapman, $1,841.06; 
Warren C. Pike, administrator of the estate of Warren Chapman, $1,841.06. 
On the ship Eliza, William Marrenner, master, namely: 
Wallace T. Jones, administrator of the estate of Edward Jones, $48,186. 
Rosetta, Isaac Isaacs, master, — 
gham, administrator of the estate of William Van Wyck, 86,- 


Rebecca R. Thompson and Elizabeth Y. Thompson, administratrixes of 
the estate of Joseph Young, $5,597.46. 
On the sloop Union, Seth Lincoln, master, namely: 
Shearjashub Bourne, administrator of the estate of Shearjashub Bourne, 


, 250.38; 
a F. Peckham, administrator of the estate of Samuel Wardwell, 


On the bri 
John C. 


Rs 


024.96 


On the scow Charlotte, Cornelius Low, master, een 

George Hawkins Williams, administrator of Joseph Williams, surviving 
partner of Williams & Low, $3,464. 

On the ship Two Sisters, John T. Hilton, master, namely 


in Lacy, administrator of the estate of William Neal, deceased, 
448. 
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On the ship Eliza, Peter Burton, master, nameiy: 
Alexander Proudfit, administrator of the estate of John Proudfit, deceased, 


951. 
On the brig Venus, John Harmon, master, namely: 
John S. Cole, administrator of the estate of John Storer, deceased, $10,- 


568. 

On the schooner Needham, William Grant, master, namely: 

John C. McDonald, administrator of the estate of William McDonald, de- 
ceased, $4,914. 

On the schooner Thankful, William Ward, master, namely: 

Albert C. Arnold, administrator of the estate of Frederick William Geyer. 
deceased, $226.80, the award in the abovecase having been made to Francis M. 
Boutwell, as administrator of the estateot John Herr, assignee in bankruptcy 
of said Frederick William Geyer. 

On the ship Henry, Daniel Allin, master, namely: 

Rebecca B. Armington, administratrix of the estate of Samuel Allin, 93,766; 

Elizabeth T. Pike, administratrix of the estate of Daniel Allin, deceased, 


766; 

Samuel W. Peckham, administrator of the oie of Samuel Carlisle, sur- 
viving partner of the firm of S. and B. Carlisle, $3,7 

On the brig Hiram, J. Humphreys, master, tieuaee 

Simon Tomlinson, administrator of Samuel Hull, $400. 

John F. Piumb, administrator of John Humphreys, $400. 

John F. Plumb, administrator of James Humphreys, $400, 

On the ship Leeds Packet, Richard Bunce, master, namely: 

Benjamin H. Rutledge, administrator of Adam Tunno, surviving partner 
of Tunno & Cox, $21,167.80. 

Gordon Gairdner, ‘administrator of James Gairdner, surviving partner of 
James & Edwin Gairdner & Co., $4,833.93. 

Henry E. Young, administrator of John Turnbull, $700. 

‘Henry E. Young, administrator of James Carson, "SL, 700. 

Lucy rankene’ Read McDonell, executrix of George Pollock, surviving 
partner of bey Pollock & Co., $12,109. 

On the bri bert, Robert Gray, master, namely: 
eames M. Pratt, administrator de bonis non of Joseph White, deceased, 

7 

William Parker, administrator de bonins non of William B. Parker, de- 
ceased, $2,088.58; 

Elizabeth RG Gardner, administratrix de bonis non of Jesse Richardson, de- 
ceased 16; 

Witten D.  Pickman, administrator de bonis non of Dudley L. Pickman, de- 
ceased, $849.62 

Henr: O., Benjamin W., and Robert Stone, executors last will, etc., Robert | 
Stone, unior, deceased, #4, 177.16; 

William A. eee administrator de bonis non of Pickering Dodge, de- 
ceased, $3,132.87 

Mary F. Witherby, surviving exectttor of Charles Cleveland, deceased, 


21; 
Nathaniel P.*Richardson, executor of Joshua Richardson, deceased, 92,- 


On the brig American, Thomas Towe, master, namel 

J. Hall Ware, administrator de bonis non of John H ‘i deceased, $4,691. 

On the schooner Ballahoo, Joseph Ripley, master, namely: 

James F. Breuil, administrator of Francis Breuil, deceased, $1,568.95. 

On the vessel, the snow Boston, Dougherty, master, namely: 

J. Bayard Henry , administrator of George Latimer, deceased, 83,025.36. 

The Real Estate’ Title Insurance and Trust Com any of Philadel hia, ad- 
aaa de bonis non cum testamento annexo of James Campbell, deceased, 
On the brig Confidence, Thomas Ma , master, namel 

Catherine M. Singleton, administratrix bonis non of exander 2 ao 
Kim, surviving partner of the firm of Robert McKim and Company, $1,497 

On the brig Eleanor, James Treat, master, namely; 

George H. Williams, administrator de bonis non of Samuel Williams, de- 
ceased, $1,583.59. 

Charles J. Bonaparte, administrator de bonis non of Benjamin Williams, 
deceased, $1,583.59. 

David Stewart, administrator of Francis Johonnet, surviving partner of 
Francis J ohonnet and Company, $5,723.18. 

On the schooner Bliza, Thomas Poulson, master, namely: 

John Merven Carrere and David Stewart, administrators, etc., $11,744.96; 

David Stewart, administrator, etc., 83, 731. 
On the vesse!, snow Fanny, Garrett Barry, master, namel 


Dayton S. Ward, administrator de bonis non of James erry, deceased, 


$8,502. 
On the sloop Fox, Brooks, master, namely: 
Sanford J. Horton, as administrator of the estate of William Wickham, 


deceased, 31,508.33; 

Meivin B. Copeland, as administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Blake, de- 
deased, $454. 1 
enna a. Sin, as administrator of the estate of William Moore, deceased, 

283. 

On the schooner Hannah, Philip Besser, master, namely: 

Sarah J. Brown, administratrix of Isaac Collyer, deceased, for value of 164 
quintals of fish, $1, 312; 

Ebenezer D. Secomb, administrator of Philip Bessom, value of cargo, less 
the 164 quintals of fish owned by said Collyer, and less also the insurance 
paid thereon by William Gray, $23,180. 

On the brig Hope, Church, master, namely 

John ©. Parsons, as administrator of the estate of John Caldwell, de- 
ceased, $12,412.17. 

On the brig Leonard, William Hackett, master, namel 

Joseph A. “Titcomb, administrator of estate of John Wiis, otherwise called 
John Wells, deceased, $8,150. 

On the schooner Lucy, Lewis Holmes, master, namely: 

Isaac Brewster, administrator de bonis non cum teslamento annexo estate of 
Daniel Jackson, deceased, $3,567 

Charles G. Davis, administrator de bonis non of William Davis, deceased, 


On the brig Lydia, John Cook, master, namely: 

Charles B. Allen, administrator de bonis non of Zachariah Allen, for vessel, 
cargo, and the freight earned, $12,291. 

On the ship Patapsco, William Hill, master, namely: 

William Donnell, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo of the 
estate of John Donnell, deceased, $6,659.99 

George W. Brown, administrator of the estate of James A. Buchanan, de- 
ceased, $4,609.99, being his share of vessel and freight; 

Robert Carter, oiainlemeaner de donis non cum testamento annexo of the es- 
ba #4 Samuel Smith, deceased, $4,609.99, being his share of vessel and 

re 

Esther H. Buchanan, administratrix of theestate of William B. Buchanan, 
Who was the surviving partner of the firm of S. Smith & Buchanan, de- 
ceased, $25,056, the value of the cargo shipped by said firm; 

Cumberland D. Hollins, administrator — non cum testamento annexo 
of the estate of John Hollins, deceased, 97,600 
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Mary Ann B. Smith, administratrix de bonis non cum testamento annexo of 
the estate of John Smith, jr., deceased, $48,466. 

On the brig Sally, Wiiliam Hampton, master, namely: 

Alexander Proudfit, administrator de bonis non with the will annexed of 
the estate of Robert Ralston, deceased, %,724. 

On the schooner Thankful, William Ward, m: aster, namely: 

Adeline F. Alden, administratrix of James Torrey, #1,428.40; 

Adeline F. Alden, administratrix of George Torre y. $1,428.40: 

Abel H. Bellows, administrator of Thomas Geyer. 2226.80; 

Stephen R. Rogers, administrator of Joseph Rogers, 91,733.33. 

On the vessel Two Sisters, Jacob Henery, master, namely: 

George W. Norris, administrator of John Garesche, deceased, $2,043.30; 

George W. Norris, administrator of Peter Bauduy, deceased, $436.70; 

William R. Lejee, surviving executor of Samuel! Breck, jr., 1,919.27 

On the brig William, Benjamin H. Rathbone, master, namely: 

Bayard Tuckerman, ‘administrator of Walter Channing, sury iving partner 
of Gibbs & Channing, and likewlse administrator of Go or ge Gibbs, 220,754. 

On the schooner Alert, Jacob Olliver. ma ister, name 

Franklin Leach, administrator of William Leach, 3,577.88; 

Edward I. Browne, administrator of Israel Thorndike, $i Gon.72 

On the ship Betsey, Josiah Obear. master, namely: 

Horace Obear, administrator of Josiah Obear, #1,705,68; 

Franklin Leach, administrator of Nathan Leach, #128. 

= the vessel Fusileer, Thothas Shaw, master, namely: 

George B. Chase, administrator of Stephen Chase, deceased, $2,955; 

——— C. Taylor, administrator de bonis non of Joseph Chase, deceased, 

— 

Calvin Page, administrator of Thomas Shaw, deceased, 91,168.55. 

On the ship Jane, John Wallace, master, namely: 
suneenn: S. Buchanan, administratrix, representing Smith and Buchanan, 

Robert Carter Smith, administrator, representing Samuel Smith, — oy 21 

Cumberland D. Hollins, administrator, representing John Hollins, ¥ 

On the ship Reindeer, Robert Motley, master, namely 
aaa Deering and Francis Fesse::den, cdinisinematenn of James Deering, 





On the brig Thomas, Mark Fernald, master, namely: 

James W. Emery, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Thomas Man- 
ning, deceased, $6,132. 

On the ship Theresa, Philip Brum, master, namely: 

George S. Sonntag, administrator of William L. Sonntag, deceased, sur- 
viving partner of William L. Sonntag & Co., as representative of said firm, 
| $13,537.50; 

George S. Sonntag, administrator, as representative of William L. Sonn- 
tag, one of the jot owners of the Theresa, $3,264 50; 

Jane J. De La Roche, administratrix of Frederick Franek De La Roche, as 

—, of one of the joint owners of the Theresa, $3,264.50. 

the vessel Geo Packet, John McKeever, master, namely: 

The Pennsylvania Insurance Company for Insurance on Lives and Grant- 
ing Annuities, administrator of Thomas M. Willing, deceased, 6,246; 

Richard F.. Flickwir, administrator of Richard Flower, deceased, $1,055; 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of John Flower, deceased, $1,055; 

Richard F. Plickwir, administrator of Reese Wall, deceased, $1,055; 

Edward S. McKeever, administrator of John McKeever, deceased, $1,055. 

On the brig Yorick, William Moodie, master, namely; 

George S. . Sonntag, administrator of William L. Sonntag, $7,886.50. 
ames J. De La Roche, administratrix of Frederick Franck De La Roche, 

On the schooner Betsey, John ae master, namely: 

W. Hall Harris, administrator de bonis non, etc., estate of William Pat- 
terson, deceased, $20,334.16, 

On the ship J uliana, Thomas Hayward, master, namely: 

Thomas B. ee administrator of the estate of Charies Ghequiere, 
deceased, $3,849.16 

Jacob Bowman Sweitzer and David Stewart, administrators of John 
Holmes, deceased, $12,129. 16. 

On the sehooner Union, Samuel Larrabee, master, namely: 

‘Cornelia S. Jackson, administratrix of Levi Cutter, $1,833.50; 

Seth L. Milliken, administrator of John Milliken, $1,833.50. 

On the the ship Hitty (or Hetty) Jane, Joshua Nea!, master, namely: 

Augusta H. Chapman, administratrix de bonis non of Peter Clarke, $14,844.37; 

John C. Howell, administrator of John Potter, #25,254.76; 

A. M. Lee, administrator of Thomas Stewart, 96,061.93; im all, $737,785.06. 

Provided, That. in all cases where the original sufferers were adjudicated 
bankrupts or inselvents or made voluntary assignments for the benefit of 
creditors, awards shall hereafter be made on behalf of the next of kin or to 
those entitled under the wills of the original sufferers or the wills of those 
who take thereunder instead of to voluntary assignees or to assignees in 
bankruptcy, and the awards in the cases of individual claimants herein ap- 
propriated for shall not be paid until the Court of Claims shall certify to 
the Secretary of the Treasury that the personal representatives on whose 
behalf the award is made represents the next of kin, or legatees as aforesaid, 
and the courts which granted the administrations, respectively, shall have 
certified that the legal representatives have given adequate security for the 
legal disbursement of the awards. 

Sec. 6. For paymentof judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian dep- 
redation cases, $478,252.62, or so much thereof as may be necessary to pay 
and discharge such judgments as have been rendered against the United 
States, after the deductions required to be made under the provisions of sec- 
tion 6 of the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled “An act to provide for the 
adjustment and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,”’ shall 
have been ascertained and duly certified by the Secretary of the Interior to 
the Seeretary of the Treasury, which certification shall be made as soon as 
practicable after the passage of this act, and such deductions shall be made 
according to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, having due re- 
gard to the educational and other necessary requirements of the tribe or 
tribes affected, and the amounts paid shall be reimbursed to the United 
States at such times and in such proportions as the Secretary of the Interior 
may decide to be for the interests of the Indian service. 


ADDITIONAL AIDS TO NAVIGATION AT TAMPA BAY, FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY. Myr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. 
The Senate has nonconcurred in the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to navi- 
gation in Tampa Bay, Florida. I move that the House insist on 
its amendment, and accede to the conference requested by the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate billamended by the House. 
The Senate disagrees to the amendment of the House, and asks 
for a conference. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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A bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to nav- 
igation in Tampa Bay, Florida. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida moves that 
the House further insist on its amendment, and agree to the con- 
ference requested. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ap 

art of the House Mr. MALLORY, Mr. 

r. LIND. 


int as conferees on the 
’NEILL of Missouri, and 


BIDS ON MAIL ROUTES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair calls, in pursuance of the order 
eee made, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
oads. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the bil (H. R. 6073) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
_provide mail service, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That after providing by general advertisement for the 
transportation of the mails in any State or Territory as authorized by law, 
the Postmaster-General may secure any mail service that may become nec- 
essary before the next general advertisement for said State or Territory by 
posting notices, for a period of not less than ten days in the post-offices at 
thetermini of ‘any route to be let, and upon a bulletin board in the Post-Of- 
fice Department, inviting proposals, in such form and with such guaranty as 
may be prescribed by the Postmaster-General, for the performance of the 
prevosed service. The contract for such service shall be made to run to the 
end of the contract term under the general advertisement, shall be made 
with the lowest bidder whose proposal is in due form, and who, under the 
law, is eligible as a bidder for such postal service. Temporary service ren- 
dered necessary by reason of the failure of any bidder or contractor to per- 
form the service awarded him under this act may be employed by the Post- 
master-General without advertisement, at a rate which he may deem reason- 
abie, at the expense of any such failing bidder or contractor. 

Sxc. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
simply a formal matter. The single object of this bill is to au- 
thorize the Postmaster-General to let the contracts between the 
Ist day of February and the Ist day of July, about five months 


in each year, during which time under the present law it has | 


been found impracticable to do it. 
objection to the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
vassed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on 
the table. 


I do not suppose there is any 


POSTAL FRACTIONAL NOTES. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carclina. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the bill (H. R. 8606) to facilitate exchanges through the United 
States mail, being a substitute for the bill H.R. 313. I would like 
the Clerk to read the substitute reported from the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8606) to facilitate exchanges through the United States mail. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General is authorized and directed 
to prepare and issue postal fractional notes of fixed denominations in the 
sum of #1 and such fractions thereof as may be convenient for the purposes 
of this act; and sald —_— fractional notes shall be furnished to all post- 
masters of the United States, in such sums as the Postmaster-General shall 
deem sufficient for the business of the several offices, and shall be sold at 
their face value. 

Sxc. 2. That when a postmaster issues the said postal fractional notes he 
shall stamp, or otherwise have indicated thereon as the Postmaster-General 
shall direct, the name of office and date of issue. 

Sec. 3. That the said postal fractional notes shall be payabte to bearer at 
any post-office in the United States at any time within six calendar months 
from the last day of the month during which the same was issued, and shall 


» CE ti A t t yene } ; 2 
oe eee ee eae, ee eet Camere! mall | to the Commilttes o& the Post-Ollice ahd Post-Roads, and thai 


direct; and after a postal fractional note has once been paid, to whomsoever 
paid, the United States shall not be further liable thereon. 

Sec. 4. That if any postal fractional note shall not have been redeemed 
within the time aforesaid the same shall be invalid, and the holder, to obtain 
the amount thereof, shall forward it to the Postmaster-General at Washing- 
ton, D. C., together with an application in such form as the Postmaster- 
Generai shall prescribe for a duplicate thereof. 


Mr. Speaker, this is 
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method of transmitting by mail fractional sums in place of subsidiary cin, 
which is not suited for such transmission and is frequently lost in the mails. 
a stamps, so frequently used, were never intended for any such purpose. 
The bill provides for the issue of postal fractional notes, free of cost to th: 
people and with scarcely any expensétothe Government. These postal frac- 
tional notes will be found in every post-office, and will be in univers?! use by 
the people everywhere. The people in the rural districts are in great need 
of the conveniences which this bill will provide. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman from North 
Carolina if this bill is recommended by the Post-Office Devart- 
ment? 

Mr.BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I should like some explanation 
of this bill. As I understand, but i may be in error, it permits 
the Postmaster-General to send to every post-office in the coun- 
try—and there are bstween sixty-five thousand and seventy-five 
thousand—fractional currency, in denominations of a dollar or 
less, to be gold, with six months for redemption, at a cost to the 
Government, not only of the ene of issuance, but half of 1 
per cent to every postmaster in the country for every note issued 
and paid. Under such a provision the country would be virtu- 
ally Hooded with donations eurcenttn 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then you are a gold bug. 

Mr. BINGHAM. For its issuance half of 1 per cent is paid, 
and that half of 1 per cent will be additional compensation to 
every postmaster in the country issuing these fractional cur- 
rency notes. Now, I take the ground that if it is the purpose of 
the Government to transmit through the mails money, which 
should not be transmitted through the mails unless it is trans- 
mitted free, I am willing to make such revision of the money- 
order and iegistry systems as will carry free. This bill will, 
if passed, cause the transmission of innumerable communica- 
tions containing fractional currency throughout the country, 
and furnish a strong inducement to every subordinate to rifle 
the mails. It is going to make it convenient for the people to 
sond their money through the mail, but in order to do so it is 
placing temptation before 150,000 subordinates who should never 
be tempted. . 

If you are to send money through the mails make your money- 
order and registry systems free tothe people. Then your money 
will bs transmitted properly protected; but if you are going to 


| make it convenient at every post-office in the country to send 


this fractional currency through the mails, for which you are 
paying half of 1 per cent, I say youare tempting this great force 
of subordinates and you are putting the Government to an un- 
necessary expense. 

I should like some explanation of the bill. I shouid like to 
know the further fact, through some evidence, that this has 
been asked for a people. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania able 
to state whether this bill has been recommended by the Post- 
master-General? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BERGEN. 


I see no reference to that in the report. 
I think the gentleman made a mistake in 


| saying that the amount paid the postmaster is one-half of 1 per 


cent. 


Mr. BINGHAM. It is one-fourth of 1 per cent to each post- 


| master at each end of the service, the one whosends and the one 


who receives; and that makes a half. 

Mr. BERGEN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to say that this bill issubstantially the bill that was recommended 
by the convention of postmasters which metinthiscity last March 
and was presided over by the Postmaster-General. [Laughier.]} 
The Postmaster-General transmitted a bill substantially like this 


committze has carefully considered this bill, and unanimously 
recommends it. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Did the Postmaster-General recommend 


the bill in transmittal? 


Src. 5. That the provision of sections 3834, 4030, 4041, 4042, 4043, 4044, 4045, | 


4046, and 4048 of the Revised Statutes (edition of 1878), and the provisions of 
section 5463 of said Revised Statutes, as amended, shall be deemed and taken 
to be applicable to postal fractional notes as well as to money-orders and 
postal notes, 

Sec. 6. That postmasters shall be allowed as compensation for issuing 
and paying postal fractional notes at their respective offices one-fourth of | 
per cent on the gross amount thereof. 

Sec. 7. That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Src. 8. That the Postmaster-General shall prescribe all rules and regula- 
tions for putting in force the provisions of this act. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask that the Clerk 
read the report; it is very short. 

The report (by Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina) was read, 
as follows: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 318) to facilitiate exchanges through the United States mail, 
have considered the same and respectfully recommend that the accompany- 
ing bill be adopted as a substitute therefor, and that the said bill, as amended 
by the substitute, do pass. 

The committee beg leave to call attention to the main features of the bill. 
It furnishes, in compliance with an almost universal demand, a convenient 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
it in so many words. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


He did not recommend 


Then the Postmaster-General has not ree- 


| ommended this bill? 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Notin specific words; 
but I unde: stand he favored it, because he did not say anything 
about opposing it, and he presided over the convention which 
substaatially recommended it and was understood to be in favor 
of it. 

Mr.  aaepata Will the gentleman explain the purpose 
of the bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON oi North Carolina. The object of the bill 
is to issue postal notes of a dollar and fractions less than a dollar 
in such sums as the Postmaster-General may determine, to be 
issued to every post-office in the United States demanding it. 

Now, it does seem to me that there ought not to be any objec- 
tions to a bill of that sort. 

Mr. SCOTT. What charge is to be made to the public? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No charge. It is to 
be free to the public. ° 








1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6549 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any appropriation in the bill for the | Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The gentleman from 


preparation of these notes? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
the bill is $10,000. 
Mr. BINGHAM. That is for printing. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. For putting the bill 
into operation. The Postmaster-General is limited in the first 
lace by the amount of the appropriation, and in the next place, 
if we believe that the Postmaster-General will do what is right 


country with fractional currency merely in order to put it into 
circulation, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] 
seems to intimate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But does not this bill give the right 
postmaster to issue this fractional currency? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Not to every postmas- 


to every 


to ever st-office upon demand. 

Mr. CKERY. He has the right to designate the offices 
that are to issue it? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. These postal notes are 
to be issued to every post-office in the United States in such 


business needs of the several offices. 
Mr. BINGHAM. This is the langu 


the United States in such sums as the Postmaster-General shall 
deem sufficient for the business of the several offices, and shall 
be sold at their face value.” Under this bill the Postmaster- 
General must send this currency out to all the offices. His dis- 
cretion runs only to the amount he will send. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. That is true, but yet 
he has a discretion in regard to the amounts he shall think suf- 
ficient. Then, too, the appropriation to carry this law into 
effect is limited to $10,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If this is really in the interest of exchange 
between the people and calculated to subserve their convenience, 


| 


it dught to be extended to every post-office, and there ought not | 


to be any restriction as to the amount of this fractional currency 
to be issued. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There is no restric- | 
tion, and it is to be extended to all; but, of course, the Postmaster- 
General has some discretion in the matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true; but his discretion, as I under- 
stand, is limited only by the amount of this appropriation? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Oh, no; he has a dis- 
cretion besides that. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The Postmaster-General is not 
going to give any office more than what the bond will cover. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. He has a discretion in 
the matter independent of the limit of the i a He 
is directed to issue the notes in such sums as he shall deem suf- 
ficient for the business needs of the several post-offices. 

I will say, Mr. Speaker, that there is a universal demand for 
this from all parts of the country. The country people want it 
because they need some convenient form of exchange to send 
through the mails, something like fractional currency; the peo- 

le in the cities, all those who deal with the country people, want 
ft. In addition to that, all the labor associations in this country 
want it. The Knights of Labor have asked for it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And the farmers wantit. It 
will be of great convenience to all people in rural districts. I 
trust no gentleman will oppose so beneficent a measure. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. Yes, the farmers want 
it. All the associations of labor including the Farmers’ Alli- 
ance have asked for it, and I have never heard any objection to 
it from any class of people. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman knows that such a thing as 
a postal note exists to-day for sums of $5 and less, which can be 
bought for 3 cents. Now, he says that everybody wants these 
notes. This bill only authorizes the issue of notes for sums of $1 | 
and less. Now, big’ communities donot want very much of “$1 
and less ”»—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. You belong to a “large city ” 
where every postal accommodation is already provided, but this 
bill is for the great mass of the people in the country. These 
ay for want of a better method, now transmit small amounts | 

y inclosing postage stamps, which are often injured and some- 
times ruined in transitu. This law will give a substitute for that 
method. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
munities by this bill. 
do. ee, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Carry out the idea of your bill and you will 
flood the country with a fractional currency, and by putting it 
into your mails you will make the postal employés of the Gov- 
- ernment dishonest or tempt them to be so. 





We are not seeking to serve big com- 
That is exactly what we do not want to 





| 
| 


Pennsyivania [Mr. BINGHAM] has said that this currency is not 


The appropriation in | needed to any very great extent. 


Mr. BINGHAM. It is needed to a great extent. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, if it is needed 
to a very great extent, I want to say that the reason that there 
is to be no charge made for these notes is, that we desire to sup- 
ply them to the people who are unable to pay large fees for 


| postal notes. 
about the matter, we can not believe that he will flood the | 


Mr. BINGHAM. Large percentages—3 cents for sums less 


than $5? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. How much would it be on 25 
cents? Three cents on 25 cents would be 12 per cent. [Laugh- 


ter.] 


Mr. BINGHAM. If you want to serve the people in this way 


S- | bring in a bill providing that there shall be no charge for your 
ter; but it gives the right to the Postmaster-General to issue it | , F : 


postal notes or your registry system, and then you will make your 
employés honest and will give the people all the convenience 
they want. Every office can register. When you send money 
through the mails or valuable inclosures, protect them by such 
regulations as will insure their safety. The mails in general 


u | transportation are not intended for money inclosures, but for 
amounts as the Postmaster-General shall deem sufficient for the | 


written communications. When acitizen desires to send money 


cob eSB “And colt | let it be mailed by money-order or registry system, and direct 


postal fractional notes shall be furnished to all postmasters of | 


that each of these services shall be free without additional ex- 
pense to the sender. Then your subordinate force of employés 
will not be tempted and your valuables, money or other things, 
will be safe. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. 

Mr. BERGEN. The gentleman [Mr. BINGHAM]suggests that 
we should extend our postal-note law. The postal notes are 
things that do not reach every post-office in the country, as it is 
contemplated that these proposed notes shall. This bill con- 
templates putting at the service of the people in the country a 
means by which they can send into the city, or wherever they 
please, any amount of money that they may desire. 

I want to say further tothe gentleman from Pensylvania what 
he does not seem toapprehend, that this bill is demanded by the 
publishers and by residents in our cities as well as by the people 
of the country. The present system operates as a tax upon 
them. The only form in which they can receive remittances 
of small sums is by postage stamps, in disposing of which they 
have to suffer a discount. One object of this measure is to do 
away with the loss at present incurred in that manner. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Allow me to say to the gentleman from 
New Jersey that during the twelve years [ have served asa 
member of the Post-Office Committee, I do not recollect of five 
petitions coming to the committee on this subject. 

Mr. BERGEN. Iam notresponsible for the gentleman’s want 
of recollection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam simply giving my experience. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield three minutes 
to my colleague [Mr. ALEXANDER]. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, the bill now under consid- 
eration was agreed upon by the committee as a substitute for a 
bill introduced by myself. The object is to supply persons living 
in the country with facilities for making exchanges through the 
mails. Any gentleman who will consider the matter will realize 
that nearly the entire body of persons composing our rural pop- 
ulation live from 3 to 25 miles from any money-order office. 

Whenever subscriptions to their papers become due or when 
they want to make any exchanges through the mails, they are 
obliged to travel from 3 to 25 miles in order to obtain money or- 
ders. They see every city furnished with money-order offices, 
with carriers, and with all the facilities which the Government 
can afford; and they feel that they alone are neglected. They come 
here and ask this small measure for their convenience, and it 
has been asked for by large organizations throughout the coun- 
try, not only by farmers but by laborers. 

The original bill contained a provision for the issue of these 
notes in denominations as large as $3; but in the substitute that 
provision has been omitted. This bill will supply to the people 
a currency to facilitate their exchanges. It will not increase or 


| decrease the general volume of the currency, because the very 


| general volume of the currency remains the same. 


moment that a man buys any of these postal notes he deposits 
national-bank notes or Treasury notes in their stead, so that the 
This bill 
will supply the people of the country with facilities for buying 
seeds, for paying for newspapers and books, and for carrying on 
small exchanges through the mails. They ask and demand this 
measure; they need it. 

Mr. MOSES. I would like to ask a question. Suppose a gen- 
tleman who is dependent for his mail facilities upon a small ru- 
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ral post-office wants to send 90 cents to some publisher; how does 
he send that money now? 

Mr. SCOTT. By postage stamps. 

Several MEMBERS. And they stick. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF AMERICAN SHIPBUILDING. 

The SPEAKER. The consideration of the pending bill will 
be suspended for a moment. The gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. LAGAN] desires to enter a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. LAGAN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill (H. R. 8818, to encourage American shipbuilding was laid 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman enters the motion. 
not be acted upon while another bill is before the House. 


POSTAL FRACTIONAL NOTES. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8606) 
to facilitate exchanges through the United States mail. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 1! desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina | Mr. 
HENDERSON | has the floor. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I can not yield for an 
amendment. There is very little time. I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 
my amendment is. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question should be voted 
down the gentleman can offer it. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Is it too late to raise the point of order 
that this bill should be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It is too late. That point should have been 
raised before the House entered upon the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is demanded, and 
the Chair must put that question to the House. 

On ordering the previous question, there were—ayes 77, noes 9. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
3INGHAM|]| makes the point of no quorum. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 

will withdraw that. 

Mr. ATKINSON. IfI can be allowed to put my amendment 
before the House, I will not ask to occupy one minute in debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] has made the point of no quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. HENDER- 
son of North Carolina were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 83. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I callfor the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 7, not 
voting 170; as follows: 


It can 


I would like the House to understand what 


I should like to present my amendment to 


I hope the gentleman 
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YEAS—151. 
Alexander, Cowles, Houk, Tenn. Pearson, 
Amerman, Crawford, Johnson, N. Dak Perkins, 
Babbitt, Crosby, Johnson, Ohio Pierce, 
Bailey, Cummings, Johnstone, S. C. ar, 
Bankhead, Curtis, Jolley, Reilly, 
Barwig, Daniell, Jones, je pea 
Beltzhoover, De Armond, Kem, Robinson, Pa. 
Bentley, De Forest, Kribbs, Sayers, 
Bergen, Dickerson, Lagan, Scott, 
Bowers, Doan, Lane, Scull, 
Bowman, Dockery, Lapham, Seerley, 
Branch, Donovan, Lawson, Va. Shell, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Durborow, Lawson, Ga. Shonk, 
Brickner, Edmunds, Layton, Simpson, 
Broderick, Elliott, Lester, Va. Sperry, 
Brookshire, Enloe, Lester, Ga. Stephenson, 
Brunner, Epes, Lind, Steward, Ill 
Bryan, Everett, Little, Stewart, Tex. 
Buchanan, Va. Fithian, Long, Stone, C. W. 
Bullock, Forney, Lynch, Stout, 
Bunn, Fowler; Mallory, Terry, 
Busey, Goodnight, Mansur. Tillman, 
Butler, Grady, Martin, To ly 
Byrns, Greenleaf, McAleer Tracey, 
Cadmus, Hall, McCreary, Turner, 
Cazminettt, Hallowell, McKaig, Turpin, 
Campbell, Halvorson, McKeighan, Van Horn, 
Caruth, Hare, McRae, Warner, 
Castle, Harmer Moses, Washington, 
Cate, Hatch, Mutchler, Watson, 
Causey, Hayes, Iowa Oates, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cheatham, Heard, Otis, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clover, Henderson, N.C. Owens Wike, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, IIL. Page, R. L Williams, N. C. 
Compton, Hitt, Parrett, Williams, ILL. 
Coolidge, Hooker, N. Y. Pattison, Ohio Wise, 
Coombs, Hopkins, Dl. Patton, Youmans. 
Cooper, Houk, Ohio Paynter, 

NAYS—7. : 
Atkinson, Coburn, Haugen, Taylor, [iL 
Bingham, Exochs, O'Neill, Pa. 








NOT VOTING—170. 


Abbott, Culberson, Lanham, Robertson, La. 
Alderson, Cutt Lewis, Roekwell, 
Allen, Dailzell, Livingston, Rusk, 
Andrew, Davis, Levkwood, Russell, 
Arnold, Dingley, ’ Sanford, 
Bacon, Dixon, Loud, Shively, 
Baker, Doltiver, agner, Smith, 
Bartine, Dungan, McClellan, Snodgrass, 
Beeman, Dunphy, MeDonald, Snow, 
Belden, Ellis. McGann, S rr. 
Belknap, Engtish. MeKinney, Stahinecker, 
Blanchard, Fellows, MeMillin, \ 

B . Fiteh, Meredith, Stockdale, 
Blount, Flick, Meyer, Stone, W. A. 
Boatner, Forman, Miiier, Stone, Ky. 
Boutelle, Funston Milliken, Storer, 
Brawley. Fyan, Mitchell, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gantz, omery, Sweet, 
Bretz, yeary, Moore, Tarsney, 
Brosius, Geissenhainer, tb Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, Gillespie, Newberry, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan,N.J. Gorman Norton, Taylor, J. D. 
Bunting, Griswold, O'Donnell, Taylor, V. 
Burrows, Grout, O'Ferraill, . 
Bushnell, Hamilton, O'Neil, Mass. Wadsworth, 
Bynum, Harries, O'Neill, Mo. Walker, 
Cable, Harter, Outh Warwick, 
Caldweil, Haynes. Ohio A Wan 
Capehart, Hemphill, Patterson, Tenm Weadocik, 
Catchings, Henderson,lowa Payne, Wever, 
Chapin, Herbert, Peel, ite. 
Chipman, Hermann, Pendleton, Whiting, 
Ciancy, Hoar, Pickler, illeox, 
Clark, Wyc. Holman, Post, Williams, Mass. 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Powers, Wilson, Ky. 
Cobb, Mo. — Pa. Price. Wilson, Wash. 
Cockran, Hui, ackenbush, Wilson, Mo. 
Cogswell, Hull, aines, Wilson, W. Va 
Covert, Johnson, Ind. Randall, inn. 

Cox, N. Y. Kendall, Rayner, Wolverton, 
Cox, Teun. Keteham, Reed, Wright. 
Craig, Pa. Kilgore, Richardson, 

Crain, Tex. Kyle, Rife, 


No quorum voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Lowa, for the rest 
of the day. . 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. RUSSELL, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. SWEET, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

oa SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). No quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Who makes the 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Theroll call itself diseloses the 
fact. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the roll call shows that 
no quorum has voted it is the duty of the Chair to take official 
notice of the fact. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
40 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 


int of no quorum? 


Mr. Speaker, I move 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2o0f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 

A bill (H.R. 7713) granting a pension to Benajah Mor. late 
private in Capt. Burns's onguee, Third Re oe Third Brig- 

ade, of — Volunteers, in the Black Hawk war. (Report 

o. 1977. 

A bill g R. 9220) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Har- 
dee Dyall, veteran of the Florida war, 1836. (Report No. 1978.) 

A bill (H. R. 6272) to pension Susan S. Murphy. (Report No. 
1979.) 

A bill (A. R. 7450) granting a pension to Anderson Absher. 
(Report No. 1980.) 

A bill (H. R. 5705) to increase the pension of Amelia Graham. 
(Report No. 1981.) 

A bill (H.R. 6777) granting a pension to Rebecea Bridges. 
(Report No. 1982.) 

A bill (H.R. 6717) to increase the pension of Andrew J. Au- 
brey. (Report No. 1983.) 

By Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 2033) for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Beuter. (Re- 
port No. 1984.) ‘ 

A bill (H.R. 1912) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Falls, widow of 
William Falls. (Report No. 1985.) 

ad COBB of Missouri, from the same committee: A bill 
Le 1281) for the relief of George W. Saulpaw. (Report No. 

. . 

By Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2267) to provide for the detail of an assistant to the 








1892. 





Chief of the Bureau of Navigation in the Navy Department. 
(Report No. 1989.) ‘ 
By Mr. PAGE of Maryland, from the same committee: 
A bill (S. 2266) for the relief of Louis A. Yorke. (Report No. 
DU. 


A bill (S. 1999) for the relief of John G. Rose. (Report No. 
1991. 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 2909) to increase the pension of Joseph Craig. 
(Report No. 1992.) 

A bill (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Mary Hollis. (Re- 
port No. 1994). 

A bill (H. R. 8230) for the relief of Louis G. Sanderson, of 
Craighead County, Ark. (Report No. 1995.) 

A bill(H. R. 8907) to increase the pension of John Malloy. (Re- 
port No. 1996.) 

A bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Cornelius Day. (Re- 
port No. 1997.) 

A bill (H.R. 4916) granting a pension to Thomas Tucker, Bat- 
tery A, Fourth United States Artillery. (Report No. 1998.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) grant- 
ing a pension to Hester A. Robinson, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI,a bill of the following title was 
introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 9627) to amend section 
133 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce the revenue and equal- 
ize duties on imports, and for other purposes,” approved October 
1, 1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 9614) to pension John M. Linch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNNER: A bill (H. R.9615) granting a pension to 
H. i. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R. 9616) for the relief of E. 
L. Neale, for the estate of W. L. Neale—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9617) for the relief of Marlin Parks, late 
first lieutenant Eleventh West Virginia Volunteer Infantry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 9618) aan @ pension to Mary 
Garner, widow of James Garner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9619) for the relief of Ben 
H. Coursey, of Sharon Grove, Ky.—to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9620) granting a pension to John P. Kins- 
lowe, of Brownsville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 9621) for the relief of W. L. 
Springfield—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9622) for the relief of Frederick Barnard 
and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 9623) for the relief of Betsy 
Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 9624) for the relief of Lewis 
W. Tesibnent—te the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9625) granting a 
pension to John C. Drennan—to the Committee on. Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9626) granting a pension to Hudson M. 
Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
rs were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
y Mr. BURROWS: Resolutions of Mountain Assembly of Bay 
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Also, affidavits relating to House bill 9570—to the Commitice 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of the Alfred C. Chapin Club of 
Brooklyn, N.Y., requesting an inquiry in relation to the detention 
of Dr. Gallagher—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of Henry B. Damon and 21 others 
of Adams, Jefferson County, N. ¥., against the passage of any 
bill or resolution to close the World's Fair on Sunday—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. GOQDNIGHT: Evidence to accompany bill for the 
relief of John P. Kinslowe, of Brownsville, Ky.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ben. H. Coursey, of Sharon Grove, Ky., to 
accompany bill for relief—to the Committee on Military Aifairs. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: Petitionof Richard Boyle, late sergeant 
of Company E, Tenth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, asking that 
Congress pass a bill granting him a pension of at least $12 per 
month—to the Committze on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Papers to accompany House bill 9092, grant- 
ing a pénsion to Elvine Brown, was referred te the Commitice 
on Invalid Pensions and re-referred by that committee to the 
Committee on Pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE: Papers in the claim of W. L. Springfield, 
late postmaster at Bellville, Tex., to accompany House bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 3. 

Also, petition of Frederick Bernard and others of Texas, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTON: ~~ to accompany House bill 7051, grant- 
ing a pension to Isaac W. West—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 9601, granting a pension 
to Mary A. MeGtinnin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHELL: Petition of citizens of Laurens, S. C., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Brosius lard bill, H. R. 
395, and praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Three petitions of citizens of Indiana, as 
follows: One of F. J. Davis and 32 others, of La Porte County, 
protesting in the name of organized labor, the second of William 
J. Girdis and 32 others, of La Porte County, in the name of or- 
ganized labor, and the third of William F. Frank and 28 others, 
of La Porte County, all against closing the Columbian Exposi- 
tion on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- 
position. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of Eldred Local As- 
sembly, No. 3903, Knights of Labor, against any appropriation to 
the Columbian Exposition while the attitude of its management 
toward organized labor remains unchanged—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. WALKER (by request): Petition of George W. Cavi- 
ness and 31 others, of Worcester, Mass., against the passage of 
any bill or resolution to close the World’s Columbian Exposition 
on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. 

Also, petition of A. F. Crooker and 4 others, of Oakdale, Wor- 
cester County, Mass., against the passage of any bill or resolu- 
tion to close the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of John S. Tate, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Sidney F. Tate, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
FrRmAY, July 22, 1892. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burumr, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
RECORDS OF AMERICAN REVOLUTION AND WAR OF 18/2. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 





| ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 621) to pro- 


| vide for the collection, custody, and arrangement of the military 


View, Mich., requesting the House of Representatives to concur | 


in the Senate amendment closing the World’s Fair on Sunday— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Petition of Nancy A. Rous, for de- 
ow mother’s pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. COBURN: Petition of C. H. Van Womer and others, | 


against loaning money of the people in aid of the construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 


records of the American Revolution and the war of 1812, which 
was, on page 1, line 11, to strike out ‘‘several executive” and 
insert ‘‘Treasury aad Interior;” so as to read: 


That the military records of the American Revolution and of the war of 
1812, now preserved in the Treasury and Interior Departments, be trans- 
ferred, etc. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ARTICLES OF WAR. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2470) to 
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amend the Articles of War, and for other purposes, which was, 
on page 2, beginning with line 2, to strike out article 86, in the 
following words: 

ART. 8, That ral prt martial shall have the power to punish 
summarily for conten of its au enoriey such acts as would be p hable 
summarily by the highest ivi] court of cr al jurisdiction of the State, 
Territory, or district in which the court-martial may sit if committed in 
contempt of its authority: Provided, That the 
court y a civilian shall not ex 
$100 and confinement until paid. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment proposed by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the draft 
of an amendment as a substitute for an amendment previously 
submitted by him to section 2 of the act of October 19, 1888, au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to accept the surrender 
of and cancel land patents to Indians in cer cases; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a Ap po re judgment 
rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of Charles P. Birkett 
in the sum of $2,520.04, which requires an appropriation for its 
payment; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SHIPMENTS OF RUM TO AFRICA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury De- 
partment, stating, in further reply to the resolution of July 12, 
1892, that the exports of rum of domestic manufacture from the 
United States to Africa during the month of June, 1892, was 84,- 
704 gallons, valued ai $98,259; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a resolution of the Build- 
ing Laborers’ International Protective Union of Yonkers, N. 
Y., in regard to the imprisonment in England of Dr. Thomas 
Gallagher, an American citizen, praying that steps be taken for 
his release; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of the First Evangelical Luth- 
eran Church of Sharpsburg, of the First Baptist Church of Port- 
land, of the St. Peter’s Episcopal Church of Phoenixville, of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Phoenixville, of the Baptist 
Church of Phoenixville, of the Presbyterian Church of Phoenix- 
ville, of the Central Lutheran Church of Phoenixville, of the 
St. John’s Lutheran Church of Phoenixville, of the German Re- 
formed Church of Phoenixville, of the St. John’s Reformed 
Church of Phoenixville, and of the United Brethren of Phoenix- 
ville, ali in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the closing of 
the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday and that the sale 
of intoxicating liquors be prohibited thereat; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Beaver County Sabbath- 
School Association of Beaver County, Pa., praying that no ex- 
position or exhibition, for which appropriations are made by 
Congress, shall be opened on Sunday; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of the Mahoning Farmers’ Al- 
liance and Industrial Union, No. 120, of Smicksburg, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 27, Union 
Veteran Legion of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the 
removal of charges of desertion except upon evidence that the 
case is a just one; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Eighteenth Street Methodist 
Episcopal Church representing 1,000 citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., and a petition of 600 members of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of West Pittston, Pa., praying that no appropriation be 
made by Congress for the World’s Columbian Exposition unless 
it be closed on Sunday; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of J. B. Brown and 
242 other firms and business‘men of Washington, D. C., praying 
for the passage of legislation to enable the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company to acquire lands to be used for increasing the 
commen facilities for handling freight; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present the memorial of David Engler and 
other citizens of Walton, Ind., remonstrating against the clos- 


qnishwent for contempt of 
0 


confinement for three months, or fihe of 


JULY 22, 
ing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday. The sub- 
ject having been disposed of, I ask that the memo lie on the 


table. Although it may be a little late for i 
in time for a second Worlds’ Fair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 244 citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the passage of legislation prohibiting the sale, man- 
ufacture, and importation of cigarettes in the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Princeton, 
Minn., praying for the closing of the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition on Sunday, and that the sale of intoxicating liquors be 
prohibited thereat; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also Roe the memorial of David Akins and other 
citizens of Skyberg, Minn., remonstrating against the closing of 
the World’s Columbian Exposition on 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce and 
common council of the city of Duluth, Minn., praying for the 
passage of legislation providing for the construction of a bridge 

tween Rices Point and Connors Point at the end of Lake Su- 
perior; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2932) for the relief of Charles 
T. Garrard, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 95) removing the charge of desertion against Charles T. 
Garra:d, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1131) for the relief of Adolph Loschmidt, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2803) for the relief of Calvin J. Cowles 
and George B. Hanna, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postposed indefinitely. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 612) for the relief of George 
Hill, jr., to submit an adverse report thereon. At the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] I 
ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2817)for the relief of Prof. Peter Collier, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 158) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3463) to fix the limit 
of cost of the United States post-office building at Buffalo, N. 
Y., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. , 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8316) granting a pension to Anna M_Hol- 
stein, a hospital nurs2 duriag the war of the rebellion, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wat 
referred the bill (H.R. 7244) — a pension to Florence 
Esther Williams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late 
a private in Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teers, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. . 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a report from the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, and also the testimony taken in connec- 
tion with the bill which I reported yesterday, being the bill (H. 
R. 9350) to promote the safety of employés and travelers upon 
railroads by competing common carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and con- 
tinuous brakesand their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, 
and for other purposes. I ask that the reportand the testimony 
= be eae 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2601) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to grant the right of way to the Pittsburg, Colum- 
bus and Fort Smith Railway Company through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes,” reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1146) to remove the charge of 
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desertion from the record of Patrick Larkin, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 


DISTRICT MEDICAL SOCIETY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 12th day of April last a resolu- 
tion was sent to the Committee on the District of Columbia, ask- 
ing that committee to ne and report ‘‘ whether the medical 
society in said District admits to its membership colored a 
cians or physicians who have been or may be teachers the 
medical school of Howard University, being in all respects other- 
wise qualified, or makes any distinction in its membership by 
reason of color or official relation to said university. 

The committee have investigated the matter committed to 
them, having taken testimony on both sides. I am instructed to 
make a report and ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


MEDALS TO OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE BALTIMORE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 80), 
authorizing the acceptance of medals presented to the officers 
and crew of the United States steamship Baltimore by the King 
of Sweden, to report it favorably without amendment, and as it 
is an act of courtesy si a friendly power to officers of the Navy 
of the United States, I ask that the joint resolweion be read for 
immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution was read, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NICARAGUAN MARITIME CANAL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report a resolution, and I ask for the action of the 
Senate upon it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is directed to continue 
the inv ation directed by resolution of the Senate of January 7, 1892, in 
respect to the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, aie the recess of 
the present Congress, with the same powers conferred by said resolution, 
and to report by bill or otherwise on or before the second Monday of the 
next on of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the resolution been to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses? Does it not properly go to that com- 
mittee? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Early in the present session—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let the resolution be read again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better be read again. It is 
simply to continue the inquiry of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations as to the Nicaragua Canal during the recess, under a 
resolution which was adopted early in the present session, the 
committee concluding not to act upon the subject during the 
present. session. It involves.no expense, but it simply gives 
authority for the committee to meet during the recess and to 
make a report at the next session. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It makes no charge on the contingent fund. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. TURPIE. I think it would be better to consider the reso- 
lution at a later day in the session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana ob- 
ject to its present consideration? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator from Indiana object? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then the resolution goes on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9172) 


to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls Railway Com- | 


pany, agreed to the conferencs asked by the Senate on the dis- 
reeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
r. HEARD, Mr. Coss of Alabama, and Mr. PoST managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the | 


following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


nate: 

A bill (H. R. 6073) to authorize the Postmaster-General to pro- 
vide mail service, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 9023) to grant the right of way to the Pensacola 


It makes no charge on the contingent fund? 


Terminal Company through the lands of the naval reservation 
near Pensacola. 


ENROLLED BIRLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were Pe ee signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 2370) for the relief of Nathaniel Lang; 

A bill (H. R. 5446) to provide for the care of dependent chil- 
dren in the District of Columbia and to create a board of chil- 
dren’s guardians; 

A bill ve R. 5997) to amend section 2 of an act approved Ma 
14, 1880, being ‘‘An act for the relief of settlers on public lands; ” 

A bill (H. R. 6091) to amend ‘“‘Anact to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, 
Tenn.,” approved August 9, 1888; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 102) requesting the loan of certain 
articles for the World’s Columbian Exposition; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) extending the time in which 
certain street railroads compelled by act of Congress approved 
August 6, 1890, to change their motive power from horse-power 
to mechanical power for one year; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 155) to authorize and direct the Sec- 
retary of State to affix the great seal of the United States toa 
certain document therein stated. 


ROCK CREEK SEWERAGE SYSTEM. 


Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


£ 
Resolved, That the Engineer Commissioner of the District of Columbia be, 
and he is hereby, instructed to prépare plans, specifications, and estimates 
for converting kk Creek, below the north line of Massachusetts avenue, 


into a closed sewer and filling in between the banks of the creek; also to 


prepare an estimate of the value to the Government of the land reclaimed by 
such work in excess of the probable judgment of condemnation, said report 
to be made at the beginning of the next session of Congress. 


PUBLIC FOREST RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. PADDOCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the bill S. 3225, entitled “‘ A bill to provide for 
the establishment, protection, and administration of public forest reserva- 
tions, and for other purposes,” together with the written report of the Com- 
mitteeon 1 and Forestry accompanylng the same, be printed and 
placed in the document room of the Senate for the use of Senators, 1,000 
copies of which number shall be for distribution by the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 


RETAIL PRICES AND WAGES. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I submit a resolution, and ask that it be 
read and considered. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That 16,000 copies of the table showing “ Retail 
prices of commodities in England in June, 1889, and September, 1891,’’ pre- 
pared under the direction of a subcommittee of the Committee on Finance, 
be printed for the use of the Senate as a supplement to Report No. 986 made 
by said Committee on Finance under the Senate resolution of March 3, 1891. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
| consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
| question is on agreeing to the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to have 
| the resolution read again. I did not hear it, but I have no doubt 
| it is all right. 

| Mr. CARLISLE. Iwill state to the Senator what it provides 
| for, if that will answer as well. The subcommittee made in- 
| quiry as to the retail prices in England of a large number of ar- 
| ticles, something over 200 I believe, on the Ist of June, 1889, 
and on the Ist of September, 1891. The returns were made to 
the committee, and are printed in the large volume which ac- 
companies the report. 

The committee also ascertained the rates of wages in England 
in a large number of occupations during thattime. The Statis- 
tician in his report to the subcommittee, which is printed as an 
appendix to the committee’s report, alludes to both of these tables, 
| but omits to publish the table showing the retail prices, publish- 
ing, however, the table which shows the rates of wages. The re- 
port as to England is not complete without the publication as a 
| supplement to it of the table showing the retail prices as well ag 
the table showing the rates of wages. 

I looked over this report in the Statistician’s office when it 
was in manuscript, or typewritten rather, and thought at that 
time the table showing the retail prices accompanied it, because 
the sheets were loose and each table was on a separate sheet of 
| paper, and when I came to the tables in my examination, of 

course they were laid to one side and not carefully examined. 
But on coming to examine the report in print I find that that 
table is omitted, and I simply ask the Senate to order the same 
number of that table pan as of the report itself, 16,000 copies. 

Mr. SHERMAN. now understand i I am not a member 
of the subcommittee which reported these papers. 
doubt what the Senator from Kentucky says f 
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the table ought to be published; but as the Senator from Iowa 
{[Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH] are not in their seats, I ask the Senator from Kentucky to 
let the resolution be passed over until they come in. I have no 
doubt it will be satisfactory as soon as they come in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the resolution should be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Perhaps it is a matter of no importance, 
but I call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing to the fact that the report as printed purports to be 
made in response to Senate resolution of March 3, 1892, whereas 
in fact it is in response to Senate resolution passed March 3, 1891. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think, beyond question, that the table 
which is referred to should be printed as a part of the report. 
It seems to be apartof the document. The only embarrassment 
there is about the passage of the resolution is the statute, which 
requires that in order to print matter by either House it must 
be within the limit of cost of $500. I ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky whether he has made the necessary inquiry to find if this 
could be added to the number of 16,000 copies within the limit 
of $500? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senate has ordered 16,000 copies of the 
report to be printed. Iam not apprised as to the cost of print- 
ing those 16,000. Will the Senator inform me? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It will be, as I recall, $480; within $20 of 
the limit of $500. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That report, as printed, contains one hun- 
dred and twenty pages. This table covers about seven pages. 
I am not able, of course, to state what the cost. will be. 

Mr..MANDERSON. If the Senator will refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Printing we can make a speedy report 


upon it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be referred, and let the Senator from 
Nebraska report it back to-morrow, if possible. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will try to do so. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is an important table, and the report will 
be incomplete without it. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9023) to grant the right of way to the Pensacola 
Terminal Company through the lands of the naval reservation 
near Pensacoia was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


RELATIONS BETWEEN EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day. 

The CHIZF CLERK. A resolution, by Mr. PEPFER, instruct- 
ing the Committee on the Judiciary to make certain inquiries 
in regard to the relations between employer and employé, and 
report the result of the same to the Senate. 

ir. PEFFER. Mr. President, I desire to make a very brief 
statement of the object and purport of the resolution. I shall 
not occupy more than five or ten minutes, if I am not inter- 


rupted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the reading of the resolution 
before the Senator from Kansas proceeds, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
on the 2ist instant, as follows: 


Siesolwed by the Senate, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire and report— 

First. Whether, in the present state of the law asit concernsthe relations 
between employer and emp.oyé, the former enjoys the privil of n- 
ing and enforcing the rate or amount of wages to be paid to the employé for 
Work and labor to be performed. 

Second. Whether, in case the firstquery is answered in the affirmative, the 
resulting condition isconducive to the good of society or tends to promote the 
general welfare. 

Third. Whether, in case the second query is answered in the negative, Con- 
— a over the subject-matter to the extent of providing re- 
medial legislation. 

Fourth, And, if the third queryis answered in the affirmative, what legisla- 
tion, if any, is necessary to afford proper relief. 

to discuss 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, it is not my pur 
the subjcet-matter involved in the resolution, but simply to make 
afew brief statements concerning what is involved in it. 

First, it is proprosed that the Committee on the Judiciary shall 
simply examine the state of the law in relation to employer and 
employé. We have what we call the law of landlord and tenant, 
and we have many other double relations in the law, with which 
all lawyers are familiar. But in this case it is a new relation, 
or rather, it is the presentation of a new phase of an old rela- 
tion that is submitted. 

We have been having labor troubles, as we call them, for a long 
time; but we have been looking in the wrong direction for aso- 
lution of these troubles. The reason of it is that we have been 





accustomed to regard them as a contest between labor and capi- 
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tal. That is not the true statement of the situation. The work- 
ing people of to-day in this country and all other countries have 
no sort of objection to the accumulation of property by individ- 
uals through their own labor and the exertion of their own per- 
sonal efforts. They have no sortof jealousy against persons who 
are in the enjoyment of the comforts of this life. What they 
object to is whatthey regard as a usurpation upon the part of em- 
ployers, a usurpation of the rights of the workmen; and this that 
we now call “ labor trouble” is simply a resistance to that op- 

ression. It is a contest between two classes of citizens, there- 
ore, the employer and the eo made upof a very few 
of the citizens, comparatively, the other composed of a vast 
multitude of the toiling people. 

Under the present state of the law the employer has the right, 
and he exercises the right—perhaps I ought to use the word 
privilege—he has the privilege, and he exercises the privilege of 
not only determining the rate and amount of wages to be paid to 
the employé, but he has and enjoys the privilege of dictating to 
the employé what rate and amount of wages he shall receive and 
accept. This seems to be an erroneous statement of the rela- 
tion, simply because we have been accustomed to looking at it 
from a different standpoint. It is generally understood and 
agreed that the employer has a right—not simply aprivilege but 
a right—to manage his own business in his own way. I do not 
propose to discuss that question, although that is not a truthful 
statement of it. 

In that connection I wish to refer to afew statements made by 
representative newspaper writers. I gather them from Public 
Cpinion. They are paragraphs from half a dozen different pa- 
pers, perhaps, and they are marked. Iwill not take time toread 
them, simply stating what they are. They make the point that 
the employer or manager of any business has a perfect right to 
manage and conduct his business in his own way to please him- 
self, andI shall have them incorporated with my remarks. 

The extracts referred to are as follows: 

(Harper’s Weekly (Independent), July 16.) 


It is a disgrace to the nation that the public discussion of the affair by the 
_— and by legislators has complicated and obseured the real question at 
ssue. The it of the demagogue, who is afraid lest voters or readers be 
made foes if he dare call murder and robbery by their right names, has been 
too manifest. The journal or the public man that approves the lawless mob 
of Homestead or its leaders insults the workingmen of the nation by assum- 
ing that they are at heart robbers and murderers too. No pathy can be 
too deep for laborers and their families who are called to the loss of 
livelihood, nor for misguided men who, in the sincere belief that they are 
asserting their own rights, ttacks on the rights of 


ves in a 
| Others. But personal — with individuals must not affect our judg- 
which civil 


— upon a crisis in v government and the order of society = at 
stake. 
[New York Independent (Independent) July 14] 
The radical mistake of the workingmen at Homestead was not in 

to accept the best terms the com owning the mills would 

Was not in striking in a ee and leaving the mills silent ata great daily loss 
to the proprietors; it was In assuming to control at which they 
owned not a dollar’s worth; in usurping the right of legal owners 
ponding EAghs User beeen, STeey Eight Maman 

naling t over r,every =| 

te The employé has a right to the full control of his own labor. must 
be maintained as a fundamental principle. Capital has a right to the full 
control of its own prepa. This, too, is a fundamental ae. When- 
ever either is denied, it is the supremest office of the law to te the vio- 


lated right. , 
{Boston Journal (Republican), July 12.] 


The function of the authorities now is not merely to prevent overt acts 
of violence, but to restore the which has loon x to its 
rightful owners. Other questions will have to wait until t is 
Until access to the Carnegie works is free and unmenaced, the 
lay down their arms, it is only mob rule which prevails, even though the 
mob be temporarily quiet. Negotiation, and, if that be possible, arbitration, 
must come after, not before, the laws are vindicated. 


[Baltimore Sun (Democrat), July 13.] 


A day must come when the militia will have to be withdrawn, and theciti 
zen soldier suffered to return to his family and his accusto: avocations. 
A day will shortly come when the unemployed workman will find it neces- 
sary either to remove from Homestead and seek work and wages elsewhere, 
or else come to some terms with his former employer. 

[Pittsburg Dispatch (Independent), July 12.} 

The decision of the wages dispute will thus be left to pacific methods. In 
these the workingmen can hope for suecess from two sources, and only two. 
The first is that with the evident cee and aid from labor the whole 
country over, they may on the one be able to maintain their position, 
while the indisposition of labor sy to take work in the mills will 
make it difficult to rum the works without them. The other possibility, 
though now a remote one, is that which the great majority of the public 
would be glad to see, the final reaching of a pels where the firm will consent 
to a joint hearing of the case with a view to its compromise, either by con- 
ference or arbitration. 

[New York Press (Republican), July 10.} 

The wrong on the part of the workingmen has been their interference to 
prevent the operation of the works. nder the laws the company has the 
right to do as it pleases with its own property, and no one has any right to 
prevent it. The same law covers the manufactory that covers the home 
purchased by the workman. The managers of the Homestead works have 
the undoubted right under the iaw to employ whom they please at whatever 
rates of wages their employés are willing to accept. 

[Pittsburg Commercial Gazette (Republican), July 12.] 
The only sensible and reasonable course is for the men to make a complete 


and final surrender of the mill perty, leaving its future use and occupamcy 
at the of its owners. - 
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[Boston Advertiser (Republican).]} 

In cothing out the entire militia of Pennsylvania, eight thousand strong, 
to enforce law and order at Homestead, Governor Pattison has done the 
right thing at the right time. It is the right thing, because obedience to law 
is a fundamental necessity. 

(St. Paul Pioneer Press (Republican).]} 

Itis possible to claim for the men the t to feel resentment and to try 
to force the company to terms by every legitimate means within their power. 
But when it comes to talking about their “right” to keep away nonunion 
men by violence and outrage, to maintain such astate of siege about the 
works that they can not be operated, and to do to death any guards not of 
their own num who may be set to work to defend y from attack, 
it amounts to rank anarchy, of which even the most despicable and unprin- 
cipled politician ought to thoroughly ashamed. 

[New York Sun (Democratic).] 

Invariably within our observation, the rioting and destruction have been 
done by the alten, the lawless, and the criminal, while American labor was 
staying at home and attending to its own business. Andif Mr. Carnegie 
doubles up any intruders with his electricity, or douses them with his hose, 
nosensible man will condemn him for the act, or vilify the independence anc 
resolution that enables him to protect his property and his rights. 


(St. Louis Globe-Democrat (Republican), July 9.] 
It has not yet become a crime in the United States for a man to be a cap- 


the assistanc. 
where public opinion is read ’ 
e is held ject to the eoenelaaive 


are to 
ea living by the chances which it affords them to sell their labor at a 
profitable price. 


Mr. PEFFER. We have never had this matter presented to 
the public mind so strongly as in the recent occurrences at Home- 
stead, in Pennsylvania. re the power of the State is arrayed 
under direct command and control of the governor of the great 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, who, as he tells the people, has 
in the treasury over $8,000,000 in cash and somewhere in the 
neighborhood of five million loyal people to support him, and 
that he will maintain with the renee noah the State the right 
of the managers and owners of the Homestead mills to conduct 
them in their own manner and in their own way; and we know, 
Mr. President, that the ultimatum which was given to the work- 
men by the managers of the mill several weeks ago was of their 
own making and it wasoftheirown stating. ‘‘ We submit this to 
our men; they can accept it or they can reject it, just as they 
please.” In order to show the spirit in which that was done, [ 
ask that the following paragraph purporting to be an interview 
with the manager of the Homestead works, or with one of them, 
a Mr. Lovejoy, muy be read from the desk. 

The VICE. RESIDENT. The paper will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


These informations were entered in my capacity as a private citizen, and 
not as secretary of the Carnegie Steel Company. There are good cases 
t 1,000 of these men, and m now on twelve to fifteen informations 
po me eres The idea is to make them just as fast.as the au- 
thorities can ethem. Wehave evidence against 1,000 men, and we pro- 
pose to push these cases. The laws of Pennsylvania are very broad on this 
subject, and persons who were on the premises at the time of the shooting 
are liable not only as accessories, but as als. Our ons for 
these prosecutions began on June 29, when the negotiations between the 
company and the association ceased. Seeing the turn that matters were 
and receiving intimations and threats of the things the strikers pro- 

sed doing, we began our precautionary measures. 

We did not take these precautions because we expected trouble, but be- 
cause we wanted to be a if any occurred. The names of the leaders 
who were driving the into the groove it has taken were procured and 

ements were made to secure evidence in certain emergencies. There 
is the strongest foundation for the statement that we had detectives with 
cameras in the mill at the time of the shooting. Our i in making 
these arrests at this time is not to break the strike by t: oo lead- 
ers, nor isit to compel the men to go back to work under of arrest. 
This thing is nota biuff. We mean to gototheend. The evidence in our 
hands will be —s the hands of the district attorney for his use. We 
have conf with him on the matter. After an information is made we 
could not withdraw it or let it fall. That would be compounding a felony. 
It would be contempt of court forthe witnesses not to a 


The best cases 
rapidly as they are t. Should we come across the case of a man who 
Was not engaged in the shooting and who had no hand in the mischief what- 
ever we might make no information, provided the man showed his repen- 
tance for participating as much as he did, and by — to us for his old 
position. But the law is very broad, and if a man was o: 7 present and did 
not even lift his finger, he would be considered implicated as much as any- 
one, for the reason that his presence implied his consent and moral infiu- 
ence in favor of what was going on. 

We expect to bring nonunion men in this week. The nonunion men will 
only be sufficient in numbers to fill the places of the men who are engaged 
in this thing, and whom we will not take back. The men against whom we 
hold evidence are scattered through the mill. There are some in every de- 
partment. Skilled and unskilled labor are represented. 


be brought first. We shall push them to trial just as | 
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power of the State in keeping their old men out and in bringing 
new men in; an armysurroundsthe mill and the proprietors are 
proteeted, while the workmen are sent to jail. 

Having called attention to that fact, representing and speak- 
ing in the name of at least two of the largest organizations of 
working men and women in the world, I ask that the Judiciary 
Committee give this particular peint most careful consideration, 
because there are but three peaceful ways out of this trouble; 
and to suggest this is not trouble and that still greater troubles 
arenot in store for us, is to speak in defiance of our own personal 
opinions. 

We are face to face with one of the gravest phases of this great 
problem. As I said, there are but three peaceful ways out of it: 
First, for the Government to keep its hands off both parties to 
the contract. As it is now, there is no contract except upon the 
part of one of the contractors, and thatis nocontractat all. The 
first way out of the difficulty is for the Government teekeep its 
hands off these people, both employer and employé4, let them 
settle the matter between themselves, and they will do it, and 
uv lt without resort to arms. I know that that isnot a palatable 
way of settling the matter. Then I have two others to suggest, 
and there are but three, I believe. 

Another one is that the Government shall establish and - 
late the rates of wages for employés, and see that thegeteceive 
them justly. That will doubtless be regarded as “ uneenstitu- 
tional, revolutionary, and void.” 

There is still another, that the Government do with those 
great institutions the same as it does with the privatedands of 
the people when it needs them for public uses, take pessession 
of them, condemn them in the publie interest, pay for them, and 
conduct them as public institutions. That isthe third way, and 
doubtless Senators who are listening to me will agree among 
themselves that this more rzvolutionary than either one of the 
other two. 

I submit, if we are to ba a free people, if the workman is ee 
of his hire, and if it be true that all men are created equal a 
endowed with the imalienable rights to life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness, there is no way other than these taarrange 
this dispute between the employer and the employéy-except 
through the bloody gates of war, and neither you nor I, Mr. 
President, want anything of that kind. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What does the Senator himselfiaay as to 
the power of Congre:s to do what he suggests by hisa#last two 
propositions? 

Mr. PEPFER. First, I submit one proposition. Take your 
hands off and let us settle this matter alone, and we will do it 
eee. You are now interfering, as we claim. I say to 
Senators boldly that the Government is interfering with the rights 
of the people. The right of the employé to have a voice in the 
making of his own contract is as sacred, Senators, as the right of 
the employer to dictate, and if possible, to a greater degree. 

Mr. CALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLENGER. The Senator's first inquiry was in refer- 
ence to the present state of the law. I should like to ask the 
Senator what law he refers to, whether it is the law of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or of the State of Pennsylvania, or of the State 
of New Hampshire, or of the State of Kansas; and if it is outside 
of the District of Columbia or the Territories, has Congress any 
right to inquire into a law enacted by a State Legislature? 

Mr. PEFFER. Lam coming to that ina moment. AsI said 
in the beginning, I should not oecupy much time if I were not 


| interrupted. 


‘It was by design that the name of Hugh O'Donnell was placed in one in- | 


formation and second’in another. Weregard him asthe leader. He is, or 
was, president of the advisory committee. Thereare plenty of steel workers 


in other mills who would be glad to get work in Homestead mills by reason | 


of the good positions to be had there. We do not want to embarrass other 
firms by drawing their 
ing to come, we shall hire them if they are needed. 
from England. We never have imported and never will because it is not 
necessary. Thereare plenty of men right here who want work. 


Mr. PEFFER. It is to this point, Mr. President, that I desire 


to call the attention of the members of the Judiciary Committee | 
and of the Senate and the country, the authority which isgranted question of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHELL]. I will 


to the employers and the absolutely defenseless condition in which | 


the workmen are placed. The employers are protected by the 


men away from them, but, of course, if they are will- | 
We will not bring men 


I refer to the laws of the land, and as the laws are now con- 
strued the employer may say to the employé, “I will give you 
so much and no more,” and the employé is bound to take it or, 
if need be, to starve. Thatisthe state of the law to-day, asI un- 
derstand it, not only in Pennsylvania, but in New Hampshire, in 
Massachusetts, in North Carolina, South Carolina, and every- 
where within the Union. Thatisthe reasonI have quoted these 
extracts. Thatis the law. I insist that so far as it curtails the 
right of the employéto make his own contract the law is outside 
of and in contravention of and repugnant to the fundamental 
doetrine of the Constitution of the United States, built wpon the 
Declaration of Independence, that all men—not only a few men, 
but all men—are created equal. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, 1 should like to ask the Sen- 
ator a question, if he will yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir; but Ido not want to lose track of the 


yield to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. SANDERS. When the Senator speaks of the right of an 
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employé to make his contract, does he include in that the right 
to makeithe contract independent of the proposition whether he 
can find an individual to contract with him; whether the Sena- 
tor insists upon the right of the employé to make the contract 
on both sides or not? Thatis the question which I wish to have 
answered. 

Mr. PEFFER. No, Mr. President, [do not. I mean simply 
to say that the employé has the same rights, no more and no 
loss, that the employer has, and that the two, coming together 
upon equal terms, can agree or not agree, as it may best suit 
them; but as the situation now is and as the law now is, there is 
but one party to the contract protected, and we have never had 
so plain and so forcible an example as we have to-day, with ten 
thousand troops to protect one party to a contract in the State 
of Pennsylvania 

Now, Lcome to the question of my amiable friend from Ore- 

on [Mr:. MITCHELL] as to what en Congress has or ma 
ome in this matter. I believe that the Congress of the Unite 
States has the right constitutionally to protect its own citizens 
anywhere in the country. I believe furthermore that it has a 
right to determine for itself when and where a private business 
has gone to the extent of its usefulness in that capacity and when 
it is time for the Government to interfere. 

There is ‘a time coming, as I believe, when for all purposes, ex- 
cepting local State government, the local autonomy of the States, 
State lines as we have been in the habit of regarding them, will 
vanish. 

Mr. President, I have talked amet upon this point than I ex- 

cted todo, because Senators called my attention to other points. 

wish toconclude by impressing upon the minds of the Judiciar 

Committee the particular point I make, because, as Senators will 
learn, the older this question grows the more clearly it will ap- 
pear. There is much in what I say. There are thousands, many 
thousands,.of small assemblies of people in different parts of the 
country discussing these very things and upon the lines I am 
talking, that this is a government of the people, or it ought to 
be a government for the people and by the people. 

Thengén ‘connection with that, I expect to move in a minute 
or two that the resolution be adopted by the Senate and not re- 
ferred tothe committee, in order that during the recess of Con- 
gress themembers of the committee as individual men, lawyers, 
may be studying this question for themselves, so that when the 
next sesaion begins the _— be ready to compare notes and to 
compare-their views. In addition to that, I shall suggest that 
it wili bé*very profitable to that committee if, when the Senate 
gets ready to take up the other resolution which I had the honor 
to introduce a few days ago, asking for the appointment of a spe- 
cial committee in order to collect facts upon this matter, that 
resolution also may be adopted. 

I will take this occasion to express tothe Senate what my own 
individual views as to the scope of that committee are. It is 
simply to investigate the whole field, not merely Pinkertonism. 
The statement made in the Calendar of the substance of the 
resolution is not broad enough. The object of the resolution, 
as stated in its several paragraphs, is to investigate the whole 
subject involved and connected with Pinkertonism, the question 
of labor in all of its relations, to see what form of organization 
workingmen and workingwomen have in order to protect their 
rights, what kind and what sort of organization employers have, 
syndicates and all that sort of thing, so that we may have the 
whole subject before us; and it being so extended in its field, its 
scope being so great, it would be impossible, even if it were de- 
sirable in the present excited state of the public mind, to un- 
dertake to do the work hurriedly or a considerable part of it 
immediately. 

Necessarily the time must be postponed until the later fall 
months. In the mean time the outlines can be laid and the pre- 
liminary work can be done; arrangements can be made so that 
at least during the month of November the committee may be 
able to gather together all necessary facts, all pertinent facts, 
and with them may be able to make a report to Congress early 
during the next session. 

I regret exceedingly, Mr. President, that I have occupied so 
much time. Ishould not have done it had there not been so 
many questions put to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Colorado, that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to interpose another motion; and 
while it may not be in order, still in view of the fact that I gave 
notice that I would prefer to move the adoption of the resolution 
by the Senate, I ask that that motion may be put. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Colorado to refer takes precedence. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. [I insist on my original motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Colorado to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TEMPORARY MAIL SERVICE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. 
R. 6073) to authorize the Postmaster-General to provide mail 
a and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
itle. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for a 
moment to proceed to the consideration of that bill. Iam author- 
ized by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to make 
this request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That after providing by oa advertisement for the 
transportation of the mails in any State or Territory as authorized by law, 
the Postmaster-General may secure any mail service that may become nec- 
essary before the next general advertisement for said State or Territory by 
posting notices, for a period of not less than ten days in the post-offices at 
the termini of any route to be let, and upon a bulletin board in the Post- 
Office Department, inviting posals, in such form and with such guaranty 
as may be prescribed by the Postmaster-General, for the performance of the 
proposed service. The contract for such service shall be made to run to the 
end of the contract term under the general advertisement, shall be made 
with the lowest bidder whose pro is in due form, and who, under the 
law, is eligible as a bidder for suc tal service. Temporary service ren- 
dered necessary by reason of the failure of any bidder or contractor to 

rform the service awarded him under this act may be employed by the 

ostmaster-General without advertisement, at a rate which he may deem 
reasonable, at the expense of any such failing bidder or contractor. 

Sec. 2. That all acts or ee of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. GORMAN. Is the Senate considering that bill at this 
time? 

Mr. SAWYER. I make that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin has 
made the request for unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
sidered at the present time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not hear the reading of the bill. What 
does it provide for? 

Mr. SAWYER. It is a bill allowing the Postmaster-General, 
where there are failing bidders or contractors, to temporarily 
provide for the service after posting notices in the Post-Office 
Department and in the various post-offices. There is a good deal 
of difficulty on account of failing bidders to supply the service 
for the two months, February and March, before the new con- 
tracts take effect. 1 have the report of the committee here, and 
| perhaps that had better be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the report had better be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. CALL. If this is going to occupy time, I must object. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not think it will take any time. 

Mr. GORMAN. Is the report long? 

Mr. SAWYER. No: the report is not a long one. 

Mr. CALL. I did not suppose there would be any discussion 
about this matter. 

Mr. SAWYER. It isso near the end of the session that if 
the bill is not acted upon now there will be no opportunity to 
pass it. I think it will only take a minute. 

Mr. GORMAN. Has the report been made by the Post-Office 
Committee? 

Mr.SAWYER. Certainly. Thecommittee area unit uponit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. On the statement of the Senator from Wis- 
consin that the bill has been considered and unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I shall 
not ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we had better let the bill pass. I be- 
lieve it is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ARBITRATION LABOR COMMISSION. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senate to take up the resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution referred to by the Senator from Florida the title 
of which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution, by Mr. VOORHEES, relative 
to the settlement by arbitration of all disagreements and con- 
troversies between employed laborers and the owners of capital 
who employ them. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Sen- 
ate. The Senator from Florida is recognized. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I will consider in connection with 
the resolution introduced by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES], which has been read, the resolution which I intro- 
duced, and which now lies upon the table, in relation to the same 
subject. 

Ta the last period of the decade which closed in 1890 an author 
of an adventurous character undertook in what then seemed to 
be the wildest vagaries of fancy to portray the growing absolut- 
ism of power and depicted in startling colors (in a book, which 
excited attention at the time, under the name of ‘‘ Czesar’s Col- 
umn”) the separation of the people in this country into classes 
with wively different and hostile sentiments and antagonisms to 
each other. 

It seemed to the greater public opinion at that time that these 
representations were only visions of a distempered mind, that 
they were the wildest imaginings of a disordered fancy; but we 


tion of property, as well as to the continuance of peaceful rela- 
tions amongst our people, is it not proper that some method 
should be provided by which peace and contentment shall be 
restored to the people? 

Who is it that under our form of institutions has the power to 
levy an army, to provide a navy, to organize a vessel with the 
munitions of war; and where is the authority to be found for 
either a State or a citizen of the United States to make a hos- 
tile array of armed men, organized as “ troops,” for the purpose 
of asserting his rights, whether it be a proper conception or a 
wrongful one of his personal rights and interests? 

Mr. President, we have some light upon that subject, and itis 
somewhat singular that, instead of assuming that these work- 
men, these citizens of the United States, in resisting ‘‘ troops,” a 
hostile army, a fleet of ships of war, are to be suppressed by a 
military force under the authority of the State, without even a 


| judicial inquiry as to the guilt of the persons who levied this 


stand to-day, Mr. President, in the presence of the reality of | 


some of those representations—a reality of the most startling 
description. We are to-day required to consider a condition of 
things in which a vast array of the citizens of this country has 
been made in organizations which are in direct and absolute and 
forcible opposition to the interests of others. 

We are required to deal with this separation of classes. Upon 
the one side is a great power of wealth, a great power of incor- 
porated institutions, and upon the other the great mass of the 
people. These institutions are a part of our civilization, inno- 


cent, useful, and beneficient in themselves, but when carried to | 
an extreme, assuming all the powers and functions of govern- | 


ment and proceeding with the same instrumentalities. 
What shall be done in view of these facts? Mr. Jefferson in 


his scheme of government, recognizingthe tendency ofall power, | 


whether corporate or otherwise, towards absolutism, toward a 
relief of itself from all the restraints of law or superior power, 
towards the assertion of absolute authority in itself,in his great 
and capacious thought realized that in the past history of the 
world ambitious men had ssized upon the organized powers of 
government as the means of effecting their individuai purposes 
or promoting their personal ambitions. He did not foresee that 
there was a force growing up under our social and economic 
forms outside of the powers of the Government, greater than it 
could exert, a power greater in revenue, greater in its command 
of organized men. 

When he denied in his scheme of government anything but 
the absolutely necessary powers for the preservation of law and 
order, when he carefully divided the jurisdictions of the differ- 
ent powers of sovereign authorities and put an iron-bound lim- 
itation upon the exercise of organic —— by the Government, 
he did not foresee that the time would come when private cor- 
porations and aggregated wealth would control a million of stal- 
wart, capable, and skillful men, or at least would have them de- 
pendent upon them for their daily bread, and four millions of 
women and children who in like manner are dependent upon 
their will and pleasure for the employment which enables them 
to sustain life. 

In his great theory of government these forces had no place; 
they had not been developed in the past history of the world. 
He did not perceive a condition of things in which 180,000 fam- 
ilies would control two-thirds of all the national wealth, or in 
which there would be a current public opinion that, owing to 
the results of the war, $3,000,000,000 of profit in various shapes 
would have accrued to a few thousands of persons in the United 
States; but that is a prevailing opinion amongst a large portion 
of our people. 

To-day, Mr. President, we witness a scene upon the banks of 
the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania, which is 
well calculated to excite the gravest apprehensions. As the 
curtain is lifted, we behold a standing army, we behold trained 
troops armed and equipped with the most approved munitions of 
war, and vessels of war, prepared and arranged for hostile pur- 

s, and without the authority either of the United States or 
of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Upon the other side are citizens of the United States to the 
number of several thousand, skilled men, laborers, capable men, 
a valuable and a necessary part of the people and of our indus- 
trialeconomy. Behind them is an organization probably of a 
million men, sympathizing with them in their feelings, having 
a common aim with them, associated for the purpose of protect- 
ae their interests and obtaining a proper compensation for their 
abor. 
array and hostilities become flagrant. 

The one party attacks the other, and death ensues. 


sent of the governed. Observing this great public opinion and 
how widely it may extend, how dangerous it is to the preserva- 


standing army and marched in hostile array to attack them. 
There is authority for the opinion that a man has a right to re- 
sist a standing army under the command of an individual march- 
ing through the country and forcibly exercising power and au- 
thority. 

The first trespass under the Constitution and the laws of this 


| country is that of the man who levies a military force; we shall 


not be upon the road to peace and contentment and to the pro- 
teciion of property until, with the strong arm of the law, we 
shall first assert the majesty and supremacy of our institutions 
over those who first resort to military force for the purpose of 
the protection of personal right or the right of property. 

In the year 1807, in the circuit court of the United States for 


| the district of Virginia, the grand inquest of the United States 


_ of America, with Chief Justice Marshall presiding, found the fol- 








‘They are ee to resist the approach of this hostile | 


| gie corporation to levy war by raising and keepin 
All this | 
in a government of the people, deriving its powers from the con- 





lowing indictment: 


The grand inquest of the United States of America, for the Virginia dis- 
trict, upon their oath do present that Aaron Burr, late of the city of New 
York and State of New York, attorney at law, being an inhabitant of and 
residing within the United States, and under the protection of the laws of 
the United States, and owing allegiance and fidelity to the same United 
States, not having the fear of God before his eyes, nor weighing the duty of 
his said allegiance, but being moved and seduced by the instigation of the 
devil, wickedly defying and intending the peace and tranquillity of the said 
United States to disturb and to stir, move, and excite insurrection, rebellion, 
and war against the said United States on the 10th day of December, in the 
year of Christ, 1806, at a certain place called and known by the name of Blan- 
nerhasset’s Island, inthe county of Wood and district of Virginia aforesaid, 
and within the jurisdiction of this court, with force and arms, unlawfully, 
falsely,maliciously, and traitorously,did compass, imagine and intend to raise 
and levy war, insurrection and rebellion nst the said United States; and 
in order to fulfilland bring to effect the said traitorous com , imagina- 
tions, and intentions of him the said Aaron Burr, he the said Aaron Burr 
afterwards, to wit: On the said 10th day of December, in the year 1806, afore- 
said, at the said island, called Blannerhasset’s Island as aforesaid, in the 
county of Wood, aforesaid, in the district of Virginia, aforesaid, and within 
the jurisdiction of thiscourt, with a at multitude of persons whose names 
at present are unknown to the grand inquest aforesaid, to a great number, to 
wit: To the number of thirty persons and upwards, armed and arrayed ina 
warlike manner, that is to say, with guns, swords and dirks, and other war- 
like weapons, as well offensive as defensive, being then and there unlawfully, 
maliciously, and traitorously assembled and gathered together, did false ¥ 
and traitorously assemble and join themselves together against the sai 
United States; and then and there with force and arms did falsely and 
traitorously and in a warlike and hostile manner array and dispose of them- 
selves against the said United States. 


Upon the trial of that case, Chief Justice Marshall presided, 
and in delivering his opinion, quoting Lord Hale, he says: 

Lord Hale says (149, 6): “What shall be said of levying war, is partly a 
question of fact, for it is not every unlawful or riotous assembly of many 
persons to do an unlawful act, though de facto they commit the act they_in- 
tend, that makes a levying of war; for then every riot would be treason, etc.”’ 
‘But it must be such anassembly as carries with it speciem belli, the appear- 
ance of war, as if they ride or march vevillis explicatis, with colors flying, or 
if they be formed into companies or furnished with military officers, or if 
they are armed with military weapons; as swords, guns, bills, halberds, 
pikes, and are so circumstanced that it may be reasonably concluded they 
are in a posture of war, which circumstances are so various that it is hard 
to describe them all particularly.” 


Again, he says: 


The cases put by Hawkins, are all cases of actual force and violence, 
“Those who rebel against the king, and take up arms to dethrone him;” in 
many other cases those “who ina violent and forcible manner withstand 
his lawful authority.” 

‘Those that hold a fort orcastle against his forces, or keep together armed 
numbers of men against his express command.” 


Again, he quotes Blackstone in his opinion in the case, and 
says: 

Judge Blackstone seems to concur with his predecessors. Speaking of 
levying war, he says: ‘This may be done by taking arms not only to de- 
throne the king, but under tae re to reform religion or the laws, or to re- 
moverevil counsellors, or other grievances, whether real or pretended. For 
the law does not, neither can it, permit any private man, or set of men, to 
interfere forcibly in matters of such high importance.” 

Where then comes the authority of Gen. Frick or the Carne- 
**troops” 
and ships of war, and using them to make war for the remedy 
of a grievance? an is it that while these poor men and la- 
borers are assailed with the power of the State, ihe persons who 


have levied war, who have raised armed men, who have provided 
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them with munitions of war without the sanctipn or authority 
of the State or of the United States, have no mention made of 
them and no indictment or prosecution of them? It is not be- 
cause there is no warrant or precedent in the construction of our 
law of treason by the highest tribunal known to our laws. 

I have just read what at least presents a decision of Chief 
Justice Marshall, which is worthy of the most careful consider- 
ation. The Constitution of the United States uses this language: 


Treason against the United States shall consist only inlevying war against 
them, or in adhering tc their enemies, giving them aid and comfort. 


What is levying war? We have already had the definition of it 
by Judge Marshall upon the basis of the English authorities. 
It-is the gathering together of men, even without arms, for the 

urpose of remedying their own grievances forcibly. It must 
Be under our Constitution an organization of men, if not with 
arms in their hands, with arms at hand, or in process of obtain- 
ing them for the purpose of subverting the authority of the Gov- 
ernment, not permanently, notaltogether, butfor that particular 
purpose, remedying their grievance, whatever it may be. 

The Constitution goes further. Ii gives us some ideaof what 
is meant by the levying of war. It says that ‘Congress shall 
have power to raise and support armies, to provide and maintain 
@ navy,” but ‘‘no State shall without the consent of Congress 
* * * keep troops or ships of war in time of peace.” It thus 
vests in the United States the sovereign power and the exclusive 

wer of keeping troops. No State shall keep troops without 

e consent of Congress. 

Can that be construed to mean that an individual may assert 
this right? Can an individual maintain, a. or keep a 
troop, that is, a company armed and prepared for hostile action, 
without the consent of Congress, when a State may not do it? 
Can he do it withoutdisturbing and usurping the exclusive power 
of the United States? And is not the mere act of raising ‘a 
troop” by an individual for the traitorous ree of asserting 
his own power and what he conceives to his own rights— 
whether it be his rights or not—disturbing the exclusive author- 
ity vested in the United States, and denied even to a State? 

So careful, Mr. Prasident, is our scheme of government to pr2- 
vent the occurrence of suchscenesas have taken place at Home- 
stead, with the result of the death of our people by violence, by 
war, by organized military operations against them, that it denies 
tothe Government of the United States the power to enter with an 
armed force into the territory of a State without the consent of 
the Legislature of that State or the written requestofitsexeeutive 
when its Legislature was not in session, and relies exclusively 
upon these very working people, assembled at Homestead to 
execute the law as the militia upon the command of the governor 
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of the State, and requires that all the civil and criminal process | 
of the courts of the United States should be dependent upon | 


the fidelity of the people of the different States and their force 
as amilitia and not asan army, as ‘‘ troops,” or_as ‘‘ ships of war.” 
Can there be any doubt that this Constitution was framed for the 
very purpose of forbidding the possibility of the organizaton and 
use of armed, disciplined, and trained men to —— them inthe 
employment of individuals, in their rights, and their supposed or 
real grievances? 

So, Mr. President, we have to-day a great and powerful in- 
strumentality of power in incorporate bodies, which may be 
beneficent wider proper limitations for the promotion of indus- 
triai economies, but which claims to have the right of main- 
taining a standing army by calling it the particular rame of 
Pinkerton’s detectives to divest it of all the characteristics of 
military power and force and to use it to subvert the authority 
of the United States in that respect in which the Constitution 
declares it shall be exclusive, namely, the right to maintain and 
support a standing — a ship of war, or troops. 

t seems to me entirely clear that the duty of the authorities 
of this country is to have this law of treason carefully investi- 
gated and applied to this case of Gen. Frick and the Pinkerton 
soldiers under the decision of Chief Justice Marshall, viz, the 
indictment and trial of these men who have imperiled the safety 
of property in this country, and, whatis far more important, the 
peace, order, and good feeling of its different classes; the men 
who have enraged a vast multitude of our people who are hon- 
estly under the belief that their organizations are lawful and 
right and necessary for their protection. 

Mr. President, this trouble can not be suppressed by violence. 
The people of this country recognize the fact that under our 
forms of social and political economy the wealth of the country 
is aggregated to an improper extent in ownership of a very 
small number of our people, and that its political power is con- 
trolled largely by this small elementof our population; that the 
great mass of the people are dependent upon their will and 

leasure for the employment which is necessary to sustain life 


or themselves and their families. It is a faetwhich can not be 
disguised that this is the prevailing sentiment and belief, and 
that widespread discontent exists for that reason. 
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We may be disposed to deal with them with the strong hand 
of mg power, and say to these people: ‘‘ It matters not what 
you think; it is true this is » Government deriving its just 
powers from the consent of the governed, but the Government 
is independent of your public opinion, and we will suppress with 
the strong hand of military power your resistance to organized 
military power when brought against you; when this army of 
the Pinkerton’s detectives shall be employed by private instru- 
mentalities to redress what they conceive to b> their grievances 
you shall submit; we will maintain a standing army which will 
enforce your submission.” But if we pursue that policy we shall 
only aggravate this discontent, we shall only increase this stub- 
born spirit of resistance. 

Ours is not a Government where the poaghe are bound by tra- 
dition to submit to the wrongful exercise of power, or to submit 
to anything but their own convictions of right. We have edu- 
cated them into the belief that government is a thing that de- 
rives its just powers from the consent of the people themselves. 
We have educated them into a beiief that our institutions are 
formed upon the voluntary and the intelligent enforcement of 
laws by the public opinion of the masses of the people. 

So when we find a vast portion of these people arrayed in hos- 
tile antagonism to particular acts and particular policies, it be- 
hooves us, instead of enforcing by violence policies contrary to 
their sentiments, to provide some method by which we may bring 
them into harmony with the public policies and the laws into 
harmony with those from whom they dissent, and to agree upon 
some basis of compromise for legislative action. 

Mr. Jefferson formulated his theories of government, and gave 
rules of interpretation of the powers conferred by the Constitu- 
tion. These, however, were not the causes of that great attach- 
ment to his name and memory which exists throughout the 
world, but it was his sympathy with popular right, with free 
government, his profound conviction that all civiLpower should 
be so created ond so exercised that the interest and happiness 
and comfort and abundance of the great mass of people should 
be secured and provided for; it was this sympathy with humanity 
that gave, and still gives, to his name its prestige, and draws to 
it the affections of the oppressed people of the world. 

But Mr. Jefferson, when he established the theory of inter- 
pretation that power should be denied to the Government, State 
or Federal, except in absolutely necessary cases, that power 
should reside in the people, to be given by them under such re- 
strictions as would make its exercise safe, as would deny the 
tendency to develop into absolute authority, as would enable 
them to withdraw it when necessary—when he established the 
rule that its interpretation should be limited and restricted by 
an iron band which should inclose it, he was the first to find that 
the spirit of freedom and perpetuity of free institutions demanded 
at times that these rules of interpretation should be transgressed. 

He met in the very first years of his administration the neees- 
sity of acquiring the vast territory of Louisiana and the regions 


| connected with it, and, acknowledging that the Constitution and 


rules of interpretation which he maintained absolutely forbade 
him from having any authority to do that which he knew was 
for the interest of the Republic, he assumed the authority, de- 
pending, as he said, upon the future action of Congress and the 
people to justify it, of acquiring that vast territory which, more 
than any other, has been the gem of statesmanship in our his- 
tory, and has contributed more to the preservation and the per- 
petuity of free institutions than any other cause. 

So, now, Mr. President, we are confronted to-day with the ne- 
cessity of action which, whatever may be the limitations of our 
Federal Constitution, may be taken without interference with 
any of its proper rules of interpretation. We find the Constitu- 
tion of the United States prohibits the Federal Government from 


| asserting, with military power, the jurisdiction of this Govern- 


ment within the limits of a State, except by the consent of the 
Legislature of the State. But we do not find anywhere that the 


| jurisdiction and power of the United States in respect to treason 


may not be enforced through the civil and judicial tribunals of 
the United States within the States, relying upen the power of 
the States and the militia of the States to enforce the mandates 
of the courts according to the scheme of the Constitution. 

I wish to ask, Mr. President, assuming Mr. Chief Justice 
Marshall to be right and the English authorities to be right in 
the declaration they have made that if a man levy war by rais- 
ing troops of armed men to redress his grievanees without the 
authority of the king or the government, if that be a disturbance 
of the lawful authority of the government, I ask how can the 
opinion be maintained that it is not a disturbance and a resist- 
ance of the lawfu! authority of the United States under its Con- 
stitution which says that no State shall keep troops or ships of 
war and that the United States aloac may provide ane 
armies and a navy? 

How is it that it is not treason to-day for a ion or in- 
dividuals to resist the authority of the Government and to dis- 
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place it by the organization of a troop or a standing army or 
maintaining a ship of war for the purpose of protecting the per- 
sonal rights or rights of property of a person or for the purpose 
of redressing grievances? 

If there be anything wanting in this definition of treason itis 
to be found in the purpose. It may be said that the purpose in 
this case was simply to redress one’s grievances; that it was to 
protect rights of property. This is a matter of fact for a jury 
to ascertain, says Mr. Chief Justice Marshall, upon the facts of 
the case. 

It is the province of the jury to ascertain whether the purpose 
was for one thing or another. But admit that it was the pur- 
eS to redress one’s grievances, to protect one’s property. That 

within the terms of the law. It is within the terms of the de- 
cisions of the English courts to raise an army or an armed force 
in the King’s peace to protect one’s rights is treason—is ‘‘ levy- 
ing war against the Government.” The law permits a man in 
the possession of his property to use force, even to the extent of 
killing, to protect that possession. But it does not permit him 
to go outside and organize a permanent force, a standing army, 


‘a troop” or ‘‘a ship of war,” to equip it, to garrison it, to arm | 


it and prepare for instant and effective use. That is the public 
prerogative and function. That is the people’s right. 

In this case, whilst a man may have the right of properly pro- 
tecting his property and personal rights, it is manifestly the 
duty and is necessary for Congress to require the case to be 
presented to the people of the United States by the judicial 
tribunals, considering the question whether or not the death of 
the workingmen at Homestead, in the battle between the Pink- 
erton soldiers and the people, was not caused by acts of treason 
against the United States. 

The proper course to pursue, then, and in all such cases, was 
to have abstained from the use of ‘‘ troops” and a “‘ standing 
army,” to have appealed to the law, and if the law could not be 
enforced in its proper mandates with warrants properly issued 
upon proper course after an offense committed, to appeal through 
the various forms known to our law to the State executive, and 


through him to the people of the United States through their | 


Executive. 

Mr. President, unless this can be done we are upon the eve 
of a great civil strife in which the people will be organized 
upon one side to resist the employment of standing armies and 
ships of war at the will and pleasure of individuals, and on the 
other side, those who maintain the power of organized govern- 
ment and rely upon force to execute it. 

In my judgment it is absolutely necessary that this Congress 
shall prescribe this rule and this law, that a man shall be indicted 
for raising troops, for using troops at his own sweet will and 
pleasure without the sanction of the courts and the authorities 
of the country; and this, in my judgment, is the ready and the 
proper reme y. 

The men who have used military force, who have raised or 
employed standing armies, whatever name they may be called 
by, have levied war against the United States. Says Mr. Chief 
Justice Marshall: 

A standing army is an array of men, either armed or ready to be armed. 
Itis the discipline and the training ofthem. Itis the holding of them in readi- 


ness for the execution of the personal will and pleasure of the man who 
zes and holds them at his command. 


That is the definition which he gives of a military array, to | 


levy war against the United States. 

In this case of Aaron Burr, while the proof failed, the Chief 
Justice sustained the indictment, although the raising of these 
troops was in small numbers here and there, and the purpose 
for which they were to be used was an indefinite and uncertain 
one, to be derived from the facts of the case. It was finally al- 
leged to ke a disturbance of the authority of the United States 
in the city of New Orleans, whether temporary or permanent 
was held not to be of any importance. 

The President of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, whose mes- 
sage is contained in the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], made an important suggestion and 
pointed to the necessity of some permanent tribunal for the set- 


tlement of differences between capital and labor, as it is called— | 


using the term ‘‘capital,” a term which, to my mind, conveys 
very little meaning—between employers and the employed. 


How far the jurisdiction and authority of the Federal Govern- | 
ment may extend in this direction does not seem so entirely | 


clear, but it is of importance that it should be extended so far in 
this direction as it possibly can be, because it is a tribunal not 
of force, a tribunal of justice, a tribunal of peace, acting through 
civil and not military force. 

Whether or not under the clause of the Constitution relating 
to interstate commerce it may be extetided to those wrongs and 
to persons engaged in interstate commerce is a matter upon 


which [ will not venture an opinion. But that clause of the | 
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| Constitution, having received that enlarged and liber&l construc- 
tion, may well be applied, so far as reason will permit it to be 
extended, to the inclusion of this class of difficulties. 

Mr. Cleveland’s message, which we printed in the resolution 
of the Senator from Indiana, properly refers to the working 
people as a people whose rights are to be respected, who are not 
to be the subjects of force, who are not to be considered as wedded 
to a particular class or to a life of labor, but to whom the oppor- 
tunities of bettering their condition must be extended upon the 
most enlarged basis. 

That opinion, Mr. President, was no more than was previously 
rendered by the great Republican Presidentof the United States, 
Abraham Lincoln. When we consider that we are applying a 
military force, a despotic power, to suppress the grievances and 
complaints of these people and their associations, and when we 
regard them as the sole persons committing error and- wrong 
and violations of law, and leave their employers to use the power 
of the courts in their indictment for murders brought on by the 
| employment of hostile mercenaries; when we leave them in their 
| poverty, sustained alone by their association, to bear the whole 

brunt of the law for offenses to which they have been goaded 

and provoked by the violation of the law itself by persons in su- 
| perior authority, in my judgment we are committing a wrong to 
the institution of property and to the people throughout the 
whole United States. I call attention to Mr. Lincoln’s message 
in 1861, as quoted in the book which I have before me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAvis in the chair). The 
Senator from Florida will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock hav- 
ing arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be announced. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R.7845) defining ‘‘ options” and 
‘* futures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and re- 
quiring such persons engaged in selling certain products to ob- 
tain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Florida may proceed. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 








The Senator from Louisiana 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside, in order that the Senator from Florida may 
| conclude his remarks. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
| Senator from Florida will proceed. 

Mr. CALL. I shall occupy but afew moments longer. 

Mr. Lincoln says in this message, in 1861: 

It is not needed nor fitting here that a general argument should be made 

in favor of popular institutions; but there isone point, with its connections, 

| not so hackneyed as most others, to which I ask a brief attention. It is the 
effort to place capital on an equal footing with, if not above labor, in the 
structure of Government. It is assumed that labor is available only in con- 
nection with capital—that nobody labors unless somebody else, owning 
capital, somehow by the use of it induces him to labor. 

‘his assumed, it next considered whether it is best that capital shall 
hire laborers, and thus induce them to work by their own consent, or buy 
them and drive them to it without their consent. Having proceeded so far, 
it is naturally concluded that all laborers are either hired laborers, or what 
we call slaves. And further, it is assumed that whoever is once a hired 
laborer is fixed in that condition for life. Now, there is no such relation 
between capital and labor as assumed; nor is there any such thing as a free 
man being fixed for life in the condition of a hired laborer. Both these 
assumptions are false, and all inferences from them are groundless. 

Labor is prior to and independent ofcapital. Capitalis only the fruit of 
labor, and could never have existed if labor had not first existed. Labor is 
the superior of capital, and deserved much the higher consideration. Capi- 
tal has its rights, which are as worthy of protection as any other rights. Nor 
is it denied that there is, and probably always will be,a relation between 
labor and capital producing mutual benefits.” 

Now, Mr. President, these are the principles which have been 
taught to this people, by so great and eminent a source as this; 
| and it is a far more important question than any other question 
| of domestic policy. Importantas may be the questions of the anti- 
option bill now pending before the Senate, nothing in my judg- 
ment can excuse this body from giving its patient and careful 
attention to the great dangers which now menace the country 
from the assertion of the right of organized capital to employ 
armed forces to compel ths submission of labor to their demand. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 21st instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 371) granting a pension to John Chamberlain ; 

An act (S. 639) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
O’Brien; 

An act (S. 3081) granting a pension to Abigail L. Finney ; 

An act (S. 3061) to pension Edith S. Read; 

An act (S. 1279) for the correction of the military record of 
Wilhelm Spiegelberg ; 

An act (S. 3447) to extend the privileges of the first and seventh 
sections of the act of June 10, 1880, to the ports of Bangor and 
Vanceboro, Me.; 

An act (S. 1129) for the recognition of Henry O. Kent as colonel 
of the Seventeenth New Hampshire Volunteers; und 
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An act (S° 2022) granting the “— of ae to The Mexican 
Gulf, Pacific and Puget Sound road Company over and 
through the public lands of the United States in the States of 
Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and granting the 
right of way to said railroad company over and through the 
United States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in 
the State of Florida. . 

The message also announced that the President had this day 
approved and signed the act (S. 3454) fixing the time for holding 
ths circuit and district courts in the district of West Virginia. 


DEDICATION OF LAFAYETTE STATUE. 


Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield the floor 
to me to enable me to have passed a bill which I reported from 
the Committee on the Library, and which must be passed at the 
present session to be effective? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUAY. LIask unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 2799) to provide for the dedi- 
cation of the statue erected to the memory of the Marquis Marie 
Jean Paul Roch Yves Gilbert Motier de Lafayette, a major-gen- 
eral in the Army of the United States. I reported the bill from 
the Committee on the Library with the understanding that it 
should be held here until a similar bill was passed by the other 
House, but up to this time the bill has not been received from 
the other House, and if the measure is to be effective at all it 
must be passed at the present session. SoI ask for the present 
consideration of the bill. ’ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$3,000 for the dedication of the statue of Lafayette in the city of 
Washington September 19, 1892. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The unfinished business will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining “options” and ‘* fu- 
tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other —- 

Mr. HARRIS. Isend to the desk an amendment that I in- 
tend to offer to the pending bill at the proper time. I ask that 
it may be read, and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ that,” in line 1, section 4, 
page 3, insert: 

In order to suppress and prevent all contracts and agreements known as 
“options” and “futures”’ as defined in the first and second sections, with 
the exceptions specified in the proviso to the second section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bs 
and lie on the table. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, when I surrendered the floor 
yesterday I was discussing what I conceive to be the confusion 
and the discrimination in the terms of the bill as to the provis- 
ions creating or defining the acts which the bill prohibits, or 
virtually prohibits, so as to show that the objects embraced in 
those definitions were defined by no rule, followed no coherent 
or consistent line of thought, conflicted one with the other, and 
were utterly and entirely irreconcilable. If we view the bill as 
classifying the products as agricultural products, then a vast num- 
ber of agricultural products were omitted. If we view the bill as 
a classification of food products, it omits many things which are 
food products. 

In answer to that argument the Senatot from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN] yesterday said that the lineof thought along which 
the bill proceeded was to reach the things which were traded in 
on boards of trade. The argument which was had yesterday I 
think led up directly to the conclusion that if that were the ae 
of thought which dominated the bill, then the necessary effect 
of the bill was to increase instead of decreasing gambling and 
speculation, because, as this system of gambling and speculation 
has its origin in the inevitable tendency of the human character 
tc take risks, particularly under the conditions of modern life, 
the exclusion of a few articles which were gambled in to-day, 
ae the vast sum of human products out of the inhibitions of 
the bill, would simply deflect the channel of gambling from the 
bed into which it now flowsinto a wider and deeper and stronger 
and a more pernicious stream of gambling. 
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T called attention, however,I think, yesterday to the fact that 
there was in my judgment a peer a ically fundamental mis- 
take in attempting to forbid speculative tendencies on boards of 
trade where that tendency could be executed with reasonable 
honesty and with reasonable precautions, and encourage and fos- 
ter speculation where those restraints and restrictions and pre- 
cautions did not exist. 

Last night my attention was called to adiscussion of this ques- 
tion in a work on political economy, which seems to be so op- 
posite, so entirely toembrace the subject-matter of this discus- 
sion, that I will send to the desk and have read the paragraph 
to which I wish to call attention. Mr. Clerk, please begin at 
the top of page 100 and read to the mark at the end of page 101. 

Mr. STEWART. What is the work? 

a WHITE. Denslow on the Principles of Economic Philos- 
ophy. 

Mr. STEWART. That is first rate. He is the ablest man 
who has written on that subject. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


It is a singular fact that markets have been the subject of popular preju: 
dice and moral objection, almost in pro tion to the perfection with which 
they economize time, transportation, and effort,and equalize prices. The 
proper meaning of a market is not merely the place set apart in which buy- 
ers and sellers may meet with their goods, but all that territory, with its 
groups of buyers and sellers, consumers and producers, of which the resi- 
dents are so brought into union and contact with each other by the mutual 
intelligence which arises through reciprocal commerce that one price is ar: 
rived at by all with facility and promptitude. 

A market rises into its highest efficiency and value when it concentrates 
into one focus so large a portion of the buyers and sellers of a certain commod- 
ity as to become, in conjunction with one or two other markets of the same 
kind, an authoritative standard of prices of the articles in which it deals, for 
all buyers and sellers through the world. By aid of the quick intelligence 
which the telegraph su a and of the swift transportation which steam 
affords the whole worl thus converted into one market having one price 
subject only to cost of rom pet ee of the product between the point for 
which the price is quoted and all other points. Such markets are the Bourse 
of Paris for stocks and securities, the London Stock Exch '€ aS Wellas the 
London Produce Exch e, the Liverpool and New York Cotton Excha‘ 5 
the New York Stock Exchange, Produce Exchange, and Real Estate Ex- 
change and formerly the Gol Room and the Boards of Trade (grain and 
provision exchange) of Chicago, in conjunction with those of the other West- 
ern cities and that of Liverpool. 

Concerning these exchanges Prof. Jevons says: “The theoretical concep- 
tion of a perfect market is more or less completely carried out in practice. 
It is the work of brokers in any extensive market to organize exchanges so 
that every purchase shall be made with the most thorough acquaintance 
with the conditions of the trade. Each broker strives to the best knowl- 
edge of the conditions of the ae and demand and the earliest intimation of 
any change. He is in communication with as many other traders as nel 
ble, in order to have the widest range of information and the greatest c ce 
of making suitable exchanges. It is only thus that a definite market price 
can be ascer ed at every moment, and varied according to the frequent 
news capable of affecting buyers and sellers. By the mediation of a body of 
brokers a complete consensus is established and the stock of every seller or 
the demand of owery buyer brought into the market, Itis of the very essence 
of trade to have wide and constant information. A market, then, is theoret- 
ically perfect only when all traders have perfect knowledge of the conditions 
of supply and demand and the consequent ratio of exchange; and in such a 
market as we shall now see, there can only be one ratio of exchange of one 
uniform commodity at any moment. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the object of the bill, the ver 
classification defined in the bill, is to exclude the products whic 
are dealt in on this kind of a market, and leave outside of the 
operations of the bill the products which are dealt in in another 
or unrecognized market. I se1d up to the desk and ask to have 
read the description of the other market to which the things not 
brought into the bill are relegated. I have marked the passage 
on page 109 of the same work. 

he Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In the sale of carriages, pianos, jewelry, clothing, and other things which 
do not admit of such an authoritative contest over the price, there is great 
ren tee in the — at which two persons in the same city on the same 
day may buy two things of the same kind and of equal value. Hence there 
is great cheating in such t g. One may pay for a watch which an- 
other buys for $100. Thereisnostandard. In all these grades of goods 1 
credits must be given, as the dealers must hold the goods until they reach 
consumers. 

But in articles dealt in by produce exc the price is advanced to the 
producer, and his crop can always be sold if he desires ever before itis - 
vested. Hence the authoritative manufacture of prices confers somewhat 
the same benefit on acommunity asis conferred by an authoritative system 
of law, religion, manners, andethics. Itenables every man to know each mo- 
ment how he stands relatively to the results of his past exertions, what they 
have cost, and how much he can get for them. 


Mr. WHITE. Such, Mr. President, is the description of the 
market destroyed by the provisions of this bill. The agricul- 
tural products which have the safe and the’sound and the en- 
lightened and the progressive market as defined in this book, 
and, asresulting from the nature of things, have the hands of palsy 
put upon them by this proposed statute, and dealers are rele- 
gated to the character of market as defined so clearly by this 
author, where cheating and lying necessarily from the nature of 
things obtain. 

I think that is a complete exposure therefore of the discrimina- 
tion which is found in the bill as to the nature of the products em- 
braced within it. But there is an answer yet more conclusive as 
to this discrimination. Ifthe purpose and object of-the bill is to 
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strike with palsy transactions on boards of exchange, on boards of 
trade, why is it that the terms of the bill leave out all that vast 
body of property running up into the hundreds or thousands of 
millions, the bonds and stocks and values of every kind in this 
country which form the great sum of the speculation of the 
country? If the vice of gambling and the tendency of gambling 
is what is reached by the bill on boards of trade or exchange, 
why is it that the bill leaves the New York Stock Exchange and 
all the other great stock exchanges in this country open, where 
values exceeding in value the things included in this bill are 
dealt in, by the very methods and by the very procedures which 
the bill condemns? By what rule will we here, legislating for a 
whole country, say that we will make our legislation partial; that 
we will select one class and leave out other and greater classes 
by applying the rule which the distinguished Senator has an- 
nounced? 

Mr. President, this discrimination as to the things which are 
made the subject-matter of the legislation in the bill, is, in my 
judgment, far the least discrimination which the bill contains. 

he discrimination which hitherto I have demonstrated is as to 
the object to which itis applied. There isa broader deeper dis- 
crimination in the bill as to classes inthiscountry. I find in the 
testimony a statement by the president of the Milwaukee Cham- 
ber of Commerce as to the class distinction which is carried in 
this bill, which strikes me with so much force that I send it to 
the desk to be read. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the name of the witness? 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Bacon, of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce: 


Now, I wish tocall attention to the fact that this legislation, if it is to 
have the effect which it is expected to have, and which is undoubtedly the 
object of the promoters of this measure, is legislation in favor of a class—in 
favor of the producing class; and if it produces the effect desired, it is legis- 
lation against the interest of the consuming class. It stands to reason that 
whatever enhancement of value may inure to the farmer falls necessarily 
upon the consumer. 

ne census of 1880 (the figures for 1890 are not yet prepared) shows that 
the number of persons engaged in all gainful occupations of the country 
were 17,392,000 in round numbers; of those engaged in agriculture there were 
7,670,000, constituting 44 per cent of the whole. Those engaged, as it is 
termed, in gainful occupations comprising the mercantile and manufactur- 
ag one mining interests of the country; those e ed in agriculture com- 
prising all who are engaged in any branch of agriculture, not only in the 
raising of grain and live stock, but florists, treemen, and every branch of 
agricultural service; showing that 44 per cent of the population is directly 
interested in the production of agricultural products of all kinds. For the 
benefit of that 44 per cent the other 56 percent of the population, if the ob- 
jects of the bill be accomplished, will be taxed; or, to _—o more properly, 
they are to be deprived of the benefit resulting from the operations of the 
natural and established laws of trade in their favor in order that 44 per cent 
of the population may receive a benefit. Now, the injustice of that is ap- 
parent on its face. . 

But I wish to go a little further on that poe. Of those engaged in agri- 
cultural pursuits, the number so engaged the ten cotton States is 2,837,- 
000, which, deducted from the whole number engaged in agriculture, leaves 
4,833,000 presumably engaged in the production of cereal and meat a 
which represents a percentage of 28 of the aggregate. Instead of those who 
are raising cereal products, who are supposed to be benefited by this bill, 
being 44 per cent of the whole, it would be only 28 per cent of the whole. 
Those who are engaged in raising cotton are, of course, consumers of cereal 
ow and of meats which are raised in the North, and they become suf- 

erers in consequence of the enhanced values that are expected to result from 
the operation of this bill. I believe these expectations to be false; and that 
they will not be realized. But it is the purpose of the promoters of the bill 
to produce this result for the benefit of those engaged in rais cereal and 
meat products of the country, and if it does produce that effect in benefits 28 
per cent of the people at the expense of 72 per cent of the people. Now, I 
submit whether this is fair legislation, to say nothingof the wisdom of it. 


Mr. WHITE. Now, I send up to be read the opinion of Mr. 
Pillsbury as to the effect of this legislation if the purpose of its 
authorsis successful. I desire tosay before the Chief Clerk reads 


the excerpt that in the course of my remarks to-day Ishall have | 


occasion to refer to Mr. Pillsbury as an authority on the subject- 
matter under discussion. At the very outset I wish to distinctly 
announce the fact that in referring to Mr. Pillsbury I intend by 


no way, directly or indirectly, in the remotest possible manner | 
to refer to the distinguished Senator from Minnesota because | 
of the fact that he has a business connection with Mr. Pillsbury. | 


There is no Senator on this floor for whom I have a higher re- 
spect and a more profound admiration than the Senator from 
Minnesota; and if 1 make these references in the discharge of 
my duty I wish to enter at once a disclaimer of any 
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putation that in any way in the world I wish to indicate that I | 
think the distinguished Senator is impelled in his course on this | 


bili by anything but the highest sense of public duty to his coun- 
try. 
The Chief Clerk read as foliows: 


Senator PLarr. Then comes the other question which I was going to ask: 
Suppose this bill can be passed; do you think it would have any effect on the 
aver price of wheat for the year? 

Mr. PILLSBURY. I think decidedly it would. 

Senator PLATT. Would make it higher? 

Mr. PILLSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Senator PLatr. And then the people who eat the wheat would have to give 
more for it? 

Mr. PILLSBURY. They would. 

Senator Piatt. Do you think that is a good thing? 
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Mr. PILLSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Senator PLatr. To make every man who eats your flour pay more for it 
in consequence of legislation? 

Mr. PILLSBURY. Yes, sir; so long as this country is an exporter of wheat 
and raises one-third more wheat than itconsumes. If we can keep the price 
of breadstuffs on a higher level, as it is well known that the little farmers 
have not had living prices for their wheat, I think it would be a good thing 
for the country taken as a whole, and I think that Connecticut would be 
more prosperous if the people of that State had to pay a dollar or two more 
for their flour; I think that the general buying capacity of the Northwest 
and wheat-growing States would be that much increased. That is my doc- 
trine of political economy. 


Mr. WHITE. Now, Mr. President, let us admit that the the- 
ory of the proponents of the bill is true, these consequences will 
follow. Are they just? Is there aSenator who admits that we 
should legislate in favor of one class and against the other? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator allow me just a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. Does not the Senator think it is fair both 
to the producer and tothe consumer toallow the law of trade and 
supply? My idea is that there should be no artificial change 
whereby prices are made either one way or the other from the 
legitimate law of wore and demand. 

Mr. WHITE. I, of course, anticipated and was approaching 
the objection which the Senator makes. But it seems to me 
there is a confusion of thought in the Senator's mind; I say it 
with great respect. Is not the right to make a contract for fu- 
ture delivery as much a right as the right to make any other 
contract? Has not the Supreme Court of the United States rec- 
ognized that a future contract was a valid contract? Is not the 
sum of human liberty the right of a citizen to deal as he pleases 
and with such freedom as belongs to everyone? 

Of course, just legislation ought to balance every man’s right 
equally and leave every man his freedom. But when it is pro- 
‘posed to restrain a man of his natural liberty to make a con- 
tract, which right inheres in him, with the object and purpose 
of bettering one class to the detriment of the other, I submit it 
is vicious and wrong in legislation. 

The only answer I find in the testimony is that there is such 
a solidarity between all classes of a community that if you bene- 
fit one the reflex resultant of this benefiting of one willso help the 
one who is injured as to cure the wound which you will have 
inflicted by the statute. Thatis the argument. [| shall not at- 
tempt to answer it now. Suffice to say that this is the argument 
put all through this testimony by those who urge this bill. I 
shall have occasion, I think, in a few moments to show that 
while they put this argument for the purpose of defending this 
part of the bill, when they reach another part of the bill which 
is subject to attack, they deny the solidarity which they affirm 
here for the purpose of defending this provision. 

Now, let us see if there is not another discrimination in the 
bill, a discrimination as to persons. The second section of the 
bill, after defining futures and options, says what? It excepts 
certain persons from every provision of the bill, and who are 
those persons? The Governmentof the United States and every 
town and municipality. Now, what is the theory of this bill? 
The theory of the bill is that these dealings are wrong, that they 
ought to be forbidden. It looks to me as very bad public policy 
to denounce a thing by a prohibitory tax and then immediately 
declare that the Government may doit. That looks to me inde- 
fensible. What answer does the distinguished Senator make to 
this objection? He says, and I quote from his speech: 

The United States or any State, Territory, county, or municipality do not 
come within the provisions of this section, for the United States, or any 
State, Territory, or municipality, does not make its pufchases or supplies of 


boards of trade, but they are usually made by receiving bids or proposals 
from parties who have the articles desired to be purchased. 


The Government is excepted from the operation of the bill 
because the Government deals with people who have the ob- 
jects which they = to offer. Is not that entirely inacecu- 
rate? Does notevery body know that nearly all the supplies which 
are furnished this Government are tendered to the Government 
by people who have not got them and who have toacquire them? 
The very coal which is to heat this building at the next session 
of Congress has been contracted for, I am told, by one who is a 
coal-dealer, and he has a contract for future delivery with a 
miner who is to mine it. 

Therefore, this exception is a!l wrong. It is a plain discrimi- 


| nation. The reason given forit iswrong. The reason given for 


it strikes me as a very confused reason. If the terms of the bill 


| donot reach the Government, then why is the Government ex- 


cepted? The very making of the exception in the bill under 


| every elementary rule of construction is a negative pregnant 
_with the affirmative that if the exception were not made the 
| Government would be included; and yet the Government is ex- 
| cepted on the ground that the bill does not cover the Govern- 


ment, when if that be accurate there was no necessity for the 
governmental exception whatever. 
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Let me show by a curious coincidence how remarkable this ex- 
ception is. One of the subject-matters included in the bill, and, 
as [ hope to demonstrate later, will be ruined by it, is cotton. 
Where did dealing in futures in cotton arise? Such trades in 
cotton futures arose in dealing with the Government. This is 
shown by an examination of a work which is the most authorita- 
tive work on cotton, Mr. Donnell’s work, the accepted authority 
with everybody in the cotton trade. Mr. Donnell was a broker of 
great meritand high character, who, having accumulated acom- 
petency, has retired from business and devoted himself to the lit- 
erature of this subject. In discussing the question of the origin | 


of the future delivery of cotton he says: | 


Contracts for fuiure delivery.—This business commenced during our civil 
War. 

Speaking of cotton: 

Some of our manufacturers entered into large contracts with the Govern- 
ment, and covered themselves by purchasing the raw material for delivery 
atsomefuturetime. The price, within certain wide limits, was then of much 
jess importance than the certainty of getting the cotton when needed.—(Z. 
J. Donnell’s History of Cotton, page 614.) 

Now, the Government is excepted from the operation of this 
bill on the ground that the bill does not apply to the Govern- 
ment; therefore showing that the exception ought not to be here. 
It is excepted on the further ground that people who sell tothe 
Government have the property when such is not thefact. Here 
the development comes that the very origin of dealing in futures 
in cotton came from contracts with the Government made during 
the civil war. It seems to me this answer is complete—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. Was it made on a board of exchange? 

Mr. WHITE. Ihave already answered the Senator’s argu- 
mentabout the boardofexchange. I havealready demonstrated, 
I think, that trade can be a great deal more safely made on a 
board of exchange, where all the dealers, all the sellers, and all 
the buyers, are congregated, where thereis an ascertained and 
established price, than it can be made where such a thing does | 
not exist. 

Let us take the distinction as to persons. The farmer has | 
been left out from the prohibition of the bill. I think hereafter 
when I come to another part of the bill I can show that this is 
an illusory jack-o’-lantern exception left in this bill to lure the 
farmer on to his destruction. But suppose I should not demon- 
strate that, by what theory are we to say, here is a class of con- 
tracts which we strike with moral and legal inhibition, and then 
immediately take out of the reach of the inhibition a certain fa- 
vored class of persons? 

Mr. President, the germ of more harm to the farming class 
lies within that exception than words can tell. They, above all 
other people in the race for honest government, require no dis- 
crimination. They, above all other people, must guard them- 
selves against the arbitrary exercise of governmental power for 
the purpose of favoring classes. In this proposed statute the il- 
lusory concession which is made to them is sure to become the 
fruitful source of untold injuries to come to them hereafter. 

But it may be said the farmer makes the crop; the farmer in- 
tends to get acrop. This bill only allows him to sell the crop 
which he has in processof fruition or which he intends to make, 
and it uses that expression. Does that differentiate the proposi- 
tion? Isthefarmer’s intention tomake hiscropany more serious 
than may be the intention of the man who contracts to deliver a 
thousand bushels of wheat on a particular day? Is the realiza- 
tion of his intention any more possible? Is the certainty that 
the intention which is in his mind is going to take life and being 
by the production of that crop any more certain than would be 
the ability of a man of fortune, with the money in bank, to buy 
the product taat he is going to buy in the fulfillment of a con- 
tract? Is it not absolutely certain, on the other hand, that the 
risk of not being able to fulfill, whatever may be the honesty of 
the intention, is greater in the farmer's case than it is in the | 
other? 

There is the exception written into this bill of retail dealers, 
and [suppose other exceptions. I think that makes this an ex- 
ceptiona! bill, so entirely exceptional that I think it ought to be 
beaten, 

But let me call attention to another thing. All through this 
testimony, and I want to emphasize this fact—all through this 
testimony, there is the admission that it is absolutely essential 
for the successful commercial sale of the things which are stated 
inthe bill that trade for future delivery in them should not be 
hampered. Eventhe persons who most favor this legislation in 
their testimony say we would be against this legislation if it 
hampered legitimate trade. The distinguished Senator from 
Minnesota in his speech on the bill said: 


I desire right here to distinctly state that it isnot the purpose of this bill— 
neither does it—in sny manner whatever to interfere with the bargain, pur- 
chase, or sale of any product or property where the party making such sale 
is the owner thereof or where he has a contract for the own p or right 
of possession of the same. 
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It neither seeks nor does it in any way interfere with the freedom of com- 
merce, but leaves legitimate trade without restriction or hindrance. 

These words were delivered in a discussion of this bill with 
the twelfth section in it, with the twelfth section in it which im- 
posed a license of $2 upon all trade in actual cotton,even the 
trading taken out of the operation of the definitions in the bill. 
It is said of this bill to-day, which, even after the motion to strike 
out the twelfth section has carried leaves the thirteenth section 
in it; that section provides that wherever an internal-revenue 
collector has reason to believe or to presume that any man is do- 
ing the things forbidden by the act,although he be making the 
future sales which are allowed, shall have a right to call for and 
inspect his books and business. 

he freedom from unreasonable search arose with Magna 
Charta; have we come now to this state of things in the Ameri- 
can Senate that a contract which all the courts have declared to 
be lawful, which the bill admits to be lawful, is submitted to the 
right of search upon the mere suspicion of an internal-revenue 
oflicer; yet the declaration is made that there is no intention in 
this bill to interfere with the freedom of trade. The earnest- 
ness of purpose and the zeal of the distinguished Senator, the 
evil which he sees and wishes to cure for a great public purpose, 
have so dominated his mind and clouded his vision that there 
lies a fog between his mind and the great and elementary prin- 
ciples of American Government, he sees freedom where I see 
slavery and oppression. 

Mr. President, let me pass away from these things. I wish 
to discuss the essential features of the bill now. Ihave dis- 
cussed it hitherto on the theory that it was unconstitutional. I 
have taker up its contrarieties, and its confusions, and its con- 
tradictions, and its stipulations against human liberty and ele- 
mentary rights. I propose now to turn my back upon all that. 
I — to urge the defeat of this bill, supposing that this was 
a y with no restriction on it whatever, that this Senate was 
the most untrammeled and absolute legislative body in the 
world, that the Constitution was a myth, and all the restraints 
of English-speaking government a mere chimera which we had 
forgotten and which we were never to recall. I say looking at 
this bill from this point, it is pernicious and vicious, that it will 
strike a blow at the comnierce of this country the length and 
breadth and width and depth of which no human mind can com- 

ass until its results of disaster have worked out. Let me seo 
that is true. 

There is an elementary principle of legislation that in mat- 
ters of commerce the wisest, safest, best, the most enlightened 
process is to accept the judgment of the men who by long com- 
mercial training and long commercial experience have a know!l- 
edge of the commercial subject-matter in hand. That is an 
elementary rule. There is not a court, I think, in this land sit- 
ting to-day with a jury empaneled between man and man—I do 
not know how it is in the other States, I know it isso in mine 
and I know it is laid down in elementary books on evidence— 
that if acomplex commercial question were presented to that 
jury acommerciai expert would not be allowed totestify. Allthe 
great reforms in our system, the protection of innocent holders, 
the rights accorded to third parties, all our system of insurance, 
all our system of maritime law, are not originally the creatures 
of statute. They were all brought forth from a mighty evolu- 
tion, which treated the aggregate sense of the commercial world 
op a commercial question as the aggregate common sense of 


Now, what is the fact about this bill? There is a persistent, 
consistent, a universal declaration of all the commercial bodies 
in this country against this bill, and specifically pointing out the 
evils which will result from it. 

Mr. President, I send to the desk and desire to have read the 
protest of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The protest will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 
Meeting of Thursday, March 3, 1892. 


The committee on internal trade ard improvements, to whose attention 
was broughf a request from the New York Cotton ana to join in a pro- 
test against three bills which have been recent] ame to Saen. viz: 
House bill No. 2699, by Mr. HatcH of Missouri; Senate bill No. 685, by Mr. 
WASHBURN, and Senate bill No. 1268, by Mr. PErreRr, reported as follows 
through Chairman Louis Windmuller: 

It appears to have been the mistaken notions of the framers that they could 
benefit producers as well as consumers if they throw obstacles in the “wot 
dealers, to sell what they do not own and buy what they do not need. ey 
evidently believe that such sales and purchases tend unnaturally to depress 
or advance values. Theyjseem ‘to forget that these so-called speculators 
must deliver what they have sold and pay for what they bought. The price 
of cotton is low, not because it was sold short, but because the production is 
large and consumption is small. 

When a manufacturer is anxious tosecure raw material for future orders, 
which are offered to him at a time when cotton on the spot commands a 
higher price than he can pay, the middleman, who anticipates a reduction 
of values, comes forward and agrees to furnish it ae which enables 
the mill owner to close contracts for the fabrics de: by his customers. 














Breadstuffs are high, not because they were bought for a rise, but because 
they are needed by nations whose crops have been a failure. An exporter 
receives an order to forward at limits, when na’ tion opens, toa 
on the Baltic Sea, a cargo of corn. {t is unobtainable and not wanted 

or immediate delivery. The dealerin futures steps in and agrees to furnish 


to the e what he wants at the time when he needs it. 
It is in utable that such dealers have become useful factors in the gen- 
eral devel t of commerce ever since it has assumed large proportions. 


They take risks by which future wants are provided in our home market as 
well as in fo: countries. When they overstep the limits of prudence, 
they are the sufferers, rather than producers and consumers. A combina- 
tion of such men is not powerful enough to control prices of the great staples 
of this country beyond their natural level, so as to cause serious injury. 

But even if the public should occasionally suffer because the markets have 
been forestalled, your committee does not believe that the course provided 
by these bills furnishes a ——— remedyfortheevil. Past rience shows 
~ le — will only do harm when it tries to interfere with the natural 

aws 0 e. 

Your committee therefore recommend that this Chamber join the Cotton 
Exch: and the other commercial bodies throughout the country in a pro- 
test sgninst the passage of these bills, as they would injure the best interests 
of the ay. -. 

On motion the following resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

Whereas there has been introduced in the Senate of the United States by 
Senator WASHBURN of Minnesota, bills known as S. 685 and S. 1757, and in 
the House of Representatives by Representative Hatcu of Missouri, a bill 
known as H. R. 2699, levying a tax on purchases and sales for future delivery 
of cotton and all hog products of 5 cents per pound, and on wheat, corn, oats, 
barley and other of 20 cents per pened and 

Whereas sho any one of these be enacted into law the result would be 
the suppression of trading in this country in what is known as contracts for 
future eed ee = cain — to the great detriment of all per- 
sons enga; eir growing, handling, or consuming: 

Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York hereby 
enters its solemn protest against the enactment into law of any of the be- 
= See ls now before Congress, or of ‘any other bill or bills of 
similar rt. 

pr Rey hat this Chamber hereby expresses its condemnation of any 
attempt on the part of Congress to enact laws for the supposed benefit of 
one portion of the community as against another. 

Resolved, That whatever the asserted evils may be incident to this method 
of doing business, it affords a measure of security and protection to legiti- 
mate traders as well as to the producers of the articles named that is not to 
be disregarded. 

Resolved, That it is the —-. of this Chamber that no good can result to 
the cultural interest of the country by any legislation that curtails and 
restricts free and untrammeled trading. 

Resolved, That fhe great law of supply and demand regulates values of 
everyt , and that no particular system of trading can ever more than 
temporarily, if at all, obstruct its full operation; that this inexorable law 
always has and always will operate whether a man sells what he does not 
possess in the hope of securing it at a later period at a less price or not, and 
that any effort having in view the abolition of “short se “if enacted 
into law, would not oY fail to secure the imaginary benefits sought, but 
would be productive of incalculable injury to legitimate business interests 
while this fact is in process of being determined. 

Resolved, That a copy of this protest be forwarded to each Senator and 


Representative in Congress. 
GEO. WILSON, Secretary. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I sent up and had read first the 
memorial of this great body, because by its constitution and or- 
ganization it is not a trade body. It is n®t the Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York City. Itis the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State of New York, perhaps one of the greatest bodies of 
commercial advisers in the commercial world to-day, composed 
of men, many of whom are removed from practical business, men 
of large fortune, dealing in vast sums, men of great ability and 
thoroughly versed in the movements of commerce, whose opin- 
ion and judgment expressed on any commercial question any- 
where where commerce is carried on would have great weight 
and great responsibility. 

I now send up to the desk, Mr. President, and ask to have 
read the memorials of the banks and bankers of New York, the 
banks and bankers of Chicago, and the banks and bankers of the 
— New Orleans. 

e Secretary read as follows: 


NEW YORK BANKS AND BANKERS. 


NEw York, February 4, 1892. 
To the honorable the House of Representatives of the United States: 

The undersigned, ae in the banking business in the city of New York, 
believe that if House of presentatives bill No. 2699, now before your hon- 
orable body, taxing —. and sales of cotton, grain, and hog products 
for future ae omes & law it will do great damage to the business in 
those articles, work a serious injury to ucers. 

That, as bankers, we consider our risk inadvancing on such property very 
much less than was the case prior to the inauguration of the present method 
of doing business. 

We therefore earnestly protest against the passage of this measure, and 
trust that no legislation in this direction may be approved by your honora- 


ble body. 

Jas. T. Woodward, president, Hanover National Bank; J. Edward 
Simmons, p ent, Fourth National Bank; Warner Van 
Norden, president, National Bank of North America; Arthur 
B. Graves, sident, St. Nicholas Bank; James Stillman, 
president, National City Bank; A. E. Orr, vice-president, Me- 
chanics’ National Bank; Forest H. Parker, president, New 
York Produce Exchange; Charles M. Fry, president, Bank of 
New York National Banking Association; R. M. Gallaway, 
—— Merchants’ National Bank; H. Rocholl, president, 

American Bank; W. W. ‘oom president, South- 


ern National Bank; W. A. Nash, president, Corn Exchange | 


Bank; J. H. Parker, president, United States National Bank; 
Jno. B. Woodward, —- Third National Bank; W. W. 
Sherman, president, National Bank of Commerce; W.H. Per- 


ent, Peocisens, Bank of America; R. L. Edwards, president, 
B of the State of New York; E. H. Perkins, jr., president, 
Tmporters’ and Traders’ National Bank; H. W. Cannon, presi- 
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dent, Chase National Bank; J. K. Cilley, president, Ninth Na- 
tional Bank; D. C. Hays, esident, Manhattan Company; 
George Bliss, of Morton, B & Co., bankers; Ladenburg, 
Thalmann & Co., bankers; Knauth, Nachod & Kuhne, bankers; 
Lazard Freres, bankers; Baring, Magoun & Co., bankers; 
Brown Bros. & Co., bankers; J. & W. Seligman & Co., bankers; 
Heidelbach, Ickelheimer & Co., bankers: Kuhn, Loeb & Co., 
bankers; Blake, Brothers & Co., bankers. 
CHICAGO BANKS AND BANKERS. 
CHICAGO, ILL., February 4, 1892. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

The undersigned hereby respectfully and urgently protest against the en- 
actment of Senate bill No. 1757, “defining options and futures,’’ and known 
as the Washburn bill. 

We believe that the passage of any such bill wuld be not only seriously 
detrimental to the agriculturist, but wou'd by of incalculable injury to 
the manifold industries of the entire country, inasmuch as these industries 
depend for their profitable prosecution upon that system of buying and 
selling for future delivery which the Washburn bill would destroy. 

We believe the dealings in futures in grain and hog product, as reguiated 
by the Board of Trade of the city of Chicago and similar exchanges, based 
on the actual delivery of the commodity traded in, are the highest develop- 
ment, after years of experience and labor, of the best system of handling the 
— crops of this country to the most profitable advantage of the pro- 

ucer. 

This system affords an open market on which the world's competition can 
meet in establishing values without the limitations and restrictions which 
an exclusively consumptive demand would impose. 

Its daily declaration of values is an analysis of the world’s product and 
requirement, and reduces to the minimum the risk of those engaged in 
handling the crops, thereby securing to the producer the highest bids at all 
times. 

By this system our merchants yearly advance millions of money for the 
cribbing and warehousing of grain throughout the country, which, without 
the protection of the present market, would not be done. 

To destroy this system, as contemplated by the Washburn bill, would re- 
duce the circulation of money when most needed to move the crops, would 
greatly restrict credits owing to uncertainty of values, practically drive the 
small grain merchants from the field, and concentrate the business of hand- 
ling the products herein referred to in the hands of wealthy corporations 
and syndicates of warehousemen and millers. 

Corn Exchange Bank, by Ernest A. Hamill, vice-president; Dli- 
nois State Savings Bank, OE tot - Mitchell, president; Bank of 
Montreal, Chicago, Ill., by William Monro, Manager; Union 
National Bank, by August Blum, cashier; The Northwestern 
National Bank of Chicago, by E. Buckingham, president; The 
a National Bank, by E. J. Keith, president; The 
Atlas National Bank, by C. B. Farwell, vice-president; Mer- 
chants’: National Bank, by C. J. Blair, president; The Mer- 
chants’ Loan and Trust Company, by J. W. Doane, president; 
The Commercial National Bank of Chicago, by H. F. Eames, 

sident; The American Trust and Savings Bank, by G. B. 
Shaw, president; Fort Dearborn National Bank, by John A. 
King, dent; American Exchange Nationai Bank. by John 
B. Kirk, president; The Union Trust Company of Chicago, by 
S. W. Rawson, president; The National Bank of Lilinois, by 
Geo. Schneider, sident; Hibernian Banking Association, by 
J.V.Clark, president; First National Bank of Chicago, by R. J. 
Street, cashier ; Continental National Bank, by JohnC. Black, 
president; The Columbia National Bank, by Z. Dwiggins, 
cashier; The Globe National Bank, by D. A. Moulton, cashier: 
Royal Trust Company. by J. B. Wilbur, cashier; National 
Bank of the Republic, Chicago, IIL, by John A. Lynch, presi- 
dent; The Hide and Leather National Bank, Chicago, Iil., by 
Charles F. Grey, president; The Nortuern Trust Company, by 
Byron L. Smith, ident; National Bank of America, by 
Morton B. Hull, vice-president; Bank of Commerce, by H. 
Felsenthal, president; Commercial Loan and Trust Company, 
by James B. Hobbs, president; Chemical National Bank, Chi- 
cago, Ill., by G. E. Hopkins, cashier; Franklin Mac Veagh: Mar- 
shall Field; Sprague, Warner & Co.; Lord, Owen & Co.; Mark- 
ley, Alling & Co.; Pitkin & Brooks; Ried, Murdock & Co.; W. 
M. Hoyt & Co.; Kelley, Maus & Co.; M. D. Wells & Co.; Selz, 
Schwab & Co.; Phelps, Dodge & Palmer; Butler Bros.; Car- 
son, Pirie. Scott & Co.;. James H. Walker & Co.; Hy. W. 
King & Co.; C. M. Henderson & Co.; Sweet, Dempster & Co.; 
Wells & tage an oe ng he mane Spencer, Bartlett & Co.; 
McCormick Harvesting hine Company; Frazer & Chal- 
mers; Warder, Bushnel & Glessner Company. 


NEW ORLEANS BANKS AND BANKERS. 
New ORLEANS, December 30, 1391. 


To the honorable the House of Representatives and Senate 
of the United States of America, Washington D. C.: 

The undersigned, engaged in the banking business in the city of New Or- 
leans, believe if Senate bill 685, “‘the Washburn bill,” taxing purchase and 
sale of cotton, grain, and hog products, becomes a law, that it will do im- 
mense damage to the business in those articles, reduce stability in values, 
and work eo injury; and that as bankers, we consider our risk in advanc- 
ing on suc a. very much less than was the case prior to the inau- 
guration of the present mode of doing business. Therefore, we most respect- 
fully protest against the passage of the bill. 

N. B. Sligh, president, Southern National Bank; R. M. Walmsley, 
esident, Louisiana National Bank; C. Kohn, president, Union 
Vational Bank; A. Baldwin, president, New Orleans National 
Bank; George R. Preston, president, Hiberflia National Bank; 
G. W. Nott, president, Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana; L.C. Fal- 
lon, president, Mutual National Bank; Chas. I". Hoffman, bank- 
ers and exchange; H. Maspero, president, Traders’ Bank; 
James T. Hayden, president, a National Bank; H. 
Gardes, president, American National Bank; W. P. Nicholls, 
resident, Bank of Commerce; N. Landry, president, People’s 
ank of New Orleans; Pierre Lanaux, president, State Na- 
tional Bank; J. C. Morris. president, New Orleans Canal and 
Banking Company; G. Ad. Blaffer, cashier,Germania Savings 
Bank; Jos. L. Bourdette; Fred. Peters, president, Metropoli- 
tan Bank; Gilbert H. Green; Germania National Bank, J.C. 
Denis, president; Moore, Hyams & Co.; Isidore Newman, sr. ; 
Bertus & Durel. 


‘Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I s2nd, in addition tothes>, a list 
of commercial bodies throughout the country protesting against 


i the passage of this bill. Along with that list I send up the me- 
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morials themselves; and I request that the list be printed as a part 
of my remarks, and that the memorials also be printed as an ap- 
pendix. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatorder will be made if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears no objection. It is so ordered. 

Mr, WHITE. [ask that the list be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The list will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
LIST OF EXCHANGES, BOARDS OF TRADE, MERCHANTS, MILLERS, ETC., PRO- 

TESTING AGAINST ANTIOPTION BILL. 


New Orleans Cotton Exchange. 

Savannah Cotton Exchange. 

Houston Cotton Exchange and Board of Trade. 
Mobile Cotton Exchange. 

Greenville Cotton Exchange. 

Memphis Cotton Exchange. 

Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce. 

Chicago Board of Trade. 

New York.Produce Exchange. 
New Orleans Board of Trade, Limited. 

New Orleans Clearing House Association. 
Bankers, millers, and merchants, of Toledo, Ohio. 
Baltimore Corn and Flour Exchange. 

Chicago merchants and manufacturers. 
Minneapolis Clearing House Association. 
Minneapolis Business Union. 

Minneapolis Chamber of Commerce. 


Mr. WHITE. Now, Mr. President, in the face of this almost 
universal commercial opinion are we going to pass this bill? 
Will it be said, as was intimated on this floor, that perhaps some 
of the bankers may have objection to the bill because it would 
affect their deposits of margins on futures? Can that be said of 
this great body of bankers throughout this country? 

Why, Mr. President, but a while ago when I put the question 
as to the discrimination against one of the large interests of the 
country by this bill, the only answer made was that there was 
such a solidarity of interest that the benefits of one would be re- 
sultingly compensatory for the injury to the others. Solidarity 
of interest which is affirmed, as respects the discriminating 
clause of this bill, is now denied in the face of this great testi- 
mony of commercial men from one end of this country to the 
other,men who have been dealing in these methods of business and 
who know their utility to the commerce of the land. 

Why, sir, there is hardly a cotton plant blooming in the South- 
ern States to-day, there is not a leaf of a cotton plant smiling in 
the wind which does not trace its way back in some way by some 
connection however remote to the capital which is represented 
in these petitions. That capital will suffer as much as will the 
producer by the passage of this bill. 

The railroads, all the great interests of the country, act and 
react one upon the other, and you can not strike down the pro- 
ducing element of this ey without striking down these great 
interests. When you find all these enlightened interests, all 
these men and bodies who are lacmnenebie connected with the 
interests of the country uniting on a purely commercial question 
in unbroken opinion as to the commercial harm which is to come 
from a given commercial restriction it seems to me it is trivial 
to the last degree to say that their interest isnot the interest of 
the producer and that the producer can be stricken down without 
their feeling it. 

These banks and bankers are the instrumentalities by which 
the producer makes and moves his crops. The great bank at 
New York loans its money to the bank elsewhere, who in turn 
loans it to a factor, who loans it toa planter. The factors in 
New Orleans loan money throughout the Mississippi Valley to 
their constituents to enable them to make their crops. The 
ability of one of these classes to pay the other depends largely 
upon the making of crops. The increased ability to pay de- 
— upon what the crop will bring in the markets of the 
world. 

And yet we are told now, as to all of these great interests, 
complex and involved, united as by the inevitable laws of nature 
itself, that these merchants do not belong to the producing class | 
and have no right to a judgment on this great matter of com- 
merce. That argument denies the only premise upon which 
the discrimination in the bill as to classes can possibly be justi- | 
fied. ; 

But, Mr. President, we are not left to opinions in our own | 
country. All over the world—in England, in Germany, in Aus- | 
tria, in France, in Holland, in India, in Eg pt, every where— | 
this system of forward-delivery sales, which 
meet the wants of modern trade, obtains and is practiced. 

Yet, at this late day is this great body, representing the great- 
est commercial people in the world, the mostactive, the most en- 
lightened, the most fertile in resources, the mostadvanced, we are 
to be called upon to listen to the contention that all the bankers 
of the world, not only in this country but everywhere, the great 
business men of the world, all the exchanges of the world, with- 
out reference to nationality, are a mere body of degraded and 
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prostituted gamblers? That is the inevitable outcome trom the 
arguments which have been adduced on this floor; arguments, 
in my judgment, in the domain of reason, as fiimsy and as want- 
ing in logical foundation as it is possible for argumentation to be. 

No, Mr. President, when we come to commercial questions and 
find the universal consensus of commercial mankind agreeing to 
one thing, all tending to one thing, all supporting an evolution 
which has come, which is here, and wiih must remain, I say 
—- all this the opinion of any one man here or there or some- 
where else should weigh as nothing. If we were dealing with a 
theory, if there were here a question of natural philosophy or of 
chemistry, perhaps one mind with one ray of light could shed 
over the whole universe a splendor which all the world had not 
discovered. But when we come to the practical things of life, 
things that were not born but were evolved from commerce, be- 
cause commerce is not a birth but an evolution, the only safe rule 
is to listen to commercial opinions. Commerce is a creation of 
the aggregate practical common sense of mankind, and nothing 
ever obtains universally in commerce that has not been founde 
upon the rock of things practical. . 

It is a mistake to say, as has been intimated here, that these 
bodies whose petitions t have presented are bodies, not of pro- 
ducers. Why, the only body I am familiar with, Mr. President, 
is the Cotton Exchange of New Orleans. That exchange has a 

reat many producers, agents, or factors of planters as members. 

t has the buyerand the seller, the planter, and the factor who rep- 
resents a vast volume of planters. If you were to-day to put an 
exhaust pump on the cotton fields of the Southern country, and 
draw out of those fields the money which has gone from these 
commercial bodies and whose only hope of return is in the fru- 
ition and wise marketing of those crops, you would cause no 
— destruction to sweep over those fertile and laughing 

elds than will, I am afraid, resuit from the passage of this bill. 

Now, Mr. President, having laid down these genera! princi- 
ples, I propose tolook at the origin of thissystem of future deliv- 
ery and see whence it came. 

here did it take its birth? If we look back forty years and 
picture the condition of things at that time, and then look at the 
condition of things to-day, sum up the whole mass of human ac- 
quisition existing now and compare it with the human acquisi- 
tions of those days, we shall have a résuméof the growth of this 
future system. 

There is not a spark of electricity encircling the world to-day 
like a flash of lightning which does not carry in its womb the 
germ of an undevelo future contract. There is not arailroad 
train dashing over the land that has not written upon its loco- 
motive headlight the necessity of future contracts. There is 
not a steamship lowlag the vast deep, with all the rapidity 
of ocean transit which now obtains, that does not at every puff of 
her mighty engine repeat and repeat again to the commerce of 
the whole civilized world the necessity of future contracts. 

I found, Mr. President, this morning, in a paper recently pub- 
lished in New York on the death of an illustrious man, an esti- 
mate of the consequences which had come from the electric cable 
joining Europe and America. The writer of that article, with 
much lucidity, called attention to the fact that it was the inter- 
mingling and intercommunication betweer man and man which 
had generated this closeness of union in commercial transactions 
out of which had developed this system which dominates the 
commercial world to-day and which lies at the foundation of 
every human business. There is not a civilized human being 
who does not bear living evidence not only of the necassity but 
the universality of this practice. 

The very material from which the coat I wear was woven was 
probably bought on future delivery. The spinner who spun it, 
in order to save himself from loss, had sold itfor future delivery 
in order to be guaranteed a price which would be remunerative. 
There is nota thing to-day which enters into the use or consump- 
tion of mankind which, under this modern and universal system 
of future delivery, is not covered by contract in one way cr the 
other to save loss which would otherwise result. 

The inevitable tendency of modern business is to draw people 
together, to make intercommunication of man with man greater. 
The inevitable result is equality. The future business is the 
necessary result of the struggle between men for equality. Be- 
fore the future business came into being the large capitalists, 
the mighty millionaires, of whom the Senator from Minnesota 
speaks, had to furnish the money with which to carry on com- 
merce. This future system, as | have said, is the result of the 
struggle for equality. Before it came large fortunes were re- 
quired to carry and hold the a and submit. to the great 
expense and risk which resulted from the holding them until 
taken by consumers, whereas now the ingenuity and quickness 
of the minds of men, responding to the wants of modern trade, 
have engendered this system of future delivery, which has put 
every man upon a footing of equality with every other man, en- 
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abling one without large capital to be the equal relatively of the 
man with great capital. 

I can recall that in my boyhood, in the city of New Orleans, 
the great commercial houses, the great English houses with 
large sums of money, the agents of the Brown Brothers and the 
agents of other great bankers, the Baring Brothers, did busi- 
ness there. Whenexchange was to be drawn to pay for cotton, 
the Baring Brothers or Brown Brothers bought it. If cotton 
exchange was taken to a bank, there was danger of it being re- 
fused for fear the price of cotton might go down. The banker 
would say, “If I take this bill except upon the credit of the 
drawer, a decline in the price of cotton in the future will make 
a loss.” So it resulted that the business was transacted largely 
7 the personal credit of these great houses, or on the credit 
of the cotton-buyer, who required to be a man of fortune. 

But now a man with an office and without much capital is as 
good as the Brown Brothers. He gets his cable order from the 
spinners he represents on the other side to buy cotton. He buys 
spot cotton and sells it for future delivery. He sells the very 
exchange which he is to draw for future delivery. He must 
know the rate of exchange before he can make his price, and 
asks the bank to agree to take hisexchange at adate in the future. 
Every transaction conrected with itis afuture transaction. His 
possibility of dealing without capital is caused by the fact that an 
insurance resulting from future delivery is put upon every ar- 
ticle that is dealt with in the course of the transactions as they 
go along. 

See what a revolution it has worked in the Southern States. 
Formerly great masses of cotton would come to the city of New 
Orleans and be stored. The buyer wasgone. Decline was rapid. 
It required the actual presence of a man of means to buy this 

roperty in order to hold it. Because the buyer must submit 
imself to the risk of loss if cotton declined. 

What is the situation now? Why, the receipts, as they come 
in, are distributed over the year under this system of future 
contracts. Cottonis bought for future delivery and is thus taken 
from the spot market. The small consumer is enabled to buy 
because he is not obliged to pay cash but can take advantage of 
a transaction for future delivery. That is the situation. It has 
curtailed the profits of the millionaires. It has reduced the 
charge to the producer. 

Mr. President, I telegraphed the secretary of the Cotton Ex- 
change of the city of New Orleans to ascertain what were the 
charges of the middleman now as compared with such charges 
formerly. I have a telegram in reply, in which the secretary 
says: 

y NEW ORLEANS, LA., July 22, 1892. 


While no regular statement can be made, ow to irregularity of charges, 
you can safely state that under old system, including cost of advancing com- 
mission on sales of cotton, commissions on purchases of supplies, insurance 
rebates, etc., cost on a bale of cotton averaged fully $5 per bale. To-day mil- 
lions of bales are sold direct from interior avoiding many extra charges un- 
der the free-on-board delivery system at 25 and 50 cents a bale under the free- 
on-board and future-delivery systems which have built many flourishing 
interior centers. Many of the old items of charge have been abolished; 
these will be largely restored if present trade methods are interfered with. 

HENRY G. HESTER, Secretary. 

Hon. E. D. WHITE. 


United States Senate. 


Now, Mr. President, I desire to have read a statement of the 
results of this business found in the same book which I have 
read from this morning, commencing on page 103 and going 
.down to the marked paragraph on page 104. That states with 
such lucidity the evolution of these economic problems that I in- 
cline to agree with the distinguished Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] when he said this morning that he considered 
the author one of the most lucid of political economical writers. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Three independent economies exist in the practice of buy and selling 
for future delivery, say one, two, or three months ahead, which could not 
be effected by bu. grain on hand and taking present delivery. 

First. Buyers for consumption, millers, exporters, and foreign purchasers 
can, through these, convert a future unknown price into a known price, so 
far as is necessary to enable them to base future contracts for production 
thereon. Suppose a manufacturer of cotton goods or iron, feeding his own 
men, as indirectly he does, and obl to estimate the rate at which he can 
afford to take orders according to the rate at which he can buy bread and 
provisions, it is plain that he could “figure” the rate at which he could take 
orders more closely if he could make certain his own future rate of e ndi- 
ture on his supplies or food and provisions. This he could do by buying in 
August, deliverable in October. 


Secondly. Precisely as buying in a wide market equalizes prices over a | 


wide area of country and enables millions of persons to produce the same 
product in close competition with each other, so buying for a considerable 
—— of time, or “‘ going long”’ spreads and equalizes over a long period of 
ime the ch S$ in price which-are made inevitable by natural causes, such 
as war, drought, flood, great or small harvests, andthe like. Equalization 
of prices over eis as essential to steady production as equalization of 
ces over wide areas and numerous groups of producers and consumers. 

f a raise of 20 cents per bushel in wheat is made necessary by an impending 
war between two grain-growing countries, and if one buyer knows te three 
months ahead, and buys his ee atan advance of 2 cents per bushel, he 
not only saves his own supply, ut he brings the market two points nearer 
where it ought to be, and thus serves millions of producers and consumers 
al a _— in the raise being both early and gradual, not late and 


Thirdly. Such ‘“ futures" originate with buyers, since if no one wished to 
buy ahead no one could sell futures. Each buyer pays a margin on his con- 
tract sufficient to secure the seller against loss in event of a fall in price and 
no delivery. The futures run in links from the consumer back to the pro- 
ducer. In such cases they cause acurrent of advance payments to setin from 
the dealers in the futures or purchasers. 

This is in effect a movement of money in advance from the consumers, or 
their representatives on the board of trade, to and among the producers. 
Farmers are thus enabled to get advances on their grain and planters on 
their cotton, whereby the harvesting is virtually done by the capital ad- 
vanced by the consumer. This converts articles like cotton and wheat. for 
which prices are established by ‘‘ futures,’’ into “ cash” articles, or articles 
on which long advancesare had, whereas cotton goods, furniture, and manu- 
factured articles are sold so invariably on long credits that even “ cash” 
means thirty days after delivery. 


Mr. President, I also send to the desk, with a request that 
it be read, an excerpt from Contractual Limitations, which is a 
modern book, published in 1892, by an ex-chief justice of the 
supreme court of Indiana, It contains a statement of the prob- 
lems involved in these modern methods of business which I think 
| so clear that I desire to insert it in my remarks. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Trading in cotton futures was established in New York in 1870 and in New 
Orleans a few years later. As lam more familiar with the cottontrade than 
with the other trades in which transactions in futures are made, I will con- 
fine my remarks more especially to cotton futures. Contracts in cotton fu- 
tures are made for the delivery in lots of 100 bales during the month con- 
tracted for, such delivery to be at the seller’s option upon five days’ notice 
to the buyer. An order on the warehouse for the cotton is tendered for every 
notice of delivery by the seller to the party to whom he has sold. If the 
buyer has also sold the cotton for délivery during the month for which he 
has received notice, it is customary for him to transfer the notice of delivery 
and warehouse order to the party to whom he has sold, and such transfers 
are made until 3p. m. of the day of issuing the notice or until its receipt 
before that hour by a party who has bought but has not sold, or who desires 
to receive the cotton, and this party receives the cotton from the one who 
issued the notice and warehouse order and pays for it. 

As those who have bought and sold have no interest beyond the difference 
in the price at which they bought and the price at which they sold, it would 
be a useless expense to have the cost of delivery and receipt incurred for 
each change of ownership, when the passing of the warehouse order accom- 
plishes every purpose and saves unnecessary charges. All immediate par- 
ties between the party who issues the notice and warehouse order, and the 
party who receives the cotton settle with each other the difference between 
the price of their respective contracts and the price at which the cotton is re- 
ceived and paid for. In the course of business it happens that many con- 
tracts are settled before the month of their maturity and without actual 
delivery of cotton. Forinstance, a merchant may sell for a planter a con- 
tract for October err, and the next day he may buy fora Southern cot- 
ton buyer a contract for delivery the same month, and if these transactions 
are made with the same party on the exchange, a direct settlement would 
be made as between the two members of the exchange. 

A merchant might sell to a party, who might sell to another, and this other 
might have previously sold to the first party, all the transactions being for 
the same month’s delivery. This would make a settlement of contracts be- 
tween the three and iscalleda “ring settlement.” These ‘‘ringsettlements ” 
are purely matters of chance. They may be effected very soon after the 
transaction, or they may not occur for months, and they may not occur at 
all. They do not in the = degree enter into the matter of the original 
transaction, which is upon the —- and intention of actual de- 
livery of the cotton contracted for. In much of the legitimate business at 
oe the transactions in futures are of great benefit to producers, manu- 

acturers, merchants, bankers, and the general public. 

About three-fourths of the cotton cropis usually marketed during the first 
four monthsof the season. Ifsucha large eapenteen of the crop was forced 
upon the market for immediate sale, the effect would certainly be to unduly 
and greatly depress prices. By the sale of futures against consignments of 
actual cotton relief; is often given to an overstocked market and better prices 
are secured for the planter than would otherwise be possible. If prices are 
satisfactory, the planter can direct his merchant to sell futures against his 
crop before it is actually ready to be marketed and thus secure the benefit of 
a remunerative price which might not be obtained if the sale could not be 
made until his crop had actually reached a market. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, having referred to the general 
laws of trade from which the future system was evolved, I now 
propose to summarily restate some of the benefits which it con- 
fers on the cotton-planter. 

It gives him a wider, sefer, relatively higher, and less fluctu- 
ating market. 

It cheapens the rate at which the producer obtains the money 
to make hiscrop by enabling the factor and all who deal with the 
producer to sell by futures the product with which the producer 
is to pay them, thus diminishing their risk and enabling them 
| 


to reduce their charges to the producer. 
It has diminished the charge of the middlemen by drawing the 
roducer and consumer together, by enabling the buyer to sell 
for future delivery and buy the producer's crop to fill his future 
sale already made. 

It has multiplied buyers and brought them to the door of the 
consumer. 

It has multiplied investors by enabling them to buy actual cot- 
ton and sell futures against it at a small advance to cover inter- 
| est and charges, thus making the investment safe. Theinvestor, 
having sold for future delivery against his purchase of actual cot- 
ton, is absolutely safe, is submitted to no risk of fluctuation in 
the market, ani therefore can afford to pay a better price to the 
producer. 

It has enabled the spinner to pay a better price to the con- 
sumer. He buys his cotton for consumpticn by means of a future 
contract, thus obviating the risk of adecline inthe market. He 
sells the goods which he is to make from the cotton by a future 
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contract, thus insuring a profit and thus enabling the spinner to 
do his busiuess on a narrower because a safer margin of profit. 
It has brought the cotton fields of the South nearer to the great 
centers of American and European consumption by diminishing 
the risk, thus reducing the difference in price which formerly 
existed between cotton in the field of the producer and that 
cotton at the door of the consumer. 

it has relieved banking capital, thus leaving more money to 
assist the planter in making his crop. 

All these things, Mr. President, are the necessary resultants 
of the first proposition, which is that the system of selling cot- 
ton for future delivery gives the producer a wider, safer, rela- 
tively higher, and less fluctuating market. If this proposition 
be true all the others necessarily follow. 

Now let meshow the existence of these benefits by an examina- 
tion of the state of the cotton trade before and after the future 
period, so that by acomparison between the two periods the mind 
may be able to determine, not by abstract reasoning, but by the 
touchstone of absolute and undeniable fact, whether the benefits 
which I have stated have or have not resulted. 

In the domain of theory minds may differ. The moment we 
advance an abstraction, one mind takes one view. and the other 
takes another, and the union of the two’minds becomes impossi- 
ble because of the divergent premises or the contradictory de- 
ductions which the minds make. 

But when we enter the domain of absolute and unchallenge- 
able fact, then the only question which remains is first to ascer- 
tain the truth and then follow it. By that touchstone I hope to 
demonstrate that this system has been a merciful blessing to the 
cotton-planter of the Southern country and to the cotton trade, 
and that its destruction will entail upon that people in loss of 
price and incidental sacrifices a sum equal to; it may be, $100,000,- 
000. 

I shall say nothing of the grain trade. There are Senators 
who are more familiar than I am with the movements and oper- 
ations of grain. I may say, however, that the theory and opin- 
ions of all the grain brokers, all the elevator men, all the bank- 
ers who advance on its exchange and bills of lading, and all of 
the people who deal in grain, I think almost without serious ex- 
ception, adhere to the promises stated in the book which has 
just been read. 

In Minneapolis, the very center of the grain trade, as will be 
seen, all the organized commercial bodies have filed their memo- 
rials here against this bill. While the distinguished Senator 
from Minnesota was good enough to say to me that he thought 
they had modified their opinion in consequence of a modification 
in the bill, [ think when it is known what an illusory hope that 
modification holds out, that their protests will apply. But we 
are not wanting in this record indubitable evidence that the prin- 
ciples which I assert, and which the theoretical writers and all 
the practical men assert, apply to grain. 

I find in the testimony of Mr. Romer,taken before the Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary, the following: 

Mr. RomsErR. I will say, if Iam allowed, that pooeee important miller in 
the country, in an interview with myseif on the’ uce Exchange of New 
York, said he was heartily in favor of this bill. ‘‘ Why,” said I, in my sim- 
plicity of heart, “ this bill will be an injury to the farmer; this bill nar- 
row the markets and give him no opportunity to sell to the best advan .”” 
He said, “I am not legislating for the farmer, I am legislating for the miller; 
the farmer will take care of himself.”’ 

Senator WASHBURN. That man must have been from New York. 

Mr. RoMER. That wasex-Governor Stanard, of St. Louis, Mo. He is a rep- 
putable miller. 

They want to be the buyers and without competition—the buyers at their 
own price 

Mr. President, I think the testimony here makes it perfectly 
clear, absolutely clear—and I want to call attention to it very 
deliberately and have it weighed—that whilst there may be di- 
vergence among millers, as there undoubtedly is, from the ear- 
nest and zealous and disinterested attitude taken by the Senator 
from Minnesota on this floor, yet there are other millers who 
consider that the necessary effect of this bill will be to reduce 
the price of the product made by the farmer and put him in the 
hands of and at the mercy of the miller. Mr. Pillsbury, the 
gentleman to whom I have already referred, and whose testi- 
mony is in this record, is a part owner of a vast milling estab- 
lishment. He testifies that they have, Ithink, one hundred and 
fifty elevators. I may be mistaken in stating the number. Now 
let me read his testimony, and I invite attention to it. This 
testimony was taken before the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives: 

Question: Mr. Lone. Well, formerly when millers were able to carry this 
wheat and flour and their money invested in it they then charged a profit 
sufficient to cover the interest on their money and that went out to the mar- 
kets of the world and paid the expenses, etc., and profits back to the mill 
man 


That is the question. 


Answer: Mr. PILLSBURY. The universal rule used to be that the miller 
generally accumulated wheat say, when the farmers were putting in their 
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surplus, rapidly. The universal rule, almost, used to be that you could buy 
the wheat cheaper at that time than at any other time, and you could make 
a fairer profit on the actual holding of the wheat than you could at such 
times when these movements of the farmers were less. 

Let me repeat it. 

You could buy the wheat cheaper at that time than at any other time. 

Mr. President, the system of futures was introduced in order 
to prevent purchasers from taking advantage of the time when 
the farmer was shipping rapidly, buying low, and then selling 
it afterwards for alarge profit. After the system of futures came 
in, when this vast surplus was accumulating, this was prevented. 
Not only the rich man, but the poor man, could buy for future 
delivery without any risk whatever. Every contract so made 
necessarily relieves the pressure on the market and gives the 
producer a better price. Mr. Pillsbury, in what I have just 
quoted, admits this. : 

But he goes further— 


Question: Mr. LonGc. Well, now then; as it stands nowthe millercan not 
carry the wheat and flour, because there is a large risk attached to it in con- 
sequence of wind selling. Then, if this wind selling has the strength that 
you say it has, it is manifest that it has a prejudicial influence against the 
raiser of wheat. 


Mark you, the question is inconsequential. The answer to the 
previous question had been that it was prejudicial to the miller 
of wheat and the question says ‘‘ prejudicial to the raiser.” Now 
mark the answer: 

Mr. PILLSBURY. Yes, sir; against the raiser of wheat— 

Here comes the gist of the answer— 
and the miller before— 

That is, before the system of ‘‘ futures ”— 
could generally use his good judgment and make money by the rise of wheat. 
I would state a fact, which perhaps would be a to most of your com- 
mittee, that I have no doubt the interests in this country, taken as a 
whole, in the last ten years have paid the farmer more money for wheat than 
they have gotten out of him. That is the fact through the Northwest. 

Mr. President, this bill proceeds upon the theory that the 
farmer has not got his full money, that he has not been paid the 
value of his product. Here is a statement that under this sys- 
tem during the past ten years the millers have been paying the 
farmer more for wheat than they, the millers, have obtained for 
it. 

Let me continue the citation: 

T think I can count— 
says Mr. Pillsbury— 


on the fingers of my two hands the one hundred and fifty milling firms, say 
ten years ago, in our part of the world; and I think that is true all over the 
country, that there are only a few millers who, by using the highest tri- 
umphs of milling and the best executive ability and producing the best brand 
of flour, have been able to*make anything. ‘he immense competition and 
capacity of the mills of this country has doubled three times the amount of 
flour they can make, and it is got right down the last few years to the ques- 
tion of the survival of the fittest; but there was a time when they could al- 
ways run on a profit, years ago, by buying wheat in the fall, say on an aver- 
age of $1 a bushel, we were almost sure to make a good profit by carry- 
ing it until the time when the state of the roads, etc., prevented the deliver- 
ies being so large. I look on short selling as being the greatest impediment 
to the profit of milling business in that way. 


That is just it, Mr. President. Here, if human language can 
state it, is an express admission that before the system of futures 
the way the millers did their business was when the surplus was 
coming in from the crop in large quantities, to buy it cheap, and 
when the roads got bad and the farmer’s wheat could not come 
in, tosellithigh. If the language does not say that, what does 
it say? 

ol not that exactly tally with my statement of the ‘future ” 
system? The ‘‘future” system hasdestroyed that. Why? Be- 
cause aman looking forward to the coming of those muddy roads 
and knowing that the muddy roads are to come, has said to the 
farmer, ‘‘ Do not sell your wheat now at alow price; I will agree 
to pay you a month hence, when the roads are muddy,:a higher 
price; just let me take it.” So competition has come in; and in- 
stead of buying wheat cheap when wheat was abundant and sell- 
ing it high later on, the prices have been equalized. 

I do not know whether that is a fact in wheat or not, for I 
have no experience and I do not propose to diseuss it, but I say 
when, on the face of this testimony, I find the statement to be 
that that is the case, I have the right to assume that Mr. Pills- 
bury knows a great deal more about wheat than | do, and to ac- 
cept his declaration of what were the consequences before the 
‘“‘ future ” system, and to see very plainly what is the consequence 
now and thus to keenly appreciate the great solicitude of Mr. 
Pillsbury for the producers of the country and his desire that 
their grain should sell high. 

Now. Mr. President, let me review the facts astocotton. But 
before I do that I desire to send up and have read a list of tele- 
grams. I have compiled the telegrams all intoone. The phra- 
seology of this one telegram is not literally the phraseol of 
the many which I have received, but they were all substantially 
the same, and I have put the signatures under one in order to 
avoid duplication. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TuRPI® in the chair). The 
paper referred to will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
COTTON FACTORS OF NEW ORLEANS. 
NEW ORLEANS, LA., July 18, 1392. 





To Hon. E, D. WHITE, : 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Ve ask your efforts to defeat Hatch antioption bill. Its passage willlower 
prices, injure planting interests, and badly affect cotton business generally. 

STEWART BROS. & CO. PHELPS & CO. 
GEO. W. SENTELL & CO. THOS. L. AIREY. 
HYMAN, HILLER & CO. LEVY BROS. 
SIMON E. MARX. — ROBERT DAY & CO. (Limited). 
J. FREIJHAN & CO., H. ABRAHAM & SON. 
Bayou Sara,La. J. WEIS & Co. 
LEHMAN, STERN & CO. BALDWIN & PUTNAM. 
JOHN M. PARKER & CO. BICKHAM & MOORE. 
R. M. WAMSLEY & CO. W. B. THOMPSON. 
PUGH & CO. CHAS. CHAFTE. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, most of the names found in that | 
telegram are the names not of cotton-buyers, but of cotton-sel- | 
lers. They are the namesof the great body of the cotton factors | 
of New Orleans who carry the almost entire crop of the Missis- 
sippi Valley. 1 

Mr. GEORGE. There is an important name missing from 
that list. : 

Mr. WHITE. Whos2 name? 

Mr. GEORGE. Richardson & May. 

Mr. WHITE. I send upa telegram from Mr. May, of Rich- 
ardson & May. 

Mr. GEORGE. I noticed the absence of the name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper referred to will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

(Telegram. } 
NEw ORLEANS, LA., July 18, 1892. 
E. D. WHITE, United States Senate: 

I believe the passage of the antioption Hatch bill will do incalculable dam- 
age to the cotton trade and cotton planting in the United States, and I in- 
yoke your earnest effarts to defeat it. 

A. H. MAY. 


Mr.WHITE. Mr. President, some Senators here know per- | 
sonally Mr. John T. Hardie, of the city of New Orleans, and his 
great business experience. I had a telegram to the same effect 
from him. 

I repeat, that these telegrams are not from cotton buyers, but 
they are from cotton sellers; and there does not live a body of 
more enlightened and honorable merchants than those whose | 
names are found upon that list. Many of them have been in the 
cotton industry from its infancy, and in all its trials and tribula- 
tions. They have followed it through it all, and they are doing 
it to-day, as they have always done, honestly and wisely. 

I desire to say another thing. Among that body of high- 
minded and enlightened gentlemen and progressive merchants, 
who have been in this business for all these years, there are 
found none of these great aggregations of wealth to which the 
distinguished Senator from Minnesota referred. There is hon- | 
est competency among them, and many are large cotton-planters. 

I have received beside these a telegram, which I desire read, 
from the dealers in rice and sugar and produce in the city of 
New Orleans. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper referred to will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





NEw ORTEANS, LA., July 19, 1892. 
Hon. E. D. WHITE, Washington: 

We, the a dealers in rice, sugar, and produce, consider the anti- 
option bill as detrimental to business and feel that its passage would work 
injury to our interests. 

BLOOM & SON, 

LEFELRERE & MARIONNEAU, 
MILTENBERGER & FLOWER, 
O. DOYLE & CO., 

JOHN W. COYLE, 


B. W. SEAGO, 

J. A. HARRAL, 
ELMER & ZEEBROOK, 
G. SCHWARTZ. 


Mr. WHITE. I will not encumber the RECORD by more tele- | 
grams. I take it for granted that if a man wanted an opinion as | 


to the operation of this bill upon cotton, he could not go to a 
more enlightened source for the information than to these gen- 
tlemen—information coming, as I said just now, from sellers of 
cotton; information coming from men who are solely interested 
that it should bring as high a price as possible; information com- 
ing from men who have watched these movements through all 
these years with asolicitude born of the keenest interest because 
they are always involved in it. When that is the case, when the 


universal opinion of the commercial world sustains them, am I to | 
be told that we are to take the opinion on the subject of men | 


who have had no experience whatever? 
But let me now come to figures. I send to the reporter and 
desire to have incorporated in my remarks—I will not have it 


read—a table showing thé annual crop, the exports, and United | 
| sumer. Whowas to takeit but the consumer? 
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The table referred to is as follows: 


[From Cotton Facts, by A. 8. Shepperson.] 


Statement of annual crops, exports, and United States consumption of cotton. 

















since 1841. 
Exports. \Home consum ption. 
i mn 
jae Total : Taliags 
Season. crop. To Great | ToConti-| Total a. of South- 
Britain. nent. | exports. See a 
| burned. 
1941-42 ___| 1,684,000} . 936,000} 529,000} 1,465,000| 263,000) (a) 
1842-"43 . | 2, 379, 000 1, 470, 000 540,000 | 2,010, 000 325, 000 (a) 
1843-44 ___| 2,030,000 | 1,202,009 | 427,000 , 1,629, 000 347, 000 (@) 
1844-45 __.| 2,394,000) 1, 439, 000 | 645,000 | 2,084,000 889. 0090 (a 
1845-46 ___| 2,100,000; 1, 102,00) | 565,000 | 1, 667,000 | $22, 000 (a 
1846-47 _..| 1,779,000 831, 009 410, 000 1, 241, 000 $22, 000 I 
1847-48 _. 2, 423, 000 1, 324, 00) 534,000 | 1,858,000 532, 000 75. 000 
1848-49 | 2,810,000 | 1,538,000 | 690,000 | 2, . 000 518, 000 112 088 
| 1849-"50 2, 204,090 | 1, 107,000 483,009 | 1,590,000 483, UO) 107,00) 
| 2,415,000 | 1,418,000 571,000.; 1,980, uO) 404. 00) 60. 000 
| 3, 126,000 | 1,699, 000 778,000 | 2,441,009 588, 000 111, OOu 
| 3, 416,000 | 1,737,000 791,009 | 2,528. 000 650, 600 153.09) 
3,075,000 | 1, 604, 000 715,000 | 2,319, 00) 592, 000 145, 009 
| | 2,983,000; 1,550,000 | 694,000 | 2, 244, 000 571, 000 135, 000 
55 | 3,665, 000 1,921,000 | 1,034,00) | 2,955, 000 633, 000 138, 0.0 
| 3,094,090 1,429,000 821,000 | 2,253, 000 655, 000 14. 600 
1857 | 3,257,000} 1,810,000 780,000 | 2,590,000 152, 00) 143.40) 
6 -| 4,019,000 | 2,019,000 | 1,002,000 | 3,021,000; 760,00) 67,053 
_| 4,851, 000 | 2,669,000 | 3, 774, 009 | 793, 000 186, 00) 
- 3, | 2, 175,000 3,127,000 | 650. 000 193. 009 
2, 1, 555, 000 541, 000 127,09 
| 2 1,557,000! 573.000 150. 009 
| 2,599, | 428,009 | 1, 656,000 | £0), 000 168. 000 
..-| 2, 434,000 | 158, 000 1, 447, 000 | 822,000 173, 90 
1869-"70 _..| 3, 704,000 | 2, 179, 000 | 777,00 80, 000 
1870-71 ...| 4,347, i le 80), 600 | 3, 168, 000 1, 072, 000 91,000 
1871-72 _..| 2, | > } 483,009 | 1,957,000 | 977, 000 120, 009 
1872—73 _._| 3, 874,000 | 1, 920, 000 | 756,000 | 2,676,000 | 1,052, 000 138, 009 
1873-74 __.| 4,130,000 1, 852, 000 | 959,000 | 2,811,000 1, 192, O00 128, 000 
1874~"75 ___| 3,831,000 | 1,833,000 841,000 | 2,674,000 | 1,071,000 1.0, 609 
187576 __.| 4,682,000 | 2,005,000 | 1,227,000 | 3,232,000 | 1,220,000) 134! 000 
187677 __.| 4,474,000 | 1,994,000 | 1,034,000) 3,023,009 | 1,302,000 127, 000 
1877-78 __.| 4,774,000 | 2,047,000 | 1, 309,000 | 5,000 | 1,345, 00) 151, 000 
1878-79 ___| 5,074,000 | 2,053,000 | 1,413,000 | 000 | 1,375,000) 198, 609 
1879-80 ~] 5, 761,000 | 2,554,000; 1,316,000; 3,864,000! 1,574,000 223, 009 
1880-81 ___| 6,606,000 | 2,832,000/ 1.737 090 | 4,565,00)/ 1,713,000 230, 000 
1881-82 _..| 5,456,000 | 2,295,000 | 1,256 009 3, 551, 000 1, 677, 000 287, 000 
1882-"83 _..| 6,950,000 | 2, 886, 000 1, 838, G00 4, 724, 000 1, 759, 000 313, 000 
1883-84 _..| 5,713,000 | 2,485,000 1,432,009 | 3,917,000 1,537,000 346, 000 
1884-85 _..| 5,705,000 | 2,425,000 | ¢1, 495,000 | 3,920,000 | 1, 437,000 318, 00) 
1885-86 ...| 6,575,000 | 2,565,000 | d1.771,000 | 4,335,009; 1,781,000;  385,C0) 
1886-87 _..| 6, 499, 000-| 2, 704, 900 | €1,741,000 | 4,445, 000 1, 687, 009 22, 090 
1887-"88 __.| 7,047,000 | 2,814,000 | 71,813,000 | 4,627,000 | 1,805,000| 459,000 
1888~—"89 __.| 6,939, 000 2, 810, 000 | 71, 926, 000 4, 736, 000 1,790,000 | 485,000 
1889-90 _..| 7,297,000 | 2,854,000 | 22,052,000 | 4,906,000 | 1,780,000 | 550,00) 
1890-91 ...| 8,674,000 | 3,345, 000 i2, 445,000 | 5,791,000 | 2,027,000 620, 000 


aNo estimate. 

bCivil war-—no record of cotton 
movement. ‘ 

ec Including 28,028 to Mexico. 

d Including 34,125 to Mexico. 


é {ncinding 40,774 to Mexico. 
J Including 38,203 to Mexico. 
Including 41.259 to Mexico. 
t Including 28,414 to Mexico 
iIncluding 31,443 to Mexico. 


Mr. WHITE. Now, what is the claim which those who defend 
future salesadvance? Theclaim isthis: That as ina few months 
the whole cotton crop was precipitated upon the market, this 
created a glut in the market, and put the producer largely at the 
mercy of the buyer. The crop either had to be sold or to be 
stored. If the buyer was not there to take that crop then there 
was this vast mass of receipts, and, of course, there was a serious 
decline in the market. 

Our total spinning capacity in this country represents a little 
under a third of our crop—somewhere between a third and a 
fourth. I will not be accurate in this statement. The balance 
of the crop was for exportation and the agents of the great Eng- 
lish buyers and consumers were there; and if they did not buy, 
the price went down. 

Under the system of ‘‘ futures” has this evil increased or has 
it diminished? It should have increased largely, because before 
the future period the crops came in more slowly than they do now. 
Why? In the first place, the greater part of the cotton crops in 
the South in the olden times was made by slave labor, and if the 
price was not satisfactory the large planters were able to hold 
their crops for an advance. in the second place, a great part of 
the cotton was grown on the alluvial lands along the streams, and 
the only exit to the markets of the world was the rising of the 
water in those streams. All these things and others of less im- 
portance tended at that time to retard somewhat the incoming 
of thecropof cotton. Despite that fact, in the first months of the 
season, before future dealing came in vogue,when the cotton came 
in there was always, unless there was some abnormal! condition, 
which can easily be explained. a serious depression in the mar- 
ket, which put the producer absolutely at the mercy of the con- 


advantages and fixed the prics. 


He availed of his’ 
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As this evil grew, the system of futures was devised, and de- 
vised for what purpose? Devised for the purpose of bridging 
over this glut, of preventing this cotton which came from being 
pushed upon the market, thus allowing it to be a, by aman 
who could not pay for it at once, but who could do so two or 
three or four months off, thus necessarilv spreading the large 
receipts over a longer period instead of throwing them all upon 
the market and causing them to be sold for the prices the con- 
sumer was then willing to give. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me toask him a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Lunderstand the position of the Senator from 
Louisiana with reference to the cotton trade to be, that now, 
owing to the increased facilities for marketing the cotton crop, 
railroads and all that sort of thing, contrary to the fact as it ex- 
ist¢d many years ago, when a very large amount of cotton was 
precipitated into the New Orleans market, much more than was 
needed then by the consumers—am I right that far? 

Mr. WHITE. I[say the receipts are larger now than they were 
then. I did not enter into that question. I spoke of the price 
of cotton. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I understand the Senator to say—and I 
want to understand him and I want him to understand me, be- 
cause | know there are many difficulties about this thing—I 
understand the Senator to say that but for the “future” system 
of dealings this cotton would be thrown upon the market then 
and there in its glutted state, and there would be a great fall in 
price. Is that right? 

Mr. WHITE. was not saying that when the Senator was 
kind enough to interrupt me. I had advanced that as a theory 
in my argument before, and I was proceeding to demonstrate as 
afact that it wasso. Iam not engaged now in the statement of 
theoretical problems. I was endeavoring to put my theories to 
the touchstone of fact by showing that such was and is the case. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. ThenI understand the Senator 
to change his position a little from the way I understood him, 
for now he states the proposition a little differently, that the 
records of the commercial exchanges and the cotton exchanges 
demonstrate the fact that when this cotton gets into New Or- 
leans or other markets in the fall in this glutted state, the result 
is that that there is a fall in the price? 

Mr. WHITE. Always. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me goon. Now, I understand the Sena- 
tor to say that the “future” sales or the “future” system will 
counteract that, but it does not now operat: in that way owing 
to the “‘ future’ system. Is that so? 

Mr. WHITE. Oh, no: I did not say that, 
same extent. 

Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. WHITE. 


I said not to the 


Very well. It lessens it, then? 


It lessens it seriously. 


Mr.GEORGE. Letusunderstaad this. What prevents under 


this bill every single bale of cotton that reaches New Orleans or 
any other port in these crowded months, these months of surfeit, 
being sold for future delivery? 

Mr. WHITE. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
an argument, and not asking a question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am asking a question. 

Mr. WHITE. No, that is making an argumient. I was not 
discussing whether it could be done under this bill. I am simply 
now demonstrating the fact that the system of “futures” had 
prevented the consequences of over receipts, and in the course 


He is now making 


of my argument, if the Senator will allow me, I intend to discuss | 


the matter he is speaking of. 
Mr. GEORGE. 
courtesy, but this is a matter in which my constituents feel a 


great interest, and I do not want to make a mistake aboutit. I. 


thought that the Senator had asserted a proposition and a theory 
which could not be made to fit the facts of the case. If now the 
Senator, who has been so very courteous to me as to allow me to 
interrupt him so far, thinks I am trespassing and that he will 
answer this matter further on, then I have only to say that I 
thank him for his courtesy so far, and that if m Vite and health 
are spared [ shall try some time during this debate to answer 
any position which he may take, which goes to show that the 
price of this large amount of cotton in New Orleans or in the 
other market places of this country is not affected by the future 
sales, except deleteriously. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in illustration of what I was 
saying, | hold in my hand a table. I will comment upon the 
table before asking to have it printed with my remarks. I have 
tabulated the receipts of cotton at the ports of this country from 
1870-71 down to 1891-92. The figures are startling. From Se 
tember 1 to December 31 there were received in 1870-71 1,642,- 
000 bales of cotton. There were received in 1871-72 1,392,000 
bales. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. | 


I am very much obliged to the Senator for his | 





JULY 22, 





Mr. GEORGE. Atall the ports? 

Mr. WHITE. Atall the ports. Now, I want to call attention 
to these figures. I shall not read the whole list, but the table 
will speak for itself in the Recorp as part of my remarks. 

In 1889-90 there was received before the 3lst day of Decem- 
ber, 4,270,000 bales. In 1870-’71 the amount was 1,642,000 bales, 

| and it is but little over 2,000,000 bales, as a rule, running down 

| the list, until we get to 1878-79. Then it was 2,651,000 bales. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me ask the Senator right there if he has 
got the total for each year, so as to show the proportion? 

Mr. WHITE. [ have already offered as part of my remarks 
such a statement. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator does not understand me. The 
subject will be more understandable if the table is inserted. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will allow me, lam dealing with 
statistics, and if he does not let me proceed with an orderly state- 
ment, he will confuse me. 

| Mr. GEORGE. Ido not wish to interfere with the Senator. 

| Mr. WHITE. In making a statistical statement, without in- 

| tending to be discourteous, [ should prefer not to be interrupted. 

| Mr. GEORGE. I beg pardonof the Senator. Iwill not inter- 
rupt him again. 

Mr. WHITE. Wehad notreachedahigher figure than 2,600,- 
000 in 1876~’77; in 1891-92 the total receipts up to the 3ist day 
of December were 4,783,000 bales—nearly 5,000,000 bales. 

Now, just make thecomparison. In 1870-71 there were 1,642,- 

| 000 bales; in 1801-92, 4,783,000—nearly 5,000,000 bales. 
The table referred to is as follows: 


| Table showing the increase in the quantity of cotton marketed during the first 
Jour months of the season since 1870. 


for the four months ending December 31, 1891 were nearly three and a half 
times larger than for the a wy | period of 1871, and exceeded the re- 
ceipts of 1871 by 3,391,000 bales. e cotton marketed during the first four 
months of the season of 1891-'92 exceeded the entire crop produced in any 
season previous to that of 1878-79. It will also be observed that while the 
date of arrival at the ports of one-half of the season's receipts was in 1871 on 
January 17, the date of such arrival of recent years has been from November 
| 23 to December 3, or about six or seven weeks earlier. 


| Mr. WHITE. This table also shows the date of the receipt of 
| one-half the crop. On itI find thisinstructive statement. One- 
half of the total crop in 1870-’71 had arrived by January 17; in 
1872-73, January 8; in 1873-74, January 1, and now and then 
one-half the crop arrived at various days in December. In 
1838-"89, by December 5 one-half of the total crop had arrived in 
the city of New Orleans and other ports. Inthe following year, 
| 1890-"91, one-half of the total crop had arrived by December 8. 
| In 189192 the crop is estimated, because we can not make it 
complete, and it is estimated on the basis of receipts up to July 

| 15. 
| This shows the great pressure of receipts on the market; this 
| shows how the cotton — in now at an early day. Who is to 
buy this cotton? If all this cotton is precipitated upon the mar- 
_ ket and if it had required actual buyers to be then and there 
ready to take it up for immediate delivery, why would not the 
roducers have been at the mercy of the consumers? How‘can 
Fenow that this system of futures produced the result of obviat- 
ing the consequences of the glut by selling not only to those 
| wanting for the present but also to those requiring it for the fu- 


| | Date of ar- 
= Pe ey ag rival * the 
: Bae ceived at the © por rts of one- 
Season of ports Sept.1| for entire | half of the 
to Dec. 31. season. | season’s 
| receipts, 
Bales. Bales. 
 eemestmonanarete | Sie) bs oe | Seer 
~72 , B92, , Taz, cem ber 
> etter oe lt - 
ih bennenhs weeks aden etebn ean 5 
IBT478 oon eee eee cc cae 2,106,000 | 3,509, 000 | December 16 
MOTT TTI] «— Beortow | = .dse 000 | December 8 
1877-78 abudesweden 2, 398, 000 4, 334,000 | December 22 
Riemann | fsom | Ser eo | Decemberis 
OM Wc wee cece ee cesses cesesees oe, , 5 . m 
1880-"s1 | 3, 447, 000 5, 878,000 | December 16 
SIS ntnie tictiudes sbic sbbavddeds } 3, 247, 000 4,688,000 | December 3 
Re RPG IEA Cr. | 3, 530, 000 6,010,000 | December 18 
IPP TI ciccs.n'ccc katana) cuneenihc dk wea choi 3, 494, 000 4, 800,000 | November 30 
a... oe 352,000 | 8.368000 | December 4 
E SITET sn bgreciitinmsniiithiinmaietéell 3, 732, 000 5, 301,000 | December 2 
PEED voieras Sagoo a cduwiconn nebo hoot 4, 011, 000 5, 612, 000 | November 28 
| arr 3,714, 000 5, 547,000 | December 5 
|”. Reamwcetertraare ‘uso | Gas | become 
SE edigho nick tien sari ne witronantinnice , 430, , 979, 
| 1891-"92 4,783,000 #7, 150,000 |*December 1 
i 
*Estimated on basis of receipts to July 15, 1892. 
A comparison with twenty years ago shows that the recei at the ports 
i 


ture or more remote periods? [I think I can doso not only by 
reasoning but also by facts—— 








1892. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. 6569 





Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator a moment, be- 
cause I want to get at the real facts, and I know he does? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it not a fact that a great deal of the cotton 
which the Senator says goes into all the ports of the United States 
at certain dates has been already bought from the producers? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; of course. 

Mr. BUTLER. The farmer has sold it? 

Mr. WHITE. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BUTLER. So that when the argumentis made that that 
has any effect upon the producer, I submit to the Senator if it 
were true, and if the statement which I have just made be true, 
his argument falls to the ground. 

Mr. WHITE. On the contrary, it confirms my argument. If 
the Senator understands—and I was coming to that as an entire 
answer to the Senatorfrom Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]—it is just 
aconfirmation of my argument “strong as proofs of Holy Writ.” 
I will demonstrate it if the Senator will have a little patience. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam patient. 

Mr. WHITE. I say the effect of the arrival of all this cotton 
was necessarily to reduce the price. Whatelse could it do? It 
always has done it, and does it with every product. [haveshown 
the vast increase of the receipts for a given time in the modern 


riod over the old period, resulting from modern facilities. Now | 


propose to make a comparison showing how much cotton fell 
before the “future” period, at the time of large receipts of the 
crop, and how much it fell after the “future” period. If I find 


thatafter the ‘‘ future ” period the decline in cotton from the pres- | 


sure of receipts was less than it was before the “ future” period, 
although the receipts have been largely increased, do I not make 
a demonstration that can not be answered? The fact that there 
was a decline in both periods is not gainsaid, the question is, in 
which period has there been the least decline? 4 

I hold in my hand an exhibit of the dates of the lowest prices 
for cotton in New York during each season from 1850-51 to 
to 1860-’61—that is, a period before futures. I do not take in 
the period from 1861-"62 to 1870-'71 because of the war and the 
fluctuations in gold. I stop at 1861, because the war intervened, 
and if I went into the subsequent period, before 1880, questions 
of gold value, of the rate of exchange, and the disturbance of 
currency resulting from the war would be factors in the problem. 
I desired to make an accurate compilation. The statement, as 
I have said, shows the lowest point to which cotton fell from 
1850-51 to 1860-61 and from 1880-81 to 1890-91. 

I take these two periods, one before the system of ‘‘ futures ” 
and one after. I want to show the fact that the incoming crop 
caused a glut in the market and thus produced a depression in 
price which was common to both periods. It does that, as I 
said just now, in every product, and that glut occurred at about 
the same time relatively. Here it is. In 1883-84 the lowest 
price was September 1, 1883; take 1853-54, and the lowest price 
was October 21, 1853; take 1884-85; and the lowest price was Oc- 
tober 24, 1884; and the lowest price in 1854-55 was December 15, 
1854; take 1885-86, and the lowest price was February 26, 1886, 
and the lowest price in 1855-56 was November 9, 1855. : 

The depression, therefore, of both periods was asarule coin- 
cident with largest receipts. 


Dates of lowest prices of middling Upland cotton in New York during each sea- 
son Srom 1850-'51 to 1860-61, and from 1880-'81 to 1890-"91. 





Date of low-| 
est price. 


Date of low- 
est price. 


Season of— 


May 10, 188i 
-| Oct. 17, 1881 





aCrop of 1851-'52 proved to be the largest up to that date, and when it be- 
came apparent in August, 1851, that the new crop would be greatly in excess 
of ol previous season. prices could not be maintained. 

b Warlike gag ag in Europe caused serious declines in prices in 
June, 1859, and July, 1860. 

eCrop of 1880-81 was largest grown up to that time. It exceeded previous 
cro ,000 bales. Its vast size was not fully realized by the trade until May, 
1881, when prices declined under the large stocks. 

a Crop of 1882-83 exceeded all previous crops, and was about 1,500,000 bales 
greater than the precedingcrop. This was not plainly seen until April, 1883, 
when prices declined to lowest of the season. 

e Crop of 1890-’91 exceeded the estimates made in November, 1890, by over 
1,000, 000 bales, and when it was seen that the crop of 1891-92 would also be 
large the prices gave way. 


Now, I want to call attention to another fact. I hold in my 
hand a statement of the total sales of futures in New York and 


New Orleans. Every future sale is registered in the New Or- 
leans and New York Cotton Exchanges. Thestatement contains 
the future sales in the cities named of the cotton crop from 
| 1880-’81 to 1890-91, inclusive—the whole volume of those sales, 
| the volume of the crop, and the average price of spot cotton for 
each season. 
The table referred to is as follows: 
Total sales of futures in New York and New Orleans, and cotton crops 1880-'81 
to 1890-91, inclusive. 








| Average 
| 
} 
| 





j | 
New price 
Season of— New York. Orleans Total. Crops. — ling 
- | in New 


York. 














26,721,800 | 5, 239, 600 | | 6, 605,760 113 
32,768,000 | 2,124,900 | 34,892,900 | 5, 456, 048 12 
25,907,100 | 11,712,800] 37,619,900 | 6,949; 756 ti} 
24,828,600} 8,939,400} 33'768,000} 5,713, 200 il 
21, 462,900 | 8,263,000} 29,725, 900 | 5, 708, 165 108 
25, 382,500 | 7,018,700 | 82, 401,200 | 6, 575, 691 9} 
28,079,800 | 11,642,500 | 39,722,300 | 6, 505, 087 10; 
28,924,400 | 8,709,800 | 37, 684,200 | 7, 045, 833 10 
20,184,400 | 6,747,900 | 26,932,300 | 6,938,290 10 
21, 084, 100 6,917, 909 | 28,002,000 | 7, 311,322 11} 
26,289,500 | 9,141,400 | 35,530,900 | 8, 652, 597 97% 








Total __... | 281,783,100 | 86,457,900 | 368, 191,000 | 73, 459, 479° 


i 


Those figures absolutely demonstrate that the greater the 
volume of ‘* future” sales to the volume of the crop, the higher 
the average price was for spot cotton. Here they are compiled 
from Cotton Facts—a book of unquestioned authority in the cot- 
ton trade. Its author, Mr. Shepperson being in no way adealer 
in cotton, but devoting his time and talents to the literature of 
the subject. I wish to print the table in the RECORD as part of 
my remarks, and I call every Senator’s attention to it, particu- 
larly those from cotton-growing States. This table shows that 
taking the volume of future sales and the volume of crops, that 
the average price of actual spot cotton was higher when the vol- 
ume of ‘‘futures” bore the iargest proportion to the volume of 
the crop. 

What does this illustrate? It illustrates a very simple ele- 
es proposition of ee economy, as clear as two and 
two make four, that is, that prices are always higher in an active 
market; that the more trading there is, the more you get for the 
thing tradedin. But when I showed this table to adistinguished 
Senator the other day, he said to me, that table does not prove 
anything; you have taken the average price of the year. Now, 
the complaint is, and [ want to call your attention to the fact, 
that the effect of this future dealing is not that it does not give 
as high an average price, but that it is a snare and a delusion to 
the farmer, and that it is a system of ‘‘ now you see it, and now 
you don’t;” that when the glut comes the farmer's cotton is taken 
at a low price and sold at a high one after the farmer has al- 
ready marketed. 

In other words, the claim is that the future dealer takes the 
hand of the farmer and leads him down into the depths of the 
Slough of Despond, and when he is led down and all his products 
taken away from him, then up goes the price and the specu- 
lators take the advantage. That, Mr. President, is absolutely 
and entirely false in every particular, as shown by my figures. 
Although it is untrue, it seems to be an opinion entertained by 
some, doubtless from error of fact. 

I now send to the desk to be read the testimony of Mr. D. W. 
McCune, who represents the National Farmers’ Alliance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper referred to will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Now, then, if the claim be just which is made by the other side here, that 
this future selling regulates and controls and keeps up the market, and if it 
also be true that it can be made to have atemporary effect upon the market, 
then it follows if the pressure brought to bear at the beginning of the sea- 
son temporarily reduces prices, then by means of this system they keep it 
down, and, as was ably shown by the gentleman from Minnesota who testi- 
fied on our side, it had the effect of frightening away would-be investors, 
that it frightens away legitimate capital that would otherwise be induced to 
hold this crop when there was a superabundance, and if they could estimate 
on the volume of the crop and the volume of the demand and have some rea- 
son to believe it was an investment they would go into it, but owing to the 
manipulation of these futures it was so unsettled an operation that it horned 
off and kept the legitimate investors frightened away and they would not 
take hold of it at all. Now the same is true, and the point that fom gradu- 
ally intending to show is this, that by this system they keep the mills horned 
off. They squeeze the cotton out of the producer and they keep the con- 
sumer horned off, so that he will not buy a pound of cotton until he is com- 
pelled to have it, and they keep legitimate capital frightened awayso that 
they will not fnvest in it. 

Now, this system does not result from a little buyer who buys a few hun- 
dred bales and sells against it while his cotton is going to market; it is not 
from legitimate business men at all, but it is done by these combinations 
that manipulate, that squeeze the crop out of the hands of the producer and 


hold it through the season and deal it out in driblets as they need it ata 
high price. 
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Of course that is impossible; but I do believe that there is a certain part of 
it—that is, the part of it that is carried on a large scale at exactly the right 
time, when the crop commences to move, when the money is scarce, when 
the big buyers who have agents all over the country want to buy, that they 
can turn and fairly fiood the future market—New York—with sales 
and offers to seli and de the price very materially. Ido not see how 
anyone can deny that. ‘ow, [am taking, Mr. Chairman, a more conserva- 
coat position perhaps than I believe, but Iam taking it so as to be sure and 

Mr. WHITE. Before I meet that argument I desire to call 
attention to the difference between the Senator from Minnesota 
and this gentleman. The idea of the Senator from Minnesota 
seems to be that this future system prevents the enhancement of 
price, drives it down always and continuously. The idea of the 
gentieman whose statement has just been read is not that futures 
affect the price continuously, but that futures make the price low 
while the farmer is selling and then make it high when the 
speculator has gotten it. The two pretensions can not be both 
true. The Senatorfrom Minnesotasaid yesterday that the effect 
of futures was such that when a man bought he could never sell 
with profit; he could not carry it; he could not getalong. Ifa 
man be a buyer, then it seems to me he would buy at the season 
when these speculative bayers would be in the market, that is, 
buy when, if Macune be right, they were closing the farmer out 
cheap, and sell when thespeculators wereraising the price. That, 
it seems to me, would be the time to sell. 

If this isa system by which the cotton factors and all those 
representing the cotton-planter put the crop down, when it is 
coming in buy it, and then raises the price and sell it high for 
themselves, it seems to me that is a kind of business that would 
just suit the miller. But the Senator from Minnesota says that 
does not exist, although Mr. Macune says it does. 

Te show that this view is not true, I have made a comparison 
of prices of middling Upland cotton in New York from 1880 to 1891 
with the period from 1850 to 1861, the same standard of nner 
son being applied to both. I have taken the prices during both 
periods. Here they are during the time when the future system 
did not exist, from 1850 to 1861. Here they are when the future 
system did exist from 1880 to 1891. I have taken those two sets 
of prices and made the calculation, and any man can make it. 

i will print the table as a part of my remarks. It shows the 
range of fluctuation in the two periods. What was it? Why, 
sir, the greater range of fluctuation was in the period from 1850 
to 1861, before futures. In 1850-51, the fluctuation was 37, of a 
cents more than the range of fluctuation in the first year of the 
other period, 1880-’81, In 1851-’52 it was fifteen-sixteenthsmore 
than it was in 1881-’82. In 185455 it was 2} cents more than in 
188485. In 1856-57 it was 2,5, cents more than it was in 1886-87. 
In 1857-58 it was 44 centsmore than in 1887—88. There are but 
three years in the whole time in which the range of fluctuation in 
the period where futures obtained was greater than the of 
fluctuation existing before the future period; and those three 
years are explained by the occurrence of disturbances which 
operated on the market entirely extraneous from the future 
question. I will annex explanations of these years by way of 
notice to the table. - 


Comparison of prices of middling upland cotton in New York since 1380, with the 
period Jrom 1850 to 1860. 
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a The crop of 1882-83 was the largest grown up tothat time and exceeded 
the previous crop 1,500,000 bales. Prices yielded under the pressure of ex- 
cessive receipts and stocks, thus causing wider fiuctuation in ° 
+ The season of 1883-"84 opened under the ——— of the 
large stocks remaining in the United States and Liverpool from the of 
the previous season (an increase of about 360,000 bales) and the lowest 
were current from Ist September to Ist January. The condition of the new 
crop planted in the spring of 1884 was unfavorable and this caused a sharp 
advance, thus widening the range of fluctuations. The crop proved to be 
1,257,000 less than the previous one. 
¢ in the first four months of the season of 1889-'90 the receipts at the 
ports were the largest previously recorded, 4,270,000 bales, and ex- 


ceeding the receipts of the corresponding period of the previous season by 
Under this pressure prices receded from 11j cents on Septem- 


556,000 bales. 


Reference to the seasons from 1866-67 to 1879-’80 has been 
omitted because they covered what is known as the reconstruc- 
tion period, as wellas the time of suspension of specie payments. 
The fluctuations in cotton during these years were very great. 
and the fluctuations for the four years immediately preceding 
the establishment of the future-delivery business in New York 
were the largest of which there is any record. The fluctuations 
for middling cotton in New York in 1866-67 were 17 cents; in 
186768, 174 cents; in 186869, 10$ cents; in 1860-70, 15% cents. 

But it may be said you have calculated in the range of fluctu- 
ation, and in order to arrive at the range of fluctuation you have 
taken the anor and lowest price during the whole year. 
There is no other way to do it. 

Mr. RANSOM, ill my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator give us the list of prices rep- 
resenting the period? 

Mr. WHITE. I have not the list of prices under my hand. 
The prices were higher before the future period. 

Mr. RANSOM. They were higher in the first period, were 
they not, the period when they had no futures, than in the period 
when they had the actual prices? 

Mr. WHITE. Of course, cotton was generally higher years 
ago than now, and so with everythingelse. There is no conten- 
tion about that. There is no contention in this testimony here 
anywhere that the effect of the future system was to lower the 
price of cotton. I have read the statement of Mr. McCune in 
which he says that the effect of this system is not to affect the 
general price but to make cotton low when the farmer is selling 
and high when he is not selling. 

if the Senator will turn to the statistical abstract and make 
a comparison with of all our agricultural products which are not 
sold by future delivery he will find that shrinkage in value af- 
fects not only cotton but all other things in this country equally. 
To attribute general shrinkage in value (which has affected the 
whole country, affected things which are not covered by futures 
as well as things which are covered by [utures), to the future sys- 
tem, when the record does not contain any such pretension, when 
the gentlemen whom they are combating for say it is simply to 
prevent them from being skinned by having the price put down 
and then put up, is asking me a question which in my judgment 
is entirely out of the record. 

Mr. RANSOM. My friend will pardon me. He invited the 
question, or I should not have asked it, by a remark which he 
just made to me in a low voice. He was speaking of the fluctua- 
tions, and I simply desired the information for myself and the 
Senate to show what the comparative prices were in the two 
representative periods he designated. I asked the Senator this 
simple question for information, and I hope he will not hold me 
responsible for what any other person has said are complaints of 
farmers and what are not. 

Mr. WHITE. I thought I -had fully answered that question 
by what preceded, when I exhibited a table showing the volume 
of futures and the volume of crop, and the price, and showed 
that price depended absolutely upon the law of supply and de- 
mand and not upon the quantity of futures. I thought that ques- 
tion had been answered. I think now to my mind it is perfectly 
and absolutely and satisfactorily answered. 

Mr. RANSOM. I did not mean to be involved in this little 
colloquy between us, but I took the liberty of reading a part of 
the memorandum which the Senator had offered to show that the 
price of cotton was highest when the volume of futures was 
largest. He read the memorandum to the Senate to show that 
the price of cotton was highest when the volume of futures was 
largest. I read hastily the memoravdum, and I have it now be- 
fore my eye. I learned from the memorandum that the price 
of cotton was highest when the supply was smallest, and that 
the volume of futures had nothing to do with the price one way 
or the other, or at least it did not have the effect the Senator 
attributed to it. For instance—— 

Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator ought not to interrupt me 
by making a speech at this time. 

Mr. RANSOM. All right; I will not. 

Mr. WHITE. I am engaged in a regular argument. 

Mr. RANSOM. [am very sorry—— 

Mr. WHITE. I appreciate the Senator's regret at interrupt- 
ing me, and I know how keenly he feels its force. 

Mr. RANSOM. While the Senator was in his seat and the 
Clerk was engaged in reading I asked him a little question and 
he said he wished I would ask him then so he could satisfy my 
mind. But my mind is not satisfied. iam an anxious inquirer. 


ber 1 to 10} cents on November 4, this latter price being the lowest of the 
season. 

ad Prices for 1860-"61 are to the end of April. The civil war was a disturb- 
ing factor after that date and prices advanced before close of the season 
(August 31) to 20 cents, making a range for the entire season of 10 cents. 
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Mr. WHITE. Evidently the Sengtor is very anxious. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam very sorry I disturbed my friend—ex- | 
tremely sorry. I did not mean to do so. ItisathingIam very | 
rarely guilty of in the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. ‘The solicitude of the Senator from North Car- | 
olina I think would be fully answered if he had listened to what | 
I said when [ produced this table. I never thought, and I mate | 
no such statement, that the price depended upon the volume of | 
futures; but I said that the average price of the years since the | 
existence of futures was largest in the proportion the quantity 
of futures bore to the crop. Of courss that statement is a math- 
ematical statement of the proposition that the lawof supply and | 
demand governed as the volume of futures depended upon the 
volume of crop. The Senator looks at the statement and says 
the statement demonstrates that the price depended upon sup- | 
ply and demand, and yet he asked me whether futures affected | 
it. That is the answer I got. 

Mr. RANSOM. I did not understand the Senator, then. 

Mr. WHITE. Inorder to prevent any possible implication 
that this calculation of average embraced any very low period 
or very high pericd I have taken the pric? of middling cotton | 
in New York from 1880-’81 to 1890-91, month by month, and | 
also during the period where no futures existed, month by 
month, from 1850-51 to 1860-’61, and it shows, beyond a per- 
adventure of a doubt, large and abnormal fluctuations month by | 
month, before futures. That is the very condition of things | 
which is complained of here existed then, and it also shows 
the absence of such a condition of things during the future | 
period. 




















Average price of middling cotton in New York for each month aad for each season 1850-"51 to 1860-61 and 1880-81 fo 1896-"91. 


In other words, taking the prices month by month since the 
future period you find a smal! decline, a decline when the cotton 
begins to come in, but the rate of decline from that declin- 
ing point throughout the year is less than was the rate of the 
fall in the period where no futuresobtained. Taking the fluctua- 
tions, following them month by month since futures, you find 
the amount a fraction of a cent. Taking the fluctuations during 
the other period, it is not infrequent that they run up into large 
figures. I will take some of them asexamples. Take 1884-85, 
December was 1.39 above September; 1854-55, December was 
1 cent below September. In other words, despite the incoming 
of the crop in 1884-85 December prices had been driven up to 1.39 
above what cotton opened at the commencement of the season, 
whilst in 1854-55 it had lowered in price 1 cent from the begin- 
ning of the season. Of course all these statements refer to the 
prices of actual cotton. 

Go to another year. Take 1885-’86; October prices were .21 
below September. In 1855-’o6they were 1 cent below September. 
Take 1857~’88; Dacember was above November .35. In 1857-58 
December was below November 2cents. Inother words, the very 
process which is complained of here occurred before the future 
period and not since the future period. Why was this? Be- 


| cause futures held the market with a steady hand; and although 
| there was as a rule a decline, that decline has been small com- 


pared with the persistency of decline and the abnormal fluctua- 
tions which took place before futures came intoexistence. Now, 
if this is not a complete answer to the complaints { do not know 
what could be. I submit this tables to be printed as a part of 
my remarks: 
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188485, December 1.39 cents above September; 1854-°55, December 1 cent be 
1cent below September; 1887-'88, December above November .35 cent; 1857-58, 


But there is other overwhelming evidence of the advantage | 
which has resulted from future-delivery transactions. I affirm 
that the certain effect of futures has been to relieve the Ameri- 
can producer from the grasp of the British spinner; has been to de- | 
crease the shipping margin between the New York and Liverpool | 
markets, thus, to that extent, assisting the producer. I hold in 
my hand a comparative statement as to the values of middling 
and upland cotton in Liverpool and New York at the times of 
the lowest prices in New York, in 1844, 1845, 1848, and the low- 
est price in 1892—making allowance for the difference in freight 
charges and the equivalent for the delay in time. I submit the | 
table to be published in connection with my remarks: 


Comparative values of middling upland cotton ia Liverpool! and New York, at tiv: 
times of lowest prices in New York in the years 1844, 1845, 1348, and 1892, mak- 




















ing allowance for difference in _— charges and an average mail date equiv- | 
alent of thirty-five days later than Liverpool datefor the New York date. Ex- | 
change, 4.85. 

_ ———— 

Sitwer- Differ- | 

Liver- | poo or New oan | 

Date. pool |Freight.| price, "ta, | York | 9S! - | 

price. freigns money.| Price. a | 

paid. gin. | 

ee a _ ae 

Pence. Pence. Pence. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 

November 25, 1844....___. 3] a 3 Tvs 52; 1 | 

February 7, 1845......... 3] % Tes 5% 1} | 
A i iret pests woke 4} as 333 8 55 23 
2 S| ee 3] os 333 Tus ws 3 





This statement is remarkable in two respects: 
1. The enormous margin a in the past by the cotton merchant to 
protect himself oe a decline, as compared with the present, when he 
can protect himr uf by selling for future delivery. 
2. wide fluctuation in t margin, ranging from 1} cents to 2} cents, 
—. lack of stability in values. 
Itis a well-known fact in the cotton trade that during the years of | 
low prices cited cotton in the Southern ports solid for less than 4 cents per 
, while now, with the same or lowerrange of pricescurrent in Europe, | 
t is bringing 6 cents per pound in tls South. 


| cotton came into the market. 


| lected 1844 and 1845 and 1848.” 


| 1891 of the futures period. 
| remarks. 


‘low September; 1885-'86, October .20 cent below September; 1855-'56, October 


December below November 2 cents. 


These figures show that on November 25, 1544, cotton in Liv- 
erpool was 3{ pence. The freighf was three-eighths pence. The 
Liverpool price, freight paid, was 34 pence, the equal in Ameri- 
can money of 7,4; cents. The New York price was), cents, leav- 
ing a shipping margin of 1{ cents. Now, go to February, 1848; 


| the shipping margin is 14 cents; in April, 1348, it is 24 cents. 


These facts show that there existed between the Liverpool price 
of cotton at that time and tle price of cotton here this large 
margin. 

What did thatcome from? It came from the fact that the 
Americatproducer was at the mercy of the British spinner. His 
Our mills could not consume it. 
Here was this large surplus representing at least 70 per cent of 
the crop, and the margin between America and Liverpool was 
an average of nearly 2 cents during those years. 

It may be said, ‘‘ But you have picked out years; you have se- 
In order to meet that criticism 
I have had a table prepared, showing the shipping margin be- 


| tween Liverpool and New York in 1834~’85, 1885~’86, 1886~’87, as 


the period of futures down to 1890-91, with a comparison from 
1854 to 1861—the nonfuture period. 

What does this comparison show? Letussee. The shipping 
margin in 1854-55 was 1.36 cents; in 188485 it was 1 cent; in 
1855~56 it was 1.70 cents, while in 1885~"86 it was .87 of a cent; in 
185657 it was 14 cents against .81 of acent in 1886~'87; in 1857—58 
it was 3.14cents against one-half ofa cent in 1887~—88; in 1858-59 
it was 1.92 cents against 1: cents in 1888~'8%; in 1859-'60 it was 
2.37 cents against .87 of a cent in 1889-90; in 1869-6litwas 1% 
cents against .93o0f a centin 1890-91. The average shipping mar- 
gin of the seven years 1%54 to 1861 was 1.96 cents per pound 
against an average of .89 of a cont for the seven years 1884 to 
I submit the table as a part of my 
[For table ses next page. | 

What do these margins represent? This enormous average 
difference of over a cent a pound on the shipping margin during 
the years compared, was caused by the fact that the cotton was 
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Table showing the shipping margin between New York and Liverpool for middling 
cotton for each season, 1854-55 to 1860-61 (which is as far back as we have reli- 
able data) and 1384-85 (we begin the period of comparison at 1884-'85 in order to 
avoidthe fluctuations of gold) and 1890-"91. 
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1889-"90 6i% | 12.37] 11.50 | .87 || 1859-760. Ste 13.37 | 11.00| 2.37 
1890-'91 5 | 10.37] 9.44] .93 1860-"61_| 7 18.75 | 12.00] 1.7 








~ Average shipping margin of the seven years 1884 to 1891 is .89 ofa cent, and 
of the seven years 1854 to 1861, 1.96 cents per pound. 


held during the future period from pressing on the market by 
the effect of the future-delivery system, and therefore the glut 
produced nothing like the damaging effect that it did before 
that period. Here was a difference in shipping margin of over 
acent. Whom was it made by? Of course it was made by the 
American producer. I resume the showing. If the average 
price depends upon the volume of crop without reference to fu- 
tures, if the range of fluctuations during the period before fu- 
tures was greater than in the periods of futures, if the fluctua- 
tions month by month before the future pees were much greater 
than they are in the future period, if before the future period 
there was a large shipping margin between Liverpool and this 
country and that margin has diminished considerably. If these 
facts be true, I ask do not they absolutely confirm every propo- 
sition I have advanced and do they not justify the universal con- 
census of the commercial world that dealings in futures helps 
to maintain the price, and therefore helps the producer. 

I come now to the question which my friend, the distinguished 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], put to me, and that in- 
volves the discussion of another portion of the bill. I say this 
bill is a delusion. I say under this bill contracts for future de- 
livery can not be practically made until commercial men devise 
expedients and mechanism to frustrate the law and to overcome 
it, and why? The provision of the bill is that the planter may 
sell for future delivery either the crop he has made or the crop 
he proposes to make. 

Mr. GEORGE. Not proposed, but having in process. 

Mr. WHITE. Well, that does not change the logical propo- 
sition. I did not intend +o state it with inaccuracy. I do not 
think that affects the situation. Let us see how the future busi- 
ness is conducted. In the first place, the question which the 
Senator from South Carolina[Mr. BUTLER] asked me is perfectl 
true. A large part of thecotton which came early tomarketh 
probably been already sold before it got there. Soldhow? Sold 
under the future system. The result of the future system has 
been to break up great buyers, and now all over the Southern 
country everywhere, in every county, wherever cotton can be 
sold there is found acotton buyer. ‘A buyerforwhom? A buyer 
for himself. The telegraph goes everywhere. The buyer is 
communicating with spinners. Thespinners do not buyaverage 
lots of cotton. They buy particular kinds of cotton. 

There is no farmer who can sell a particular kind of cotton. 
A crop of cotton is diversified! and’ com of divers grades. 
The spinner wants a certain kind of cotton. The buyer tele- 
graphs him, ‘‘I will deliver you such a grade of cotton,” say a 
thousand bales or 500 bales. He has not got it. There is not 
one planter who could give itto him. He sells it on the faith 
of his credit and faith in his ability to! obtain the es re- 
quired. The spinner believes in him; he knows him. That 
man, in order to protect himself from loss, the moment the spin- 
ner says he accepts, telegraphs to a market and buys futures asa 
hedge against his sale to the spinner. Cotton assold for futures 
does not cover a particular grade, but an average lot of cotton. 

All that is below a certain grade is not admitted, and no lot of 
cotton is of auniform grade. The moment he buys actual cot- 
ton he picks out of that lot of cotton the bales which corre- 
—— to what he has sold the spinner and disposes of futures to 
that extent. If compelled to buy another lot in order to com- 
plete his sale to the spinner he sells more of his futures and so he 
goes on and goes on until he has made up his lotto deliver to the 
spinner’s order and also disposes of his futures. I ask the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] where is the farmer who can 
do that? Where is thecrop of the farmer that is go to su 
ply that want and carry out such a transaction, which is a typi- 
ca 


representation of the contract by which the producer's cot- 
ton passes to the consumer. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Do you want an answer now? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly; I should be very glad to have an 
answer. 

Mr. GEORGE. My answer is that the farmer can not do it 
and it can not be done under the form of the future contract 
adopted by the Cotton Exchange of New Orleans and the Cot- 
ton Exchange of New York, in both of which, whilst a man pur- 
chased the contracts for middling cotton the seller may deliver 
him any kind of seven full grades, fourteen grades of cotton, and 
no manufacturer can ever supply himself under the future sys- 
tem as regulated in New Orleans and New York. 

Mr. WHITE. Let me answer the Senator. He evidently has 
not understood my position. Let me state an elementary com- 
mercial transaction: A isaspinner. Bisabuyer. A, the spin- 
ner, says to B, the buyer, ‘‘ I want a thousand bales of long staple 
cotton.” That is not a transaction made under the rules of any 
exchange. B, the buyer, says, ‘‘ Very well; I will deliver to you 
a thousand bales of long staple cotton.” Here acontract has been 
engendered between A, the buyer, and B, the seller, to deliver 
a thousand bales of long staple cotton. The seller has not got 


the cotton. He has got to get it. What does the spinner do in 
order to protect himself againstloss? Hehassold hisgoods. He 
knows the price he is going to have to pay for his cotton. He 


immediately proceeds to sell his goods for future delivery predi- 
cated upon the price at which he has agreed to pay for this cot- 
ton. 

What does the seller do? It is an ordinary contract under the 
rules of noexchange, Then that seller buys alot of cotton for 
future delivery—deliverable to him two months ahead. He 
knows the price at which he has bought it and at which he has 
sold. His whole object in doing this is to get a lot of cotton so 
as to make up this lot which he has agreed todeliver. Covered 
by his two contracts, one of sale and the other of purchase, he 
looks about in the country, picks up the grade he hassold to the 
spinner, and as fast as he does this he sells out his futures. He 
may make twenty or thirty future transactions before completing 
thisentire business. Hecould not do this without futures. How 
could he do it without suffering the risk of adecline? He in- 
sures himself against a decline. The spinner insures himself 
against an advance. Everybody in the transaction is insured. 

Mr. GEORGE. Except the planter. 

Mr. WHITE. The planter sells and gets his money. 

Mr. GEORGE. He sells on futures. 

Mr. WHITE. And I have shown he gets a more regular and 
a better and less fluctuating price than he got before the future 
system came in. That is the answer to it. 

Mr. President, it is one of my great objections to this bill that 
whilst it holds out a delusive hope that the planter can eS 
dis of his cotton by futures he practically can not — re- 
strictions'created by this bill. The whole cotton country is chang- 
ing itsform. Cotton used to be made in large fields, with one 
owner and class labor. Now itis getting subdivided, and small 
holdings are coming in. 

I have here a statement taken from the preceding census—I 
could not get it from the last—showing that two-fifths of the 
farms in the Southern country are now small holdings and 
the system is increasing. Take my own State. We have an 
alluvial country with large planters and we have a hill country 
with small planters making a small number of baleseach. Any- 
a is familiar with cotton coming to the New Orleans 
market knows that in one invoice there will be twenty, thirty, 
forty, and fifty marks of cotton, all shipped by one, but belonging 
to different people. Small planters ship 1 and 2 bales at a time. 

The provisions of this bill allowing the sale of fatures by the 
planter strikes a blow at the small farmer in the hills of my 
State, because whilst it gives them the privilege to sell futures 
under the laws of trade, they will not be able to avail themselves 
of it, whilst the man who makes a large crop and has alarge as- 
sortment of cotton will find himself a favored person as com- 
pared with the small cotton producer. Istand for the small cot- 
ton producer; I stand for the farmer in my State who can not 
avail himself of the provisions of this bill ause he does not 
make a lot of cotton which he could sell to advantage. The ef- 
fect of this bill will be to allow the man only who has a large 
amount of cotton to sell it under the bill. 

Mr. President, the figures are so clear to my mind that I have 
searched them in vain for an answer. I think they are an abso- 
lute demonstration of the truth of the proposition which £ hold, 
and until the figures are answered discussion of the theory of the 
situation is without avail. I say, with these figures staring me 
in the face, I dare not vote for this bill. The cotton crop from 
the Southern country is nowcoming in. I saw in the Financial 
Chronicle the other day a statement that there are nearly a mil- 
lion balesonthe Continent. There are fifteen hundred thousand 
bales of cotton in Liverpool, and considerable spot cotton in this 
country, much probably held under future contracts and thus 
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stretched over to the next year. The same day my attention 
was called by a newspaper to the fact of the arrival of the first 
bale of the new crop in New Orleans. 

I do not desire to prophesy evil as to the future. I know that 
no act of any legislative body can break up a great commercial 
system and render it nugatory. The laws of the world, the laws 
of commerce are higher and stronger than any legislative system, 
and they adapt themselves with marvelous rapidity to any wrong 
restrictions which may be put upon them. Yet the process of 
adaptation is one of pain, and one of travail, and one of labor. 
Pass this bill, strike in this system in the presence of a large 
amount of spot cotton now in stock and, with a new crop coming, 
my judgment is that this bill will cause confusion. By the dis- 
arrangement and the turmoil which it will probably make in the 
commercial methods of the whole world, the loss to the people 
of the cotton States will likely not be less than fifty to sixty mil- 
lion dollars for the ensuing year. ; 

Suppose we dopass the bill and strike the present business 
methods down, what good isitgoing to do? Is there not a cotton 
exchange where futures aredealtin at Liverpool? Are they not 
on the continent of Europe? Did not just afew days ago a gen- 
tleman send me the charter of the organization of a great ex- 
change in the city of Hamburg for the purpose of conducting 
this business of futures in cotton? Did he not send me a letter 
from a German merchant saying that they had noticed the in- 
tention tostrike down the business here and they hoped it would 
come to them? 

Is there not a cottonexchange at Alexandria, in Egypt? Does 
not both the Egyptian and the Indian crop move under the oper- 
ation of laws of future delivery? Without that system I have 
shown that the disparity between the’ American price and English 
prices is large. ith the system I have demonstrated that the 
disparity diminished until there has been an average gain to the 
producers of this country of over a cent a pound. Tam unwill- 
ing by my vote here to transfer this vast sum of money out of 
the pockets of the people of the cotton States into the pockets of 
the people of Great Britain. 


NEW YORK COTTON EXCHANGE. 


Protest of the New York Cotton Exchange against the following bills: H. R. 
2699, S. 685, and S. 1268. 


To the honorable the Agricultural Committee of the House of Representatives: 


By your courtesy, we appear before you as representatives of the New 
York Cotton Exchange to enter protest against the bill introduced into the 
House by Representative HATCH of Missouri, which is known as H. R. 2699; 
against the bill introduced into the Senate by Senator WASHBURN of Minne- 
sota, which is known as Senate bill 685; also, against the bill introduced into 
the Senate by Senator PEFFER of Kansas, known as Senate bill 1268, the en- 
actment of any one of which into law would result in the suppression of 
trading in this country in what is known as contracts for the future delivery 
of wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, cotton, coffse, and all other farm products, 
also pork, lard, and all other hog products. 

The bill introduced by Representative HatcH is almost identical with the 
bill introduced into the House in January, 1890, by Representative Butter- 
worth of Ohio, and imposes a licensed fee of $2,0000n all dealers for future 
delivery in any of the articles mentioned, and further, a tax of 5 cents — 
pound for each and every See of cotton or of pork, lard, and other hog 
products, and the sum of 20 cents per bushel foreach and every bushel of 
the other articles mentioned. 

The bill introduced by Senator W ASHBURN in the Senate imposes a license 
fee of $1,000, and the same tax as the Hatch bill. 

The bill introduced by Senator PEFFER makes dealings of this character 
felonies, punishable by imprisonment of not less than two years, nor more 
than ten. 

We beg to submit herewith a protest of bank presidents and bankers of 
New York, by which it appears that whatever the asserted evils may be in- 
cident to this method of doing business it affords a measure of security and 
protection to legitimate traders and capitalists, as well as to the producers 
of the articles named and manufacturers thatis not to be disre ed. That 
the same machinery is made use of by speculators is freely conceded, but it 
is submitted that speculation is as old as commerce and is as impossible of 
being stamped out as that commerce itself should be legislated out of exist- 
ence. 

While these bills do not pretend to be prohibitive, they nevertheless are so 
by reason of the enormous tax that is levied, the real purpose sought to be 
ene being, not the raising of revenue, but the prohibition and de- 
srtuction of the system. 

The advocates of the abolition of this method of doing business may claim 
that those engaged in this business are no better than gamblers, and there- 
fore should be suppressed on the same moral grounds that any other vice 
should be, but when it is considered that scarcely a merchont in any of the 
great markets of the world, interested in either grain, hog productz, or cot- 
Yon, but makes use of contracts for future delivery of the various articles, 
and that, through their instrumentality, the crops are moved, whether asan 
incident thereto the system is also availed of by speculators or not, it hardly 
seems reasonable that this great class in the community, representing its 
incustry and business sagacity, should be classed with gamblers, thieves, 
and pickpockets, and be put under social and legal ban, in company with 
them, by the first lawmaking power of the nation. 

There are at present in the warehouse, in the city of New York, nearly 
400,000 bales of cotton representing $16,000,000 of value, which is owned by 
merchants and bankers, and against which, it is fair to assert, there are out- 
standing contracts for delivery in the future for at least 300,000 bales, if not 
more. e same statement holds true of the city of New Orleans, where 
there is a stock of nearly 500,000 bales. Tosay, therefore, that a class of men 
who absorb, provide for, and take care of this amount of property are an in- 

ury to the producers, would seem to be too absurd to be seriously considered 
or one moment. 

Some of the advocates of the destruction of this system avow that their 
only purpose is to stop “short selling,” oe, overlooking the fact that 
there are always two parties to a transaction, the resisting force of the one 
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being quite as great as the other, so that the influence exerted by ~ short 
selling ”’ is little or nothing. 

The great law of supply and demand regulates values of everything, and 
is no more to be resisted than the tides of the ocean. A short seller in mak- 
ing his engagements will either derive profit or suffer loss as the ultimate 
facts prove him to be right or wrong. If there is more of any article than 
the world needs forthe time being, the price willdecline. If thereisless than 
the world needs, the price will advance, and no legislation under heaven 
will prevent this inexorable law from operating whether a man sells what 
he does not possess in the hope of securing it at a later period at a less price 
or not. 

This being so, to abolish the system would be of no advantage to those who 
falsely imagine that it might be, but on the contrary, who tend to leave them 
at the mercy of buyers for actual consumption only, and at a time when 
their stocks and supplies are the greatest. The further effect would be, that 
fluctuations in the value of all these articles would be much more violent 
than is now the case, which assertion finds corroboration in the statistics of 
years when the system of trading for future delivery was not in existence 
At that time, it was no unusual thing for cotton to fluctuate 10 cents per 
— within a crop year, whereas now it rarely exceeds 2 or 3 cents per 
pound. 

There might be some force in an argument that a small portion of the com- 
munity were engaged in a business that resulted in severe damage to another 
and by far the larger portion of the community, if it were true. But it is no 
true. Any reasonable man must concede that supply and demand regulate 
values, and that individual effort against this great law means destruction 
to the individual. 

It would seem almost unnecessary to present to you any of the numerou- 
illustrations of the uses to which this system of trad is put by conservative 
merchants and bankers for the reason that, should any of these measures be 
come law, none of the benefits expected by the advocates would be realized: 
still, in view of the asserted viciousness of the system, it is but proper that 
some of its beneficent workings should be called to your attention. 

It acts and is used as an insurance against loss to a very large extent. 
The common method pursued by exporters in the early part of the season is 
to enter into engagements with England and the continent for the delivery 
there of very large quantities of cotton, the price of which is fixed, based 
upon the rate at which they can contract for cotton in New York, p!us 
charges for freight, commissions, etc. When the crop begins to move, these 
exporters, who have practically no interest other than to secure the requi- 
site quantity and Sy < cotton that they have sold, having bought and 
sold the same quantity, begin buying in the South such grades or qualities 
of cotton as t oe) uire, and as the 
contract in New ork correspon all respects to the previously exe 
cuted purchase contract; the result is they have fulfilled their obligation to 
Europe made months before, without any of the risk of either an advance 
or decline in the price between the time of contracting with Europe in the 
summer and fall, and the making of the shipment in the later fall or winter. 

—— —— of cotton are also bought by Liverpool merchants and 
sto in Liverpool, with contract sales inst such purchases, in the same 
manner as isdonein New York and New Orleans. e fact that the cotton 
is already sold and is therefore not subject to the risks of markets lends se- 
curity to bankers in the handling of bills of foreign exchange drawn against 
shipments. A bill oe drawn — a merchant in Liverpool for a 
cargo of cotton that has ady been sold is a very much safer bill of exchange 
to buy than one drawn against a shipment of cotton against which there has 
been no sale, the market value of which upon its arrival may be materially 
lower than at the time of its purchase. 

Again, manufacturers in this country are continually making contracts 
for the delivery of goods sometimes extending over a period of months or 
even a whole year. Contracts for future delivery of cotton are made use of 
to a great extent by them to insure the requisite amount of raw materia! at 
a fixed price to carry out the contracts entered into for goods. 

Again, country merchants in the South furnish to planters supplies of 
meat, corn, provisions, and fertilizers, upon an ment that they shall be 
paid therefor in a stipulated number of pounds of cotton per pound of meat 
or ton of fertilizers when theircotton crop is made. These merchants, to no 
small extent, make use of contracts for future delivery of cotton for the dis- 
posal of the cotton which will come into their hands in payment of the sup- 
plies they have furnished, and, kno just how many pounds they are to 
receive and atthe same time having ea contract for its sale, they thereby 
fix the profit they are to make on the fertilizers and provisions they have so 
es to the planters. 

t will therefore be seen that the legitimate uses to which this system of 
trading is put are of wide ramifications and of great benefit, that it is a sys- 
tem of business, so interwoven with the commerce of the country and the 
world, that to abolish it would be the doing away with one of the most sen- 
sible and reasonable evolutions of modern trade. 

Another important feature for your consideration is the fact that this 
method of trading is not confined to this country, but is in operation in all 
the great mercantile countries of the world. 

The passage of such bills as these would put this country out of harmcny 
with the rest of the world with which it deals, and would greatly inure to 
their benefit and correspondingly operate to our disadvantage. 
The world is not going to cease trading and speculating in the great sta 
= in deference to any ser* mental idea, and if it can not be done in New 

ork, New Orleans, Chicagu, Milwaukee, St. Louis, and San Francisco, it 
will be done where no such absurd notions exist, and particularly, by that 
country, insignificant in area compared with our own, that has nevertheless 
built up and maintained a commercial supremacy in the world that no other 
country approaches. The enactment of such bills as these would tend to 
still further build up her commerce and pull down our own, with no result- 
ing benefit to those who are stri to bring this thing about. 

e newspapers of the land may er On many points, but as a class the 
men who edit the great papers are men who have the best interests of the 
country at heart; almost without exception, during the agitation on this 
subject two years ago, they wrote in condemnation of the proposed legisla- 
tion. They maintain the same attitude to-day. Such evidence as this is 
ardly to be disregarded, but if it were, and if ail that has been said should 
be brushed aside, the single practical illustration of an effort in this same 
direction by Congress is to be cited. That effort was to stop trading in gold. 
The effect of that law, which had an existence of only about a week, and 
which Congress hurriedly repealed, was exactly the réverse of what was 
sought to be accomplished. Instead of lowering the price of gold, the price 
advanced rapidly from 220 to 285, and upon the repeal of the law about as 
rapidly declined. 

Such a single experiment as this ought to be enough to satisfy any politi- 
ca! economist that legislation can not make or unmake prices. 


CHARLES W. IDE 

JAMES O. BLOSS, 

WM. RAY, 

HENRY HENTZ, 

SIEGF. GRUNER, 
Committee, New York Cotton Euckange. 


buy in the South, they make a sale 
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NEW ORLEANS COTTON EXCHANGE. 


Protest of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange against the passage of the 
Washburn bill. 


To the honorable the Senate of the United Slates of America: 


The New Orleans Cotton Exchange, a corporation established in the year 
theough ite comestitee Reapecttally protests aguins® the passage of Semaee 
throv comm: , respectfully protes passage of Sena’ 
bill 05, @ bill defin ‘‘options”’ and ‘futures ” and imposing special tax 
on dealers therein, for other, purposes. 

This exchange has a membership of over 200, and is composed of commis- 
sion merchants who sell cotton for planters, of exporters who buy cotton|for 
spinners and merchants in Europe, of merchants why =. cotton for spin- 
ners in the United States, of bankers through whom all bills of exchange 
drawn against cotton are negotiated, of ship agents who re t the great 
fleet of steamers and sailing vessels by which the cotton carried abroad 
and to domestic ports, of insurance agents whoarrange the insurance on the 
bulk of the cotton seeking a market through this port, of cotton brokers, 
expert judges of the raw material, who buy the cotton from representatives 
of the planters for the merchants who ship to Europe and to American spin- 
ners; of future brokers who buy and sell contracts for forward delivery for 
account of members of the exch and for merchants and spinners in 
Europe and the United States; indeed, of all who are in any way connected 
with the vast movement of cotton through this and other ports in this coun- 
try. And it may be well to state that the exhange, as a corporation, never 
has an interest in any cotton sold either for immediate or future delivery, 
and that many of its members never deal in contracts for forward delivery, 
— particular branch of the cotton business not necessitating such trans- 
actions. 

This committee submits that there isa vast difference between the transac- 
tions designated in the bill as ‘‘options”’ and those ted as “‘futures.” 
The fermer are commonly known as “ puts” and “calls,” and are nothing 
more or less than w rs. Such transactions are not now, nor have they 
ever been, recognized by the New Orleans Cotton Exchange, and, to the ex- 
tent that the bill imposes a license on dealers in “options,” as described 
above, and a tax on transactiors therein, this exchange enters no ob on. 

‘Futures,’ as defined in the vill, refer to transactions which are own 
to the New Orleans Cotton Exchange as “contracts for forward delivery.”’ 
These contracts, as dealt in on the floor of the exchange, contain not h- 
ing that partakes of the nature of a wager, nor do they contain any pro- 
vision for the settlement of differences as between the contracting parties, 
according to fluctuations in the market at any time between the date of the 
contract and its maturity. 

On the contrary, the rules of the Exchange provide that “all contracts for 
the future delivery of cotton shall be binding upon members and of full force 
and effect until the quantity and qualities of cotton s fied in such con- 
tracts shall have been delivered, and the price specified in said contracts 
shall have been paid. Nor shall any contract be entered into with any stipu- 
lation or understanding between parties, at the time of making such con- 
tract as tified in rule 1, that the terms, of said contract are not to be ful- 
filled, the cotton received and delivered in accordance with said rule.” 
The foregoing quotation is an extract from rule 27 of the rules of this Ex- 
change, and the rule 1 therein referred to, provides the form of contract 
under which all sales for forwarded delivery are made. For greater clear- 
ness the form of contract is here inserted: 


FORM OF CONTRACT. 


RUL£ 1. No contract for the future delivery of cotton shall be noticed in 
any public report or printed circular, or any manner recognized, ac- 
knowledged, or enforced by the Exchange, or any committee or officer 
thereof, unless both parties thereto shall be full mem of the New Orleans 
Jotton Exchange; it being provided, however, that where contracts are is- 
sued by firms composed of two or more partners, at least two of said part- 
ners shali be full members of said Exchange, 

The contract shall be in the following form, to wit: 


Contract A. 


‘ 





OFFICE oF —— 
New Orleans, —, 188-. 

Bought for M— , of M— , 50,000 pounds in about one 
hinndred square bales cotton, crowth of the United States, deliverable from 
press or presses in the port of New Orleans, between the first and last days 
of next inclusive. The delivery within such time to be at seller's op- 
tion, iniots not less than 50 bales upon five days’ notice to buyers. 

The cotton to be of any grade from good to fair, inclusive, and‘ 
if stained, not below low middling, at price of cents (——) per pound for 
middling, with additions or deductions for other grades, according to the quo- 























tations of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange existing on the sixth da; o 

vious to the day on which the delivery is due. weds 
Either party to have the right to for a margin as the variations of the 

market for like deliveriss may warrant, and which margin shall be kept 


This contract is made in view of, and in all peapette subject to the rules 
and conditions > pan by the New Orleans Co’ Exchange. 
Respec y; 





TS , 
. 








Per . 

It will be seen from the above that actual quantities, actual descriptions, 
and actual are provided for; also the dates at which the deliveries 
shall take place, and nothing is contained bearing the slightest reference to 
any settlement of differences, or to any wagering feature. In the event of 
the failure of any member to fulfill his contracts at maturity, his connection 
with the organization would at once be atanend. The committee is of the 
opinion that the foregoing clearly demonstrates that the contracts dealt in 
in the New Orleans Cotton are legitimate; that they are untainted 
with any element See and the parties thereto enter into same with 
no mental reservation or erstanding that the terms of the same are not 
to be carried out in good faith in every particular. 

The committee is aware that a belief obtains in many quarters that deal- 
ings in contracts for future delivery depreciate the value of the article dealt in, 
and that, therefore, they should be, as far as possible, suppressed. So far as 
cotton is concerned, and to this article alone is this argument addressed, 
we are of the opinion that so far from depreciating value, the existence of 
contracts for future delivery serve rather as arestraint to serious declines 
in times of depression. 

The system of dealing in contracts for the future delivery of cotton was 
inaugurated in New York in 1871, in New Orleans in 1879, and in Liverpool 
somewhere about the same time. If stability of value is a desideratum, we 
claim that it has been more nearly obtained under the modern than under 
the older method. It is beyond question that since the inauguration of this 
system the fluctuations in the price of cotton have been less violent than 
they were under the old régime; andin support of this statement reference 
is invited to the annexed table, which shows the price of middling cotton in 
the Live | market since the season of 1842-'48. 

The embraced covers fully the fluctuations under both systems. As 
——_ America were largely uenced from the breaking out of the war 

own to the CTE of specie payments in 1879 by the fluctuations in the 
price of gold, the Liverpool price in pence sterling is a truer index of the 
actual value of cotton at any givendate than would be the prices in America 
before gold and backs came to a level, it being remembered that cotton 
was always sold in America from 1862 to 1879 for greenbacks;and not for 

















gold. 
Price of middling Orleans in Liverpool, in pence sterling. 
High-| Low- High- | Low- | High- | Low- 
Season. | “est. | est. || 9°25M-| “est. | est. || 5€890D-| “est | est. 

1842-'43 _. 5.12 4.00 || 1859-60 _ 7.37 5.75 || 1876-77 - 7.31 6.00 
1843-"44 _. 5.87 4.50 || 1860-"61 _| 10.12 6.50 || 1877-78 - 6. 87 6. 00 
1844~-"45 - 4.37 4.00 || 1861-"62 | 25.25 10.12 || 1878-"79 . 7.81 5. 25 
1845-"46..| 5.25 4.12 || 1862-"63 | 27.75] 21.00 || 1879-"80_| 7.62 6.75 
1846-47 _-. 7.35 5.75 || 1863-"64_|) 31.75 26.50 || 1880-"81 _ 7.43 5.81 
1847—"48_.] 5.75 3. 62 || 1864-"65 | 27.50) 13.50 || 1881-82.) 7.37 6.43 
1848-'49 5.50 3.37 |] 1865-"66 | 25.00] 12.25 || 1882-83.) 7.12 5.56 
1849-50 _.| 7. 62 6.12 || 1866-"67 | 15.75 9.00 || 1883-84.) 6.56 5. 87 
1850-51...) 7.75 4.62 || 1867-68 _| 12.87 7.37 || 1884-85 6.25 5.56 
1851-"52..| 5.87 4. 62 || 1868-69 _| 14.00; 10.50 || 1885-"86- 5. 62 4.75 
1852~"53 __ 6.25 5.43 || 1869-"70_| 12.62 7.75 || 1886~"87 - 6.00 5.19 
1853-"54 __ 6.00 5.06 || 1870-71 _ 9.75 7.50 || 1887-88 _ 6.00 5.18 
1854-55 _.| 6.462 5.00 || 1871-72.) 11.81 9.62 || 1888-"89_| 6.81 5.43 
1855-56 ..! 6.37 5.50 || 1872-73.) 10.50 9,00 || 1889-"90_| 6.75 5.62 
1856-57 ..| 9.25 6.37 || 1873-'74.| 9.37 8.18 || 1890-91_) 5.81 4.50 
1857-58 ..| 9.25 6.31 || 1874-75 . 37 7.18 

1858-"59 __ 7.38 6.75 || 1875-76 . 37 6.00 


A glance at the above table will show that the fluctuations in ante bellum 
times, when the system for selling for forward delivery had not been insti- 
tuted, and when, in fact, it was unknown, were much more violent than since 
1871, when this system was first ina’ ted. It may not, however, be out 
of place to call attention to the prices and fluctuations which obtained in the 
New Orleans cotton market from the season of 1842-43 to that of 1850-'51, as 
exhibited in the following table: 


Price of middling cotton, in cents per pound, in New Orleans during seasons 1842-43 to 1850-"51, both inclusive. 


Close of week ending— c1842-"43. 
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Prices of middling cotton, in cents per pound, in New Orleans during seasons 1342-'43 to 1850-'51, both inclusive.—Continued. 














Close of week ending— 1842-'43. | 1843-"44. 184445. | 1845-48 1846~-"47. 1847~-"48. | 1348-40, 1849-"50. | 1350 ‘BI. 
5 BEIT 7%] 53 1 1 | 5 6 | 11g 119 : 103i 
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It will be seen from the above that the fluctuations duning the period men- 
tioned were rapid and violent, and it will be borne in mind that these fluctu- 
ations and the prices at which-cotton sold were not influenced by the opera- 
tions of future markets, as none existed at that time. Again, it will be ob- 
served that cotton sold as low as Sid. in Liverpool in 1848-’49, and as low 
as 43 cents in New Orleans in 1844-45; at times when the crops not only in 
the United States but throughout the cotton-producing world were insignifi- 
cant as compared with the gigantic output of the presentera. Prices as low 
as those just quoted have mever been seen since. Nevertheless, with cotton 
at 43 cents for middling in New Orleans, the South went on increasing the 
acreage devoted to cotton, and the crops eas 

When we consider the ‘enormous crop of the preceding season, one which 
choked up all outlets, it is a matter of surprise that the price has not fallen 
lower thanit has. Indeed, why not to the low prices, as shown above, when 
the crops were comparatively trifling, During the month of October of the 

resent season fully one-quarter of the entire crop, say 2,500,000 bales, worth 
$100,000,000, left producers’ hands, and it is quite evident that if this vast 
amount of cotton had been forced to find as purchasers the spinners in Europe 
and America alone, without relief from the merchants who operate through 
forward deliveries, the price at which it would have been sold would have 
brought disaster to the entire South. 

As a matter of fact, middling brought in New Orleans an average of over 
8 cents during the October in question, while during the first half of Janu- 
ary, with probably only 25 per cent of the crop left to come to market, the 

orice has ruled under 7 cents. As it was, the merchant and speculator who 

had sold short stood in the breach and saved the country from ruin, as they 
came in as buyers to cover the sales they had made during the spring and 
summer months. We think that the only solution of the question is that 
the sustaining influence of the sales for forward delivery prevented a more 
serious decline than actually took place. 

Not to burden this document with an excess of figures, it may be summed 
up briefly that in the seventeen years preceding the war the average highest 
and lowest prices in pence in Liverpool were 6.65 and 5.10, as against 7.16 
and 6, respectively, in the past nineteen years, since 1872-73, when futures 
first came into full operation. At all times prices in the United States sym- 
phathized closely with those current in Live 1, and a full set of Ameri- 
can figures arejomitted, because between 1872-73 and January, 1879, gold was 
at a premium in this country; and as cotton was sold in greenbacks, the 
price was subject to the fluctuations in the premium on gold; hence the 
quotations of cotton were influenced by an outside element. Enough, how- 
ever, is shown to demonstrate that the range of ces were ye in the 
latter than the former period, and that the variations between the highest 
and lowest points were less; hence in neither respect can the operations of 


the future market have worked any injury to the producer. 
It will be observed that from and after 1849-'50 eee showed a steadily 
nm obtained in the United 


asenaeaas tendency in Liverpool, anda like condi 
States. t the same time the crops were becoming larger year by year, that 
of 1859-60, the year the aking out of the war reaching the then 
enormous total of 4,861,000 bales, as against 2,369,000 es in 1842-43, the first 
year, referred to in the above tables, while prices had advanced 2} pence, or, 
roughly speaking, 50 per cent. It is believed by many that this advance in 

rices Was la y assisted aye increase in the supply of metallic money, 

ue to the discov of gold in California and Australia at about that time. 

On the other hand, the oo tendency to shrink in the value of cotton is 
attributed to the lessened amount of legal-tender metallic money available, 
due to the demonetization of silver. owever, as this is a question on which 
very decided opinions, pro and con, are held by leading business men through- 
out this country and Eu , this committee does not desire to pursue the 
subject further, merel noun the point in passing as indicative of the opin- 
ion of many in the trade as tothe reason of the present general level of values. 
Attention is called to the fact that dur’ the period of 1849-'50 to 1859-60, 
while cotton was gradually rising, the fluctuations were equally as violent 
as dw the seven years — g 1849-50, or duri the period that has 
elapsed since dealing in futures was first begun, say 1871-"72. 

committee is of the opinion that the great determining elements of 

rice are supply and demand, and that price can neither be permanently 

owered nor advanced by dealings in contracts for forward delivery. That 

the future market is simply a great mirror reflecting the general situation 
from moment to moment. 

Cotton is an article ee largely in excess of the consuming power of 
the United States, and while the demand for home consumption is an impor- 
tant factor in regulat: price, it can not be denied that the great European 
markets exercise the chief control in this regard. Unlike wheat and corn, 
the largest part of the cotton crop is marketed abroad. Of wheat about 25 
= cent is exported, of corn from 8 to 4 per cent, while of cotton 70 per cent 

S sent to fo’ markets; and this amount is only limited to this figure 
because, after the American mills have taken their supplies, there remains 
but 70 per cent to export. 

That a greater amount does not go abroad is simply due to the fact that 
we have not the cotton tosendaway. Considering, then, the vast amount of 
the cotton crop thatise ted, the influence of Europe in determining price 
must be at once apparent. Therefore, as Europe is the great regulator of 
the price of cotton, this committee can not see how the operations of the 
‘future’ markets in America can the price below the value placed 
on it abroad; and for the simple reason hat, as soon as the price on this 


side sinks below the value in Europe, it will at once be taken up for export 
and the equilibrium be reéstablished. 

Of recent years the custom has grown up among spinners of cotton yarn 
and manufacturers of cotton cloth tosell their product ahead, thus secur 
ing a price for the product of their spindles and looms. Inasmuch as the 
margin of profit in converting the raw material into the manufactured ar- 
ticle is at best but narrow, the consumers of raw cotton aim to cover their 
sales of yarn and cloth by a simultaneous purchase of the cotton that will 
be needed in their work. 

Practically, this can only be accomplished by contracting for the forward 
delivery of needed supplies; and this by reason of the fact that the capital of 
most concerns is tied up in the plans, in the greater or less stock of goods 
that has always to be carried, and in the credits that have to be extended to 
their customers for goods sold on time. Itis quite out of the question that 
beyond a few of the large corporations in the United States, France, and oc- 
casionally England and Germany, any very large stock of cotton can be 
bought and paid for in cash; hence without markets for forward delivery 
these purchases could not be made. 

It has been s ested that the planter might sell directly to the spinner, 
but, apart from the impracticability of bringing the vast number of producers 
into direct communication with the comparatively small number of con- 
sumers, we are brought face to face with the insuperable obstacle that spin- 
ners require specific qualities of cotton, and these can not be bought direct 
from planters. A quality that might suit one mill would be utterly useless 
in another. 

No planter could safely undertake to sell, for forward delivery, a given 
grade or a given length and strength of fiber, or staple, as it is technically 
known to the trade, because in the event of a wet and stormy gathering 
season, the grade for his cotton would be very much lower than would be 
the case should the picki season be dry and generally propitious; while 
should the growing period be one of drought, the fiber would turn out to 
be much inferior to what it would beshould the plant have reached maturity 
after having enjoyed that amount of moisture necessary to its proper de- 
velopment. Thus quality and staple can not be foreseen. 

Moreover, in estimating the quantity that a planter can sell for foward de- 
livery, we must consider, in addition to all the various influences that affect 
the early growth of the crop, theeffect of the ravages of the worms, and of 
early frosts in the latter stages, as —— promised a given result in 
July or August, ht easily be curtailed 25 per cent by unfavorable condi- 
tions before the end of thepicking. Thus the planter can not closely caicu- 
late how much he cansellfor forward delivery. Viewing, then, thequestions 
of quality, staple, and quantity, not to speak of the impossibility of bring- 
ing producer and consumer directly together, it seems quite clear that the 
idea that the spinner can contract for forward delivery directly with the 
planter mustbe abandoned. ‘* 

It is the opinion of this committee that between the month of May and the 
month of August, both inclusive, European consumers contract with mer- 
chants who make a business of handling the cotton = for the shipment 
during the autumn and early winter months, of 1,500,000 bales, or, say, about 
20 per cent of the crop. During the same period the milis of the United States 
enter into similar contracts, and for important quantities. 

The merchants who make these contracts for forward shipment or deliv- 
ery enter into them with no view of speculation. On the contrary, in order 
to eliminate all element of speculation from the transaction ames 
as ey ee ey A a a ing quantity in the for- 
ward delivery markets ew Orleans or New York. It may be objected 
that the contracts dealt in do not — any given e. This is admitted, 
but the experience of many years has demonstrated that there is constantly 
a close sympathy between the price of the actual cotton on any given day 
and the price of contracts for corresponding month on the same day. 

So close is the relation between the two that no merchant, however prudent, 
hesitates to use the market for contracts as an insurance for his sales of 
cotton of a specific quality and staple. Under the operations of this bill, 
merchants would be, to a great extent, debarred from entering into these 
contracts with spinners; hence, when the crop is rushed to market ia the 
autumn, the market would miss the sustaining influence of these sales for for- 
ward delivery, and under the pressure of heavy receipts, prices sink lower 
than all the surrounding circumstances would justify. 

It has been stated above, that while the great European markets are the 
most potent factors in determining prices, that the wants of the American 
mliis are alsoan influence in thesamedirection. More than this,the views of 

lanters, merchants, and others, as reflected in the markets for forward de- 

ivery in New Orleans and New York, have also great weight. 

Should the bill in question become a law, the exchanges in New Orleans 
and New York, as far as dealings in contracts for forward delivery are con- 
cerned, will cease to exist, and the entire business will be at once transferred 
to the exchanges of Liverpool, Havre, and Bremen. Can it be doubted that, 
once freed frem the restraining influence of the great marketsin New Or- 
leans and New York, the endeavor of the foreign exchanges will be to de- 
press values at the very time that the necessities of producers force a rapid 
and enormous marketing of their cotton, and that, this object attained, they 
will reverse the operation, and, to the extent of their ability, exact from con- 
sumers all that the circumstances of trade will permit of their paying?’ 

Apart from the amount mentioned mvove as contracted for in the early 
part of the season, say 1,500,000 bales, or about 20 per cent of the crop, it is 
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proper to state that, owing to the facilities of communication with Euro 
offered by the cable, after the crop to move the vast bulk of it is sold 
before itis bought. This committee is of the opinion that fully 70 per cent 
of the crop is marketed in this way, making, with the amount contracted for 
in the earlier part of the season, say 20 per cent, a total of 90 per cent, and 
leaving but 10 per cent to be moved under the methods that obtained pre- 
vious to the inauguration of cable communication with Europe. 

None of this vast amount of cotton is the property of the merchant at the 
time that he sells it, and under the operation of the law as proposed, the en- 
tire re would come to a standstill, as not only can the business not 
stand a tax of 5 cents per pound as proposed, but it is questionable whether it 
would = not be destroyed by even so apparently tri a tax as y, of 1 cent 
per pound. 

When it is shown, a8 appears by the records of — years, that cotton pro- 

ducers market 75 per cent of their crops between September 1 and January 1, 
the or of the calamity likely to ensue in the coming autumn, when 
the great bulk of the cotton crop is being rushed into the market, upon the 
breaking down of the machinery that handles the crop, a condition which 
will certainly result from the enactment of the prohibitive features of this 
biil, should call for the most serious consideration at the hands of Congress. 
itis quite within the range of probability, the sustaining influence of for- 
ward delivery sales being removed, that a level of prices may be reached 
during that period lower than has been witnessed for years. And it must 
be remembered that during that period 75per cent of the cotton crop of the 
United States is forced on the market. 

As to speculative dealings in contract for forward rey it is quite 
plain that, immediately upon the closing of the exchanges in New Orleans 
and New York, the business will be transferred to Liverpool, Bremen, and 
Havre, and, with the result increase in the importance of those markets, 
their power in regulating prices will becorrespondingly enhanced. It can 
searcely be ho that they will shape their operations with a view to in- 
creasing the value of the product of the American cotton-planter. However 
desirable it may appear to the author of the bill to suppress speculation, the 
measure will fail of its purpose, as the operations now made in America will 
simply be transferred to the European exch: E 

The bill professes to be a revenue measure, inasmuch as it proposes to col- 
lect licenses and taxes from dealers in contracts for future delivery. But it 
will be apparent that not one cent of revenue can accrue to the Government 
from its enactment, from the fact that those dealers who intend to sell for 
forward delivery only that which they own at the time of;mak the con- 
tract are not amenable to the law, and will therefore take out no license and 
pay notaxes, while on the other hand those who might contemplate se 
for future delivery property not belonging to them at the time of sale woul 
not find it worth their while to take out a license, because under the law no 
transaction could possibly be made that could stand the tax, and, therefore, 
= _ absence of business, there would be neither license nor tax to be col- 

ec ° 

In conclusion, this committee expresses the opinion that the system of 
buying and selling cotton for forw: delivery acts as a balance wheel to the 
trade, preventing either undue depression or fnflation, and that if itis broken 
= by the bill under discussion, or any like measure, the results will prove 
disastrous to the very people in whose behalf its enactment is sought. 

JOHN W. LABOUISSE, 
JOHN G. HAZARD, 
Cc. C. CORDILL, 

Committee New Orleans Cotton Exchange. 


SAVANNAH COTTON EXCHANGE. 


At a meeting of the board of directors of the Savannah Cotton Exch: " 
held this day, it was the unanimous sense of the board that House bill No. 
2699, introduced by Representative HATCH of Misso Senate bill No. 685, 
introduced by Senator WASHBURN of Minnesota, and Senate bill No. 1268, 
introduced by Senator Prerrer of Kansas, if would be of very great 
injury to the agricultural and commercial industries of the country by pro- 
hibiting the convenient and necessary method of dealing in futures, and I 
was directed to uest our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
vote and use their influence against the passage of said bills. 


Very respectfully, 
J. F. MINIS, President. 
J. P. MERRIHEW. 
Secretary and Superi ntendent. 
SAVANNAH, GA., February 18, 1892. 


Houston CoTtoN EXCHANGE AND BOARD OF TRADE, 
Houston, Tex., December 30, 1891. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

The Houston Cotton Exchange and Board of Trade have had their atten- 
tion called to a bill introduced at this session of the United States Co: 
in the Senate thereof and known as the Washburn bill, for preventing deal- 
ings in options. ; 

ithout discussing the matter as to whether prices are influenced favora- 
bly or otherwise, but expressing the opinion that the influence exerted by 
dealing in futures, is a benefit to prices generally, we desire to say, that a 
very large amount of business is now conducted where futures play an im- 
portant part in protecting legitimate commerce, and enab merchants to 
sell the actual product for future shipments, which is all for the convenience 
of manufacturers, which as prudent business men they would probably not 
be willing to do but for their ability to hedge themselves with future con- 
tracts for cotton. 

Should the Washburn bill become a law, it will entirely doaway with such 
dealings in the United States, and the consequence will be that the entire 
volume of business of this description, which has grown to very large pro- 
portions, will be transferred from this country to England, ce, and 
Germany, whereby a large amount of money will be paid to those countries 
for performing the services which we can have done more promptly, satis- 
factorily, and cheaply athome. This exchange, therefore, desires most re- 
spectfully to protest against the passage of the Washburn bill. 

H. W. GARROW., President. 


THE MOBILE COTTON EXCHANGE. 


To Senator G. F. HOAR, 
Chairman Judiciary Committee, United States Senate: 


The Mobile Cotton Exchange desires to protest against the of the 
bill introduced in the United States Senate on December 14, 1891, and known 
as the Washburn bill, for prohibiting dealings in contracts for future de- 
livery of cotton, grain, etc. 

In the opinion of this exchange, the passage of said bill will seriously in- 
terfere with the marketing and financing of the American cotton crop. 


The ies of contracts for future delivery of cotton as conducted — 
the ex of New York and New Orleans affords facilities for handling 
the crop which can not be dispensed with. 

The of the bill in question or any similar measure will have the 
effect of transfe to the European exchanges an immense volume of 
business, with the result of serious inconvenience and greatly increased cost 
to the American dealer and shipper. ' 

It is the opinion of this exchange that while the course of prices is ulti- 
mately regulated by the at law of supply and demand, the system of con- 
tracts for future delivery exercises a beneficial effect upon values rather 
than the contrary and 


to steady and sustain them, inasmuch as it af- 
fo: facilities for relie 


the congested conditions often attendant upon 
the fapid marketing of the t staple products of the country due to the 
present greatly improved tr rtation facilities and the necessities of the 
ucer. Any e which may be attendant upon the custom of dealing 
contracts for future delivery are traceable to the individual, not to the 
system, and are much more than offset by the benefits derived therefrom by 
e producer and the legitimate dealer in the product. 
[SEAL.]- L. C. FRYE, 
E. HOLZBORN, 
BENJ. RHETT, 
Special Committee Mobile Cotton Exchange. 


MOBILE, ALA., January 11, 1892. 


GREENVILLE COTTON EXCHANGE. 


At mets the Cotton Exchange of Greenville, Miss., held this 15th of 
February, 1 it was unanimously 

Res lved, That this exchange regards the Washburn bill (so called), now 
before the National Congress, as a menace to the best interests of the cotton- 
planters of this country. This exchange, although not so large as many 
others in the country, claims torepresent-more directly the interests of the 
cotton-planters than any other, a large proportion of its members being 
among the largest planters of the cotton belt. 

Resolved, That we consider the method of buying and selling cotton for 
future delivery, now recognized all over the world as an important part of 
the cotton trade, to be a regulator and nota disturber of values, and 
in its tical operation enables the planter to obtain at all times a fair 
value for his crops, as established by prospective supply and demand. 

Resolved, That the view apparently entertained by some of the members 
of the cultural Committee of the House of Representatives, that dealing 
in cotton for future delivery is a gambling contract is an erroneous one, but 
on the contrary, is in the t era of rapid communication and transit, 
the legitmate outcome of modern methods, and if suppressed by legislation 
in this country, will be vastly increased in England and Europe, to the se- 
a injury of planting, manufacturing, and commercial interests in this 
coun . 

"Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent members of Congress 
from the various cotton States and éxtensively circulated among the plant- 


ers of the Mississippi. 
N. GOLDSTEIN, President. 
E. BOURGES, Secretary. 


MEMPHIS COTTON EXCHANGE. 
[Copy of letter sent to members of Congress. ] 
MEMPHIS, TENN., February 12, 1892. 


DEAR SIR: At a mee of the board of directors of the Momppie Cotton 
Exchange, held on the 10th instant, careful consideration of the Washburn, 
Hatch, and Peffer bills, defining “options” and “futures,” now pending in 
Congress, Were considered and discussed. The Memphis Cotton Ex- 
change does no business in “‘options’’ and ‘‘futures,’’ but the board was 
unanimously of the — that the pone of either of those bills into a 
law would seriously damage the comme and producing interests of the 


country. 

In fact it is difficult to see how, without future sales, farmers and manu- 
facturers would be able to move or dispose of their large products in any 
reasonable time, being left alone to the slow process of present demand and 
consumption. The dealing in ‘‘options ’’ and “futures,” like nearly every 
other business, is not entirely free from objections or evils, but the benefits 
derived from the practice enabling the producer to promptly market his 
products and thereby meet his obligations on time, outweigh all opposing 
considerations. 

The above views almost eee reflect the opinion of the Memphis 
Cotton Ex and you are earnest x. requested to lend your opposition 
to all bills loo} to the prevention of dealing in “futures "’ and ‘‘ options,” 
if, after an examination of the question, you can consistently do so. 


Yours very truly, H. uw. RRELY 
President Memphis Cotton Exchange. 


MEMORIAL OF THE MILWAUKEE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE REMONSTRATING 
AGAINST THE PASSAGE OF SENATE BILLS 1757 AND 1268, AND H. R. BILL 2699. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


The Chamber of Commerce of the city of Milwaukee ey and 
earnestly remonstrates against the passage of the bill introduced in the 
Senate by Senator WASHBURN, known as Senate bill 1757; the bill intro- 
duced into the House of Re tatives by Representative HATCH, of Mis- 
souri, knowa as H. R. 2699, and also the bill introduced in the Senate by 
Senator PEFFER, known as Senate bill 1268, the enactment of any one of 
which into law would result in the as of trading in this country 
in what is known as contracts for the future delivery of wheat, corn, oats, 
rye, barley, cotton, coffee, and all other farm products, as well as pork, lard, 
and other hog products. 

The pro legislation applies to two distinctly different kinds of trad- 
ing, designated in said bills ear as ‘options’ and “futures.”’ The 
first named is a transaction not regarded as commercial in its character, and 
is ae by the rules of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, nor 
is it tted to be practiced in its ex rooms. We de te such 
“options” as unmercantile, pernicious in their influence, and deserving to 
be restrained by all the powers of business associations, as well as by the 
authority of law. . 

The second-named class of trading, d ted as ‘‘futures,”’ refers to all 
contracts or agreements to sell and deliver any grain, provisions, etc., 
when, at the time of making such contract, the party so contracting (or his 
principal) is not the owner of the articles so contracted to be sold and deliv- 
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ered. When such ownership can not be shown to exist, licenses and taxes 
are pro , Such as would practically prohibit the making of contracts 
for produce for future delivery. 

Contracts of this kind, as made by the members of this chamber, and of 
similar bodies, constitute a specific and binding agreement to make actual 
delivery of the property so contracted, and to receive and pay for the same, 
and by means of such contracts the farmer, the country dealer, the shipper, 
and the exporter are all furnished with very important and necessary aid in 
their commercial dealings. 

We believe that even the assumed owners of property, or the rospective 
producers, who are exempted from the pro taxes on sales of “ futures,’ 
would not be benefited by such exemption, by reason of the impossibility of 
determining, at the time of so contracting, whether the articles, either help 
in the country or in course of production, are of the kind or grade providep 
for in the contract made. The exempt from the operation of the proposep 
laws of a certain class of persons is of itself pernicious, because it is class 
legislation, which is against public interest. No man, be he producer or 
otherwise, should be exemp from the provisions of any laws. 

Contracts for ‘‘futures”’ are primarily intended to facilitate the legitimate 
movements of commerce, and, by furnishing a means of protection to the 

oducers and handlers of produce from the risks arising from constahitly 

uctuating prices, to lessen the margin required between the producer and 
the consumer. It is unquestionably true that a vast amount of purely spec- 
ulative trading is carried on in connection with the business done by actual 
dealers in produce, and that this speculative trading is sometimes produc- 
tive of damage to general business and is disastrous and demoralizing to in- 
dividuals. 

If it were possible to distinguish between the trading in products by those 
who are purely speculators and those who buy and sell as a necessary and 
proper protection to their business interests, then the question of legisla- 
tive interference ht present a different problem. But no practical sug- 
gestion of such possible distinction has yet m made, and we can not think 
that the (practical) prohibition of all this class of business would be wise 
legislation, or fair to the interests of those engaged in the production and 
tandling of farm products. 

We recognize the evils connected with excessive speculation, and any 

roper effort to mitigate those evils should be welcomed by all good citizens, 
but such efforts should not hamper or destroy the freedom of action required 
by those who undertake the important and hazardous business of raising 
and marketing the vast products of the country. Before the passage ofany 
such legislation, there should be the most_thorough investigation into the 
business transactions likely to be affected by the operation of the proposed 
laws. 

The measures are of such wide scope and vital importance that we depre- 
eate hasty legislation thereon, and we respectfully suggest that it would be 
eminently proper for Congress to appoint a special committee to be charged 
with the duty of inquiring into the conditions and workings of the trad- 
ing in farm products, which committee should hold meetings in the princi- 
pal commercial centers and agricultural sections of the country, coming in 
contact with the best business men and producers, and thus acquire that 
full knowledge of all the points at issue which alone can fit them to recom- 
mend what legislation, if any, is necessary or desirable for the interests of 


whole le. 
” tes E. P. BACON, President. 
W. J. LANGSON, Secretary. 
MILWAUKEE, WIS., February 13, 1892. 


BOARD OF TRADE OF THE CITY OF CHICAGO. 


Tothe Coi ,. 48 of the United States. Memorial of the Board of Trade of 
the City uf Chicago against the passage of Senate bill 1757 and House bill 
2699, known as the Washburn and Hatch bills, respectively. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-second Congress of the United States of America: 

GENTLEMEN: The Board of Trade of the City of Chicago res come f _ 
tests against the passage of House bill 2699, introduced in the Houseo p- 
resentatives by Mr. HATCH, and Senate bill 1757, introduced in the Senate by 
Senator WASHBURN, and described as “A bill defining ‘options’ and ‘fu- 
tures’ and imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and for other purposes.’’ 
The objections urged against the pass: of the bills are set forth in the fol- 
lowing memorial, to which your attention is respectfully directed: 

The passage of this bill and its enforcement as a law would produce a com- 
mercial convulsion amounting to a national calamity. 

It would be a vital attack upon the very foundation principles of modern 
business methods and usages. 

It would be hostile to the commercial genius and spirit of the age. 

It could not stop, asits advocates may vainly hope, at the suppression of 
gambling in farm products, but it would wipe out of existence every board 
of trade, chamber of commerce, and cotton exchange in the country, and 
destroy a vast system for the economical handling of the agricultural prod- 
ucts of the nation, a system which is in entire harmony with the progress 
of our civilization, and which is a part of that civilzation. 

It would disastrously disturb transportation interests of every kind. 

And it would in many ways, directly and indirectly. react ruinously upon 
the farmers, in whose interest the measure is ostensibly being pushed. 

In attempti to on against options or gambling contracts the 
Washburn and Hatch bills fail utterly to make the proper distinction be- 
tween such gambling contracts and legitimate contracts for purchase and 
sale of commodities for future delivery. They attempt to stamp as illegal 
a class of contracts which the Federal and State courts have for more than 
thirty years held to be valid and pecs and which are now recognized as 
a t and parcel of our commercial and financial system. 

mtracting for future delivery has entered into every phase and feature 

of the industrial and business life of the civilized world. Itis rare that an 

en of any importance is now undertaken which is not predicated 

~—— y upon contracts for labor, money, or supplies extending into the 
uture. 

A capitalist planning to build a house or a block, let it cost $1,000 or $1,000,- 
000, contracts for its construction from beginning to end, makes his finan- 
cial arrangements accordingly, and, so far as he can do so, sells his floor 
space short—all before a — is put into the ground. The various con- 
struction contracts are, in their turn, based, as far as may be possible, on 
contracts for the future delivery of materials and labor at an agreed price. 
The stone, steel, iron, brick, slate, mortar, wood, and other materials ma: 
pass through twenty hands before they reach the person or persons origi- 
nally contract to deliver the same. The original contract is none the 
less valid on that account, though at the time it was made the party agree- 
ing > ve ie ery may have had no clear idea how or where he was 

e rty. 
e retell imerchant, speculating on the probab!‘e requirements of the pub- 
lic, orders goods to meet these requirements. His wants are supplied by the 
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wholesaler, who has anticipated these demands by contracting moprths be- 
fore for the ae of the mills, the factories,and the farms. The mill- 
owners, to fill their contracts with the wholesalers and jobbers, contract for 
the future delivery of the cotton or wool that is to enter into the manufac- 
ture of the cloth. The material may be nowhere in sight, and the parties 
sarectas to deliver it may have to buy it of its thousandth owner instead of 

8 first. 

The validity of the contract is in no wise affected by the number of times 
the property may have been transferred in going from the producer to the 
consumer, nor should it. The right of ownership passes the same asit would 
in real estate or any other species of property. A gold coin loses nothing of 
its value though it passes through a million hands and cancels a million 
debts in its travels. 

Theclerk at his desk and the workman at his bench are solicited in Ma 
and June tocontract fornext winter's supplies of coal, deliverable any mont 
that may be named. ve these contracts the wholesaler gives his orders 
to the mine-owners, who in turn are enabled to intelligently anticipate the 
output of their mines and make arrangements accordingly. 

Our paper currency represents a nat on’s contract to redeem the same in 
coin on demand, “ buyer’s option.”’ 

The idea, scheme, and theory of contracting for future performance per- 
meates our very lives. Itis the blood and bone and basis of our national, 
pnrsonal, commercial, and financial existence. Attempted curtailment of 
the privilege of entering into legitimate contracts for future performance 
would be a dangerous invasion of the domain of personal and private rights 
and liberties. 

The Washburn and Hatch bills contemplate an attack upon one line of 
business, singling it out from everything else, and are in that <- vicious 
class or special legislation. Designed ostensibly for the suppression of gam- 
bling in the products of the soil, they would, if allowed to become a law, ex- 
tinguish an established system, without which producers would be abso- 
lutely at the mercy of combinations of capital formed to prey upon their 
helplessness. Y 

Gambling in farm products is an unmitigated evil. and there is not a legit- 
imate exchange in the country that would not lend itsaid and countenance 
to the enactment and enforcement of laws for its extinction. If the Wash- 
burn and Hatch bills could accomplish that result and stop at that, this 
memorial would be in favor of the measure and not against it. 

In simple truth, however, the extent to which produce gambling is carried 
on in the legitimate exchanges of the country is immensely exaggerated. It 
bears about the same relation to the legitimate commerce and speculation of 
the country that the froth and foam of Niagarado to the mighty volume of 
water underneath. It is the bubble and fuss and fury, the froth and foam 
upon the surface of trade and commerce that offends—not trade and com- 
merce itself. 

Gambling in ene pure and simple, is carried on in the 
bucket-shops. his form of gambl is and has long been a fruitful source 
of agricultural depression, and a rigorous Federal bucket-shop law, vigor- 
ously enforced, might go far toward accomplishing the end that is sought. 
The laying of wagers in these thousands of bucket-shops on the quotations 
of produce as they are made in the great marts of trade creates a powerful 
concentrated interest for the depression of values. Theextent to which this 
bucket-shop influence is responsible for the ene depression that is 
complained of is not, we fear, fully appreciated. The evil is of sufficient im- 
portance in our opinion to merit the attention of Congress. It has become a 
national curse. his board does not apprehend that your honorable body 
confounds bucket-shops with legitimate exchanges. Such a thought would 
be an insult to your intelligence. : 

Boards of trade are a necessity of modern commerce. They enable the 
producers to find a market at any time for their surplus grain, cattle, hogs, 
cotton, and other crops, at far better average prices than could otherwise be 
obtained. America raises a surplus of almost every kind of farm product, 
and this surplus, must be sold to domestic and fore consumers, else con- 
gestion results, and the country suffers from evils of overproduction. 

‘ It i through the medium of boards of trade that the capital is supplied 
or the c 
some period that must intervene from the time it leaves the possession of 
the needy producer until it is taken by the tardy and reluctant consumer. 
The farmers are not, as a class, able to furnish the capital needed to carry 
the surplus oftheircrops. They are, as a general thing, obliged by the neces- 
sities of the situation to realize on their crops as soon as saved. 

This makes them urgent sellers during the few months immediately fol- 
lowing harvest, and were it not for the er hand of speculative and in- 
vested capital the highways of commerce would be glutted with an unsala- 
ble plethora. The ultimate consumers to whom our surplus must be sold, 
if sold at all, would supply their requirements only as necessity demanded, 
and fathomless depression in values would ensue. The American farmer 
would be in a state as hopeless as the man “ treading water ’’—no bottom and 
no rest. 

Enterprise and capital have created chains of warehouses extending from 
the remote West and South to the seashore. Interior dealers obtain ad- 
vances from the commission merchants at commercial centers, and buy and 
store the surplus of the country. This ee is sold for future delivery at 
the larger markets, or as way are stylei ‘‘ Boards of Trade,” *‘Chambers of 
Commerce,” and “Produce Exchanges.” 

It is immaterial to the producer or to the country dealer whether his wares 
have been sold in Chicago, New York. St. Louis, New Orleans or any of the 
other great markets to the consumer or to aspeculator. He is only inter- 
ested in knowing that the property on hand has been ‘‘ _— ” at a price 
that pays him a moderate profit on the money invested, and that a few 
months later, when it is forwarded, it will be taken and paid for. His con- 
tract of sale gives him assurance in that respect. 

It may be contended, perhaps, that the Washburn and Hatch bills do not, 


| in words, prohibit speculation in farm products, where the actual property 


is bought and sold. They do prohibit the resale of such products by the orig- 
inal buyer, however, until the actual property comes into his possession, on 
the full maturity of his contract. e can now sell it the moment the con- 
tract of purchase is made, and the identical parcel may b2 sold and resold a 
thousand times before the property finally passes into consumption. 

‘The right to so buy and sell enables grain and produce merchants to limit 
their losses or realize profits at any time they may elect between the forma- 
tion of the contract and its maturity. 

The facility that is thus enjoyed for releasing capital attracts boundless 
cheap money into this branch of trade, which would be withdrawn upon the 
introduction of a disturbing factor tending to restrict dealings in futures. 

The Washburn and Hatch bills, in aiming at gambling, overshoot the mark 
and strike a — blow at legitimate commercial usages which have re- 
ceived the recognition and support of the courts of the land. 

These contracts, in infinite number, representing actual property of very 

at value, form the basis of operations on the commercial exchanges. 
Speculation makes a market at all times for the ev that is in transit 
from producers to consumers. It is the indispensable solvent. Propert 
that can be realized upon without delay is security upon which fiscal Tost - 
tutions will make advances at the lowest interest rates, thus minimizing the 


ing of the country’s surplus products during the long and weari- 
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cost of carrying, a state of facts which is of direct advantage to the ne 
ducers, as it enables the dealer to pay more originally than he would be 
otherwise justified in doing. 

When cereal reserves are nearest exhaustion the combined visible supply 
of wheat in city and country warehouses ranges from 20,000,000 to 35,000, 
busheis, and —s the autumn and winter months the load that is being 
carried across the bridge upon the shoulders of capital sometimes exceeds 
75,000,000 bushels. During the period of greatest s us accumulations in 
the best year the “visible supply” alone was 60,000, bushels. The aver- 
age stock of wheat in this country available for immediate commercial use 
is close to 50,000,000 bushels. 

Not less than 100,000,000 bushels of corn in cribs along lines of railroads or 
in public warehouses is carried continually on advances from commission 
firms on the great exchanges and from local and city banks, farmers being 
relieved of the burden they are illy equipped to shoulder. 

Of oats possibly 30,000,000 bushels are bought of the producer and carried 
by middlemen in anticipation of consumptive requirements. 

The product of from 2,500,000 to 4,000,000 hogs has to be similarly provided 
for, on an average, from one year’s end to another. The visible supply of 
American cotton, that is, the quantity that has passed from the producer 
and has not yet gone into the possession of the consumer, r. ‘om. 175,- 
000 to 1,250,000 bales; the average “ visible’’ may be put at 750,009 bales. 

The capital required to carry the enormous surplus of the few commodi- 
jew enumerated above is shown with approximate accuracy in the following 
table: 











Approxi- 
Average 
Commodity. mate 
sf quantity. | nome value. 
igs nck «cba Gan cttinath iendidbieaeel bushels..| 60,000,000 345, 000, 000 
Corn ........ i ee do....| 100,000,000 | — 25, 000, 000 
I a a 8 a he a ae do....| 30,000,000 6, 000, 000 
ee RS CER pounds._| 450,000, 000 27, 000, 000 
I Sic. cit cites incecth dow céunstakemele bales. 750, 000 35, 000, 000 
acs a i i i lh i a ie 138, 000, 000 


The foregoing is unquestionably an inside estimate of the amount of 
money actually employed in carrying the surplus of the leading crops until 
such time as it may be needed by the nation’s customers. At times a vastly 
larger sum is employed in moving the crops, and rarely is a smalleramount 
needed. This enormous capitalis an active, virile, substantial support to 
the values to agricultural products, and not, as many ignorant or poorly-in- 
formed persons imagine, a source of depression. 

Dorey the system of contracting for the purchase and sale of agricultural 
commodities for future delivery, by impos a hibitive tax on such op- 
erations, and a very large proportion of the capital thus ar. will seek 
other channels for investment. The farmer may rid h lf of the middle- 
men, but he will also be bereft of his market at the same time. 

The exorbitant dealer's license provided in the bills, and the extravagant 
tax of 5 cents per pound on cotton and hog products, and 20 cents per bushel 
ongrain, are of course intended to be prohibitory. Were it otherwise, the 
tax would be only an added burden on the icultural and industrial in- 
terests of the country. Taxation of this description must eventually be paid 
by the producers. This is a law of economics as immutable as nature's law 
of gravity. There is no escape from its operations. 

Capitalis selfish. It will not payfor the privilege of being employed for 
another's benefit. Interest charges do not run that way. 

The remedy for icultural depression does not liei n Congressional en- 
actment depriving farmers of a ready market fortheir crops. Existing ma- 
chinery for the handling of the nation’s crops may seem expensive, but itis 
the cheapest that hasever been knowninthe world’shistory. If any cheaper 
method can be devised for doing the work, keen-eyed competition for profit- 
able investment of capital will discover ii. Legislation will not be needed 
to point the way. Neither will agricultural depression be dissipated by 
Congressional enactment, It is a sore that will the more speedily cure it- 
selfifletalone. If something must be done, then lighten instead of adding 
to the common burden of taxation. 

The Inevitable tendency of en is to minimize the range of fluctu- 
ations and reduce business risks to the narrowest limits. 6 absolute 
truth of this statement is illustrated in the course of market values of com- 
modities in which there has been most general s lation of late years, 
namely, grain, hog products, cotton, and oil. The tide has ebbed and flowed 
with placid regularity. Speculation, within bounds, is quite as legitimate 
as manufacturing, merchandising, or banking, and serves quite as useful 
a@ purpose. 

Gambling is the abuse of speculation. and like any excess effects its own 
cure in the exhaustion of the resources ofits votaries. As before remarked, 

am bit in farm products is merely the foam and froth on the surface. 

e real business is dominated by the well-defined laws of trade and com- 
merce. Like the fly on thewagon-wheel, the gamblers in produce may think 
they are raising a great dust, but they are really of minor importance. 

The following from the pen of a noted writer on political economy, may 
further explain the atility of contracts for future delivery, the paragraph 
having direct reference to grain: 

“The only standard by which we can test these contracts is thatof utility. 
Do their benefits outweigh their mischiefs? Arethecomplaints against them 
founded in ignorance and want of thought? If so, they are beneficent; and 
if beneficent, then in every ethical analysis they are right. The ea 
of future contracts in grain, founded on the system of  Speans o ge in bulk, 
and issuing warehouse receipts for certain quantities of n grades, and 
buying and selling these receipts, as compared with the alternative system 
of selling grain by sample, or on view, are so great that it is not too much 
to say that to peorann thecivilized world without the aid of such mechanism 
would be hardly less difficult than to transport to market the world's food 
material without the use of railways. 

“A class of contracts which perform such services to commerce; which pro- 
mote the production of the staff of life and cheapen bread and provisions 
throughout the civilized world; whose profits rest on economic law, and not 
on blind chance; which give equality and firmness to the prices they are 
charged with disturbing, can only be belittled into bets by those whose knowl- 
edge of business is that of children. Their cost, if their benefit has a debit 
side at all, is not to be placed in comparison with their beneficence.”’ 

In the foregoing no reference has been made to the industrial disturbance 
that is likely to result from the overthrow of the system of trading in vogue 
on the commercial exch es of the country. 

Hundreds of thousands of men are 7 in the mils, in the mam- 
moth packing houses, and in forwar e crops of the country after they 


leave the farmers’ hands. The wages o ~~ host of employed men 
will be dangerously disturbed and seriously reduced. 


As an ment the Washburn and Hatch bills are ant with danger. 
Their g — are few and their bad features many The safety of the 
commercial interests of the country demand their defeat. 


Respectfully submitted. 
Cc. D, HAMILL, 
S. W. ALLERTON, 


Comittee. 


BALTIMORE CORN AND FLOUR EXCHANGE. 


THE BALTIMORE CORN AND FLOUR EXCHANGE, 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE BUILDING, 
Baltimore, February 13, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: The undersigned, a committee appointed by the board of direct- 
ors of the Baltimore Corn and Flour Exchange, finding that your honora- 
ble committee could not grant them a hearing later than Monday, 15th in- 
stant, and not being prepared to meet in Washington at that time, wishes to 
place itself onrecord as represen said exchange as being unqualifiedly op- 
posed to any legislation embarrass. citizens of this country by any laws 
prohibiting or hampering a free disposal of the great staples produced 
therein, and ticularly House bill No. 2699. 

The protest presented to your honorable committee by the New York Pro- 
duce Exchange is a paper drawn up in admirable form, and, reflecting, as it 
does, our views in every particular, we non te ut ourselves on record before 
your honorable committee as eae indors it. 

We are sure the passage of this bill will prove to be most disastrous to 
farmers and merchants, and can only benefit a few who, in their desire to 


control supplies for their own ends, are unscrupulous enough to sacrifice 
the gene terest. 
Very respectfully, 


‘INO. L. RODGERS, 
LOUIS MILLER, 
F. T. SMITH, 
BLANCHARD RANDALL, 
HENRY A. PARR, 
Committee. 
Hon. WM. H. HATCH, 
Chairman Agricultural Committee, 
ouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


PROTEST OF CHICAGO MERCHANTS AND MANUFACTURERS AGAINST THE 
WASHBURN BILL. 


To the Congress of the United States: 


The undersigned hereby respectfully and urgently protest against the enact 
ment of Senate bill No. 1757, *‘defining options and futures,”’ and known as 
the Washburn bill. 

We believe that the passage of any such bill would be not only seriously 
detrimentai to the culturist, but would be of incalculable injury to the 
manifold industries of the entire country, inasmuch as these industries de- 
pend for their profitable prosecution upon that system of buying and selling 
for future delivery which the Washburn bill would destroy. 

We believe the dealings in futures in grain and hog product, as regulated 
by the board of trade of Chicago, and similar exchanges, based on the actual 
delivery of the commodity traded in, are the highest development, after 
years of labor and experience, of the best system of handling the enormous 
crops of this coun to the most profitable advantage of the producer. 

This system affords an open market on which the world’s producer and 
consumer can meet in establishing values without the limitations and re- 
strictions which an exclusively consumptive demand would impose. 

Its daily declaration of values is the anal of the world’s product and re- 
——— and reduces to the minimum the risk of those engaged in hand- 
ling the crops, thereby securing to the ucer the hest bids at all times. 

By this system our merchants yearly advance ons of money for the 
cribbing and warehousing of throughout the country, which, without 
the protection of the present market, would not be done. 

‘To destroy this system, as contemplated by the Washburn bill, would re- 
duce the circulation of money when most needed to move the crops, would 
greatly restrict credits owing to uncertainty of values, tically drive the 
small grain merchants from the field, and concentrate the Dusiness of hand- 
ling the products herein referred to‘in the hands of wealthy corporations 
ami syndicates of warehousemen and millers. 


Franklin MacVeagh & Co.; Marshall Field; Sprague, Weimer & 
Co.; Lord, Owen & Co.; Markley, Alling & Co. ; Pitkin & Brooks; 
Reid-Murdoch Company, Thomas Murdoch, vice-president; 
W. M. Hoyt Sr Graeme Stewart, director; Kelley, 
Maus & Co.; M. D. Wells & Co; Charles H. Schwab; Butler 
Brothers; Phelps, Dodge & Palmer; McCormick H. M. Com- 
pony Fraser & Chalmers, Thomas Sutter, secretary; The 

arder, Bushnell, and Glesner Company; Carson, Pirie, 
Scott & Co.; Henry W. & Co.; Sweet, Dempster & Co.; 
James H. Walker & Co.; C.M. Henderson & Co! Wells & 
Nellegan Company; Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & Co., Wil- 
liam G. Hibbard, sident; The Illinois Steel Company, by 
Jay C. Moore, president. 


MINNEAPOLIS CLEARING-HOUSE ASSOCIATION, 
MINNEAPOLIS CLEARING ASSOCIATION, January 16, 1392. 


To the Minneapolis Clearing-House Association: 


GENTLEMEN: The undersigned were appointed by you as a committee to 
consider and report to — our conclusions on Senate bill 685, offered in the 
United States Senate mber 14, 1891, by Mr. WASHBURN, entitled “A bill 
defining ‘ options’ and ‘ futures’ and imposing special taxes on dealers therein, 
and for other purposes.” consideration of this bill must be prefaced by 
ent of the fact that illegitimate speculations do existin the 
ed in said bill and to such an extent as to be 1 . 

It is to be presumed that the object of this bill is to abolish evils re- 
sul from the illegitimate use of these “‘options’’ and “futures” deal- 
ings. Your committee have carefully considered eee with a view 
to determining its effects both incidentally and y upon the legitimate 
grain business, from the producer to the consumer, in so far as its relations 
with this association are conce as well as its relations with all others 
who are called upon to furnish funds with which to raise and market the 
crops of our immediate section. 

uch pains have been taken to obtain the advice of practical grain men 
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who are familiar with all the details of the business, both now, under exist- 
options and futures markets, and during the long period prior thereto 
no such markets existed. 

Mr. WASHBURN himself admits that if this bill becomes a law no one could 
buy for future delivery except the manufacturer and the exporter. This 
would, of course, restrict all sales for future delivery to these two parties, 
so driving out of the grain business a large class of elevator and commission 
houses and forcing the producer to sell his crop to one or the other of the 
classes named, the manufacturer or exporter. 

In our opinion this legislation would injure the farmer, upon whose pros- 
= our whole section is dependent, by restricting his market and inevita- 

ty lowering the price of his products. 

We can not but regard the in the commodities named in this bill, 
“wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, cotton, and all products,” also “ k, lard, 
and all other hog products,” as entirely legitimate on the part of the elevator 
and commission houses, notwithstanding the fact that reckless persons do 
and will continue to gamble in them, and any legislation that contemplates, 
by prohibitive taxes, doing away with all dealers in grain save the manu- 
facturer and the exporter and forcing the farmer to confine his sales for fu- 
ture delivery to these two ——- must be considered as practically class 
legislation and therefore undesirable. 

e should consider that if this bill became a law it could but result in 
seriously injuring the credit of all our grain men by making it impossible 
for them to protect their hol by sales for future delivery, and if the 
farmer were prohibited from se — crop for future delivery, save to the 
exporter and manufacturer, it would be at such low prices as would warrant 
the purchaser in carrying it and result in putting the price of wheat so low 
that it would greatly injure, if not ruin, the farmer. 

For the f oing reasons your committee — this bill as impracticable 
and undesirable. Impracticable because it belongs to the class of legisla- 
tion that cam not be enorced. Undesirable for the reason that if it could be 
enforced its injury tol te business woud entail much greater loss and 
demoralization than that which the bill seekstoremedy. We therefore sub- 
mit this report with the suggestion that upon dueconsideration of the same 
this association should communicate its views on the proposed bill to our 

and Representatives through some suitable committee. 


Respectfully, 
- J. F. R. FOSS 
Presidsut Nicollet National Bank. 


S. A. HARRIS, 
President National Bank of Commerce. 
J. W. RAYMOND, 
Vice-President Northwestern National Bank. 
F. A. CHAMBERLAIN, 
President National Bank of Minnesota. 
H.G.SIDLE, 
President First National Bank. 


Report wasunanimously adopted. 
Trusting that the combined efforts of the business of the country interested 
in defeating this bill will be successful, we remain, 


Yours, respectfully, PERRY ~ 
‘Manager, 


MINNEAPOLIS BUSINESS UNEON. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


At the regular meeting of the Minneapolis Business Union, held on Janu- 
ary 14 last, the Washburn option bill was considered, and after an almost 
unanimous expression against the bill the committee was appointed whose 
names are here subscribed, with power to draft resolutions expressing the 
sentiments of the Union and forward same to your honorable body. 

On the 15th the Chamber of Commerce of this city adopted resolutions op- 

ing the Washburn option bill, and these set forth so and fully the 
Objections to the bill that the Business Union committee feel it 
to repeat the arguments therein contained, but wish to indorse and a 
most heartily of the resolutions referred to, a printed copy of whichis hereby 
attached. 

The committee respectfully invite the attention of your honorable body to 
the following points against the bill not specially mentioned in the Chamber 
of Commerce resolutions: 

(1) We believe that a law prohibiting the elevator companies from insuring 

inst loss from fire would be no more & to their interest (and 
rough them to the producer) than this bill, the effect of which is to prevent 
imsurance against loss by decline im the market sales for future delivery. 
Indeed, we believe the former evil less disastrous in its effect than the latter, 
for the reason that the elevators of the various companies are many in num- 
ber and located at the railway stations of the wheat-producing States, and 
Joss from fire would not be great at any one point, and a, would 
damage but a small portion of the companies’ a. Ww a decline in 
= market immediately affects every bushel of grain owned by the compa- 


es. . 

(2) The best guide in matters of business is actual results. Judged from 
this standpoint the ——— legislation would seriously hurt the producer, 
as shown from the fact that previous to the time that future trading was 
established in this market the difference between the price in the terminal 
market and that paid the producer in the country was 9 cents per bushel, 
while now the difference is 4cents. Before an open market was established 
buyers were confined to the few who manufactured the raw material and 
fixed the price to be paid, and, to protect themselves, were forced to buy on 
broad margins to cover the risk taken. 

(3) That the free and unrestricted dealing in grain tends to make prices 
lower, we believe can not be successfully shownto betrue. Thatthere would 
be as many who would believe in ot future prices and become active 
buyers, thus sustaining and advancing the price, as there would be who 
‘would sell on the expectation of lower prices, seems a proposition so plain 
that it — simply to bestated toconvince any fair-minded investigator. 

(4) We have referred to the influence on wheat only, as that is the product 
especially affected in this section, but believe that the arguments herein ex- 
— with equal force in all sections of our country where condi- 

s 


that the of the farm product must protect hi I 
by selling for future delivery. , — 
Respectfully submitted. ‘ 
E. J. PHELPS, 
I. C. SEELEY, 
= = LOVELL, 
S. A. HARRIS. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., January 19, 1892. 


I hereby that the foregoing resolutions are in accord with the sen- 
timent expre: by the directors of Minneapolis Business Union, at a regu- 


lar meeting held January 14, 1892, and were unanimously approved and 


adopted. 
: F. H. FORBES, Secrefarr. 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., Janwary 20, 1892. 


MINNEAPOLIS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Untied States inCengress assembled: 

Your petitioners respectfully een to your honorable body that, for 
reasons hereinafter given, the legislationin what is known as the ‘“* Wash- 
burn option bill,” or bills of a similar character, is arainst the best interests 
of the producers of and dealers in grain in the Northwest and other agri- 
cultural States, and if accomplished will most seriously depress business and 
interfere with the prosperity of this great grain-producing country. 

First. Its provisions will destroy some of our most extensive business in- 
terests and work incalculable harm to this entire section. We most ear- 
nestly petition the honorable Senate, and each individual member thereof, to 
give the most careful and serions attention to this measure, satisfied that 
a thorough and unbiased examination of the matter will result in its de 
feat. The a of this bill would, in ovr judgment, be a calamity, and 
would aid establishing all the questionable class of wheat speculation 
which the author of the bill declares itis his purpose to prevent. Your pe- 
tionersrespectfully represent as follows: 

The ostensible object of Senator WASHBURN'S bill is to prevent the short 
selling of agricultural products. Trad in farm products for future 
months w from necessity thr the lination of owners to sell for 
oo elivery property they could not get on the market for present de- 

very. 

Back of the are several causes, the leading ones being the preser- 
vation of the buyer’s credit and financialsafety. Buyers of grain from farm 
ers must hold the grain in the country for an indefinite period, awaiting 
their ability or the convenience of railroads to haul it to market. They are 
forced either to sell it for future delivery or carry it themselves as specula- 
tors. If they attempt to carry it as specuiators, they would at once destroy 
their credit and would find great difficulty in getting money to pay the farm- 
ers for the grain. There are sometimes no less than 30,001,000 bushels of 
wheat in Minnesota and Dakota elevators. That grain could not well be paid 
for, if held for speculation. for banks or other money loaners would not feel 
secure. Now, money can be obtained on asmall margin of 10 percent under 
current values of the grain. 

The greatcropsof sotaand the two Dakotas are all marketed ina short 
space of time—four or five months of each year. The manufacturers of 
wheat into flour, whom this bill seems designed to benefit, in ordinary years 
use quitea large tage of this grain, but they are notable tohandieit and 
pay forit as rapidly as it is offered. By making a law, as the Washburn bil! 
seems to contemplate, that no dealer could sell untilthe property would be 
actually in his possession, would limit buyers, for few would be found to 
buy for forw: delivery property that they could not sell again until it 
would be actually in possession. If there is a necessity for future sales, 
there is a necessity for buyers of them, and any rule that prevents the unre- 
stricted sale of what has been bought would have to use the property for 
consumption or export. 

Many classes of buyers are continually in the market. Millers, who buy 
against contracts they make to deliver flour; ¢ , Who charier ships 
ahead or make contracts to deliver in Europe; traders, who think that one 
market is out of line with another, and buy im one market and sel! in am- 
other; carriers, who have money and buy for one month's delivery to sel! 
for another, to make the difference; and others, who think that markets are 
lower than = shonld be, and tly buy for investment with the 
intention of selling at an enhanced When obtainable. All these com 
pete in the purchase of the products of the farmers of the Northwest and 
the entire country. The Washburn bill will certainly destroy this competi- 
tion and drive all but two of these classes, viz, the miller and exporter, from 
the now open and free grain markets. 

The result of thus reducing competition will be to materially lower the 
price of the great staple of the Northwest, as well as all other agricultural 

oducts, at country ~~ as compared with seaboard values, and make the 

usiness of dealing imsecure and purely speculative. Under the 
present practice the grain 1s chietiy owned and the carrying expenses paid 
by speculators. The grain im the Northwest is sold again in New York, Chi- 
cago, and other places for the reason that if during the heavy movement of 
grain all sales were made in ede market, where the actual grain is 
finally to go, it would depress ces below their actual value. 

The grain-dealers Who make these protection sales change them back to 
the peenary market as soon as a favorable ee oe presents itself. It 
would be impracticable to make such sales under the terms of this bill, for 
it would not always be convenient to deliver the property in the market 
whereoriginally solid. Then, further, if those who buy it should be forbidden 
to sell it until could deliver it, they would not buy it. except at greatly 
reduced prices. same rule of buying at reduced prices would necessa 
rily attach to every purchase from the farmer to the comsumer, for no one 
would pay full prices for things he would not be obliged to sell, except umder 
such onerous restrictions as would be a burden. 

When grain is sold from the farm in excess of present requirements, it is 
usually bought by speculators, for the simple reason that speculators pay 
more for it than millers or exporters ar@ejustified in paying to anticipate 
their future requirements. There are now nearly 30,000,000 bushels of wheat 
in store in Minnesota and the two Dakotas, sold to speculators in excess of 
the amount that millers and exporters were willing to take. 

Even if it be admitted, as is claimed, that there is a class of speculators, 
few in number, who take an unfair advantage of the boards of trade thronugh- 
out the country, we believe that in every line of business there are objec- 
tionable men, and do not believe that good legislation will endeavor to de- 
stroy ninety-nine legitimate and regular dealers in the staple-food products 
of the coun in order that one insignificant and wuscrupulous person may 
be placed under the ban of the law. 

claim that the future selling of grain tends to lower prices is not cor 

rect. Combinations formed with a view of inffwencing prices are usually to 
enhance values and are much safer. To be found on the short side witha 
line of sales out below the legitimate value of the property. is a position too 
dangerous to be taken deliberately. The only inviting fields for short sell- 
ing are instances of fictitious advances, or when the markets are from any 
cause forced out of their trne valnes. Even with the most inviting field for 
his operations the short seller can never sell a bushel more of futures than 
he buys, for all contracts must be completed at maturity by delivery of the 

. The practice of future seliing for speculation, pure and simple, 
tends rather to enhance values than depreciate them. The contention, 
however, is not the aoe one. 

The leading idea is that futere sates are necessary for the most econozni- 
cal movement of crops from the producers to the consumers, and that to 
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restrict buyers would be to break up. competition with the activity and 
_— rices which it stimulates. fore the present system was estab- 
lHshed, buyers from farmers were compelled to buy on wide margins because 
there was no way to protect the ves. At that time fluctuations were 
violent and often very disastrous. Under the present custom the country 
buyer protects himself daily by selling in some of the terminal markets. 
His being thus reduced to a minimum, he is able to buy from thefarmer 
* a mes margin of profit to himself, and markets are much steadier than 
ormeriy. 

We respectfully ask, therefore, that this matter be fully and thoroughly 
investigated before final action istaken concerning it. As we view this pro- 
posed law its purposes are: 

To seewey the credit of some of the most extensive institutions in the 
country. 

To mene the entire system of handling the enormous grain crops of the 
country. 
wae speculation and uncertainty for legitimate business and cer- 

nty. 

To seriously affect the prices of America’s great staple productions and 
revolutionize the approved business methods of the great trade centers and 
— to disaster the producer and those who assist him in handling and 
8 ng his crops, and in placing them to his best advantage upon the mar- 
kets of the world. 

In conclusion, the Minneapolis Chamber of Commerce herewith makes the 
most vigorous protest against the passage of the so-called ** Washburn op- 
tion bili,” or any other similar legislative enattment so fraught with dan- 
ger to business and the producing interests of our country. 

We hereby certify that the above protest was read and unanimous] 
osepees IY the Minneapolis Chamber of Commerce on Friday, January 15, 


F. L. GREENLEAP, President. 
C. GC. STURTEVANT, Secretary. 


NEW YORK PRODUCE EXCHANGE. 


Protest of the New York Produce Exchange against the pass of Senate 
bill No. 1757, introduced by the Hon. Mr. WASHBURN and entitled, ‘A bill de- 
fining ‘options’ and ‘futures,’ and imposing special taxes on dealers 
therein, and for other purposes.” 

To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 

GENTLEMEN: The New York Produce Exchange received its charter from 
the Legislature of the State of New Yorkin 1 Some of the purposes of 
the ae. are therein set forth as being “To inculcate just and equit- 
able principles in trade, to establish and maintain uniformity in commercial 
usage, to acquire, preserve, and disseminate valuable business information, 
and -, — controversies and misunderstandings between persons en- 
z n business.” 

e have fultilled our charter obligations in a manner that has obtained 
for us influence and leadership abroad, and confidence and respect at home. 
Our membership numbers 3,000 active, business merchants, among whom are 
representatives from our large financial institutions and m rs of all 
the lines of inland and ocean transportation centering in New York. Our 
sessions are held daily during the business hours; we are in continuous tele- 
graphic contact with the markets of the Old and New World, and the infor- 
mation thus obtained is free to all our large constituency. 

While not ey, confined to, our business is largely in, the food prod- 
ucts of the United States (both in their original and manufactured states) 
and its ramifications extend to the producer on the farm and the consumer 
in both the home and foreign markets. In fact itis almost impossible to fix 
a limit to the influence we exert, or say where it is not potently felt. 

Having thus introduced ourselves, we now, in the name of the New York 
Produce Exchange, respectfully but earnestly protest against the enact- 
ment of the Washburn bill for the following reasons: 

First. That it seeks to legalize a most we and vicious system of 
gambiing that is demoralizing and degra: , and to the operation of which 
our exch bas always been opposed. 

Second. That it aims to overturn exist. conditions that are the outcome 
of careful thought and sound mercantile judgment brought to bear upon 
old methods that become inoperative under the strain of increasing produc- 
tion, the rapid development of railroad Srenepertatiat, the more general 
and prompt transmission of business information, and the intense energy 
of commercial enterprise. 

Third. That it seeks to destroy existing benefits that legitimate sales for 
future delivery now confer upon the agriculturist at own door, and 
through which he realizes what may be termed “the hest world price” 
at the time he desires to sell, less the cost of a on and a minimum 
charge by the middlemen who stand ready at all times. to purchase his prod- 
ucts. 

Fourth. That it would drive to the wall a large army of middlemen, as a 
rule modest merchants of moderate means, but active, earnest, honorable, 
who are to be found in the smaller towns and villages located on the lines 
of our great railroads and who have done so much to build up their respec- 
tive neighborhoods, and ae the commerce of the United States to the 
magnificent proportions that it presents to-day. 

fth. That it is veneered with moral and philanthropic pretense to hide 
a selfish purpose, which aims to injure the many for the direct benefit of 
the few. 

FIRST OBJECTION. 

The bill in question, it is proper to state, makes a distinction in the mean- 
ing of terms which have heretofore on our exchange been considered synony- 
mous. Sales for future delivery have always been dealt in and deemed the 
established right of buyer and seller whenever the occasion required such 
transactions, but they did not become a recognized necessity for the pur- 
poses of protection against loss and for facility of operation until about the 
year 1875. Then, because of the rapidly eee of business in 
farm products, they became more general, and fer brevity were sometimes 
called ‘‘options,”’ simply for the reason that when the period of delivery was 
arranged to suit the convenience of the purchaser, it was called a “ buyer's 
option” and vice versa, a * seller’s option;”’ in either case it was a transaction 
similar in all respects to the meaning given to the term “futures” in the 
second section of the bill. 

The meaning given to the term “option” in the first section is known to 
us as a species of gambling called ‘puts and calls” or “ privileges,’’ which 
are transactions opposed to law and geek morals, and should not be permit- 
ted under any circumstances. Noticing a growing tendency in some places 
to tolerate such trading, this exchange adopted a rule in 1887 which disci- 
plines any member by public censure, suspension, or e nm, as the board 
of managers should determine, who may be proved ty of making such 
trades on the floor of our exchange. 

If section one of this bill sapere altogether such vicious seeaiite lt 
would heartily indorse it, but it is because the proposition is to 1 it, 
_ place it ona parity with sales for future delivery, that we protest against 


SECOND OBJECTION. 


“That it aims to overturn existing conditions,” ete. If there is any a 
element more noteworthy than another in advan what may be term 
the * cultural’ or “farm commerce” of the United States into the 
a ons it presents to-day it is the facility with which transactions can 
made with all markets (foreign and domestic) for our s lus farm 
products, through the medium of purchases and sales for future delivery. 
It is impossible to give you the volume or value of home transactions as 
they are be operated daily in hundreds, I might even say thousands, of 
major and or markets throughout the length and breadth of the land. 
Such statistics can not be obtained, but from our statistician I have received 
the declared value of the three great articles of commerce that are attacked 
in the bill, viz, breadstuffs, provisions, cotton, ‘which were shipped to for- 
eign countries during the year 1891. They are as follows: 


Ms rates ot otks deren wheter ue Pb abemhnons toe nos ake eoee $231, 275, 709 
I sein ears salem a Oa Rr ee ree er 7 130, 321, 693 
RI sentovsasaniniharkcn Staines DR ora ee ice | aN 277, 038, 511 

TOE SncenikeScie rend ocean Pia nee oe en 638, ¢35, 913 


The total value of all articles exported from the United States specie ex- 
cepted) during the same period was $957,339,705, so that you are faced with 
the grave responsibility of dealing with a measure that directly affects not 
only our enormous home trade, but also almost 81 per cent (exact 80.97) of 
our total foreign exports (specie excepted), and all parties who are directly 
or indirectly interested therein. 

Now, we do not hesitate to say (although we speak more from an experi- 
ence in breadstuffs and provisions, but our cotton friends are present and 
will please correct us if we are in error) that by far the larger part of these 
enormous shipments were yep by the exporter for future delivery, 
and that before they reached the port of ultimate shipment they formed the 
basis of transactions for future delivery outside of the e rter, aggregat- 
ing a very much larger amount, every one of which was legitimate and mer- 
cantile. But this is not all. 

The vessel service which was required to transport all this merchandise to 
its place of final destination was contracted for, to a very great extent, long 
before the vessels sailed for their American ports, and the bills of waqenae: 
which provided the “ways and means” for pa ent were also largely sold 
to the dealers in foreign exchange for future delivery. Infact, a!most every 
element in these shipments kk of the ‘‘future” character, the object 
being to minimize the risk ing from a sible change in market values 
between the date of the original purchase from the producer and arrival at 
the place of consumption. 

e will make a further statement relative to these shipments and chal- 
lenge its contradiction. If the ‘‘future” element had been eliminated from 
such transactions the volumes of our exports would have been much de- 
creased, and the farmer would have received a much less price for the prod- 
uct that he would have been able to market, for the reason that under the 
old ee the middlemen, who were generally firms of large wealth, re- 
quired a very much larger precentage of margin against possible loss than 
is required under the _——_ system. 

Now, what is urged in op tion to future sales? It is said that this sys- 
tem is used as acloak for transactions which sometimes savors more of 
gambling than of legitimate operations, and the assertion is made that, as 
a large part of the merchandise sold for future delivery on our prominent 
exch: is never actu delivered to the original purchaser, this fact is 
prima facie evidence of their illegitimate character. Before answering this 
statement (and it is held to be true, we doubt not, by many who have only 
superficially examined the subject) permit me to present the form of con- 
tract that is required in these future transactions. It reads as follows: 


“GRAIN CONTRACT. 


“NEw YORK, February, 1892. 


“In consideration of $1 in hand paid, the receipt of which is hereby acknowl- 
edged, I have this day sold to (or bought from) Richard Roe, 5,000 bushels of 
No. 2 wheat, New York tion, at 100 cents = bushels of 60 pounds, de- 
liverable at seller’s (or buyer’s) option in May, 1892. 

“This contract is made in view of, and in all respect to the by-laws and rules 
established by the New York Produce Exchange, in iorce at this date. 

“JOHN DOE.” 

It isconcise and definite and in every respect legal and binding. If either 
one of the contracting parties desires actual delivery under it, it must be 
made, and there is no power extant that can relieve the other from this ob- 
ligation, or the damage that may arise from such seneeey It is true, 
however, that at times a large, and during seasons of great activity, such as 
we have just been ha . a Very large proportion of these future transac- 
tions are notconsummated by actual delivery, but this is done by mutual con- 
sent of both parties, and for which an equitable mercantile equivalent is sub- 
stituted, simply as a convenience to facilitate settlements, which under the 
old system of actual delivery under all circumstances, was found to be cum- 
berson and attended with the loss of valuable time and risk. 

Take New York, forexample. Itisa at objective point for mercantile 
transactions made on behalf of parties throughout the Old and New World. 
With such aconstituency it continually happens that the merchant who seils 
to-day is a purchaser of the same article to-morrow, and in the egate of 
these transactions it also often happens that a transaction in whic e was 
the Ly be can be matched with a et one in which he was the sel- 
ler of thesame 4 tion of merchand and for like delivery in all re- 
spects except as to price, and when this matching does take place differences 
in value only are paid, and the contract closed without going through the 
forms of delivery and redeliv with all their attendantinconveniences, In 
such Cases, and they are the only ones where actual delivery does not take 
place, there would be absolutely nothing gained by a strict adherence to the 
old rule, and therefore it was willingly abando: f 

Perhaps this can be made more evident by citing the bank clearing-house 
system in vogue in all our large cities. By means of this system enormous 
daily ny, transactions are settled in a very few minutes by the actual 
interchange of comparatively small sums of money. Bank A receives on de- 
posit d the day checks on Bank B to the ate of $200,000 and Bank B 
checks on Bank A to the aggregate of $190,000. The following day these banks 
send their respective claims to the cl house, and that of B is matched 
oe that of A, as far as it will go, and the balance paid in cash. 

this hypothetical case a joint indebtedness of ,000 was settled by the 
payment of only $10,000 of actual money, and yet every item in the major 
amount was legitimate, nor did the system of settlement —— suggest 
that a single fictitious element had entered into the transaction from its in- 
ception to its close. It was the growing business of the banks that sug- 
gested the invention of the clearing house, just as it was the urgent needs 
of commerce to improve upon the old method of actual delivery in every in- 
stance and under circumstances that suggested the application of the 
clearing system, when ticable, as a more rapid and convenient means 
of settling contract obligations. 
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In like manner the railroad, the steamship, the telegraph, and the tele- 
phone, have all been made the servants of commerce, and each has contrib- 
uted its quota in aiding her marvelous development, and now all such means 
are deemed absolutely essential adjuncts, which can not safely be dispensed 
with. Butevenif the charge ‘‘that some illegitimate speculation is operated 
under the cloak of sales for future delivery,” is true, what then? 

Is a great public good to be abrogated because of a claimed inability to 
entirely check a minor defect? Itis as impossible at all times toe draw the 
line so definitely that a mercantile offense of this character can not be com- 
mivted, as it is to make laws which wiil absolutely suppress allcrime. But 
(as far as an intelligent consideration of the subject can suggest remedies 
which will counteract this injurious influence) you will find our boards of 
trade and exchanges have not been idle, and! by rules and by-laws have con- 
trolled these ‘commercial pirates”’ to a strict accountability for their acts. 
Here is a rule that holds both buyer and seller to amoney responsibility that 
they can not avoid: 

‘On all sales or purchases of grain for future delivery either party to the 
contract shall have the right to call an original margin of 10 cents per bushel 
on wheat, rye, and barley, and 5 cents per bushel on corn and oats, and a 
further margin from time to time to the extent of any variation in the mar- 
ket value from the contract price.” 

This rule is both restrictive and protective, and forcibly reminds each party 
entering into future transactions that he must fas up bis money and leave 
it beyond his control till he has fulfilled his obligation, as an evidence of 
his good intent. Italso limits the ‘short seller’’ to the ability of his pocket 
to respond to marginal calls and keep the margin good. Now, when it is re- 
membered that the * short seller’ is operating in the face of a world-wide 
market, it is evident that the moment he gets below legitimate values he will 
be overwhelmed with purchasers who are always on the lookout for bar- 

ns, and who will insist on the money protection under the marginal rule. 

t is our experience that the application of this rule is a most effective check 

upon the professional “ short seller.’’ Here is another rule which is equally 

protective, but in another direction, and is given as an evidence of the 
thoughtful care that surrounds all these future transactions: 

“RULE 32.—Sec. 1. In case any property contracted for future delivery 
be not delivered at maturity of contract, the purchaser shall notify, in writ- 
ing, the committee on grain of the failure to deliver, and the committee on 

in shall, at the next call, publicly read such notice, and buy in the grain 

‘or account of the party directing the purchase; but no unreasonable price 

shall be paid, arising from manipula or fictitious markets or unusual de- 

tention in transportation. Any legitimate loss resulting to the buyer shall 

be paid by the y in default and the grain so bought shall be a good de- 
livery on defaulted contracts maturing that day.” a 

Under this rule the person who aims to operatea‘ ~.er’’ is quickly de- 
feated, for a manipulated or fictitious Hine can not be euforced. 

These examples could be largely multiplied, but we infer that enough has 
been said to show that the possible evils of future sales have been much ex- 
aggerated, and that their correction has received and is continuously re- 
ceiving the thoughtful attention of honorable, competent men. 


THIRD AND FOURTH OBJECTIONS. 


“That it will injure the producer by restricting the range of his market,” 
and ‘* will drive to the wall the large army of midalemen,” is so self-evident, 
and will be treated of, doubtless, by the representatives of the boards of 
trade nearer to the sources of its production and the homes of those active 
traders, than we in New York, that I will not occupy your time discussing 
it further than to say that the absolute success of a large part of the busi- 
ness enterprises operated on, and through our exchange, is almost wholly 
dependent upon the agricultural classes, and the persons and firms and ele- 
vator associations with whom they directly deal. 

An injury to them comes rapidly home to us, and from that standpoint of 
intimate relationship we give it to you as our deliberate judgment that you 
could not enact a more unfortunate or aggressive law against our common 
interests than the bill under consideration, which we denounce as ill-advised, 
illogical, and, in its spirit, bad. 

To destroy by legistation the protective element furnished by sales for fu- 
ture delivery is simply to drivealarge “ produce-purchasing constituency ”’ 
from the field, and would prove so disastrous to the agricultural classes that 
upon the first opportunity after they realized its a effect they would 
relegate the legislator who advocated and enacted it into political oblivion. 


FIFTH OBJECTION. 


“It is veneered with moral and philanthropic pretence,” etc. 

In making this assertion we have simply stated our belief with the view of 

utting you on your guard, and inducing critical examination into motives 

fore reach aconclusion. In seeking a reason for the introduction of 
this objectionable measure into Congress, we soon found to our satisfaction 
(that while ignorance of the whole subject and a laudable desire to shield 
the agriculturists from the ‘“raids’’ of the ‘short seller,” and the com- 
munity at large from the efforts of the ‘‘corner’’ mo r to give to food 
products an exaggerated value, had something to do with it) the more dan- 
gerous element was cloaked under the cry “that it was morally wrong to 
sell what was not actually held in hand.”’ 

The authors of this foolish platitude, while posing as the “ farmer's friend,” 
are nothing short of his worst enemies. Their aim is to deprive him of his 
‘“‘world wide market”’ 7 driving off competition through legislative aid, 
and thus having corralled him into the narrow limits prescribed in this 
a purchase his produce at their own time and price. 

a. expedients have heretofore been resorted to to induce the holding 
back of farm products from the ordinary channels of commerce (particularly 
in the Northwest) and failed, and now asa last effort, the Congress of the 
United States is unblushingly asked, under the plea of needed revenue legis- 
lation, to tax out of existence a mercantile right that is in every way lawful 
and never before questioned and has proved of incalculable benefit to the 
commercial interests of the whole country. 

Permit us to call your attention to the peculiar wording of this bill, and 
especially to the bracketed words in the second section, reading as follows: 
[or unless the articles so contracted to be sold and delivered shall subse- 

uently be actually delivered to the purchaser for manufacture or consump- 
tion.”’| In other words, a miller can purchase wheat for delivery from any- 
one who wishes to sell, whether he has it in hand or not, without the tax be- 
ing operative on either party, provided it is delivered to the said miller for 
manufacture. A merchant or exporter can not make such a purchase, be- 
cause he is neither a manufacturer nor a consumer under this law; there- 
fore the man who wishes to sell wheat for future delivery, without incurring 
the tax, which he has not actually in hand, has only the one class of custom- 
ers, and they are the privil millers. 

Now, please examine the third section and you will notice that while all 
the ucts of the hog are made subject to the pro tax, the product of 
wheat (flour) is not mentioned. Here again the miller is made the favored 
son of legislation. This may may be the result of accident and not design, 
but when taken in connection with the fact that exports of flour from the 
United States during 1891 amounted to the value of $64,783,861, and that it 





was largely dealt in for future delivery exactly as wheat, corn, provisions, 
and the other articles mentioned in the bill as subject to tax are, some 
idea may be formed of the immense advantage the proposed legislation would 
give to the large milling interest of the Northwest. 

For these reasons we think we are justified in characterizing the measure 
as “hiding a selfish purpose which aims to injure the many for the direct 
benefit of the few.” 

Gentlemen, one word more and I have done. The Unitel States is emi- 
nently a commercial country, and through her commerce, backed up as it is 
by agricultural, mineral, mechanical, and scientific development, is rapidly 
becoming the wealthiest of all the countries of the world. 

Let me call your attention to this fact. which, while we do not claim it as 
a result, we have aright to say of it that it is a coincidence. Buying and 
selling for future delivery (although always more or less operated as now 
carried on) became the rule with the American merchant about the year 
1875. Since that period (because of its protective element) it has been 
adopted by every LKuropean country with whom we trade, and it is found to 
give every satisfaction. For the seventeen years prior to 1875 the balance of 
trade against this country aggregated inround numbers #1! 200,000,000. Since 
that period, which is also seventeen years, the balance in trade in favor of 
this country aggregates in round numters the enormous sum of $1,525,000,- 
000, of Which amount $155,500,000 was for the year 189!. Do not these figures 
speak volumes for the men who hold the helm of commercial enterprise in 
the United States, and are not their views on commercial subjects entitled 
to consideration and respect’ 

We do not come here as suppliants. but ask for, inthe firm hope of receivy- 
ing recognition for what we have done and are doing, in forcing this coun- 
try tothe front. There is no egotism in our claim that the American mer- 
chant stands out as the central figure in our national development. He is 
as necessary to the agriculturalist in obtaining the largest money value for 
his labor as he is to his Government, to whom he contributes the major part 
of the revenues which it receives. He is the patron of the railroad, the 
steamship, and the wonderful discoveries of science, whose inventions he 
quickly adapts to the more rapid and economic requirements of his busi- 
ness. He is the friend, and toa great extent the supporter of the profes- 
sions, and contributes largely to education, literature, and the arts, anl 
every other refining influence that creates and furthers social happiness. 

It is consistent, therefore, that we should ask for, and you grant. ‘he fos- 
tering care of legislation to commercial enterprise, and that the great mer- 
cantile associations throughout the land, who are more directly responsible 
for the outcome and who are continually alive to the changes that are ot 
necessity always taking place, are the best able todete:t injurious influences 
as they arise and to suggest to legislative bodies the needed remedies. 

espectfully submitted in behalf of the 
NEW YORK PRODUCE EXCHANGES, 
By A. E. ORR. 
FEBRUARY 16, 1892. 


NEW ORLEANS BOARD OF TRADE, LIMITED. 
NEW ORLEANS, January 7, 1992. 


DEAR SiR: It is my pleasure to transmit to you the following resolutions 
adopted by our board of directors in session this day: 

Resolved. That the New Orleans Board of Trade, Limited, earnestly invokes 
the aid of the Senators and Representatives in Congress, from Louisian,, 
towards the defeat of the bill recently introduced into the United State ; Sen- 
ate by Mr. WASHBURN of Minnesota, entitled “A bill defining options in fu- 
tures and imposing special taxes on dealers therein,” etc. 

Resolved, That the passage of such a law will not only seriously interfere 
with the commerce of the United States, but alter existing modes an meth- 
ods of doing business to the serious detriment of our people. To prohibit 
dealing in futures, where delivery of goods or merchandise is contemplated, 
can effect no benefit to either producer or consumer, and if persisted in must 
place us, as a people and a nation, at a seriouts disadvantage compared with 
other nations; that should we be cut off from the modern method of doing 
business on this side of the Atlanticit will not effect similar changes in the 
great commercial and money centers abroad, and the result will be to larzely 
place the control of our markets under foreign centers. 

Resolved, That this Board of Trade indorses the efforts of the New Orleans 
Cotton Exchange to secure adverse action on the Washburn bill as far as 
cotton is concerned, and that, as the representatives of the grain and prod- 
uce interests of this section, they are of opinion that the adoption of said 
bill will place this and all other communities at a serious disadvantage, 
forcing us back a century behind the present age. and accomplishing no 
good, if indeed it does not work a serious injury to the interests of both 
farmers and planters. 

Resolved, That, in our opinion, the best interests of the farmer and planter 
are to secure all possible competition for their products, and that any inter 
ference with the modern methods of transacting business, will undoubtedly 
curta 1 such competition. 

We are forwarding copies of the above to Louisiana's Senators and Repre- 
a in Congress to-day and urging their action in accordance there- 
with. 

Very respectfully, 
—r HY. Hi. SMITH, Secre‘ary. 

Mr. M. C. FLOWER, 

President New Orleans Cotton Exchange. 


NEW ORLEANS CLEARING-HOUSE ASSOCIATION. 


NEW ORLEANS, December 30, 1891. 


To the honorable the House of Representatives 
and Senate of the United States of America, Washington, D. C.: 


The undersigned, engaged in the banking business in the city of New Or- 
leans, believe if Senate bill 685, ‘the Washburn bill,” taxing purchase and 
sale of cotton, grain, and hog products, becomes a law that it will do im- 
mense damage to the business in those articles, reduce stability of values, 
and work great injury; and that, as bankers, we consider our risk in ad- 
vancing on such property very much less than was the case prior to the in- 
auguration of the present moje of doing business. Therefore we most 
rengee against the passage of the bili. 

N. B. Sligh, presideat Southern National Bank; R. M. Walmsley, 
esident Louisiana National Bank: A. Baldwin, president 
ew Orleans National Bank; C. Kohn, president Union Na- 

tional Bank; George R. Preston, president Hibernia National 
Bank; L. C. Fallon, president Mutual National Bank; H. Mas- 
pero, ident Traders’ Bank; H. Gardes, president Ameri- 
can National Bank: N. Landry, president People’s Bank of 
New Orleans; J. C. Morris, ident New Orleans Canal and 
Banking  : Pierre Lanaux, president State National 
Bank; W. P. Nicholls, president Bank of Commerce: James 
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T. Hayden, president Whitney National Bank; Charles F. 
Hoffman, Bankers and Exch: ; G. W. Nott, sident Citi- 
zens’ Bank of Louisiana; G. Aa. Blaffer, Germania 
Savings Bank; Fred, Peters, president Metropolitan Bank; 
J. C. nnis, president Germania National Bank; Jos. L. 
Bourdette, Gilbert H. Green, Moore, Hayams, & Co., Isidore 
Newman, sr., Bertus & Durel. 
I hereby certify the above to be a true and correct copy of the original. 
THOS. C, HERNDON, 
Manager New Orleans Clearing-House Association. 


BANKERS, MILLERS, AND MERCHANTS OF TOLEDO, OHIO. 


, We, the undersigned bankers, millers, and merchants of the city of Toledo, 
believe that any bill to prevent legitimate trading in grain futures would 
cause a revolution in trade and such a decline in prices as would injure the 
farmers and general business interests of the country, and do hereby ear- 
nestly protest against the passage of same. 

National Milling Company, millers; The Northwestern Elevator 
and Mill Company, millers; F’. N. Quale, miller; Loyd & Quale, 
millers; Toledo Grain and al Com . ers; Joel 
Potter & Co., millers; R. B. Mitchell, miller; McConnell &Co., 
millers; Miami Maize Company, millers; Ketchum National 
Bank, by J. B. Ketchum, second president; Second National 
Bank of Toledo, George W. Davis, — t; Northern Na- 
tional Bank, Toledo, Ohio, by J. V. ly, president; First 
National Bank of Toledo, by M. Nearing, president; Holcomb 
National Bank, H. Holcomb, president; e Merchants’ Na- 
tional Bank of Toledo, Ohio, by N. H. Swayne, oo a 
Reynolds Brothers, grain; The Bellman Grain and Com- 
pany, grain; C. A. King & Co., grain; Paddock, Hodge & Cu., 
grain; Churchill & Co..grain; W.H.Moorehouse & Co., grain; 
Southworth & Co., grain; .W. T. Carrington, grain; W. A. 
Rundell & Co., grain; J. F. Zahm &Co., grain; Cratz Brothers, 

n; H. W. Devore & Co., grain; John C. Maddy, grain; J. 
. Cronerberg, grain; T. J. Southard, vessel broker; The 
Abner L. Backus & Sons Company; Blass & Chapin; C. W. 
Coe, grain; J. J. Coon, grain; William M.Coon, grain; E. D. 
Draper, grain; John C. Keller, grain; J. C. Fallis, 
George F. Worts, grain; Merrill & Co., grain; W.E. ham, 
grain; J. E. Rund@ell, grain; Charles a grain; " 
Mayer, grain; R. T. Thorpe, grain; E.W.V. Kuehn, ; 
T.L. Keck, grain; H. J. Hayes, grain; S. W. Flower, grain; 
J. H. Borrmon, grain; Frank H. Tanner, grain; Denison B. 
Smith, grain; G.W. Lynn, grain; Charles Stager & Co., seeds; 
L. S. Sullivan, vessel broker; A. W. Coats Sea Lake 
Erie Transportation Company; Barker & Frost insurance; 
W. H. Whitaker, insurance; John S. Kountz, insurance; Ira 
A. Richardson & Son, insurance; A. A. Colton, insurance; 
Wright & Russell, insurance; John D. Irving & Co., insur- 
ance; Canniff & Bowers, insurance; Merritt, Jackson & 
Ketcham, insurance; William R. Hodge, insurance; Toledo 
Elevator Company; Central Elevator; Toledo and Wabash 
Elevator Company; Chicago, Hamilton and Dayton Railroad 
Elevator Company, T. E. a. secretary; The Miami 
Canal Elevator Company; The Union Railroad, Elevator, and 
Transportation Company; Kings Canal Elevator. 


Mr. GEORGE obtained the floor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3406) to accept a bequest made by Gen. George W. 
Cullum for the erection of a memorial hall at West Point, N. 


Y., and to carry the terms and conditions of the same into exe- | Obj 


cution. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. , 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 


had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 


A bill (S. 620) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to promote the | 


administration of justice in the Army,” approved October 1, 1890; 

A bill (S. 710) providing for the relief of William C. Spencer, 
of Maryland, late captain Seventeenth Infantry, United States 
Army; 

A bill (S. 898) tofurnish the Gettysburg Battlefield Memorial 
Association, at Gettysburg, Pa., with specimens of arms, accou- 
terments, and so forth, used by the armies in the battle of Gettys- 
burg, for exhibition and preservation at the Gettysburg Museum; 

A bill (S. 1039) to define the grade of certain medical officers 
of the Army, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1040) authorizing the Secretary of War to lease pub- 
lie property in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 1111) to amend the act of Congress approved March 
3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States; ” 

A bill (S. 1230) amending the act of October 1, 1890, entitled 
‘‘An act to provide for the examination of certain officers of the 
Army and to regulate promotions therein; ” 

A bill (S. 1295) to authorize the construction of jetties, piers, 
and breakwaters at private expense in the Gulf of Mexico, at 
the mouth of Ropes Pass, in the State of Texas; 

A bill (1722) to provide for the examination and promotion of 
enlisted men of the Army to the grade of second lieutenant; 

A bill (S. 1988) to amend sections 2139, 2140, and 2141 of the 
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A bill (S. 3154) to amend section 9 of the act for the relief of 
certain volunteer and ar soldiers of the late war and the 
war with Mexico, rch 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 712) granting a pension to Jane A. Ward, widow 
of D. A. Ward; 5 

A bill (H. R. 1350) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Bruner 
Hineline; 

A bill (H. R. 1777) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of James M. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 4270) for the relief of D. P. Abbott, A. S. Keeves, 
and T. E. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louise B. Sharp; 

A bill (H. R. 9332) granting a pension to Joseph J. Gran 

A bill (H. R. 3821) granting a pension to Cecilia White; 

A bill a R. 5477) to pension Martha A. Beerbower; 

A bill (H. R. 5941) to build a bridge across the Tennessee River 
between a point in Whitesburg, in Madison County and Morgan 
County, in the State of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 6752) granting a pension to Martha J. Griffith; 

A bill (H. R. 7042) granting a pension to Thomas My me 
ace bill (A. R. 7117) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

erritt; 

A bill i R. 8398) for the relief of Susan Lomasney; 

> bill (H. R. 8618) granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson; 
id : 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 105) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to prepare and send to the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position, models, drawings, etc., prepared or invented by women. 


SOUTH CAROLINA AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE LANDS. 


Mr. PLATT. Iask permission from anyone from whom it is 
necessary to ask it, to submit a report from the Committee on 
the Judiciary. [I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. 
R. 7322) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay over certain moneys to the State of South Carolina, as pre- 
scribed by the act of August 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to apply 
a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more com- 
plete endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts established under the provi- 
sions of an act of Congress approvetl july 2, 1862.” 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the bill be not placed on the Calen- 
dar. [ask the unanimousconsent of the Senate that it be taken 
up for consideration now. It is the unanimous report of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT. And it is a House bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a House bill, and one in which my State 
is very much inte . 

oe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read, if there be no 

on. 

e Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
mene as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION IN TAMPA BAY. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 
tes of the two Ho 


The committee of conference on the vo uses 
tatives to the bill (S. io 

, Fla., hay- 

and do 


rry; 


on the amendment of the House of Represen 
the establishment of additional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to r 
d to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House of Representatives recede from its amendment to said bill. 


PHILETUS SAWYER, 
W. D. WASHBURN, 


WILKINSON CALL, 


Managers onthe part of the Senate. 
S. R. MALLORY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the part of the Senate. 
MRS. ELIZA E. HEBERT. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. 158) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert be re- 
committed to the Committee on Claims. 


RETAIL PRICES AND WAGES. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I report a resolution from the Committee on 
Printing. There was referred to that committee a resolution 
ordering the printing of 16,000 copies of a certain compilation 


The report requires no action on 


Revised Statutes, touching the sale of intoxicants in the Indian | of prices of commodities lately collected by the Committee on 


country, and for other purposes; 


Finance. Those interested have revised the resolution. I re- 
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port back the original resolution and move its indefinite post- 
paneuent and report a substitute in its stead, which I ask to 
ave read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 16,000 copies of a 


comparison of the actual and average retail prices of commodities in four 


cities in England in June, 1889, and September, 1891, together with the actual 
and average prices of the same articles so far as a in four repre- 
sentative cities of the United States on the same dates, such com to 
be made from the data collected by the Committee on Finance and to be in- 
cluded in their report to the Senate, No. 986, and constituted a supplement to 
such report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is part of the resolution introduced 
by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] this morning? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, it is. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. What change has been made? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He haslooked at this revision himself within 
an hour, and made a correction in it. It is acceptable to both 
sides. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This revision simply enlarges the scope of 
the resolution somewhat. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It includes, however, all that the Senator 
from Kentucky asked for in his resolution. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It includes all, and is satisfactory to him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thinkso, for he looked at it himself within 
an hour and LSagrenen it. 

Mr. HAR . He looked at this paper? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He did. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 


agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The original resolution will b2 in- 
definitely postponed. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 9324) to enforce reciprocal commercial 
relations between the United States and Canada, and for other 
purposes. I will state that I am instructed by the Committce 
on Foreign Relations to press the immediate consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. LIobject to the bill being taken up on 
motion. Let my colleague ask unanimous consent. To take it 
up on motion would displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the considera- 
tion of the bill may be proceeded with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Order of Business? 

Mr. FRYE. It is the first House bill on the Calendar, Order 
of Business 884. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will state that I make this request by the par- 
ticular direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations. tt is 
a matter of first importance and pressing need. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
DAVIs] asks that the posting bill be informally laid aside, and 
— = Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated 

y him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill was passed over under the former 

rule 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was read. | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no amendment as in | 
Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. | 
Mr. COCKRELL. Are there notamendments reported by the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations? 
Mr. FRYE. No, the amendments which were reported orig- | 
—* were adopted in the other House, and this is the House 
ill. 
Mr. DAVIS. I will state that this bill differs from the Senate | 
bill heretofore reported by the committee only in immaterial 
matters of correction of style. It is almost identically the same | 


ee 


bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (S. 3310) to secure certain | 
reciprocal commercial advantages to citizens, ports, and vessels | 
of ne —— States, being on thesame subject, will be indefinitely | 
postponed. 


HOTEL AT FORT MONROE, VA. 


Mr. HAWLEY. At the requestof the Senator from Virginia, | 
T ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the joint reso- | 
lution (S. R. 91) extending the time for the construction of a | 
hotel upon the Government reservation at Fort Monroe, Va., 


| business community 
| who have been by dealing in options. Look at the fortunes frittered 


and I report from the Committee on Military Affairs House 
joint resolution No. 142, which is identical in terms and has re- 
cently come over from the other House. I may explain, that it 
may not be misunderstood when Senators hear it read, that it does 
not relate to the famous Chamberlin hotel, but is a more mod- 
est affair for the accommodation of colored people. It is con- 
sidered a very worthy enterprise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate joint resolution No. 91 will 
be indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I now report the House joini resolution, and 
ask concurrence with the other House in its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 142) 
extending the time for the construction of a hotel on the Gov- 
ernment reservation at Fort Monroe, Va. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business 554. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If theSenator will delay, I prefer to yield 
a@ little later. 

Mr. SANDERS. DolLunderstand the Senator from Minnesota 
to claim the floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I say, I prefer to yield a little later. 

Mr. CAREY. It is after 5 o'clock. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining “‘options” and *‘ fu- 
tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. TheSenatorfrom Louisiana|Mr. WHITE) 
to-day, in calling the attention of the Senate to the protests from 
different boards of trade and commercial organizations through 
the country, among others stated that all the commercial organi- 
zations in Minneapolis had sent protests against this bill. 

As a matter of fact, there is one commercial body there, called 
the Chamber of Commerce, where all the dealings in grain are 
carried on, which sent a protest, but it was under a misconcep- 
tion. The attempt has been made all the way through (and the 
line of argument of the Senator from Louisiana was a great 
deal in that direction) to make it appear that the bill prevented 
future sales where there was actually property. When the bil! 
was introduced that was the understanding, and as a matter, of 
course, it brought a great many protests. But when the eleva- 
tor men, and the warehousemen, and all the grain men found 
that it did not in the slightest degree interfere with future sales 
where there was actually property 7 changed their minds 
and their attitude in regard tothe bill. As it happens, I yes- 
terday received a report and resolutions from the Board of 
Trade of Minneapolis, which is the general commercial organiza- 
tion of that city. I send them to the desk and ask to have them 
read, so that there will not be any misunderstanding in regard 
to the position of the people of Minneapolis and of Minnesota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Your committee to whom was referred the communication of the New 


York Cotton Exchange have had the same under consideration, and after a 
careful examination of the subject in all of its bearings, have come to the 


eae 

First. t as a general rule the freer the intercourse between individuals, 
States, and nations, consistent with a due regard to the support of govern 

ments and the ——_ of individual rights the better the government 
will discharge its du ; and restrictive iegislation shouid never be in- 
voked, except to protect the weak against the rapacity of the strong or to 
protect the community it the unlimited and indiscriminate sale of 
such articles as menace their lives and property. 

Second. That we are —— to any paternal government or to sumptu- 
ary laws, but we believe that experience has demonstrated the wisdom of 
governments the sale and use of certain articles. 

Third. That we believe that the practice of selling options or futures on 
many articles of prime aay far in excess of the whole amount produced 
in the country has a tendency of unsettling prices, disturbing the legitimate 
course of business, and of é: the few at the ex of the many; and 
as an evidence of this state of rs, let anyone who is familiar with the 
‘o over in his mind the number of his acquaintances 


away, families houseless and homeless. Mothers who have been raised in 
affluence and luxury, weeping over homeless children, whose father is a 
waaderer in a fore land or serving a term in the peniten’ for embez- 
zlement. Look at the broken banks and ruined credits all over the land. Go 
where you will throughout the West and you will find in every «ity and vil- 
lage the victims of this hideous monster. 

Who is benefited by this great sacrifice? Has anything beet. produced to 
make the country richer, h er, more moral, or more honest? No; butthe 
system is one of the most tructive of morality, progress, and human 
happiness that was ever invented by the ingenuity of man. What has been 
the result of this system on the price of the present crop? The judgment of 
the oldest and best informed dealers in Liverpool, and Glasgow is 


that the price of the present crop of wheat has been reduced from 5 to 10 
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cents per bushel by this selling wheat that does not exist. Who, having 
100,C00 bushels of wheat, can go into the market and compete with the man 
that can go on the same market and sell one, two, or ten millions, when he 
has nota bushel? He can sell the market down or up at pleasure, and the 


legitimate Cealer, be he farmer, merchant, or manufacturer, is the football 
of the gambler. We pass laws against even the mails carrying advertise- 
ments of lotteries, and yet when an attempt is madetothrottle this monster, 
who is destroying thousands to the lottery’s one, there are those who lift up 
their hands in holy horror at this restriction of trading in options. 

Your committee are not able to discover wherein such restrictive legislation 
as is proposed in what is known as the Washburn bill would impose any 
hardship on legitimate trade. Under the operation of said bill any person 
who has anything to sell is not affected by it, nor is any person who has 
crops growing, or is manufacturing flour, lard, pork, or doing any business 
whereby h2 sells what he owns and has a of, or who actually de- 
gg at some future time what he sells, in any way inconvenienced by said 
bill. 

The only persons that are affected by this bill are those who sell things 
they do not then and never expect to own or deliver to the purchaser, and 
those who buy what they never expect to receive, and those persons can buy 
2nd sell unlimited quantities, which has the same effect on the market as 
would the actual articles so bought and sold. Now, does anyone claim that 
if there was only one-half the amount of wheat offered for sale in thisor the 
Chicago market it would not sell for a better price? the constant 
pootng Se market with invisible products and then withdrawing the same 
keeps the market in a constant state of fluctuation, greatly to the loss and 
annoyance of legitimate traders and manufacturers. 

Has not the country prospered reasonably for the last hundred years with- 
out this system? And does not a every other country on the globe get 
along without it? And yet we are told that any legislation that restricts or 
in any way interferes with this practice of gamb will be ruinous to le- 
gitimate trade and interferes with individual freedom. 

No gambler or smuggler ever had any love for the laws that interfered 
with his vocation. The arguments of the New York Cotton Exchange 
have no bearing on the Washburn bill. The whole drift of the protest 
against the passage of laws that prohibit persons from se what they 
possess, or of selling articles for future delivery that the vendor in proc- 
ess of production, or of which he is manufacturing, such as a miiler se 
flour, a packer selling pork or lard, a cotton raiser or manufacturer selling 
his cotton or his fabrics, a farmer selling his wheat, all of which they de- 
liver at some future time upon, or a merchant who has bought wheat. 
None of these cases are affected by this bill. 

This city is the largest primary wheat market in the world, and the senti- 
ments expressed in this report are the result of large experience and ob- 
servation, and are forced upon us by the melancholy evidence that we see 
daily of the disastrous effect of dealing in options. 

In view of the foregoing we would recommend the board to pass the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Board of Trade of the city of Minneapolis are in full 
sympathy with the principle enunciated in the bill No. 1757, introduced in 
the Senate of the United States by Senator W. D. WASHBURN, and that we 
advise our Senators and Members to support this bill or some other em- 


br cing this principle. 

Resolved further, That the Secret: of this board forward this report and 
resolution to the Cotton Exchange New York City, and to each of our 
Members and Senators in Congress. 


Mr. WASHBURN. We have heard from the various ex- 
changes, from people who are interested in this kind of busi- 
ness, and of course we expect them to be against the bill. I 
send to the desk a copy of a letter received from a gentleman 
very well known in this country, and I should like to have it 
read. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. PALMER. I hope the Senator will yield to me that I 
may ask him a single question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Let the letter be read first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

HARTFORD, July 18, 1892. 

My DEAR Str: I have read with great pleasure and cordial assent your 
comprehensive speech on options, and of course feel very highly compli- 
mented that you thought my fling at gambling worthy of quotation in your 
argument. 

Ordinary gambling is bad enough, but this sort you are attack is still 
more demoralizing. Evidence of this is in the way business men of other- 
wise good character are getting to regard it. Itis the strongest kind of a 
point you make that this method of dealing is a positive injury to legitimate 
business, to all healthful commercial life. 

I do not know whether any legislation can stop the evil, but even if the bill 
on the subject can become a law, and even if -~ law should be ineffectual, 
the efforts of men like you in high places, and full discussion, will make pub- 
lic opinion of the right sort. 

With wishes for your success, believe me, with great respect, 


Yours, sincerely, 
CHAS. DUDLEY WARNER. 
Senator W ASHBURN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Illinois for a question? 

Mr. PALMER. I merely wish to ask the Senator from Min- 
nesota if there is any statute in Minnesota forbidding the deal- 
ing in options and futures? 

Mr. WASHBURN, Ithinkthereisnot. I have justreceived 
atelegram. These people have been making claims at different 
times that the consideration of this bill is injuring the market 
and depressing the price of wheat, and all that. e would hear 


one day when there was a probability that the bill would pass 
that wheat had declined 3 cents a bushel on the Chicago Board 
of Trade. 

The very fact that anything of that kind could occur shows 
the necessity of such alaw. But now, when the beliefis that the 
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bill is to become a law, having passed the House of Representa- 
tives by nearly four to one, and when it stands I should say two 
to one in its favor in this ae the price of wheat has commenced 
toadvance. Owing to the fear, the very threat you may say, 
that the bill is to become a law, wheat now has already com- 
menced to advance. In this line I have received a telegram 
since I came into the Chamber this morning from Toledo, from 
one of the largest and most reliable commission houses in that 
city or in the State of Ohio, which I will read: 

Our country correspondents watching for passage of bill. When all fear 
of professional sellers out of the way, there will be buyers on the merits of 
the situation. 

I intended to submit some further remarks to-night, but it is 
getting late. Before I take my seat I move that when the Sen- 
— to-day, it adjourn to meet to-morrow morning at 11 
o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to with- 
draw his motion for the present. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I have not made a motion to adjourn, but 
I will withhold it. 


JUDICIAL SALE OF PROPERTY. 


Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to fix for to-morrow, at the close of the routine business, 
the first House bill on the Calendar, the bill (H. R. 5816) to regu: 
late the manner in which property shall be sold under orders 
and decrees of any United States court. The bill was reported 
from the Judic Committee by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON], who is absent sick. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] offered an amendment to it, and he is absent sick. The 
Senator from Colorado has requested me to take the bill in 
charge. I ask unanimous consent that it may be set down for 
consideration in the morning after the routine business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Alabama, that the bill (H. R. 5816) to 
regulate the manner in which aes shall be sold under or- 
ders and decrees of any United States court shall be made a 
special order for to-morrow morning at the conclusion of the 

outine business? 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, I 
will state to him that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE} 
is particularly interested in the bill now pending relating to 
options, and his health is such that he is very desirous of speak- 
ing immediately after the conclusion of the routine business in 
the morning. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask only a few minutes to-morrow for the 
consideration of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and it is so ordered. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mca 
PHERSON] has been called away and will not be able to be present 
in the Senate during theremainder of the session. He isa mem- 
ber of the Committee on Immigration, which has been author- 
ized to sit during the recess, and at his request I ask the Senate 
to excuse him temporarily from service on that committee until 
the next session, and that the Chair fill the vacancy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland asks 
that the Senator from New Jerssy [Mr. MCPHERSON] be excused 
until the next session from serving upon the Committse on Im- 
migration. He will be excused, if there be no objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the Chair fill the vacancy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will fill the vacancy. The Chair will appoint the Senator from 
ee [Mr. CALL] in place of the Senator from New Jersey, 
excused. 


HOUR OF MEETING, ETC. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Irenew my motion, that when the Sen- 
ate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SANDERS. I ask leave to call up a solitary bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [ask for a vote on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet to-morrow 
morning at 11 o'clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will postpone that order 
until Monday. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to amend the motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. That motion, I believe, has 
precedence. 

Mr.SANDERS. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to be kind 
enough to yield to me to call up a bill. 





o. 





1892. 





Mr. WASHBURN. This is not a motion to adjourn. 

yield to the Senator from Montana when it is disposed of. 
r. SANDERS. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New York to the motion made by 
the Senator from Minnesota. The amendment is that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the motion 
made by the Senator from Minnesota, that when the Senate ad- 
journ to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


I will 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY. 


Mr. SANDERS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 4667) to incorporate the Maryland and Washington Rail- 
way Company. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SANDERS. The bill has been read and there was an 
amendment pending to it offered by myself. The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] who has charge of the bill signified the 
other day his willingness, if I would withdraw the amendment 
which I had presented, to himself pro another amendment. 
With that action I will be content if I can have leave to with- 
draw the amendment which I offered. 

Mr. HARRIS. My suggestion was that I would not object to 
it, but I will offer the amendment. I believe I have a memoran- 
dum of it here. Itis to that part which limits the issuance of 
stock, that it shall be so modified as to provide that no greater 
amount of stock shall be issued than the actual cost of construc- 
tion, equipment, and procuring the right of way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment pro by the 
Senator from Montana is withdrawn. The amendment moved 
by the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 12, line 2, strike out the word 
‘‘and” and insert ‘‘the” before the word ‘‘amount;” after the 
word ‘‘amount” strike out ‘‘not to exceed 10 per cent;” and in 
line 3, strike out ‘‘over the” and insert ‘‘ of the actual;” so as 
to read: 

Sxc. 12. That the said company is hereby authorized to issue its capital 
stock to the amount of the actual cost of construction, equipment, and pur- 
chase of right of way and ground necessary for its proper working. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to add to the provision these 
words: 

Which sum shall first be ascertained and authorized upon petition therefor 
to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, under such rules and reg- 
ulations as the chief justice and judges thereof shall prescribe, efficient to 


limit the stock of such corporation in the aggregate to the actual necessary 
cost thereof, and 10 per cent added. 


Mr. HARRIS. Ihave no objection to the amendment being 
incorporated here and now, but I will state to the Senator that 
precisely the question involved was considered by a conference 
committee of the two Houses this evening, and with some slight 
modifications of phraseology the principle was incorporated by 
the unanimous action of the conference committee. This clause 
being amended, it will go to conference and the subject-matter 
will be considered. I have no objection, however, to the Sena- 
tor’s amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The words ‘and 10 per cent added,” should 
not be in. 

Mr. HARRIS. No, not 10 percent added. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That has been left out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmenttothe amendment 
will be stated. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I[haveread it. After the word ‘“ working,” 
in line 4 of section 12, add what I have read. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishould like an executive session. We might 
have one while the Senators are arranging the amendment. 

Mr.HAWLEY. TheSenator from Tennessee informs me that 
substantially this amendment is already contained in a proposed 
act, or do I understand that it will be done in conference? 

Mr. HARRIS. Notin this bill, but the principle will be in- 
serted when it goes into conference just as we have agreed to it 
in another bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. On the assurance that this is likely to be 
done, or is certain to be done, as has just been done in a previous 
conference, I will withdraw the amendment. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee (Mr. HaRRis}, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
went was concurred in. 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HARRIS, 
Mr. MCMILLAN, and Mr. PERKINS were appointed. 


EL RENO, OKLA. 


Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimousconsent for the present consid- 
eration of Order of Business 554, Senate bill 2839. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2839) for the relief of the inhabi- 
tants of the town of El Reno, Okla. 

Mr. BERRY. I object to taking up the bill at this hour of the 
evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made; and the ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish the Senator from Maine would yield 
to me to call up a bill. 

Mr. FRYE. If I yield to anyone I must yield to the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK], who came to me some time ago 
and made a similar request. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the consideration of a bill which is of local concern. 

Mr. FRYE. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is very kind of the Senator. I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 805, being Senate bill 2931, in relation to a matter in my 
own State, which is approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Secretary of War, and carries the unanimous r-port of 
the Committee on Public Lands in its favor. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2931) to provide for 
the survey and transfer of that part of the Fort Randall military 
reservation in the State of Nebraska to said State for school 





Pepe 3 : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment to strike outall after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the odd-numbered sections in the portion of the Fort Randa!! mili- 
tary reservation situated in the Stace of Nebraska, after the same shall have 
been surveyed as herein provided, may be selected by the State of Nebraska 
at 7 - within one year after the filing of the official piste of survey in 
the district land office as a part of the lands granted to said State as school 
indemnity for school lands lost in place under the provisions of ‘‘An act to 
provide for the admission of the State of Nebraska into the Union,” ap- 
proved February 9, 1867: Provided, That no existing lawful rights under any 
of the land laws of the United States providing for the disposition of the 

ublic landsshall be prejudiced by this act: And provided further, That said 

ands shall be accepted by said State of Nebraska in full satisfaction of law- 
ful claims now existing, or that may hereafter arise, for school-land indem- 
nity for a corre’ ing number of acres, upon assignment of the bases of 
the claims by description and selection in accordance with the regulations 
of the Interior Department within the period of limitation aforesaid; such 
a to be equally distributed, so far as practicable, among the several 
townships. 

Sec. 2. That the even-numbered sections, and all of the odd-numbered sec- 
tions in said reservation not selected under the provisions of section 1 of 
this act, shall be open to settlement under the homestead law only. 

Sec. 3. That the Eserctary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause the lands embraced in that of the said military reser- 
vation of Fort Randall in the State of Nebraska to be regularly surveyed by 
an extension of the public surveys over the unsurveyed portions of the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and > 

On motion of Mr. PADDOCK, the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the survey and transfer of that part 
of the Fort Randall military reservation in the State of Nebraska 
to said Statefor school and other purposes.” 


IMMIGRATION AND CONTRACT LABOR LAWS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of Senate bill 3240, Calendar No. 820. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3240) to facilitate the 
enforcement of the immigration and contract labor laws of the 
United States. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In line 8, of section 2, I move to strike out 
the words “‘ oath or affirmation ” and insert the word “ declara- 
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tion:” and in line 9, after the word ‘‘or,” to insert the word 
“ ” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 8, after the words ‘‘ and 
the,” it is proposed ‘ tostrike out “oath or affirmation” and in- 
sert ‘ declaration ;” and in line 9, afterthe word “or,” to insert 
the word ‘‘ of;” so as to read: 

Each list or manifest shall be verified by the 5 
of the master or commanding officer or of theo 
mand, etc. 

Mr. GORMAN. This is probably a proper bill, but I suggest 
to the Senator that at this a our of the evening, and with a thin 
Senate, it is hardly right to consider such a bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [If the Senator will allow me, I will state 
that this bill, although of some importance, is not a bill which 
involves any difference of opinion either in the House or Senate. 
It is unanimously agreed to by the Senate Committee on Immi- 
gration and by the House Committee on Immigration. Under 
those circumstances I hope the Senator will allow the bill to pass. 
It has been carefully examined by every member of the Senate 
committee and by every member of the House committee. Itis 
a carefully prepared bill, which involves no controversy what- 
ever with an one as to an ything in it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It occurs to me to ask whether the bill has 
been submitted to the commissioners of immigration or the 

_owners of the great ships who are familiar with the subject; for, 
as I heard the long list of questions read, I could not help think- 
ing how, by whom, and at what expenditure of time these ques- 
tions should all be answered and these blanks all filled? I think 
some of the vessels would have to wait two or three weeks be- 
fore they could get started. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that the bill has been submitted to the steamship own- 
ers to whom he refers, and they have not made strenuous 
sition to it. If, as the Senator says, it will take three or four 
weeks for them to make sufficient examination of a dozen immi- 
grants to get started, I should like to ask him how long it will 
take us to examine them after the getover here. We exam- 
ine five thousand in one day; and the Senator seems to think 
that it will take three weeks for them to get on board the ship. 


and the declaration 
cer next below him in com- 


a eee I am not making any special fight against 
the bi 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not understand that the Senator is. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Who fills out the blanks? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The steamship com are to bring a 
manifest of their passengers, just as they bring a manifest of 
their merchan » 

Mr. HAWLEY. With all these questions to, be answered? 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are to answer them, and the clerks 
on the docks will fill up the blanks. When the blanksare filled 
up, not more than thirty names. on a blank, they are taken on 
board and the passengers go over them, and hen the shi 
reaches the dock the papers are handed to the ins it 
the simplest process in the world. There is no ty in con- 
forming to it; and, as I say, the steamship owners, ae ed 
not care to do this, have made no strenuous 

Mr. HAWLEY. The idea is a correct one. a ‘this 
matter some time ago, I thought it probably could be done by 
our consuls, and then we could be certain of the thoroughness 
of the returns they made. Of course that will involve some ex- 
penditure. I do not a a consul, who takes great pains to 
examine and ~~ gad to a bill of lading, would not wy as much 
pains with this 

The VICE- PRESIDEN T. Is there objection to the consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I no not understand that the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] objects. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make no objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not make a formal objection, but I saw 
that there was not a member of the committee on this side of 
the Chamber present, and at this hour of the evening I thought 
it was hardly proper to consider so important a bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make the suggestion that, if the Sena- 
tor will allow the bill to ae read through and allow one or two 
amendments to be adopted, I shall not ask to have the bill passed 
to-night. 

— GORMAN. I make noobjection to that course being pur- 
sue 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In section 2, line 9, I move to strike out 
the word “‘ next’ and insert “‘firstor second; ” and strike out the 
words ‘taken before” and insert the words “ attested by.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTaRy. In section 2, line 9, after the word “ of- 
ficer,” it is proposed to strike out ‘next » and insert “first or 
second;” and in the same dine, after the word “‘ command,” to 
— ‘out ‘‘taken before” and insert “attested by;” so as to 
re 

Each list or manifest shall be verified by the signature and oteciaien 
of the master or commanding officer or of the officer first or second below 
him in command, attested by the United States consul or consular agent at 
the port of departure, before the sailing of said vessel 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Insection 3, line 3, after the word “ make,” 
I move to strike out ‘‘ oath or affirmation ” and insert ‘' declara- 
tion;” so as to read, ‘‘and make declaration in like manner be- 
fore said consul or consular agent.” 

The amendment was agreed io. 

The aa of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Insection 8, line 5, before the word ‘* kept,” 
I move to strike out the words “ , and” and insert * fur- 
nished tobe;” and also in line 11, tostrike out the word “ placed” 
and insert “to be ex to view. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 8, line 5, before the word “ kept,” 
it is proposed to strike out “ placed, and” and insert ** furni 
to be;” and in line 11, ante out the word ‘placed’ and insert 
“to be exposed to view;” so as to read: 


Sxc. 8. That all steamship or Sen one nies, and other own- 
ers of vessels, in transporting Seeeets te the 
a States, shall twice a year file a certificate with the Secretary of 


eae to be co’ sly e to — 

inthe oie of enc of thelr agent in fore countries: gure to sl 
1 f thi ~~ yt the 1a he av of Mares Stnese inl of Shae nthe 
aws 0 8s coun nm iar, ette 
language of country Feaidve to immigration, pented i ool tris 
and that they have instructed their ts to cail the thereto of 
persons contemplating emigration before selling tickets to them, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to strike out section 9. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
; — SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 9, as 
OLLOWS: 


SKo. 9. That the te removal of alien 
ination, provided for in 8 of the act of M > Se ae 
in all cases of arrivals at the port of New York where the number of im- 
migrants upon one vessel exceeds one hundred and ai and it shall be dis- 
cretionary with the Commissioner of [Immigration to examine a smaller 
number of immigrants on board the vessel. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the was resumed. 

Mr. C LER. Insection 10, line 1, after the words “‘ after 
the,” I move to strike out “* 30th day of June, 1892,” and insert 
“Ist day of January, 1893.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 10, line 1, after the word “ the,” 
it is proposed to strike out “30th day of June, 1892,” and insert 
“Ist day of January, 1893;” so as to read: 

Sxc. 10. That after the 1st day of January, 1893, all exclusive privileges of 


Seah Bt ty wanes fai 


station, shall be disposed of 
and limitations as the Secretary of the er 


ants prior to exam- 


scribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Insection 11, line 3, before the word “days, ? 
I move to strike out “thirty” and insert “ sixty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 11, line 3, before the word *‘ days,” 
it is proposed to strike out “ thirty” and insert “‘sixty;” so as to 
make the section read: 

Sexe. 11. Saas Oe 8 ee 
effect as to vessels departing from foreign — for poms 
States after thirty days from the passage of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill isconcluded. 
The question recurs on the motion submitted by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye] that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maryland if he 


Chinese persons, and shall take 
within the United 


would fer not to have this bill acted on to-night? © 
Mr. GORMAN. I think it had better go over, under the cir- 
cumstances. 


Mr. CHANDLER. What will be the position of the bill? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The-bill will be returned to the 
Calendar without prejudice. 
JAMES SMITH. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me 
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that I may ask for the consideration of Order of Business 1034, 
House bill 4809, a pension bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I yield for that purpose. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4809) granting a 
pension to James Smith. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of James Smith, formerly orderly sergeant of 
Company F, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, in the 
Seminole Indian war, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CARACAS AWARDS. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 733, being the bill (S. 2454) for the ap- 
plication of the accretions of the Caracas awards of 1868 to the 
new awards made in 1889 and 1890. I hope the Senator from 
Maine will withhold his motion until this bill can be considered. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much is involved in this bill? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Nothing, as I believe, to the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have we not some funds, and does not this 
take it out of the Treasury? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The bill has been unanimously agreed to by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. The fund that is propesed 
to be distributed is the interest earned on the money paid by the 
Venezuelan Government before the money was distributed to 
liquidate the claims. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ea to consider the bill (S. 2454) for the applica- 
tion of the accretions of the Caracas awards of 1868 to the new 
awards made in 1889 to 1890. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to ascertain and 
settle the amount expended by this Government t of the convertion 
of April 25, 1866, and of the commission thereunder, and of the convention 
of December 5, 1885, and the commission thereunder,and deduct the same form 
the accretions upon the money paid to this Government a and 
the balance of said accretions he is hereby authorized and 
to the = the new awards of the Washington Commission under the 
treaty of ber 5, 1885, and to credit the Government of Venezuela under 
said new award on account of said accretions diminished as aforesaid, as 
Well as with the principal of said funds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
committee to the preamble will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike from the 
preamble the following clauses: 

Whereas it was provided in the treaty of December 5, 1885, that the Ven- 
ezuela Government should not be reimbursed or credited for payments here- 
tofore made upon such of the Caracas awards as — be entirely annulled 


in the rehearing of th original claims by the said Washington Commission, 
certain of which Caracas awards were so annulled, amounting to more than 


ee 


§ 
3 
& 


per a Srey out of funds received from the Venezuelan Govern- 
ment; an 

Whereas the said Washington Commission allowed interest on nearly all 
the claims on which new awards were rendered against Venezuela, from the 
time when the cause of action arose in each case to the close of the said 
Commission's term of office (September 3, 1890), and the said new awards 
bear interest from that date by the express provision of the said treaty: 


Therefore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The preamble needs to be further amended 
by striking out the word ‘‘and” at the end of the first clause, 
which is the only one remaining, and inserting the word ‘‘ there- 


fore. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatamendment willbe considered | 
as agreed to in the absence of objection. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. t 
; 


Mr. FRYE. I now renew my motion for an executive session. | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before submitting the motion of | 
the Senator from Maine, the Chair will lay before the Senate the | 
unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7845) defining “options” | 
and “futures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and re- | 
quiring such persons engaged in selling certain products to ob- | 
tain license, and for other purposes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question now is on the motion | 
of the Senator from Maine. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Sat- 
urday, July 23, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 22, 1892. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Charles F. Markell, of Maryland, to be secretary of the lega- 

tion of the United States to Brazil, to fill a vacancy. 
CONSUL. 

Adam Everly, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 

States at Birmingham, to fill a vacancy. 
ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John Ramsey, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of cus- 
toms at Jersey City, N. J., in the district of New York, in the 
State of New York, to succeed Thomas H. Kelly, removed. 

PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEON, MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Assistant Surg. Gregorio M. Guitéras, of South Carolina, to 
be a passed assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of 
the United States. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Thomas Frazier, of Placerville, Cal., tobe register of the land 
office at Sacramento, Cal., vice Edmund W. Roberts, deceased. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 22, 1892. 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


A. Loudon Snowden, of Pennsylvania, now envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Greece, 
Roumania, and Servia, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Spain. 

Truxtun Beale, of California, now minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States to Persia, to be envoy extra- 
ordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Greece, Roumania, and 
Servia. 

Andrew D. White, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia. 


CONSULS. 


Darley R. Brush, of South Dakota, to be consul of the United 
States at Messina. 

Charles August Vortriede, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Horgen. 

Cyrus W. Field, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Brunswick, 

John A. Barnes, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Chemnitz. 

Carl Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Catania. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John C. Hotchkiss, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Des Moines, in the State of Iowa. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Will A. Sessions, to be postmaster at Friars Point, in the county 
of Coahoma and State of Mississippi. 

James F. Steinbeck, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the 
county of Hinsdale and State of Colorado. 

James T. Penn, tobe postmaster at Harrison, in the county of 
Boone and State of Arkansas. 

William L. Robson, to be postmaster at Williamston, in the 
county of Ingham and State of Michigan. 

Jabez Wright, to be postmaster at Huron, in the county of 


| Erie and State of Ohio. 


David B. Howerton, to be postmaster at Hallettsville, in the 
county of Lavaca and State of Texas. 

James D. Fayman, to be postmaster at Shepherdstown, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. 

Stephen R. Choate, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware. 

Lewis D. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Ontonagon, in the 
county of Ontonagon and State of Michigan. 

John Wesley Lee, to be postmaster at Towson, in the county 
of Baltimore and Stat: of Maryland. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 22, 1892. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. 
CUTHBERT, D. D 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
CORRECTION OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr.Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws to report back the bill (H. R. 9575) 
to create a national highway commission and prescribe its du- 
ties; and ask that the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration. 

Mr. POST. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Columbian Exposition. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws will be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of this bill. 

There was no ee 

The motion of Mr. Post was then agreed to. 

BULLETINS AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I herewith transmit,for the information of Congress,a communication 
from the Secretary of State, forwarding certain bulletins of the American 


republics. 
BENJ. HARRISON. 
WASHINGTON, July 21, 1892. 


WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9172) to incorporate the Washington 
and Great Falls Electric Railway Company. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, not having had an opportunity 
to examine the amendments of the Senate, I am not prepared to 
move concurrence. I therefore move that the House nonconcur 
in the amendments of the Senate, and agree to the conference 
asked on the disagreeing votes thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hearn, 
Mr. Coss of Alabama, and Mr. Post as conferees on the part 
of the House. : 

HAWAIIAN BARK ARCTIC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2229) 
for the relief of the owners and crew of the Hawaiian bark Arc- 
tic. 

The bill was read twice. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of that bill. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 


will ask if there be objection to its present consideration. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask if this has been before the 
House Committee? 

Mr. BURROWS. This bill or a similar one has been reported 
by the House Committee. I will say that this is the only remain- 
ing vessel which has not been compensated for aiding in the res- 
cue of some twelve hundred persons who were imperiled in the 
Arctic regions. The report discloses all the facts in the case. 
The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] is familiar with the 
case, and I would like to have him make a statement in regard 


to it. . 

Mr. DOCKERY. It would be better to have the report read, 
reserving the right to object. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I call this 
bill up by request. The report shows that in September, 1871, 
the bark Arctic was prosecuting a whaling voyage in the Arctic 
Ocean near Blosson Shoals. The report goes on to state that 
the vessel had been fully and completely equipped for the busi- 
ness at great expense, and was then upon the whaling ground 
fully and completely prepared for the successful prosecution of 
their voyage; that the season for taking whales upon that ground 
is from the Istof September till the middle of October, and they 
had just commenced to take whales, which were plenty and 
available to capture, there being every prospect of a successful 
catch, amounting to a practical certainty as near as may be. 

_That while thus prosecuting their voyage, in company with 
six other vessels, the mastersof said vessels received aletter from 
the masters of some thirty American whaling vessels, which were 
lying about 60 miles farther north, announcing that their shi 
were hemmed in by an impassable barrier of ice, which the 
winds had packed up, and they would be obliged to abandon 
them; that their provisions were insufficient to support the ship’s 





company until the next summer, even if they could withstand 
the rigors of the Arctic winter, and that their only chance for 
life was with the ships, which were outside the barrier. 

The master of the bark Arctic felt it his duty in the cause of 
humanity to abandon the good prospects of several weeks’ whal- 
ing, which were still before him, and hasten to the rescue of 
such portions of this large number of men as he could receive 
on board with safety and carry to some port. This conclusion 
was reached after consultation with the masters of the barks 
Daniel Webster, Chance, Lagoda, Midas, Europa, and Progress, 
these six vessels and the Arctic being then clear of the ice and 
in a position to render substantial aid. 

The report goes on to state: 


Your committee also find that 176 of these shipwrecked seamen were taken 
to Honolulu by the memorialists; that they abandoned their whaling voy- 
ages entirely, and on the 14th day of September the shipwrecked seamen 
from the abandoned vessels began to arrive where the vessel of the me- 
morialists was at anchor ready to receive them, and that on or about the 
16th of September the memorialists set sail for Honolulu with the ship- 
wrecked seamen from the wrecked fleet, which was an American ae 
fieet, and that they arrived at Honolulu about the 23d day of October, an 
the men so rescued were turned over to C. S. Mattoon, esq., United States 
consul at Honolulu. 


Further on they report: 


Under the circumstances, we estimate the loss from the abandonment ot 
the voyage as follows: 


900 barrels whale oil, at 75 cents per gallon ....................-.---- $21, 262. 50 
16,000 pounds whalebone, at $1.75 per pound... .............-..---.-- 28, 000. 00 
Loss and damage to outfits and ship.........-.......-....----------- 1, 500. 00 
TON, «i it Ratinns db dcdkncncccaccscensipheibais ce cmentintoccibandn 50, 762. 50 

* * * * + ~ * 


The Forty-seventh Co: 
whaler North Star $20, 
Rodgers. The Fiftieth Congress, second session, awarded the owners of the 
schooner Era $13,500 for rescu 23 men. The Fifty-first Co ess, first 
session, awarded the British whaler Chance $16,000 for rescuing 96 men from 
the abandoned fleet herein referred to. The Fifty-first Congress, second ses- 
sion, awarded the barks Midas, Daniel Webster, Lagoda, Progress, and Eu- 
— a total sum of $125,000 for rescuing 900 men of the said abandoned Arctic 

eet. 


for rescuing 22 men of the United States ship 


* * * * * * * 


And this vessel simply did it without formal orders, and they acted on the 
aera om that it was a duty tocommonhumanity. The rescue of 176 human 

ings from those frozen regions was an act of unparalleled magnitude. No 
case of such magnitude appears or can be found in the history of any mari- 
time nation on the globe. No such peril ever was known to exist in the 
Arctic or Antarctic Oceans, where 1,200 lives were in such imminent peril 
from the frozen regions. And the masters of these vessels showed a hero- 
ism worthy of recognition and commensurate rew 

The committee find that the amount allowed to the other six vessels en- 
gaged with the Arctic in rescuing these 1,200 men was $138.89 for each person 
by the other vessels rescued, or an average of $23,500 to each vessel. 


That being the amount allowed to the other vessels pro rata, 
and this is the last of the vessels which were engaged in that 
service. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Whatcommittes has reported upon this? 

Mr. BURROWS. The House Committee on Claims. — 

Mr. SIMPSON. Let me ask if the Committee on Claims can 
not call this up in their order under the rule? 

Mr. BURROWS. They will have so many cases probably they 
can not reach it under the hour rule. Itisso meritorious acase, 
and being the only remaining one of all these vessels which were 
engaged in this humane service, I trust there will be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Inasmuch as under the rule each committee 
has a chance to bring in bills, and while this seems to be a mer- 
itorious case I will have to call for the regular order, inasmuch 
as this bill can get a hearing in the proper way 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is equiv- 
alent to an objection. 


INVESTIGATION PENSION OFFICE. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Rules on a former 
day fixing a time for the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee to investigate the operations of the Pension Office. The 
committee reported a substitute for the original resolution in- 
troduced, which resolution will require to be amended. I ask 
that the original and the substitute be read, after which I will 
indicate the amendment required. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, the 20th day of July, 1892, be set apart for the 
consideration of the resolution reported from the special committee on the 
investigation of the Pension Office, and that at 3 o‘olock p. m. of said day 
the previous nen shall be considered as ordered on the resolution, and 
thereafter no dilatory motion shall be entertained until said resolution shall 
have been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The committee report asubstityte or a reso- 
lution in lieu of that, which the Clerk will now report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday next, immediately after the call of committees 
for reports, be set apart for the consideration of the resolution reported from 
the special committee on the investigation of the Pension Office, this order 
not to interfere with revenue or appropriation bills or conftrence reports. 


ss, second session, awarded the owners of the © 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there has 
been a conclusion reached as tothe time, fixing it for next Mon- 


day. 

‘Mr. BURROWS. That is correct. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ThenI move to amend the resolution so as 
to strike out Thursday and insert Monday. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment, inserting Monday in lieu 
of Thursday, will be inserted if there is no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Upon the resolution and amendment I de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. BOATNER. I would like to hear the resolution read as 
it now stands. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution and 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Monday, July 25 next, immediately after the call of com- 
mittees for reports, be set apart for the consideration of the resolution re- 
ported from the special committee on the investigation of the Pension Office, 
this order not to interfere with revenue or appropriation bills or conference 
reports. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 
To Mr. COWLES, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 
To Mr. BUNTING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. The Clerk will call the committees. 

The roll of committees was called, when bills of the following 
titles were severally reported, read a first and second time, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BRADFORD, PA. 


By Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds: A bill(S. 902) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Bradford, Pa.—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


PAVING STREETS, ETC., KEOKUK, IOWA. 


By Mr. ENOCHS, from the Committee on Public Buildimgsand 
Grounds: A bill (H. R. 6592) to provide for the payment of one- 
half the expense of paving streets around the United States 
court-house, post-office, etc., at Kedkuk, lowa—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


SHIP CANAL FROM PHILADELPHIA ACROSS NEW JERSEY TO 
NEW YORE BAY. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, reported back favorably the bill (S. 3179) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to cause a survey to be made for a ship canal 
from Philadelphia across New Jersey to New York Bay; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

INVESTIGATION OF LABOR TROUBLES, CCEUR D’ALENE REGION. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Labor to report a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, in lieu of two resolutions that have been introduced and 
referred to the Committee on Labor. I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution which 
is reported in lieu of the ones referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed by the Speaker of 
this House, whose duty it shall be to investigate the causes which have led 
to the employment of Federal troops or other bodies of armed men in the 
present difficulties in the Coeur d’Alene region, and the character of such 
employment. 

at said committee have leave to sit during the recess, at such place or 
places as may be necessary; to send for persons and papers, to administer 
oaths, to employ a clerk or stenographer, with leave to report at any time. 
And that for said purpose the sum of $3,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, to be drawn upon the warrant of the chairman. fromthe contin- | 
gent fund of the House. 


The SPEAKER. What‘is the request of the gentleman from | 
arisen—not a sufficient number, and tellers are refused. 


Missouri? 
_Mr. TARSNEY. For unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker. what is this? 
The SPEAKER. This is a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Labor. It requires unanimous consent. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Leave has not yet been given for its consider- 
ation? 

The SPEAKER. No, it has not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice a provision in it which changes the 
rule. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has not the regular order been demanded? 

The SPEAKER. It has. If it is insisted upon, it is equiva- 
lent to an objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. I insist upon the demand for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution then will be referred to the 
Union Calendar and printed. 


PROTECTION OF PROPERTY, ETC., DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama, from: the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported the bill (S. 267) for the preservation of the 
public peace and the protection of property within the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has just been demanded. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Who demanded it? 

The SPEAKER. It was first demanded by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON], and the gentleman from Texa;| Mr. 
KILGORE] has again demanded it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I thought the objection had been 
withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has just insisted 
upon it. 

uae COBB of Alabama. It is a very important matter, so the 
judges say. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for reports has been 
completed. Under the order adopted the other day, the call 
rests with the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
the question was upon ordering the previous question upon the 
engrossment and third reading of a House bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And the yeas and nays had been ordered 
upon that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will look into thatand see. The 
question was on ordering the previous question on the engross- 
ment and third reading of a House bill, and on that question the 
yeas and nays were ordered. No quorum appeared; so that the 
question now recurs on that motion, and unless the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were ordered is reconsidered the vote 
must again be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr.McRAE. As @ yea-and-nay vote can have no effect ex- 
cept to deprive the Committee on the Public Lands of the time 
necessary to take it, I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the motion to reconsider was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on ordering the previ- 
ous question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Fenn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] made special opposition to this matter, 
and I see he is not here. How much time has this committee 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. It seems to me that this bill ought not to 
be acted upon to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the question 
on ordering the previous question upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Forty-three gentlemen have arisen in sup- 
port of the demand for the yeas and nays—a sufficient number. 

Mr. BURROWS. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The other side was counted. 

The SPEAKER. Forty-three gentlemen have arisen to sus- 
tain the demand, and forty-six opposed to it—a sufficient num- 
ber, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, tellers on the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Thirty-one gentlemen have 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order at this 
time to move to take a recess? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that the House take a recess for 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I can explain it in a moment. | four minutes. 


cia 


ay 


ea ye sii me 
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The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 64. 

Mr. BURROWS. That does not seem to be a quorum, 

The SPEAKER. The House refuses to takea recess, and the 
hour has expired. [Laughter.] The Chair calls the Committee 
on Public Lands under the order heretofore adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCooK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H.R. 712) granting a pension to Jane A. Ward, widow 
of D. A. Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 4270) for the relief of D. P. Abbott, A.S. Keeves, 
and T. E. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1777) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of James M. Thompson; 

A bill (H.R. 4378) granting a pension to Benjamin Churchill; 

A bill (H. R. 2049) for the relief of Aaron J. Oliver; 

A biil (A. R. 8124) to extend the privileges of the transporta- 
tion of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port 
of Dunkirk, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Julius C. Zanone, only heir 
of John B. Zanone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski County, IIl., 
deceased; 

A bill (H. R.6891) authorizing the payment of a certificate of 
indebtedness of the District of Columbia, No. 4087; 

A bill (H. R. 3718) granting a pension to Charity W. Clark, 
mother of Edmond M. Clark, formerly of Company M, Seven- 
teenth Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mohan; 

A bill (H. R. 4022) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Ford; 

A bill (H. R. 3905) granting a pension to Julia Bodley; 

A bill (H. R. 7434) for the relief of Jeremiah White, Osage 
City, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the Denison and Northern 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. §R. 6562) granting a pension to William Colvilil, of 
Minnesota: 

A bill (H. R. 
ett: 

R. 
R. 


9018) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Brack- 


A bill (H. 4034) to increase the pension of John D. Prator: 
A bill (H. 3203) granting a pension to Nancy Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence; 

A bill (H. R. 6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, 
late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry: 

A bill (H. R. 5518) to pension Reuben Riggs; 

A bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of 
St. Louis, Mo.; 


A bill (H. R. 4945) to restore Cynthia E. Brinneman, formerly | 


Tate, to the pension roll; 
A bill (A. R. 6142) for the relief of J. D. King: 
A bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louis B, Sharp; 
A bill (H. R. 8398) for the relief of Susan Lomasney; 
A bill (H.R. 1350) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Bruner 


Hineline: 

A bill (H. R. 3821) granting a pension to Cecilia White; 

A bill (H.R. 5477) to pension Martha A. Beerbower; 

A bill (H. R. 6752) granting a pension to Martha J. Griffith; 

A bill (H. R. 7042) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 7117) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Merritt; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (A. R. 

A bill (BH. R. 
bar of Brunswick, Ga.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7296) granting pensions to the survivors of the 
Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk 
war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 80) authorizing the acceptance of 
medals presented to the officers and crew of the United States 
steamship Baltimore by the King of Sweden; 

it also announced that the Senate had passed bills and a joint 
ncn a of the following titles; in which concurrence was re- 
quested: 

A bill (S. 3405) to accept a bequest made by Gen. George W. 
Cullum for the erection of a memorial hall at West Point, N. 
Y., and to carry the terms and conditions of the same into ex- 
ecution; 

A bill (S. 3301) for the erection of a public building at the city 
of East St. Louis, Ill. 

A bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to Thomas C. Ellis; and 


8618) granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson; 


| 
| 
} 


9332) granting apension to Joseph J. Granberry; | 
9581) to provide for the improvementof the outer | 
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Joint resolution (S.R.104) giving authority for the erection 
of overhead wires for the illumination of the city of Washing- 
ton during the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic 
during September, 1892. 

Italso announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments bills of the following, titles; in which concurrence was re- 
quested: 

A bill (H. R. 4113) to grant an honorable discharge to George 
W. Barr from the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of R. A. Spaulding, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Solomon Blue, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 5829) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bowden; 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 1084) toremove the charge of desertion now 
standing against Michael Keefe, deceased, asked a conference 
with the House on the bill and amendment, and had appointed 
Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 4833) tocorrect the military record of Joseph 
Wackerley, asked a conference with the House on the bill and 
amendment, and had appointed Mr: V1ILAS, Mr. SANDERS, and 
Mr. DANIEL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Italso announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 4827) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear and determine the claim of the heir of Hugh Worthing- 
ton for his interest in the steamer Eastport, asked a conference 
with the House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed 
Mr: VILAS, Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. DANIEL as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had further disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
2137) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amending the pension 
law so as to remove the disability of those who, having partici- 
pated in the rebellion, have, since its termination, enlisted in 
the Army of the United States and become disabled,” approved 
March 3, 1877, had agreed to the further conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Pappock, Mr. SHOUP, and Mr, TURPIE 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following con- 
current resolutions; in which the concurrence was requested: 


Resolved 7 the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 30,000 copies of the report of the Monetary Commission created 
under the joint resolution of August 15, 1876, being Senate report No. 103, sec- 


ond session Forty-fourth Congress, 10,000 for the use of the 
for the use of the House of Representatives. 
Also: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the reports of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National 
Museum for the year ending June 30, 1891, in two octavo volumes, 10,000 extra 
copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, and 2,009 copies for the use of the National Museum. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1988) to amend sections 2139, 
2140, and 2141 of the Revised Statutes, touching the sale of intoxicants in the 

country, and for other purposes, and agree to the same. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2370) for the relief of Nathaniel Lang; 

A bill (H. R. 5446) to provide for the care of dependent chil- 
dren in the District of Columbia and to create a board of chil- 
dren’s guardians; 

A bill (H. R. 5997) to amend section 2 of an act approved May 
14, 1880, being ‘‘An act for the relief of settlers on public lands; ” 

A bill (H. R. 6091) to amend ‘‘Anacttoauthorize the construc- 


enate and 20,000 


| tion of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Knox- 


ville, Tenn.,” approved August 9, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 4270) for the relief of D. P. Abbott, A. S. Keeves, 
and T. E. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 9332) granting a pension to Joseph J. Granberry; 

A bill (S. 1111) to amend the act of Congress epproved March 
3, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States;” 

A bill (S. 1295) to authorize the construction of jetties. piers, 
and breakwaters at private expense in the Gulf of Mexico, at the 
mouth of Pass, in the State of Texas; 

A bill (S. 1230) amending the act of October 1, 1890, entitled 
‘*An act to provide for the examination of certain officers of the 
Army and to re; promotions therein;”’ 

A bill (S. 1722) to provide for the examination and promotion 
of enlisted men of the Army to the grade of second lieuterant; 








1892. 
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A bill (S. 3154) to amend section 9 of the act for the relief of 
certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the 
war with Mexico, passed March 2, 1889; 

A bill (S. 1988) to amend sections 2139, 2140, and 2141 of the 
Revised Statutes touching the sale of intoxicants in the Indian 
——r and for other purposes; 


A bill (S. 1040) authorizing the Secretary of War to lease 
public property in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 1039) to define the grade of certain medical officers 
of the Army, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 898) to furnish the Gettysburg Battlefield Memorial 
Association, at Gettysburg, Pa., with specimens of arms, ac- 
couterments, etc., used by the armies in the battle of Gettys- 
burg, for exhibition and preservation at the Gettysburg Museum; 

A bill (S. 710) providing for the relief of William C. Spencer, 
of Maryland, late captain Seventeenth Infantry, United States 


i 
A bill (S. 620) to amend an act entitled “An act to promote the 


1890; 

A bill (H. R. 1350) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Bruner 
Hineline; 

A bill (H. R. 712) granting a pension to Jane A. Ward, widow 
of D. A. Ward; 

A bill R.1777) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of James M. Thompson; and 

A bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louisa B. Sharp. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 102) requesting the loan of certain ar- 
ticles for the World’s Columbian Exposition; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) authorizing the Secretary of the 

terior to prepare and send to the World’s Columbian Sesedt- 

ion models, drawings, etc., prepared or invented by women; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 108) extending the time in which cer- 
tain street railroads compelled by act of Congress, approved 
August 6, 1890, to change their motive power from horse power 
to mechanical power, for one year: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 155) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of State to affix the great sealof the United States to a cer- 
tain document therein stated; 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. - 





Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that | 


such bills as shall be called up, and which are on the Union Cal- 
endar, be considered in the House asin Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that such bills called up by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands as are on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union may be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I object. 


SWAMP-LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker,I call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9072) to fully adjust and settle the claims of Arkansas and 
other States under the swamp-land grants, and for other pur- 

ses. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That when the State of Arkansas shall relinquish, re- 
lease, and quitclaim to the United States all her claims and demands against 
the United States for the 5 per cent fund allowances under the act a 
proved June 23, 1836, for keeping prisoners under the executive order of Feb- 
ruary 5, 1867, for a portion of the distribution fund under the act approved 
September 4, 1841, for indemnity under the actsapproved March2, 1866, March 
3, 1857, or this act, and for all swamp and overflowed lands under the act ap- 

oved September 28, 1850, not approved to the State, the Secretary of the 

easury shall, in consideration of said relinquishment, release, and quit- 
claim of said claims, demands, and lands, require the Treasurer of the United 
States to cancel and deliver to the governor of the said State of Arkansas all 
the bonds and coupons issued by the said State now in the possession of the 
said ‘Treasurer and owned or held in trust by the United States, as afull and 
final compromise and settlement of accounts between the said State and the 
United States. 

Src. 2. That it shall be the duty of the proper officers of the Departments 
of the Interior and of the Treasury, as soon as practicable, to ust and set- 
tle the claims of the other States against the United States for all lands 
which have been, or may hereafter be, sold or otherwise disposed of that 
were included in any grant of swamp and overflowed lands to such States. 

Sxc. 3. That for all of said lands in any State which were sold for cash the 
said State shall have credit for the full amount of the purchase money re- 
ceived by the United States, and the same shall be paid over to the governor 
or treasurer of said State; and for all of said lands in any State otherwise 
disposed of, and for which indemnity has not heretofore been allowed, such 
State shall have indemnity in cash, the amount thereof to be limited to the 
= at which the lands were held at the date of theirdisposal by the United 

tates, the said indemnity to be — as herein provided in the cases where 
lands were sold for cash: Provided, however, That under no circumstances 
shall more than $2,000,000 be paid under the visions of this act for lands 
sold or otherwise disposed of since March 3, Teor, 

Sxc, 4. That as soon as practicable after the expiration of the time limited 
by this act for the filing of claims thereunder, the Commissioner of theGen- 
eral Land Office shall ascertain and determine by States the amount of cash 
indemnity due for lands actually swamp and overflowed within the meaning 
of the swamp-land grant, and disposed of since March 3, 1857, and shall allot 
the 22,000,000. or so much thereof as may be necessary, among the several 
swamp-land States, pro rata, according to the area of land found to be 


swamp or overflowed, and di of since said date: Provided, That the 
cost of examining and adjusting tracts claimed, but found not to be swamp 
or overflowed lands, shall be taxed to the State or county presenting the 
fraudulent or erroneous claim. 

Sc. 5. That the mt appointed by the Department of the Interior to in- 
vestigate claims under this and prior acts shall have the power to adminis- 
ter oaths and to compel the attendance of witnesses both on behalf of the 
State and of the United States, and witnesses swearing falsely before them 
shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and shall, on conviction, be punished as 
now prescribed by law. 

SEc. 6. That the Secretary of the Interior, shall, when adjustments and 
allowance are made by him under this act, report the same to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, showing the amount ascertained to be due from the United 
States to such States on account of lands sold or otherwise disposed of, and 
a description of the lands for which such indemnity is allowed, with the 
names of the persons to whom sold or patented, and the date the same 
was sold or patented; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the amount 
or amounts so allowed, and reported by the Secretary of the Interior, over 
to the governor or treasurer of the State. 

Src. 7. That the acceptance by any State, or its legal representative, of 
indemnity for any of the lands sold or located shall be deemed a relinquish- 
ment and waiver of all its right, title, and interest in and to such lands in 
place, and an acknowledgment and confirmation of the title thereto in the 


A I ] | grantees of the United States. 
administration of justice in the Army,” approved October 1, | 


Sc. 8. That all claims for land, or other indemnity, under the swamp-land 
laws or under this act, shall be forever barred, unless presented to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior within one year from the passage of this act, or within 
one year after the survey of the township has been completed. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, that bill should be considered 
in Committee of the Whole, as it involves a charge on the 


| Treasury. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas 


that this is too important a bill, involving too large questions, 
to pass it under the hour rule; and I further suggest that he 
withdraw it, so that he may call up some matters not so over- 
whelmingly important as this. 

Mr. MGRAE. This is of very much more importance than 
any other measure we have, and I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his opposition and let it pass. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Too important to be a measure to be con- 
sidered under this hour rule. 

Mr. MCRAE. The purpose of the bill is to adjust claims that 
are of forty years’ standing, and it ought to be disposed of, but 
I am perfectly willing, if the House will consent now, before we 
go into the committee, that the bill be postponed until Tuesday, 
the 6th day of December, for consideration. I ask consent to 
make that motion at this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think that had better not be 
done. 

Mr. MCRAE. Thenit is not consideration that the gentleman 
so much desires, but he wants to deny consideration. Mr. 
Speaker, have I not the right to make the motion to postpone 
the consideration until December next at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. That is one of the 
motions that may be made when a bill is under consideration. 
Under the rules of the House this bill can not be considered in 
the House until it has had its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. McRAE. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. McCREARY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the bill, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Does not the bill have to 
be read in the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ithas. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave todispense with the 
first reading of the bill, as it has just been read to the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I object. 

The bill was in read. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been debated sev- 
eral times in the House, once during this Congress. In fact in 
every House since I have been a member of Congress and sev- 
eral prior Congresses similar bills have been considered. I be- 
lieve it is pretty well understood by all the members of the 
House. The report upon it has been accessible for some time. 
Lhope it will be promptly reported back to the House with 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission 
of the gentleman from Arkansas and of the House to have 

rinted in connection with this bill a resolution passed by the 
gislature of Iowa upon this subject? 
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Mr. MCRAE. 
for that pone 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Itis certified to by the Secretary 
of State as having passed the last General Assembly. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect, of course, to 
be able to pass this bill during this hour if gentlemen on the 
other side insist upon making all the delay motions they can 
make. I had hoped that, after the consideration the bill has 
heretofore had, there would be no objection to it, and that we 
might come to a vote upon it. I regret that we can not do it, 
but I will not use up the hour with it. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD a resolution of the State 
of Iowa in reference to this bill. If there be no objection, that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution is as follows: 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS IN RELATION TO THE SWAMP-LAND INDEMNITY. 

Whereas the provisions of the act of Congress of March 3, 1855, as ex- 
tended by the act of Congress of March 3, 1857, granting indemnity to the 
State for swamp and overflowed lands disposed of by the United States are 
held not to apply to sales and locations made after March 3, 1857; and 

Whereas a large amount of land properly falling to the State and coun- 
ties in Iowa under the swamp grant had been disposed of by the Govern- 
ment since March 3, 1857, oe compelling the counties and their grantees 
to abandon their claim to such lands or litigate with the purchasers of the 
Government; and 

Whereas on the Ilth day of January, 1892, the Hon. Mr. MCRAE introduced 
in the House of Representatives in Congress a bill (H. R. 2630) to extend the 
indemnity provisions of said act of March 2, 1855, and making the same a 
om to sales and locations made since March 3, 1857, which bill is pene 

ng in Congress. 

hereas under the rulings of the Department certificates called script or 
indemnity script issued for ee swamp lands located with war- 
rants,can not located on lan \s outside of the State, and there being no 
vacant lands in lowa on which script can be located, many of the counties 
in this State, after great expense, are unable to realize anything for their 
swamp lands so disposed of by warrant locations, and by that means are 
damaged to a large amount: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate, State of Iowa, house concurring, That our Sena- 
tors beinstructed and our Representatives in Congress be requested to use 
all eo and lawful means in their power to secure the passage of said bill 
(H. ), or by the enactment in some other bill of provisions substantially 
therein con ed. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state transmit to each of our Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress a copy of this resolution. 

We, the undersigned, secretary of the senate and chief clerk of the house 
of representatives of the Twenty-fourth General Assembly of the State of 
Iowa, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true, correct, and 
complete copy of a concurrent resolution that passed the senate and house 
of representatives of said Twenty-fourth General Assembly of the State of 
Iowa, which convened on the lith day of January, and adjourned sine die on 
the 30th day of March, A. D. 1892. 

2 witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands this 15th day of April, 


SAMUEL N. PARSONS, 
Secretary of the Senate 
of the Twenty-fourth General Assembly of the State of Iowa. 
CHARLES BEVERLY, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Far ees 
of the Twenty-fourth General Assembly of the State of Iowa. 
THE STATE OF IowA, Secretary of State. 
I, W. M. McFarland, secretary of state of the State of Iowa, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a true copy of concurrent resolutions in r2lation to 
the swamp land indemnity, as certified by the secretary of the senate and 
chief clerk of the house of representatives of the Twenty-fourth General As- 
sembly of Iowa to this department May 4, 1892. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the secretary of state, May 31, 1892. 
Done at Des Moines, the capital of the State. 
[SEAL.] 


I have no objection, and yield to the gentleman 


W. M. MCFARLAND, 
Secretary of State. 

By C. S. BYRKET, Deputy. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill back to the House, with a recommendation that it post- 
poned until Tuesday, the 6th day of December. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that that motion is not in order at the present time. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas moves that | 
the committee rise and report the bill to the House with the | 


recommendation that its consideration be postponed until the 
6th day of December next. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, is that motion in order at the 
present time? Weare in general debate, and there are several 
gentlemen who desire to be heard on this bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. The point of order, I think, is not well taken, 
beeause this motion is not the subject of general debate, but of 
only very limited debate, which is entirely in the discretion of 


the Chair, and certainly when the bill is called up for considera- | 


tion under a special order of this kind, that discretion should 
be exercised liberally, so as to allow the question to be voted upon, 





and not allow the time to be exhausted in debate designed for | 


delay. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


Not until general debate has beenhad. We. 


are now under the rules of general debate in Committee of the | 


Whole, and any motion that is apnea whether of amend- | 
t 


ment or otherwise, except simply the motion to report the bill 


back to the House, is not in order until after general debate. 


j 
| 


i 


The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Maine can refer to 
ee the Chair will be glad to have the reference. 

r. DINGLEY. I refer the Chair to the rules of the House 
which control the consideration of bills in Committee of the 
Whole, which provide first, for general debate, and secondly, for 
the consideration of bills by sections for amendment. We are 
now in the stage of general debate: it has not yet been closed by 
order of the House, and no motion is in order except a motion to 
rise, until general debate has been concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not heard any gentleman 
claim the floor for the purpose of general debate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There has been no opportunity because the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] has held the floor. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask the floor for the purpose of general debate. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, the motion that I make is to 
aap ose consideration, and it is absurd to say that it can not 

2 entertained until after consideration. It is a motion of high 
privilege and not itself the subject of general debate. I made it 
during my time, for the purpose of fixing a day for the considera- 
tion of the bill, so as to allow ample time for general debate. I 
submit that it is in order at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have read by the Clerk 
paragraph 5, of Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall 
be allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which 
the member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five 
minutes in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; 
but the same privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against 
any amendment that may be offered to an amendment; and neither an 
amendment nor an amendment to an amendment shall be withdrawn by the 
mover thereof unless by the unanimous consent of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The rule just read provides that when 
general debate is closed by order of the House, any member 
shall be allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may 
offer. The Chair thinks that the motion of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] is not in order until general debate has 
been closed by order of the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. I would appeal if I had time to do so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I claim the floor for general debate. 

Mr. MCRAE. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has the 
floor for general debate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I supposed the gentleman hadconcluded. I 
have no desire to interfere with his completing his arguments. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, is it in order to move to close 
general debate by the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. MCRAE. ThenI move that the committee rise. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. McRAg, and 
there were—ayes 76, noes 0. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCCREARY, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 
(H. R. 9072) to finally adjust and settle the claims of Arkansas 
and other States under the swamp-land grants, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MCRAE. Is it in order, Mr. Speaker, to move to post- 

ne the consideration of this bill to a day certain. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the bill is still in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Arkansas that this bill is still in Committee of the Whole. It 
has not been reported back to the House, and, until it gets 
back into the House by a report from the Committee of the 
Whole, it is not in order to make any motion respecting it in 
the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then I withdraw the bill, Mr. Speaker, and 
will call up another. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF DES MOINES RIVER SETTLERS. 

Mr. MCRAE. I call up the bill (H.R. 8151) to reimburse the 
Des Moines River settlers, and for other purposes. ° 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but was interrupted by 

Mr. MCRAE, who said: Mr. Speaker, this bill is in Committee 
of the Whole; and as I presume pacer ws will insist upon hav- 
ing it considered in committee, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. McCREARy in the 
chair), and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8151) 
to reimburse the Des Moines River settlers, and for other pur- 


poses, — 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of reimbursing bona fide settl 
their heirs and assigns, who, being duly qualified thereunto, have, under 








1892. 





homestead preémption, or other public land laws, entered or filed upon lands | 


included in the grant made by an act entitled “An act peeing lands 
to the Teritory of Iowa to aid in the improvements of the navigation of the 
Des Moines River, in said Territory,’’ approved August 8, 1846, and by the 
**Joint resolution to quiet title to lands in the State of Iowa,’’ approved 
March 2, 1861, against which settlers, their heirs or assigns, judgments have 
been rendered by the United States circuit court on account of the priority 
of said grant, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to cause to be 
made a list of all such settlers, and the lands entered by them, with the date 
and character of entry. 

Suc. 2. That within one year after the passage of this act those entitled to 
be reimbursed under it shall make proof, insuch form as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall prescribe, of the good faith, qualifications, date, character, 
and extent of their entries, or of the settlers under whom they claim, and of 
full compliance with the law under which they claim, and also of the judg- 
ment against them, in a bona fide controversy, on the ground of the priority 
of the grant made by said act and resolution to the filing, entry, or purchase 
by the claimants or their grantors. 


Src. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to adjust | 


the amount due to each claimant on the basis of the value of the land to 


which his or her title shall have failed as aforesaid, the value to be ascer- | 


tained by en under such rulesas he may prescribe. Heshallthen 
make arequisition upon the Treasury for the sum found to be due, andshall 
pay the same to him or her, taking such release, acquittance, or discharge 
as shall forever bar any claim against the United States on account of the 
failure of the title as aforesaid. 

Src. 4. That when any settler who made entry, hisor her heirs or assigns, 
shall prove to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior that his or 
her case is like the case of those described in the |e ee mg section of this 
act, except that he or she has not been sued and subjected to judgment, said 
Secre shall pay to such person the appraised value thereof, taking his 
or her release therefor as hereinbefore provided. 

Src. 5. That a sum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this act is 
hereb — out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 


Mr. MCRAE. [I yiéld to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SEER- 


LEY}. 

Mr. SEERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the controversy in reference 
to the ‘‘ Des Moines River Lands” has, in some form or other, 
been before Congress at nearly evefy session since the passage 
of the original act. All the questions in dispute have now been 
settled by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

This bill is intended to do justice to the settlers who have lost 
their homes, not because of any act of theirs, but by reason of 
the failure of the title of the United States. The Government 
of the United States offered these lands, the title to which has 
failed for entry and sale,\and should now recompense the settlers 
against loss. Allof these lands are situated in the northwestern 
part of the State of Iowa, and the facts are very familiar to my 
colleague from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], and I yield him now such 
time as he may desire to explain the bill, reserving the rest of 
my time. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman,I think that if the House 
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based on the official report of the commissioners appointed, under 
the act of March 3, 1873, to estimate the value of these lands and 
to enumerate the persons entitled to relief. The amount then 
found necessary to reimburse thess settlers was $404,228. It is 
obviously impossible to determine without the official inquiry 
which this bill proposes the parties now entit!ed to indemnity 
or the amount to which each is entitled. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the bill does not fix the value of the 
lands at all? I think it rather a loose way of doing business. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By no means. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It leaves that discretionary with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It requires the Secretary of the Interior 
to fix the value of these lands by appraisement or otherwise. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As of what date is the value to bs fixed? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. These people went upon these lands when 
they were a frontier wilderness; they have made their homes 
there; they have brought up their families there; they have 
buried their dead upon these homesteads; and I propose that 
the Congress of the United States, failing to secure to them 
their homes, shall give them their present reasonable valuation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman has not answered the 
question I asked. My question was, what time is to be selected 
in fixing the assessment or valuation—the present time? 

Mr. DQLLIVER. The bill fixes the time. Many of these 
people were ejected from their homes by the adverse judgment 
of tae courts; many of them until the recent decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States kept possession of their 
homes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the present value of the land would 


| be the test? 


Mr. DOLLIVER. That question is answered by the language 
of the bill. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Do you propose by this bill to make reim- 


| bur:ement in money to these settlers who are not yet ousted? 


They would then get both money and be holding on to the land. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I propose that we shall give to the home- 
stead settlers the present valus of their homes, if they have not 
a3 yet been ejected under the adverse finding of the courts. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What amount of money will it take to mest 
the requirements of the bill? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. ‘The estimate made by the commissioners, 


| to which I have alluded, named the probab!e amount needed. 


will give me its attention I can state in three minutes the exact | 


case presented by this bill. In 1846 the United States made a 

rant to the State of Iowa in trust for the improvement of the 
Bes Moines River. The grantembraced the odd sections on each 
side of that river. The terms of the grant were ambiguous, the 
United States Land Office holding at one time that the grantex- 
tended to the Minnesota line, and again, that it ended at the 
mouth of the Racoon Forks, where the city of Des Moines now 
stands. 

By invitation of the United States scores of honest settlers 
cn entry upon lands embraced in the dispu‘ed tract under the 
homestead and preémption laws of the United States and took 


Mr. MCMILLIN. You have no estimate of the amount? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. In the Forty-second Congress, as I have 
s.il, an act was passed authorizing the President to appoint a 
commission to determine the valuation of these lands and the 


| lossesineurred by these people. The President appointed such a 
| commission; and the amount they reported was $404,000. Ido 


not believe a less sum will b» required now, though, of course, 
I can not sp:ak with certainty. I wish, however, to remark to 
my friend from Tennessee that in 1814, by exactly such an act 
as this, Congress paid $5,000,000 to indemnify settlers upon the 
Yazoo grant in Mississippi; and againand again during the land 


| history of this country the law has intervened to save to the 
| homestead settler the value of his home. I only ask this House 


title from the United States under these laws. The local land | 


offices were directed to open thes: lands to settlement. In the 


district which I have the honor to represent there are scores of | 


old meh living to-day who hold patents to these lands from the 


United States, solemn acts of the Government, signed by Abra- | 
ham Lincoln, conveying these homesteads. These men who went | 
upon the public lands of the United States and made settlement | 
by invitation of the Government have bsen driven from their | 
homes by the adverse judgments of the United States courts in | 


favor of the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company and 
its grantees. 

At least two railroad land grants overlapped the river improve- 
ment grant, which, being prior in time, has held the title, and 
every railroad that was injured by those decisions has been in- 
demnified by the Congress of the United States. There is not 
in the history of the land laws of this country a case which pre- 
sents so many of the elements of hardship and oppression as the 
ae indifferencs of the United States to the failure of title of the 
settlers who went upon these lands by the invitation of the Gov- 
ernment and who hold the Government patent therefor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There was confusion, and I was not able to 
hear the reading of the bill. I wish to inquire at what rate per 
acre indemnity is ¥ ay to be made to these settlers? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. drafting the bill, I have followed the 
phraseology of the proposed act of the Forty-third Congress in 
relation to this subject, which proposes to buy out the railroad 
title to these lands, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
inquire, fix, and determine the reasonable value of the lands. 
That bill passed this House in 1874 and was an indemnity bill 
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to do for these poor men what it has never failed to do for an In- 
dian tribe or for a railroad corporation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Did the Government give the railroad com- 
panies money or other land in lieu of that of which they were 
dispossessed? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It gave them an exact indemnity, land for 
land. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And you have followed the lan- 
guaze of the statute to indemnify the railroad companies? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes, sir: I have thought these settlers en- 
titled to a fair application of the same principle. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
The objectionable feature of this bill to me is that it proposes a 
different measure of damages as between the citizens of Iowa 
and the Federal Government from what the State of Iowa has 
established as between her own citizens. In other words, if I 
were a resident of Iowa and so'd to the gentleman a tract of land 
from which he was ejected in consequence of failure of the title 
which I had undertaken t» guarant2e te him, he could recover 
from me, as I uhderstand the law of his State, only the amount 
he had paid me with interest, without regard to the value of the 
land at the time indemnity was made. But here it is proposed 
tocompel the Federal Government to pay the present value of the 


| land without regard to its original cost and the amount of the 


| 


interest. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, without arguing that ques- 
tion, it seems to me clear that in law and equity dealings be- 
tween individuals stand on a different footing from dealings be- 
tween a sovereign nation and its people. 

Mr. BAILEY. But suppose the State of Iowa could be sued 
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and were ejected and recovered judgment against the person 
who had undertaken to convey title to her? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. in that case the State would recover the 
value of the land and the improvements. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then they would have to makea different law 
from what they have now. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not believe that either a State or the 
nation ought to invite a citizen to buy land and live upon it, mak- 
ing it his home for thirty years, and then turn him off by paying 
him simply $1.25per acre, with or without interest. I do not be- 
lieve any such proposition as that appeals to any man’s sense of 
equity. I will say again, that from 1814 until the present day, the 
statute books are filled with settlements in cases of this kind upon 
exactly the basis which [ propose in this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit me td say that the 
transaction involved in the act of 1814 was one of the most scan- 
dalous ‘‘steals” that ever disgraced the American Congress? 
The Yazoo grant, to which the gentleman has referred, culmi- 
nated in the impeachment of several of the members of the Leg- 
islature of the State of Georgia. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That was on account of the suspicious char- 
acter of the land grant and not on account of the act of justice 
to the settlers, whose homes were lost by the failure of the Gov- 
ernment’s patent for the lands. 

Mr. BAILEY. No, sir; buton account of fraud connected with 
the granting act. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The same smell of fraud hangs about the 
land grant of 1846 and I, for one, should be glad to see the fraud 
of the original Des Moines River grant laid bare and its benefi- 
ciaries exposed. That scandalous chapter in the land history 
of the United States is closed. Let us now do a final act of jus- 
tice to the men who have suffered by the fraudulent land grant 
of 1846. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How many acres are involved in this con- 
troversy? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iam not able to state the exact number 
of acres; it is impossible to tell, as settlements have been made 
in many cases. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Does the statute of limitations yun in 
these cases? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The statute of limitations, in my judgment, 
should never be invoked against the citizen in favor of the 
Government, in order to escape the obligation of justice. 

Mr. DICKERSON, I mean, does not the statute of limitations 
run in favor of the settler against the railroad company? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That has been a question for the courts. 
The rights of these settlers were determined last January by a 
judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States. The United 
States never gave up the claim to this land at all; but last year 
went into the Supreme Court through its Attorney-General; and 
that tribunal, in the case of the United States vs. The Des Moines 
Navigation Railroad Company, rendered a decision adverse to 
the Government and adverse to these settlers. So that this is 
the only remedy now left. 

Mr. DICKERSON. The only title that these parties could 
claim would be under the original patent, which was not a guar- 
anty or warrant of title. What are the clauses in the original 
patent, as to a guaranty of title? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It was a patent in the ordinary form. 

Mr. DICKERSON. But my suggestion is that the Govern- 
ment did not warrant any title. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ofcourse not. The Government never 
warrants anything. But the Government of the United States 
can not afford to rob its citizens. 

Mr. DICKERSON. But it must be assumed that persons who 
purchase under titles or warrants from the United States are 
supposed to purchase on due notice as to the conditions on which 
the grants were made. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Governmentcan not afford to permit an 
injustice of this kind to be done towards even the humblest of 
its citizens. Every person who purchases land under such cir- 
cumstances has a right to take the Government title as a good 
title. 

Mr. DICKERSON. But the purchaser must be on his guard 
as to the ascertainment of the title. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. These patents were issued under the land 
laws of the United States, and if they carry no title with them 
the United States ought to stand ready to make it good in the 
full measure of justice. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Well, this is simply a quitclaim, not a 
patent. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No, it is a patent from the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me 
this further question: In the adjustment of this matter, as be- 
tween the Federal Government and the people, there isno pro 
sition as I understand it toaccount for rents and profits, butthat 
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the people shall have the enjoyment and possession of the lands 
from the time they acquired their title until judgment, and some 
of them holding against the decisions and judgment of the court. 
Now, they want the value of the land they held without account- 
ing for rent? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Myfriend, these people have spent the most 
of the last thirty years‘ waiting for the next termof the court.” 
If you knew their situation, the amountof money that they have 
spent in litigation, and their efforts to redress the wrong under 
which they have suffered, you would not find it necessary to ask 
that question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Butif the gentleman will permit me, I believe 
this is a case in which the Decnrmenant ought to finally reim- 
burse the settlers. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Undoubtedly. : 

Mr. BAILEY. But while I believe there have been the most 
egregious frauds practiced by the incorporators of this Des 
Moines River Company, yet the settlers purchased under what 
was supposed to be the order or patent of the Government. My 
objection, however, is—and I want the gentleman from Iowa to 
understand that I am perfectly willing the Federal Government 
should give back what it wrongfully obtained—my objection is 
it establishes as between the Federal Government and the citi- 
zens of Iowa a measure of damages different from and greater 
than that which is established by the State itself between the 
State and its own citizens. 

It does not occur to me that any different rule ought to obtain 
in the twocases; because whatever the Federal Government does 
is done asa matter of justice and not asa matter of legal obligation 
on its part toward these people. The Federal Government will 
lose nothing to which it is rightfully entitled. It has received 
something for nothing. It took the money of these people and 
granted them a patent which was void, the land having been 
| granted under former patents. It should, therefore, make a fair 

compensation to these roa but it should not establish a prin- 
| ciple in making its settlement entirely different from that estab- 
| lished by the State of Iowa itself. : 
| Mr. SEERLEY. You will admit that this is the rule which 
| is always established by the Government for settling such con- 
| troversies. 
| Mr.BAILEY. Idonotrecollect adifferentone. Butthegen- 
| tleman will permit me tosay that the State of lowa, asking justice 
from the Federal Government for her people, ought to ask the 
| Government to give exactly that measure of justice which she 
| metes out to her own citizens in controversies with each other. 

Mr. SEERLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], after which I will move that the Com- 
mittee rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there is very lit- 
tle I want to add to what has been said on the subject, save that 
these people came into ssion of their homes on these lands 
in good faith, believing they had a good title to these lands. 
They held what they believed to be the sacred patent of the Gov- 
ernment. If you say let the Government give them lands else- 
where, the answer is that they are not to be foundon this broad 
continent. There is nowhere else for them to go, and the only 
thing to be done is for the Government to do justice to these 
men by giving them the full value of their lands. That is all 
I wish to say except that I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. SEERLEY. I move that the committee rise and report 
| the bill favorably to the House. ‘ 

The question was taken; and on a division demanded by Mr. 
DICKERSON there were—ayes 61, noes 2. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN, hat was the announcement? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ayes 61, noes 2. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is no quorum. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is too late to make the point. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Lrosein time. Iasked what the announce- 
ment of the Chair was. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the Chair had made the announcement 
and made it very distinctly. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Butifthegentleman from Tennessee states 
| that he addressed the Chair for that purpose, the Chair will, of 

course, recognize his right. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I addressed the Chair for the purpose of 
asking what the announcement of the vote was. As soon as I 
ascertained what it was, after the Chair responded to my query, 
I made the point of no quorum. 

Mr. BU WS. If thegentleman states that he rose for the 
mere of making that point, of course it is the gentleman’s 
right. 

r. SEERLEY. But I wish to ask if the gentleman from 
Tennessee did not first address his question to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. DICKERSON] to ask if he intended to make 
the point of no quorum? 
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Mr. DICKERSON. That was after he rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was after I had made the inquiry as 
to the announcement. 

Mr. SEERLEY. You asked him if he would not make the 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. DICKERSON. After he had asked for the announce- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN: The gentleman from Tennessee makes 
the point of no quorum. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCCREARY, chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8151, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MMr. McRAE. I desire to withdraw the pending bill. 

The bill was withdrawn. 


SCHOOL OF MINES, COLORADO. lt 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (S. 1374) to 
aid the State of Colorado to support a school of mines. If the 
point is made that it shall receive its first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole. . 

The SPEAKER. Does it carry an appropriation? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is on the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas moves that 


the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the | 


purpose of considering this bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole House on the stat2 of the Union, Mr. MCCREARY in the | 


chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the bill which the Clerk will read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the State of Colorado shall annually receive 50 per 
cent of all moneys paid to the United States for mineral lands within the 
State of Colorado, for the maintenance of the school of mines established at 
Golden, in the county of Jefferson, in said State: Provided, That said sum 
so to be paid shall not exceed the sum of $12,000 per annum, nor shall it ex- 
ceed the amount annually expended by the State of Colorado for said school 
of mines. 

Sxc. 2. That before any money shall be paid to the State under the pro- 
visions of this act, the Secretary of the Interior shall certify to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that the State of Colorado is maintaining a school of 
mines at said place, in which students in attendance are given instruction 
in chemistry, metallurgy, mineralogy, geology, mining, min: engineering, 
mathematics, mechanics, and drawing, and that the students in attendance 
from other States than Colorado are received into said school of mines on 
* the same terms and conditions that the students from the State of Colorado 
are received, 

Sec. 3. That the board of trustees of said school of mines shall make a 
report each year to the Secretary of the Interior of the number of students 
in attendance at such school of mines, the States of which they are inhab- 
itants, and the general course of studies pursued in said school, and the 
amount expended in the support of said school. 


Mr. DICKERSON. I would like to ask for an explanation of 
that bill. 


Mr. MCRAE. I yield to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. | 


TOWNSEND]. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this | 


bill has passed the Senate twice unanimously, has been reported 
twice from the House committees to different Congresses. The 
proposition is to assist in the support of the State school of mines 
which has been in operation in Colorado for seventeen years. 
The State has appropriated over $300,000 for the support of that 
school and has appropriated $35,000 a year; and in order to make 
some improvements, to accommodate the large attendance at the 
school, it is asked that $12,000 out of the proceeds of the sale of 
mineral lands in the State of Colorado be granted by that Gov- 
ernment to assist the State in the support of that school. The 
State appropriates a certain amount to the buildings, and I sup- 
pose it will opp priate the same as it has heretofore. It has 
appro riated $35,000 per year for the school. 

r. DICKERSON. Then, asl understand, it isfor the purpose 
of aiding and maintaining a mineral school in Colorado? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. It is. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Then this is about the same idea as the 
Blair bill? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Well, I do not know about the Blair bill, 
but the idea is as I have given it to you. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Is there any one of the older States that 
has such a provision as that for the maintenance of a mineral 
school? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Ido not know whether they have or not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. [rise to a point of order. 

‘ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of or- 
er. 


se Ee 


Mr. BLOUNT. Itis that we would like to be able to hear the 
gentleman and can not on account of the confusion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire tosay that this bill—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to suggest to the gentleman that 
the State of Missouri has a very superior mining school, and so 
far as I know no provision has been made in its favor by the Con- 
gress of the United States, such as he seeks to bestow upon the 
mining school of the State of Colorado. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Now, I ask the gentleman from Colorado 
if it is not a fact that California maintains one of these schools 
without any assistance from the Government; and if that is true, 
why should Colorado obtain assistance from the Government 
that is not granted other States? 

Mr. JOSEPH. New Mexico has one of these schools. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Ido not know about the other schools, 
but Ido know this, that this comes out of the proceeds of the 
sales of the mineral lands in Colorado, and is not an expense to 
the Government. 

Mr. DICKERSON. But still it would go into the Treasury, 
would it not? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Itis to be taken from the sale of these 
| public lands, and I understand that last year the amount was 
| about $130,000. 

Mr. DICKERSON. But that would otherwise go into the 
| Treasury of the United States? 
| Mr. TOWNSEND. Thatis correct. Mining is the principal 
| industry in our State. The necessity for educating men on the 
subject of mining isof very great importance, and free admission 
to the school gives an equal opportunity to everybody. No fee 
| whatever is charged for admission. This is a school of tech- 
| nology patterned after the school at Freiberg; it is of the utmost 
importance to thgt section, and the State very badly needs this 
assistance in supporting that school for the benefit of all. It is 
now attended by a large number of scholars from outside of the 
State of Colorado—from all sections of the country—and is prob- 
ably, although I do not desire to say anything about any other 
schools, the most perfect school for the education of mining en- 
gineers for the study of geological formation, chemistry, mineral 
formation, and the reduction of ores, and all these questions in 
the whole country. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How is it maintained? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. The State of Colorado has appropriated 
in all over $300,000 for it; and in the judgment of the managers 
of the school it is believed toa. be necessary on account of the en- 
larged attendance to have additional buildings. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What obligation is there on the part of the 
| Government to sustain one school rather than another in the 
| United States out of the proceeds of the public lands? Colorado 
| gets the same proportion from the sale of public lands to estab- 
| lish agricultural colleges that other States do. Now, what ob- 
| ligation are we under, or where is the justice of giving such aid 
to Colorado and not giving it to Washington, Nevada, Tennes- 
see, or to numerous other colleges? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Well, in view of the fact that the industry 
of mining in the State of Colorado is very great, I think it 
should be given to that State. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But they are very great also in Montana, 
in New Mexico, and in Washington. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I am perfectly willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to give a like appropriation out of the sale of mineral 
lands in any other State. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Thatis the point. If you undertake togive 
to every such institution in every State in the Union, then you 
will swell your appropriation very largely; if you do not deal 
with all alike, you are unjust. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. But there are no mineral lands for sale 
in most of the States. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the mineral lands in all the States are 
the common euty of the people of the whole United States 
and not merely of the people in the particular States where they 
may be situated. 
| Mr. TOWNSEND. Iam aware of it. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Let me ask the gentlemana question. If 
we favor in this way the States where mining is the principal 
interest, why ought we not, in justice, go to the manufacturing 
States of the Unionand inaugurate schools there for the purpose 
| to training mechanics, and so on as to all other special inter- 
ests? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. [shall have to let the gentieman himself 
answer that question. 

Mr. DICK N. That is the trouble about this kind of leg- 
islation. It sets a precedent which would justify every State in 
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making a demand to have its special interests aided and devel- 
oped by special schools. It is class legislation. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I move to amend that motion. 
that the bill be reported adversely to the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr.Chairman,I move that the committee rise. 

The motion of Mr. MCRAE was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration a bill (S. 1374) 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


EXAMINATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN MINERAL 
LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO, 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8796) to 
yrovide for the examination and classification of certain mineral 
ands in the States of Montana and Idaho. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, as weed as practicable, to cause all lands in the 
States of Montana and Idaho within the land-grant and indemnity land-grant 
limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, as defined by an actof Con- 
gress entitled “An act granting lands to aid In the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, on the Pacific coast, 
by the northern route,”’ approved July 2, 1864, and acts supplemental to and 
amendatory thereof, to be examined and classified by commissioners to be 
appointed as hereinafter provided, with special reference to the mineral or 
nonmineral character of such lands, and to reject, cancel, and disallow any 
and ali claims cr filings heretofore made, or which may hereafter be made, 
by or on behalf of the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company on any lands 
in said States which upon examination shall be classified as provided in this 
act as mineral lands. 4 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of making the examination herein provided 
for, there shall be — by the President of the United States, as soon 
as practicable after the passage of this act, three commissioners for each of 
the following land districts, to wit: The Bozeman, Helena, and Missoula 
land districts, in the State of Montana, and the Coeur d'Alene land district 
in the State of Idaho, at least one of whom for each district shall be a prac- 
tical miner and a resident of such district, and said persons so appointed for 
each district shall constitute a board of commissioners to perform within 
such district the duties herein prescribed. aL shall each receive for their 
compensation such sum as may be allowed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
not exceeding their actual expenses, and in addition thereto such further 
sum, not exceeding #10, for each day they may be actually engaged in the 
performance of their duties, and their accounts shall be audited by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and paid monthly. Before entering upon their duties 
each of said commissioners shall take an oath to faithfully perform the duties 
of his office. Said commissioners shall make examination of the lands herein 
mentioned within their respective districts, and may also take the testimony 
of witnesses as to the mineral or nonmineral character of any of said lands, 
and receive any other evidence relating tosaid matter, and shall have power 
to summon witnesses to appear before them, and to administer oaths; and 
they shall, a upon their appointment, proceed to examine and 
classify the Jands herein mentioned within their respective districts, as pro- 
vided in this act. The oath of office of said commissioners shali be filed b 
them in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. All testi- 
mony taken by said commissioners shall be reduced to writing, subscribed 
by the witnesses, and filed with the report of the commissioners hereinafter 
required. The action or decision of a majority of said commissioners in each 
district shall control in all matters herein provided for. Not more than two 
of the commissioners in any one district shall be appointed from the same 
political party. 

Sxc. 8. That all lands shall be classified and taken to be mineral lands 
under this act which prior to the passage of this act have been located or 
patented as mineral lands, or which have, or probably will have, a market 
value by reason of the minerals which they contain, or which show such in- 
dications of valuable mineral deposits as would induce a miner to spend his 
time and money upon them with the reasonable expectation of finding 
mineral in paying quantities, or which from their geological formation, or 
their situation or propinquity or relation to known mineral lands, are or 
probably will be valuable for the mineral therein; and all of these matters 
shall be considered by the commissioners in determining the mineral or 
nonmineral character of such lands and in classifying the same. The 
classification herein provided for shall be by sections where the lands 
have been surveyed, unless there are such differences in the situation or 
character of different parts of the same section as in the opinion of the 
commissioners to require its classification by quarter sections; and in no 
case shall any subdivision of iess than a quarter section be made for classi- 
fication upon surveyed lands. If the lands examined are not surveyed, 
classification shali be made by tracts of such extent, and designated by such 
natural or artificial boundaries to identify them as the commissioners may 
determine. Where mining locations have been heretofore made or patents 
issued for mining ground in any section of land, this shall be taken as prima 
Jacie evidence that the whole of such section is mineral land: Provided, That 
the word ‘‘mineral,”’ where it occurs in this act, shall not be held to include 
iron or coal: And provided further, That the examination and classification 
of lands hereby authorized shall be made without reference or regard to any 
previous examination or report or classification thereof. 

Sec. 4. That such of the lands herein mentioned as have been surveyed 

rior to the passage of this act shall be first examined and classified as 

erein provided, and afterwards, and as speedily as practicable, the lands 
herein mentioned which have not been surveyed, until all the lands herein 
mentioned shall have been examined and classified, as herein provided. 

Src. 5. That said commissioners shall, on or before the 5th day of each 
month, file in the office of the register and receiver of the land office of the 
land district in which the land examined and classified is situated a full re- 
port, in duplicate, in such form as the Secre of the Interior may pre- 
scribe, showing all lands examined by them dur the preceding month, 
and specifying clearly, by legal subdivisions, where the land is surveyed, or 
otherwise by natural objects or permanent monuments, to ident the 
same, the lands classified by them as mineral lands and those classified as 
nonmineral; and with said report shall be filed all testimony taken and 
written communications received by said commissioners relating to the 
lands embraced in the report. The register and receiver shall file one du- 
Ylicate of said report in their office, together with all accompany testi- 
mony and papers, and the other duplicate shall be by them fo direct 
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to the Secretary of the Interior, and said commissioners shall furnish to the 
Secretary of the Interior at any time such further or additional report or 
information as he may require concerning any matters relating to their du- 
ties or the performance of the same. Upon receipt of such report the reg- 
ister of the land office shall, at the expense of the United States, cause to 
be published in a newspaper of general circulation in the county in which 
the land is located, at least once a week for four consecutive weeks, notice 
of the classification of lands as shown by said report, and. any person, cor- 
poration, or company feeling aggrieved by such classification may, at any 
time within sixty days after the first publication of.said notice, file with the 
register and receiver of the land office a verified protest against the accept- 
ance of said classification, which protest shall set forth in concise language 
the groundsof objection to the classification as to the particular land in said 
rotest described, whereupon a hearing shall be ordered by and conducted 
fore the said register and receiver, under rules and regulations as near 
as practicable in conformity with the rules and practice of such land office 
in contests involving the mineral or nonmineral character of land in other 
cases; and an opeen from the decision of the register and receiver shall be 
allowed to the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary 
of the Interior, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
terior may prescribe: Provided, That at such hearings the United States 
district attorney or his assistants for the judicial district in which the land 
is situated shall appear and defend the interests of the United States, and 
for such service he shall receive compensation not exceeding #25 per day, to 
be paid out of the fund provided for the examination and classification of 
said mineral lands. 

Sec. 6. That as to the lands against the classification whereof no protest 
shall have been filed as hereinbefore provided, the classification, when a 
proved by the Secre of the Interior, shall be considered final, except in 
ease of fraud, and all plats and records of the local and general land offices 
shall be made toconform to such classification, and as tothe lands against the 
classification whereof protests may be filed, the final ruling made after the 
day set for hearing shall determine the oo classification, and all records 
of the local and general land offices shall be made to conform to the classifi- 
cation as determined by such final ruling, and all costs of such hearings shall 
be paid by the unsuccessful party, under such rules as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author- 
ized to establish such rules and regulations as may be necessary to car 
— effect the true intent and provisions of this act as speedily as practi: 
cable. 

Sec. 7. That no patent or other evidence of title shall be issued or deliv- 
ered to said Northern Pacific Railroad Company for any land in said States 
until the examination and classification provided for in this act shall have 
been made, and such patent or other evidence of title shall only issue then 
to such land, if any, in said States as said company may be, by law and com- 
pliance therewith and by the said classification, entitled to, and any patent, 
certificate, or record of selection, or other evidence of title or right to pos- 
session of any land in said States, issued, entered, or delivered to said North- 
ern Pacitic Railroad Company in violation of the provisions of this act shall 
be void: Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be taken or con- 
strued as recognizing or confirming any grant of land or the right to any 
land in the d Northern Pacific Railroad Company, or as waiving or in 
anywise affecting any right on the part of the United States against the said 
Northern Pacific lroad Company to claim a forfeiture of any land grant 
heretofore made to said company. 

Sec. 8. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated: the sum of $80,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to be expended to carry into effect the provisions of this 
act, the same to paid out upon the order of the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. MCRAE. Iyield to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
Drxon]. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, the situation that calls for the 
passage of this bill is about this. Inthe Northern Pacific Rail- 
road land grant in Idaho and Montana there are nearly 20,000,- 
000 acres of land. A portion of that is m’neral land. Mineral 
lands are excepted from the grant, but the mineral lands lying 
there in the mountain sections of that region have not, as a rule, 
been surveyed. 

There are about 4,000,000 acres of those lands in Montana 
within the Northern Pacific grant, and about a million or more 
acres in Idaho that have never beensurveyed. Theccnsequence 
is that it is impossible to tell what portion of the land is odd 
sections and what even sections, and what is mineral land and 
what is not mineral. The object of this bill is to provide for 
the appointment of a commissioner for the purpose of examin- 
ing and oe these lands, not by sections where they are 
surveyed, but by tracts the lands that are not surveyed, in order 
that the Government and miners and prospectors may know 
what lands are to be regarded as mineral, and whatare not. Of 
course this will involve some expense, but the result will be of 
great benefit, not only to the miners and prospectors, but the 
Government itself. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Has there been no geological survey of 
that section of the country? 

Mr. DIXON. There has been to some extent, but it does not 
classify the lands in this respect. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does this bill apply to indem- 
nity lands in Idaho and Montana alone? 

Mr. DIXON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Why was not the bill drawn 
so as to apply to the lands upon which a large number of settlers 
have been living for fifteen or twenty years in the State of Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. DIXON. Because this applies only to mineral lands. 

Mr. MCCREARY. The Geological Survey does not classify 
the land, and the object of this bill is simply to appoint a com- 
missioner to classify these lands to which the gentleman has re- 
ferred. That, I understand, is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. DIXON. That is it; in order to keep the railroad from 
acquiring these lands. Although mineral lands are excepted 
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from the grant, the railroad company claims that where the land 
was not known to be mineral land when they filed their map in 
1882, it belongs to them under the grant, even though it has since 
been discovered to be mineral land. There are thousands of 
acres of valuable mineral lands in that region that are claimed 
now by the railroad company under the grant, upon the ground 
that the mineral character of the land has been discovered since 
the map of location was filed, and to prevent the company from 
acquiring title to those lands under the grant is one of the prin- 
cipal objects for which this bill is desired. 

The SPEAKER. The time under the rule has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, if it is in order I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman [Mr. Drxon] be allowed five 
minutes more for the purpose of getting a vote upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McCREARY. It isin the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURROWS. Letus have the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


MEMORIAL HALL, WEST POINT, N. Y. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 3406) to accept a be- 
quest made by Gen. George W. Cullum for the erection of a 
memorial hall at West Point, N. Y., and to carry the terms and 
conditions of the same into execution. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I hope that will be granted. It 
is simply a bill to accept a gift. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It isa bill accepting a bequest of $250,000 
for the erection of a memorial hall at West Point, N. Y. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas George W. Cullum, colonel of the Corps of Engineers on the re- 

tired list, brevet major-general United States Army, a resident of the city of 
New York, lately deceased, did, by his last will and testament, give and be- 
queath to the United States the sum of $250,000 upon the terms and conditions 
that the United States shall build and maintain, in accordance with certain 
stipulations, upon the public grounds at West Point, N. Y., a fireproof 
memoral hall for certain designated purposes hereinafter specified: There- 
fore, 
Be it enacted, etc., That the said bequest be, and the same hereby is, accepted 
by the United States under the terms and conditions thereto annexed by the 
said testator in his said last will and testament; the said sum of $250,000 to 
be paid into the Treasury of the United States, subject to the disposition 
hereinafter to be made of the same and for the faithful execution of the ob- 
jects and purposes of said bequest according to the will of the donor. 

Sxc, 2. That the Superintendent of the United States Military Academy, 
three other members of the academic board, and Maj. Gen James B. Fry, 
during his lifetime, be, and they are, constituted a board, by the name 
of “The board of trustees of the memorial hall of the United States Mili- 
tary aa whose duty it shall be to erect the said memorial hall ac- 
cording to the provisions of the will of the testator, and on completion 
thereof to transfer the same to the United States for perpetual use as a 
memorial hall, to be devoted to the objects and peepee as defined in the 
said will. And the members of the said board of trustees, to be selected as 
aforesaid, shall be apmotaiee. immediately upon the passage of this act, by 
the Secretary of , from.members of the academic board of the said 
Academy who are graduates thereof. And in the event of any vacancy oc- 
curring in the said board of trustees, either by the death or inability to serve 
of Maj. Gen. James B. Fry, or by the death or vacation of office of any 
member thereof who was appointed by selection from the members of the 
said academic board, the Secretary of War shall in each case, and from time 
to time as often as vacancies occur, fill such vacancy by the appointment of 
a member of the said academic board, who shall be a graduate of the said 
Military Academy, in the same manner as provided for the original appoint- 
ments. 

Sec. 3. That when the said sum of $250,000 shall have been paid into the 
Treasury of the United States the whole sum shall be, and hereby is, appro- 
priated for the erection of a suitable structure for the purposes of a memo- 
rial hall at West Point, N. Y., upon such site at West Point, N. Y., as the 
board of trustees herein created shall recommend and the Secretary of War 
approve. 

EC. 4. That the said board of trustees shall, as soon as practicable after 
the funds appropriated for building purposes in the preceding section shall 
have become available, determine, by a majority of the whole number of its 
members upon a plan and specifications for a build to be erected corre- 
sponding to and in accordance with the terms and conditions of the aforesaid 
po, eno and submit the same to the Secretary of War for his approval, who, 
on behalf of the United States, shall then cause a contract to be let, in the 
same manner as other contracts to which the United States is a party, for 
the erection of said building under the direction of the said board of trustees. 

Sec. 5. That the funds appropriated ia this act shall be drawn from the 
Treasury as required by section 3673, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in the case of moneys appropriated for the use of the War Department. 
And the said board of trustees shall submit to the Secretary of War esti- 
mates for his approval, which shall form the basis of his requisition. The 
funds so drawn shall be disbursed, under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, by the disbursing officer of the United States Military Academy, upon 
vouchers certified to the president and secretary of the said board of 
trustees for and in behalf-of said board, and shall be accounted for by the 
said disbursing officer in the same manner and under the same condilions 
as other public funds of the United States: Provided, That the authority of 
the Secretary of War for any expenditure under the provisions of this act 
shall be conclusive eVidence of the legality thereof. 

Sec. 6. That the memorial hall to be erected under the provisions of this 
act shall be a receptacle of statues, busts, mural tablets, and portraits of 
distinguished 2nd deceased officers and graduates of the Military Academy, 
of paintings of battle scenes, trophies of war, and such other objects as may 
tend to give elevation to the military profession; and to prevent the intro- 
duction of unworthy subjects into this hall the selection of each shall be 
made by not less than two-thirds of the members of the entire academic 
board of the United States Military Academy, the vote being taken by ayes 
and nays and to be so recorded. 

SEc.*. That thesaid board of trusteesshall, within thirty days after the pas- 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


6597 





sage of this act, meet at West Point, N. Y., and organize by the election of one 
of their number as president and another as secretary of said board; and a 
majority of the whole number shall constitute a quorum for the transaction 
of business. And the said memorial hall shall be erected under the direction 
of the said board of trustees, and after being erected shall be maintained, 
managed, and controlled by the United States in a manner similar to other 
pense buildings at West Point. After the construction of the building and 
ts transfer to the Government the functions of the said board of trustees 
shall cease. 
_The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid upon the table. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the Senate 
amendments to the general deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate amendments to the general de- 
ficiency bill, remaining undisposed of, will now be read by the 
Clerk, so that the House may understand what they are. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suppose the understanding is that those 
amendments will be taken up in their regular order? 

Mr. SAYERS, Yes. Mr. Speaker, four of these amendments 
are very important. ‘The fifth isnotsoimportant. [ask unani- 
mous consent that debate may be had upon the amerdm =2nts for 
two hours. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to my colleague on the committee 
that some of these amendments may require but very little de- 
bate, and others may require a longer time, and it is better to 
have an agreement as to the limit of debate upon each amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] that my object is simply to facilitate the discussion 
upon the amendments and the reaching of a vote upon them. I 
would suggest to him that we have thirty minutes’ debat> on 
each amendment, the vote to be taken at the end of that time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Some of the amendments may not require 
that, and some willrequire more. Why not take the first amend- 
ment and arrange as tothe debate upon that, and then make the 
same arrangements with reference to the others? The first, 
fourth, and fifth amendments are the ones that will require ths 
chief debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Unless, Mr. Speaker, we have an understand- 
ing that a certain time be allowed for debate, and that the pre- 
vious question shall then be ordered, I will lose control of the 
bill. In other words, I will not be able to push this measure 
through with the proper rapidity. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There will be no difficulty on that point 

Mr. SAYERS. I donot know whether there will or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to my colleague that some arrange- 
ment should be made for debate upon each amendment. For 
example, on the first amendment it is possible that thirty min- 
utes will be sufficient. I am not specially interested in this 
amendment, and I do not know whether more than half an hour 
is desired or not. That is the amendment relating to the Pa- 
cific railroad. 

Mr.SAYERS. How much time would the gentleman suggest 
on the Pacific railroad amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think thirty minutes would answer for 
that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thirty minutes on a side? 

Mr. SAYERS. Thirty minutes for both sides. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is not a new matter at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam not specially interested in that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That matter is very well understood. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest half an hour on the Pacific rail- 
road amendment. : 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time would the gentleman suggest 
as to the French spoliation claims? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would suggest an hour. Several gentle- 
men have intimated a desire to have ten or fiftzen minutes. [ 
suppose the hour would be divided equally between those op- 
posed to the amendment and thos? in favor of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thereis not anything new about the French 
spoliation claim matter, is there? 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time would the gentleman from 
Maine or any other gentleman suggest as to the Indian depreda- 
tion claims? 

Mr. HERMANN. I think we ought to have half an hour. 

Mr. LANHAM. That will depend upon whether there will 
be any resistance to the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HERMANN. A half an hour for us to present our side. 

Mr. SAYERS. Allowing thirty minutes to the Pacific rail- 
road, an hour to the French spoliation, and thirty minutes to 
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the Indian depredation amendments, we will consume two hours 
in all. How much time is desired upon the amendment affecting 
the Assistant Attorney-General? 

Mr. HERMANN. I think fifteen minutes will be sufficient. 

Mr. LANHAM. If there is any resistance made by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I want to take a little time to discuss 
the Indian depredation amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think we can arrange it satisfactorily to 
everybody. 

Mr. LANHAM. I was just going to ask as to the order of the 
discussion, whether it is the purpose of the House to discuss the 
amendments seriatim, in the order in which they appear in the 
conference report, or shall we take them up promiscuously? 

Mr. SAYERS. In their order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And iet the discussion proceed on a motion 
with references to each amendment, and let that amendment be 
decided be ‘ore the discussion proceeds upon the nextitem. That 
will make all the discussion bear directly upon the question be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that these amendments be considered in their order; that one 
hour be allowed for debate upon the French spoliation claims, 
one hour upon the Indian depredation claims, thirty minutes on 
the Pacific Railroad item, thirty minutes on the pay for the 
widows and legal representatives of deceased members, and ten 
minutes on the item which affects the salary of the Assistant 
Attorney-General. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is satisfactory to us. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Texas[Mr.SAYERS|]asks 
unanimous consent that in the consideration of the Senate amend- 
ments to the general deficiency bill they be considered in their 
order; that one hour’s debate be allowed on the amendment re- 
lating to the French spoliation claims, at the end of which time 
a vote shall be iaken; that one hour be allowed to the amend- 
ment relating to Indian depredation claims, at the expiration of 
which a vote shall be taken upon that; that thirty minutes be 
allowed upon the amendment in relation to the claims of the Pa- 
cific railroads, at the end of which time a vote be taken upon it; 
that thirty minutes be allowed for debate upon the amendment 
in respect to the payment to widows and legal representatives of 
deceased members, and that a vote be taken on that at the end 
of that time; and that ten minutes’ debate be allowed on the 
amendment relating to the Assistant Attorney-General, a vote 
to be taken on that at the end of the ten minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. HERMANN. I would like toinquire whether at the con- 
clusion of the debate upon each of these amendments a vote will 
be had? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That has already been stated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Speaker,Iask unanimous consent that the 
debate be conducted under the five-minuie rule, one-half the time 
to be alotted respectively to those who favor the amendments 
ard the other half to those who are opposed to them. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

Mr. MANSUR. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire simply to say that the chairman of 
the Committee on Claims, who made the report on the French 
spoliation matter, who of course has fuil knowledge respecting 
those claims, desires a little more than five minutes, and would 
properly be entitled toa little more time, having made the re- 
port. 

Mr. SAYERS. We can agree as to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(18) Payment to the Pacific railroads: The Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and directed to cause a careful examination to be made 


of the claims heretofore reported to Congress for services performed for the 
Government by the several Pacific railroads, their branches and leased 
lines, as set forth and described in House Executive Documents Nos. 71 and 
iz, an‘ Senate Executive Documents Nos. 132 and 135, Fiftieth Congress, 
second session; House Executive Documents Nos. 144, 174, and 394, and Sen- 


ate Executive Documents Nos. 210 and 211, Fifty-first Congress, first session; 
House Executive Document Nos. 167 and 171, Fifty-first Congress, second 
Session; and House Executive Documents Nos. 94, 192, 199, 205, 216, and 258, 
and Senate Executive Documents Nos. 123 and 140, Fifty-second Congress, 
first sessiqn: and upon ascertainment of the amounts respectively due for 
Services over the aided and nonaided or leased lines of said roads, to pay the 
same out of any mbdney in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; the 
amounts due for services over the aided lines to be paid into the Treasury 
on account of the indebtedness of said Pacific roads, as now required by law, 
and the amounts due for services over the nonaided or leased lines to be paid 
to the respective companies by whom the services were rendered, care a 
taken that the several amounts found upon such examination to be due an 

payable shall not include any claims that have been or may be included in 
any judgment obtained against the Government for like services rendered 
by either of the roads specified in the Executive documents to which refer- 


ence is made herein. 
The SPEAKER. By order of the House thirty minutes’ debate 
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is allowed upon this amendment. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to control fifteen minutes. 

Mr.SAYERS. I would prefer that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] should contro] the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] will be recognized to control the fifteen minutes in 
favor of the proposition to concur in this amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DOCKERY] be allowed to control the time against the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. And the suggestion is made that fifteen 
minutes against the amendment be controlled by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DoCKERY] and that fifteen minutes in favor 
of the amendment be under the control of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |Mr. DALZELL], who is in favor of agreeing to the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is a mistake. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DoCKERY] and I are on the same side. I am op- 
posed to the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Missouri, then, to control the fifteen minutes against the 
amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Without objection I will take charge of the 
fifte¢n minutes in favor of the amendment, although I do not 
desire to speak. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] will take charge of the fifteen minutes in 
favor of the proposition to agree to the Senate amendments. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the nee on the part of the House, of the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
of the bill (H. R. 9284), making appropriations for deficiencies for the fiscal 
year 1892 and prior years, are hereby instructed to oppose an agreement to 
the amendment numbered 18 to said bill, making an indefinite appropria- 
tion for the payment of certain claims of the Pacific railroads. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
from Missouri that this resolution is hardly inorder now. These 
amendments are not now in conference. The conference com- 
mittee has made a report and been discharged. The amend- 
ments are now before the House for consideration. If the House 
should vote down the proposition to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments, and ask a further conference then it would be in order to 
move to instruct the conferees, but not before. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I withhold the amendment, then, for the 

resent. 

. The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing or disagreeing 
or amending the proposition. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to reserve the fifteen minutes until 
I hear the reasons in favor of concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no desire to discuss the proposition, 
Mr. Speaker. I merely took charge of the time so that I might 
yield it to anyone who desired to speak. 

The SPEAKER. There is no motion pending. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would move then, if the gentleman from 
Maine does not desire to support the amendment of the Senate, 
that the House insist upon its disagreement and ask a further 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the motion is submitted, I desire 
simply to say that while a disagreement would be the best thing 
perhaps at the present time, yet I am in favor ultimately of a 
settlement of the matter on the basis of the settlement made in 
the Army appropriation bill. But for the present Ishall not ob- 
ject to a disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, that the House insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment and ask a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5; 

(44) To pay the Assistant Attorney-General in charge of Indian depreda- 
tion claims an amount sufficient to make his compensation from the date of 
his qualification tothe end of the fiscal year 1892 the same as that paid to the 


other Assistant Attorneys-General in the Department of Justice, $2,521 or so 
much as may be necessary. 


Mr. SAYERS. I will inform the House that this is a proposi- 
tion to allow back pay to an officer, that is to allow him a salary 
greater than the law attached to the office at the time of his ap- 
pointment. His salary has been increased from the first day of 
the present fiscal year, and the object of the amendment is to 
give him this increased salary from the date of his anpointment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This, then, is a back salary? 
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Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DICKERSON. A salary grab, so to speak. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the amount? 

Mr. SAYERS. Two thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Who is the officer? ; 

Mr. SAYERS. The Assistant Attorney-General. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In what department? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. In charge of the Indian depredation 
claims. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What does the conference recommend? 

Mr. SAYERS. That we disagree to the amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Did the Government recom- 
mend this? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then nobody recommended it. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is a Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to five minutes | 
if he desires to use it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the balance of the time until I as- 
certain what may be said in favor of the proposition. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the control of the time on the other side 
is yielded to me, I wish to yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to say this in re- 

ard to this question: We have, as Iunderstand it, agreed that 
the salary of this officer shall be $5,000 a year from the first of 
this month. In doing that we have simply placed him on a 
par with the other officers doing similar work. I know the man 

ersonally, he being an appointee from my State. So far as his 
egal acquirements are concerned, I know him to be an excel- 
lent lawyer; and it does seem to me that if he is worth $5,009 a 
year, as the other Assistant Attorney-Generals are, from this 
time on, it is only fair that he should have the same compensa- 
tion as other officers doing similar work up to this time. I was 
informed by one of the Senators, but of course I understand that 
it is not binding on the House, that it was understood when he 
was appointed that the salary would be made equal to what was 
paid to other officers doing similar work. 

Mr.McMILLIN. With whom was the understanding arrived 
at? 

Mr. BRYAN. I stated that this was not an understanding 
which was binding in any way upon the House. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Whatpart ofthe Government would it bind, 
or did it bind, or who could bind anybody in the matter? 

Mr. BRYAN. Noone at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Any man might bind himself. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iam not suggesting that; but it simply was | 
this, Mr. Speaker, that if his services are worth %5,000 a year, 
and if those who are performing like services up to this time 
received $5,000a year, I do not know why a discrimination should 
be made against him. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, replying to the statement of | 
my friend from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] concerning the agree- 
ment entered into with this officer, if there ever was any such | 
disgraceful proceeding for that purpose, or if anyone should pre- | 
tend to put a future draft upon the Government as to this man’s 
salary, this House owes it to itself to reject any such insolence 
and refuse to carry out the contract. 

Now, this officer accepted the office knowing what the salary | 
was, and we should not countenance any agreement of any offi- 
cer of the Government coming here and seeking to have back 
salaries paid which are in excess of the salaries provided for by 





aw. | 

Mr. DICKERSON. Would you be willing that a man who | 
wanted to resign should do so? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would offer no obstacle in the way of some 
gentlemen who are filling public places if they wanted to re- 
sign. 

I believe further that the statement the gentleman from | 
Nebraska has made is the strongest reason why this House | 
should not grant this increase. If any officer has been so forget- 
ful of his duty as to make any agreement to exercise authority 
to have the salary increased, I think that that would be one of 
the best reasons why it ought not to be done. 

_Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will allow me, I want 
simply to suggest here, as a matter of information, that at the 
time this gentleman undertook to perform these duties he had | 
assurances that the salary would be increased. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Who gave the assurances? 

Mr. HERMANN. A number of gentlemen. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Who was one of them? 

Mr. HERMANN. A number of Senators and myself. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What Senator? 


.Mr. HERMANN. A number of Senators. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Give me the name of one. 

Mr. HERMANN. Senator PADDOCK was one. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Senator PAppocK had no authority tomake 
such an agreement and bind anyone. He would not bind even 
himself by it. 

Mr. HERMANN. He did not make any agreement, but this 


| gentleman did not suppose that he was to get less than the others 
| were receiving. [now merely want to state the circumstances 


in this case. He is one of the ablest attorneys engaged in this 


| service. 


Mr. McMILLIN. If he is attorney enough to know how to 
discharge a single duty pertaining to a law office, he is attorney 
enough to know that no man had the right to bind the Govern- 
ment, and that the Government was under no obligations to in- 
crease his salary by reason of any statement made to him in that 
regard. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I undertake to say that Senator 
PADDOCK never made any such claim as that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam very glad to hear that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. He may have had his own views 
of what was proper to be done, but I am very confident that he 
never made any such engagement. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. IL now yield to the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to supplement what I 
have said in reply tothe gentleman from Tennessee that this 
gentleman did not expect that it would bind the Government, 
but I propose to state here what I said to him, and whatI will say 
to the House, that I thought that the House would at least be 
magnanimous enough to increase the salary so as to make it 
equal to those of his colleagues occupying like positions in the 
Departmentof Justice. Did I not think his services would fully 
justify what is asked for him I should not advocate the increase. 
The Indian depredation claims now pending before the Court of 
Claims amount to $25,000,000. A lawyer of ability, such as is 
Gen. Colby, should be retained to represent the Government. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Will the gentlemanallow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr.HERMANN. Lhavenottimetoyield. Idesire tosay that 
when this gentleman undertook the position he found that the 


| duties pertaining to his office were very much more onerous than 
| he hadimagined. He did not anticipate that the labors would 


amount to anything like the immense amount of work they have. 

I will say further that the services to be performed by him 
now is at least three or four fold in excess of the active work of 
any other of his colleagues who occupy a like position under the 
Department of Justice, where they are receiving $5,000 a year 
while he is receiving but $2,500, and it was desired to give him 
an increase so as to make it $5,000. I think that in equity at 


| least, this House ought to give him $2,500 more, so as to make 


it on a par with the others. 

Mr. DICKERSON. While these Senators and Representa- 
tives you mentioned awhile ago could make no stipulation with 
the intention of binding Congress to increase his salary, did 


| they make it with the intention and purpose of obligating them- 


selves to do the very best they could to have it increased? 

Mr. HERMANN. They did. They intended no more. Iam 
one of those gentlemen, being then chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Depredations. I did not think the duties of the office 


| would be so onerous and burdensome as to call for a salary such 


as was given to his colleagues, butI will say now, in view of the 
businéss, the immense amount of business, that pressed itself on 


| him, it is my judgment we should now give him a like amount 
| with the others. 


He has well earned it, and since heentered upon the discharge 
of his official duties he has accomplished more by his earnest, 
continuous efforts, than the most sanguine could have hoped, 
especially in view of many delays incident to the necessary ad- 


| justment of questions of practice common to courts first assum- 
| ing jurisdiction of a new class of subjects, involving a variety of 


nice points. Let us do what is just and honest toward this faith- 
ful officer, and we shall do our duty. I wish toconsult economy 
wherever practicable in the discharge of my duties on this floor, 
but in doing this I shall not be misled or induced into doing a 
manifest injustice, and appropriating services not justly com- 
pensated for. The Government in its vast concerns is entitled 


| to the best services it can command, and should unhesitatingly 
| pay such compensation as such services command in the avoca- 


tions of life. This it should do, no more and no less. 

He has been holding that office and performing the duties 
faithfully and efficiently, and now the question for this House 
is whether the Government shall accept those services and 
refuse to compensate him for them. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I am not referring to the question of 
services. What I am referring to is the propriety of gentlemen 
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who are holding legislative positions making statements which 
will obligate them to favor propositions of this kind. 

Mr. HERMANN. Such assurances of personal support were | 
only ;,iven on the assumption that the labors of the office would | 

rove to be anything equal to what they immediately became. 
t is my right and my duty to favor just compensation to those 
who perform labors equal to the compensation justly earned. 

Mr, SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It seems, Mr. Speaker, that a 
Republican House in the Fifty-first Congress appropriated but 
$2,500 for this officer, and now these gentlemen come here and 
ask this Democratic House to make up the deficiency, and I am 
thoroughly opposed to it. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is mistaken as to the facts. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. My friend from Texas is always 
just and wise, and he is generally right, but this time I think 
S is mistaken. I understand the fact to be that the beneficiary 
of this proposed legislation received but $2,500 for his services 
last year, and now he or his friends ask us to —— $2,500, 
so as to make his salary for last year $5,000. If Iam mistaken, 
if more than $2,500 was appropriated by the last Congress, there 
would be no logic in the request for an appropriation of $2,500 
now. 

We are sent here to correct the abuses of the last Congress, 
not to add to or to repeat them. We were sent here to reduce 
salaries, not to increase them. We were sent here to if possible 
recover some of the people’s money which that Congress scat- 
tered broadcast, and not to scatter more in the same or a similar 
direction. Weare here to guard and fill the Treasury, not to 
despoil and empty it. We are here to set an example of econ- 
omy, not to inaugurate a system of extravagance. I am opposed 
to increasing salaries of any kind,and I am particularly opposed 
to increasing back salaries. The gentlemanfrom Oregon [Mr. 
HERMANN] says that this officer is worth $5,000 a year. 

Mr. Speaker, public office is a public trust. We seek office, 
and we accept office at the hands of the people, for the honor we 
may achieve by the faithful performance of the duties of the 
office and by our fidelity to the trust conferred upon us. 

It is contended by. many we Congressmen are worth more 
than $5,000 a year [laughter], but we feel it a great honor to 
serve our country and our people, and we would be glad to ac- 
cept the honor and serve at a much less compensation. In my 
bill and in my resolution, which reduced all salaries exceeding 
$800, I reduced salaries of Congressmen to $4,000, and in these 
hard times I think the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] says that the gentleman from Alabama is entirely 
wrong in his facts. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then the gentleman from Texas 
has not listened to the debate and can not have read the report. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask this House not to inaugurate a system 
of going to back salaries to increase appropriations that are al- 
ready too large. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist upon its disagreement. 

Mr. HERMANN. I move that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement, and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order, and the vote will 
be first taken on the proposition that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same. 

The question was taken on the motion that the House recede, 
and it was decided in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. Therefusal to agree to the motion just voted 
upon is equal to a nonconcurrence, and therefore the Chair de- 
clares that the House nonconcurs in the Senate amendment, and 
further insists on its disagreement. The Clerk will report the 

next amendment. 

‘ ‘The Clerk read as follows: 


(78) To pay to the widows and legal representatives of deceased members 
of the House, #5,000, 


The SPEAKER. There are thirty minutes allowed for de- 
bate upon this proposition. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] be recognized to control the time 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAYES] desires to be recognized to move a proposition to insert 


as an amendment to the amendmentof the Senate the provisions 
reported by the House Committee on Appropriations and stricken 
out of the bill on a point of order. 


Mr. SAYERS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gen- 


tleman from lowa [Mr. HaYEs] be recognized to control the 
time for the consideration of the amendment which he proposes 
to offer and that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] be 
recognized to control the time in opposition to the amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAyYss] to control fifteen 
minutes in favor of concurring in the Senate amendment with 
an amendment, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] 
to control the time against the proposition. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, | desire to offer an amendment, 
as indicated in the remarks of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS], to instruct the House conferees to agree to the amend- 
ment of the Senate with an amendment which I have sent to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
and agree to the same, with an amendment which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Hayes of Iowa, as fol- 
lows: j 

To pay to the widow of M. H. Ford the amount of salary and mileage for 
jam Spee term of his service as a member of the Fifty-second Congress, 

050. 27 ; 

To pay to the widow of John R. Gamble the amount of salary and mileage 
for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, $8,879.01. 

To pay to the widow of Leonidas C. Houk $5,151.34, and to John L. Hudi- 
burg, guardian of Annie Houk and Eddie Houk, two minor children of the 
said Leonidas C. Houk, for their use and benefit, $4,122.28; in all, $9,273.62, be- 
ing the amount of salary and mileage for the unexpired term of his service 
as a member of the Fifty-second Congress; 

To pay to the widow of John W. Kendall the amount of salary and mileage 
for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, $5,158.84. 

To pay to the widow of W.H. F. Lee the amount ofsalary and mileage for 
ae — term of his service as a member of the Fifty-second Congress, 

93 3.92. 

To pay to the widow of Francis B. Spinola the amount of salary and mile- 
age for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-second 
Congress, $9,624.41. 

To pay to the legal heirs of E. T. Stackhouse the amount of salary and 
mileage for the unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress, $4,202.10. 

To pay to the widow of James Phelan the amount of salary for the unex- 
pired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Congress, $463.37. 


Mr. HAYES of Iowa. The proposition made in the amend- 
ment I have offered is precisely what was brought into the House 
by the Committee on Appropriations as a part of this bill origi- 
nally; and it was the unanimous action of that committee. It 
was stricken out in the House upon a point of order. The Sen- 
ate has inserted an amendment which—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that as the gentleman from Geor- 
gia |Mr. WATSON] has an amendment which he desires to offer, 
it might be well to have it submitted before the gentleman from 
Iowa |Mr. HAYES] proceeds with his remarks, so that the House 
may understand the difference between the two propositions. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I am now simply going to state my 
proposition without discussing it. 

The Senate has put in an amendment which, as must be un- 
derstood by everybody, is a mere formal one for the purpose of 
giving jurisdiction, so that the question might be considered 
between the House and the Senate and such action taken as 
might be deemed proper in regard to it. The House conferees 
decided to report this matter back to the House in such a way 
that the House could take such action as it saw proper. My 
proposition brings the matter back to the same point where it 
was originally in the House bill. 

There was some controversy before the House committee in 
regard to how this particular money should be used, but in re- 
spect to that there is now no controversy; all parties are agreed 
so far as concerns the beneficiaries of these proposed appropria- 
tions, and are content to accept the action of the House commit- 
tze as originally made. 

Until I hear from the other side, and understand what, if any, 
counter proposition is submitted or objection made, [ will not 
enter into the merits of this matter. Envios stated my propo- 
sition, [ reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. WATSON. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolwed, That the conferees on the part of the House are hereby author- 
ized with reference to the amendment numbered 78 to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, appropriating 85,000 to pay to the widows or legal repre- 
sentatives of dece: members of the House, to propose as a substitute 
therefor a provision to pay to the widow or legal heirs of each deceased mem- 
ber of the present House the balance of the salary and mileage which may 
be due to such deceased member under the law, irrespective of what has 
been the custom in regard thereto. 

It is the sense of this House that the law forbids the payment of two sal- 
aries for one position at the same time; that if the deceased member shall 
have received as much as three months’ salary for the Congress, no further 
pay can be allowed to the widow or heirs at law of such member; and that 


the salary of his successor shall commence at the time that of the deceased 
member stopped. 


The SPEAKER. . TheChair would state to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. WATSON] that this resolution isnot in order atthe 
present time. It will be in order if the House should by a vote 


disagree to the pending amendment and askaconference. This 
could then be offered in the nature of instructions to the con 
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ferees. Butas yet the bill isnot inconference. The gentleman 
will be recognized to offer this resolution at a later period. 

Mr. WATSON. I would like to be recognized now to oppose 
the pending amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman for 
fifteen minutes in opposition to the pending proposition. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, the ee now presented is 
simply whether we will apply to ourselves the same rule we have 
applied to our subordinate employés. At an earlier day in this 
session a proposition was made by the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Rusk], from the Committee on Accounts, to allow extra pay, 
running beyond the life of a subordinate employé of this House. 
That proposition was antagonized by other members of the com- 
mittee, notably by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MOSsEs]; 
and the House voted it down by an overwhelming majority, es- 
tablishing the precedent of ‘‘no work no pay;” that when the 
service ceases the pay must cease, because there is no provision 
of law authorizing us to give a bounty or a pension to our em- 
ployés or their legal representatives. 

How, the question which confronts every member of this Hous2 
is this: Will you make one rule for subordinate employés of the 
House and another for Representatives and Senators? Mr. 
Speaker, this ought to be regarded purely as a question of law. 
If the law allows this money it ought to be paid; if the law does 
not allow it it ought not to be paid. Weare here as adminis- 
trators of a trust fund; we are acting in a fiduciary capacity for 
the people; we have no right to spend a dollar of their money 
unless we can produce avoucher in the form of some law author- 
izing the expenditure either by express terms or by reasonable 
intendment or construction. 

You can provide for furnishing a committee room, because it 
is a reasonable construction that members are entitled to the use 
of committee rooms for the discharge of their duties. You can 


supply documents; you can provide for messengers and pages, | 


because these are presumed to be necessary in connection with 
our public service. But when thé law specifies that a member 
of Congress shall have $5,000 per year for his services, that nec- 
essarily means he shall be paid at that rate for the services he 
renders, and the compensation can not by any reasonable con- 
struction be extended for any length of time beyond that. You 
can just as reasonably and legally pay a member ten years’ pen- 
sion or grant his widow five years’ extra pay as you can make 
such an allowance for five days or five months. 

Here is the law on this subject: 

When any person who has been elected'a Member of or Delegate in Con- 
gress dies after the commencement of the Congress to which he has been 
elected, his salary shall be computed and paid to his widow, or, if no widow 
survive him, to his heirs at law, for the period that has elapsed from the 
commencement of such Congress or from the last payment received by him to 
the time of his death, at the rate of %,000a year, with any a 
remaining due for actually going to or returning from any session of Con- 
gress. 

That is from the Revised Statutes, section 49. Section 50 pro- 
vides as follows: 

Salaries allowed under the preceding section shail be computed and paid, 


in all cases, for a period of not less than three months from the commence- 
ment of the Congress. 


It may be well questioned, Mr. Speaker, whether there is any 
authority for the passage of such an act, but surely there is no 
authority forextending payment beyond the three months which 
by this act is guaranteed to the member elect at the commence- 
ment of his term. 

Again, section 51 provides: 

Whenever a vacancy occurs in either House of Congress, by death or othe:- 
wise, of any Member or Delegate elected or appointed thereto after the com- 
mencement of the Congress to which he has been elected or appointed, the 


person elected or appointed to fill it shall be compensated and paid from the 
time that the compensation of his predecessor ceased. 


So I submit to the House that the proposition the gentleman | 
from Iowa has presented is not founded on good law or sound | 


reason. It is not just to the taxpayers of the country; it is not 
just to ourselves as the administrators of a trustfund. And I 
submit further, sir, that it is a sound principle of law and jus- 
tice which no man will deny or question that an officer shall 
not be paid when he is rendering no service, any more than 
that there shail be two salaries paid at the same time out of the 
public Treasury for the same work. 

The resolution which has been read, and which I shall submit 
at the proper time, is for the purpose of engrafting upon this 
bill a declaration of what we ought to do, and all that we can 

roperly do under the law. It allows the payment of every dol- 
ar that the law permits, and beyond that we have no right to 
go, unless we want to go before the country with the pitiable 
record of being brave enough to refuse this compensation to one 
of our subordinates, and timid enough—mean enough, you may 
say—not to apply the same rule when we come to deal with one 
of our colleagues on this floor, or his representatives. 


Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentlemen allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Are we to understand the gentleman from 
Georgia to give his opinion that the law now authorizes the 
payment of three months’ salary to deceased members? 

Mr. WATSON. No,sir. If thedeceased member served less 
than three months, that is to say, if he held the place less than 
three months after his term commenced, the law allows his legal 
representatives three months’ pay. In other words, he shall be 
guaranteed as much as three months’ salary from his term. But 
if he shall have received as much as three months’ pay before his 
death, nothing more shall be paid upon his death. The compen- 
sation of his successor is supposed to commence at that time. I 
very much doubt whether Congress had the right to pass such 
an act, but if that act does not authorize the continuing pay to 
the extent of filling out the three months’ salary, then there is 


| not a line of law anywhere authorizing the oe of a dollar 


beyond the time that the member has actually served. 
. Lnow yield three minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee 


| [Mr. SNODGRASS]. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, in the three minutes ac- 
corded to me I want to enter my protest against this species of 
robbery. When aman becomes a member of this House he en- 
ters into a contract with his constituents to perform certain 
duties. If he should resign or die before the expiration of his 


he ought to be paid for the whole of it. 
Now, so far as the law making appropriations is concerned, this 


| Congress has no power to appropriate the money of the people 


to a man if he should resign, any more than if he should die. If 
a member resigns his place on this floor, you have as much right 
under the law, and under your trust as members of this House, 
to pay him for the full term asifhehad died. Youcan not draw 
a distinction between the two cases. 

Mr. HAYES ofIowa. Willthe gentleman allow me to ask this 
question: Did you not appear before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in behall of one of these ‘‘ robbers” at this session of Con- 
gress? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I did not appear before the Committee 
| on Appropriations, but was asked by Mrs. Houk, and was in the 
committee room, but told her I was opposed to the appropria- 
tion, and I never insisted on the right of the party to receivea 
cent; but if the Government was to be robbed I thought this 
widow ought to receive the money to help to relieve her prop- 
erty from a debt, and that it ought not tobe divided, but did not 
state this to the committee, but declined to make any state- 
ment—— 

Mr.SAYERS. Did not the gentleman appear before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to assist in a ‘“‘ robbery ” of this kind? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I did not assist, nor did I insist that they 
should make a dollar of appropriation; I did no such thing 

Mr. SAYERS. But you were before the committee lending 
the aid of your presence in behalf of your deceased colleague’s 
representatives, who were making application for this payment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I did not open my mouth before fhe com- 
mittee asking an appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course not. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. No, sir; and I have condemned it before 
on this floor, and denounced it then and denounce it now as a 
robbery. I believe itis beyond the power of the House, and that 
| no man can justify it in law or equity. 

Mr.SAYERS. But I would like the gentleman to tell us how 
he can reconcile his appearance before the Committee on Ap- 
| propriations with his present statement. He was there, as were 
| othermembersof the House, and they were all interested,whether 
they said a word or not. They were there in silence consenting 
to the appropriations recommended in the pending amendment. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. As I have said, Mrs. Houk wrote me a 
note asking me to meet her there, and I told her then that I was 
opposed to such legislation and did not aid in it, but on the con- 
trary declined to doso. Ido not want this taken out of my time. 
I say I was before that committee because I wa; invited to go 
there and see that lady; and I never opened my mouth before 
| the committee on that subject. I told her that it was wrong, 
and that I was opposed to the principle, and that Congress had 
no right to doit, and that I should resist the appropriation when- 
ever it came before this House. Thatis whatI told her. And 
I say to you now, you can not put your finger upon anything in 
the Constitution or the laws of your country that justifies this; 
and every one of you that denies to a subordinate of this House 
pay for his services after he is dead, and then fixes it so that the 
widows of Representatives in this House can get pay, is guilty 
of a high crime against your people and ought to be relegated 
| and repudiated by them. That is what I say. 








term I apprehendjthat no man would contend for a moment that - 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
fore the committee. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Yes; I did not want to go there and an- 
tagonize the proposition before the committee when I had been 
invited to go there in the interest of this lady, but I declined to 
aid her, and do so now. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Weall understood you were for it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. If so, it was unwarranted. I tell you 
now what I told her then, and I tell you now what ought to be 
done with you if youviolate the sacred trust reposed im you. 
You ought to be relegated. | 
_ Mr. WATSON. Mr.Speaker, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire a minute. 

Mr. WATSON. I cannot resist the request of the gentleman 
from Texas. Is it understood that I only yielded three minutes 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes. 

Mr. WATSON. Lyield one minute to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to say only a word upon this subject. 
Lam one of those who believe that all onl ropriations of this kind 
are mere gratuities; that there is no o Jigation whatever upon 
the part of the House or the Government to pay any member of 
Congress or any other officer of the Government one dollar ex- 
cept for services that have been actually rendered during his 
term of office. Now, I have to suggest to the House that an un- 
derstanding be had as to whether anything shall be paid or not, 
and if anything, whatsum. The proposition of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] goes entirely too far. If anything is 
to be allowed it occurs to me that it ought not to exceed three 
or six months’ salary, six months’ at the outside. In truth andin 
fact there should be no allowance at all except that which isau- 
thorized by law. 

Mr. WATSON. LIyield one minute to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that certain men 
present, from my own State and others, are trying to justify this 
matter on the ground that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
SNODGRASS] did not talk against it on acertain occasion. There 
is no action that can be justified by what somebody else did. 
There is not a man on the floor of this House but what knows 
that the proposition made by the gentleman from Lowa is a prop- 
osition contrary to law, and if they vote for it they know what 
they are voting for. 

I, for one, am ready to stand by what the law provides, what- 
ever I might be willing to do by myself from my own means; I 
have nothing to say as to that; but I have no right to do this, 
and there is not a man upon the floor of this House but what 
knows that the vote in favor of the amendments that are pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Iowa is to vote money out of the 
Treasury of the United States contrary to law; and any man who 
so votes, votes contrary to law and knows that he does it. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. But we are making law, are we not? > 

Mr. WATSON. Iyield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have never been able to reach 
the conclusion that the proposition submitted by the gentleman 
from lowa|Mr. HAYEs] is a correct presentation of this matter. 
Until a comparatively recent period the law which has been 
read, which virtually pays the widow three months of the salary, 
was the uniform rule. The practice of paying an increased sum 
of money grew up within a comparatively few years. 

Mr. TRACEY. How far back? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [:*‘ould think twenty-odd years. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In the Forth-sixth Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think in the Forty-fourth Congress there 
was & precedent upon this subject; but not so large an amount 
has been named—perhaps some five or six thousand dollars. The 
general tendency from that time to this has been, asa generalrule, 
to pay $5,000, the ey for one year, and it has been paid upon 
the ground that a member necessarily incurs expense in running 
for Congress, and incurs expense in arranging his family affairs 
to take his seat, and for that reason, perhaps, there was a degree 
of justice in making a fair and reasonable appropriation; but 
to pay for the whole term, laying down that rule, certainly would 
be a very dangerous precedent. Whether it should be for one 
year or for the balance of the term, but not exceeding $5,000, 
some such proposition as that, it seems to me, would accord with 
the general sentiment of the House of recent years. I hope 
therefore that the proposition will be voted down, and that the 
conferees wil! still further consider the subject. 

Mr. HAYES of lowa. Mr. Speaker, the proposition that this 
is entirely outside of law issimply arrantnonsense. Every gen- 
tleman who has spoken upon this subject, except one, has con- 


You kept very mum on that be- 


Ths gentleman has five minutes. 


ceded that it is within legal authority, that is,that it can bo 
made law, and this is shown and demonstrated by the fact that 
the law already provides for three months’ pay under certain 
circumstances in case of death of a member. tt it can provide 
for three months’ pay it can provide for the whole time, so there 
is nothing in that point. The simple question is, what the law 
ae - be and what we ought to doin making law upon the 
subject. 

r. WATSON. But the law expressly says that the two sal- 
aries shall not run at the same time. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. That may be, but you can make the 
law what you see fit. 

Mr. WATSON. No; we can divide the amount between the 
two men. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. While this is not the law in the sense 
that there is a lawenacted, yet the custom of Congress has made 
a time-honored precedent which ought to be followed, and there 
is no reason why it should not be followed in this particular case, 
so far as the deceased members of the Fifty-second Congress are 
concerned. It commenced back in the Forty-fourth Congress, 
when this same provision, or practically the same provision, was 
made in regard to Mr. Kerr of Pennsylvania, who died a mem- 
ber of that Congress. It has been followed up from that day to 
this, and precisely this same provision has heen made for the 
widow or the heirs or representatives of every member of Con- 
gress who has died from that day to this while a member of the 
House, and the number amounts to thirty-six up to this time 
who have received this pay. 

Now, there is no reason why this distinction should be made 
at this time. There are widows here in this particular case to 
whom it would be a grievous hardship to deny this payment. 
They actually need this money, and while in the limited time I 
have, a portion of which I desire to surrender to others, I can 
not go into all these questions, yet the propriety of it is so ap- 
arent and the precedent for it is so well established, that there 
is no reason why we should not do now what has been done in 
the past. There is nothing in the circumstances of the benefi- 
ciaries at this time that calls for any different proceeding. 

I have had prepared a statement giving all cases in the Senate 
and House where this action has been taken, and which gives the 
name, Congress, page of Revised Statutes where found, and the 
amount thus allowed, as follows: 


SENATE. 


Senator M. H. Carpenter, volume 21, page 456, 
from February 25, 1881, to March 4, 1882, $5,456.70 
Senator G. S. Houston, volume 28, page 337, compensation from January 1, 
1880, to March 4, 1881, $5,860.60. 
Senator B. H. Hill, volume 22, page 632, salary from August 17, 1882, to 
March 4, 1883 (end of term), $2,726.03. 
Vice-President Thomas A. Hendricks, volume 24, page 285, one year’s salary 
and a sum equal to the allowances of a member of Congress for mileage and 
stationery, $8,750. 
Senator John F. Miller, volume 24, page 285, compensation as Senator from 
March 4, 1886, to March 3, 1887, $4,931.50. 
Senator Austin W. Pike, volume 25, page 16, compensation as Senator from 
October, 1886, to October, 1887, $5,000. 
Senator John A. Logan, volume 2, page 16, compensation as Senator from 
December 27, 1886, to December 27, 1887, $5,000. 
Senator J. B. Beck, volume 26, page 529, $5,000. 
Senator E. K. Wilson, volume 26, page 885, $5,000. 


HOUSE. 


Representative Kerr, Pennsylvania, Forty-fourth Congress. 
Representative Rush Clark (widow and heirs), volume 21, page52, member 
elect to Forty-sixth Comers, $6,000. 
Representative G. Schleicher (widow), volume 21, page 52, member elect to 
Forty-sixth Congress, 96,000. 
Representative Fernando Wood (legal representatives), volume 22, page 
338, member elect to Forty-seventh Congress, $6,000. 
Representative E. W. Farr (widow and children), volume 22, page 338, 
member elect to Forty-seventh Congress, #6,000. 
Representative W. A. Duncan (widow), volume 24, page 287, member elect 
to Forty-ninth Congress, $6,000. 
Representative W. T. Price (widow), volume 25, page 587, member elect to 
Fiftieth Congress, $6,000. 
Representative Andrew S. Herron (legal heirs), volume 25, page 587, mem- 
ber elect to Forty-eighth Congress, 86,000. M 
Re pocrmniaes J. es be ia (widow and legal heirs), volume 25, page 587, 
member elect to Forty-eighth Congress, #6,000. 
Representative J. Q. Smith (widow), volume 22, page 632, balance of salary, 
mileage, and stationery allowance for Forty-seventh Congress, $6,425.18. 
Representative T. B. Herndon (widow), volume 23, pagel’, balance of salary 
and stationery allowance for Forty-eighth Congress, $8,875. 
Representative W. F. Poole (mother), volume 23, page 18, balance of salary 
and stationery allowance for Forty-eighth Congress, $7,737.60. 
Representative E. W. M. Mackey (widow), volume 23, page 18, balance of 
salary and stationery allowance for Forty-eighth ae $5, 586.87. 
Representative D. C. Haskell (widow), volume 23, page 18, balance of 
salary and stationery allowance for Forty-eighth Congress, 86,715.97. 
Representative M. E. Cutts (widow), volume 23, page i Deetce of salary 
7,652.38. 
469, balance of salary 


compensation and mileage 


and stationery allowance for Forty-e!ghth Congress, 
Representative J. H. Evins (widow). volume 23, page 
for Forty-eighth Congress, $1,850.27. 

Representative W. A. Duncan (widow), volume 23, page 469, balance of 
salary for Forty-eighth Congress, $1,516.30. 

Representative Reuben Ellwood (widow), volume 24, page 287. balance of 
salary and allowance for stationery for Forty-ninth Congress, $8,429.18. 
Representative Joseph Rankin (widow), volume 24, page 287, balance of 
salary and allowance for stationery for Forty-ninth Congress, 95,580.71. 
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Representative William H. Cole (widow), volume 24, page 287, balance of 
salary and allowance for stationery for Forty-ninth Compe, $3,458. 

Representative Abraham Dowdney (widow), volume 2, page 17, balance of 
salary for Forty-ninth Congress, $1,154.17. 

tepresentative John Arnot (widow), volume 25, page 17, balance of salary 

and mileage for Forty-ninth Congress, $1, 562.07. 

Representative Lewis Beach (widow), volume 25, page 17, balance of salary 
and mileage for Forty-ninth Congress, $1,648.93. 

Representative Michael Hahn (sisters), volume 25, page 17, balance of sal- 
ary for Forty-ninth ages, $4,974.41. 

Representative E. W. be m (widow), volume 25, page 587, balance of 
salary and mileage for Fiftieth Congress, $8,851. 

Representative S.C. Moffat (widow), volume 25, page 587, balance of salary 
and mileage for Fiftieth Congress, $5,989.89. 

Representative N. T. Kane (widow), volume 25, page 587, balance of salary 
and mileage for Fiftieth Congress, 87,655.81. 

Representative James N. Burns (widow), volume 25, page 927, balance of 
salary for Fiftieth Congress, $545.51. 

Representative David Wilbur (widow), volume 26, page 531, balance of sal- 
ary for Fifty-first Congress, $4,974.99. 

Representave Samuel J. Randall (widow), volume 26, page 531, balance of 
salary for Fifty-first Congress, $4,501.70. 

Representative R. W. Townshend (widow), volume 26, page 531, balance of 
salery for Fifty-first Congress, $10,690.46. 

Representative E. J. Gay (widow), volume 26, page 531, balance of salary 
for lifty-first Congress, $9,904.37. 

Representative S. S. Cox (widow), volume 26, page 531, balance of salary 
for F‘ifty-tirst Congress, $7,596.17. 

Representative W. D. Kelley (widow), volume 26, page 531, balance of sal- 
7 for Fifty-first Congress, $6,225.06. 

tepresentative James P. Walker (widow), volume 26, page 531, balance of 

salary for Fifty-first ben ge mae $3,593.96. 

Representative James N. Burnes (widow), member elect to Fifty-first Con- 
gress, volume 26, page 531, $6,000. 


How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I desire to say that if this amendment 
should be voted down, and if no allowance should be made, that 
would be doing different in the House for the members that have 
died here from what will be done at this very session in the Senate 
by the provisions of this very bill in regard to deceased Senators 
who are here provided for; and it isin exact accord with the 
appropriation that was made for the widow of Senator Matt Car- 

enter, of Wisconsin, when the ————_ started; that is, giv- 
ing one year’s salary, as is provided for in this bill, and this prec- 
edent has been followed ever since. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Speaker,in that respect, let me say tothe 
gentleman from Iowa, the Senate has been more economical and 
careful than the House. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. It is the first time on record. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Their pay is $5,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Does the gentleman from Texas 
think it is more economical to give one year’s salary out of six 
than it is to give one out of two? 

Mr. SAYERS. What I mean by economy is that a less sum 
has been appropriated by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HAyss], who has the floor, has yielded to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CovERT]. 
eo HAYES of Iowa. I now yield to the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I was one of the members of this 
House who attended before the Committee on Appropriations in 
behalf and in support of the proposition subsequently inserted by 
that committee in the bill—the proposition now under discus- 
sion. The position I assumed whek before the Committee on 
Approsrnyae is the position I desire to assume now. 


[Laughter.] 


he gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] has read to us | 


what is the written law, as he understands and construes it, 
bearing upon this subject. 
here is the time and place for the application of the lex non seripta— 
the law not written, but the law as it has been clearly and defi- 


nitely established in this House, according to the admission, | 


forced though it may have been, of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Deceased members who had been elected tothis body,and some 
of whom met with us at the beginning of this session, had gone 
to the customary expense in connection with their Congressional 
contests. They had made serious business sacrifices undoubt- 
edly in order to take their places here. Iam assured that can 
be said generally of allof them. Thedependent wivesand help- 


less orphans of these our dead Congressional! associates, looking | 
back at the precedents that this House hasestablished, and which | 
have been in operation for twenty years, have very naturally and as 


it seems to me very properly builded u 
if you please to call it such, from this House. I donot regard it 
asa bounty. It ivy in the nature of an allowance to them to be 
made under established precedents and in accordance with the 
law not written, but the law as we have established it. 
Mr.WATSON. Willthe gentleman allow me aquestion there? 
Mr. COVERT. Thave not time, and I am constrained to de- 
cline toyield. I want simply to add that the heart and conscience 
of no manly man in this House, in my humble judgment, will 


n getting this bounty, 





It seems to me, sir, that now and | 
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ever reproach him for an affirmative vote in support of this prop- 
osition, a proposition founded upon right and having about it 
all the elements of simple justice. {Loud applause.] 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I now yield two minutes tothe gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON}. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am reproved by 
my colleague from Iowa [Mr. BUTLER] because I have referred 
to what was said by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNOD- 
GRASS], who appeared before the Committee on Appropriations 
in support of this measure. I can abide the reproof of the 
censor of this House, but I can not agree with him when he says 
it is against the law. We are the law-making body. Ido not 
know of a statute against this; and since the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress this has been done in some form. In thecase of Mr. Rush 
Clark, of my own State, the exact policy of the motion of my 
colleague [Mr. HAYES] was pursued. The Senate pays in gross 
the salary of one year. They can 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. HENDERSON 
time. 

They can well afford to doit. They are elected for a term of 
six years, the members of this House, as we all know, for two 
years. The theory of this legislation, which has now become so 
long recognized by Congress, is that a large amount of the salary 
of a member of the House is expended in the legitimate expenses 
of his election before he ever takes his seat in this body, and 
every dollar so expended is taken from his family. 

The theory has been to give his widow and children the amount 
of the salary for the unexpired term, in order to take care of 
his wife and little ones. I believe itis just. I have no interest 
in this amendment. The widow and children of no member of 
my State stand back of me, but I think the rule which has been 
recognized for eighteen years should govern; and I do not in- 
tend to remain silent, even in the presence of the lecturer of this 
House, when I can stand up for doing justice to the widows and 
children of deceased members. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I now yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I think that if gentlemen 
will consider this matter alittle they will find that the law 
which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] has read here 
has been repealed. 

Mr. WATSON. Itis in the very last Digest, all the same. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have not looked into the matter very 
thoroughly, but section 49, which the gentleman has read from, 
was taken from the Revised Statutes. The Revised Statutes, I 
suppose, adopted the section from an act passed originally in 
1856 and amended in 1859. 

In the act of 1859 it was provided that if a member died his 
salary should be computed at tho rate of $3,000 per annum for 
three months. That was the original act. In 1873 the salary 
was increased to $7,500 per annum. By some means or other 
$7,500 took the place of $3,000 in section 49—just how, I have 
never found out; but in 1874 all thos2 laws relating to the sal- 
| aries were repealed, and the salary was made $5,000. I think, 
| therefore, that we are without law on the subject. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. I think the original act of 1856 is still in full 

force. 
Mr. HAYES of Iowa. 
| Speaker? 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 
| Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I yield that tothe gentleman from New 
| 








of Iowa. [will not yield, asI have not 


How much time have I remaining, Mr. 


York [Mr. TRACEY}. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to say that my 
view of this matter accords with that of the gentleman from Iowa 
| [Mr. HAYEs] and the other gentleman from Iowa|[Mr. HENDER- 

SON]. It appears to me that this precedent has been well es- 
| tablished. 

| When I first came here, in the Fiftieth Congress, it was to fill 
a vacancy, and I waited upon the then chairman of the Commit- 
| tee on Appropriations, th® distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania, Mr. Randall, who, as we all know, was very particular 
and earnest in his desire to be as economical as possible, and | 
| found that he deemed it entirely proper that the amount of the 
salary of the office from the time of the death of my predecessor 
| until the expiration of his term should be included in the appro- 
| priation bill. 

| Infact, it seemed to be so well understood to be the proper and 
| usual course that it was a surprise to me when [ found here to- 
| day that objection had been made to the payment of the salaries 
| now in question from the time of the death of the members to 





the expiration of the Congress. 
Mr. SAYERS. 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr.SAYERS. Woulda motion, without qualification that the 
House conferees adhere to the disagreement, have preference 
over any other motion? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to recede has priority over a mo- 
tion to disagree, because it brings the Houses together. 

Mr. SAYERS. But suppose that motion is coupled with an 
instruction? ” 

The SPEAKER. What the gentleman calls instruction is 
simply an amendment. It is not an instruction, because there 
isnoconferenceordered. The gentleman from lowa[Mr. HAYES] 
moves to amend the Senate amendment—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would not the effect of this amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Haygs], if adopted, be to strike 
out $5,000 in the Senate amendment and to provide in many of 
these instances for the payment of $10,000? 

The SPEAKER. That isnotaparliamentary question. 
is a matter of debate, and debate is exhausted. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask consent 
that the motion made by me may be so mojified as to strike out 
the provision formileage. Several gentlemen object to that part 
of the amendment, and I am not tenacious about it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make any alteration he 
pleases in his amendment before it is voted upon. Let him in- 
dicate to the Clerk what he desires to strike out. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I desire to strike out in each case the 
provision for mileage and leave only the unpaid salary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe this proposition is 
open to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. By the terms of the agreement de- 
bate is to be exhausted and a vote to be taken at a certain time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that does not cut off amendment. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair to ordering the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make the amount $5,000 instead 
of $10,000 in each case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed that the intention of 
the agreement on both sides was that when the debate should 
be exhausted the previous question would be considered as or- 
dered, but that during the time allowed for debate amend- 
ments might be offered. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] and to the House that it is perfectly 
competent, in the judgment of the Chair, for any amendment to 
be offered to these Senate amendments before the previous ques- 
tion is ordered upon them, and that the amendments must be 
voted on before the motion to agree or disagree. 

Mr.HAYESoflowa. The previous question has been ordered, 
has it not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hayss] 
moves to agree to the Senate amendment with an amendment. 
It is in the power of the House to amend without coupling with 
such amendment the motion to agree. After an amendment is 
agreed to or disagreed to then the question will still remain, 
Shall the House agree or disagree to the Senate amendment? 

Mr. HAYESof lowa. My understanding was that the previous 
question was in effect ordered at the close of the debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so held. s 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. That was the reason I asked unanimous 
consent to modify my amendment, thinking it necessary for that 
reason. 

Mr. REILLY. Is it not competent for the gentleman from 
Iowa to modify his amendment before a vote is taken? 

The SPEAKER. That matter has been disposed of; it is not 
before the House. The Chair, however, desires to make an ex- 

ylanation on another point. There seems to be some confusion 
n the minds of members as to the right of the House to amend 
a Senate amendment without at the same time moving to agree 
to the amendment. The Chair is of opinion that an amend- 
ment to a Senate amendment is in order without coupling with 
it amotion toagree. You can move to amend the Senate amend- 
ment just as you can move to amend any other aon and 
after amendments are disposed of, the question is, Will you agree 
or disagree to the proposition? 

Mr. WATSON. Is it competent for any member to ask asep- 
arate vote on an amendment irrespective of agreeing to the Sen- 
ate provision? 

The SPEAKER. 
man’s question, 

Mr. WATSON. Is it competent for me to ask a separate vote 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYEs] as 
a disfinct proposition? 

The SPEAKER. A vote will be had on that amendment sep- 
arately before a vote is had on the proposition to agree or dis- 
agree, 





That 


The Chair does not understand the gentle- 


That is equivalent in the judgment of the | 
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Mr. WATSON. That is what I wanted to understand. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
will be treated as a motion to amend the Senate amendment, as 
indicated by him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Great confusion has arisen from the sug- 
gestion that at the same time a member moves to amend he must 
move to agree or concur with the amendment. That does not 
follow at all. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry, be- 
caus2 this same point arose in Committee of the Whole the 
other day on the World's Fair proposition. There is now an ex- 
isting disagreement between the Senate and the House on this 
amendment. It was ruled the other day in Committee of the 
Whole by the Chairman that a motion to amend the World’s 
Exposition amendment of the Senate must be in the form of a 
motion to concur with an amendment; and the Chairman did not 
permit a separate vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call attention to the prac- 
tice on the subject, and will endeavor at least to make clear his 
understanding of it. 

The Senate amendments are before the House; they have once 
been considered in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, or rather they have been disagreed to in the House by 
unanimous consent, which is equivalent toconsideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, because the portion of the rule providing 
for the first consideration of the amendment in Committee of 
the Whole was waived by unanimous consent. The conferees 
reported back to the House that they have agreed upon all the 
propositions in controversy between the two Housesexcept five. 
Their report has been adopted; and the adoption of the report 
of itself dissolves the conference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the report is accompanied with the fur- 
ther statement that there are disagreements on those five mat- 
ters. 

The SPEAKER, Exactly. But the conference is dissolved. 
These five matters are before the House for consideration. The 
House can amend them, and can agree to them as amended, or 
can reject them as amended. If the gentleman will turn to the 
Digest —— 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Chair will pardon me a moment while 
I explain what might be the result of this view. In the formin 
which the disagreement now exists as tothe Senate amendments 
a motion to concur would take precedence of a motion to non- 
concur, for that would bring the two Houses together; and a 
motion to concur with anamendment would, of course, take prec- 
edence of that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is an error. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam simply making the inquiry because of 
the ruling which was made in Committee of the Whole the other 
day. 

The SPEAKER. There has been a good deal of confusion 
about this point. The Chair is frank to say that until he had 
made carefui examination he was not himself satisfied upon the 
question, because so far as his recollection goes the practice had 
favored the contrary view. But if the gentleman will turn ta 
Jefferson’s Manual, page 175 of the Digest, he will find this state- 
ment: 

A motion to amend an amendment from the other House takes precedence 
of a motion to agree or disagree. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly. . 

The SPEAKER. That is exactly the position we are now in. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But suppose there has been an actual vote 
to disagree —— 

A MEMBER. There has not been. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There has been in this case a disagreement 
by a vote of the House on all these amendments. 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman understands that the dis- 


| agreement wascommitted toa conference; and the conferees have 


reported that they agree on everything except these five mat- 
ters, as to which they could not agree. The conferees are now 
discharged; the matter is no longer in conference; it is before 
the House. The House may now reconsider its former action: 
it may either agree or disagree. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But should not the House recede from its 
vote of disagreemont in connection with a motion to concur? 
The House has already by a vote disagreed to the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentle- 
man’s point. Does he mean that the House can not reconsider 
its former action? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The adoption of the report of 
the conference committee winds the whole business up. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wanted to get a correct interpretation of 
the rule upon the subject, because there has been such a variety 
of practice that it is difficult to understand exactly the correct 
practice. 
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The SPEAKER. It is one of the peculiarities of the practice 
in regard to conference reports between the two Houses that 
either House may reverse its own action without a motion to 
reconsider. They may vote to-day to disagree and may instruct 
their conferees to disagree. The conferees may reportan agree- 
ment, notwithstanding the instruction, and the House may rat- 
ify it, which would result in reversing the action of the House 
without a motion to reconsider being entered. 

Now, the conferees have reported and the report has been 
adopted. The Chair thinks that they are discharged from the 
further consideration of the matter, the conference is dissolved, 
and the amendments are before the House for any action it may 
see proper to take. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the same manner as though there had 
been no disagreement? 

The SPEAKER. In the same manner, the only difference b2- 
ins that the amendments have passed that stage which would 
1equire their consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
Heuse, the rule only requiring that they shall have their first 
consideration in that manner. But as the Chair has already 
s‘a‘ed, in the language of Jefferson's Manual— 


A motion to amend an amendment from the other House takes precedence 
of a motion to agree or disagree. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I was simply following the ruling of the 
Chairman in the consideration of the sundry civil bill a few days 
ago. But it may be that the Speaker is correct in his interpre- 
tation of the rule, for I can see some advantage in this view. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will therefore entertain the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa as simply a motion to amend 
the Senate amendment. 

The question was submitted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the yeas and nays on this proposi- 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish tosubmita parlia- 
mentary inquiry. If this amendment is voted down will the 
proposition then be open to amendment; such, for instance, as to 
adopt @ limit of $5,000 in these cases? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be open to amendment, because 
the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then no amendment can be offered if 
this is rejected? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the Senate amendment be again 
read, and also the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Towa. 

The Senate amendment numbered 78 was again read. 

The SPEAKER. Now the gentlemanfrom Ilowa({Mr. HAYES] 
moves to amend that amendment as the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment proposed by Mr. 
HAYES of Iowa. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the amendment was read 
as originally submitted; but the mileage was to have been 
stricken out. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair instructed the Clerk to omit it. | 


The amendment will need to be changed in that regard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me ask, Mr. Speaker, if the pending 
proposition is voted down and no amendment made to the Sen- 
ate provision, then will it not be within the control of the con- 
ferees on the part of the two Houses? 

The SPEAKER. The House can agree or disagree with or 
without an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Or amend it in conference? 

The SPEAKER. Of course. 

Mr. WATSON. When.will it be in order for me to offer my 
substitute? 

The SPEAKER. After the Houss has voted upon the pend- 
ing amendments and asked a conference with the Senate. 

The Chair is informed that the amendment.can not be under- 
stood by the Clerk, because the mileage has not been deducted. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I do not know what the mileage would 
be. 
Mr. REILLY. I would suggest that the necessary words be 
inserted to indicate that the mileage is to be stricken out and the 
figures can be put in afterwards. Let the Clerk change the fig- 
ures so as to strike out the mileage. 

The SPEAKER. It makes it very uncertain as to how much 
is being voted on by the House. 

Mr. REILLY. 1 think it is well understood. 

Mr.HAYESoflowa. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, this modi- 
fication, that the words ‘‘deducting mileage in each case,” be 
added. Then, when that is ascertained the proper amount can 
be incorporated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as modified, and on this question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered and the Clerk will call the rail. 


| 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 99, nays 94, 


not voting 135; as follows: 
YEAS—99. 
Amerman, Covert, Johnson, Ind. 
Atkinson, Crosby, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Bartine, Cummings, Jolley, 
Barwig, Curtis, Kribbs, 
Bergen, Cutting, Lind, 
Bingham, Daizell, Lynch, 
Boatner, Daniell, Mansur, 
Bowers, ees, McAleer, 
Bowman, Dolliver, McCreary, 
Brickner, English, Meredith, 
Broderick, Enochs, Milliken, 
Bryan, Fellows, O'Neill, Pa. 
Bynum, Flick, O'Neill, Mo. 
Cadmus, Geissenhainer, Owens, 
Caminetti, Griswold, Parrett, 
Campbell, Hare, Payne, 
Caruth, Harmer, Paynter, 
Castle, Hayes, lowa Pendleton, 
Cheatham, Haynes, Ohio Powers, 
Chipman, Henderson, Iowa Price, 
Clancy, Holman, Raines, 
Coburn, Hooker, N. Y. ow 
Compton, Hopkins, Il. Reilly, 
Coolidge, Houk, Tenn. Reyburn, 
Coombs, Hull, Robinson, Pa. 
NAYS—94. 
Alexander, Cobb, Mo. Kem, 
Bailey, Cooper, Kilgore, 
Bankhead, Cowles, Kyle, 
Beeman, Crawford, Lane, 
Beltzhoover, Culberson, Lanham, 
Bentley, Davis, Lapham, 
Blount, De Armond, Lawson, Va. 
Branch, Dickerson, Lawson, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dixon, Layton, 
Bretz, Doan, Lester, Va. 
Brookshire, Edmunds, Lester, Ga. 
Brosius, Ellis, Livingston, 
Brown, Epes, ong, 
Brunner, Everett, Mallory, 
Buchanan, N. J. Forney, McDonald, 
Buchanan, Va. Grady, McRae, 
| Bullock, Hallowell, Montgomery, 
| Bunn, Halvorson, oses, 
Busey, Harries, Oates, 
Butler, Hatch, Otis, 
Byrns. Henderson, N.C. Patton, 
Capehart, Houk, Ohio Pearson, 
Clover, Johnstone, S.C. Pierce, 
Cobb, Ala. Jones, Sayers, 
’ NOT VOTING—135, 
Abbott, Donovan, Kendall, 
Alderson, Dungan, Ketcham, 
Allen, Dunphy. Lagan, 
Andrew, Durborow, Lewis, 
Arnold, Elliott, Little, 
Babbitt, Enloe, Lockwood, 
Bacon, Fitch, Lodge, 
Baker, Fithian, Loud, 
Belden, Forman, Magner, 
Belknap, Fowler, Martin, 
| Blanchard, Funston, McClellan, 
Bland. Fyan, McGann, 
Boutelle, Gantz, McKaig, 
Brawley, Geary, McKeighan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillespie, McKinney, 
Bunting, Goodnight, MeMillin, 
Burrows, Gorman, Meyer, 
| Bushnell, Greenleaf, Miller, 
Cable, * Grout, Mitchell, 
Caldwell, Hall, Moore, 
Catchings, Hamilton, Morse, 
Cate, Harter, Mutchler, 
Causey, Haugen, Newberry, 
Chapin, Heard, Norton, 
Clark, Wyo. Hemphill, O'Donnell, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Ill. O'Ferrall, 
Cockran, Herbert, O'Neil, Mass. 
Cogswell, Hermann, Outhwaite, 
Cox, N. Y. Hitt, Page, R. L. 
Cox. Tenn. Hoar, Page, Md. 
Craig, Pa. Hooker, Miss. Patterson, Tenn. 
Crain, Tex. Hopkins, Pa. Pattison, Ohio 
De Forest, Huff, Peel, 
Dockery, Johnson, Ohio Perkins, 





So the amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MORSE. 
Mr. GANTZ with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. STORER. 
Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 


Rockwell, 
Rusk, 

Seull, 

Seerley, 
Shonk, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, LiL. 
Townsend, 
Tracey, 

Van Horn, 
Wadsworth, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Whiting, 
Williams, N. C. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wright, 
Youmans. 


Shell. 
Shively, 
Simpson, 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Stevens, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stout, 
Terry, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 
Turpin, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Watson. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wike 


Williams, Il. 
Winn, 

Wise, 
Wolverton. 


Pickler, 

Post, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 

R 


Richardson, 
Rife, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Scott, 

Smith, 

Snow, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 

Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Tucker, 
Waugh, 
Wever. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
White, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Mass 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 


Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 
Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania with Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 


Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 
Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 
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Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. . 
Mr. GORMAN with Mr. O’DONNELL. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Hurr. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
Mr. O’Neru of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 
Mr. Frrcu with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOWERS. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A, TAYLOR. 
Until Monday, July 25: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
For this day: 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. CRAIN of Texas with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. RIFE. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. Post. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. SWEET. 


For this vote: 


Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. QUACKENBUSH. 
Mr. CATE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 


The SPEAKER. 


and did he fail to hear his name? 


Mr. CATE. No. 
The SPEAKER. 
request. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


Was the gentleman in the Hallof the House, 


The Chaircan notentertain the gentleman’s 
On this question the ayes are 99, and the noes are 94. 
Mr. Speaker, I rose to change my vote. 


The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent, after the 


result is announced. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
to announce the result. 
The SPEAKER. 
urpose. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
The SPEAKER. 


rose for the purpose of changing his vote. 


to do so. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. 
bill? [Laughter. | 


I was rising just as the Chair was beginning 
The gentleman states that he rosa for that 


I was intending to do so, at that moment. 
The gentleman from Indiana states that he 
He will be allowed | 
| in order? 
[ change my vote from “no” to ** aye.” 
How would that have been on the silver 


‘ 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. HAYES of Iowa. 
consider on the table. 


I move to reconsider the last vote. 
And I move to lay the motion to re- 


Mr. HOLMAN and Mr SNODGRASS demanded the yeas and 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 90, 


not voting 134; as follows: 


YEAS—104. 
Amerman, Crosby, Hull, Shell, 
Atkinson Cummings, Johnson, Ind. Shonk, 
Babbitt, Curtis, Johnson, N. Dak. Smith, 
Bartine, Cutting, Jolley, Stephenson, 
Barwig, Dalzell, Lind, Steward, Il. 
Bentley, Daniell, Lynch, Stone, C. W. 
Bergen, Dingley, Mansur, Stone, W. A. 
Bingham, Doan, McAleer, Stout, 
Bowers, English, McCreary, Stump, 
Bowman, Enochs, Meredith, Sweet, 
Brickner, Fellows, Milliken, Tarsney, 
Broderick, Flick, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Ill. 
Brosius, Geissenhainer, O'Neill, Mo. Townsend, 
Buchanan, N. J. Griswold, Page, Md. Tracey, 
Burrows, Hare, Parrett, Van cn, 
Cadmus, Harmer, Payne, Walker, 
Caminetti, Hatch, Paynter, Warwick, 
Campbell, Hayes, Iowa Powers, Washington, 
Caruth, Haynes, Ohio Raines, Weadock, 
Castle, Henderson,Iowa Reed, Whiting, 
Cheatham, Henderson, Ill. Reilly, Willcox, 
Chipman, Hermann, Reyburn, Williams, N.C. 
Coburn, Hitt, Robinson, Pa. Wilson, Wash. 
Compton Hooker, N. Y. Rockwell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coolidge, Hopkins, Ill. Scull, Wright, 
Covert, Houk, Tenn. Seerley, Youmans. 

NAYS—90. 
Alexander, Busey, De Armond, Harries, 
Bailey, Butler, Dickerson, Henderson, N. C. 
Bankhead. Byrns, Dixon, Holman, 
Beeman, Capehart, Dockery, Houk, Ohio 
Beltzhoover, Catchings, Dolliver. J . 
Blount, Cate, Edmunds, Kem, 
Branch, Clover Ellis, Kilgore, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cobb, Ala Epes, Kyle, 
Bretz, Cobb, Mo Everett, 
Brookshire, Cooper, Forman, Lane, 
Brown, Cowles, Forney, 
Brunner, Crawford, Grady, Lapham, 
Buchanan, Va. Culberson, Hallowell, Lawson, Va. 
Bullock, Davis, Halvorson, Lawson, Ga. 





Layton, Montgomery, Simpson, Warner, 
Lester, Va. Moses, Snolerass, Watson, 
Lester, Ga. Otis, Snow, Wheeler, Ala. 
Livingston, Patterson,Tenn. Stevens, Williams, Ill 
Long, Patton, Stewart, Tex. Winn, 
Mallory, Pearson, Terry, Wise, 
McMillin, Pierce, Tillma Wolverton. 
McRae, Sayers, Turner, 
Meyer, Shively, Turpin, 

NOT VOTING—154. 
Abbott, De Forest, Kribbs, Price. 
Alderson, Donovan, Lewis, uackenbush, 
Allen, Dungan, Little, andall, 
Andrew, Dunphy, Lockwood, Ray, 
Arnold, Durborow, Lodge, Rayner, 
Bacon, Elliott, Loud, Richardson, 
Baker, Enloe, Magner, Rife, 
Belden, Fitch, Martin, Robertson, La. 
Belknap, Fithian, McClellan, Rusk, 
Blanchard, Fowler, McDonald, Russell, 
Bland, Funston, McGann, Sanford, 
Boatner, Fyan, McKaig, Scott, 
Boutelle, Gantz, McKeighan, Sperry, 
Brawley, Geary, McKinney, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillespie, , Miller, Stahlnecker, 
Bryan, Goodnight, Mitchell, Stockdale, 
Bunn, Gorman, Moore, Stone, Ky. 
Bunting, Greenleaf, Morse, Storer, 
Bushnell, Grout, Mutchler, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bynum, Hall, Newberry, Taylor, E. B. 
Cable, Hamilton, Norton, Taylor, J.D. 
Caldwell, Harter, Oates, Taylor, V. A. 
Causey, Haugen, O'Donnell, Tucker, 
Chapin, Heard, O’Ferrall, Wadsworth, 
Clancy, Hemphill, O'Neil, Mass. Waugh, 
Clark, Wyo. Herbert. Outhwaite, Wever, 
Clarke, Ala. Hoar, Owens, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cockran, Hooker, Miss. Page, R. I. White, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Pa. Pattison, Ohio Wiko, 
Coombs, Huff, Peel. Williams, Mass. 
Cox, N. Y. Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, Wilson, Ky. 
Cox, Tenn. Johnstone, S. C. Perkins, Wilson, Mo. 
Craig, Pa. Kendall, Pickler, 
Crain, Tex. Ketcham, Post, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on concurring in the 
Senate amendment as amended. 

Mr. WATSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, would my proposition be 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that his proposition would relate to instructions to con- 
ferees after the conferees are appointed. Of course the gentle- 
man from Georgia will understand that if the House should con- 
cur in the Senate amendment, why then his motion would not 


| be in order, because his amendment contemplates nonconcur- 


rence and instructions inthe eventofnonecurrence. The motion 
now is to concur in the Senate amendments as amended. 

Mr. SAYERS. And upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TRACEY. Was not the motion made by the gentleman 
from Lowa to concur in the Senate amendment with this amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairstated that that would be treated 
as a motion to amend the amendment, because the right existed 
to vote upon the amendment independently of the question of 
concurring or disagreeing. 

Mr. WATSON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WATSON. When this measure was before the House, 
upon the proposition to pay the salaries of deceased members to 
their legal representatives, that proposition was stricken out 
upon the point of order that there was no law authorizing it. 
Now, has the Senate the right to insert that provision, so as to 
put it beyond the reach of that point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that since the abrogation of the joint rule between the 
two acess there is no power in the House to make a point of 
order against Senate amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether another amend- 
ment is in order now fixing the maximum amount at $5,000? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, because, as the Chair stated, the 
Chair regarded the agreement for a vote at the end of a certain 
time allowed for debate upon this amendment as an order for 
the previous question. The question now is upon concurring 
in the Senate amendment as amended. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the yeas and nays on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon agreeing to the 
Senate amendment as amended; and on that question the gentle- 
man from Texasdemands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I would like to have read the Senate 


amendment as amended, as there is some misunderstanding on 
the part of members. 

The Senate amendment as amended was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
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amendment as amended, and on that motion the yeas and nays 


are ordered. 


The question was taken; and there nee 95, nays 89, not 
voting 144; as follows: 


YEAS—%. 

Amermanh, Cummings, Houk, Tenn. Shell, 
Atkinson, Curtis, Hull, Shonk, 
Bartine, Cutting, Johnson, Ind. Smith, 
Barwig, Daizell, Johnson,N.Dak. Stephenson, 

entley, Daniell, Jolley, Steward, Il. 

ingham, Dingley, Ketcham, Stone, C. W. 

owers, Doan, Lynch, Stone, W. A. 
Bowman, Dolliver, Mansur, Sweet, 
Brosius, Durborow, McAleer, Tarsney, 
Brunner, English, Meredith, Taylor, Ill. 
Bryan, Enochs, Milliken, Townsend, 
Butler, Fellows, O'Neill, Pa. Tracey, 
Cadmus, Flick, O'Neill, Mo. Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Geissenhainer, Parrett, Walker, 
Caminéttt, Griswold, Payne, Warwick, 
Campbell, Hare, Powers, Washington, 
Caruth, Harmer, Price, Weadock, 
Castile, Hayes, lowa Raines, Whiting, 
Cheatham, Haynes, Ohio Reed, Williams, N. C. 
Chipman, Henderson, Iowa Reilly, Wilson, Wash. 
Coburn, Henderson, Ill. Rockwell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Compton, Hitt, Rusk, Wright, 
Covert, Hooker, N. Y. Scull, Youmans. 
Crosby, Hopkins, Ill. Seerley, 

NAYS—89. 

Alexander, Culberson, Kyle, ers, 
Bailey, Davis, Lane, hiv ely . 
Bankhead, De Armond, Lanham, Seammeen, 
Beeman, Dickerson, Lapham, Snow, 
Beltzhoover, Dixon, Lawson, Ga. Sperry, 
a Dockery, Layton, Stevens, 
Branch Edmunds, Lester, Va. Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark Ellis, Lester, Ga. Stout, 

retz, Epes, Livingston, Terry, 

ookshire, Everett, Long, Tillman, 
Brown, Forney, Mallory, Turner, 
Buchanan, Va. Grady, Martin, Turpin, 
Bullock, Hall, McGann, Van Horn, 
Bunn, Hallowell, McKaig, ‘Warner, 
Busey, Halvorson, McKeighan, Watson, 
Byrns, Harries, McRae, Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, Hatch, Montgomery, Williams, Il. 
Cate, Henderson, N.C. Moses, Winn, 
Clover, Holman. Otis, Wise, 
Cobb, Mo. Houk, Ohio Patterson,Tenn. Wolverton. 
Cooper, Jones, Patton, : 
Cowles, Kem, Pearson, 
Crawford, Kilgore, Pendleton, 
NOT VOTING—144. 

Abbott, Cox, N. Y¥ Kendall, Pickler, 
Alderson, Cox, Tenn. Kribbs, Pierce, 
Allen, Craig, Pa. Lagan, ‘ost, 
Andrew, Crain, Tex. Lawson, Va. Quackenbush, 
Arnold, De Forest, Lewis, Randall, 
Babbitt, Donovan, Lind, Ray, 
Bacon, Dungan, Little, Rayner, 
Baker, Dunphy, Lockwood, Reyburn, 
Belden, Elliott, Tu, Richardson, 
Belknap, Enloe, Rife, 
Bergen, Fitch, ee Robertson, La. 
Blanchard, Fithian, ellan, Robinson, Pa. 
Bland, Forman, McCreary, Russell, 
Boatner, Fowler, McDonald, Sanford, 
Boutelle, Funston, McKinney, Scott, 
Brawley, Fyan, MeMillin, Snodgrass, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gantz, Meyer, Springer, 
Brickner, Geary, Miller, Stahlnecker, 
Broderick, Gillespie. Mitchell, Stockdale, 
Buchanan, N. J Goodnight, Moore, Stone, Ky. 
Bunting, Gorman, Morse, Storer, 
Burrows, Greenleaf, Mutchler, Stump, 
Bushnell, Grout, Newberry, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bynum, Hamilton, Norton, Taylor, E. B. 
Cable, Harter, Oates, Taylor, J. D. 
Capehart, Haugen, O’Donnell, Taylor, V. A 
Causey, Heard, O’Ferrall, Tucker, 
Chapin, Hemphill, O’ Neil, Mass. Waugh, 
Clancy, Herbert, Outhwaite, Wever, 
Clark, Wyo. Hermann, Owens, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clarke, Ala. Hoar, Page, R. I. White, 
Cobb, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Page, Md. Wike, 
Cockran, Hopkins, Pa. Pattison, Ohio Willcox, 
Cogswell, Huff, Paynter, Williams, Mass. 
Coolidge, Johnson, Ohio Peel, Wilson, Ky 
Coombs, Johnstone, S. C. Perkins, Wilson, Mo. 


So the Senate amendment as amended was agreed to 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague (Mr. Coss of Ala- 
bama] is absent on a committee of conference. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. BERGEN. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 

On this vote: 

Mr. PIERCE with Mr. BACON. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. 
have voted “‘ no,” Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation 
of the vote. 


On this question I would. 


The SPEAKER. The House will beinorder; the vote is very 
close, and gentlemea should know how they are recorded. 
The vote was recapitulated. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above 


recorded. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote 


by which the Senate amendment as amended was 
Mr. HAYES of Iowa. 


agreed to. 


I move to lay that motion on the table. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa {Mr. BUTLER] 
moves:to reconsider the vote by which the motion was agreed 
to, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] moves to lay that 
motion on the table. 


Mr. BUTLER. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 101, nays 91, not 
voting 136; as follows: 


Amerman, 
Atkinson, 
Bartine, 
Barwig, 
Bentley, 
Bingham, 
Bowers, 
Bowman, 
Brickner, 
Brosius, 
Bryan, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Caruth, 
Castle, 
Cheatham, 
Chipman, 
Clover, 
Coburn, 
Compton. 
Coolidge, 
Covert, 
Crosby, 


Alexander, 
Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Beeman, 
Beltzhoover, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Branch, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Busey, 
Butler, 
Byrns, 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Cate, 

Cobb, Mo. 
Cowles, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Babbitt, 
Bacon, 
Baker, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Brawley, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Broderick, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Bunting, 
Bushnell, 
Bynum, 
Cable, 
Causey, 
Chapin, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, 
Cox, Tenn. 


YEAS—101. 
Cummings, Johnson, Ind. 
Curtis, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Cutting, Jolley. 
Dalzell, Ketcham, 
Daniell, Loud, 
Dingley, Lynch, 
Doan, Mansuf, 
Dolliver, McCreary, 
Durborow, McGann, 
English, Meredith, 
Fellows, Milliken, 
Geissenhainer, O'Neill, Pa. 
Griswold, O'Neill, Mo. 
Grout, Owens, 
Harmer, Parrett, 
Hatch, Payne, 
Hayes, Iowa Paynter, 
Haynes, Ohio Powers, 
Henderson. Iowa Price, 
Henderson, Ill. Raines, 
Hermann, Reed, 
Hitt. Reilly, 
Hooker, N.Y. Rockwell, 
Hopkins, Ill. Rusk, 
Houk, Tenn. Scull, 
Hull, Seerley. 

NAYS—91. 
Cox, N. Y. Jones, 
Culberson, Kem, 
Davis, Kilgore, 
De Armond, Kyle, 
Dickerson, Lane, 
Dixon, Lanham, 
Dockery, Lapham, 
Dungan, Lawson, Ga. 
Edmunds, Layton, 
Ellis, Lester, Va. 
Epes, Lester, Ga. 
Everett, Livingston, 
Fithian, Long, 
Forney, Mallory, 
Grady, Martin, 
Greenleaf, McKeighan, 
Hallowell, McMillin, 
Halvorson, McRae, 
Hamilton, Meyer, 
Henderson, N.C. Montgomery, 
Holman, Moses, 


Houk, Ohio 
Johnstone, S.C. 


Otis, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


NOT VOTING—136. 


Craig, Pa. Kribbs, 
Crain, Tex. Lagan, 
Crawford, Lawson, Va. 
De Forest, Lewis, 
Donovan, Lind, 
Dunphy, Little, 
Elliott, Lockwood, 
Enloe, Lodge, 
Enochs, M er, 
Fitch, McAleer, 
Flick, McClellan, 
Forman, MeDonald, 
Fowler, McKaig, 
Funston. McKinney, 
Fyan, Miller. 
Gantz, Mitchell, 
Geary, Moore, 
Gillespie, Morse, 
Goodnight, Mutchler, 
Gorman, Newberry, 
Hali, Norton, 
Hare, Oates, 
Harries, O’Donnell, 
Harter, O’Ferrall, 
Haugen, O'Neil, Mass. 
Heard, Outhwaite, 
Hemphill, Page, R. I. 
Herbert, Page, Mad. 
Hoar, Pattison, Ohio 
Hooker, Miss. Peel, 
Hopkins, Pa. Perkins, 
Huff, Pickler, 
Johnson, Ohio Post, 
Kendall, Quackenbush, 


And on that I ask for the yeas and nays 


Shell. 
Smith, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Steward, Lil. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Il. 
Townsend, 
Tracey, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warwick. 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Mich. 


Williams, N. C. 
Wright. 
Youmans. 


Patton, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, 
Pierce, 
Sayers, 
Shively, 
Simpson, 
Snow, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Tex 
Terry, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 


Wheeler, Ala. 
White, 
Williams, Il. 
Winn, 

Wise, 
Wolverton, 


Randall, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Rife, 
Robertson, La, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Scott. 

Shonk. 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stout, 

Storer, 

Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, V. A 
Tucker, 

Van Horn, 
Wangzgh, 
Wever, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Mass. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was 
agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced, for the rest of 
the day: 
Mr. FOREMAN with Mr. WauGH. 
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Mr. BACON with Mr. RIFE. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to incorporate in my remarks a statement of the different cases 
in which this payment has been made. 

Mr. MANSUR. For the last twenty years? 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Yes, sir. . 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to incorporate a certain statement in his remarks. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Doesthatextend to other members who have 
made speeches on this subject? 

The SPEAKER. The request is toextend the privilege to 
the gentleman from Iowa. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that the reading be 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. This amendment having been read hereto- 
fore, it need not be read 
gentleman. On this question one hour of debate has been agreed 
upon, 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendment and agree to the same. 


ain unless specially desired by some | 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House? recede | y 
| commissioners, making a treaty with Franc>. 
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the heirs and who Wwere owners entitled to these claims by de- 
scent. I say, sir, we had concluded that the fight was ended. 
But we find it again precipitated in this Congress. 

These claims are the last portion of the price of our American 
independence. It has been declared in both Houses of Congress 
in past years, and I concur in the declaration, that there is a 
stain upon the honor of this Government until these claims’are 

aid. Twice this Government repudiated its contracis and ob- 
igations to France. Once by the Jay treaty with England, and 
secondly, in repudiating these claims, after France had given to 
her an equivalent for them, and out of said two repudiations on 
the part of the Federal Government come these claims. 
xen. Washington, in his letters to the Continental Congress, 
written in the winter of 1777-’78, drew the moat gloomy picture 
of the condition of the American Army that could possibly be 
drawn. He declares that there were 2,898 men barefoot and in 
hespitals, that thousands were without shoes, and other thou- 
sands without blankets, so that they had to sit by the camp fires 
all night to keep warm. Three hundred officers resigned their 
commissions, and Washington said to Congress more than once 
that it seemed as if there was nothing for the American Army 
to do but to starve, disperse, or dissolve. 

That was the darkest hour of the American Revolution. At 
that very moment there were across the waters three of our 
Franee agreed 
in February, 1778, to guarantee the absolute independence and 


| sovereignty of this country against all nations, and especially 


The Chair will recog- | 


nize the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy] to control thirty | 


minutes in favor of that proposition and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to control the time against it. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


against Great Britain. She carried out that guaranty. When 
the news of the treaty came at Valley Forge it was read by the 
camp fires, and letters are extant on record which state that 


| George Washington himself, lost his head, took off his hat,waived 


Mr. Speaker, I stated when the time for this | 


debate was fixed that the gentleman from Missouri[Mr.MANSUR], | 
'came to our aid and spent $240,000,000, equivalent to-day to 
| $2,000,000,00), in securing and guaranteeing our freedom. 


the chairman of the Committee on Claims, who had made the 
report in favor of these claims, was thoroughly acquainted with 


the subject and desired more time than the five minutes that I | 


could yield him, and the suggestion was made that there would | 


be no objection to giving him the fifteen minutes additional that 
he desired. I now ask unanimous consent that he be allowed 
that time. 

Mr. SAYERS. 


It was understood that whoever controlled | 


the time in favor of agreeing to the amendment would yield t> the | 
gentleman from Missouri[Mr. MANSUR] the time that hedesired. | against our enemy, Great Britain, the exclusive fre2 use of our 
Mr. DINGLEY. But I took it for granted, from the state-| ports, and in addition to that, we agreed also to be her ally in 


ment that was made, that he would be allowed extra time. I 
had promised five minutes toeach of six gentlemen, which would 
take up the whole of the half hour controlled by me, and that 
was why I made the aces 

Mr. SAYERS. Idid not so understand the gentleman from 


Maine. I did not understand that the idea was that he should 


use or portion out the whole of his thirty minutes, and that the | 


gentleman from Missouri[Mr. MANSUR] should then have fifteen 
minutes more. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri, and I ask unanimous consent that he have ten 
minutes more, as he is chairman of the committee that made the 
none upon these claims. 

Mr 


*, WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 
| our ports and the assistance of our people as against any assaults 


consent that the time on each side be extended to forty minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] made the report on the subject, I think 
thore ought to be no objection to giving him anextension of ten 
minutes, with the understanding that alike extension shall be 
given to the other side. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, as there seems to be some mis- 

understanding about this matter, I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate on thisamendment be extended twenty minutes longer; 
ten minutes of which shall be under the control of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and ten minutes under my own con- 
trol. 
The SPEAKER. By the previous order of the House all de- 
bate on this Senate amendment has been limited to one hour, but 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] now asks unanimous 
consent that the time be limited tc one hour and twenty minutes 
instead of one hour, the time to be equally divided between the 
supporters and the opponents of the pending proposition. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lyield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. MANSUR]. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, the history of these claims cov- 
ers ninety-two years of our existence as a nation. We had 
thought this question was settled when a bill was passed in the 
last Congress appropriating $1,304,000, which has been paid to 


claimants upon the adjudications of the Courtof Claims, to which, 
by a solemn act of Congress, the question of adjudicating, not 
Only upon the amount, but also upon the questions of who were 


In view of the fact that the gentleman from | 


it, and led in the huzzas and rejoicing of the occasion. That 
was the turning moment in the destinies of this Republic. France 


Besides this money, she spent her blood, the lives of her sol- 
diers—she aided us with her army and navy from the winter of 
1777~78 until October, 1781, when at Yorktown, Cornwallis sur- 
rendered, and the independencs of this country was assured. 

France did not do all this for us for nothing. We gave some- 
thing for this guaranty and this aid, and there lies the secret 
of these claims. Weagreed to give to France, and especially as 


time of war, and to guarantee to her, especially against Great 
Britain, all her West India possessions. 
To our dishonor be it said, after the war was over the greed 


| of gain came into play: there being no manufacturing interests 


| 





in this country, our sole source of money making was trade and 
commerce. A large portion of our population being allied by 
ties of blood and marriage with the people of England, there 
grew up two tees known a3 the English party, and the 
other as the French party. *John Jay went to England as the 
representative of this Government and in sympathy with the 
English party, and in February, 1784, he concluded what is 
known to history as the Jay treaty. What did that treaty do? 
The very treaties which we had agreed should last through 
all eternity, guaranteeing to France the exclusive free use of 


by Great Britain upon her West India possessions, we abrogated 
them and took them back. The identical port privileges which 
we had guaranteed solely to France we amass should belon 
thereafter to Great Britain, and Great Britain only. We too 


| them away from France; and all for the sake of the almighty 


dollar—that, and that only. France got angry—she had aright 
to get angry—at our want of faith. She had been committing 
some minor spoliations on our commerce, but as soon as the Jay 
treaty became known thoss spoliations became more vigorous 
and more numerous. 

For the next five years she preyed upon our commerce: she 
was about to drive it from theseas. She cut down the revenues 
of the American Government more than a million dollars—a 
million and a half of dollars. They did not amount to more than 
$7,000,000 in all. The Federal Government was almost con- 
fronted with bankruptcy as the result of this condition of things. 
George Washington, with Thomas Jefferson as his Secretary 
of State, issued a circular letter to American shipping mer- 
chants—the only one in the history of our Government. It ad- 
dressed itself directly to merchants engaged in foreign trade. 

By that circular letter we said to merchants in America doing 
a foreign business, ‘‘ Send your ships abroad; and if spoliations 
be committed upon them, send the necessary proof tothe State 
Department; and we commit the honor of this Government to 
the pledge that proper proceedings shall be adopted for your re- 
lief and you shall be repaid.” This pledge was signed by Wash- 
ington and Jefferson. On the faith of that (because otherwise 














our commerce would have failed and there would have been no 
revenues to the Government) our merchants continued to engage 
in foreign trade; they again sent their vessels abroad. Those 
vessels were spoliated to a very large extent. 

This continued up to the time when, as a consequence of nego- 
tiations with France for the settlement of this question, in July, 
1800, ratified, I believe, inSeptember, 1801, it was agreed between 
this Government and France that there should be a final settle- 
ment of these matters. The Federal Government by that circu- 
lar pledge and their after conduct in settling with France, took 
under its care and into its control the private property of our 
people—that is to say, these claims. 

During all the negotiations France said to our Government: 
‘* Ours is a national claim; you have violated your treaty; you 
have deprived us of our port privileges and given them to our 
ancient enemy, Great Britain; in addition to that, you have is- 
sued your proclamation of neutrality and did not come to our aid 
as you should have done. 

onsequently we lostall our islands in the West Indies. There- | 
fore we have a national claim against you; and we will not pay 
these spoliation claims made by you on behalf of your citizens 
until you settle our national claim; we will offset one against 
the other. 

I have not time to demonstrate this matter. But nearly every 
leading mind of this country—notably Marshall, notably Web- 
ster, notably Clay—these men and many more whom I can not 
designate for want of time, have taken the position that, as the 
Federal Government took charge of these claims to prosecute 
them against the French Republic and finally surrendered them 
as an equivalent for a release by France of her national claim to 
us, it thereby made itself responsible to the owners for these | 
claims under the clause of the Constitution, which provides 
‘*That private property can not be taken without just compen- | 
sation be made therefor.” 

Mr. TURNER. As the gentleman is giving us the history of 
those transactions I suggest to him that as a partof the truth of 
history he should state that bills to pay these claims were twice 
vetoed by Democratic Presidents. 

Mr. MANSUR. I will state that. The first time the bill was 
vetoed on the distinct ground, and that only, of inexpediency, it 
being held that if the claims ought to be paid at all, a much 
larger amount ought to be paid than Congress had appropriated. | 
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viz: $5,000,000. 

Mr. GROUT. The other time the veto was upon the ground | 
that we had not the money in the Treasury. 

Mr. MANSUR. That isso. Iwish to say that from the time | 
these claims began to be investigated by Congress down to the | 
present time there has been a vast preponderance of the great 
men of the nation in their favor. Not only that, but as early as 
1802, when Mr. Giles made the first report on this subject, the 
report was absolutely in favor of the payment of these claims; 
and five years afterward, in 1807, Mr. Marion, of South Carolina, 
made the second report and took the same ground. 

Mr. TURNER. Ido not wish to take the gentleman's limited 
time, but if it does not interfere—— 

Mr. MANSUR. You do interfere with me a little. 

Mr. TURNER. Then I will notinterrupt the gentleman. 

Mr.MANSUR. Iam sorry that I can not yield: Ido not wish 
to be discourteous. There have been fifty reports made on this 
subject; and up to six years ago—I may say up to the Fiftieth 
Congress—only twoof these reports have been adverse; and both 
of those were made hed to 1820, when the Federal Government 
for the first time published the whole of the correspondence re- 
lating to these claims. Over fifty reports have been made in all. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is due that I should state the amounts 
supposed to be involved in these claims. The Attorney-General 
in 1888, I think, the exact date is embodied in the committee’s 
report, declared that they amounted, in his judgment, to $30,- 
000,900. Since then twenty-two millions of these claims have 
been adjudicated and reported by the Court of Claims—I give 
round numbers, of course—leaving but eight millions remaining 
unadjudicated. Out of the twenty-two millions in round? num- 
bers but two and three-quarter millions have been adjudicated 
against the Governmont. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Out of the twenty-two millions? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, out of the twenty-two millions only 
about two and three-quarter millions have been adjudicated 
against the Government; and after an investigation of this sub- 
ject, extending over several years, the best result of my exam- 

nation convinces me that it will not take =-er six or seven mil- 
lions in all to settle the whole of these claims. Great men and 
statesmen, especially Webster, declared the time would come 
when the honor of this Government would coerce their payment. 
Henry Clay has said so, Jefferson, Marshall, Prentiss, Living- 
ston, Everett, and Cushing, all have said so; and if we go back 
and take the utterances of the statesmen who concluded the 
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treaty of July, 1801, there is not a man of them on either side of 
the water, connected with the settlement by treaty of these 
claims, who has not given his opinion to the same import. 

The only objection, Mr. Speaker, that I have ever heard urged 
against these claims is the allegation that they originated in 
war. Noman can study the history of these claims and assert 
that to be a fact and then proveit. If it be possible to do so 
then he proves President John Adams; he proves Timothy Pick- 
ering, his Secretarv of State; he proves President Thomas Jef- 
ferson; he proves Napoleon Bonaparte; he proves Talleyrand, 
Bonaparte’s secretary of state; he proves the French Minister 
Genet, to this country at that time; he proves Fleureur, Ro- 
derer, and Bonaparte, the three diplomats who, on behalf of the 
Freneh Government, had charge of all the negotiations that led 
to the treaty between the two nations—he proves every one of 
them to be an ignoramus and a liar, for all, each and every one, 
has left on record in his writings that there was no war between 


| the two countries. Every one has solemnly declared that no 


war existed. 
John Adams, three years b>fore his death—he was President 
at the time these transactions occurred and ought to know—left 


| on record the statement that the troubles with France drove him 


from public life, but he thanked God that he had preserved 
peace during all of those troublesome times, and added, ‘* My 
sole object was to preserve the peacs and neutrality of the coun- 
try; and that, [ thank God, I obtained, but at the loss of my fame 
and power with both sides.” 

I regret, Mr. Speaker, that I have not time to do this subject 
anything like limited justic>. If out of twenty-two millions of 
claims adjudicated, the Government has been found to owe but 
two and thre2-quarter millions: with $1,304,000 appropriat:d by 
the last Congress, a'so the further fact that the balance of the 
unadjudicated claims amount to but $8,000,000, then with asmall 


| amount appropriated each year, for it will take five or six years 


necessarily in the regular course of business of the Court of Claims 
to adjudicate the remainder, with these facts it is manifest that 
the dlaiene can never amount in any one year to any very consid- 
erable sum, and that it will take but a small appropriation each 
year to meet what is due. 

There can not be a big amount in any one year— probably not 


| in any one year a larger amount than what was paid last ‘year, 


$1,300,000. 

There are no insurance claims among those in the pending bill. 
Of the amount reported, largely over one-half, nearly two-thirds 
will be paid to parties living in Maryland and States south of it. 

Ths SPEAKER. The time allotted to the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 
* Mr. DINGLEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON |. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Sp:zaker, if there is any one subject 
in which I take very deep interest it is in the payment of these 
French spoliation claims. In my own district in West Virginia 
there are a large number of the descendants of the victims of 
these French spoliations now residing, and that fact united with 
others has caused me to give to this question considerable study. 
I do not think there is any dou»t whatever, under the treaties 
our Government made with Napoleon when he was First Consul, 
that we thereby bought ourselves clear of our liability towards 
the French Government at the expense of a large number of 
American citizens. 

Those who have studied the history of our Revolution know 
that one of the conditions of the treaty which France male with 
us in 1778, to guarantee us our independence, was the exaction of 
a stipulation thatif thereafter she should become engaged in any 
war with Great Britain, the United States was to assist her 
with all of its power in the defense of her West India colonies. 
It was found afew years after, when the French Revolution came 
on, that England and France had become entangled in a gigantic 
war, lasting for more than twenty years, and when they were at the 
height of the struggle, and the French navy was being driven 
from the high seas before the British flag, the French Govern- 
ment made the very natural demand that we should live up to 
the terms of the treaty under which we had brought to our as- 
sistance the powerful aid of France in our great Revolutionary 
struggle. 

But, on the contrary, we found that it would be more profitable 
for us to remain at peace and keep out of a war, and the conse- 
quence of our failure to aid France was that the French Govern- 
ment permitted French vesselsand French privateers to spoliate 
upon and destroy American commerce upon the high seas of the 
world. The matter went on for some five or six years, until the 
revolutionary government in France was overthrown and Napo- 
leon Bonaparte came into power as First Consul of the French 
Republic. 

In the year 1800 we negotiated a treaty with him, and by that 
treaty we entered into another agreement with the French Gov- 
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ernment that that Government should forever release us from 
our liability to defend the French West Indian colonies, and 
that our Government should assume all claims that American 
citizens had against the French Government on account of these 
spoliations of which we have been speaking. The result was 
that we bought ourselves clear of an international any at 
the expense of American citizens, and thereby pledged ourselves 
to pay claims that American citizens had, on account of these 
spoliations, against the French Government, if they had any. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PENDLETON. 
I had time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will give you a minute of my time. 
a fact which you are stating, or merely a deduction? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am stating what I consider to be a 
historical fact, when I allude to the treaty. Now, as to the 
question whether there was a state of war existing between this 
country and France or not. The liability for these claims de- 
pends upon that matter. Ali admit that if we were at peace 
with France our Government is liable. Were we at war? 

Mr. SAYERS. It has been so declared by the highest au- 
thorities. 

Mr. PENDLETON, It has been declared by the decision of 
the highest court that has passed upon that question, to wit, 
the Court of Claims, that there was no war. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
has decided that there was war. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ihave never seen thatdecision, or heard 
of such a one. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will show it to you. 

Mr. PENDLETON. It was alsodeclared by Napoleon Bona- 

te, when he was a prisoner in that desolate island in the ocean 
ar from his home, that the treaty that he made was one of 
the proudest diplomatic triumphs that he had ever achieved in 
his whole career. And why? Because, he said, while there was 
no war existing between the American Government and the 
French Government, yet that the French Government had be- 
come liable, morally, legally, and equitably, according to inter- 
national law, to American citizens for these large claims, and 
that by making this treaty and giving up what he regarded as 
practically nothing, to wit, American assistance in the defense 
of those colonies, the colonies being of little value, that the French 
Government had bought itself clear of any liability for these 
claims, and had thereby saved itself from the payment of vast 
sums of money. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will reserve the balance of my time and ask 
the other side to use a portion of theirs. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I understood I was to have a minute 


more. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will give the gentleman a minute if he will 
answer my question. 

Mr. PENDLETON - Make it two. 

Mr. SAYERS. No,I can not do that. 

Mr. PENDLETON. You must not take up my last minute in 
asking questions. Now, I desire to utter one word of appeal to 
this House on this question. 
these claimants have been knocking at the doors of Congress, 
asking for their money. These claims are not stale claims. 
Aimost immediately after the making of that treaty they came 
before Congress, and from that hour to the present the owners 
or their descendants have been demanding justice at the hands 


I would like to answer the gentleman if 


Isghat 


of the American Congress; and I say that when our Govern- | 


ment bought itself clear of the liability under which it rested in 
the manner that it did, that it is ashame, a scandal, and a dis- 
grace to American honor, to the honesty of the American Con- 
gress, and the reputation of the American people as a just debt- 
paying people that these claims should not be paid. We can 
now make no exeuse; there is none, and we have no escape from 
the cail of duty. 

Mr.SAYERS. 
if he will answer a question. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Half a minute is no time in which to ask 
and answer a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the,balance of my time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ought to have had more time. 
hour’s time would not exhaust the subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. CoBB}. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it is embarrassing to 
attempt to enter into an argument of a question of this breadth 
and magnitude, and to confine it within the limit of time al- 
lowed me in which to now address the House. I can only allude 
very briefly to some of the reasons why these claims ought not 


An 


But the Supreme Court of the United States | 


For nearly one hundred years | 


I will give the gentleman a half minute longer | 


to be paid and ought not to have any recognition by the Congress 
of the United States. 

It can scarcely be doubted by any impartial or inquiring mind 
that at the time these claims are supposed to have originated 
there was existing a state of war between France and the United 
States, and there is no better recognized principle if the law of 
nations than that a state of war such as then existed between 
the two countries utterly extinguishes any claim that might 
have theretofore subsisted on the part of the citizens of one coun- 
try against the government or citizens of the other. Ishall not 
dwell upon that. 

But aside from that there was actually no consideration for 
the promise, if any was made by the United States, for the pay- 
ment of these claims. Why, the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. PENDLETON] talks about a guaranty that the French re- 
ceived from the United States pending the Revolutionary war. 
He ought to know, and does know if he has examined the rec- 
ord, that long before the existence of the facts upon which 
these claims are based the United States, by solemn act of Con- 
gress, had abrogated any and all treaties that existed beween 
France and the United States under which these guaranties are 
supposed to have subsisted. 

So that before these facts occurred upon which these claims 
were based there was a solemn act of the Congress of the United 
States by which the treaties that had theretofore subsisted be- 
tween France and the United States had been entirely and ut- 
terly abrogated. 

Another proposition, Mr. Speaker, is that there was abso- 
lutely no agreement between the diplomats of the United States 
and of France under and by which these claims were promised 
to be paid. Now, sir, I can not go into that argument, because 
it would involve a detailed statement of the articles of agree- 
ment entered into by the representatives of these two nations at 
that time; and when you come to examine the point you will find 
that there was nothing upon which to base the assertion that 
there ever was upon the part of the United States, acting through 
any of its representatives, any recognition whatever of the ex- 
istence of this right upon the part of the citizens of the United 
States to claim indemnity from our Government. 

I made some observations on this question in the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, where these claims were defea in a Democratic Con- 
gress; and I will say, in passing, thata bill passed by Congress 
for their payment has twice been vetoed by a Democratic Presi- 
d 





ent. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Does the gentleman have any recollection 
who they were? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. President Polk was one and Presi- 
dent Pierce the other. 

But the case to which I refer is this: When these matters were 
under discussion in the Fiftieth Congress, I alluded to this con- 
ference had between the representatives of the two nations re- 
specting the differences then existing between them, and I made 
certain observations. 

I will read them, but before I do that let me allude to the sit- 
uation. There were certain claims made upon the part of both 
governments. The representatives of the United States insisted 
that these claims should be made by France. There was norec- 
ognition of the obligation on the part of the United States Gov- 
ernment ever to pay them, and the representatives of the United 
States rightfully. insisted, as I shall show directly, that they 
should be paid by France. France on her partinsisted that there 
should be a restoration of the treaty under which the guaranty 
was given of her West Indian possessions. 

That was herclaim, andeverything else was made subservient 
| to that. France knew that that treaty had been abrogated; and 
the principal claim on the part of France was that the United 
| States should guarantee her in her West India possessions. 
| That wasthe matter on which her representatives were insist- 


ing. 
» MANSUR. Were not these claims made a set-off? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. No, sir; there was not one dollar of 
these claims to be madea set-off. I said in the Fiftieth Congress, 
when this measure was under consideration: 


I hope full answer tothe gentleman's reductio ad absurdum will be developed 
in the further prosecution of this argument. 

With reference to the transactions between the ministers pending nape. 
tiations, in what, I inquire, were they mee pean It was diplomacy. If it 
Was true that py me ages expec to be, and were, at all times, 
tirely frank and thful with their antagonists; that they only advanced 
claims they knew to be well founded; that pretensions of more than doubtful 
1 were never put forwardin the diplomatic intercourse of nations; or, 
if nations, in such intercourse, never masked their true by such pre- 
tensions, then, indeed, the gentleman's reductio ad absurdum might have 
something of plausibility in it. 


I alluded there to a remark made by some gentleman on the 
other side of this Chamber. 


But is recognized as a species of contention oximating in 
its snonidien, if not in its mode of conduct, war itself 














What was the situation? Here were two governments met to adjust dif- 

ferences—call them what you will—serious in character and involving seri- 

ous consequences in their settlement. ‘They had been —— by the an- 
onisms of years past, and were gro more complicated every day. 

t was known that France would insist that the United States had, to her 

great damage, violated wantonly the treaties of 1778. Several gentlemen 
preced. me say, with great emphasis, that this claim was just. But 
whether just or not, it was certain to be advanced, and if entertained it in- 
volved large pecuniary considerations. The United States did not believe 
she had violated these treaties; she would resist steadily such insistence by 
France; not, however, by invoking in the first instance the doctrine that 
war had extinguished damage claims, for reasons that will more fully ap- 
pear hereafter. 
( Certainly, the claims now under discussiou were, to say the least, as just 
as the claim of France for violated treaties. Other claims than these were 
held by our citizens against France, being those afterwards recognized and 
paid. In this condition of affairs, what a spectacle “to make all the world 
wonder” would have been presented if the ministers of the United States 
had, with frankness hitherto unknown in the history of the diplomatic inter- 
course of nations, approached the ministers of France with the declaration, 
**You have damaged our people greatly: you have destroyed their ships, 
seized and condemned their property, but we are too candid and honest to 
demand reparation, because we ow that War has extinguished the right 
to make such demand?”’ 

Such may be the course in like cases pursued when—the millennium has 
more nearly arrived. 

But let us look a little more closely into this matter, and consider the at- 
titude of the respective parties as affected by their interests. 

The Onited States has entered into treaties with France in 1778 in terms 
nny beneficial to the latter, but burdensome and embarrassing to the 

‘ormer. 

It would be more tedious than profitable, at this time, to recount the cir- 
cumstances which led to these treaties, or the condition of affairs in this 
country which justified the concessions made in them to France to the ex- 
clusion of other powers, It is sufficient to say they were unusual in charac- 
ter and in the petrieges and advantages they conferred, and threatened to 
involve us in fo: complications. 

Notwithstanding all this, it was the desire and purpose of the Government 
ofthe United States to adhere faithfully to the’stipulations of the treaties, 
= construed, and did not relinquish this ire and until 

, by arrogant wro: oing, ee through years, rendered 
their further observance incompatible with our national honor. When, 
however, these treaties were justifiably revoked by the act of Congress, 
the thought of their restoration in their original form was not to be enter- 
tained. An accommodation was necessary to our interests, but as Ameri- 
can citizens had suffered so heavily by French spoliations, it was not onl 
proper but highly desirable to secure, in the terms of a new treaty, r - 
tion of obligation on the part of France to indemnify the sufferers from her 
arrogant and unjustifiable course. 

The fact that, under the principles of international law, all claim for such 
indemnity was extinguished, afforded in itself no justification for her wrong- 
ful acts; and, more than all, it wasfor France to invoke as her shield the 
laws of war, and not for the United States to proffer such protection. 

Until France had so sheltered herself it was the duty of the American 
Government to urge, to the extent short of solemn war, payment for the in- 
juries she had inflicted. 

On the other hand, France realized to the utmosi her advantages over 
other powers conferred by the treaties of 1778. She desired their full resto- 
ration. This was to her matter of first importance; all things else were sec- 
ondary. She was prepared to resist, a aoe Se idea that 
the treaties had been annulled; to de © right of the Congress of the 
United States to revoke them; and to refuse to any fact or circum- 
stance or even law which would weaken their bin force on the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Thus it will be seen that, when the ministers of 
France and the United States met, their interests were alike in one respect— 
to ignore the fact of the existence of war between the two countries. 

If the unpleasantness or ‘transient misunderstanding ” or hostilities be- 
tween the countries was war, then the treaties of 1778 were Sapeee question 
annulled; and this view would not suit France, because, as I have shown, 
her first ana highest interest was to have these treaties With all 
their binding obligations. It would as little suit the United States, because 
the r ition of war would com a ae the validity of many 
claims which she desired to urge t ce. If gentleman would give 
consideration to these views, and if they are not sound I have failed after 
most diligent effort to read correctly the history of the times, they would be 
less inclined to rest their arguments on the aes of the acute diplo- 
matists who assembled at Paris in the year 1800. 


That was the contention on the part of France, that we would 
recognize the binding force of the treaty of 1778 on our part; 
when that treaty was already abrogated. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this contention went on, until finally our 
representatives justly urged upon the F‘rench Government that 
she could pay these French spoliation claims, because when we 
attempt to enter negotiations of that sort we propose to insist 
upon everything we could get to benefit our people. It is a 
known ree of international law that no government is au- 
thorized to insist upon the payment of private claims to the ex- 
tent oe of producing war between those countries, unless it 
were something of unusual magnitude. 

This was not a case of that kind, because these people who 
claimed to have lost this money entered upon these transactions 
with their eyes open. They insured their goods, and by far the 
larger amount of claims are in behalf of insurance companies. 
These insurance tompanies doubled and trebled the payment of 
‘premiums on their insurances. And why did they Bo it? Be- 
cause they knew of the existence of this state of war and they 
were willing to take the risk, and the people took the risk in 
carrying on their business. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. STUMP. Iwillask the gece whether there are any 
claims of insurance companies in this bill? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If the gentleman will yield me further 
rm re: oT a 

r. . Inowyield one minute to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. . P 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Missouri |[Mr. MANSUR] insists that the question as to the 
validity of these claims was settled by the last Congress. Of 
course that Congress settled the question to their own satisfac- 
tion, but it did not settle it to the satisfaction of the American 

xeople. That body settled the question that a claim well lobbied 
y a Republican lobbyist, no matter how unjust the claim might 
be, could be got through a Republican Congress. 

It also settled that a Republican Congress without a scruple 
would trample the Constitution of our country under their feet. 
It settled that in a Republican House the minority had no rights 
which the Speaker was bound to respect. It settled—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You have followed the precedent in this 
Congress. : 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There is very little minority 
here and that little minority have been given unprecedented 
power on committees and upon the floor, more than double the 
power that was given to Democrats when the condition of party 
strength was reversed in the lorty-second and Forty-third Con- 
gresses. ; 

It settled so far as it could that the poor and lowly were to be 
trampled under the feet of the rich and powerful. 

So far as lay in the power of that Congress it settled that the 
McKinley bill, to make the rich richer and the poor poorer, 
should be adopted in this country, and become the policy of this 
Government and the law of our land. 

It also settled that if the Republican party remained in power 
such laws and laws ofa kindred nature would be the kind the 
people might expect from a Republican Congress. It settled 
that with Republicans in power the dicta of a Speaker who had 
no respect for the Constitution or parliamentary law or any 
other law could pass a bill by making the record show that a 
member was present when said member was in the State of Llli- 
nois or some other distant State. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PEN- 
DLETON |} tells us that these claims have been persistently pressed 
upon Congress for a hundred years, and that the advocates of 
this legislation admit that it has been repudiated by Democratic 
administrations, and all other administrations until it met sym- 
pathetic consciences and sympathetic hearts in this last lavish 
‘* billion-dollar” Congress. The fact that the last Congress de- 
cided in favor of these claims and that they had been repudiated 
for nearly a hundred years only illustrates the dominating char- 
acteristics of the men who controlled that body. 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to be able to say that the last Con- 
gress did settle some things very conclusively and to the fullest 
satisfaction of the entire country: 

First. That the Republican party is not fit to control legisla- 
tion. 

Second. That the Constitution and the liberties of the people 
are not safe in their hands. 

Third. That the Republican party legislates for the rieh, and 
against the poor. 

Fourth, and last. That the Republican leaders have no concep- 
tion of ths true principles of free government, and that the ver- 
dict of the ple is that the Republican party is a thing of the 

ast, and that it stands to-day distrusted, repudiated, and re- 
uked. pnghiee and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it is near the hour for the re- 
cess and I ask unanimous consent that a recess be taken now 
until 8 o’clock this evening. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 6073) to authorize the Postmaster-General to provide 
mail service, and for other purposes. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2799) 
to provide for the dedication of the statue erected to the mem- 
ory of the Marquis Marie Jean Paul Roch Yves Gilbert Motier 
de oor, a major-general in the Army of the United States; 
in which concurrence was requested. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
a of the House of Representatives to bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (S. 621) to provide for the collection, custody, and ar- 
rangement of the military records of the American Revolution 
and the war of 1812; and 

A bill (S. 2470) to amend the Articles of War, and for other pur- 
poses. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the ah itles; when the Speaker signed the sam:: 

. 3821) granting a pension to Cecilia White; 
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A bill (H. R. 5477) to pension Martha A. Beerbower; 

A bill (H. R. 5941) to build a bridge across the Tennessee 
River between a point in Whitesburg, in Madison County, and 
Morgan County, in the State of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 6752) granting a pension to Martha J. Griffith; 

A bill (HB. R. 7042) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 7117) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Merritt; 

A bill (H. R. 8398) for the relief of Susan Lomasney; and 

A bill (H. R. 8618) granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

Mr. BOATNER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 

draw from the files of the House the papers in the claim of Mrs. 


Mattie Holloran. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LIVINGSTON, after this day, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. ENLOE, for two days, on account of sickness. 

The request of Mr. SAYERS was then agreed to: and the House 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 52 minutes) took a recess until 8 
o’clock p. m.; the Speaker announcing that Mr. CUMMINGS 
would preside as Speaker pro tempore at the evening session. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock 


p. m. 
Mr. CUMMINGS as Speaker pro tempore, called the House to | 


order. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the State of the Union 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business under the special order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the roll of the members of the House be calied, and that each 
member present, as his name is reached, be allowed to call up 
one bill now on the Calendar with a favorable report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the roll be called, with the privilege to each 
member of calling up one bill on which there is no adverse re- 
port. Is there objection? 

- Mr. McKAIG. I object. 

Mr. HAYESof Iowa. Ido not want to object, but I wish tosay 
that the most satisfactory — that we have ever dealt with this 
business has been by having the Calendar called for one hour, and 
then having the names of members called for an hour, with the 
privilege to each of calling up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
KAIG] objects. 

Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection? 

Mr. FITHIAN. What is the question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated the ee to be 
upon the request of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN], 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that the 
roll be called and that each member have the privilege of call- 
ing up a bill upon which there is no adverse report. 

Mr. FITHIAN. The names to be called alphabetically? 

The CHAIRMAN. Alphabetically. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I do not object. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, is it understood that the 
bill which each member may call up is to be his own bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not the request. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Then, Mr. Chairman,I desire to enter my 
protest against the arrangement. Some men got a half adozen 
bills through here the other night. 

Mr. HAYES ofIowa. Well, isnot honest industry entitled to 
some reward? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUSEY. Mr. Chairman —— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BusEy] to object? 

Mr. BUSEY. Mr. Chairman, my objection is this: There are 
afew members in this House who, unfortunately, do not stand 
in with the ring and have not been able to get any bills reported 
favorably, or even to be heard before the committees, and this 
arrangement cuts out any bill on which there is an adverse re- 
port. I have a bill that I want to bring before this House in 


defiance of an adverse report and let the House decide upon its 
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merits. If the request can be modified so as to permit that bill 
to come in I will not object, but if the form of the request is such 
that it cuts out all bills on which thereare adverse reports, then 
I must object. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s [Mr. BusEy’s] bill be considered when called 
up by him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BRYAN] asks unanimous conseat to modify the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana so that the gentleman from filinois [Mr. 
ae may have an opportunity to present the bill indicated 

y him. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROWN. I make alike request, Mr. Chairman, for the 
gentleman from Maryland {[Mr. McKaic]. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] if it 
be so modified as to secure equal justice to the members of this 
House as their names; appear upon the roll; but it is evident to 


|every gentleman present that this is almost certainly the last 


evening on which he will have an opportunity to consider these 
pension measures, and under the proceedings here last Friday 
nightsome members called up their own bills and then parezled 
out as many as half adozen ethers to gentlemen who had no bills 
of their own, the result being that some of those near the head of 
the list had the advantage of passing half a dozen bills, while tha 
members who were so unfortunate as to have their names lower 
down on the roll had not that opportunity. I have no objection 
to the roll being called and each member present presenting a 
bill that he has introduced and having it considered, and then, 
when all the members here have had an equal opportunity, let 


gentlemen who desire to do so call up bills for friends who are 


absent. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, I do not object to the pro- 
ceeding which has been followed heretofore, but I take excep- 
tion to the mode of procedure which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. TARSNEY]} undertakes to lay down, which would 
amount to this, that 1, being so unfortunate as to have no pen- 
sion bills of my own, can not be permitted to call up the bill of 
a colleague who is sick, proposing to pension a person who is 
not aconstituent of mine. 

A MEMBER. If you have a bill introduced by yourself, you 
have a right to call it up. 

Mr. MALLORY. But, asI have just said, Iam so unfortu- 
nately situated that I have no pension bills of my own. Never- 
theless, from what I have heard in matters of this kind, I am 
interested in other bills; and I can not understand why I should 
not be allowed to call up a bill simply because I did not intro- 
duce it, although I may know and appreciate the fact thatit is 
just as deserving a bill as any presented here. 

I am free tosay thatI have no bill of my own to-night, and I 
am here simply from a sense of duty. At the same time, if it 
should — that I can aid a friend in this House by call- 
ing up a bill in my turn, I do not see why I should bs debarred 
from doing so simply because I-did not introduce the bill. In 
addition to that I will say—— 

The CHAIRMAN, This debate is proceeding by unanimout 
consent. 

Mr. MALLORY. I know it is; but lam going to object to 
any proceeding out of the regular order unless I can have the 
right to call up a bill for my colleague, who is absent because of 
ill health, which prevents him from attending these night ses- 
sions. He has in his charge a pension bill which I propose to 
call up; but I shall be unable to do so under the proceeding 
which some gentlemen seem disposed to enforce here. I pro- 
pose, therefore, to object to any bill being called up unless I can 
call up my colleague’s bill. e€ may as well go on harmoniously, 
as we did last Friday night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana state 
his request again, so that the Chair may put it to the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk be 
directed to call the roll of members in alphabetical order, and 
that each member as his name is reached be allowed to call up 
a bill upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BARTINE. Asa substitute for that, I ask, in the inter- 
est of equity, that this evening we begin at the bottom of the 
roll and go backward. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that at the last eve- 
ning session the roll was called in its entirety. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] asks unanimous consent thatthe roll 
be called in alphabet‘cal order, and that each member, as his 
name is reached, b2 permitted to call up a bill on the Calendar. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BUSEY. I object. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill on the 
Calendar. 
ANN MERCER SLAUGHTER. 
Mr. MEREDITH. I ask unanimous consent to call u 
to which, when I have stated the case, I believe there will be no 


objection. I am sure it will not take more than three minutes | 
to passit. It isa bill to pension the daughter of a Revolutionary 
officer. 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read, after which there 
will be opportunity to object. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 9433) granting a pension to Miss Ann Mercer Slaughter. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Miss Ann Mercer Slaughter, a 
daughter of Capt. Philip Slaughter, an officer in the Revolutionary war, 


upon the pension roll at #30 per month; the said Miss Ann Mercer Slaughter | 


being blind, helpless, and dependent, and over 82 years of age. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of this bill? 

Mr. CARUTH. I will not object, if I can be recognized next. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Members of the Committee of the Whole 
will agree with me, I think, that I have not often asked for the pas- 
sage of bills of this kind. I believe this is the first occasion on 
which I have ever asked to pass through this body a bill grant- 
ing a pension to anyone; and I would not do so now if this were 
not a peculiar case. This lady, Miss Slaughter, is the daughter 
of a Revolutionary officer—Capt. Philip Slaughter——. [Cries 
of ‘‘Vote!” ‘‘Vote!”] 

Mr. MEREDITH. My friends here say they will pass this 
bill without further explanation; but I desire to have the bill 
amended so as to correct a mistake, by striking out ‘‘ Miss” and 
inserting ‘‘ Mrs.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the proposed 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. McKAIG. I object. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theguestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from ao [Mr. MEREDITH]. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Chairman, on two previous 


pension nights I have asked the House to consider a bill exactly | 


similar to this—a bill granting a pension to the daughter of a 
Revolutionary soldier. On each occasion, after the House had, 
by a majority vote, assented to the propriety of the bill, it be- 
came necessary to withdraw it because the point of no quorum 
wasmade. Ifitcan be understood that should this bill gothrough, 
the bill which I have in charge, a bill exactly similar in char- 
acter to this,shall be treated in the same way as this bill, I have 
no objection. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I have the floor and have not yielded as 
yet. If my friend will permit me, I wish to state that this lady 
is over 82 yearsof age. She is blind, utterly helpless and depen- 
dent. Sheis as poor as Lazarus. She is the daughter of one of 
the most gallant officers of the Revolution, Capt. Philip Slaugh- 
ter, who raised the first company in the Revolutionary war in 
Virginia, and went from Culpeper before Lord Dunmore had 
deserted Williamsburg and gone on board his vessels. The lady 
is absolutely in need. I understand there are only three child- 
ren of Revolutionary soldiersliving. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be taken on the 
amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The question recurred on laying aside the bill to be reported 
to the House with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I[ call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 2. 

Mr. MOSES. I will not make the point of no quorum now: 
but the understanding is that it will take a quorum to pass this 
bill in the House. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and the bill is laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. BuSEY] withdraws his demand for the 
regular order, and his objection to the request made by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, that the roll be called in consecutive order, 
and that members have the privilege of calling up bills as their 
names are reached on the call. Is there further objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But that is too late, Mr. Chairman. 
The Chair announced that there was no objection. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I wish to state that the first 
bill on the Calendar is a bill to pension the daughter of a Revo- 
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lutionary soldier. As soon as this bill is disposed of I will make 
no further objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania insists 
upon the regular order, and the Clerk will report the first bill 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I want to give notice to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that he can not ass his bill to-night if he insists 
on making this objection. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Let me state this to the gen- 
tleman, and he will understand my position. The first bill on 
the Calendar is similar to the one just passed 

Mr. BROWN. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. BROWN. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania did not interpose objection to the request for 
unanimous consent until after the Chair had announced the re- 
sult,‘and therefore the objection comes too late. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is correct. 

Mr. BROWN. Therefore the order of the House is that the 
names of members be called in alphabetical order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 

oint of order that the gentleman from Pennsylvania rose too 
at2, or after the announcement was made by the Chair. That 
statement the Chair takes to be correct. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. I wantto state asa matter of fact, 
Mr. Chairman, that I was standing all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentlemanrise for the purpose of 
making objection? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I was waiting for that purpose. 
But let me make this statement: The bill just passed, to which 
I made no objection, was passed with the understanding that my 
bill should be treated in the same way. It is exactly similar to 
that bill, and I wish to call it up for consideration. I do not 
want, though, to impede the business of the House, but I want 
that bill treated just as this last one was. I am perfectly will- 
ing, therefore, to let the bill gofor the present and take my turn 
when the roll is called. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no further objection, 
and will cause the roll to be called. . 


MARGARET HYATT. 
Mr. AMERMAN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 





| 4875) granting a-pension to Margaret Hyatt. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Margaret Hyatt served as female nurse at Carver United States 
Hospital, Washington, D. C., from April 5, 1864, to March 1, 1865, as shown by 
the records of the Surgeon-General’s Office; and 

Whereas having served in the same capacity at the Navy-Yard Hospital, 
Annapolis, Md., during 1861 and 1862: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Americain Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be. and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place onthe pension roll the name of 
Margaret Hyatt, at the rate of #30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. KRIBBs) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4875) granting a pension to Margaret Hyatt, having had the same under con- 
sideration, submit the following report: 

The claimant was an army nurse during the late war. The records of the 
War po, gt ee wo show that Margaret Hyatt was attached to Carver General 
Hospital, Was nm, D. C., April 5, 1864, as a nurse, and was discharged 
March 24, 1895. e claimant her affidavit sets forth that in addition to 
the above service she served without pay as a nurse during 1862 and 1863 in 
the Navy Yard Hospital at Annapolis, and that she is in destitute circum- 
stances and is without means of support other than her own labor and the 
assistance of friends. 

Mrs. Mary A. McKee, of Trenton, N. J., writes as follows: 

“Having served as chief of female nurses at Carver General Hospital from 
October 19, 1863, to June 30, 1865, I bear cheerful testimony to the capacity, 
ability, and fidelity of Margaret Hyatt.” 

Mr. J. B. G. Kinsloe, an editor of a paper at Lock Haven, Pa., writes: 

“Tecan bear cheerful testimony to the tender care, aga, and ability of 
Margaret Hyatt as a nurse at Carver General Hospital, Washington, D. C., 
during the illness of my brother (now deceased). I not only heard words of 
gratitude and blessing from the sick and dying, but witnessed her great con- 
cern for patients in her ward.” 

It has also been stated to your committee, in writing, that the claimant 
organized a relief —. with the aid of Washi m friends, for the relief 
and comfort of Confederate mers confined in the Old Capitol prison 
during the war, and out of her own means contributed to their comfort. 
Among other testimony to her worthiness is an affidavit of James P. Stough- 
ton, who testifies that he has lived near the claimant for seven years, and 
that to the best of his knowledge and belief she owns no property and is de- 
pendent upon friends and her own labor for support. 

Thecommittee recommend that all that part of the bill following the title 
and preceding the enacting clause be stricken out, and that the word 
‘thirty,’ in line 5, be stricken out, and the word “‘ twelve” inserted in lieu 
thereof; so that the bill will read, ‘‘at the rate of $12 per month,” and that so 
amended the bill do pass. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY COZAD. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
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the present consideration of the bill (S. 3296) for the relief of 
Henry Cozad. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he 1s hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the rolls of the field and staff of the Eighty- 
third ilinois Volunteers the name of Henry Cozad, as principal musician, 
and recognize his service in said organization from the 12th day of August, 
1862, when enlisted, to the 10th day of March, 1868, when mustered out and 
honorably discharged by reason of General Order No. 126, of the War Depart- 
ment, and grant him a discharge to date from the 10th day of March, 1853. 


Mr. SIMPSON. I would like to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. WHEELER of Alabama) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to Whom was referred the bill (S. 3295) 
entitled “A bill for the relief of Henry Cozad,"”’ have had the same under con- 
sideration and report it back favorably, amended so as to read as follows: 
“A pill for the relief of Henry Cozad. 


‘Be it enacted by the Senateand Houseof Representatives of the United States of 
Americain Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the rolls of the field and staff of the 
Eighty-third Nlinois Volunteers the name of Henry Cozad as principal mu- 
sician, and recognize his service in said organization from the 12th day of 
August, 1862, when enlisted, to the 10th day of March, 1863, when mustered 
out and honorably discharged by reason of General Order No, 126 of the War 
Department, and grant him a discharge to date from the 10th day of March, 
1863.”° 

The evidence adduced shows that Cozad enlisted at Monmouth, Ill., Au- 

ust 12, 1882, as a musician in Company H, Eighty-third Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, but being absent on furlough on the day his company was mus- 
tered into service he was sworn in by the colonel of the regiment on the 19th 
of August with some other comrades, at which time he was promoted to 
principal musician, commonly called ‘ drum-major,”’ and he served as such 
until March 10, 1863, when he was discharged because the office he filled was 
abolished by the War Department. He was not paid for his services be- 
cause he had not been taken up and borne on the rolls, his captain not plac- 
ing him on the roll because he was serving as noncommissioned officer of 
the field and staff and the adjutant neglected to place him on the field and 
staff roll. His order of discharge by the adjutant was accidentallydestroyed 
by a tire. The records recognize Cozad in an order, issued or applied for, 
for transportation to procure drums for his corps. Comrades also testify 
to his service. The bill is amended because the office of “ drum-major’’ was 
not recognized as his official designation. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM RUSSELL. 


Mr. BARTINE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3122) to pension William Russell for 
services in the Oregon Indian wars. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to*place on the pension rolls of the Government the name of Wiil- 
liam Russell, of Capt. Samuel Gordon's Company H, Oregon Volunteers, and 
thereafter also in Capt. Edward Sheffield’s Company A, of said volunteers, 
for meritorious service, and for wounds received in August, 1856, by hostile 
Indians in Oregon, then a Territory, and allow him a pension at the rate of 
$25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3122) grant- 
ing a pension to William Russell, have considered the same and respectfully 
report as follows: 

Phe following report from the office of the Third Auditor, United States 
Treasury, shows the service rendered by the soldier: 

“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, % 
“OFFICE OF THE THIRD AUDITOR, 
“Washington, D. C., January 27, 1892. 

« Syr: In reply to your letter of the 22d instant, which is herewith returned, 
you are informed that William Russell served as private in Capt. Samuel 
Gordon's Company H, Second Regiment Oregon Volunteers, from Novem- 
ber 25, 1855, until February 16, 1856, and in Capt. Edward Sheffield's Com- 
pany A of the same regiment, from February 18 until May 10, 1856. 


* Respectfully, yours, 
“A.D. SHAW, 
* Acting Audilor. 





“FRANK P. ELLIOTT, Esq., 

** Olerk Committee on Pensions, House of Representatives.” 

The claimant states, under oath, that in an engagement with the Indians 
at Myrtie Creek, Oregon, he received gunshot wounds of the right arm, right 
breast, and left arm, and that by reason of said wounds he is incapacitated 
from earning a support three-fourths of his time, and that he is dependent 
upoa his labor for a livelihood. The claimant resides at Rock Point, Jack- 
son County, Oregon. He is identified by the testimony of James Wright and 
Newton Yokum, citizens of Grants Pass, Oregon, and hisstatements relative 
to wounds and dependence are borne out by the testimony of Christopher C. 
McClendon, who has known him for thirty-seven years, 

Your committee regard the bill as a meritorious one, and its passage is 
recommended, with an amendment fixing the rate of pension at €12 per 
month. 

The amendmentrecommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM H. HOLLOWAY. 

_Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, Iaskfor the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9437) for the removal of the charge 
of desertion against William H. Holloway. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Le it enacted, e(c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 

ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against Wil- 


— = Seen late of Company H, First Alabama Volunteers, in the war 
with Mexico. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. PATTON) was read, as follows: 
The Committee op Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
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9437) for the removal of the oa of desertion against William H. Holloway, 
have had the same under consideration, and report the said bill back to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. Holloway is a veteran of the war with Mexico. He served as a cor- 
— in Company H, First Alabama Infantry Volunteers; was enrolled at 

obile, June 17, 1846, and served faithfully until October 31, 1846. He con- 
tracted chronic diarrhea and soon after measles, and on that account was 
furloughed home. He returned to his home in Pike County, Ala., where he 
was bedridden by illness for months, and before his recovery his regiment 
was disbanded and his term of enlistment had expired. Seppceting the 
soldier’s application for relief are the following documents, filed herewith 
as exhibits and made part of this report: 

Affidavit of the soldier, dated January 30, 1892, together with testimonial of 
soldier's credibility, etc., by Rev. J. M. Franklin, of Sabine Parish, La., and 
John J. Byles, deputy United States surveyor, district of Louisiana; affidavit 
of Dr. Henry Farrier, the physician who attended the soldier in his illness 
aforesaid. 

The certificate of Hon. N.C. BLANCHARD, M.C., of the district in Louisiana 
where the soldier now lives, relative to the standing and character of the 
soldier and his witnesses, Rev. J. M. Franklin and John J. Byles. 

Letter of Thomas S. Hopkins, attorney for the soldier. 

Report by the War Department in the case of William H. Holloway. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment 
which I wish to have adopted. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “‘ Mexico,’’ add the words “and issne to him an 
honorable discharge.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

LUCIUS L. DYER: 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 5049) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Lucius L. Dyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed toremove the charge of desertion against Lucius L. Dyer, 


late second lieutenant in Company C, Fourteenth Connecticut Volunteers, 
and issue to him an honorable discharge from the Army of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. BOWERS) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5049) to remove the charge of desertion against Lucius L. Dyer, 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

The said Lucius L. Dyer was enrolled August 7, 1862, in Company A, Four- 
teenth Connecticut Volunteers, to serve three years. He was mustered in as 
second lieutenant Company C. same re ent, February 4, 1863, and served 
until June, 1863, when he was taken sick and placed in hospital. From the 
record furnished the committee by the War Department, it appears that the 
said officer was in hospital from May 1863, to June, 1863, when he was for- 
loughed for twenty days. 

The evidence shows that Lieut. Dyer remained sick and unfit for duty un- 
til 1865, the post surgeon at Fort Trumbull, Conn., certifying to the fact that 
he reported regularly his whereabouts and the physicians forwarded regu- 
larly the certificates of his sickness and unfitness for duty. 

It appears that the officer had done all in his power to keep himself in stand- 
ing, but was cited to —— beforea military commissionin Washington; that 
he did appear; that all certificates from the post surgeous at Fort Trumbull 
setting forth the facts in his case were then produced, but that this defense 
was not considered satisfactory to the board, and that he was dismissed the 
service to date January 11, 1864, by Special Order No. 66. 

The committee believe that the officer was hardly dealt with; that he was 
unfit for duty during this time; that he complied with the regulations in 
— his case and certificates of his sickness, and that he should be re- 
lieved. 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by adding 
the following words: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall 
become due or payable by reason of the passage of this act;"’ and as so 
amended that the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. PHEBE SIGLER. 
Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Phebe Sigler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Phebe Sigler, 


widow of Isaac M. Sigler, late of Company E, First Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteers, old war, at the rate of 8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7729) 
gran a pension to Mrs. ebe Sigler, have considered the same and 
respectfully re as follows: 

The claimant’s late husband, Isaac M. Sigler, was elected first corporal of 
Capt. arr company, First Indiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, in 
June, 1846. 

Said company had been re to and accepted by the governor for serv- 
ice in said war and were under marching orders to New Albany as the place 
of rendezvous; before leaving Greencastle, the county seat of Putnam 
County, Ind., where the soldier resided, the company were engaged in drili- 
ing and while so engaged the soldier was wounded in the left arm by an 
accidental shot from the of a private of said company by the name of 
Hotsappillar, and the soldier was so much disabled by said wound that the 
officers refused to take him with them. 

At the first session of the Thirty-third Congress Mr. Sigler was, by spe- 
cial act, granted a pension at $8 per month on account of wound, and he 
ae on the pension roll at said rate until he died, on or about April 9, 


The soldier's widow (the claimant) has resided in Pottawattamie County, 
Iowa, for the past thirty years; she is now over 70 years of age, and has no 
meansof supportother t therevenue from a small farm of about 50acres, 
be ay = ted mortgaged. The factsarereliably shown by the papers filed 
with the bill. 
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After due consideration, your committee believe that as an act of justice 
the soldier’s pension should be continued to his widow, and the bill is there- 
fore returned with afavorable recommendation. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. TAYLOR. 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (A. R. 6024) for the relief of 
illiam H. Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $24 per 

onth, the name of William H. Taylor, a crippled and dependent son of 

riah Taylor, deceased, late a member of Company A, Forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, during the late civil war, and who died 
from disease contracted in said war while in line of duty soon after the close 
of the war in 1865. : 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
) for the relief of William H. Taylor, have had the same under consider- 
tion, and now submit the following report: 

The claimant is a crippled and dependent son of Uriah Taylor, deceased, 
late of Company A, Forty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. In regard 
to the death of the soldier, Joel Vandveer testifies that he treated Uriah Tay- 
lor, and that he died of general debility contracted in the service. He died 
on October 14, 1868. The mother of claimant also died in 1877. John Knight 
testifies that he was well acquainted with the soldier from the time he came 
home from the war until his death, and that all that time he was unable 
to do manual labor, etc., from cause of general debility. William H. Stroud 
and Samuel Trusty testified that they were well uainted with the soldier 
from the time he came home from theservice until he died from disease con- 
tracted in said service, and that he was Se to do manual labor 
during any period of the time between his discharge and death there. 

Several other affidavits substantially to the effect that the soldier died 
from disease or general debility contracted in the service. 

It is proved by the affidavits of several persons that the claimant has been 
a cripple all his life and unable to earn a living by manual labor, and that 
he was dependent on his father for a living. ‘wo hundred and ninety citi- 
zens of Clarke County, Ind., aver the facts above set forth in a petition ask- 
ing the passage of the bill under consideration. 

Phe committee recommend that the bill be amended, in line 5, by strik- 
ing out the words ‘‘twenty-four’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve,” and when so amended we recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN MALLOY. 


Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Speaker,I ask consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8906) to increase the pension of 
John Malloy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 

eis hereby, authorized and directed to increase the pension of John Mal- 
oy, late a seaman on the sloop of war Preble, in the war with Mexico, from 
$8 to $20 per month. 


Mr. BAILEY. Iask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8907) 
granting an increase of pension to John Malloy, have considered the same, 
and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Amend by inserting the word “fifteen” in the place of “twenty” in line 
6 of the bill. 

John Malloy was an ordinary seaman on the sloop of war Preble, United 
States Navy, enlisting about August 15, 1846, and served until January 1», 
1850, when he was discharged. Heis now 71 years old, and in needy circum- 
stances, and his disabilities are increased by reason of his advanced age, so 
that he is practically helpless. He is the sole surviving member of the crew 
of the Preble, which vessel forced Japan to open her ports to the commerce 
of the United States in 1849. 

The bill as amended gives him #15 a month in lieu of the small pension he 
is now receiving. The sum is little enough to supply him in age, pov- 
erty, and helplessness with the most ordinary comforts. The physician’s 
affidavit submitted to this committee shows that Malloy is in an almost 
helpless condition, his hands being partially lyzed and drawn out of 
Tare. The Hon, G. H. BRICKNER testifies to his personal knowledge of the 

ability of Malloy, and in view of the facts as above set forth the commit- 
tee do not think it excessive liberality to concede him this sum during the 
remainder of his life. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Why should the amendment be adopted 
if the man is in that condition? Why should he not have $20 a 
month for the few years he will last? 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laidaside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS T. PRATHER, 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 
6233) granting a pension to Thomas T. Prather. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
f the sion laws, the name of Thomas T. Prather, late a private of Com- 

, Second Regiment Kansas Volunteer Militia, who ie in the line of 

uty was wounded, on or about the 22d day of October, 1864, and while acting 
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ae the authority of the officers of the United States, at the rate of $25 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. PEARSON) is as follows: 


Your committee have considgred the bill (H. R. 6233) granting a pension 
to Thomas T. Prather for wounds received in line of duty while serving in 
the Kansas militia, and submit the following report: 

It is shown by the records of the adjutant-general’s office, State of Kan- 
sas, that Thomas T. Prather served in Company F, Second Kansas Militia, 
from July 10, 1864; ordered into active service of the United States by proc- 
lamation of Governor Carney, October 8, 1864, upon request of Maj. Gen. S. 
R. Curtis, commanding the department: that he was wounded and taken 
prisoner at the battle of Big Blue, Missouri, on October 22, 1864. 

A. J. Huntoon, of Topeka, Kans., testifies in an affidavit executed January 
18, 1876, that he was captain Company A, Second Kansas Militia, and that 
Thomas T. Pratherwas wounded in the shoulder by a revolver ball at the 
battle of Big Blue, October 22, 1864, and that he was then and there taken 
prisoner, as was also the affiant. That afflant saw the said Prather on the 
evening of that day and saw the ball removed by the surgeon of the rebel 
army. 

The petitioner was examined March 21, 1876, by an examining surgeon of 
the Pension Bureau, who described his wound as follows: 

“Gunshot entering on outside of right arm a little above the middle, pass- 
ing upwards, and coming out just in front of the head of the humerus, caus- 
ing weakness, lameness, and pain.” 

In view of the fact that the petitioner was practically, if not technically 
in the service of the United States, and was actually wounded in action by 
the rt. your committee recommend that the bill do pass, after being 
amended by striking out all of the bill after the word “ militia”’ in line 7 and 
substituting therefor the words “and pay hima pension proportionate to 
_ ee of his disability from gunshot wound of the right arm and 
shoulder.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


AMBROSE B. CARLTON. 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (5S. 
1878) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rollthe name of Ambrose B. 
Carlton, late a corporal in Company F, Second Regiment of Indiana Volun 
teers in the Mexican war, and pay him a pension of 850 per month, in lieu of 
the pension of $0 per month he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1878) gcrant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ambrose B. Carlton, have considered the same 
and report: 

Said bill is povemepeies by Senate Report No. 186, this session, and the 
same, setting forth the facts, is adopted by your committee as their report, 
and the bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 





[Senate Report No. 186, Fifty-second Congress, first sessson. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1878) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ambrose B. Carlton, have examined the same 
and report: 

The said Carlton was a corporal in Company F in the Second Regiment of 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, in the war with Mexico. He pecees in 
the battle of Buena Vista, from the beginning to the end of the fight, and 
slept, on the night after the close of the engagement, in the pass of Angos- 
tura, on the line of the American advance toward the City of Mexico. 

The petitioner is now drawing a pension of $30 per month, which was al- 
lowed him under a ial act of Congress, approved February 28, 1891. 
Since the passage of the act, which was procur = reason of the partial 
blindness with which he was at that time afflicted, his right eye has become 
totally blind, and the other eye has gradually deteriorated so that he is un- 
able to read or write or to pursue his business vocation, or even to recognize 
his friends when he meets them. 

This statement by the petitioner as to the condition of hiseyes is _— ver- 
ified by the affidavit of the Hon. D. W. Vooraesgs, Senator from Indiana, 
which is filed herein, and also the sworn certificate of Dr. Swan M. Burnett, 
a skilled occulist, who states in his certificate of December 25, 1891, that “the 
vision of the petitioner is gradually and steadily deteriorating until now the 
vision in the right eye is entirely gone, and in the left eye it is barely suffi- 
cient to enable him to get around. The disease ischronic glaucoma in both 
eyes. The history of such cases is, unfortunately, that they grow worse and 
worse. Inashort time, I think, the petitioner will not be able to go out at 
all unattended.” 

The petitioner is far advanced in years and, as appears from the proof, has 
no property, having spent his earnings in rearing and educating a large 
family, nearly all of whom, with his wife, are still dependent upon him for 
support. This case a oaches very nearly, as far as the petitioner is con- 
cerned, the condition of total disability, and as there are many precedents 
for the allowance of increased pensions in such cases, we are of the opinion 
that the relief provided for in the bill is just and necessary. 

Your committee therefore recommend its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS COOPER. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, [ask for oe aan considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 323) granting a pension to Thomas Cooper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Cooper, 


Mr. BAILEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 323) 
granting a pension to Thomas Cooper, having had the same under consider- 
ation, submit the following report: 

; an the facts in this case are embraced in the Senate report, which is as 
OlLOWS: 
“It appears from the evidence that in May, 1861, Thomas Cooper was a 
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messenger in the office of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury. The 
superintendent at the time was Gen. William B. Franklin, of Hartford, 
Conn., from whose statement the facts of this case are derived. 

“On the i4th of May, 1861, Gen. Franklin was appointed colonel of the 
Twelfth United States Infantry, and in July wenton the Bull Run campaign. 
Before going into the field he saw Cooper, the messenger aforesaid, and the 
said Cooper agreed to accompany him as a servant, and agreed to enlist asa 
soldier. Gen. Franklin states that Cooper went with him upon said cam- 
paign with the intention of enlisting; that he would not have taken him 
with him had he not consented to enlist, and that the enlistment would have 
been an accomplished fact had the general carried with him enlistment pa- 





rs. 

‘Gen. Franklin and said Cooper were both in the battleof Bull Run. Cooper 
was captured on the field and was retained as a prisoner of war by the enemy 
untii July, 1862, when he was exchanged as a prisoner of war, having been in 
prison for one year, when he returned to Washington. 

“The claimant is now an old man 73 years old, in failing health, and with 
no means of living, with a family to support. 

‘Your committee is of opinion that though this man was never enlisted, 
yet by his capture, imprisonment, and exchange he really performed military 
service in the war of the rebellion.” 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended as follows: Strike out 
the letter ‘‘s”’ in the word “laws,” and insert after the word “law” as 
amended the words “of June 27, 1890;"’ so that it will read ‘‘subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension law of June 27, 1890,’ and when so 
amended recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended, was ordered to be laid aside to bs re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ESTHER J. BOONE. 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration the 
bill (S. 1033} granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Esther 
J. Boone, of Lincoln, Nebr., who, by exposure and overexertion, lost her 
hearing while serving as a hospital nurse and sanitary agent from 1862 till 
the close of the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Commitiee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 1033) passed 
by the Senate April 21, 1892, granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone, an 
army nurse, and submit the following report, which is in the main identical 
with the Senate report: 

The records of the War Department show that claimant was a nurse in the 
general hospital at Keokuk, Iowa, from June 13, 1862, to December 31, 1864. 
Under date of July 9, 1887, M. K. Taylor, surgeon, United States Army, re- 
tired, certifies that Mrs. E.J. Boone was regularly appointed a matron or 
nurse in the general hospital at Keokuk, Iowa, under the charge of affiant; 
that her length of service and the capacity in which she served can be ascer- 
tained by the pay rolls of the medical purveyor then stationed at St. Louis, 
who paid the civilian employés of the go 

In certificate filed August 2, 1887, J. D. Miller, late assistant surgeon of the 
Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, certifies that claimant was en- 
gaged as a hospita! nurse from March 1, 1862, till the hospitals were broken 
up in 1865; that to the knowledge of afflant the said claimant was actively 
engaged all the time in caring for the sick and wounded and forwarding 
su 116s. 

in affidavit filed August 2, 1887, H. T. Cleaver, late assistant surgeon Unitei 
States Army, certifies that claimant served in the capacity of matron in the 
Estes House, or Fifth Street Hospital, at Keokuk, Iowa, in the employ of the 
United States, from the spring of 1862 till the close of the said hospital in 
J uly. 1865, during which time afflant was acting assistant surgeon in charge 
of the hospital. 

pension claimed on account of deafness contracted while employed as 
hospital nurse at Keokuk, Iowa, in the service of the United States during the 
war of the rebellion. 

in affidavit filed January 18, 1889, Dr. W. F. Peck, of Davenport, Iowa, testi- 
fies that he is well acquainted with claimant, who was formerly a nurse in 
the lowa Soldiers’ Orphans’ Home, at Davenport, Iowa, and that she was 
compelled to give up her position in said home on account of imperfect 
hearing caused by inflammation of the throat, contracted while a nurse in 
hospitals during the war of the rebellion. 

In a certificate filed January 18, 1889, Dr. H. B_ Lowry, president of the 
board of United States examining surgeons at Lincoln, Nebr.. states that 
claimant is totally deaf in her left ear and almost totally deaf in her right 
ear; that she can not hear a watch in contact with either ear. 

The evidence shows that claimant rendered valuable service to the Govern- 
ment as a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion, and that she con- 
tracted deafness incident to said service. It is also shown that she is inca- 
pacitated for certain kinds of employment by reason of the said deafness. 

it is also shown thatthis petitioner is without means and that she is a de- 
pendent on relatives for support. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


JOHN A. DEAN. 


Mr. BULLOCK. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration 
the bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John A. Dean. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Dean, a pri- 
vate in Capt. Ledwith’s company, Florida Mounted Militia, of the Seminole 
Indian wars of Florida, during the years A. D. 1839 and 1840, and in the later 
Indian wars in that State. 


The report by (Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2606) grant- 
ing a pension to John A. Dean, have considered the same, and report: 
e facts being fully stated in Senate Report No. 509, which acco: 


the bill, your committee adopt the same as their report and return bill 


with a favorable recommendation. 
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[Senate Report No. 509, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2606) grant- 
ing a pension to John A. Dean, of Island Grove, Fla., have examined the 
same, and report: 

The said John A. Dean enlisted as a private in Capt. Ledwith'’s company 
of Florida Mounted Volunteers, engaged in the service of the United States 
in the war against the hostile Indians of Florida in 1840 and 1841. The evi- 
dence shows that he enlisted on the 2ist of August, 1840, and that he served 
until the 23d of March, 1841, at which time he was honorably discharged from 
said service. 

The claimant filed peptionien for a pension on account of rheumatism and 
deafness incurred while in the service on account of exposure therein in the 
Pension Bureau, but the same was rejected on account of failure of proof of 
incurrence of the injury while in the military service, and there is no gen. 
eral provision of law under which he might be granted relief on account of 
military service alone. We think, however, that the volunteers who ren- 
dered service in the Florida Indian wars ought to be recognized by the Gov- 
ernment in the same way as those who served in the war with Mexico or in 
the late war. z 

This claimant was in active service seven months, was honorably dis- 
charged, and he is now 76 years old, in very needy circumstances, suffering 
both from rheumatism and deafness, almost wholly disabled from perform- 
ing any kind of labor. 

Your committee think the claim in the case is just and meritorious, and 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 
DELZELL R. BRADFORD. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 6737) granting a pension to Delzell R. 
Bradford, Twenty-fourth Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws the name of Delzell R. Bradford, 
late a private in the Twenty-fourth Regiment of Michigan Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions; to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6737) peas a@ pension to Delzeil R. Bradford, have had the same under 
consideration, and submit the following report: 

As shown by the records of the Adjutant-General’s Office, the soldier en- 

isted March 27, 1835, as a private, unassigned, in the Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment “pen ne Volunteers, and was honorably discharged June 21, 1865. 
He filed application for pension September 3, 1890, under the act of June 27, 
1890, alleging piles and general debility. The claim was rejected August 6, 
1891, on the ground that the claimant was not in the United States service 
ninety days, therefore not entitled to pension under the provisions of said 
act. 

The claimant alleges that the records of the Adjutant-General’s Office are 
in error in giving the date of his enlistment as March 27, 1865, and that the 
date should be corrected to read March 17, 1865. In proof thereof he files a 
certificate from the adjutant-general of Michigan, as follows: 


“ MILITARY DEPARTMENT MICHIGAN, 
“ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Lansing, October 20. 1891. 


“I certify that it appears from official records on file in this office that 

rivate Delzell R. B ford, company unassigned, Twenty-fourth iment 

ichigan Infantry, enlisted on the 17th day of March, 1865, at Grand Rapids, 
Mich., and was duly musterea into the service of the United States for the 
term of one year. Mustered out at Detroit, June 21, 1865. 

“J. S. FARRAR, 
“Adjutant-General of Michigan. 
“G. W. ROBERTSON, 
‘Assistant Adjutant-General.” 


In an affidavit dated November 25, 1891, the claimant testifies that he en- 
listed on the 17th day of March, 1865, and knows this because he remembers 
that it was on St. Patrick’s day that he enlisted at Grand Rapids, Mich.. 
On the next day, the 18th day of March, he went to Jackson, Mich.; from 
there was sent to Camp Butier, near Springfield, [ll., where-he was taken 
sick with typhoid urmonia, and was given asick leave. When he got able 
he was discha at Detroit, June 21, 1865 

Charles Hotchkins testifies as follows: 

“T was welland personally acqainted with Delzell R. Bradford prior to his 
enlistment into the Army. I remember very distinctly the fact of said Brad- 
forda’s enlistment into the Army. I also remember very well that on St. 
Patrick's day, March 17, 1865, he was, with myself and other friends, here in 
the city (Grand Rapids) and at that time he had on the uniform of a soldier. 
He then informed me that he had enlisted into the United States Army, and 
I have every reason to believe that his claims were true from the fact that 
he had on the uniform. I know that that was on March 17, 1865, because of 
its being St. Patrick’s day. I subsequently learned that he had been as- 
signed to the Twenty-fourth Regiment Infantry.” 

aa e M. Buck, circuit judge, Kalamazoo, Mich., says, after examining 
the evidence: 

‘*‘It seems to me that the proof is ample to show that the record at Wash- 
ington is wrong, and the record at Lansing is right, inasmuch as the two 
would seem to be of equal force and value, andthe proof outside these rec- 
ords sustains the one at Lansing and contradicts the one at Washington.” 

Owing to the itinerant life he has lived since he was discharged, he admits 
that it is impossible for him to prove by comrades and physicians incurrence 
of disabilities in the service and continuation of the same to the present 
time. 

George S. Wood and Nellie B. Wood testify that they are well acquainted 
with the claimant, that he is in poor health, and that he is suffering with 
1 and heart trouble and rheumatism and piles. They know him to be 
unable to perform manual labor, and that he is destitute of means, and is 
——_ on others who are not eo bound for his support. 

eorge W. Hamilton and E. V. Hamilton tes that they are well ac- 
quaintec with the claimant and know that he is in destitute circumstances, 
and is now dependent upon the charity of others not bound for his support; 
that he is unable to do any kind of manual labor whatever. 

Cyrus Bussey, Assistant Secretary of the Interior, in affirming the deci- 
sion of rejection of the claim, says: 

“This ent is gove by the records of the War Department, 
and the cl. can not be admitted unless the records of said Department 
can be amended to correspond with the date claimed by claimant as the 
true date of his enlistment.” 
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The inability of the claimant to earn his living by manual labor by reason 
of physical disabilities having been fully and satisfactorify proved, the only 
question to be determined by the committee is as to the date of the soldier's 
enlistment. 

After amending the bill in line 5 by striking out of the word ‘‘laws” the 
letter ‘‘s,’’ and inserting thereafter the words “ of June 27, 1890,"" your com- 
mittee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the 


recommendation thatit do pass. 
ORIN R. M’DANIEL. 


Mr. BUSEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up the bill (S. 
111) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is not on the Calendar. 

Mr. BUSEY. Itisa bill (S.111)for the relief of Orin R. Mc- 
Daniel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Orin R. McDaniel, late an enrolled 
soldier of Company H, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, upon the 
records of said ee as enrolled December 26, 1863, and discharged Feb- 
ruary 14, 1864, for disability, and grant him an honorable discharge accord- 
ingly, as of date February 14, 1864, for disability. 

Mr. HULL. Let the report be read. 

The Senate report was read, as follows: 


The Committee or Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 111) 
for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel, has duly considered the same and submit 
the following report: 

In the Fifty-first Congress, first session, a precisely similar bill (S. 1518) 
was favorably reported by your committee by Senate — 554, and passed 
by the Senate, but no final or adverse action had in the House. 

For the facts and records in this case reference is made to said report, 
which has been reéxamined and found correct, and therefore this bill is re- 
ported back to the Senate and its passage recommended. 

Mr. HULL. That is the Senate report. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Hasthe gentleman from Illinois the Hous: 
report on this bill? 

r. BUSEY. I have not got the House report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to hear the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. HULL. Let the House report be read. 

Mr. BUSEY. Let the Clerk read the other report, as that 
will explain the situation. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. The House report is adverse. 

Mr. BUSEY. The House committee made a report without 
investigation, I am satisfied. It does not cost the Government 
anything. This is simply a tribute to a worthy soldier. He is 
already on the pension roll by act of Congress of February 29, 
1885, and this simply puts him on the rolls, where he deserves 
to be, as anyone can see by reading the report. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question for information. 

Mr. BUSEY. Certainly. . 

Mr. EVERETT. If this man is already on the pension roll, 
what do you seek to do by this bill? 

Mr. BUSEY. Tocorrect His record. He was in the service 
two years, got an honorable discharge, reénlisted, and went into 
camp and served seven weeks there. Before the United States 
mustering officer got there he was sent back for some recruits, 
and while there he took sick, and wasin bed fortwo years. The 
physician who waited upon him gave an affidavit that he was 
not able to go back to get mustered in. He isan elegant gentle- 
man and deserves all that the Government can give him. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I just simply wish to ask this 
further question: Why is it that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions refused to favorably report this case? 

Mr. MARTIN. Wecould not report the case because it was 
not before our committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, the Committes on Invalid 
Pensions never had that case before it. It was reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EVERETT. I merely asked for information. 

Mr. BUSEY. The Committee on Military Affairs did not un- 
derstand the case. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose te make any 
speech _— the bill, but it ought to be amended by placing 
the usual amendment on it. I want to say for the benefit of the 
House that the Committee on Military Affairs did report ad- 
versely on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. What amendment does the gentleman 

ropose? 

Mr. HOLL. I move to amend by adding to the bill: 
— That no pay or emolument shall becomes due by virtue of this 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided that no pay or emolument shall become due by virtue of this act. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 


Mr. BUSEY. That will deprive this mamof the pay for the 
forty-nine days he served at the camp. If the gentleman wants 
to take the pay for forty-nine days’ service from a poor soldier, 
let him have his amendment passed. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

THOMAS F. SHELDON. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, [I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 4496) to place upon the pension rolls of the United 
States the name of Thomas F.. Sheldon, late captain Company A, 
One hundred and twenty-fifth New York Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls of the United Stites, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of law, the name of Thomas P. 
Sheldon late captain Company A, One hundred and twenty-fifth New York 
Infantry. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Let the report be read, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, the report is quite a long one, 
and would take at least ten minutes to read, but I can explain 
the billin afewmoments. This case, which was reported unani- 

| mously by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and all of them 
will remember the circumstances of it and will agree with me 
that it is meritorious. [Cri°s of ‘‘Louder.”] The soldier, who 
was a captain in the Army for two years, in nowatotally blind. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr.Chairman, [rise to a question of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 


. 

Mr. MALLORY. .I simply rose for the purpose of saying 
that we can not hear what the gentleman says. 

The CHAIRMAN. Th: point of order is well taken. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill make th» gentleman hear. [Cries of 
“Vote!” “* Vote!”} 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee will bo inorder. No busi- 
| ness can be transacted until order is restored. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would much prefer that gentlemen would 
vote, but the reading of the report was called for, and I was about 
| to make a statement, thinking it would take less time. How- 
| ever, if members are willing to vote without it, that suits me 
better. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the report read, or let us have 
|aspeech. [Laughter.] 
| Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit a ques- 
| tion? 
| Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 
| Mr. CARUTH. Would you rather have your bill passed with- 
| out making a speech, or ma‘re a speech and have the bill de- 
| feated? [Laughter.]} 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, the question of the gentleman 
| from Kentucky is not in point. I am forced to say something on 
| this case, because the report or a statement has deen called for. 
| | would prefer to have the bill voted onnow, but gentlemen seem 

to object to that. 
| Mr. KILGORE. I must insist, Mr. Chairman, that the House 
| shall be enlightened as to this bill, either by the reading of the 
| report or by a statement. 

Mr. BUTLER. This soldier was a captain in the Army for 
two years and is now receiving a pension of $10 a month fora 
'gunshot wound in the forearm. He is totally blind and the 
| evidence shows that this condition results directly from sicknes3 
| contracted in the Army. The decision of the Pension Bureau 
| was that there was hardly sufficient proof to trace the disability 
| to the service, but the evidence presented to the committee was 
| so conclusive on that point that they unanimously reported this 





The man is totally blind as the result of his army service, and 
the amendment proposed provides that the pension shall be 
that which is allowed in such cases. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopt2d. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
BERTHA TEST. 

Mr. BYNUM (when his name wascalled). Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to Bertha Test. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bertha Test. widow of 
Charles S. Test, dece , late ientenant in the Ons hundred and sixteenth 


Ss 


Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, in the war of 1831, and to pay her a 
pension of $16 per month, in lieuof any p2nsion to which she may be entitled 
under existing laws. 


Mr. KILGORE, Let the report be read. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think I can make a brief statement which 
will cover the case. 

Mr. KILGORE, That will do as well. 
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Mr. BYNUM. This is the widow of a soldier, and under the 
law she is entitled to $8 a month, but by reason of the condition 
of her sight the committee recommend allowing her this in- 
crease. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2105) granting a pension to Mrs. Bertha Test, submit the following report: 
: The facts in this case are embraced in the Senate report, which is as fol- 

ows: 

“The claimant is the widow of Charles S. Test, deceased, to whom she was 
married on the 12th “= October, 1869. The husband was a soldier in Com- 
your Thirty-third ment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, in the war 
of 136i. He enlisted in September, 1861, as a private, was promoted to be 
sergeant of the company, and afterwards sergeant-major of the regiment, 
and subsequently to be adjutant with the rank of lieutenant of the One hun- 
dred and sixteenth Regiment Indiana VolunteerInfantry. Heservedin the 
latter capacity until February 24, 1864, when he was discharged by reason of 
disability occasioned by a wound receivedin battle. The wound never healed, 
but remained an open, virulent running sore until the day of his death, 
which occurred on the 11th day of December, 1887. 

“The soldier was confined to his room and his bed for more than two years 
after his discharge, for two rae longer he got about on crutches, but the 
wound still disabled him and interfered with labor and efforts to support 
himself and family. He was a pensioner at the time of his death at the rate 
of $24 per month. He left no estate of any value. He left a son who is now 
14 years old, and the widow, this petitioner, but their means of support 
are very slender. The widow assisted her husband in his lifetime in sup- 
porti the family; his pension money was all exhausted by payment of 
physicians’ bills and other expenses. Since his death she has supported her- 
self and her son by teaching music, but lately her eyes have become so much 
affected that physicians have advised her that she must desist from this oc- 
cupation, and ae not further use her eyes in reading notes and figures, 
or other fine work, or she will lose her sight entirely. 

‘This petitioner has an application pending under the general law, under 
which she will be granted a pension of 88 per month, but we think under the 
circumstances of this case, the meritorious conduct of the petitioner in the 
care of her husband while he lived, the rearing and maintenance of her son 
since his father’s death, and her present embarrassed circumstances, that 
she is entitled to some allowance more than that under the general oe 

e 


The committee therefore submit a favorable report and recommend 
Passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 
SUSAN T. SALISBURY. 


Mr. CADMUS (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
I call up the bill (H. R. 2034) for the relief of Susan T. Salisbury. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to place upon the pension rolls of the Pension Bureau the name 
of Susan T. Salisbury, at the rate of 812 per month, for her services as hospi- 
tal nurse at Lovell General Hospital, Portsmouth Grove, R. L., in 1862 and 
1863, under authority from Surg. Gen. Hammond, United States Army. 


The report by (Mr. MCKINNEY) is as follows: 


Your committee have considered the bill (H. R. 2034) granting a pension to 
Susan T. Salisbury, an army nurse, and report as follows: 

It is shown by the records of the War artment that “Susan Sauls- 
bury,.’’ nurse, served in a general hospital at Portsmouth Grove, R. L, from 
September 30, 1862, to June 9, 1863. 

Katharine P. Wormley and Sarah C. Dennis Taylor testify, under oath, to 
the faithfulness and efficiency of her services, from personal knowledge 
gained from being present with her in the hospital. 

Rebecca M. Frothingham and Charies E. poe of New Bedford, Mass., 
testify that Susan ‘T. Salisbury is 70 years of age, in feeble health, and, hayv- 
ing nothing she can call her own, is now receivi help from the “Aged 
Women’s Society,” being unable to provide for herself by her own exertions. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill after being amended 
by striking out the word “ twenty,” in line 5, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word * twelve.” 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES H. BEHLE, 


Mr.CALDWELL (when his name wascalled). Mr. Chairman, 
I call up the bill (H. R. 6554) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Charles H. Behle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, directed to remove the charge of desertion against Charles H. 
Behie,a former musician of Company K, One hundred and eighth Ohio Vol- 
aaeeers, and issue to him an honorable discharge from the Army of the Uni- 
ted States. 


The report (by Mr. BowERs) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affars, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
6554) to remove the charge of desertion against Charles B. Behle, have had 
the same under consideration and submit the following report: 

From the evidence furnished by the War — it appears that the 
said Charles H. Behle was a mere boy when he enlisted—i4 years of age; 
was at that time 4 feet and 8 inches in height. The affidavits of his com- 
rades show that owing to his tender age he had not strength to carry a gun, 
and was not required to. Itis also shown that he was present when his 
company was mustered out. 

The military record, which is madea part of this report, shows ve 
-_ this bill should pass. Your committee therefore recommend 

ASS. 


clearly 
at it do 


Case of Charles H. Behle, late amusician of Company K, One hundred and eighth 
Ohio Volunteers. 


RECORD AND PENSION Division, March 80, 1892. 


The records show that Chasles Behle was enrolled and mustered into serv- 
ice January 15, 1864, as a musician in Company K, One hundred and eighth 





falthrulty to Augrust Sf 1804 the fol ton July ad Angus 0s, reyorting Wi 
‘. roll for and August, , report m 
absent without leave from that date. are 
He is reported on the roll for November and Decembcr, 1864, “‘ deserted, 
August 2, 1864, at Chattanooga, Tenn.,”’ and his name is dropped from the 
subsequent bimonthly rolls of thecompany. The company muster-out roll, 
dated July 22, 1864, reports him “‘ deserted at Chattanooga, Tenn,, August 22, 
1864."" There is no record that he was ever discharged or mustered out of 
service, or that he returned from desertion. 
The following is a synopsis of the testimony that has been presented in the 


case: 

The soldier testified, August 11, 1883, that he served in Company K, One 
hundred and eighth Ohio Volunteers,from his enlistment until the company 
was mustered out; that he was present at Camp Dennison, Ohio, at the dis- 
charge ofthe company, but the captain reported him a deserter and refused 
to givehim a discharge; and that he was not a deserter and always per- 
formed the duty required of him. 

He again testified, September 1, 1883, that he was unable to obtain the evi- 
dence of any of his officers, and that he was mustered out of service with a 
detachment at Louisville, Ky. 

In an affidavit dated February 19, 1884, he declared that he was under 14 
years of age at the time of his enlistment and was taken as a drummer boy, 
although knowing nothing of drumming; that the recruiting officer was 
aware of this, and he (affiant) enlisted with the understanding that heshould 
receive the necessary instructions, but they were never given him; that he 
was not strong enough, nor was he ever required, to carry a gun or do the 
ordinary duty of a soldier; that he was never furnished with a drum nor re- 
quired to do aay of the duties of a drummer, being always permitted by his 
officers to go where he pleased, and never being expected to be at roll call, 
and was laughed at by the company whenever he was present, in fact was 
left to shift for himself; that he was always ready to do his duty, but was 
wholiy neglected by his officers because of his tender age and inability to do 
a soldier's duty; that he ‘“‘remained with the company in that kind of a 
boyish, dazed way until it was mustered out;” that he was present at all 
the engagements of the Atlanta campaign and did everything he was told 
to do, but for some reason he was not mustered out of service, although six 
other boys of about his own who enlisted at the same time he did—no 
better, no worse—were honorably discharged. (Therecords show that Dehle's 
age at enlistment was 16 years, and his height 4 feet 8 inches.) 

In a sworn statement made December 31, 1884, he declared that he served 
faithfully until about July 21,1864, when he was left at Chattanooga because 
there was no need of his services as a musician and because of his youth, he 
not being physically able to carry a musket. and it being “just before the 
surrender of Atlanta;” and that he rejoined the company at Louisville, Ky., 
= July 20, 1865, and remained until its final discharge at Camp Denison, 

oO. 

He again testified, August 13, 1887, that he was only 14 years of age when he 
enlisted, and owing to his youth and inexperience and the promptings of 
others he left the regiment at Chattanooga and returned home to Cincinnati: 
and that he afterwards rejoined his company and was with it when it was 
mustered out of service, but was not discharged. 

William Schneider, late of Company H, John Lahman, late of Company C, 
and A. F. Dickman, late of Company —. One hundred and eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers, testified, August —, 1883, that Behle was present at the time 
his company was mustered out of service, and so far as they knew was never 
adeserter. (These afflants were mustered out with their respective com- 
panies on July 22, 1855, at Louisville, Ky.) 

John G. Pfeifer, late quartermaster sergeant and first lieutenant One hun- 
dred and eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, stated in 1884that Behle and six 
or seven other boys were enlisted in his regimentin the spring of 1864 as re- 
cruits and were shamefully neglected by their officers; that they were all 
honorably discharged except Behle, and that this came to his (Pfeifer’s) notice 
recently and astonished him. Pfeifer further stated that he served with the 
regiment from the start until it was mustered out and knew thesoldier well 
during his service. (Pfeifer’s name does not appear as a commissioned of- 
ficer of the One hundred and eighth Ohio Volunteers.) 

John G. Pfeifer in another statement made under oath April 3, 1884, de- 
clared that he was quartermaster sergeant of the One hundred and eighth 


Regiment Ohio Volunteers; that about February, 1864, Behle, then a mere 


boy, came to the regiment as a recruit; that said Behle had been enlisted 
as a drummer, but never received any instructions, and was never required 
to perform any duty as a musician, being permitted ‘‘to run loose,’’ never 
answering at the roll cail and seeming to be without any official control. 
The affilant stated that he took an interest in him and saw that he had some- 
thing to eat and an occasional change of clothing, as the officers of his com- 
pany took no interest in him. 

The afflant further stated that he remembered that Behle was with the 
regiment up to about September or October, 1864, after which he had no 


| recollection of seeing him in the regiment, although he thought he was 


there; that said Behle was a mere boy and was so considered by all the offi- 
cers and men and was not required to perform duty either with the com- 
pany or with the drum corps; that it was afflant’s opinion that the soldier 
was enlisted to fill up the company and after the officers got their commis- 
sions was neglected by them and allowed to run wild, “ the officers having 
no duty he could do or that they could require him todo;”’ that Behle, owi 

to his tender age, had not strength tocarry agun. The affiant also state 
that he did not think that the soldier left the regiment without authority, 
and that he knew he (Behle) had no intentiontodesert. (This affant served 
in the One hundred and eighth Ohio Volunteers from August 8, 1862, to June 
9, 1865, when he was mustered out of service as first sergeant of Company G. 
He was regimental quartermaster sergeant from April 16, 1863, to August 27, 
1864.) 

Applications for removal of the charge of desertion and for an honorable 
discharge in this case have repeatedly been denied since 1883, it being held 
by the Departinent on May 17, 1890, date of the last denial, that the chargeof 
desertion was peoeey made, and that existing law afforded no relief inas- 
much as the soldier deserted prior to May 1; 1865, and was not prevented 
from completing his term of enlistment by disability incurred in the line of 


duty. 

Since that date the status of the case has not been changed, either by the 
introduction of new testimony or by legislation. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. ° 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 


recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY HOLLIS. 
Mr. CAMINETTI (when his name was called). Mr. Chair- 
man, I call up the bill (H.R. 7375) granting a pension to Mary 
Hollis, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is neneby, re- 

uired to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Hollis, and pay her a 

on oft #25 a month for her services rendered the United States as hospital 
matron during the years 1845 and 1847, in the war with Mexico. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.7375) 
granting a pension to Mary Hollis, have considered the same and beg leave 
to submit the following report: ; 

The claimant, M ollis, states under oath that she has been a resident 
of Mount Pleasant, Henry County, Lowa, for thirty-five years; that she was 
a regularly enrolled hospital matron with Gen. Worth’s brigade in the war 

th Mexico; served in capacity of matron for more than two years; that 
she repeatedly signed the hospital pay rolls at Saltilla, Monterey, and Vera 
Cruz; that her age is 69 years. 

William H. Hollis, a reputable citizen of Henry County, Iowa, states, under 
oath, that he was a member of the artillery battalion attached to Gen. 

orth’s brigade in the war with Mexico from 1845 to 1847; that he knew 
Mary Hollis to be a regularly enrolled hospital matron and that she served 
in said capacity for more than two years; that he saw her at different times 
8 the pay rolls of the hospitals. 

tis also shown by the sworn statemenis of James A. Throop and John F. 
Lynch, citizens of Henry County, Iowa, who have known the claimant for 
thirty and forty years, respectively, that she is a truthful and respectable 
son; that she is quite , has no income, and depends upon the very 
ttle work she can accomplish for her support. 

Hon. JoHN J. SEERLEY states that he is personally acquainted with the 
claimant, who is above reproach and worthy of belief. 

The records of the War Department have been searched without finding 
her name on the roll of nurses in the Mexican war, but your committee, in 
the light of the testimony set forth above, believe that the a service 
Was rendered, and are of the opinion that she should be accorded the same 
recognition as has been granted by special act to the surviving nurses of the 
war of the rebellion. 

The ge of the bill is therefore recommended, with an amendment 
fixing the rate of pension at $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report was agreed to. 
he bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House | 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL S. ANDERSON. 


Mr. CARUTH (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (H.R. 7099) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and restrictions of the pension law, the name of Samuel S. Anderson, 
of Louisville, Ky., a soldier in the war with Mexico, and pay him at the rate 
of #50 a month, in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7099) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. Anderson, have considered the 
same and report: 

The claimant was a first lieutenant in Capt. Luther’s company of the Sec- 
ond United States Artillery in the war with Mexico. He was graduated from 
the United States Military Academy and appointed brevet second lieutenant 
Second art oe 1, 1841; promoted second lieutenant January 4, 1842; 
first lieutenant March 3, 1847, and captain March 8, 1855. Heresigned, to take 
effect April 27, 1861. 

The records further show that he served in Mexico during the entire war 
with that country, and he is now in receipt of the pension of $8 per month 
provided by law for such service. 

In his petition for an increase of his pension the claimant states that he 
was brevetted captain and major, respectively, for gallant and meritorious 
conduct in the battles of Molina del Rey and Chapuitepec, and that while 
so serving he contracted hernia from which he has suffered ever since; he 
a — he is now 73 years old, penniless, and dependent upon charity 

or support. 

Hons. Walter Evans, 8S. B. Buckner, J. Proctor Knott, and several other 
distinguished citizens of Kentucky join the claimant in petitioning Con- 
gress to grant an increase of the pension. The an signing the peti- 
tion state that they know the claimant well, and sincerely hope his prayer 
will be granted. . 

Dr. D. W. Yandell, of Louisville, Ky., certifies to the long-continued suf- 
fering of the claimant from an incurable rupture, and also to his penniless 
and helpless condition. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word “ fifty,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the word * twenty-five,” 
and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
bill was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOUIS G. SANDERSON, 


Mr. CATE. I call up the bill (H. R. a the relief of 
Louis G. Sanderson, of Craighead County, Ark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to — upon the pension roii the name of Louis G. 
Sanderson, of Craighead unty, Ark., late a private in Capt. John Critz’s 
company, in Col. Norwood’s regiment of Alabama Volunteers, Cherokee re- 
moval, and that he be allowed a pension at the rate of $12 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8230) 
granting a pension to Louis G. Sanderson, have considered the same and 


— 

e records of the War Department show that the claimant was enrolled 
oupe t = ' AS i. Critz‘s company or Herweet's battalion, Alabama 
4 War, and was mustered out wit 
private, July 17, 1838. the company, as a 





The facts relative tothe merits of the case are shown by the following state 
ment by the gentleman who introduced the bill in the House. 


“WASHINGTON, D. C., July 20, 1892. 

“Tam uainted with Louis G. Sanderson, of Craighead County, Ark.; 
have been for many years. He is about 73 years old and incapacitated to 
support himself by manuallabor, asI believe. He has paralysis of the throat 
or other dise of such character that he can not make himself understood 
omens with difficulty. He is a poor man, having little or no property that I 

now . 

“Some years ago he had asmall tract of land of little value, about #400, 
which he undertook to —— to one of his children to support him and his 
aged wife, as they were practically helpless; but, as I remember, the project 
was a failure, either from the unwillingness or re of the son to sup- 
port his own family and his parents on the land; and there was a litigation 
about the land, and now I believe the old man is living with a married 
daughter and is, excepting some claim or interest in the land spoken of, en- 
tirely without means and dependent on his children for care and support. 

“The above facts I state from my own personal knowledge and belief. 

E “W. H. CATE.” 

In view of the foregoing your committee think the bill a deserving one, 
and its passage is therefore respectfully recommended, with an amendment 
fixing the rate of pension at $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
MARY ELEANOR WHITE. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. At the request of my colleague [Mr. 
OATES] I call up the bill (H. R. 8780) to restore to the pension 
roll the name of Mary Eleanor White, widow of the late Capt. 
— W. Hazzard, captain Company C, United States Artil- 
ery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mary 


Eleanor White, former widow of Capt. George W. Hazzard, Company C, 
Fourth United States Artillery, and pay her a pension, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid pensions, to whom was referred House bill 8780, 
beg leave to make the follo g report: 

Mrs. Mary E. White drew a pension of #20 per month under certificate 
3598 of Pension Office as widow of Capt. George W. Hazzard, from August 
14, 1862, until October 7, 1874, the date of her second marriage. 

On January 12, 1884, she became a widow the second time, and now asks 
that she be restored to the pension roll at $20 per month. 

Mrs. White has no means of support save her own labor. Sheis.advanced 
in age, physically infirm, and hasan invalid daughter entirely dependent 
upon her for asupport. Forthese reasons your committee recommend that 
the bill do pass, amended, however, by adding at the close of the bill the 
words “‘from and after the passage of this act.”’ 

Amend the title also, so as to read “A bill to restore to the pension roll 
Mary Eleanor White, as former widow of Capt. George W. Hazzard.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee wereagreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably tu 
the House. 
LILLIE RIES. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. I call up the bill (H. R. 7036) grant- 
ing a pension to Lillie Ries, late a nurse at Jefferson Barracks. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lillie Ries, late a nurse 
in the military hospital at Jefferson Barracks during the late rebellion, at 
the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HARRIES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions having considered the bill (H. R. 7036) 
granting a pension to Lillie Ries, a hospital nurse, submit the following re- 
rt: 


The records of the War Department show that “‘Mrs. Reise’’ wason duty 
as a nurse in General Hospital, Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, from June 13, 
1862, to June 27, 1862, and that “ Lilly Reis’ was on duty at that hospital from 
about July 4, 1863, until June 24 ,1864. 

The petitioner alleges that she is 78 years of years, feeble, in ill health, 
and unabie to support herseif; that she has no means or income, and is de- 
pendent on — charity, be an inmate of the Home of the Friendless, 
St. Louis, Mo. She files letters from Surg. W. W. Fish, Post Chaplain 
John F. Fish, and John P. vn surgeon, United States Army, written 
as early as 1866, and testifying to her eflicient services as a hospital nurse. 

A letter*is on file from Mr. James E. Yeatman, vice-president of the Mer- 
chants’ National Bank, St. Louis, Mo., who states that Mrs. Ries is an in- 
mate of the Home for the Friendless, which is of itself the evidence of her 
poverty; he adds: 

‘I saw Mr. Copp, secretary of the Home of the Friendless, and heassures me 
that none are admitted who have property of any kind. I knew Mrs. Ries 
during the war and empioyed her as a hospital nurse at $12a month. She 
was a very excellent little German woman. For a time she was matron of 
the working girls’ home.” 

Hon. S. W. Coss, Representative from Missouri, certifies that Mr. Yeat- 
man and Mr. Copp are prominent citizens, at the head of all charitable work, 
and entirely c ble. 

Your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
HARVEY LYON. 
Mr. COOLIDGE, I desire tocall up the bill (H. R. 8925) to 


increase the pension of Harvey Lyon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized to increase the pension of Harvey Lyon, a veteran of the Mexi- 
can war, wounded in the storming of Chapultepec, and who served as cap- 
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tain of Company B, Tenth Michigan Infantry, in the civil war, from #4 to 82¢ 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8925) 
granting an increase of pension to Harvey Lyon have considered the same 
and report: 

The claimant was asergeant in Company H, Fifteenth United States In- 
fantry, and served from March 23, 1847, to April 3, 1848, in the war with Mex- 
ico. e states under oath that he is 70 years old, unable to work, and with- 
out income aside from his pension of % per month, which was allowed him 
under the Mexican war service-pension act of January 29, 1887. Hecan make 
this small pension answer for the necessaries of life only by living with his 
children in the winter. 

The claimant's statements are corroborated by the affidavits of John Lar- 
kin and John Haley, citizens of Midland County, Mich. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment 
fixing the rate of pension at $15 per month. 

Also amend by striking out the word “four,” in line 7, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “ eight.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably 
to the House. 
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IDA CASSELL. 


Mr. COOPER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 2901) to pen- 


sion Ida Cassell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to mace upon the pension roll the name of Ida Cassell, 
imbecile daughter of Appollas Cassell, late a private in Company G, Eight- 
eenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer eee and pay to her legally con- 
stituted guardian a pension at the rate of $18 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2901) granting a pension to Ida Cassell, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the imbecile daughter of A lias Cassell, who enlisted as 
a private in Company G, Eighteent ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
on the 16th day of August, 1861, and was honorably discharged for protracted 
illness and absence July 22, 1862, and died from the effects of disease con- 
tracted in the service December 16, 1862. His claim for pension was filed by 
him prior to his death. 

The widow applied for and was granted a pension, and she and the sol- 
dier’s children (one of whom was the claimant) were granted pensions un- 
til they arrived at the age of 16. The widow died May 7, 1885, and the claim- 
ant is now more than 16 years of age. She is entirely helpless, feeble of 
mind, and speechless since her birth, and is without any means of support. 

Dr. W. L. Starr, in an affidavit filed with the Commissioner of Pensions, 
testifies as follows: 

“I have been a regular  pomgny ppamee for ten years. I am ac- 
quainted with Ida Cassell. Isaw her professionally on the 8th day of De- 
cember, 1890. She is about 30 years of age, and has evidently been of un- 
sound mind since birth. Her general health was fair; poorly developed 
physically and mentally incapable of caring for herself. She requires the 
constant attention of some one to minister to her wants.” 

Your committee think that this —— deserves to be treated as one 
always and ever to be an infant, and that the bill should be amended ac- 
cordingly, so as to strike out the word “eighteen” in line 8, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ fourteen.” so as to make the rate $14 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
MARY L. BACON. 


Mr. COVERT. Icall up the bill (H. R. 8054) to increase the 
pension of Mary L. Bacon, widow of the late George W. Bacon, 
late lieutenant-commander of the United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act there be al- 
lowed and paid to Mary L. Bacon, widow of the late George B. Bacon, lieu- 
tenant-commander, United States Navy, a pension at the rate of #40 per 
month during her widowhood, in place of #3 per month which she is now 
receiving under pension certificate No. 6317. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8054) in- 
creasing the pension of Mary L. Bacon, haveconsidered the same and report: 

Mrs. Bacon is the widow of the late Lieut. Commander George B. Bacon, 
of the United States Navy, who passed through all the grades from midship- 
man, to which he was oy October 10, 1850, to lieutenant-commanier, 
the rank held by him at the time of his honorable resignation from the Navy 
on June 6, 1865. 

During the above period this officer rendered gallant and arduous service 
to his country, including active duty during the war of the rebellion. He 
died April 1, 1890, of malarial poisoning, which had its origin during his said 
service, and his widow was allowed a pension at 85 per month under the 
general pension laws. 

Gen. N. M. CURTIS, a member of the House, states that he knows the claim- 
ant personally, and that she is of delicate constitution, without property or 
means of support aside from her said pension, and is dependent upon 
whatever employment she can secure of a nature suited to her ily 
strength and lot in life. 

Gen. CURTIS further states that the bill is in all respects an exceptionally 
meritorious one, and that an increase of her pension is an absolute necessity 
to the claimant's comfortable support. 

In view of the valuable service rendered by Mrs. Bacon's husband, and in 
the light of her dependence and necessities, your committee feel constrained 
to recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment fixing the rate of 
pension at $30 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
a bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the Houss. 


DAVID SARSFIELD. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 2478) for 
the relief of David Sarsfield. 





RECORD—HOUSE. Juny 22, 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now arenas — the 
records of the War Department against the name of David Safsfield, late 

rivate in Company F, Eighth Regiment United States Infantry, recruited 

or the war with Mexico, and grant him an honorable discharge, With all the 
rights and benefits he would have been entitled to if the chargé of desertion 
had not been entered against his name. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
W. W. HARLLEE. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Icall up the bill (S. 2638) granting a pen- 
sion to W. W. Harllee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. W. Harllee, of 
South Carolina, for services in the Florida (Indian) war. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2638) grant- 
ing a pension to W. W. Harliée, have examined the same and report: 

t appears from the evidence that the claimant is a resident of the city of 
Florence, in the county of Florence and State of South Carolina; that he 
served in the Florida war t the Indians as a major of infantry, com- 
manding five companies of infantry of the South Carolina battalion in the 
military service of the United States, under a uisition of Secretary of 
War of the United States, upon hisexcellency, P. M. Butler, the governor of 
the State of South Carolina, for volunteer troops in said service. Said serv- 
ice commenced in February,1837; that said service continued three months— 
first, under the command and orders of Lieut. Col. Crane, at Black Creek, 
then at Lake Monroe, on the St. John River, in Florida, under the command 
of Lieut. Col. William S. Harney, under whose command the claimant served 
until ordered to St. Augustine, Fla., where he, with those under his command, 
were mustered out of the service some time in May, 1837. 

The claimant is now 79 years old; he is not a pensioner, and has made no 
application to the Bureau of Pensions, as there is no general law authoriz- 
ing pensions in such cases. There are, however, many precedents in the ac- 
tion of this committee for the favorable consideration of such claims. This 
officer served faithfully ninety days in a campaign of great hardship and ex- 
posure against the hostile Indians. 

We Pe these claims, in justice, on a par with those of soldiers in the war 
of 1812, where only fourteen days’ service isrequired. The object of the bill 
is to place the petitioner on the pension roll. 

We think that he is 7 entitled to that relief. We therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

Tne Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the above bill, adopt 
the foregoing Senate report as their report and return the bill recommend- 
ing its passage. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that this biil proposes to pen- 
sion a soldi2r who served in the Indian war—probably from 1836 
to 1842. Now, Congress has recently passed a geueral law cov- 
ering all meritorious cases of this kind and granting a pension 

| of $8 a month. : 

Mr. DAVIS. Has that bill passed the Senate? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has that bill been ratified by the President? 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; but I think he will ‘‘ratify” it. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. TILLMAN. Your “think!” 
to **think;” we want to act. 
who is very poor. : : 

Mr. KILGORE. But I take it that if the President would 
‘‘ ratify” this bill he will “ ratify” the general bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
any time. ee 

Mr. KILGORE. How much does this bill og A 

Mr. TILLMAN. It simply puts this man on the pension roll 

under the general law; and even if the general bill should be 
ratified this dispenses*with the proof which would be required 
under that; and as this has passed the Senate and been reported 
favorably in this House, I think it well enough, while we are 
pushing other bills through, that this should go through along 
with the rest. ; ; 

| These pensions will never stop until the Treasury is bankrupt 
| or until we have hunted up new sources of taxation. [Laugh- 
| ter.] 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


On this bill we do not want 
This is the case of a very old man 


I would rather take two chances than one 





IDA A. TAYLOR. 


Mr. CURTIS. I call up the bill (H. R. 9911) to grant a pen- 
sion tolda A. Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the a laws, the name of Ida A. Taylor, invalid 
daughter of Chester Taylor, late a private of Company G, Bighty-thira Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. CURTIS) was read, as follows: 


| The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

| 9011) granting a pension to Ida A. Taylor, submit the following report: 

| The petitioner is the daughter of Chester Taylor, who enlisted in Company 
G, Eighty-third New York Volunteers, July 14, 1863, and died in service and 
| line of duty June 1, 1864. His widow was pensioned until November 7, 1866, 
when she married Marvin D. Smith. The daughter Ida was pensioned from 
| 

| 


that date to July 12, 1875, when she became 16 years of age. She is now 


nearly 33 years of age, having been born July 13, 1859. 
The petitioner is now a confirmed invalid and has been for many years. 
Elbert A. Wood, of Winthrop, N. Y., testifies that the petitioner 


Ss been 
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for about fifteen eee confined to a dark room, not able to help herself from 
chair to bed, or sit at table for meals because of a spinal disease, pronounced 
by the physicians incurable; her mind is not greatly impaired, but she is 
extremely delicate and sensitive. 

Caroline C. Church, of Winthrop, N. Y., testifies that the petitioner has 
been since she was 16 years of age not able to help herself from chair to bed, 
or sit at table for meals because of spinal disease, pronounced incurable, 
resulting in total disability, not able to bear light, and that her stepfather 
has cared for her as best he could from his limited income. 

It is also shown that the stepfather’s income from all sources except his 
manual labor does not exceed $100 per year. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word ‘‘invalid,”’ in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘ perma- 
nently helpless,’ and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
to the House. 
MARGARET BYRON. 


Mr. DANIELL. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 2427) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret Byron. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and direcied to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret 
Byron, who was formerly a pensioner as the widow of Patrick Lynch, a pri- 
vate in Company K, Forty-third Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers, 
and to pay her a pension at the rate of #12 a month, her second husband, 
William Byron, having died in 1881. 


The report (by Mr. VAN HORN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 2427) 
granting a pension to Margaret Byron, and submit the following report: 
The petitioner was formerly the widow of Patrick Lynch, who enlisted 
ae 29, 1862, in ony ons! : gd Figg New York Infantry, and died in 
Andersonville prison, August 28, 1864; the widow was pensioned from the 
date of his ceath to September 28, 1873, when she married William Byron; 
pension was then paid to the soldier’s children until March 2, 1878, when the 
youngest became 16 years of age, since which time no pension has been paid. 
Thomas Corbett and Michaei Lucas, of West Troy, N. Y., testify that the 
petitioner’s husband, William Byron, died March 6, 1881; that the widow is 
ast 60 — of age, is in very poor health, has no income from any source, 
s unable to earn a living because of age and ill health, and depends for 
support on others not legally bound to support her. 
Your committee recommend the = of this bill. 
The petitioner’s address is West Troy, N. Y. 


The bill was laid aside to b2 reported favorably to the House. 
JONAS DEYO. 


Mr. DAVIS. I call up the bill (S. 2321) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonas Deyo. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the ovesons 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonas Deyo, late of Company 
G, One hundred and thirteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of #30 
a month, in lieu of the peusion he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. PEARSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 2321) to 
increase the pension of Jonas Deyo to $30 per month, which passed the Sen- 
ate June 2, 1892, and submit the following report: 

The following facts are stated in the Senate report and confirmed by the 
records of the Pension Bureau: 

** Jonas Deyoenlisted asa private in Company G,One hundred and thirteenth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the 12th day of September, 1862, and was dis- 
charged June 30, 1865. e is now receiv @ pension of $10 per month for 
chronic diarrhea and resulting disease of rectum. The soldier is now suffer- 
ing from paralysis to such an extent as to be wholly unabie at times to walk, 
and at no time is he able to go about except by aid of crutches. This paraly- 
sis, the soldier alleges, is due to a shell wound of the back received by him 
the line of duty about May 3, 1863, which wound injured his spine, poner ro | 
the ribs loose from the backbone, and that locomotor ataxia has resul 
from the wound in the back. 

“At the time the soldier received injury of the back he was, he says, with 
seven other soldiers, barr | in the fort at Franklin, Tenn., strengthening 
the breastworks. Ofthe eight, four were killed outright and the threeothers 
were subsequently killed, leaving no one surviving who witnessed the in- 
jury; hence it is impossible for the soldier to prove by any eyewitness the 
incurrence of the disability. The report of the Adjutant-General's Office 
shows that claimant was in the hospital at Nashville, Tenn., in May and 
June, 1863. Claimant’s present physical condition as above stated is clearly 
shown by the ee physicans now on file in the Pension Office. The 
soldier is in destitute circumstances, a wife dependent upon him for support, 
and the two dependent upon charity for the necessaries of life req be- 
yond that which their meager pension supplies.” 

The paralysis first seems to have become noticeable early in 1887; the 
titioner in February, 1887, made application for pension on account of dis. 
ease of the spine as a result of chronic diarrhea, for which he was already 
pensioned; ip June, 1887, he alleged that this trouble, paralysis or locomotor 
ataxia, Was a result of shell wound of back as above set forth, and again 
since that date he has alleged it as a result of diarrhea, These allegations, 
while inconsistent, are not unnatural in view of the obscurity of the origin 
of paralysis in general. 

e claim was rejected in 1888 on account of the claimant’s inability to 

rove the disability from shell wound and paralysis originated in the serv- 

ce, and in 1891 on the ground that the paralysis was not accepted as a re- 
sult of diarrhea. 

It istrue that it is not clearly shown, and in the nature of things probably 
can not be shown, just what was the first cause of lysis, yet in view of 
the yg even d that it was in this instance the result of the shell wound or 
of the diarrhea, or of both, in the absence of any other known cause, your 
committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


WIDOW OF JAMES R. DYALL. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
9220) granting a pension to , widow of James R. 
Dyall, veteran of the Florida war, 1836. 








The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. , widow of 
James R. Dyall, late private Capt. Martin's company, First Regiment, in the 
Florida war of 1836, at 820 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9220) 
granting a pension to the widow of James R. Dyall, have considered the 
same and me see 

The records of the War Department show that the soldier was enrolled 
January 27, 1837. as ‘‘ Russell” Dyall, in Capt. Martin’s company, First 
Florida Militia, Florida war, and that he was mustered out June 5, 1837. 

The claimant, Mrs. Caroline Hardee Dyall, swears that she is 69 years 
old, very feeble, and without any means of support. Her statements are 
fully corroborated by the testimony of D. A. Nichols, W. T. Berry, C. Jen- 
nings, and from other citizens of Ozark, Franklin County, Ark. 

The identity of the claimant’s husband, James R. Dyall, with the “ Rus- 
sell”? Dyall, who rendered the service, is fully shown by the testimony of 
Robert J. Smith and Julia O. Smith, citizens of the above-named place. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendments: ‘Strike out “ twenty ” where it occurs in the bill 
and insert ‘‘ twelve,” and amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill 
granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Hardee Dyall, widow of 
James R. Dyall, veteran of the Florida war, 1836.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FRANCES P. GARDNER. 


Mr. DE FOREST. I call up the bill (H. R. 3713) for increase 
of pension to Frances P. Gardner. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, of Frances P. Gardner, widow of Capt. _—— 
W. Gardner, late of the United States Army, and pay her a pension of 
per month in lieu of thé pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr..HENDERSON of North Carolina) was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3713) 
granting an increase of pension to Frances P. Gardener, have considered the 
same and report: 

The following is a statement of the service of the claimant’s deceased hus- 
band: 

ae pany W. Gardiner was graduated from West Point in 1814, his 
name heading the class in Cullum’s Register. 

“* He served in the war of 18!2-'15 with Great Britain. 

“Was commandant of cadets and instructor of infantry tag¢tics and of ar- 
tillery at West Point. 

‘* In 1828 was brevetted for faithful service. He had a fine military record, 
and was considered a yo and accomplished officer. 

‘*He was killed in the Florida war of 1 being engaged in Dade’s despe- 
rate battle with the Seminole Indians. 

“The officers of the detachment (commanded by the gallant Maj. Dade), 
who marched from Tampa Bay to the relief of Fort King, had reason to be- 
lieve that the command could not reach the fort alive, and that an Indian 
massacre was before them, yet with unflinching devotion to duty and witha 
steady heroism unsurpassed in our annals, they marched bravely on, and 
against hopeless odds fought till all save three were slain.” 

The following petitions accompany the bill: 


“To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stalea: 


*T most respectfuily petition for relief. 

“TIT am the widow of Capt, George W. Gardiner, of the United States Army, 
who was killed in the Dade massacre in the Florida war with the Seminole 
Indians in 1835. 

‘‘T am now nearly 80 years of age, in broken health, and with many infirm- 
ities, and am unable to provide myself with the necessary comforts of life 
upon the pension of #25 per month now allowed me. 

“Ini through the kind efforts of the representatives of my native State 
of Connecticut, a special act giving methis pension for life was passed with- 
out an adverse vote in either House of the then existing a But for 
many years widows of officers who held the same rank as Capt. Gardiner 
have received and are now receiving an increase of pension. 

“In failing health andjwith at most but a few years of life before me, I can 
not long be a recipient of your bounty, and in view of all the circumstances I 
most respectfully ask that this increase of pension (with the arrears) may 
now be added to my pension. 

‘* My father, Lieut. A. C. Fowler, of the regular Army, who served in the war 
of 1812, died in the service, and I supported my mother, Mrs. Fowler, through 
her widowhood. 

**T wish also tostate that a bill passed through Congress giving to Mrs. Fow- 
ler a pension for life (with the arrears), but before it was confirmed her sud- 
den decease prevented its benefits accuring to her or her heirs. 

‘*My only brother, Maj. Fowler, served through the Mexican war and was 
three times promoted for gallant conduct; and my brother-in-law, Col. A. C. 
W. Fanning, died in the service of his country. 

‘Less than three years ago my only son, Coli. Gardiner, who served in the 
war of the rebellion, died eed thus leaving me without aiiving child or 
protector, and with no relative able to help or care for me. 

“As the daughter, sister, and mother of soldiers who have served their 
country well, and as the widow of a brave officer whose life was needlessly 
sacrificed, I trust my case to the justice and Leper | of your honorable 
body and beg that you will grant me the relief so great owas 

“FRANCES P. GARDINER. 


“NEW HAVEN, Conn., January, 1892. 
“ To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States; 
“The undersigned citizens of New Haven, Conn., respectfully recommend 


to your early and favorable consideration, the —— tition from Mrs. 
Frances P. Gardiner, who has long been a respec resident of our city. 








‘*Charles R. Ingersoll, ex-governor of Connecticut; Timothy Dwight, pres- 
ident of Yale University; E. J. Phelps, ex-United States minister to Eng- 
land; George P. Fisher, professor in Yale University; George J. Brush, a 
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rector of Sheffield Scientific School; Lwyns B. Morris, elected governor but 
not acknowledged by House of Representatives; Colin M. Ingersoll, ex-mem- 
ber United States Congress; A. Heaton Robertson, io probate; N. D. 
Sperry, United States postmaster, New Haven; L. E. Munson, ex-United 
States judge, districtof Montana; Edwin Harwood, rector of Trinity Church, 
New Haven; H. B. Harrison, ex-governor of Connecticut; S. E. Merwin, late 
Republican candidate for governor; Daniel C. Eaton, professorin Yale Uni- 
versity; Charles A. White, attorney and counselor at law.” 

The —_— who introduced the bill in the House weedy before your 
committee and stated that Mrs. Gardiner is entirely without any means of 
support aside from her pension, and her needs are extraordinary in that she 
requires the constant care and attention of others. 

our committee regard the case as an exceptional one, and in the light of 
the fact that the claimant's husband died in battle while render: his coun- 
try arduous and valuable service, and in view of her helpless and dependent 
condition, the passage of the bill is recommended, with an amendment fix- 
ay the rate of pension at &0 per month. 

n amendment changing the spelling of the claimant’s surname to Garde- 
ner is also recommended. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was ee 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH L. VAN EST. 


Mr. DIXON. I call up the bill (H.R. 4804) to place the name 
of Sarah L. Van Est on the pension list. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the name of Sarah L. Van Est be, and the same is 
hereby, placed on the pension list as the widow of the late Frank Van Est, 
late of Company A, Ninth Michigan Cavalry, at $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. * 


SAMUEL LUTTRELL. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I call up the bill (H. R. 2407) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Luttrell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ut enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior’ be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the 
soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes,”’ approved 
January 29, 1887, the name of Samuel Luttrell, late a member of Doniphan’s 
2) Aemgerg into Mexico, and to pay him a pension from and after the passage 
of this act. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2407) 
granting a pension to Samuel Luttrell, respectfully report as follows; 

Samuel Luttrell was a teamster in theservice of the United States, and ac- 
companied Doniphan’s expedition to Mexico in 1847. When the said expidi- 
tion reached Rio Grande the military forces thereof were atly outnum- 
bered by the forces of the enemy in their immediatefront. The said Samuel 
Luttrell, Sages with a number of others likewise engaged as teamsters, 
were organized into a military company, were armed and equipped. and 
served regularly as soldiers after the said expedition crossed the Rio Grande. 

Samuel Luttrell participated as a soldier, and was actually engaged at 
the battle of Sacramento, and continued to act as a soldier until the close of 
the war. Said Luttrell was never mustered into the service of the United 
States as a soldier, but was borne upon the pay rolls of the Army as a sol- 
dier and paid as such, and after the close of the war he was r zed by 
the Government as a soldier by having a land warrant issued to him. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY DANAHAY. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I call up the bill (H.R. 8409) granting a 
pension to Mary Danahay, mother of Daniel Danahay, late a pri- 
vate Company H, Eighteenth New York Cavalry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


die tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls the name of Mary 
Danahay, mother of Daniel Danahay, late a vate of Company H, Eight- 
eenth Regiment New York Cavalry, and pay her a pension, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CURTIS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 8409) 
granting a pension to Mary Danahay, and submit the follow report: 

The records of the War Department show that Daniel Danahay served in 
Company E, Thirty-fifth New York Volunteers, from June 30, 1861, to June5, 
1863; again enlisted August 10, 1863, in Com H, Eighteenth New York 
Cavairy, and was killed in action May 17, 1864. He left a widow, Margaret 
(Cronin), to whom he was married July 7, 1863. She applied for pension, 
‘which was granted February 10,1865, at 8 per month. 

On March 26, 1866, this petitioner filed a claim as mother of this soldier, 
alleging that he contributed to her support; that he ieft no child surviving, 
and that his widow, Margaret, had remarried, November 7, 18%. The moth- 
er’s claim was rejected on the ground that the soldier left a widow surviv- 
ing him. The mother is now about 80 years of age and is a widow, her hus- 
band having died at the age of 81 years. 

There are on file seven letters written by the soldier in 1861 and 1862 from 
the Army to his parents, in which he mentions sending them money aggre- 


gating $135, 

In an affidavit executed January 28, 1869, Richard Wall testified that he 
knew Mary Danahay and her son, Danie’ Danahay, deceased, of Company H, 
Fighteenth New York Cavalry; and that he knew the soldier's handwriting 
and that the letters above referred to are genuine, and that he believes she 
was dependent on the son for support. 

J. B. Ainsworth in 1869 testified that the petitioner’s husband was taxed 
for property valued at only $100, and that so far as he knew he had no other 
taxable property. 

Dr. W. J. Bulger, of Oswego, N. Y., testifies that the petitioner is now 
about 80 years of age, feeble and diseased, possessed of no property what- 
ever and dependent on the charity of others for ee 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 
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DRUKE NETTIE BARNETT. 


Mr. DUNGAN. I call up the bill (BH. R. 6914) granting a pen- 
sion to Druke Nettie Barnett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Druke Nettie Barnett, 
daughter of Edward Barnett, late a member of Company B, Thirty-first 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $18 per month. 


The report (by Mr SNOW) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensons have considered thé bill (H.R. 6914) 
granting a pension to Druke Nettie Barnett, and submit the following re- 
rt: 


Edmund Barnett served in Company B, Thirty-first Llinois Infantry, from 
August 20, 1861, to July 19, 1865; he was pensioned on account of diarrhea and 
dropsy, and died Oetober 20, 1887, after which a pension of $12, plus 8, was 
allowed to his child Drunetty, his death being accepted as due to his service, 
and = pension was paid to her until October 29, 1888, when she became 16 
years of age. . 

This daughter applied for a continuance of the pension, alleging that she 
is blind, unable to earn a living, and has no one to depend on legally bound 
tosupport her. This claim was rejected on the ground that she was over 16 
years of age at the passage of the act of June 27, 1890. All these facts ap- 
pear from on file in the Pension Bureau. 

John A. er and Calvin H. Palmer testify that they know the peti- 
tioner, Druke Nettie Barnett, and that she is the daughter of the soldier, 
and that she has no m2ans of support except what her friends and neighbors 

ve her. 

o Dr. W.J.J. Paris, of Elizabethtown, I11., testifies that the petitioner is al- 
most totally blind, be just able to distinguish between daylight and dark, 
and that this disability is hopelessly permanent and progressive, and that 
she will fin become entirely blind. 

Your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass 
after be amended by striking out all of the bill after the word “* Volun- 


teers,’’ in lines 7 and 8. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
ouse 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JESSE CLEAVELAND. 


Mr. DURBOROW. LIeall up the bill (H. R. 2493) granting a 
pension to Jesse Cleaveland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse Cleaveland, who 
was a soldier in the Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. j 


ALONZO D. BARBER. 


Mr. ENOCHS. Icall up the bill (H.R. 7257) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alonzo D. Barber. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, of Alonzo D. Barber, late a private in 
Company I of the Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, to $72 per 
month. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following 


amendment: Strike out ‘‘seventy-two” and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so 
it will read $30 per month. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommondation that it do pass. 


ABRAHAM B. SIMMONS 


Mr. EVERETT. I call up the bill (H. R. 8275) granting a 
pension to Abraham B. Simmons, of Capt. Thomas Fripp’s com- 
y, in Col. Brisbane’s regiment, South Carolina Volunteers, 
in the Florida Indian war. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of #20 per 
month, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws, the 
name of Abraham B. Simmons, who was a member of Capt. Thomas Fripp’s 
com 2 Col. Brisbane's regiment of South Carolina Volunteers, in the 
Florida dian war, in the year 1836. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Abraham B. 
Simmons of Capt. Thomas a's company in Col. Brisbane's regiment, 
South Carolina Volunteers, in the Florida Indian war.” a. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8275 
granting a pension to Abraham B. Simmons, have considered the same, an 
report: 

e records of the War Department show that the claimant was enrolled 
February 23, 1836, as a private in Capt. Tripp’s company, First ment 
South Carolina Militia, Florida war, and that he Was mustered out with the 
com May 10, 1836. 

The follo statement by the gentleman who introduced the bill in the 
— shows the facts relative to the physical and financial condition of the 
a cant: 

vis “HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

“ Washington, D. C., May 9, 1892. 

“Srr: I am personally acquainted with Abraham B. Simmons, whose 
claim for a pension is pending before your committee, and I know him to be 
very old, about 80 years, and in absolute destitution; is blind, and depends 
upon the charity of his neighbors for support. He can not live wey 7 
at best, and the — him a ion at an early day will give relief toa 
very old man whose condition of titution is no fault of his by reason of 


dissipation or other pernicious practices, but the result of misfortune and 
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disappointments in legitimate business. I have known Mr. Simmons thirty. 
years, a part of which period he was in comfortable circumstances. 


“ Respectfully submitted. 
. “R. BULLOCK. 


“Hon. R. P. C. WILSON, | 
“ Chairman Committee on Pensions." 

In the light of the foregoing your committee regard the bill as a meritori- 
ous one, and its passage is therefore recommended with an amendment 
changing the spelling of the name of the captain of claimant's company to 
‘Tripp.’ 


Theamendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill asamended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JACOB HALL. 


Mr. FITHIAN. I call up the bill (H. R. 4366) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob Hall, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
auth: rized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Hall, 
of Fairfield, LiL, late of — B. G. Wells’s company, third Regiment, First 
Brigade, ois Mounted Infantry Volunteers, Black Hawk war, 1832, at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensiogs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4366) 
granting a pension to Jacob 1, have considered the same and report: 
The following report of the War Department shows the claimant's service: 


“WAR DEPARTMENT, 
“* Washington City, April 2, 1892. 
“Sir: Inreply to your communication of the 3ist ultimo, received to-day, 
which you request to be furnished with the aie history of Jacob 
1, late of Capt. B. G. Wells's company, Third Illinois Mounted Infantry, 
Black Hawk war, I am directed by the Secretary of War to inform you that 
the official records show that Jacob Hall was enrolled June 16, 1832, for 
ninety days, as a private in Capt. B. G. Wells’s ee of the Third Regi- 
ment, First Brigade, Lilinois Mounted Volunteers, Black Hawk war, and that 
he was mustered out with the company August 15, 1832, with remark: ‘ Fur- 
loughed August 9.’ 
“Very respectfully, 
“F.C. AINSWORTH, 
** Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 
"Hon. ROBERT P. C. WILSON, 
** Chairman Committee on Pensions, House of Representatives.” 


The testimony accompanying the bill shows that the claimant is 78 years 
old, in very bad health, without means, and in destitute circumstances. He 
is also shown to bein every respect a worthy and honorable man. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to bs reporged to the House, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. BOYD. 


Mr. FORMAN. I call up the bill (H. R. 8221) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Boyd. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is eee 

uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
Boyd. asonof Robert W. yd, late a member of Company H, Fourteenth 
Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension of $18 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. SNOW) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 8221) 

qn @ pension to George W. Boyd, dependent and helpless son of Robert 

. Boyd, and submit the following report: 

The records of the War Department show that Robert W. Boyd served in 
Company H, Fourteenth Lilinois Cavalry, from November 15, 1862, to July 
31, 1865; sion was allowed him at $24 per month on account of chronic 
bronchitis and resulting disease of heart. He died October 25, 1889. 

His son, Gewee W. Boyd, filed a claim for pension, alleging that he is 
 owige ned helpless on account of rheumatism; that he can not walk, and 

hat his legs are drawn out of shape and he has no use of his arms and legs. 
This claim can not be allowed by the Pension Bureau for the reason that 
ocean was over 16 years of age at the passage of the act of June 27, 

Charles Melvin and J. B. Dagley, of White County, Ill., testify that the pe- 
titioner is the only surviving son of the soldier; that he is in a helpless con- 
dition and wholly unable to feed himself; that he has been afflicted with 
rheumatism from earliest childhood, is wholly unable to earn a livelihood, 
and is wholly dependent upon others for food and raiment, and that he is 
now about 23 years of age. 

The evidence in the Pension Bureau shows that the soldier left no widow 
surviving him. 

In view of the fact that the Pg awed 1S peony helpless, your com- 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass, r being amended as follows: 

In line 5, after the name “‘George W. Boyd,”’ ¢ out “a” and insert in 
lien thereof the words “ permanently h ess.” 

In line 4, after the word ‘‘roll,” to insert the words “subject to the lim- 
itations and provisions of the pension laws." 

In line 7, after the word “pension,” strike out the remaining words of the 
bill and insert in lieu thereof the words “at the rate to which he would be 
entitled if he were still a minor.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MRS. E. M. BANISTER. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. I call up the bill (H. R. 5509) to place the 
— of Mrs. E. M. Banister, an army nurse, on the pension 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior Sly Mee ee 
and directed to place the name of Mrs. E. M. Banister, f Mrs. E. M 


Salander, upon the pension rolis, at a pension not to exceed $12 per month, 
as a nurse during the late rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. SNOW) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5509) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Banister, submit the following 
report: 

he evidence shows that Mrs. Elizabeth M. Banister is the person who, by 
the name of Elizabeth M. Salander, was engaged and served as an army 
nurse, in actual careof the sick and wounded soldiers, at Jeffersonville Hos- 

ital, Jeffersonville, Ind. She was duly appointed and commissioned by R. 

{. Gilbert, medical director, on the 27th day of May, 1864, and served faith- 
fully and satisfactorily, as is shown by the certificate of discharge given to 
her by M. Goldsmith, surgeon in charge, and C. Annette Buckel, superin- 
oa of women nurses, dated at the said Lospital on the 15th day of May, 

865. : 

The evidence further shows that the claimant is now, and for a long time 
has been, a widow; is about 72 years of age, and has no property; is unable 
to do any kind of labor because of the loss of her eyesight; thatshe is wholly 
dependent for support on a daughter who earns a living by sewing. 

Your committee recommends that the bill be amended by striking out the 
words “a pension not to exceed,”’ in lines 5 and 6, and that as so amended 
the bill do pass. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HARRIET WOODBURY. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 1283) to 
pension Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provi- 
sions and regulations of the general pension iaws, the name of Harriet Wood- 
bury, late widow of Aaron G. Firman, of Company I, Seventh Regiment 
Vermont Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CURTIS) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1283) 
granting a sion to Harriet Woodbury and submit the follo report: 

The petitioner was formerly the widow of Aaron G. Firman, who served 
in Company I, Seventh Vermont Volunteers, from November 26, 1863, until 
his death in the service October 2, 1864; the widow was pensioned from the 
death of the soldier to July 14, 1866, when she again married; pension was 
then paid toa minor child of soldier until October 29, 1880, when he became 
16 years of age, since which date no pension has been paid. These facts are 
shown by the records of the Pension Bureau. 

The petitioner, Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt., testifies that after her 
marriage to Samuel H. Woodbury she was compelled to go out to labor to 
support herself and invalid husband, and that he lingered along until July 
26, 1886, when he died of cancer; that since his death she is left without any 
means and is now obliged to earn her subsistence by laboring at 25 cents per 
day, and that such remuneration is all the income she has. 

Samuel H. R. Emery, of Bartonsville, Vt.. corroborates the above and tes- 
tifies that the petitioner's husband, Woodbury, while apparently healthy 
when she married him, was afterward afflicted with cancer, and that the 

titioner had to labor for their support; that Mr. Woodbury died in 1886, 

eaving his widow without means, and that she now labors for her daily 
bread, and hardly earns enough for a support. > 

Your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, 
after be amended by striking out the word ‘ regulations,” in line 5, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “ limitations.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


eee Te) 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE M. HENRY. 


Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask forthe consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1422) for the relief of George M. Henry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the name of Geor 
M. Henry, late of Company M, Fifth United States Cavalry, charged with 
desertion from said service, and to amend the military record of said soldier 
so charged as a deserter, and to pay him all such pay, bounty, and allow- 
ances as may be due bim, without reference to the charge of desertion. 


The report (by Mr. BOWERS) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs have consider.1 the bill (H. R. 1422) 
for the relief of George M. Henry, and submit the following report: 

George M. He enlisted in Company L, Second Ohio Cavairy, on Sep- 
tember 1, 1861, at Cleveland, Ohio, for three years, and reénlisted for his un- 
expired term on February 6, 1863, in Troop M, Fifth United States Cavalry, 
and reénlisted for three years in the same troop February 21, 19864. 

He was captured A t 18, 1864, at Charleston, Va., and paroled at Ai- 
ken’s Landing, Va., February 17, 1865; reported at Camp Parole, Md., Feb- 
ruary 20, 1865, and was sent to Camp Distribution, Va., April 7, 1865; he was 
received at Soldiers’ Rest, Alexandria, Va., April 8, 1865, and departed the 
same day and reached — Remount, Pleasant Valley, April 9, 1865, and re- 

oined his troop at Cumberland, Md., some time in May or June, 186. Here 

e received what puported to be a discharge from the service on June 30, 
1865, and left his command on that date. It appears that this discharge was 
forged, but the said Henry swears that he believed it to be genuine. 

Rev. J. M. Hammond, pastor of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Granger, 
Minn., Timothy Ryan, tthew Elliott, D. A. Mosher, and William Benson, 
all testify to the good character and reputation of said George M. Henry for 
truth = veracity, and that he has been a good and reputable citizen dur- 
ing his residence in Filmore County, Minn., which has been continuous 
since July, 1865. 

The record shows that this soldier served throughout the entire war faith- 
fully, and only departed, after the close of the war, on the last day of June, 
1865, whereupon he was ed with desertion on the records. 

Your committee is satisfied from the evidence that Private Henry believed 
that the paper given him was genuine and a proper . as he had 
been informed (as he all ) that all persons who had been captured and 
imprisoned for six months were enti to their discharge, and knowing 
that the war was over he believed the ailegations so made were true, and 
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later. 

Your committee therefore recommend that this bill do pass, after bein 
amended by striking out all of the bill after the word “deserter,” in line 8, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words, “Provided, That the passage of this 
act shali not serve to entitle him to any pay, bounty, or allowance.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SUSANNAH CHADWICK. 


Mr. HALLOWELL. Mr. Chairman, [ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4955) granting a 
pension to Susannah Chadwick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susannah Chadwick, 
now 78 years of age, dependent daughter of Elihu Chadwick, who served as 
a lieutenant in the Revolutionary army, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $25 per month from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SCULL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4955) 
granting a msion to Susannah Chadwick, have considered the same and 
report as follows: 

he claimant is the daughter of Elihu Chadwick, whose service in the war 
of the Revolution is certitied to by the adjutant-general of New Jersey as 
follows: 

“ Elinu Chadwick was commissioned as an ens in the Second Regiment 
Hunterdon County, N. J., Militia; was promoted lieutenant in the same regi- 
ment, afterwards transferred as lieutenant tothe First Regiment Monmouth 
County, N. J., Militia, and in these offices served in the Revolutionary war.” 

In her position the claimant states she is 78 years old, wholly without 
means of soups. and omar dependent upon relatives for food and clothing. 

Maynard Ingalsby and B. H. Freeman corroborate, under oath, the above 
statements of the claimant. 

Your committee find there are several precedents for the proposed legis- 
lation, and in view of the claimant’s great age and necessitous circumstances 
the passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JULIA P. WRIGHT. 

Mr. HALVORSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7226) granting a 
pension to Julia P. Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia P. Wright, widow 
ot John H. Anderson, who served in Company H, First Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of § per 
month during life from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7226) 
granting a pension to Julia P. Wright, have considered the same and re- 


did not know that he was borne on the rolls as a deserter until many years 


rt: 
PThe claimant’s first husband, John H. Anderson, is shown by the records 
of the War Department to have been enrolled June 18, 1846, in Company H, 
First Regiment Indiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to have been mus- 
tered out as a private with the company June 14, 1847. 

In her petition the claimant states that during his said service her husband, 
John H. Anderson, from exposure and hardships contracted bronchial and 
lung trouble, from which he died June 16, 1866; that she remained his widow 
until the year 1880, when she married one William Wright, who died a short 
time afterwards, leaving her again a widow, but that because of said second 
marriage she is debarred from obtaining the benefits of the pension laws on 
account of Anderson’s service. She further states that she is now on the 
shady side of life, in dependent circumstances, without means of support, 
and unable to earn a living by personal exertion. 

The claimant's dependent condition is also shown by the testimony of 
Bruce Robinson, a citizen of Sebastian County, Ark. The claimant veniibes 
at 1700 Papin street, St. Louis, Mo. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
words “of the rebellion,” in line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“with Mexico;” also by striking out the words “during life,” in line 9, and | 
that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to b2 reported | 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
: LUCY SPROTBERRY. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for the 
yoeess consideration of the bill (H.R. 5022) for the relief of 

sucy Sprotberry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy Sprotberry, widow 
of Asahel Thayer, late private of Company K, Forty-first Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FRENCH W. THORNHILL. 


Mr. HARRIES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6030) granting a pen- 
sion to Dr. French W. Thornhill, 





to 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of x 
French W. Thornhill, of Spr Valley, Minn., at the rate of 830 per mont 
and who shall be entitled to receive such amount from and after the approval 
of this act, subject to the rules and limitations prescribed by law. 


The report by (Mr. HARRIES) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 6030) 
— a pension to Dr. French W. Thornhill, and submit the following 
report: 

r. French W. Thornhill, of Spring Valley, Minn., is the son of Maj. S. 


: Thornbill, deceased, a surgeon of the Eighth Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
antry. 

The said Dr. French W. Thornhill was in the years 1861 and 1862 present 
with said regiment, although not mustered into the United States military 
service, and assisted and rendered valuable and efficient service, acting as 
assistant to his father in caring for the sick and wounded. 

He was with said regiment in the following engagements: Iron Mountain 
Bridge, Missouri; Frederickstown, Mo.; Fort Henry, Fort Donelson, New 
Madrid, Island No. 10, ee Landing or Shiloh, Farmington, and Iuka 
Springs. After the battle of Iuka Springs the said Dr. French W. Thornhill, 
by order of Gen. Rosecrans, was sent back to take charge of a neutral hos- 
pital, where heremained until the battle of Corinth, where he received, while 
in the discharge of his said duty as acting assistant surgeon of said regiment, 
a gunshot wound in his right hip from a rifle ball, waereby he was disabled. 

The evidence also shows that Dr. French M. Thornhill, at the battle of 
Farmington, from exposure and overexertion in rendering aid and caring 
for the sick and wounded, received and sustained a sunstroke and contracte 
dysentery and chronic diarrhea, and is now greatly disabled. 

Your committes believe this to be a meritoriouscase, and recommend that 
the bill do pass with the following amendments: 

Strike out all after the word “rate,’’ in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘of $17 per month, on account of gunshot wound of right hip, re- 
ceived at the battle of Corinth.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


AMELIA GRAHAM. 


Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a bill (H. R. 5705) to increase the 
pension of Amelia Graham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place the name of Amelia Graham, widow 0; 
Francis Graham, late a private in Capt. J. Morris’s company, Pennsylvania 


Militia, in the war with Great Britain, upon the pension roil at the rate of 
#30 per month, from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5705) to 
increase the pension of Amelia Graham, beg leave to submit the following 
report: 

it appears from the papers before your committee that Amelia Graham 
is the widow of Francis Graham, who was a private in Capt. J. Morris’scom- 
pany of Pennsylvania militia during the war of 1812, and that she is now 
receiving a pension of $12 per month. 

The claimant is 96 years old, without property or income of any kind aside 
from her pension, and so helpless from paralysis that she req S the con- 
stant aid and attendance of another person. 

These facts are shown by the sworn statements of five neighbors, the claim- 
ant’s physician, and the treasurer and auditor of the county in which she re- 
sides. The Grand Army post of Ashland, Ohio, also recommend favorable 
action on the bill. 

It is the opinion of your committee that this is a meritorious case, and 
they recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the word “thirty,” 
in line 7, and substitut in lieu thereof the word “ twenty-five,”’ soas to fix 
the rate of pension at per month, and that as so amended the bill do 
pass. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELISHA BROWN. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6969) for the relief 
of Elisha Brown. 

The bill was read. as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
instructed and authorized to place on the pension rolls, canecs to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elisha Brown, late 
a private in Compra 2 First Regiment United States Infantry, serving 
from February 19, 1829, to February 18, 1834, and to allow him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6969) 
for the relief of Elisha Brown, have considered the same and respectfully 


report: 

The claimant was a private in Company F, First United States Infantry, 
enlisting therein February 19, 1829, was honorably discharged Fe 
18, 1834. While in said service, at the battle of Bad Axe, in the summer 
1832, in the Black Hawk war, Mr. Brown received a lance wound of left ie, 
and he is now receiving a pension rated at $4 per month on account of s id 
wound. This pension was allowed by certificate No. 565236, 


eral pension laws. 
It se from the papers before your committee that the claimant is 

now about 80 years old, without rty or income of any kind aside 

his small pension, and so disabled and ppled the wound received in 

service and by injuries incurred by a fall since service that he can do no 

labor by which to support himself, and he is unable to dress or undress him- 


under the gen- 


self without \ 
The facts are shown by the sworn statements of the claimant and by the 
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ewes of Robert McCauley and Andrew Tainter, citizens of Dunn County, 
8. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word *twenty,’’ in line 10, and substituting in lieu thereof the word “‘ fif- 
teen,’ so as to fix the rate of pension at $15 per month, and that as so 
amended the bill do pass. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH VOSS. 


Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8017) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Voss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Voss, widow of 
JacobImsun, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment of Iowa Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8017) granting a pension to Elizabeth Voss, having examined and considered 
= same, report the same back to the House with a recommendation that it 

oO pass. 

rs. Voss was the wife of Jacob Mann, late of Company A, Sixteenth Reg- 
iment Iowa Infantry. He was taken prisoner of war and taken to Ander- 
sonville prison, where he died. His widow applied for a pension for herself 
and on account of minor children, which was granted, thereby establishing 
the right to the pension. 

Some two years thereafter she married one John Voss, and thereby under 
the law lost her right toa pension. Her second husband, said John Voss, 
died in 1888, since which time she has remained a widow. She is now trou- 
bled with sciatic rheumatism, is unable to work and earna support, and has 
no property for her own maintenance, and is now supported through the 
provision of others. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. M’KINNEY. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2990) for the relief of 
George W. McKiuney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to revoke and set aside the general order of Maj.Gen. D. S. 
Stanley, dated Headquarters First Division, Fourth Army Corps, March 21, 
1864, and numbered 22, approving the es and sentence of the general 
court-martial in the case of George W. McKinney, Ee vese Company E, 
Thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, finding him “not guilty 
of desertion, but tnd of absence without leave,” and sentencing him “to 
forfeit all pay and allowance due him from the United States from the i8th 
day of August, 1862, until the 23d day of June, 1863," and correct his record 
so as to show him absent on leaveduly granted, from May 19, 1862, to August 
18, 1862, and absent, disabled from sickness and disease, rendering him unfit 
for any military duty, up to September 24, 1863, when he rejoined his com- 
pany. 


The report (by Mr. CROSBY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, having considered the bill (S. 2990) for 
the relief of George W. McKinney, report favorably thereon, and adopt as 
their report the Senate report on said bill. 


[Senate Report No. 613, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the 
following report (to accompany S. 2999): 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 2990) 
for the relief of George W. McKinney, have duly considered the same and 
submit the following report: 

In the Fifty-first Congress H. R. 5121, for the relief of said George W. Mc- 
Kinney, was passed by the House and favorably reported by*this committee 
to the Senate with amendments, but was not considered or acted on in the 
Senate. To accompany that bill Senate Report No. 2409 was made, which 
contains the records and proceedings of he court-martial and much other 
data, and to which reference is made. 

The facts in this case, as shown by the records and evidence submitted are 
as follows: This claimant, George W. McKinney, sometimes named George 
McKinney, or George McKinney, jr., or George W. McKinney, jr., at the age 
of 18 years was enrolled in Company E, Thirty-sixth Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, on August 23, 1861, and mustered into the service in same company 
on October 15, 1861, for three years, and was duly accounted for on his muster 
rolls up to the roll for July and August, 1862, on which he was “ marked asa 
deserter on August 18, 1862. His name next gegoess on roll for March and 
April, 1864, as ‘ present,’ to forfeit all pay and allowances due him from the 
United States from August 18, i862, to June 23, 1863, by sentence of general 
court-martial.”” The next roll on file is for September 21, 1864, on which he 
was duly mustered out of the service, and the same entry as to court-martial 
proceedings made. 

This is briefly the record on the muster rolls. 

The hospital records show that he was admitted to general hospital at 
New Haven, Ky., December 27, 1861, for treatment for measles, and was sent 
to Nelson Barracks February 4, 1862, and that he was ‘‘ wounded slightly at 
the battle of Pittsburg Landing, Tenn., on April 6 and 7, 1862, and afimitted 
on board hospital steamer D. A. January May 10, 1862, for treatment for 
rheumatism,’ and was transferred to general hospital at Jefferson Barracks, 
Mo., May 14, 1862, and admitted there May 14, 1862, with rheumatism, and 
was furloughed for twenty days from May 19, 1862. The records of the chief 
medical officer at Indianapolis, Ind., show that he reported there and was 
ordered for examination on July 1, 1862, but do not show the result, and that 
he again reported at same office on August 12, 1862—action taken not shown— 
and that he reported again on August 13, and was ordered to his regiment. 

On June 23, 1863, he was received at Soldiers’ Home, Indianapolis, Ind., 
and was sent to his regiment via Louisville, Ky., and Nashville, Tenn., and 
reached his regiment on or about September 24, 1863. On December 21, 1863, 
a general court-martial was convened and met at Whiteside, Tenn., before 
which, on January 13, 1864, he was arraigned charged with “desertion,” the 
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specification netng same he did, after the expiration of a furlough granted 
him at St. Louis, Mo., on the 19th day of May, 1862. and which was renewed 
at Indianapolis, Ind., fail to report as required by said furlough and was 
marked a deserter August 18, 1462, in pursuance of general order from War 
Department. He did not rejoin his company and regiment until on or about 
the 24th day of September, 1864.” 

To the charge and specification he pleaded “not guilty.’ The general 
court-martial found him guilty of the specification, but not guilty of deser- 
tion, but guilty of absence without leave, and sentenced him “to forfeit all 
pay and allowance due him from the United States from the 18th day of Au- 
gust, 1862, until the 23d day of June, 1863.”’ / 

Serious confusion has arisen in the record entries from the fact that there 
was another soldier named George W. McKinney in same company, an uncle 
of this claimant, who was marked a deserter in August, 1862, and never did 
return to his command. 

This claimant insists that the charge of desertion against his uncle was 
the cause of the charge against him. 

The records and proceedings of the court-martial show that his furlough 
for twenty days from May 19 to June 7, 1862, was duly extended to June 27, 
1862, and then contains the following certificates and furlough to wit: 


“To all whom this may concern: 

“I, the undersigned. a practicing physician in the town of Quincy, in the 
county of Jay, and State of Indiana, do hereby certify that I have had George 
W. MeKinney. jr., a private of Company E, Thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, under medical treatment since his return from the Army at 
Shiloh, from which place he was sent home about the Ist of May, and hav- 
ing this day visited him do hereby make the following certifiel statement 
as to condition and physical health at the present time, viz: 

“That his bronchial tubes are much diseased; that ever since his return 
he has been laboring under severe chronic inflammation of the lungs, and 
chronic inflammation of both kidneys, the result no doubt of cold taken 
while laboring under a severe attack of measles and camp fever last winter 
in Kentucky; he is also severely afflicted in the spine; these diseases com- 
bined are producing palpitation of the heart. I further certify that he is not 
able to travel and can stand but very little exercise, and 1 further certify 
that the said George W. McKinney, jr..is not able for military duty, and 
that owing to his youth, delicate condition, and deranged state of health 
that he never will be able to render military service. I would therefore 
recommend that he receive a final discharge. 

“Given under my hand this 16th of July, 1862. 

“JOHN A. HENNING, 
* Attending Physician. 


“STATE OF INDIANA, County of Jay: 


‘Before me, the undersigned, a notary public in and for said county, per- 
sonally came the above-named John A. Henning, and being by me duly 
sworn, declares upon his oath that the above certificate is true, and I fur- 
ther certify that the said John A. Henning is a respectable practitioner of 
medicine of long standing at Quincy, in the county aforesaid. 

‘Given under my hand and official seal this 16th July. 1462. 

[SEAL. ] “FREDERICK STOVER. 

“Notary Public.” 


“Upon the within certificate a furlough is granted the within-named 
George W. McKinney, jr., a private of Company E, Thirty-sixth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, for the period of thirty days, and in the meantime 
should the said soldier be at any time during said period able to travel he will 
appear before the chief medical officer here for examination, with a view to 


his discharge. 
“J. S, SIMONSON, 
‘* Colonel of United States Army, Commanding Post. 


“ INDIANAPOLIS, July 19, 1862. 


“The certificate is not in form as prescribed for disabled soldiers to found 
a discharge upon. 
“5.3. S. 
‘* Will report for examination August 12. 
‘By order. J.S. SIMONSON, Commanding Post.” 


This certificate of Dr. John A. Henning is fully corroborated by the affida- 
vits of Wesley J. Evans, Samuel S. Taylor, and Amos Hall, who were neigh- 
bors of claimant and personally knew his condition from the date of Dr. 
Henning’s certificate to June 23, 1863, when claimant reported voluntarily to 
Col. Simonson and was ordered to his command. They clearly show he was 
wholly unfit for military duty of any kind during this entire period. 

The General Orders No. 92, War Department, July 31, 1862, which revoked 
all furloughs after August 11, 1863, and directed all soldiers fit for duty ab- 
sent on August 18, 1862, to be regarded as deserters, prescribed that the only 
excuses for absence after August 11, 1862, were, first, order of leave from War 
Department; second, disability from wounds received in service, and third, 
disability from disease rendering the soldier unfit for military duty; and as 
this soldier was absent on August 18, 1862, he was marked a deserter as by 
that order, which is referred to in the specifiation as the ground for the 
charge of desertion. 

It was impossible for this soldier to procure the evidence now adduced in 
the affidavits referred for presentation and consideration by the general 
court-martial. As further evidence of the fact of his uhfitness for military 
duty, even when he voluntarily reported, is the record that, although in 
military control from and after June 23, 1863, he did not reach his company 
until on or about September 24, 1863, which is explained by the claimant that 
he was on his arrival at Nashville, Tenn., sent to the prison hospital and 
there under treatment from June to September, 1863. There are no records 
of that hospital on file in the War Department, The sentence of the court- 
martial only declared forfeit of pay, etc., up to June 23, 1863, and he must 
after that date have been in some hospital or he would have been forwarded 
to his company. 

The evidence referred to shows clearly that he was properly and legally 
exempt from the charge of desertion, or even absence without leave, because 
of his disability from disease rendering him unfit for military duty, and had 
he been able to produce the evidence now before your committee the court- 
martial would certainly have not so sentenced him or so found. Another 
fact was developed by the court-martial proceedings, which is that after he 
had received Dr. Henning’s certificate, evidently prepared as a basis for his 
discharge for disability, but found by Col. Simonson not in the form pre- 
scribed in such cases, and had reported, he was furnished a certificate, which 
he believed to be a discharge from the service, from one Lamar, who was 
engaged in furnis. what purported to be furloughs for discharges, or cis- 
charges, which proved to be false and forged. 

This claimant certainly believed he was properly absent, and as soon as he 
heard that there was a charge of desertion against him or his uncle, he vol- 
untarlly reported, having in the mean time been at home without any conceal- 
ment, under treatment for diseases rend him wholly unfit for duty. 

In view of all the facts in this case—the youth of this soldier, the reasona- 
ble grounds he had to believe that his furlough had been properly extended, 
ahd his established unfitness for duty during the period from August 18, 1862, 
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to June 23, 1863, and his voluntary return, and his subsequent faithful sery- 
ice and honorable discharge—your committee believe that it is a matter of 
simple justice and clear right to authorize the Secretary of War to revoke 
and set aside the order approving the findings and sentence of said court- 
martial, and to correct his record so as to show the facts as they were; that 
he was on leave, duly granted, from May 19, 1862, to August 18, 1862, and ab- 
sent, disabled from sickness and disease, rendering him unfit for any military 
duty, up to September 24, 1863, and accordingly report the bill back to the 
Senate and recommend its passage. 

Your committee hereto append and make a partof this report the military 
and hospital record of claimant and the affidavits before referred to. 


Record of George McKinney, Company E, Thirty-sixth Indiana Volunteers. 


George McKinney (aged 18 years) was enrolled August 23, 1861, and mus- 
tered in October 15, 1861, to serve three years in Company E, Thirty-sixth 
Indiana Volunteers. On muster rolls of said company from enrollment of 
soldier to April 30, 1862, he is reported “present” S name appears as 
George W. McKinney on roll dated February 28, 1862); on roll for May and 
June, 1862 (as George W. McKinney), ‘‘absent sick; ”’ for July and August, 
1862 (as George W. McKinney, jr.), “marked as a deserter on the 18th of Au- 
gust, 1862, by order from War Department.” 

His name is not borne on subsequent muster rolls of company until that 
for March and April, 1864, when it appears (as ———— W. McKinney, en- 
listed September 6, 1861) with report, *‘ present; toforfeit all pay and allow- 
ances due him from United States from August i8, 1862, to June 23, 1868, by 
sentence of general court-martial.”’ The next roll of the company on file is 
the muster-out roll of the nonveterans of the company, dated September 21, 
1864, on Which he was mustered out with remark similar to that on roll for 
March and April, 1864. 

(There is nothing of record to indicate that the soldier was absent during 
the period between April 30 and September 21, 1864.) 

The following is the medical record of this soldier, so far as it can be de- 
termined from the evidence on file, to wit: 

As George W. McKinney,Company E, Thirty-sixth Indiana Volunteers, he 
Was admitted to the general hospital, New Haven, Ky., December 27, 1861, 
for treatment for measles, and was sent to Nelson Barracks February 4, 
1862, as George W. McKinney, ‘‘wounded slightly at the battle of Pittsburg 
Landing, Tenn., April 6 and 7, 1862;"" as George W. McKinney, he was ad- 
niitted on board hospital steamer D. A. January, May 18, 1862, for treatment 
for rheumatism, and was transferred to general hospital at Jefferson Bar- 
racks, Mo., May 14, 1862; as George W. McKinney he was admitted to the 
last-named hospital May 14, 1862. with rheumatism, and was furloughed for 
twenty days from May 19, 1862; no record of return to that hospital from 
furlough. 

The records of the chief medical officer, district of Indiana, Indianapolis, 
Ind., show that George W. McKinney, private Company E, Thirty-sixth In- 
diana Volunteers, reported at that office and was “ ordered for medical ex- 
amination" July 1, 1862, but the result of suchexamination does not appear; 
that George McKinney, Company E, Thirty-sixth Indiana Volunteers, re- 
yerees at same office August 12, 1862 (action taken not shown); that George 

V. McKinney, Company E, Thirty-sixth Indiana Volunteers, reported at 
same office August 13, 1862, was ‘‘ordered to regiment” the same day. 

The next record of thisman is of date June 23, 1863, when he was received 
at Soldiers’ Home, Indianapolis, Ind. From that place he was sent to his 
regiment via Louisville, Ky., and Nashville, Tenn., and reached it on or about 
September 24, 1863. 

On January 13, 1864, he was arraigned and tried beforea general court-mar- 
tial on the charge of desertion; was found not guilty ofdesertion, but guilty 
of absence without leave, and sentenced “to forfeit all pay and allowance 
due him from the United States from the 18th day of August, 1862, until the 
23d day of June, 1863,"’ which sentence was duly promulgated on orders 
dated March 2, 1864. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 

Record and Pension Division, January 20, 1892. 
Afidavit. 
State OF INDIANA, County of Jay, 88: 

Thisday personally appeared before me, Matthew Atkinson, a justice of 
the peace in and for said county and State, James W. Evans, aged 48 years, 
to me personally known to bea person of good a, who, me sworn, 
declares as follows: That he is gwen —_ ted with G. W. Mc. ¥ 
jr., late a member of Company E, Thirty-sixth Indiana ent; that dur- 
iug the time the said McKinney was absent from his ent, namely the 
fall, winter, and spring of 1862 and 1863, I lived near him, went to see him 
often; that during all this time he remained at home with his parents; was 
badly afflicted with rheumatism and lung trouble, and was under medical 
treatinent during all this time for same, and was often in a critical condi- 
tion, as I was informed by the doctors who attended him (with whom I was 
intimately acquainted); was with the said G. W. McKinney the day before 
he started back to his regiment in June, 1863, and believe him at that time to 
have been in a critical condition, unable to make the = 

WESLEY J. EVANS. 


Subscribed andsworn to before me this 30th day of March, 1892. 
I certify that I have no interest-in the above claim or its prosecution. 
MATTHEW ATKINSON, 
Justice of the Peace. 
(Certificate on file at Department.) 


STATE OF MISSOURI, County of Newton, 83: 


This day personally came before me, clerk of county court for county and 
State aforesaid, Samuel 8S. Taylor, to me personally known to be a person 
of good ee, who, being duly sworn, declaresas follows: I am intimately 
acquainted with G. W. McKinny, jr., late a member of Com E, Thirty- 
Sixth Indiana Re ent; that I lived near his parents in 1862 and 1863; that 
after the battle of Pittsburg Landing, in 1862, the said G. W. McKinny was 
furloughed home, and rei ed at home on furlough, and what was thought 
to bea discharge furlough, until June, 1863; about this time it being re- 
ported that he was marked as a deserter, he at once to Indianapolis. 
On account of his weak, debilitated condition at that time I accompanied 
him to os place. D the time the said G. W. McKinny was at home 
he was badly afflicted with lung trouble and rheumatism; was under med- 
ical treatment for same all the time, and on account of same was closely 
confined at his parents’ house during all this time. 

SAMUEL 8S. TAYLOR. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me the 26th day of March, 1892. 
[SEAL] cn SMITH, 
Clerk of County Court. 


STATE OF INDIANA, County of Jay: 


This day personally appeared before me, Matthew Atkinson, a justice of 
the peace in and for said county of Jay and State of Indiana, Amos Hall, to 


me peconete known to be a person of good repute, who, be duly sworn, 
declares as follows: I am Seana uainted with G.W. McKinney, late a 
member of Common & Thirty-sixt jana Regiment; that I lived adjoin- 
ing his father’s , 1862, at which time the said G. W. McKinney came 
home from the Army on furlough; that at this time he was afflicted with 
rheumatism, lung trouble, and general debility; that he remained at home 
until June, 1863; that during all this time he was at home with his parents 
under medical treatment for above disabilities, and often in a critical con- 
dition from same. I believe him to have been wholly unfit for any military 


duty dur this time. 
, ~~ AMOS HALL. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2d day of April, 1892. 
MATTHEW ATKINSON, 
Justice of the Peace. 
(Certificate on file at Department.) 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I can state very briefly the facts 
in this case. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is this a billtoremoveacharge of desertion? 

Mr. HEARD. It isa bill to remove a charge of being absent 
without leave. The evidence in this caseclearly shows that this 
boy, who was only 18 years of age, thought he was duly author- 
ized to be absent, and that he was not absent without leave. 

Mr. HARRIES. Was he a commissioned officer? 

Mr. HEARD. No; he wasa boy 18 years old. He was in the 
hospital, sick. He left it to go home under furlough, and when 
he found out he was charged with desertion, he immediately re- 
turned and reported to his command, although he was in no con- 
dition to do so. He was sick and had to be sent to the hospital, 
where he remained some time. This man has suffered unjustly 
under this charge for twenty-five years. It isa meritorious case, 
and I hope it will not be obstructed. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN FIELDS. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2128) 
granting a pension to John Fields. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Fields, of 
Allegheny City, Pa., who was a private in ae E, Sixth ‘Re ent 
United States Infantry, enrolled November-15, 1837, and discharged Novem- 
ber 15, 1840, and who, while in the discharge of his duties, contracted rheu- 
matism, by which he has since been and is still disabled. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN S. DUNHAM. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration 
the bill (H. R. 3118) to pension John S. Dunham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limitations and regula- 
tions of the pension laws of the United States, the name of John S. Dunham, 
late of Winters's company in Grundy County Battery, Missouri Militia, pen- 
sion application numbered 702973. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The nel easiems. to ee — the bill (H.R. 
3118) gran’ a ls am, submit the ng report: 
John S. Dunbam was ap’ Yate sol of Capt. Ezekiel W "3 company 
of Missouri State militia, which organization was called into the service of 
the State on the part of the a = the United States, in the year 
1862, for the period of six months. ile in said service in line of duty, en- 
prquiinade’ t with bushw: said Dunham received permanent 3 
y his horse falling on ! ee eee oe his ribs and col- 
lar bone, and so severely of the right hand that it be- 
came necessary to amputate the same at the first joint. 
Dunham 2 for a pension, byt the Bureau rejected his claim ‘‘on the 
ground that the organization in which claimantincurred his ilities 
a State organization and t is therefore not entitled to pensi 


passage of the ee a to 

claimant, afteramending the same eos of bill after the 

inserting following: “The name of 

, Grundy County Battery, Mis- 

souri Militia, and pay him a pension for ury to breast, cibu, calles bane. 

and right forefinger, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


on.*’ 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


HARRIETT E. NILES. 
Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Chairman, I call up for 
consideration the bill (H. R. 9585) for the relief of Harriett E. 


Niles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Harriett E. Niles, and to 
hera of $12 per mouth, as the foster mother of Frank J 


ames, 
Niles, private Company E, Cne hundred and eleventh New York Volun- 
teers 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 
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MARION KERN SHARMAN. 


Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7662) granting a pension to Marion Kern Sharman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place upon the pension rolijthe name of Marion Kern Shar- 
man, of Des Moines, Iowa, widow of David C. Kern, late a private of Com- 
pany C, Ninety-seventh New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension of 812 
a& month from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 
7662, submit the following report: 

Marion Kern Sharman was Marion Kern; her former husband was David 
C. Kern, a member of Company C, Ninety-seventh Pennsylvania Infantry, 
and was killed at Fredericksburg) in 1862. This applicant drew a pension as 
the widow of Kern until 1865, when she married Joseph P. Sharman and re- 
mained his wife until October 2, 1891, when she obtained a divorce from him. 
Sharman’s health failed as he alleged, so that he did not =o this appli- 
cant, and in 1882 he went South and remained untilin 1885, when he returned, 
and remained but a few days and abandoned his wife. 

All these years Mrs. Sharman had maintained herself and family by daily 
— and finally, as above stated, obtained a divorce on the ground of de- 
sertion. 

In view of the fact that Mrs. Sharman received no benefit from her-mar- 
riage with Sharman in the way of support, and after years of toil and trials 
Was compelled to seek a divorce, and has no means of prayers except by 
daily toil, your committee recommend the passage of said bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


MRS. ELIZA T. PALMATIER. 


Mr. JOLLEY. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 9139) to pension Mrs. Eliza T. Palmatier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 4! is, 
directed to place upon the pension rolls, subject to the epeeens and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Eliza T. Palmatier, widow of 
Moses Chamberlain, corporal in Company K, Ninth Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, deceased, and = a pension at the rate $12 per 
month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HARRIES) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 9139) 
granting a pension to Eliza T. Palmatier and submit the following report: 

The petitioner, whose address is No. 315 Sanborn street, Winona, Minn., 
was formerly the widow of Moses Chamberlain. who served in Company K, 
Ninth MinnesotajVolunteers, from September 11, 1862, until his death in sery- 
ice July 17,1865. Thewidow was pensioned from thesoldier’s death to March 
12, 1871, when she married again; a pension was then paid to a child of the 
soldier until December 23, 1875, when he became 16 years of age, since which 
no pension has been paid. These facts appear from the records of the Pen- 
sion Bureau. 

The petitioner testifies that her husband, J. S. Palmatier, died December 
4, 1890; that she is 62 years of age and has no means of support but daily 
labor, which she is little able to do, and that she will be dependent on 
those not legally bound to support her. 

Thomas Simpson, of Winona, Minn., testifies that J. S. Palmatier died 
December 4, 1890, and that the petitioner has not remarried since his death, 
and that she has no means of support other than her daily labor. 

Your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, 
— bay a by inserting the word “ formerly” after the name “ Pal- 
matier”’ in line 6. F 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the | 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to establish- 
ing precedents by which the door may be opened for extrava- 
gance in the future, whether it be for pensions or what not. I | 
am unwilling to place additional burdens upon the people of my | 
State when they are already suffering on account of the scarcity | 
of money, due to the prevailing low prices of all products upon 
which they rely for money. 

There never has been atime in the history of this country when 
so much unrest was exhibited among the industrial classes as at 
the present time; and all are looking to the Federal Government | 
for relief, and a thousand plans have been suggested. Griev- | 
ances from the farmers of the South and West and from the 
operatives of the great mills of the North—products of the farm | 
declining and the wages of the laborer reduced. 

All admit that there is cause for complaint, but there is great | 
danger of making a grievous mistake in selecting a remedy for | 
the evils complained of. I want to say here and now that it is | 
due, in my judgment, largely to our Federal system of taxation | 
and inequitable distribution of appropriations from the national | 
Treasury. We can not hope for permanent financial relief for | 
all sections of our country until we have a fair and equitable ad- 
justment of tariff taxation limited exclusively to governmental | 
purposes, and an honest and economical administration of public | 
affairs. . . 

Through the iniquitous tariff system the agricultural sections 
have been impoverished toenrich the great manufacturing cen- 
ters, And but asmall per cent of the vast sums collected and | 
disbursed annually by the Federal Treasury finds its way back 
to the pockets of the people whose toil it represents. To those | 
who have studied the discriminations of the high protective | 








tariff system there is nothing strange in the fact that Massa- 
chusetts has $323 per capita while North Carolina has but $7. 

It isthe policy of the Republican party to put the Govern- 
ment in partnership with the manufacturers in the collection of 
Federal taxes, by which the Government gets one dollaras tax 
and the manufacturers get four as bounty. In other words, the 
Government collects $200,000,000,in round numbers, every year 
from the foreign merchandise brought to this country, and the 
home manufacturers, by the assistance of the tariff laws, collect 
$800,000,000 from their products, and the people pay it all. 

Thatis tosay, the people of the United States pay $1 ,000,000,000 
more, annually, for the necessaries of life than any other people 
on the face of the earth would have to pay for the same goods. 

This is called *‘ protection to American labor” (?), and at the 
same time it makes millionaires. This vast sum is being 
drawn from every nook and corner of the Republic, from the 
rank and file of the people, as they make their daily purchases 
at the stores. But the merchants are not responsible, for they 
have already paid it to the manufacturer, and of course, must 
collect it from the people. Every man in the South knows that 
most of the money realized at the end of the year goes to the 
merchants tosettle accounts and pay off mortgagesfor the yeir’s 
supplies, and from the merchents it goes to the great trad. cen- 
ters never to return. 

The small amount the tariff barons leave the Treasury as its 
mg of the spoils, is being absorbed by pensions. Think of it. 

Je are paying twice as much for pensions alone as was required 
to defray the entire expense of the Government under Buchan- 
an’s Administration, and more than it costs England and Ger- 
many to support their standing armies. And the last Repub- 
lican Congress, by act of June 27, 1890, added 300,000 new names 
to the pension rolls, which this Congress must provide for under 
the law and appropriate the enormous sum of $146,000,000 for 
the fiscal year 1893, and comparatively none of it gces to the 
Southern States. These continuous drains upon our resources, 
if not checked, will soon bankrupt the South, and the Repub- 
licans are solely responsible. 

Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the hard times and an empty 


‘Treasury, that side of the House has by speech and by vote tried 


to make this a “‘ billion-dollar Congress,” just as if they were un- 
der no obligation to the people. 


When sorrows come, they come not single spies, 
But in battalions. 


In the midst of the financial crisis of the South the Omaha 
convention capped the climax by putting at the head of the Re- 
form ticket a man who was untiring in his efforts, as a member 
of the Forty-sixth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, to pass 
a bill to pay the Federal soldiers the difference in value be- 
tween the greenbacks they reccived and gold. Andtocarry into 
effect its provisions the bill carried an appropriation of $300,- 
000,900 as the first installment. Strange relief! Splendid re- 
form! 

Isend the bill Mr. Weaver introduced into the Forty-ninth 
Congress to the Clerk's desk and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. J. B. Weaver introduced the following bill: 


A bill (H. R. 3878) for the relief of the soldiers and sailors who served in the 
Army and Navy of the United States in the lave war for the suppression of 
the rebellion, and to restore to them equal rights with the holders of Gov- 
ernment bonds. 

Whereas the soldiers and sailors who served in the Army and Navy of 
the United States in the late war for the suppression of the rebeliion were, 
from the necessity of the case, compelled by law to receive for their-serv- 
ices a depreciated currency, greatly inferior in value at the time to the 
gold coin of the United States; anc 

Whereas the Congress of the United States has heretofore in the most sol- 
emn manner affirmed that good faith requires that all Government obliga- 
tions shall be paid in coin or its equivalent: and 

Whereas the obligation of theGovernment to the soldiers and sailors who 


| hazarded all, including life, that this nation might live, is of the most sacred 


and binding character: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Vongress assembled, That there shall be paid to each private 
soldier, noncommissioned officer, sailor, teamster. or musician regularly 
mustered into the service of the United States during the late war for the 
suppression of the rebellion, or to his or their legal representatives in case 
of death, as soon as his or their claim shall be examined and audited by the 
Second Auditor of the Treasury, the sum found duc him or them, the amount 
thereof to be ascertained as follows: The Second Auditor shall ascertain the 
amount of currency paid said soldier or sailor at cach date of payment dur- 
ing his term of service, and shall ascertain the gold value of said currency 


| payable at the time, by reference to the quotations of gold, as compared with 


the currency in which said soldier or sailor was paid, at the city of New York 
at that date; and said soldier, sailor, or his legai representatives shall be al- 
lowed and paid the difference in vaine between the currency which he re- 
ceived and the standard gold coin of the United States in which he should 
have been paid. 

Sxc. 2. That to enable the Government to meet the payments required by 
this act the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to cause to be 
issued #300,000,000 of United States notes, or so much thereof as shall be 
found necessary, of the denominations of one. two, five, ten, twenty, and 
fifty dollars: and said notes. when so issued. shall be a legal tender in pay- 
ment of all debts, public and private, and shall be kept in circulation in 
manner as now Vided 7 law for other United States notes 

Segc. 3. That the sum of 000,009, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
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sary to make the payments required by this act, is hereby appropriated out 
of the money by this act authorized to be issued. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, this bill was first intro- 
duced by Mr. Weaver at the second session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress, and was H. R. 2480, and on December 3, 1879, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. (See House Jour- 
nal, page 40.) The same bill was introduced by him in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, and on January 11, 1886, was referred to 
the Committes on Military Affairs. And the same bill was 
again introduced by him in the Fiftieth Congress as H. R. 1356 
and was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs on Janu- 
ary 4,1888. Mr. Weaver's persistency shows the deep interest 
he had in the success of this measure, having introduced it in 
every Congress of which he was a member. 

Mr. Chairman, this is one of the most unjust and reckless 
schemes ever attempted to be pushed through the American Con- 
gress, and proves conclusively that Mr. Weaver is an enemy 
to the financial interests of this country, and especially to the 
South; for we could get no benefit from such appropriations. 
It is purely sectional. 

We want a man for President whose sympathy knows no East, 
no West, no North, no South; a President for all the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, it is interesting to note just now that Mr. 
Weaver was a bitter and hostile enemy of the Southern people 
only a few short years ago. ‘‘ What has come over the spirit of 
his dreams” that makes him love us now? ‘‘Who ever loved 
that loved not at first sight?” Iwill read the following extracts 
from his speechesin the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the Fiftieth 
Congress, page 6146: 

THESE ARE SOME OF WEAVER’S UTTERANCES ON THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY 
MADE IN PUBLIC SPEECHES. 


He said at Albia on July 18, 1866: 

“IT want to congratulate you first, fellow-citizens, on the suppression of 
purely Democratic rebellion, ga up by Democrats for the democratic 
purpose of dissevering this Union and perpetually establishing human 
slavery. Now and forever it is establishing as an eternal truth that the De- 
mocracy in no place or State can ever be trusted with government. Asa 
party it should disband, just as a section of it did at Appomattox.” 


He said in a joint debate with Col. H. H. Trimble, at Bloomfield, on Sep- , 


tember 4, 1868: 

‘Here we have the old fight over again. The Confederate Democracy, 
North and South, in which the infamous copperhead division of Iowa ap- 
pears. are again contesting with Grant for the safety of the Union. As at 
Doneison, he proposes to ‘move on their works at once,’ and there is no es- 
cape for this rank, traitorous horde, except in another surrender. Charge 
on them, fellow-Republicans, and spare not one, not even a deputy road su- 
pervisor, from total political annihilation.” 

| Laughter on the Kepublican side. ] 

He said in Bioomfield on September 25, 1869: 

‘*What is the use of further arraigning the defunct Democracy, with all its 
hoary crimes, at the bar of publicopinion? We know that its acts comprise 
murder, treason, theft, arson, fraud, perjury, and all crimes possible for an 
organization to connive at.” 

{Renewed laughter on the Republican side. ] 

‘Jt would be a mercy to put its record a million miles deep in the pit that 
is mentioned in Holy Writ; and I may add that if a large and distinguished 
assortment of its alleged statesmen were sent along it would only be com- 
mon justice.” 

{Applause on the Republican side.] 

He said in Fairfield, September 18, 1870: 

‘The Democracy, as usual, are loud in their opposition, but what did they 
ever do when they had a chance? Herein Iowathey stole theschoolfund and 
nationally they stole the arsenals, the Navy, the Treasury, everything that 
was not red hot, and created the very devil’s rebeliion. And these men ap- 
pear and ask for your support. They should come on bended knee asking 
your forgiveness for the unspeakable crimes they have committed and the 
wretched miseries inflicted upon our common country.” 

{Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

He said in Keokuk, September 16, 1871: 

‘The record of the Republican party appeals to the candid judgment of all 
men as unimpeachable, save, perhaps, thatit was too lenient with the leading 
Democratic conspirators. The same old gang, save those who were shot or 
hung, are again conspiring to get possession of the Government next year. 
Woe to them! for the loyal hosts willcrush them, and crush them forever and 
forever out of all possible danger of such a misfortune to our common coun- 


try.” 

He said in Oskaloosa, September 25, 1872: 

“No a ng can ever, under any circumstances, have any part or lot 
with the hungry, rebellious, man-hating, woman-selling gang corporated 
under the name of Democracy, aname so full of stench and poison that it 
should be blotted from the vocabulary of civilized man and handed over to 
the barbarism that it so fitly now and in all the past has represented.” 

| Prolonged a on the Republican side.] 

He said at Stiles, September 11, 1873, in referring to the financial policy of 
the Democratic party: 

“But, then, what could you expect from the poor, blind, diseased, decrepit, 
dismal, damned old Democratic party?” 

[Prolonged laughter on the Republican side.] 


They were incorporated into a speech of Mr. HENDERSON of 
lowa, delivered in the House on July 11, 1888, and appeared in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that date, and were admitted at 
the time by Mr. Weaver to be correct, and he said in reply that 
he ‘had nothing to take back.” 

I desire to say in this connection, Mr. Chairman, that the 
brave old soldiers of the South were just as honorable, patriotic, 
and trustworthy when these false and scandalous harangues 
were made as they are in this year of grace, 1892. In the 
name of humanity, is there any hope for the r and oppressed 
of the land who turn their faces toward the new Mecca and 
worship at the shrine of this mighty statesman? 
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The people will understand that we can get but little financial 
relief until we have financial reform. Relief is temporary; re- 
form is substantial, and will give relief. If the Secretary of the 
Treasury could issue $50 or $100 a capita and scatter it broadcast 
over the country it would be only a question of time till it would 
all be concentrated in the great mercantile and manufacturing 
centers. The same broad channels which have carried the $25 
per capita we now have from the many to the few, will just as cer- 
tainly carry $50 or $100. It is an irresistible conclusion, for it is 
done by force of law and is as inexorable as the laws of the 
Medes and Persians. 

Down with the thieving tariff, down with fraudulent pensions, 
down with all extravagance in the administration of the Gov- 
ernment; then a financial system can be established by which 
the people will be enabled, not only to get money, but to keep 
it wnen earned by the sweat of their faces. [Applause.] It is 
plain to everyone who has studied the situation from the proper 
standpoint, that the hard times is notso much due to the scarcity 
of money as it is to getting it properly distributed among the 
people for we have had more money #4 capita since 1888 than 
at any other time in the history of the nation, as is shown by 
the official report of the Treasury Department, which I append 
to my remarks. 

From this report it will be seen that the issuing of more money 
without reforming the laws would make the rich still richer and 
leave the poor still poor. The millionaires would become bil- 
lionaires and the people would continue to suffer. 


Statement showing the amounts of _.oney in the United States, in the Treasury, 
and in circulation, on the dates specified. 














Amount of Amount in Money |Cireula- 
Year. money in circulation Population.|; per (tion per 
United States. | . capita. | capita. 
MU shun geoaainn $1442, 102, 477 #435, 407, 252 31, 443, 321 $14. 05 $13. 85 
I i i 452, 005, 767 448, 405, 767 32, 064, 000 14. 09 13. 98 
ID bs el moms 358, 452, 079 334, 697, 744 32, 704, 000 10. 96 10, 23 
BE Kirarve neg 674, 867, 283 595, 394, 038 33, 365, 000 20. 23 17. 84 
TET 705, 588, 067 669, 641, 478 34, 046, 000 20. 72 19. 67 
SS itedons 770, 129, 755 714, 702, 995 34, 748, 000 22. 16 20. 57 
1866 754, 327, 254 673, 488, 244 35, 469, 009 21.27 18, 99 
728, 200, 612 661, 992, 069 36, 211, 000 20. 11 18. 28 
716, 553, 578 680, 103, 661 36, 973, 000 19. 38 18. 39 
715, 351, 180 664, 452, 891 37, 756, 000 18. 95 17. 60 
722, 868, 461 675, 212, 794 38, 588, 371 18. 73 17.50 
741, 312, 174 715, 889, 005 39, 555, 000 18. 75 18. 10 
2.. 762, 721, 565 738, 309, 549 40, 596, 000 18. 7 18. 19 
‘ 774, 445, 610 751, 881, 809 41, 677, 000 18. 58 18, 04 
BPR cotes oben 806, 024, 781 776, 083, 031 42, 796, 000 18. 83 18. 13 
 . 798, 273, 509 754, 101, 947 43, 951, 000 18. 16 17. 16 
Mek Asis 790, 683, 284 727, 609, 45, 137,000 17. 52 16. 12 
STE dics bnensiaimnailiil 763, 053, 847 722, 314, 883 46, 353, 000 16. 46 15. 58 
_ _, EE: 791, 253, 576 729, 132, 634 47,598, 000 16. 62 15, 32 
Seek oie. oe 1, 051, 521, 541 818, 631, 793 48, 866, 000 21. 52 16. 75 
BES Sanne 1, 205, 929, 197 973, 382, 228 50, 155, 783 24. 04 19. 41 
Seeger 1, 406, 541,823 | 1, 114, 238, 119 51, 316, 000 27.41 21.71 
NON... SCansuioae 1, 480,531,719 | 1,174, 290, 419 52, 495, 000 28. 20 22. 37 
PES eadicotieahs 1, 643, 489, 816 | 1, 230, 305, 696 53, 693, 000 30. 60 22. 91 
tacts ceaoes 1,705, 454,189 | 1, 243, 925, 969 54, 911, 000 31.06 22. 65 
1885___..........] 1,817, 658, 336 | 1, 292, 568, 615 56, 148, 000 32. 37 23. 02 
DN, nine mire acon 1, 803, 559, 694 | 1, 252, 700, 525 57, 404, 000 31.50 21. 82 
1887__...-...-.0-| 1,900, 442,672 | 1,317,539, 143 58, 680, 000 | 32. 39 22. 45 
Be Lt cle ae 2, 062, 955,949 | 1, 372, 170, 870 59, 974, 090 34. 39 22. 88 
a EES 2, 075, 350,711 | 1,380, 361, 649 61, 289, 000 33. 86 22. 52 
Be Scie oo 2, 144, 226,159 | 1, 429, 251, 570 62, 622, 250 34. 24 22. 82 
TE nictinigh ieaia 2, 100, 130,092 | 1, 500, 067, 555 63, 975, 000 32. 83 23. 45 
FA: cncntupe abe 2, 219,719,198 | 1, 603, 073, 338 65, 200, 000 | 34. 04 24. 58 
SAMUEL G. BRIGGS. 


Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, [ call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4255) to pension Samuel G. Briggs, of Hale County, Ala. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel G, 
Briggs, of Hale County, Ala., who served in the Florida war as a soldier in 
Capt. Henry Webb’s company, Col. Acklin’s regiment; and that the said 
Samuel G. Briggs be paid a pension under the provisions of the pension laws 
at the rate of $4 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4255) 

granting a pension to Samuel G. Briggs, have considered the same and re- 
90rt: 

7 The records of the War Department show that the claimant served from 
June 6, 1836, to July 25, 1836, as a corporal in Capt. Webb’s company of light 
artillery, Alabama Volunteers, in the Creek Indian war. 

The claimant is now nearly 80 years old, in extremely feeble health, and 
very poor. Heis dependent entirely upon his own exertions for the support 
of himself, his old and feeble wife, and an invalid sister. 

The facts are certified to by the gentleman who introduced the bill in the 
House, he having known the claimant for thirty years. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended a 
word “twenty-four,” in line 9, and inserting in lieu thereof t 
and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside witk the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

‘ MONTGOMERY M. TUTTLE. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration 
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the bill (H. R. 6970) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Montgomery M. Tuttle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to cause the records of the War Department to be so amended as to 
remove the charge of desertion from the service record of Montgomery M. 
Tuttle, late a private in Company F, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volun- 
teers, and grant an honorable discharge to the said Montgomery M. Tuttle, 
as of date July 1, 1864. 


The report (by Mr. PATTON) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6970) to remove the charge of desertion from the name of Montgomery M. 
Tuttle, submit the following report: 

Montgomery Tuttle was enrolled at Clinton, Me., December 17, 1863, in Com- 
pany F’, Twenty-ninth Maine Volunteers, to serve three years. He is reported 
present to April 30, 1864, and on subsequent rolls to December 31, 1864, he is 
reported absent sick in hospita! at New Orleans, La. 

rolis for January and February, 1865, absent without leave since Janu- 

ary, 1865. March and April, 1865, he is reported as deserted from hospital in 

Pennsylvania January, 1865. Hospital records show him admitted to post 

hospital at Alexandria, La., May 8, 1864, with diarrhea, and transferred to 

— hospital May 22, 1864, as admitted to marine general hospital at New 

rleans, with same disease, and was furloughed August 1, 1864, but the time 
for which he was furloughed is not stated. 

Claimant, in affidavit executed October 9, 1889, states that at the time he 
enlisted he was but 15 years and 6 months old; that he ran away from home 
and enlisted without the permission of his parents; that while he was in the 
Red River campaign he was taken sick and was sent to the hospital at New 
Orleans; that he remained at said hospital, afflicted with typhoid fever, for 
about four months, when he was sent to his home in Maine on sick furlough 
for thirty days; that on the expiration of said furlough he was still sick and 
confined to his bed and unable to return, and when his health was partially 
restored his father refused to allow him to return. 

October,1889, Lydia D. Holt, mother of soldier, under oath corroborates the 
statements of soldier as to his age and circumstances connected with his 
return home and sickness while there, as also to the father preventing his 
return after recovery. This testimony isalsocorroborated by the testimony 
of two brothers of the soldier, and also by three neighbors. 

Your committee has carefully considered the evidence in this case, and in 
view of the youth ot the soldier, his long sickness, and the restraining in- 
fluence of his parents, recommend that the bill be amended by adding after 
line 9 of the printed bill the words, “Provided, That no pay or allowances 
shall become due by virtue of this act,’’ and as so amended that it do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. | 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARY A. MOORHEAD. 


Mr. KRIBBS. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration the 
. bill (H. R. 7510) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Moorhead. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her eby 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mary 
A. Moorhead, who served as a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of #12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. KRIBBS) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7510) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Moorhead, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this bill is Mrs. Mary A. Moorhead, who served under her 
maiden name of Mary A. Little as a nurse in Finley Hospital during the war 
of the rebellion from May 1, 1864, to June, 1865. The records of the War De- 
partment, as set forth in a letter from Maj. Ainsworth to your committee, 
shows that “ Mary A. Little (now Moorhead) was attached to Finley Hospi- 
tal, Wash m, D. C., May 1, 1864, and was on duty at that hospital to in- 
clude December 31, 1864.”” 

There are also no file with your committee statements under oath by Mrs. 
Anna Wittenmeyer and Ellen M. Watson, who were connected with the 
Christian Commission during the war, and who knew the claimant and saw 
her in the hospital from sometime in 1864 until the close of the war in June, 
1865, and that she was a faithful and competent nurse. The claimant's own 
affidavit to the same effect is also before your committee. A personal state- 
ment in writing from Hon. John Dalzell, who introduced this bill, says: 

**T beg leave to impress on you, so far asi can by my own testimony, the 

ustice of the bill for the relief of Mary A. Moorhead, who was a nurse dur- 
the war. She is exceedingly needy as well as worthy, and she is needy 
now. What she ought to have is present aid.” 

Your committee returns this bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


EDWARD R. CHAPMAN. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 3845) to increase the pension of Edward R. Chapman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Edward R. Chapman, 
late a member of Company A, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteers, in the 
war with Mexico, from $8 to $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3845) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward R. Chapman, have considered 
the same and report: 

The claimant Was a yetrese in Company A, Second Illinois Volunteers, 
and served from June 20, 1846, to June 18, 1847, in the war with Mexico. He 
is now a pensioner at #8 per month under the law providing service pensions 
to the survivors of said war. 

It appears from the testimony before your committee that the soldier is 
now about 70 years old, and has been so much disabled for the past eight 
= by chronic rheumatism as to entirely incapacitate him for the per- 

ormance of manual labor, and it further appears that his propert coasiats 
of a small farm, worth about $300 or $400, and of $200 worth of stock. 

The bill is returned, recommending its passage, with an amendment fixing 
the rate of pension at #16 per month. 





The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


FREDERICK E. KOLTER. 


Mr. LAYTON. Mr.Chairman, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 6345) granting an honorable discharge to Frederick 
E. Kolter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eéc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to grant an honorable discharge to Frederick E. Kolter 
(alias Frederick Kolter), of Wapakoneta, Ohio, late a musician in Company 
K, Thirty-seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry, as of the date of February/7, 
1862. 

The report (by Mr. ROCKWELL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, having carefully considered the bill 
(H. R. 6345) for the relief of Frederick E. Kolter, beg leave to report: 

In the fall of 1861 said Kolter, then less than l5 years of age, ran away from 
home and followed the Thirty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry 
(Col. E. Siber commanding) to West Virginia. November 4, 1861, he was en- 
rolled, and December 7, 1861, wasduly mustered in as a musician of Company 
K of said regiment. 

On the 7th day of February, 1852, owing to his extreme youth and failure 
to give satisfaction as a drummer, he was sent home by said Col. Siber 
with the promise that his discharge would be forwarded to him. But for 
some reason or other, not appearing to your committee, no discharge was 
ever furnished. 

Your committee find that he is justly entitled toan honorable discharge 
as of said date of February 7, 1862, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 
JOSEPH FORTIER. 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 6508) granting a pension to Joseph Fortier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Fortier, late a 
private in Renville Rangers, company of Minnesota Militia Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. HARRIES) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 6508) 
granting a pension to Joseph Fortier and submit the following report: 

The petitioner was a member of the Renville Rangers, Minnesota State 
Militia, commanded by Lieut. James Gorman, from August 15, 1862, to De- 
cember 15, 1862, and was wounded in the left ankle in an engagement with 
the Sioux Indians at Fort Ridgely, Minn., August 20, 1862. These facts are 
shown by the petitioner’s sworn statement and by the following evidence on 
file in the Pension Bureau with his claim No. 476999. 

Dr. Alfred Muller, of New Ulm, Minn., testifies that he was an acting as- 
sistant surgeon, United States Army, at Fort Ridgely, Minn., andin charge 
of military hospital there from June 1, 1861, to February 1, 1867; that while 
there he became well acquainted with Joseph Fortier, a newly enrolled sol- 
dier, and that he was at said Fort Ridgely on the 20th of August, 1862, shot 
through the foot while in line of duty and helping to repulse an attack of 
the hostile Indians on said Fort Ridgely; deponent well recollects treating 
said Fortier for this wound at the hospital at Fort Ridgely. 

Frank Stay, of Camp Release, Minn., testifies that he was a member of the 
Renville Rangers, and well knew Joseph Fortier, of that organization; was 
present with him in the battle with the Indians at Fort Ridgely, Minn., 
August 20, 1862, and personally knows that Fortier was on that day ‘“‘ wounded 
in said fight by being shot through his left ankle with a rifle ball.” 

In view of these facts your committee recommend the passage of the bill 
after being amended as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “laws,” insert the words “at a rate proportionate 
to the degree of disability from gunshot wound of left ankle.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
- The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, with the 
recommendation that it do pass, 


GEORGE W. CLARK. 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 3325) granting an increase of pension t> George W. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it anacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
Clark, and pay him a pension at the rate of i3) per month, in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 
JOHN HALLAM. 


Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I call up for consideration the 
bill (S. 1661) granting an increase of pension to John Hallam. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to —s on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Hallam, late sergeant 
of Company D, United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at a rate of 
#20 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BARWIG) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1661) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Hallam, have considered the same and 


report: 

Said billis accompanied by Senate Report No. 840, this session, and the 
same fully setting forth the facts is adopted by your committee as their re- 
port, and the bij] is returned with a favorable recommendation. 


(Senate Report No. 840, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1661) grant- 
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ing an iacrease of pension to John Hallam, have examined the same and re- 
20rt: 

. John Hallam was a sergeant of Company D, United States Artillery, and 
he is now receiving a small pension. e is 77 years old, is nearly helpless, 
aud entirely so for any purposes of mental or physical effort for his own sup- 
port. He is very poor, has no resources whatever independent of his pen- 
sion. The Senator who makes this report knows him well and can certify to 
his worthiness and to his helpless condition. 

“he bill gives him $20 a month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 
The sum is littl enough to supply him, in his age and poverty, with the 
most ordinary comforts; and in view of his condition the committee do not 
a it excessive liberality to concede him this sum during the remnant of 

tis life. 

‘he bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 


JULIA HOOD. 


Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, 
I call up the bill (H. R. 1096) granting a pension to Julia Hood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


lic it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to regulations and restrictions 
of the pension laws, the name of Julia Hood, of Louisville, Ky., late an army 
nurse, and pay her at the rate of #12 a month. 

The report (by Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1096) granting a pension to Julia Hood, submit the following report: 

lt appears irom the affidavit of the claimant, Julia Hood, that she was em- 
ployed as a nurse in hospital No. 5, at Louisville, Ky., from June 16, 1862, to 
August 8, !862, and at No. 11 from October 10 to November 10, 1862, and that 
she has been forthe past ten years an invalid and for three years confined 
to hor bed, and entirely dependent upon her daughter for support. 

‘Yne records ofthe War Department show that Mrs. Hood was on duty as 
nurse in No. 5 General Hospital, Louisville, Ky., during February, 1862, and 
also from about June 13, 1862, to August 8, 1862, and that Mrs. Julia Hood 
was on duty at No. 11 General Hospital from about October 17, 1862, to 
November 7, 1862; the dates of assignment and discharge do not appear of 
record. 

Sallie M. Kirklighter and Mrs. Laura Macpherson, of Louisville, Ky., 
testify that they have known the petitioner for seventeen years, and known 
that she has no property nor income, put is ey | dependent on her daugh- 
ier for support; that Mrs. Hood bas been an invalid for ten years and con- 
fined to her bed for fully three years. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL M. CAMPBELL. 


Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (S. 2593) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel M. Campbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel M. Campbell, 
of Marion County, Ind., late a private in Company C, Seventh Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to Whom was referred the bill (S. 
2593) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. Campbell, have had the 
same under consideration and now submit the following report: 

This act passed the Senate April 22, 1892. All the facts in the case are set 
out in the Senate report, which is as follows, to wit: 

“The soldier enlisted as a private in the Seventh Indiana Regiment on the 
4th day of September, 186i. He served until December 31, 1862, when he was 
discharged for disability incurred in the service, as shown by his discharge. 
He reéniisted as a private in the Second Battery Indiana Light Artillery, 
and served until July 3, 1855, when he was again honorably discharged. He. 
is now a pensioner at the rate of $17 per month, and his claim for increase 
has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the greund that he is now re- 
ceiving the highest rate that can be technically allowed him for his dis- 
ability. 

“ The soldier is 47 years old, andit appears from the evidence that his wife 
san invalid, unable to work; that neither have any property; there are no 
children; the two are dependent upon the husband's pension for subsist- 
ence. The soldier is unable to do any kind of manual labor. 

“It appears from the testimony of his comrades on file, and also from that 
of physicians, that he is now suffering from varicocele of the left side; also, 
that he has fistula of the rectum, one opening high up, from which there is 
aconstant discharge. He has a rapid keart, which beats ninety to the min- 
ute; is partially blind in the left eye. He has a bronchial affection, an 
ema ed and haggard appearance. He is described as a physical wreck, 
and as suffering from total disability. 

‘Under the circumstances the committee think there ought to be an in- 
crease of the pension in this case to the rate of $30 per month, and therefore 
report a bill for his relief and recommend its passage.” 

On further examination the Committee on Invalid Pensions find that an 
examination by the medical board at Indianapolis, October 22, 1890, was 

nade showing his height to be 6 feet and his weight 150 pounds. The board 
ated him at four-eighteenths for varicocele of left side, two-eighteenths for 
varicocele of right side, six-eighteenths for disease of cords, seventeen- 
eighteenths for disease of rectum and piles. 

An examination made by the board at Noblesville, Ind., September 9, 1891, 
shows his weight to be 138 pounds. His physical condition is stated to be as 
follows: 

*‘Nutrition very poor; tongue, red, fissured, me ye throat high! 
congested; chest at rest, 344 inches; suspension, 35}; expulsion, 33}; left 
chest wall, 18 inches: apex beat of heart 2 inches to right and 2 below left 
nipple; action very irregular, and intermitting, and weak, nervous, with 
mitral deficiency; dry crepitation in apex both lungs, with slight cavernous 
sounds in apex left lung, and promontal rale in center of chest; there are 4 
external piles inflamed; can not use speculum on account canal fissure; no 
varicocele at present in either cord or testicle, but there is atrophy of both 
testicles With thickening of cords; stomach very much disturbed and very 
tender upon pressure. Claimant is in such condition that he has no assur- 
rance of living six months, and we believe him to be wholly unable to per- 














form manual labor, and recommend that he be placed on second grade, or 
$30 per month.” : 

The committee, believing this to be a meritorious case, submit a favorable 
report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM C. TARKINGTON. 


Mr. McCLELLAN (when his name was called), Mr. Chair- 
man, [ call up the bill (S. 2592) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Tarkington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of William C. Tarkington, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., late captain and quartermaster in the volunteer service 


of the United States during the war of the rebellion, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2592) granténg an increase of pension to William C. Tarkington, of Marion 
County, Ind., have had the same under consideration and submit the follow- 
ing report: 

idaving carefully considered the evidence as set forth in the Senate re- 
port we adopt the same, as follows: 

‘The petitioner was appointed quartermaster and commissary of subsist- 
ence with the rank of captain by President Lincoln in August, 1861, and he 
remained in actual service upon the staff or under the orders of the various 
generals commanding during the war cf the rebellion, as appears from his 
military record on file. Amonz these are Gens. Keynolds, Rosecrans, Banks, 
McClellan, ani others. 

“The petitioner isnow a pensioner of the United States at the rate of 820 per 
month, for disabilites incurred in the service. This is granted on account 
of ‘chronic diarrhea and resulting piles, ulcer of the rectum, and stricture.’ 
The petitioner shows that he is also suffering from severe catarrh and bron- 
chitis, which he claims to have incurred in the service from exposure while 
in camp and upon the march. He has filed an application for increase in 
the Pension Bureau, but the same has not been allowed by reason of want of 
technical proof that these disabilities had their origin in the service. 

“Your committee are of the opinion from the testimony on file, and es- 
pecially from the statements of physicians included in it, that this catarrh 
and bronchitis did both originate from causes occurring during the military 
service of the petitioner; and we think also, from the statements of his 
friends, and his two physicians, Drs. Cline and Maxwell, that these two dis- 
abilities very much unfit him for any labor, and that they have become 
chronic and incurable. 

ae petitioner is 75 years old; he has no means of support except his 
pension. 

‘Your committee, therefore, report the accompanying bill, increasing his 
pension to $30 per month, and recommend its passage.’’ 

; The medical evidence referred to in the foregoing Senate report is as fol- 
ows: 

Dr. Allison Maxwell, of Indianapolis, a physician of fourteen years’ prac- 
tice, testifies at the time of filing the claim for increase as follows: 

““{ have examined Mr. W. C. Tarkington and have prescribed for him from 
time to time, and know that he has suffered from chronic diarrhea con- 
tracted in the Army, and that he is physically unable to perform any man- 
ual labor by reason of the diarrhea and its concomitant symptoms. My 
opinion is that he has no other disease which separately or in conjunction 
with the bowel trouble causes this weakness.” 

Dr. C. N. Metcalf, of Indianapolis, a practicing physician of seventeen 
years’ standing, testifies as follows: 

*‘Thave been personally acquainted with Capt. W. C. Tarkington for several 
years and have frequently noticed his debilitated physical condition. Ihave 
examined him and found him suffering with chronic diarrhea, contracted in 
the Army; also find that he is physically unable to perform manual labor, 
the result of diarrhea and its accompanying symptoms. It is my opinion 
that he has no other trouble aside from the bowe! difficulty which causes 
his weakness and debility.” 

The claimant is over 75 years old and very feeble. His disabilities are 
constantly growing worse and, as appears from the evidence, he is totally 
incapacitated fo? the performance of L kind of manual labor. 

The committee, therefore, believing this to be a meritorious case, submit 
a favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


DAVID R. WALLACE, DECEASED, 


Mr. McK AIG (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (H. R. 8106) for the correction of the army record 
of David R. Wallace, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to correct the army record of David R. Wallace, deceased, 
late lieutenant Company I, Eighth Regiment Ohio Infantry, so as to show 
him to have been honorably discharged. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


REBECCA M. YOUNGBLOOD. 


Mr. McRAE (when his name wascalled). Mr. Chairman, I call 
up the bill (H. R. 6511) to pension Rebecca M. Youngblood. 

The bill was read, as foliows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and di- 
rected to = on the pension roll the name of Rebecca M. Youngblood, of 
Gurdon, Ark., widow of Henry Mitchell Youngblood, who was a soldier in 
Capt. Richard Sloan’s company, First Regiment Drafted Georgia Militia, 
Indian war, 1836, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6511) 
oe to Rebecca M. Youngblood, have considered the same 
and report: 

The claimant’s late husband, under the name of Mitchell (or Michael) 
Youngblood, as shown by the report of the War Department, served in Capt. 
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Richard Sloan’s company, First Regiment Drafted Georgia Militia, from 
June 4 to July 16, 1836, and was paid for one month and twenty-five days. 

Mrs. Youngblood is shown by the testimony of T. E. Conn and Alvin Pry, 
citizens of Clark County, Ark., to be about 75 years old, in feeble health, with 
no property or income, and a a upon the husband of a granddaughter 
for support, and he has a family to maintain on wages of $1.25 per day. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 


recommendation that it do pass. 
HONORA SHEA. 


Mr. MEREDITH (when hisname was called). Mr. Chairman, 
I call up the bill (H. R. 1783) granting a pension—— 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, as there is an ad- 
verse report on this bill, I ask to have it read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 


sions and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Honora Shea, mother 
M. J. Shea, of Company H, Fifth United States Artillery. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether that bill is on the Calendar. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I think so. 

Mr. KILGORE. It the report was adverse the bill could not 
go on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is informed that this bill is not 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Well, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me to make a statement in regard to the bill, I do not think 
he will make any point of order or any objection after he hears 
my statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the committee have made an adverse 
statement. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. As tothis bill being on the Calen- 
dar, it was reported over a week ago by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions and, having been reported to the House, I sup- 
pose it should be on the Calendar. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the report was adverse. 

Mr. O’NEILLof Missouri. That is immaterial; it wasa report 
to the House and it ought to be on the Calendar. If the gentle- 
man will Jet me make a statement about this bill I do not think 
he will object. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to say to the gentleman that what- 
ever statement he may make I will not agree to the passage of 
this bill with an adverse report. I am willing to hear his state- 
ment after making that declaration. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. [ withdraw the bill temporarily, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Missouri that under the order made by unanimous consent 
the right to cail up bills was limited to those on the Calendar. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Well, this ought to be on the Cal- 
endar because it was reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, bills adversely reported 
are not placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HULL. But, Mr. Chairman, the committee did pass a 
bill awhile ago that had been adversely reported and was not 
on the Calendar, and attention was called to it at the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. No point was made against that bill. 


D. M. LANG. 


Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
call up the bill (H. R. 2395) granting a pension to D. M. Lang. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pensionroll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of D. M. Lang, of Decatur 
County, Ga., late a private in Capt. McKeiver’s company of Col. Bailey's 
regiment of Florida volunteers in the war of 1836, at the rate of #8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2395), 
— a pension to D. M. Lang, have considered the same and report as 

ollows: 

The muster roll of Capt. Alexander MclIver’s company, Florida Mounted 
Militia, shows D. M. Lang, private, enrolled November 30, 1839, for four 
months, and discharged with company at Tallahassee, Fla., March 30, 1840. 

In an application filed at the Pension Bureau April 3, 1883, Mr. Lang, al- 
leged that while on a scout in pursuit of the Indians during said service he 
Was thrown from his horse, and in the fall his ankle was thrown out of place 
and three or four ribs were broken. 

The claimant's allegations were supported by the testimony of Madison 
Lott and A. J. Miller, citizens of Gadsen County, Fla., who served in the same 
company and regiment, and medical evidence was submitted showing that 
for many years he had been a sufferer from dislocation of ankle, fracture of 
ribs on right side, and complete scrotal hernia, all of which were attributed 
to the fall received in the service as above stated. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau, however, it appearing that 
the applicant rendered service in the Confederate States army during the 
late war. The proof accompanying the aplication at the Pension Office 
showed that his Confederate service was not voluntary, but was the result 
e comers but notwithstanding this fact the ground of rejection was 
a Oy: ¥.°? 

The records show that in addition to the above service Mr. Lang served 
out two prior terms of enlistment in the Indian war. 

Your committee had before them the testimony of two citizens of Decatur 
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County, Ga., to the effect that owing to old age and feeble physic:il condition 
Mr. Lang is unable to support himself by manual labor, and that he is a very 
poor man. 

It appears from information obtained from his pension application that 
Mr. Lang is now about 75 years old. 

There are many precedents for the proposed legislation, and your commit- 
tee have at this session reported a general bill under which this claimant 
would be @ beneficiary at the rate of pension fixed by this bill. 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to b2 reported to the House with the 

recommendation that it do pass. 
HONORA SHEA. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr.Chairman, I cesire to ask that 
the bill (H. R. 1783) granting a pension to Honora Shea, called 
up awhile ago by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH], 
may be recommitted to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatorder can not be made inCommitt-e 
of the Whole. It ecsn, however, b2 male in t-e Hous2 after the 
committee rises. 

STERLING KINGSLEY. 

Mr. OTIS (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I call 
up the bill (H.R. 2396) granting a pension to Stirling Kingsly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


De it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stirling Kingsly, of 
Brooks County, Ga., late a privave in Capt. Johnson's compauy from Leon 
County, Fla., in the Indian war of 1836, at the rate of {8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2396) 

granting a pension to Sterling Kingsley, have considered the same, and re- 
yor: 

’ The records of the Second Auditor's Office, Treasury Department, show 
that the claimant served from March 29, 1839, to June 20, 1839, in Capt. L. H. 
Byrd's company, Seventh Regiment, First Brigade, Florida Mounted Volun- 
teers, Florida Indian war; also that he served from July 20, 1839, to Novem- 
ber 21, 1839, in Capt. James B. Johnson’s company. Florida Mounted Militia, 
in the same war. 

On February 25, 1888, he filed an application at the Pension Bureau deciar- 
ing that while serving as above he incurred rupture of right side and blind 
piles from hardriding; also that about thesame time he incurred impaired 
sight and hearing caused by exposure and hardships incident to the service. 

Some testimony was submitted in support of his claim, but not sufficient 
to meet the requirements of the Pension Bureau, and the applicant now 
swears he can furnish no more. He further swears that owing to old age 
and infirmity he is not able to labor sufficiently to support himself and his 
afflicted wife who has been unable to walk for nineteen years; also that he 
has nomeans of support except a small farm and hired help. He is now 
about 77 years old. 

A petition, signed by thirteen citizens of Brooks County, Ga., recites that 
the claimant is old, feeble, and unable to make a living for himself and help- 
less Wife; also, that he has not the means to support himself without his la- 
bor, a small farm and hired labor being his only source of support. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended so as to spell the 
claimant’s name ‘Sterling Kingsley,’’ and to changethe dateof the war in 
which he served to ‘* 1839,"’ and that the bill do pass as so amended. 


The amendments recommended in the report were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PHILIP G. DUNN. 


Mr. OWEN (when his name was called). I call up the bill (H. 
R. 4023) granting a pension to Philip G. Dunn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
empowered and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Philip G 
Dunn, late a private in = C, Third Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, 
old war, and that he be rated at $12 per month from January 29, 1887. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4022) 
granting a pension to Philip G. Dunn, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant was a a in Company C, Third Louisiana Volunteers. 
and served from May 10 to August 17, 1846, in the war with Mexico. He filed 
an application May 10, 1887, under the Mexican war service-pension act of 
January 29, 1887, and the same was allowed August 5, 1887, at #8 per month. 

Subsequently (on July 6, 1889) he filed an application at the Pension Office 
alleging that at Fort Brown, sence Matamoras, Tex., he incurred injury 
of abdomen, right shoulder, hip, head, and breast by being run over by a 
runaway team while on duty. The records of the War Department fail to 
show the alleged injury, and the claimant has declared that by reason of his 
inability to find his officers and comrades he is unable to furnish the eyi- 
dence necessary to prove his invalid claim. 

The claimant was examined by the Plattsmonth, Nebr., board of examin 
ing surgeons, April 23, 1890, and they certified that he was71 years old and a 
sufferer from an injury of left hand, nervous tremor, impaired vision, and 
general debility. His disabilities areattributed by the board mainly to his 
advanced age. 

The gentleman whointroduced the bill in the Housecertifiesthat Mr. Dunn 
is who ly incapacitated by mental and bodily infirmities from doing work of 
any kind by which to support himself; also, that he has no property aside 
from a small home. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended so that its title will 
read: ‘A bill granting an increase of pension to Philip G. Dunn;”" also by 
striking out, in lines 7 and 8, the words * from January 29, 1887," and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘said amount to be in lieu of the pension now 
drawn by him.” 

And your committee further recommend that the bill do pass as sa 
amended. 


The amendments recommended in the report were adopted. 


The bill as amended was laid aside tobe reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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GEORGE E, BOWEN. 


Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island. I call up the bill (H. R. 6276) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to remove the charge of deser- 
tion as to George E. Bowen, late of Company E, Sixteenth Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was read, a3 follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to remove the charges of desertion from the records of the War Depart- 
ment as to George E. Bowen, late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CROSBY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6276) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion 
as to George E. Bowen, late of Company E, Sixteenth Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers, having examined the same, recommend that the bill pass. 

The records in the War Department show that this soldier enlisted on the 
15th day of October, 1864, and was mustered into the service on the said 15th 
day of October for three years. The records in the adjutant-general’s office 
forthe State of Massachusetts show him to have beeu killed at the second 
battle of Bull Run on the 29th day of August, 1862. 

As a matter of fact, instead of being killed, he was taken prisoner at this 
battle, and afterwards paroled and went to Columbus, Ohio, where he re- 
mained until the close of the war. He did not reénter the service, as he was 
told by the Government officers that he need not return until he was ex- 
changed. He appears to have acted in good faith and without any desire to 
abandon the service. 

Upon the evidence presented the committee recommend that the bill do 

ass, — the following amendment. Add at the end of the bill the follow- 
ng words: 

* Provided, however, Thatno pay or emoluments shall become due by reason 
of the passage of this act.”’ 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to: 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably 
to the House. 
MARGARET M. RICE. 


Mr. PARRETT. I desire to call up the bill (S. 2187) granting 
a@ pension to Margaret M. Rice. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the persion laws, the name of Margaret M. Rice, surviv- 
ing widow of Charles Rice, deceased, late a private in Company D, Fifty-first 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of #12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2187) 
granting a pension to Margaret M. Rice, have had the same under consider- 
ation and now submit the following report: 

This bill passed the Senate April 13, 1892. Accompanying the same is the 
report of the Senate committee, embracing the evidence submitted, and 
which is as follows, viz: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2187) 
granting a pension to Margaret M. Rice, of Frankfort, Clinton County, Ind., 
have examined the same and report: 

“The claimant is the widow of Charles Rice, now deceased, late a private in 
ee Tl D, Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, in the war of the rebel- 

on, ° 

‘After the death of her husband, which occurred near the time of the close 
of the war, she was granted a pension onaccount of his military service, and 
continued to receive the pension for five or six years, until the 7th day of 
May, 1870, at Which time she was married to one Nathan Diehert, at Frank- 
a aforesaid, from which time her pension ceased on account of said mar- 
riage. i 

“The said second husband proved to be an unworthy, remnete man, 
who failed to provide for his family, and at last dese: his wife, this claim- 
ant. Then the wife instituted proceedings for divorce, which was granted to 
her on account of said desertion, and as a part of the decree it was ordered 
that she might resume the name of her first husband, and she is now known 
as Margaret M. Rice, widow of Charles Rice, deceased, as aforesaid. 

“There were no children by the second marriage. The claimant is over 50 
years old, and has little or no property or means of support. The effect of 
the present bill is to restore her to the pension roll on account of the mili- 
tary service of her deceased husband. ecedents for this kind of action on 
the part of Congress are very numerous, and we think this a case in which 
the relief ought to be granted. 

* Your committee therefore recommend poe of the bill.” 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, believing this to be a meritorious 
case, submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the act. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
CHARLES B. STEWARD. 


Mr. PATTON. Icall up the bill (H. R. 6982) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the name of Charles B. Steward. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause the charge of desertion to be removed from the 
record of Charles B. Steward, who, under the name of Edwin S. Button, 
served in Company H, Seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteers; also, 
under the same name in Company M, Fifth Regiment New York Heavy Ar- 
tillery; and cause to be issued to said Charles b. Steward an honorable dis- 
charge. 


The report (by Mr. PATTON) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6982) for the removal of the charge of desertion from the name of Charles 
B. Steward, have had the same under consideration and submit the follow- 
ing facts and recommendations: 

‘rom the records of the War Department it appears that Charles B. Stew- 
ard, under the name of Edwin S. Button, was enrolled in Company H, Sey- 
enteentbh New York Volunteers, on May 3, 1861, to serve two years; that he 
served faithfully until June 2, 1863, when he was mustered out of service 
with his command by reason of expiration of term of enlistment; that he 
again enlisted December 30, 1863, under same name, in Com M, in the 
Fifth New York Heavy Artillery, to serve three years; that he served faith- 
fully until November 10, 1864, when he is repor to have deserted. 


——— 


From evidence submitted it appears that on October 20, 1864, the soldier 
being sick, was ye oy: for thirty days, and that he went to his home, 
where his health f to improve, and being under the care and treatment 
of his family aa he requested said physician, who is now dead, to 
port his condition to his officers, which he thought was done. But su 
quent facts fail to show that this aa was ever made, and after the expira- 
tion of said furlough he was marked as a deserter. 

The soldier not recovering his health sufficiently to return to service, and 
not wishing to go to a hospital, remained at home ignorant of the charge 
that had been entered against him until his command was mustered out of 
service July 19, 1865. 

These facts being fully proven by numerous affidavits of persons who were 
intimately acquainted with the circumstances covering the entire period of 
absence of the soldier, verified by his own sworn statement, the soldier’s 
faithful service extending over a period of three years, with the facts and 
evidence herewith submitted, we recommend the following amendment to 
the bill: “ Provided, That no pay or allowances become due by virtue of this 
act,” and when so amended it do pass. 


(General Headquarters, State of New York, Adjutant-General’s Office.] 


BUREAU OF RECORDS OF THE WAR OF THE REBELLION, 
Albany, June 15, 1891. 


The records of this office show that one Edward S. Button, a private of 
ey, H, Seventeenth Regiment of ae New York Volunteers, en- 
listed on the 24th day of May, 1861, to serve for the period of two years; that 
he was mustered in the service of the United States on the 24th day of May, 
1861, and that he was honorably discharged and mustered out from that serv- 
ice on the 2d day of June, 1863, with company. 

By the direction of the adjutant-general of the State, 
FRED. PHISTERER, 
Colonel and Chief of the Bureau. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. - 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

PLEASANT R. ISRAEL. 


Mr. PEARSON. I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 4049) for the 
relief of Pleasant R. Israel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pleasant R. Israel, 
late private in Company C, st Regiment Indiana Volunteers, in the war 
with Mexico, and pay him the sum of $20 per month, in lieu of the pension 
now received by him, 


The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4049) 
granting an increase of pension to Pleasant R. Israel, have considered the 
same and report: 

The claimant was a private in Company C, First Indiana Volunteers, and 
served from June 20, 1846, to December 17, 1846, in the war with Mexico. He 
is now pensioned at #8 or? month on account of said service. 

Dr. David Adams, of Edinburg, Ind., testifies that the claimant is badly 
afflicted with asthma, bronchitis, and disease of the towels, and that by rea- 
son thereof he is weak and emaciated and wholly incapacitated for the per- 
formance of manual labor. The dector further testifies that the claimant’s 
wife is also in such a bad condition of health as to be unable much of the 
time to aid the claimant by looking after their household affairs. 

Alexander Bruce and Thomas B. Forelander, citizens of Johnson County, 
Ind., testify that the claimant has no means of support other than his small 
pension, and that from age and bodily ailments he is wholly unable +o sup- 
port — by manual labor. It appears that the claimant is now about 
years old. 

In view of the above facts, your committee recommend that the bill do 
pass, with an amendment fixing the rate of pension at $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
HARRIET COTA. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I call up the bill (H. R. 9233) to grant a 
pension to Harriet Cota. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet Cota, per- 
manently helpless daughter of John S. Cota, late a private of Company H, 
One hundred and sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CURTIS) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 9233) 
granting a pension to Harriet Cota, and submit the following a 

The petitioner is the daughter of John S. Cota, who served in Company H, 
One hundred and sixth New York Volunteers, from August 20, 1862, until he 
died October 10, 1864, of wounds received in action, as shown by records of 
the War Department. 

It is shown that she has no property or means of support whatever; that 
she is su rted by an uncle, her mother’s brother, and that her mother died 
in 1860; that the petitioner is partially paralyzed and has been an invalid 
since she was 2 years old, she being now 33 years of age. 

These facts are shown by testimony of John B. Lewis, Corydon Person, 
and Smith S. Thomas, the petitioners uncle. Dr. D. W. Finneman, of Pots- 
dam, N. Y., testifies that the petitioner is now a paralytic, having suffered 
from a shock which affected the left side of face, right arm, and left leg; 
right arm much atrophied, 3} inches difference at — In walking she 
liable to fall, due to weakness of left leg and foot. It is impossible for her 
to do any kind of work. 

The soldier’s widow, his second wife, was petcenee from the date of his 
death until January 28, 1868, when she ed John Shaw. This petitioner 


and a son, John, were then pensioned until each attained the age of l6years, 
which, in the case of John, the younger, was January 15, 1879, since which 
date no pension has been paid. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
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E. DARWIN GAGE. 


Mr. RAINES. I call up the bill (H. R. 9366) for the relief of 
E. Darwin Gage, late lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and 
a ew York Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to recognize E. Darwin Gage as lieutenant-colonel of the 
One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and to amend the records of said regiment so as to show said Gage to have 
been lieutenant-colonel thereof from October 16, 1864, the date from which he 
was commissioned to take rank, to October 27, 1864, the date on which he was 
killed in action at Fair Oaks, Va., said Gage having actually discharged the 
duties of lieutenant-colonel of said regiment for the period above specified. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


ELLEN HEWETT. 


Mr. REILLY. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 4047) grant- 
ing a pension to Ellen Hewitt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Hewitt, mother 
of Frank Hewitt, late of Company K, Eleventh Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, at 
the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. PEARSON) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 4047) 
granting a pension to Helen Hewett, mother of Frank Hewett, and submit 
the following report: 

It is shown by the records of the War Department that John F. Hewett 
enlisted in comeeay K, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Cavalry, June 1, 1864, and 
“died June 2, 1866; cause, poisoned; suicide,” and the mother’s claim has 
been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the soldier’s death 
Was not incurred in line of duty. 

Dr. J. G. Riddler testifies that he was in charge of the United States gen- 
eral hospital at Fort Laramie in 1865 and 1866, and that he was called to 
treat Frank Hewett, of Company K, Eleventh Ohio Cavalry, who had taken 
a large dose of tincture of opium with suicidal intent, and who died from 
the effect of the poison; that Hewett had no cause for suicide, as he was a 
favorite with men and officers, and it is afiant’s opinion that he was men- 
tally deranged, basing his opinion on his suicidal mania and his reputation 
for eccentricity. 

Mrs. Hewett states under oath that she is the mother of John Franklin 
Hewett; that she is 78 years of age, has no pene nor means of support, 
and is wholly dependent upon distant relatives; that the soldier was born 
February 4, 1844, and never was married to her knowledge. 

James A. Baumgartner ane Stephen Glass testify that the claimant is the 
mother of the soldier, and that she has no property or means of support. 

No claim for pension has ever been filed on account of this soldier except 
by this claimant, his mother. 

Because of soldier’s death in service from suicide, presumably due to men- 
tal derangement, and the mother’s present dependence, your committee re- 
turn the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, after being amended 
by striking out the word ‘‘Hewitt” in the title of the bill and also in two 
places in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ Hewett” in each 
place. 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
SOPHIA KAGWAICH. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Icall up the bill (H. R. 8498) to pension 
Sophia Kagwaich. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Sophia 
Kagwaich, mother of Samuel Kagwaich, alias Kagnatz, late private in Com- 
Pens Fe First Regiment Michigan Sharpshooters, at the rate of $15 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8498 ) nting a pension to Sophia Kagwaich, submit the following report: 
Sophia Kagwaich is the mother of Samuel Kagwaich; the rties are In- 
dians, and the name is variously spelled. The soldier, Samuel Kagwaich, en- 
listed June 15, 1863, in Company K, First Michigan Sharpshooters, received a 
gun wound at Petersburg, and in July, 1864, he was in hospital at Phila- 

elphia, and being able to move about was granted a = to go about the 
city, and was run over and killed by the cars in that city August 3, 1864, and 
according to the newspaper report of the coroner’s verdict, which the Pen- 
sion Bureau followed, he was intoxicated when killed. The claimant's ap- 
plication for pension was denied, and she appealei to the Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and rejection was affirmed. 

ae mother isa widow, nearly 80 years old, supported by charity or by the 

ublic. 

. In view of the fact that the soldier died in service, and more especially as 
he was killed while a patient at the hospital because of wounds incurred in 
service, your committee recommend that the bill do pass, after being amended 
= inserting in line 4, after the word “ rolls,”’ the words ‘‘subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws,” and by striking out all the 
words after the word *‘Sharpshooters,’* in line 8. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was azi eed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House. 


SARAH COWGILL. 


Mr. SEERLEY. I callup the bill (H. R. 6330) to pension Sarah 
Cowgill, hospital nurse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Sarah 
Cowgill, a hospital nurse in the employ of the United States Christian Com- 
mission during the late war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 





ee 


ee 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6330) granting a pension to Sarah Cowgill, submit the following report: 
The faithful service of the soldier this bill, as a nurse in the actual 


care of the sick and wounded soldie uring the war of the rebellion, is fully 
attested by affidavit of Mrs. Annie mmyer. The services thus attested, 
and for which this pension is asked, continued more than twelve months 
and were rendered in the following hospitals: Chattanooga, Tenn., Sedg- 
wick and Foundry Hospitals, Louisville, Ky., and the floating hospitals 
near New Albany, Ind. 

Said service was rendered undér regular commission from the United 
States Christian Commission. 

The evidence further shows that Sarah Cowgill is now past 66 years of age 
and dependent on others for support. 

Your committee deems the case a worthy one and report the bill with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to b2 favorably reported to the House. 


JOHN M. ROBERTS. 


Mr. SIMPSON. I desire to call up the bill (S.317) granting 
an increase of pension to John M. Roberts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Roberts, and pay 
him a pension of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 317) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Roberts, have considered the 
same and submit the following report: 

The facts in this case are fully set forth in the Senate report, which is as 
follows: 

“The beneficiary in said bill is John M. Roberts, whois a resident of Osgood, 
Ripley County, Ind., and who was late a private inCompany F, Eighty-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer pom in the war of the rebellion in 1861. 
He enlisted August 15, 1862, and was discharged at Indianapolis, on the 26th 
of October, 1864,on account of disability, the result of a wound received in 
battle with the enemy. He was struck by a ball which went clear through 
his body. He was color guard, and was wounded in this way, while facing 
the enemy,in his place and in the line of duty. This occurred at Vicksburg, 
Miss., on the 19thof May, 1863. The ball weighed 1} ounces and was extracted 
on the 10th day of June, at Memphis, Tenn. After a partial recovery from 
this wound he rejoined the regiment and remained with it, although not able 
for active duty, until his discharge as above stated. 

‘The wound never healed, and internal abscesses have since been continu- 


| ally forming and breaking. The claimant is wholly broken in health. The 


sworn statement of the physician, dated May 16, 1892, certifies that the 
claimant “is suffering from a severe gunshot wound through the upper ab- 
dominal region in the right side, with evidences of severe abscesses of the 
liver resulting therefrom. The upper portion of the liver was undoubtedly 
penetrated ~ the ball. He suffers constant pain and is unable to perform 
any manual labor whatever.’ 

* Theclaimant is now drawing a pension of #30 per month. His claim for 
increase has been rejected by the Bureau of Pensions on the ground that 
he was already drawing as high a rate as the technical rules of allowance 
permit, there being no fixed rate and no equivalent for a wound through 
the body. The claimant is now 60 years old, in narrow circumstances, un- 
able to work for a livelihood, with a family of six children, some of whom 
are yet dependent upon him for support, with nocertain means of income 
except his pension. 

* We are therefore of the opinion that there ought to be somewhat of in- 
crease granted in this case. 

We recommend that the bill be amended, as follows: Strike out all after 
the word ** Roberts,” in lines 6 and 7 of the bill, and insert the following 
words: ‘‘and pay him a persion of #0 per month, in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving,’ and when so amended we recommend the passage of the 
bill. 


The Committze on Invalid Pensions of the House concur in 
the Senate report, and recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


BENAJAH MORGAN, 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 7713) 
granting a pension to Benajah Morgan, late private in Capt. 
Burn’s company, Third Regiment, Third Brigade, of Mounted 
Volunteers in the Black Hawk war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pensionroll the name of Benajah 
Morgan, late a private in Capt. James Burn’s company, Third Regiment, 


Third Brigade, of Mounted Volunteers in the Black Hawk war, and grant 
him a pension of 50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7713) 
granting a pension to Benajah Morgan, bave considered the same and sub- 
mit the following report: 

The records of the War Department show that the claimant was mustered 
into the service of the United States June 21, 1832, as private in Capt. James 
Burn’s Company, Third Regiment, Third Brigade, Mounted Illinois Volun- 
a the Black Hawk war, and thathe was mustered out of service August 
17, 1832. 

It appears that the claimant is now about 75 years old, wholly blind in one 
eye and nearly so in the other, and that his general physical condition is 
very poor. Also that he is in very indigent circumstances, having no means 
of support. The facts are shown by the sworn statements of the claimant 
and by testimony of Dr. C. C. Grizzell, B. W. Morgan, and Asa Morgan, cit- 
izens of Jackson County, Ill; also by a petition signed by a large number 
of citizens of the same county. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word “fifty *’ in line 8 ani inserting in lieu thereof the word *“‘twenty,”’ and 
that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported 
to the House. 
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CAPT. HENRY 8S. LA TOURRETTE. 


Mr. SNOW. I call up the bill (H. R. 5972) to increase the 
pension of Capt. Henay S. La Tourrette, late a captain in Com- 
pany G, Eighty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension allowed to Capt. Henry S. La Tour- 
rette, late a captain of Company G, Eighty-fifth Regiment of Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, by pension certificate No. 59217, be, and the same is hereby, 
ee to the sum of $45 per month, and be paid as other pensions are 
now paid. 


The report (by Mr. SNow) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5972) granting a pension to Henry 8S. La Tourrette, submit the following re- 
port: 

Capt. La Tourrette served in Company G, ene. Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers, from January 21, 1863, to July 1, 1865; he lost his right arm by 
amputation above the elbow in service, and for this disability he is now 
drawing a pension of #6 per month. His application for increase to $45 per 
month, ender act of August 4, 1886, on the ground that the stump of his arm 
was so short as to prevent the use of an artificial limb, was rejected Febru- 
ary 24,1892. The certificate of examination by a boardof surgeons February 
12, 1892, shows that— 

“The right arm has been amputated through the middle third. From the 
acromion process to the end of the bons of stump is 8 inches, * * * the 
st —— is well covered with fiesh and there are no neuromata (nerve tumors) 
or painful points. The muscels of the right shoulder and those covering the 
stump are greatly wasted. It seems that so far as mere length is concerned 
there is sufficient room for the attachment of an artificial arm. Owing to 
the wasting and weakness of the muscles of the stump he is unable to raise 
it from the side but a little way, and then only by raising the scapula and 
all the muscles of the shoulder. An artificial arm would be, therefore, 
merely an ornamental appendage, and of no practicai utility. In other 
words, he can wear an arm, but not use it. We do not feel justified in in- 
creasing rate.” 

The rule of the Pension Bureau is not togrant the $5rate where the a 
is more than half the length of the entire bone from shoulder to elbow, whic 
in this case is 14 inches, and as the stump is 8 inches in this case it is toolong 
to allow the increased rate. 

The claimant presents a written statement, and also stated verbally to 
your committee that while in the service at Nashville, Tenn., he got a fall 
which put his left elbow joint outof place; that this elbow is crooked and 
weak; that rheumatism set in, in theshoulderand elbow and down his back; 
attimes he is unable to get out of his chair without help, also that he is hard 
of hearing, as a resultof concussion from the firing of cannon in the service; 
that he has a wife, two widowed daughters, and three grandchildren in part 
Cepennen® on him for.support, and that he has no means of support besides 

1is pension. 

It is proper to add that no claim for pension has ever been filed in the 
Bureau on account of any disability besides loss of right arm, and there is 
no evidence at hand/except;the claimant's statement as to the origin in serv- 
ice of any other disabilities, and there is nothing to show the degree of dis- 
ability from such causes. It is true, however, that if it should be proved to 
the satisfaction of the Pension Bureau that these disabilities originated in 
the service, relief could not be granted under the general law, for thereason 
that there is no intermediate rate between %30 and $72 per month, and the 
combined disabilities are not such as to entitle him to the maximum rate of 

i~ 

From all the evidence in this case it would seem that while the condition 
of the applicant’s arm is not such as to bring him strictly within the provi- 
sions of the act of August 4, 1886, inasmuch as the amputation is not so near 
the shoulder joint as to prevent the use of an artificial limb, yet there are 
present other conditions which render it impracticable to use if not to wear 
an artificial arm; this, together with the fact that there exists also a disa- 
bility in the left arm whichis alleged to have been due to service, entitles the 
claimant to favorable consideration, inasmuch as the Pension Bureau can 
afford no additional relief. 

Your committee therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
JAMES C. JENNINGS. 


Mr. SPERRY. I call up the bill (H. R. 8574) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to James C. Jennings. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the military record of and grantan honorable discharge 
to James C. Jennings, of South Willington, Conn., late a private in Company 
D, Eighth Connecticut Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. PATTON) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8574) for the removal of charge of desertion from the name of James C. Jen- 
nings, late a private in Company D, Eighth Connecticut Volunteers, have 
had the same under consideration, and submit the following report: 

it appears from the records of the War Department that the said soldier 
enlisted in Company D, Eighth Connecticut Volunteers, on September 21, 
1861, to serve three years. That on December 24, 1863, he enlisted as a veteran 
in the same company and regiment at Norfolk, Va., to serve three years. 
Regimental returns report him present for duty until May, 1864, when he is 
reported absent in hospital at Washington, D. C., and same report appears 
on succeeding rolls up to December 12, 1865, which was the date of muster 
out of company. The medical records report him as follows: 

* Received a gunshot wound of toe in battle. Toe amputated. To field 
hospital Eighteenth Army Corps, Cold Harbor, Va., June 7, 1864, with 
wounded foot. Was admitted to Harewood General Hospital, Washington, 
D. C., June 10, 1864, with gunshot wound of left foot—the third toe ampu- 
tated—wounded at Cold Harbor June 5, 1864. Was transferred June 18, 1864, 
General hospital, Davis Island, New York Harbor, and furloughed July 8, 
isi, after which he did not return, and was never mustered out of service.” 

it appears from affidavits of several witnesses that he went to his home 
and was sick and on crutches and unable to return until after his q@mmand 
was mustered out of service. 

The records of the command to which he belonged properly account for 
him as in line of duty from time of enlistment, September 21, 1861, to date 
of furlough, July 8, 1864. Length of furlough not stated. 

The evidence of several neighbors serves to show conclusively that the 
soldier was never after able to return to duty. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 
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Case of James C. Jennings, late private Company D, Highth Connecticut Vol- 
unteers. 


RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, June 1, 1992. 


lt appears from the records that James C. Jennings was enrolled as a 
corporal in Company D, Eighth Connecticut Volunteers, September 21, 1861, 
to serve three years. 

He is borne on the muster rolls of the company from date of enrollment 
to February 28, 1862, as a corporal, without remark as to presence or absence; 
on the roll for March and April, 1862, corporal, present; on rolls for May and 
June, and July and August, 1862, ‘“ present; on roll for September 
and October, 1862, private, present, ‘Reduced to private October 27, 1882;" 
and thenceforward to December 31, 1863, as a private, present. The roll for 
November and December, 1863, reports him, ‘mustered out near Portsmouth, 
Va.. December 23, 1863, by virtue of reénlistment as a private.” 

He reénlisted as a veteran volunteer December 24, 1863, at Norfolk, Va., to 
serve three years. The company muster rolls for January and February, 
and March and April, 1864, report him, “a private, present;” roll for May 
and June, 1864, “private, absent in hospital, New York;’ and that for July 
and August, 1864, “private, absent, wounded, in hospital at Washington, 
D. C.;"’ the same report appears on succeding rolls up to December 12, 1855, 
date of muster out of the company. 

There is no individual or detachment muster-ont rollin his case on file. 

The medical records report him as follows: *“ Received a severe gunshot 
wound of toe (toe amputated) in battle; between May 16. and July 1, 1864, 
was admitted to field hospital, Eighteenth Army Corps, Cold Harbor, Va., 
June 7, 1864, with wound of foot (disposition not stated); was admitted to 
Harewood General Hospital, Washington, D. C., June 10, 1854, with gunshot 
wound, left, foot, amputation third toe; wounded at Cold Harbor, June 5, 
1864, and transferred June 16, 1864; was admitted to De Camp General Hos- 

ital, Davids Island, New York Harbor, June 18, 1854, with gunshot wound 

eft foot, and furloughed July 8, 1864." There is no evidence of his return 
from furlough, and no “ certificate of inability to travel”’ on file. 

In January, 1885, the soldier made application for an honorable discharge, 
and in an affidavit dated January 24, 1835. declared: Taat he was wounded 
at Cold Harbor and sent north to Jersey City; ‘strayed off’’ and missed the 
train for New Haven; was sent to Davids Island, New York Harbor, and 
from there to the Williams Street Hospital at Elmira, and was discharged 
by a general order from Washington, D. C., on or about the 20th April, 1855, 
and subsequently lost his surgeon’s certificate of discharge. 

(The records of hospitals at Elmira, N. Y., from July, 1854, to April 20, 
1865, afford no information in the case.) = 

On the 16th September, 1885, the soldier was informed, through his attor- 
neys, that his physical inability to return to his regiment from August 8, 
1864, date of expiration of furlough from hospital, to December 12, 1865, date 
of muster out of his company, must be established; and also that there was 
no record of his alleged discharge in April, 1865. 

On ~ i7th of March, 1890, the following additional testimony was pre- 
sented: 

(a) Affidavit, dated March 1, 1890, by Daniel W. Tracy, aged 50, who de- 
clared: That he had been acquainted with the applicant for over thirty years 
and knew that he was at home, sick and obliged to use a crutch and cane, in 
the latter part of 1864, and, to best of his (affilant’s) judgment and belief, was 
not able to return to duty. 

(6) Affidavit, dated March 3, 1890, by John Drew, aged 42, who testified: 
That he had been acquainted with applicant since boyhood, and recollected 
his return to Preston, Conn., wounded; that the soldier was at home quite 
awhile, and in affilant’s opinion, was not able to return to duty. Affiant 
added that the time referred to was about the fall of 1864, and that he thought 
applicant was at home when his company was mustered out. 

(c) Affidavit, dated February 28, 1890, by James Drew, aged 61, who stated: 
That he had known applicant between thirty and forty years, and recol- 
lected his coming home wounded, in or about September, 1864, and his re- 
maining there a long time, unable to return to duty. 

On the 2ist of the same month the attorneys in the case were informed 
that the testimony submitted was deemed insufficient to warrant favorable 
action, and the application was therefore denied. 

On the 7thof April, 1890, the following testimony was presented: 

(a) Affidavit, dated March 1, 1890, by David Stanton, aged 69, who deciared: 
That he had known applicant about thirty years,and remembered seeing 
him at home on crutches, wounded, in the fall of 1864, and that the soldier 
remained at home for some time, until after the close of the war, and he 
(afflant) used to see him quite often. 

(6) Affidavit, dated March 29, 1890, wy Charles G. Cummings, aged 45, who 
testified: That he had known the applicant from boyhood, and recollected 
his being at home December, 1865, wounded and on crutches, and, to the best 
of his (afflant’s) belief, unfit for duty; and that he saw the soldier often and 
knew that he was at home when the regiment was mustered out of service, 
as he (afflant) was in Hartford at the time, December, 1865. 

On the 9th of April, 1890, the attorneys in the case were informed that upon 
a careful consideration of the additional testimony presented nothing had 
been found to justify a reversal of the former adverse decision in the case, 
and the application was therefore again denied. 

On the 4th April, 1891, the applicant filed the following additional testi- 


mony: 

(a) Affidavit, dated March 23, 1891, by James Drew, a former affiant, and 
Luther C. Corning, who declared: That applicant was at home in June, 1864, 
suffering from a wounded foot, and also from bowel trouble, and that he 
was obliged to use a crutch and appeared to be in a very bad condition for 
at least eight months; and afflants “positively asserted *’ thatit would have 
been utterly impossible for him to have rejoined his command or reported 
for duty during the period in question. They added that they knew of the 
above-mentioned circumstances through having seen him almost daily, and 
also from observing the condition of his foot and hearing him complain of 
the bowel trouble “and noticing the symptoms of same.” 

(>) Affidavit, dated March 25, 1891, by John Drew, a former afflant, who 
tesiifed in language identical with that employed by the witnesses whose 
testimony has just been cited. 

The application was once more denied, under date May 12, 1891, for reasons 
already stated, and the attorneys so informed. 

Since the date mentioned the status of the case has undergone no change, 
either by the introduction of new testimony or by legislation. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


AMANDA ATHERTON. 


Mr. STEWARD of Illinois. I call up the bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to Amanda Atherton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda Atherton, widow 
of John Wilson Cook, late of Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment of Iowa 
Infantry, and who, assuch widow, was allowed a pension heretofore, and pay 
her at the rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. BUTLER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7238) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Atherton, having examined and 
considered the same, report the same back to the House with a recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 

Mrs. Atherton was the wife of John Wilson Cook, late of Company F, 
Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Infantry. and who died at Vicksburg, Miss., of 
chronic diarrhea on the 29th day of January, 1863, while in service in said 


company. His widow was granted a pension on account of his death, which 
she drew until her remarriage. 


This soldier left three children, who were reared by said widow. In 1866 
she married one Ransom Atherton, and lived with him until he died in 1889. 
All of the children of said soldier except one have since died, and that one 
is in poor health and has a family of his own to support and is unable to 
help his mother. She is in poor health and practically without property, 
having a fractional interest in 40 acres of land, and household furniture 
worth about #50, the whole value not exceeding 3400. 

She is in such a condition that she is unable to earn a support by manual 
labor. Her right to a pension is established by the fact of its being granted 
to her, and Congress has frequently held that it is proper to restore to the 
pension roll widows who have remarried, and where after said remarriage 
they are left, through the death of the second husband or otherwise, in a 
condition so that it would be just for them to haveit. This case seems to 
be entirely within these precedents. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
LYDIA BOLLMAN. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I call up the bill (H. R. 8969) to 
grant a pension to Lydia Bollman, a dependent sister. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Lydia Boll- 
man, a dependent and permanently invalid sister of Samuel C. Bollman, de- 
ceased, late a quartermaster’s sergeant in the Eighty-ninth Indiana Volun- 
teers, in the war of the rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to Whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8969) granting a pension to Lydia Bollman, submit the following report: 

The records of the War Department show that Samuel C. Bollman was 
mustered into the service August 28, 1862, and mustered out with his regi- 
ment July 19, 1865. The rolls from enrollment to muster out report him 
present throughout that time. Norecord of medical treatment was found. 

The evidence shows that he contracted disease of the lungs and camp diar- 
rhea while in the service; that being a practical druggist he prescribed for 
himself, which accounts for there being no record of medical treatment while 
in the service. ; 

Dr, C. L. Curtis, a reputable man and regular practicing physician, who 
became acquainted with him in a business and professional way in 1867. tes- 
tifles that at that time he was troubled with an affection of the lungs, camp 
diarrhea, and bleeding piles, which continued until 1877, when he became 
confined to his bed; that as a result, on January 26, 1878, he died of phthisis 
and — diarrhea. 

The soldier never applied for pension, and no one, on account of his serv- 
ice. He was an unmarried man and died without heirs, except his mother, 
brothers, and sisters. Since the death of the soldier his mother has de- 
ceased, and no one is entitled to a pension for his service except the claim- 
ant. 

The claimant, Lydia Bollman, his sister, became a helpless invalid in 
May, 1876, and for nine years was confined to her bed from a spinal affection, 
which yet continues, and which her physicians have pronounced permanent 
and incurable. 

Whilenot now confined to her bed, she is helpless, confined to her room, sim- 
ply able to sit in a chair, but so helpless as to be unable to move about in it, 
replenish the fire, or in any way take care of her room, r 
care and attention. From the time she became sick until her brother died 
he was her sole support, furnishing her with medical aid and attendance. 
She is an unmarried woman, in destitute circumstances, without any in- 
come whatever. 

As the evidence is conclusive that the soldier’s death was due to disease 
incurred in the service; that no pension has been allowed on account of 
said service; that the soldier died unmarried; that his father gnd mother 
are both dead; that the claimant, his sister, was solely dependent upon him 
through her long, continuous, helpless condition for medical aid, attend- 
ance, and every material comfort; that as this claim is in line with such as 
have been heretofore reported favorably by this committee in report No. 
456, Mary Isabella Hutchinson; No. 769, Lydia M. Kennedy; and No. 863, 
ar E. Hull, your committee return the bill with the recommendation that 

t do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM B. PRICE, 


Mr. STUMP. Icall up the bill (H. R. 2077) for the relief of 
William B. Price. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the name of Wil- 
liam B. Price, late of Company A, Fifth Maryland Infantry, who was marked 
and charged with desertion from said service, and to amend the military 
record of said soldier so charged as a deserter and grant him an honorable 
discharge to date from December 4, 1862. 


The report (by Mr. BOWERS) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill “J. R. 
2077) for the relief of William B. Price, have had the same under considera- 
tion and submit the following report: 

This soldier was severely wounded, at the battle of Antietam, in the head 
and neck, sent to hospital, and after a time sent home on furlough. Not be- 
ing able to return at the date of the expiration of his furlough he was marked 
as a deserter. 

The evidence shows that soldier was attacked with erysipelas, that for 
two years thereafter he was an invalid totally unable to do any service and 
las never recovered his health. 

Your committee is of the opinion that he should not have been marked as 





a deserter, and we recommend that the bill be amended by adding the fol- 

lowing words: “Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become 

due or payable by virtue of the provisions of this act.’’ And as so amended 

that the bill do pass. 

Case of William D. (or B.) Price, late private, Company A, Fifth Maryland 
Volunteers. 


e RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, July 9, 1890. 


Villiam B. Price, private Company A, Fifth Maryland Volunteers, was 
enrolled on January 4, 1862, toservethreeyears. He is properly accounted for 
until August 31, 1862. The company muster roll of October 31, 1862, and sub- 
sequent rolls to April 30, 1863, report him: “‘Absent; wounded in battle at 
Antietam, Md., September 17,1862." The roll of October 31, 1863, shows him: 
“Discharged since April 30, 1863, date of last regular muster.”” His name is 
not borne on any subsequent muster rolls. 

The medical records show that he was admitted to Mount Pleasant General 
Hospital, Washington, D.C., September 26, 1862, with gunshot wound of head 
and neck, and was furloughed for thirty days on November 4, 1862. He never 
returned to hospital or to his company, which was retained in service until 
September 1, 1865. His term of service did not expire until January 3, 1865. 

A paper on file with the medical records reads as follows: “ Northeast, 
Md., November 27, 1862. We, the undersigned, hereby certify that private 
William B. Price, of Company A, Fifth Maryland Regiment, has been under 
our professional care for three weeks past; his disease was erysipelas of the 
face and head. In our opinion he will not be able to leave home for several 
weeks yet. J.J. Buckley, M.D. N. B. Morrison, M. D.” 

In a petition toCongress dated October 16, 1879 (which was referred to the 
War Department about December 1, 1879). the applicant, William Price, 
Stated that he was wounded at Antietam, Md., by a ball entering below the 
left eye, passing a the tongue, knocking out a number of teeth, and 
coming out just over the jugular vein; that he was sent to Mount Pleasant 
General Hospital, Washington, D. C., where he was discharged in December, 
1862, being no longer able for duty by reason of said wound; that for over 
two years after his discharge he was — helpless by reason of such 
wound, and from that time to the present he had been frequently under the 
doctor’s care, the wound gathering frequently and rendering him bedfast by 
reason of pain, great pee and inability to take food. 

Upon the record and after investigation of the case it was determined by 
the Department that this soldier is considered a deserter from December 4, 
1852 (date of expiration of his furlough), and a discharge was furnished him 
on March 19, 1880, to date December 4, 1862, by reason of desertion. 

In an affidavit of June 1, 1885, this applicant testified that after being sent 
home from the hospital he applied to the authorities from time to time to 
take him back, but that they refused to do so, as his wound was such as to 
prevent him from doing further duty. 

This testimony was not accepted by the Department to establish the phys- 
ical inability of the soldier to complete his term of enlistment, and the ap- 
plication for removal of the charge of desertion was denied on February 10, 
1887. 

L. W. Thomas, of Northeast, Md., in affidavit of October 25, 1889, testified 
that this applicant came home from the Army in 1862, suffering from a 
wound in the face and throat, and continued to suffer from the wound until 
after 1865. The doctor, Buckley, who attended the applicant, is dead, but 
this afflant, as druggist, filled the prescriptions for Price, and his testimony 
is from personal knowledge, observation, and recollection. 

The record and testimony were then referred to the Surgeon-General, 
United States Army, for his opinion, and that officer replied: “From the 
record and evidence in this case Iam of the opinion that itis not probable 
that the within-named man was prevented from completing his term of en- 
listment by reason of disease contracted in line of duty.” 

The application was thereupon again denied on November 5, 1889. 

No further testimony has been submitted. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 


| with the recommendation that it do pass. 
uiring constant | 


CHIEF TENDOY. 

Mr. SWEET. LIcall up the bill (S. 2612) granting a pension 
to Tendoy, chief of Bannocks, Shoshones, and Sheepeaters tribe 
of Indians. 5 

The bill was read, as follows: © 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Tendoy, 


chief of the Bannocks, Shoshones, and Sheepeaters tribe of Indians, located 
at Lemhi Agency, Idaho, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2612) grant- 
ing a pension to Tendoy, chief of the Bannock, Shoshone, and Sheepeater 
tribe of Indians, have considered the same and report as follows: 

The bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 537,this session, and the 
same, fully setting forth the facts, is adopted by your committee as their re- 
port, and the bill is returned to the House with the recommendation that it 
he amended so as to fix the rate of pension to be allowed at #15 per month, 
and that as soamended the bill do pass. 





{Senate Report No. 537, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2612) grant- 
ing a pension to Tendoy, chief of the Bannock, Shoshone, and Sheepeater 
tribe of Indians, have had the same under consideration and submit the fol- 
lowing report and recommend the passage of the bill: 

The reasons for granting a pension to the Indian chief named are 

(1) That he has been a faithful and valued friend of the white settlers, not 
only preventing the Indians of his tribe from going to war against the whites 
on several occasions when they had grievances, but also joined the white 
people with his Indians in 7s the invasions of the Nez Percés in 1887, 
when this tribe, under Chief Joseph, invaded Idaho and Montana and mur- 
dered the white ple without regard to age or sex. Again in 1878, when 
the Fort Hall Indians were on the warpath, Tendoy, with a number of his 
tribe, joined the whites in protecting the lives and property of the settlers. 
He has not only kept his Indians from going to war with the whites, but has 
prevented them from pillaging and trespass on their property. 

2) Tendoy has surrendered large areas of the land which the tribe occu- 
pied and claimed, for which the tribe has received nothing, and now get only 
a small annuity for clot and supplies. 

In view of the great service rendered to the white people in protecting 
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their lives and property, not only from the Indians of his own tribe, but from 
other Indian tribes, he certainly should receive some recognition from the 
Sora for his friendship and devotion which has been so valuable to 
the settlers. 

Hon GEORGE L. SHOUP, who has lived for many years near the tribe of 
Indians ruled over by Tendoy, and who is familiar with the facts in the case, 
ee a statement to the committee relating to the claim of this Indian 

or a small pension, which is submitted as part of the report. ~ 


UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., April 4, 1892. 


Sir: Relating to Senate bill 2612, ‘Granting a pension to Tendoy, chief of 
the Bannocks, Shoshones, and Sheepeaters tribe of Indians,” located at the 
Lemhi Indian Agency, State of Idaho, I have to say that the former chief of 
this tribe, an uncle of Tendoy, the beneficiary named in the bill, was assassin- 
ated near the present site of Bannock City, in the State of Montana, in 1862. 
The Indians had committed no offense against the whites, but there were a 
few white desperadoes in the mining camp whose ambition it was to add 
one more to the number they had killed. On the day follo the assassina- 
tion of the chief, Tendoy was elected chief. He had uired distinction in 
battle with the Flathead, Crow, and Sioux Indians, and was endowed with 
an intellect far superior to that of any other member of the tribe. 

On the day following his election as chief he visited the miners and called 
their attention to the ruthless manner in which they had killed his uncle, 
and of the sorrow of the tribe on what he regarded as acalamity. He called 
their attention to the fact that, holding the position of war chief under his 
uncle, he had protected them and all white ple within his reach from as- 
sault from hostile Indian tribes. He told them he had come to inquire of 
them now why they had killed his uncle: did it mean that they had declared 
war against his Indians who had been their friends? If so, he accepted the 
challenge with deep regret, as he much preferred to be friendly with the 
white people. He was assured by the better class of the miners that his past 
services and friendship were appreciated, and that the killing of their chief 
was the act of a few desperadoes and gamblers who, unfortunately, had found 
their way to the camp, and that they deplored the act. 

The interview was protracted for some time, when Tendoy withdrew to 
the camp of the Indians, who were determined to avenge the death of their 
chief. mdoy addressed his followers in an able speech, after condoning 
with them in the loss they had sustained, he called their attention to what 
war with the whites meant, and what the result would inevitably be. His 
argument prevailed, and he at once left for the eastern plains on a pro- 
longed buffalo hunt, not ret until time to go into winter quarters. 

of gee eg acquaintance with this chief commenced four years later, or 
in 1866, and I have met him every year since that time. 

In 1877, when the Nez Percés Indians, under Chief Joseph, were on the 
warpath, murdering our people—men, women, and children, indiscrimi- 
nately—and applying the torch to their homes, Tendoy placed some of his 
Indians at my disposal as scouts, and when the Nez Percés entered Lemhi 
Valley he, with 40 or 50 of his Indians, joined my company of volunteers to 
give battle; in fact, he rendered the whites incalculable service. Again, in 
the following year, when Buffalo Horn’s band of the Fort Hall Indians went 
on the warpath, he furnished us men who saved the lives of many of our cit- 
izens. During this campaign several of the hostile Indians were captured 
by Tendoy’s men and a subchief was killed. The Indians have received no 
compensation or reward for their gallant services, except a small amount 
paid by me personally. 

Tendoy has on each and every occasion, when any member of his tribe 
procured a horse or other property dishonestly, compelled its return to the 
owner. He is now over 60 years old, and has surrendered all of the country 
formerly occupied and claimed by his tribe, comprising a large area, except- 
ing a small reservation in the Lemhi Valley. e with his tribe of about 
receive a small annuity for clothing, = lies, and school purposes, but do 
not receive a dollar of cash annuity. Other Indian tribes who have sur- 
rendered less territory receive large money installments. 

In view of all these facts, and the further fact that he is infirm and unable 
to perform manual labor, learnestly recommend that Chief Tendoy be given 
a pension of $30 per month. This amount would be but a small recognition 
of the service he has rendered to the Government and the white people. 


Very respectfully, GEO. L. SHOUP 


United States Senator. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 
United States Senate. 


In view of the fact that this Indian has received no compensation for his 
valuable service and that this recognition would strengthen the friendship 
of the tribe toward the white people, and in view of the further fact that 
the claimant is now old and too infirm to perform manual labor, and that it 
is the practice of the Government to grant annuities to Indian chiefs for 
their friendliness to the whites and for services to the Government, your 
committee believe that the bill should pass and that Tendoy be granted the 

relief prayed for. 


The amendment recommended by the committee, to strike out 
‘‘thirty,” in line 7, and insert “fifteen,” was adopted. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CORNELIUS DAY. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I call up the bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pen- 
sion to Cornelius Day. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Cornelius 
Day, late a soldier in Capt. Owen’s company, attached to poaseees regi- 
ment — Missouri Mounted Volunteers), in the war with Mexico, from 
Sante Fe to Chihuahua, and who participated in its battles, and allow him a 
pension rated at $15 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


SUSAN S. MURPHY. 


Mr. TERRY. I call up the bill (H. R. 6272) to pension Susan 
S. Murphy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ey 4 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Susan 8. 
Murphy, of Eldorado, Union County, Ark., widow of Thomas Murphy, de- 
ceased, late a private in Capt. Sims’s ar Alabama Militia, Creek In- 
dian war, and pay her a pension of $12 a mon’ 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6272) 
grant a pension to Susan S. Murphy, have considered the same and re- 
port as follows: 

The claimant’s late husband, Thomas Murphy, was enlisted May 30, 1836, 
served three months as private in Capt. Simms’s mounted company, T'wenty- 
third oa Alabama Volunteers, Creek war, and was mustered out July 
22, 1836. e soldier died February 22, 1866, and it is shown by the testimony 
accompanying the bill that his widow is 65 years old, in indigent circum- 
stances, feeble health, and dependent upon the charity of her friends for 
support. : 

he passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN T. FLEENOR. 


Mr. TRACEY. I call up the bill (H. R. 2912) to pension John 


T. Fleenor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is pereby, 
authorized and directed to pe upon the pension roll the name of John T. 
Fleenor, the imbecile son of Samuel W. Fleenor, deceased, late of Company 
G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and pay to his legally-con- 
stituted guardian the sum of $16 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2912) to pension John T. Fleenor, have had the same under consideration, 
and submit the following report: 

The claimant herein is the imbecile son of Samuel W. Fleenor, who served 
in Company G, T'wenty-seventh ee Indiana Volunteer Infantry from 
September 1, 1861, to October 23, 1861, when he died of disease in the service. 

he claimant was pensioned as one of the minor children of the soldier 
until he arrived at the age of 16 years, when his pension ceased by operation 
oflaw. It is shown by affidavit that the mother of the claimant, and the 
wife of the soldier, is dead, and that there is now no one drawing, or entitled 
to draw, a pension on account of the services of said soldier. 

It is also shown by affidavits on file with the committee that the claimant 
is, and has been all his life, mentally unsound and totally unable to care for 
himself or to handle any means placed in his hands. Isaac Knight, guard- 
ian for said claimant, testifies as follows: 

“That heis the guardian of John T. Fleenor, and that said John T. Fleenor 
is demented and totally unable to care for himself, and has not a dollar in 
the world, and that he placed him in the poor asylum about one year ago.” 

George W. Baily testifies— 

‘That he is the superintendent of the poor asylum of Morgan County, Ind.; 
that said John T. Fleenor was an inmate of said asylum about one year past; 
that he is a demented man, absolutely unable to care for himself.” 

The claimant made — for pension to the Pension Bureau, but the 
same was rejected on the ground that he became 16 years of age prior to the 
passage of the act of June 27, 1890. 

The committee recommend that in line 8 the word ‘‘sixteen”’ be stricken 
out and the word “fourteen” be inserted, and when so amended recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The amendment recommended by the committee, to strike out 
‘* sixteen,” in line 8, and insert ‘‘ fourteen,” was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. S. A. FARQUHARSON. 


Mr. TURPIN. I call up the bill (S. 1303) to increase the pen- 


‘sion of Mrs. S. A. Farquharson. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and heis hereby, 
directed jto say to Mrs. S. A. Farquharson, widow of the late Maj. Robert 
Farquharson, of the First Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, Mexican war, a 

nsion of $25 per month, that being the pension paid to the late Maj. 
Robert Farquharson, in lieu of the pension of 88 per month heretofore paid 
to Mrs. S. A. Farquharson. 

Sxc. 2. That this act shall take effect from its passage. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1303) to in- 
crease the pension of Mrs. S. A. Farquharson, have considered the same and 
report: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 375, this session, and the 
same fully sett: forth the facts, is adopted by your committee as their re- 

rt, and the bill is returned to the House with the recommendation that it 
amended so as to fix the rate of pension at $15 per month, and that it do 
pass as so amended. 


(Senate Report No. 375, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (S. 1303) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. S. A. Farquharson, have examined the same and re- 


rt: 

The claimant, Mrs. S. A. Farquharson, is the widow of the late Maj. Rob- 
ert Farquharson, of the First Regiment Tennessee Volunteers in the war 
with Mexico. Her said husband was at the time of his death a pensioner of 
the United States, upon account of wounds received in battle with the enemy 
at Cerro Gordo, Mexico, at the rate of $25 per month; since the death of her 
husband the claimant has been receiving a pension of $8 per month as his 
surviving widow. 

It appears from the evidence submitted to the committee that the claim- 
ant is now over 60 years old; her only son, upon whose labor she was greatly 
depending for support, has recently died; she has now no living child or rela- 
tive to assist her; she is without means or property of any kind, and ina 
dependent and helpless condition. The object of the bill is to increase her 


— rate of pension » to $25, being the same rate as that received by her 
usband at the time of his death. 


Your committee are inclined, under the circumstances of this case, the ad- 
vanced age and needy condition of the claimant, to grant this increase, to 
take effect from the passage of the bill, and recommend the passage of the 
bill with the follo amendment: 

Strike out all after the word *‘ Farquharson,”’ in the ninth line of the bill, 
the word “ Farquharson” in the twelfth line of the bill, 
recommend that the bill do pass. 


down to and incl 
and when so amend 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA HOLMES. 


Mr. VAN HORN. I call up the bill (H. R. 9215) granting a 
pension to Eliza Holmes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Holmes, widow 
of John Holmes. deceased, lateof Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment New 
York Volunteers, and whose pension claim is numbered 13513. 


The report )by Mr. VAN HORN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 9215) 
granting a pension to Eliza Holmes, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner, whose address is No. 343 West Seventeenth street, New 
York City, is the widow of John Holmes, deceased, late a member of Com- 
pany A, Seventy-ninth New York Volunteers, to whom she was married 
September 22, 1#€0, as shown by the affidavit of the officiating clergyman 
and other evidence; the fact that she has remained a widow since the 
soldier's death is also established by satisfactory enn. 

The records of the War Department show that John Holmes enlisted in 
Company A, Seventy-ninth New York Volunteers, May 13, 1861, and was 
“found dead in High Street, Georgetown, D. C., on the morning of July 2, 
1861; deceased had been stabbed by some person or persons unknown.”’ 

In an affidavit dated July 20, 1864, William Manson (since deceased), who 
was captain of soldier's company, testifies that when the regiment left 
Georgetown about July 1, 1861, a portion of the regiment was left behind to 
guard the regiment property; that said Holmes was one of such guard and 
was on the following day found dead, having been stabbed during the night 
by some person unknown, and that he was in the performance of his duty 
at the time of his death. 

John H. Sheppard, in affidavit executed September 24, 1885, testifies that he 
was a comrade of John Holmes, and that they together were placed on guard 
duty at the observatory in Georgetown on the morning of July 2, 1861 (prob- 
ably meaning however July 1), and continued on that duty until 8:30 p. m., 
when they returned to the college and found that the regiment had moved, 
leaving a guard consisting of Lieut. McNee and about twelve men; the of- 
ficer told them there was no food for them and gave them permission to go 
and get something; they went toa grocery store and got some cheese and 
crackers; while there three men, peng J civilians, used some abusive 
language toward them, which they did not resent, but left. 

Holmes, however, decided to go back alone to get something more, and 
was never seen again alive; next morning affiant learned that Holmes was 
murdered; he was perfectly sober when he left affiant. 

The Georgetown Evening Star of July 2, 1861, contained the following ac- 
count of the murder: 

‘‘John Holmes,a private in Company A, Seventy-ninth New York Regi- 
ment, was murdered this morning at an early hour near the corner of High 
and West streets. He received two stabs in the left breast. * * * The 
coroner’s inquest is now in progress and the evidence of those in the neigh- 
borhood shows that deceased was, in an altercation with one or two other 
men, habited in the uniform of his regiment, and from them received the 
wound that caused his death. * * * Several members of the regiment 
were arrested and one is strongly suspected.” 

The War Department records do not, however, show that any member of 
the regiment was under arrest for this murder or anything further in the 
matter. 

The widow's claim was rejected on the ground that the soldier’s death did 
not occur in line of duty, and she can not be pensioned under the act of June 
27, 1890, for the r@&son that the soldier was not honorably discharged from 
the service. 

While the action of the Pension Bureau is doubtless proper, this seems to 
be just such a case as special acts of Congress are designed to relieve. 
While it can not be proved that the soldier met his death in line of duty, it 
is equally true that he died in service and that there is no sufficient reason 
to assume that it was through any fault of his own that he was murdered. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS KENNEDY. 


Mr. WAUGH. Icall up the bill (H. R. 4320) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Kennedy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas S. 
Kennedy, who served as a soldier in the Mexican war, at the rate of $12 per 
month from the date of the passage of this act. 

— the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Thomas S. 
ennedy.”’ 


The report (by Mr. WAUGBH) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4320) 
granting a pension to Thomas Kennedy, have considered the same and re- 
port as follows: 

“ The claimant was a teamster in the Quartermaster’s Department, United 
States Army, and served in that capacity from Au t 25, 1846, to April 10, 
1847, in the war with Mexico. His claim, filed at the Senedom Office under the 
Mexican war service-pension act of January 29, 1887, was rejected April 9, 
1888, on the ground that he was a civilian employé of the Quartermaster’s 
Department and not an enlisted man. 

e claimant's identity and that he rendered the above service is also 
shown by testimony submitted to your committee with the bill. 

In his own behalf the applicant states under oath that while at Santa Fe 
du said service they called for volunteer teamsters to go out on a raid 
with Price’s regiment against the Mexicans, and his partner, Henry Adkins, 
and himself placed their names on the volunteer list as teamsters and drove 
for 80 miles for said regiment, he (claimant) driving an ammunition wagon 
for the artillery; and that while on this raid the enemy was met with and 
Adkins, with about thirteen regulars and forty volunteers was killed; also 
that he subsequently received a bounty land warrant for his service. 

The claimant further declares that by reason of the long time that has 
elapsed since said war, and because of the death long since of those having 
a knowledge of his participation in the above engagement, he is unable to 


furnish proof in corroboration of his allegations relative thereto, but he 
furnishes the testimony of four neighbors and acquaintances of long stand- 
ing who swear to the high reputation of the claimant for honesty, integrity, 
and veracity. 

Your committee believes that such of the employés of the Quartermaster’s 
Department as actually participated in battle under arms during the war 
with Mexico arein justice entitled to the same recognition as is accorded 
regularly enlisted men. Therefore the bill is returned with a favorable 
recommendation. 

An amendment is recommended inserting the initial “S.” in the claim- 
ant’s name, so that it will read Thomas S. Kennedy. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FLORENCE ESTHER WILLIAMS. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. I call up the bill (H. R. 7244) granting a 
pension to Florence Esther Williams, the blind daughter of 
Henry D. Williams, late a private in Company F, Sixty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Florence 
Esther Williams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a private in 
Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and grant her a 
pension of #10 per month, from the date of the passage of this act. 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension to Florence 
Esther Williams.” 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7244) granting a pension to Florence Esther Williams, have had the same 
under consideration and submit the following report: 

The claimant is the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late private in 
Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. The record shows 
that he served from December 238, 1861, to July 11, 1865, when he was honora- 
bly discharged. He died December 22,1879. The cause of his death is not 
stated, but as he never applied for pension itis to be presumed that his 
death was not due to his army service. The widow remarried to John Keck- 
lin December 18, 1880. 

The claimant is now 22 years of age. having been born July 11,1870. While 
going to school at Ontario, Ind., in January, 188i, her eyes became diseased, 
which resulted in about a year in blindness, and she has been blind ever 
since. She is totally unable to earn a living by manual labor, has no prop- 
erty of her own, and is wholly dependent on her mother for support. In 187 
the husband of her mother was adjudged insane and was sent to the hospital 
for the insane at Indianapolis, from which he was sent home as incurable. 

The mother has, aside from her husband and the claimant, two other chil- 
dren to support, and who, having no property whatever except a few house- 
hold goods, is compelled todo washing and house-cleaning for a living for 
herself and dependents. 

The committee recommend that the title of the bill be amended by strik- 
ing out all after the word “ Williams,” and by striking out, in line 7, the 
word “ thirty,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word * ten,’’ and when so 
amended recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill 
as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

ANDREW B. KNAPP. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I call up the bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief 
of Andrew B. Knapp. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to amend the records of the War Department of the United 
States so as to show the name of Andrew B. Knapp honorably discharged 
from the service as second lieutenant Company H, One hundred and second 
New. York Volunteer Infantry, on the 4th day of April, A. D., 1863. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 


recommendation that it do pass. 
JAMES H. LOBDELL. 


Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous 
consent to discharge the Committee on Invalid Pensions from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4262) granting a pen- 
sion to James H. Lobdell, late first lieutenant Company H, Sixth 
Michigan Cavalry, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That James H. Lobdell, late first lieutenant Company H, 
Sixth Michigan Cavalry, be, and he is hereby, granted a pension at the same 
rate per month that he is now receiving under pension certificate No. 643373, 
such pension to be computed from the date of the muster out or final dis- 
charge of him, the said James H. Lobdell, from the military service of the 
United States up to the time he became entitled to a pension under said pen- 
sion certificate. 

Sec. 2. That the pension hereby granted shall be paid to said James H. 
Lobdell by the Commissioner of Pensions, under the rules and regulations 
of the Pension Department. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask if the committee have 
made a report on this bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. No, it has not been reported. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have they investigated the matter? 

Mr. MARTIN. The committee have not investigated it. As 
I understand the reading of the bill it would carry arrears; and 
I want to say to the gentleman from Michigan that it has been 
a rule of the committee and of the House, so far as I know, never 
to recommend the passage of private bills carrying arrears. I 
hope the gentleman will withdraw his request. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas objects. 
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THOMAS TUCKER. 

Mr. WHITING. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R. a granting a pen- 
— to Thomas Tucker, Battery A, Fourth United States Artil- 

ery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

' Be it enacted, etc., That a pension of #29 is hereby granted to Thomas Tucker, 


who served in the Florida campaign during the years 1837 and 1839, asa 


member of Battery A, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


H. A. J. COPENHAVER. 


Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 1795) to increase the pension of A. J. Copenhaver, late a 


soldier in the Mexican war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States 
the name of A, J. Copenhaver, of Winchester, Frederick County, Va., latea 
gene in the First Regiment of Virginia in the Mexican war, at the rate of 

per month, according to the rules and regulations governing: pensions, 
which shali be in lieu of the pension which the said A. J. Copenhaver is now 
drawing. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1795) 
granting an increase of pension to A. J. Copenhaver, have considered the 
same and report: 

Andrew J. Copenhaver was a private of Company K, First Virginia Vol- 
unteers, and as such served from January 6, 1847, to July 31, 1848, in the war 
with Mexico. He is now drawing a pension at #8 per month allowed him 
under the Mexican war service-pension act of Jan 29, 1887. 

A petition s and swérn to by a large number of the claimant’s friends 
and neighbors shows that he is almost totally blind, incapacitated for work, 
and that his financial and — condition is so reduced that he is al- 
most entirely dependent. e is now about 64 years old. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word “fifty,” in Vine 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “thirty;”’ also 
by filling in the blank spaces in the biil so as to show that the ant 
served as a private in the First Regiment of Virginia, and that as so 
amended the bill do pass. . 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to he reported | 


to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET C. SIMMONS. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 8924) granting a pension to 
Margaret C. Simmons, widow of James A. Kelly. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that the gentleman from 
New Jersey had an opportunity to respond to his name before? 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER. He had not. He was temporarily 
absent. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


directed to place the name of Margaret C. Simmons, widow of James A. 
Kelly, a member of Company F, commanded by Capt. W. F. Sanderson, 
regiment of mounted riflemen, United States Army, in the war with Mexico, 


who received a certificate of merit for d@ the 
President of the United States, and counte by the of War, 
dated May 3, 1848, and recorded number fifteen in the Adjutan’ ral's 


Office May i, 1848; who died the 12th of July, 1857, in Vallejo, Cal., lea 

the beneficiary of this act a widow, who subsequently married James E. 
Simmons, who died the 29th of January, 1892, at St. Elizabeth lum in 
Washington, D. C., leaving said Margaret C. Simmons a in tute 
circumstances and advanced in age, being now in her sixty-eighth year of 
age. and that she be paid at the rate of 820 per month, from and after the 
passage of this act during her natural life. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to Whom was referred the bill R. 8934) 
grantinga pension to Margaret C. Simmons, widow of James A. Kelly, have 
considered the same and report: 

The following report shows the service rendered by James A. Kelly: 

‘WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, June 1, 1892. 

“Sr: I have the honor to return herewith communication from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions, House of Representatives, and in com- 
Pliance with ares contained therein to report as follows: 

“The original enlistment paper in this office shows that Private James 
Kelly, Troop F, United States Mounted Rifles, enlisted June 6, 1846, at Wash- 
ington, D. C., and later records show that he was discharged August 26, 1848, 
- — Barracks, Mo., under section 3, act of Congress approved August 

. 1348. 

‘His name is borne onrolisas James A. Kelly. He served in Mexico from 
Cay 1846, to — * 1848. 

“Very respectfully, 
“SAM. BRECK, 
“Assistant Adjutant-General. 
“The SECRETARY OF WAR.” 


It appears from the claimant's pean, that she is 68 old and a 
sufferer from diseased eyes and rheumatism, which — her for the 
———— of any manual labor. It apeeers further, t her husband, 

ames A. Kelly, died in California in 1857, and that in 1860, she mar- 


ried one James E. Simmons, who died at the United States Hospital for the 
Insane at Washington, D. C., January 29, 1892, leaving tae claimant entirel 
dependent upon a married daughter, who is in limited circumstances an 
= - ay y to = for. 3.y Ww. c 

atherine Bowdren and J. W. York, citizens of Washington, D. C., testify 
as acquaintances of the claimant that she is unabie to , OwW- 
ing to her infirmities. They further testify that the claimant's statements 
are entirely worthy of credence. 


The rts that no pension has ever been paid on account 


Pension Bureau 
of the services of James A. Kelly. 
Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word “‘twenty,” in line 20, and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘twelve;"’ 


also, by striking out the words ‘‘natural life,” in line 22, and substituting 
therefor the word “widowhood,” and that as so amended the bill do pass. 

Mrs. Simmons resides at 616 C street southeast, Washington, D. C. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to.the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I ask the gentleman to withhold 
that to allow me to call up a bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. There are half a dozen gentlemen yet who 
want to do that. 

Mr. HEARD. There are only two of us. 

Mr. O'NEILL 6f Missouri. y name was called, with the 
privilege of calling up a bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will withdraw the motion for the present. 

MARY MILLARD. ; 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 7234). 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Millard, widow of John Wil- 
liams, late of Company E, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Illinois Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

In line 8, strike out “twelve,” and insert “eight.” 


The agreement was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laidaside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MARTHA A. HARRIS. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
_ the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 1318) granting a pen- 
| sion to Martha A. Harris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension law, the name of Martha A. Harris, 
widow of James H. Harris, late a private in Company I, of the Fortieth Reg- 


iment of Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her a pension from and after 
the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. SNow) is as follows: 

The Comittee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 1818) 
granting ppeonee to Martha A. Harris, and submit the following report. 

The = er is the widow of James H. Harris, deceased, who was a mem- 
ber of Com en Fortieth Enrolled Missouri Militia, to whom she was mar- 
ried aa 1852, as shown by transcript from public record. It is also 
clearly wn that she has remained a widow since her husband's death, De- 
cember 6, 1862. 


The Fortieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia was a State organization 
and never mustered into the service of the United States, and on this ground 
the widow’s claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau. The date of this 
soldier’s enlistment is not shown, but it is shown in a satisfactory manner 
that he was killed December 6, 1862, in a fight with bushwhackers. 

J.B. of Carbon Center, Mo., testifies that he was captain of Com- 
pany I, eth Enrolled Missouri Militia, and that James H. Harris, of 
that company, was killed in line of duty December 6, 1862, “being shot in 
the head and instantly killed in a fight with bushwhackers, Lieut. Samuel 
re Se in command, and from his report I get my information. I had 
h eas 

Rigen ye saga of Houstonia, Mo., testifies that he was a comrade of Har- 
ris, and that— 

**On December 6, 1862, the gs ad was ordered as scouts in Saline, Pettis, 
and Cooper Counties to look after guerrillas. While in line of duty said 
Harris was killed by guerrillas who were fighting for the Southern Confed- 
eracy, near Scotts ord, on Lamine River. At that time Ridge Prairie was 


the ce. 
It is clear tthe soldier, while in the actual, though not technical, serv- 


ice of the United States was killed in action by the enemy, and your com- 
mittee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. CUMMINGS having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY, from 
the Committee of the ole on the Private Calendar, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration sundry bills 
and had directed him to report them back to the House, some 
with and some without amendments, and with the recommenda- 
tion that they do pass. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous question be considered as ordered on the engross- 
ment, third reading, and final of the several bills that 
we have had under consideration, with the right of fifteen min- 
utes’ debate on each side on each bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. MARTIN] asks unanimous consent that the previous ques- 
tion be considered as ordered on these various bills to their third 
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reading and final passage, with fifteen minutes’ debate on a side 
on each bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I object. Iwill agree to allow 
the previous question tobe ordered on the bills up “to their at 
grossment and third reading. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is fifteen minutes’ debate given ona side 
on each bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object to anything further than that, and 
I want to except from the operation of the previous question—— 

Mr. MARTI ebmuueating). The final passage? 

Mr. KILGORE (continuing). The third reading of the bill 
S.111, Calendar No. 114, which was favorably recommended by 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the hour of half past 10 has arrived. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of half past 10 having 
arrived, under the rule the Chair declares the House adjourned 
until to-morrow at 11 o’clock a.m. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 4496) to place upon the pension rolls of the United 
States the name of Thomas F’. Sheldon, late captain Company A, 
pon fics and twenty-fifth New York Infantry. (Report No. 
2003. 

A bill (H. R. 4804) to place the name of Sarah L. Van Nest on 
the pension list. (Report No. 2004.) 

By Mr. CURTIS, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
9585) for the relief of Henrietta E. Niles. (Report No..2005.) 

By Mr. FLICK, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 9390) 
granting an increase of pension to Capt. Samuel H. Chapman. 
(Report No. 2006.) 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, from the same commit- 
tee: A bill (5S. 1397) granting a pension to Capt. John C. Heaz- 
litt. (Report No. 2007.) 

By Mr. HARRIES, from the same committee: A bill (S. 3321) 
granting a pension to Mary Tuttle. (Report No. 2008.) 

By Mr. KRIBBS, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
2118) restoring the name of Ellen De Witt Hatch to the pension 
rolls of the United States. (Report No. 2009.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 

6024) for the relief of William H. Taylor. (Report No. 2010.) 

By Mr. BYRNS, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 3157) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones. (Re- 
port No. 2011.) 

A bill (H. R. 2075) for the relief of the heirs of Nathan C. and 
Hezekiah J. Winslow, deceased. (Report No. 2012.) 

By Mr. MANSOUR, from the same committee: 

A bill - R. 1782) ‘for the relief of Cogswell & Co. (Report 
No. 2013 

A bill (H. R. 3495) for the relief of the First National Bank of 
Newton, Mass. (Report No. 2014.) 

A bill (H. R. 4853) for the relief of Agnes and Maria De Leon. 
(Report No. 2015.) 

By Mr. BYRNS, from the same committee 
aK! bill R. 8963) for the relief of John M. Burks. (Report 

0. 2017 

A bill (H. R. 934) for the relict of William Brice & Co. (Re- 
port No. 2018.) 

A = _ R. 8961) for the relief of James; Manning. (Report 
No. 2019 

A bill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of C. S. Waite. (Report No 
2020. ) 

By Mr. CROSBY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 8106) for the correction of the army record of Da- 
vid R. Wallace. (Report No. 2021.) 

A bill (H.R. 2516) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John A. Jack. (Report No. 2022.) 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, from the same “(Report N A bill (H.R. 
2478) for the relief of Dayid Sarsfield. rt No. 2023. ) 

By Mr. BY RNS, from the Exensedanie on sala 

A bill (H. R. 5504) to permit the withdrawal of certain papers 
and the ———- of certain receipts by John Finn, or his attorney. 

(Report No. 2024.) 

A bill (H. R. 5213) to authorize the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to pay to Joshua he op, commander, United States 
Navy, the sum of $8,024.79. eee No. 2025.) 

A bill (H. R. 5836) for the role of W.S. A late post- 
master of Findlay, Ohio. (Report No. 2026.) 

By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island, from the same committee: 

A ‘bin (H. R. 8273) for the relief ‘of night inspectors of the ports 
of New York and Baltimore. (Report No. 2027.) 
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oft bi (H. R. 9359) for the relief of John Scott. (Report No. 


ey. Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 


mea bill (H. R. 1224) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Askew. (Report No. 2029.) 

A bill (H. R. 2128) granting a pension to John Fields. (Report 
No. 2030. 

A bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Clark. (Report No. 2031.) 

A bill (H. R. 6847) granting an increase of pension to John 
Matlock. (Report No. 2032.) 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A bill (H.R. 9366) for the relief of E. Darwin G: age. 
(Report No. 2033.) 

A bill (H. R. 9434) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb 
Huse. (Report No. 2034.) 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 3659) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Oliver O’Brien. (Report No. 2035.) 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 4322) to correct the military record of George A. 
Marks. (Report No. 2036.) 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
6204) for the relief of Thomas S. Lutterloh. (Report No. 2037.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged from 
— consideration of the following bill; which was re-referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2851) for the relief of Sarah E. Ingham—the Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. BR. 2909) to increase the pension of Joseph Craig— 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9601) for the relief of Mary Gregan, widow of 
Michael Gregan—the Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A Dill (H. R. 9628) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to grant to the corporate authoritiesof the city of 
Council Bluffs, in the State of Iowa, for public uses, a certain lake 
or bayou situated near said city "—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. PATTISON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9629) to promote 
commerce by regulating insurance among the States—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A resolution providing for the appoint- 

ment of a select committee to investigate the ‘labor troubles in 
the State of Idaho—to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: A bill (H. R. 9630) granting a pension 

to Andrew Brown—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

ae, a bill (H. R. 9631) granting a pension to Amaryllis Young, 
mother of Asa B. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9632) granting a pension to Rice W. Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 9633) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the name of W. H. Neuber—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H.R. 9634) granting a pension to Ma- 
tilda Burks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 9635) granting a pension to Jo- 
sephine Van Dyck—to the Committee an Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE (by request): A bill (H. R. 9636) for the relief 
of the estate of Mrs. E. J. Davis, late of Drew Cor inty, Ark.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9637) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fannie E. Owens, of Drew County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 9538) for the relief of Mrs. 
Lucy B. Legrand—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9539) for the relief of 
Patrick J. Finley, of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committees 
on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were placed on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Petition of Marlin Parks, of West 
Virginia, to accompany House bill 9617—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also petition of E. L. Neal for the estate of William Neal, de- 
ceased, late of Mason County, W. Va., praying that his war claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 1092 grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Orlenia J.Clark—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of the Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, in favor of closing the gatesof the 
World’s Columbian Exposition on the Sabbath—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petitionof George W. Atkinson, of Com- 
pany G, Sixty-second New York Volunteers, for relief from the 
charge of desertion and the return of moneys deducted on ac- 
count of the same—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of George Lumson and other resi- 
dents of Goodhue County, Minn., against closing the World’s 
Fair on Sundays—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Exposition. 

y Mr. HALVORSON: Petition of citizens of Kittson County, 
Minn., requesting legislation in the matter of the rights of set- 
tlers to cut timber from unoccupied public lands—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens and settlers of Norman County, Minn., 
regarding their land claims and asking relief from Congress— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Memorial of Steward Sanderson, of 
Shelby, N. Y., in reference to a steam-ram drill during the 
naval review—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LODGE: Remonstrance of Mary W. Whittier and 7 
others, of Reading, Mass., against committing the Government 
to any course of religious legislation—to the Select Com~iittee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. SWEET: Petition of citizens of Idaho, relative to 
closing the World's Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. ‘ 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Protest of citizens of Boulder, Colo., 
against any legislation committing the Government to a union 
of religion and state by closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of citizens of Denver, Colo., against either clos- 
ing or opening the World's Fair on Sunday by legislation—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, resolution of Joint Track Assembly of Knights of Labor, 
of Leadville, Colo., in favor of adjusting differences with organ- 
ized labor and the World’s Fair and to refuse closing the World’s 
Fair on Sunday before any appropriation of money is made—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Petition of members of 
Pleasant Point Farmers’ Alliance, of Marion, W. Va., remon- 
strating against the passage of the Brosius lard bill, H. R. 395, 
and praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of West Virginia, one by J.C. 
McGrew and 38 others, of Preston County, and the other by 
Neill J. Fortney and others, of the same county, in favor of 
House bill 401—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers in the matter of Hud- 
son M. Fisher, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the matter of John C. Drennen, for relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, July 23, 1892. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
INVITATION TO GRAND ARMY ENCAMPMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT iaid before the Senate the following 
communication; which was read and ordered to lie on the table: 
[Citizens’ Executive Committee, Twenty-sixth National Encampment Grand 

Army of the Republic. Headquarters Atlantic Building, rooms 60, 64, 66, 


and 68, fourth floor. } 
WASHINGTON, D. C., July 21, 1892. 
DEAR Birr: In pursuance of a resolution, unanimously adopted by the cit- 
izens’ executive committee having in charge the reception and 


en - 
inent of the twenty-sixth national encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic in Washington, D. C., commencing the 20th of September next, I 
have the honor to extend an invitation to the honorable Vice-President and 
such representatives of the honorable Senate of the United States as may 
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be deemed proper, by committee or otherwise, to be present and participate 
in the reception and other ceremonies on that occasion. 
I have the honor to remain, very rT an 


EDSON, Chairman. 

Hon. Levi P. Morton, 

Vice-President of the United States, United States Capitol. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a resolution of Division 
No. 3, American Order of Hibernians, of Yonkers, N. Y., in re- 
gard to the imprisonment in England of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, 
and praying that steps be taken for his release; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a memorial which I will read, asits 
contents are about as brief asthe statement I find indorsed on the 
back. It is addressed to my colleague and myself, from Spring- 
field, Ill, and is as follows: 

The business men of Springfield and vicinity, without exception, hope you 
will exert your influence to defeat the antioption bill. If it becomes a law 
the business machinery of the entire country will be upset, and most dis- 
astrous consequences must follow. 

The memorial is signed by a large number of persons, many of 
them farmers and some of them business men in other lines of 
business. 

I also present a memorial of bankers and merchants of Rock 
Island, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the same bill. 

I move that the memorials lie on the table, as the bill is now 
under consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of sundry business men of 
Minneapolis, Minn., expressing their views on the Washburn- 
Hatch antioption bill, and remonstrating against its passage; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of Encampment No. 45, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Butler, Pa., remonstrating against 
the removal of charges of desertion except when the person so 
charged returned to duty during the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 20 members of ‘‘Our Young 
People’s Christian Union,” of Elizabeth, Pa., praying Congress 
not to make an appropriation to the World’s Columbian Exposi- 
tion except on the condition that the gates be closed on Sunday; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial adopted by Encamp- 
ment No. 98, Union Veterans Legion, of St. Joseph, Mo., July 20,. 
1892, in which the memorialists state that— 

While this encampment, com only of men who enlisted for three years 
or during the war prior to July 1, 1863, and were honorably discharged for 
any cause after at least two years’ continuous service, or at any time dis- 
charged by reason of wounds received in the line of duty, will not dispute 
the fact that there are meritorious cases where charges of desertion ought 
to be removed, it is not probable, nor is it possible, that the thousands of A 
plications now being filed at this late date have any merit whatever, and if 
granted will do great injustice to those who served faithfully and well, and 
who look upon their honorable discharge as the highest prize they inherited 
by reason of their services that can be handed down to future posterity as 
the most valued and appreciated heirloom: Be it therefore 

Resolved, That this encampment enters a protest against the removal of 
charges of desertion except upon evidence that the case is a just and meri- 
torious one, and when the person so charged had returned to duty after the 
charge of desertion had been recorded or had been by error or some frivolous 
technicality charged with such offense. 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of the Universal Peace 
Union of the United States, praying for the establishment of 
an international tribunal of arbitration. Asa part of the peti- 
tion there is the draft ofa bill, which I shall introduce when that 
order is reached. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FELTON. I present a memorial of District Assembly 
No. 66, Knights of Labor, and Federation of Labor Unions, pray- 
ing for the peemge of House bill No. 8537, limiting the time of 
labor on public works to eight hours per day. I move that the 
memorial lie on the table, and be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8971] granting a pension to Mary J. Corcoran: 

A bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Ellen Goff; 

A bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to James Reed, jr.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4385) to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline County, 
Ark.;: 

A bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell 
veteran of Seminole war, 1837 - aa — 
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A bill (S. 3450) granting a — to Mrs. Mary Murry. 

Mr. SANDERS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3i94) for the relief of Jeronemus S. Under- 
hill, of the city of New York, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S, 2598) for the relief of George W. Quintard, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1844) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Laramie, Wyo., 
os it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1488) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha | 
Custis Carter, widow of the late Rear-Admiral S. P. Carter, re- | 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, for- 
merly Coats, late of Pike County, Ill., but now of Marceline, Mo.; 

ad 


an 

A bill (S. 3337) granting a pension to Sarah C. Holland. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3402) for the reliefof the | 
Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians of North Carolina, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1801) making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a ship canal connecting Lakes Union and Washing- 
ton with Puget Sound, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SAW YER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | 
referred the bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 





bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie B. Morris, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2648) granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
PENSACOLA TERMINAL COMPANY. 


Mr. BUTLER. I am directed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9023) to grant the 
right of way to the Pensacola Terminal Company through the 
lands of the naval reservation near Pensacola, to report it favor- 
ably, without amendment. [am also instructed to ask for its 
immediate consideration. Itisa re short bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and the Senate, by unanimous 
consent, proceeded to its consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina if the bill contains a provision reserving the right of Con- 
gress ‘to alter, amend, or repeal this act?” 

Mr. BUTLER. I really do not remember, but the Secretary 
can inform the Senator in a moment. Itis a House bill reported 
unanimously by the Committee on Naval Affairs in the other 
House and by the committee of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The billdoes not contain the clause 
referred to by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that such a clause is almost always, 
if not universally, inserted, and the bill ought to be so amended. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that I have any objection to 
the amendment except that it would necessitate the bill going 
back to the other House, and I am afraid it would not getthrough. | 
If at some time in the future it becomes necessary such a pro- 
vision can be enacted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there is a clause in the bill which 
reserves the right to the Secretary of the Navy to make any 
changes without any liability on the part of the United States. 
I think I heard that clause read. 

Mr. HARRIS. If there is such a clause that will meet the 
idea in my mind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a clause to that effect. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is such a clause in the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis not necessary to read the clause. It is | 
there, I —- 

Mr. HARRIS. It is all right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know I heard it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3468) to promote peace 
ameng nations, and for the creation of a tribunal for international 
arbitration; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3469) for the relief of George 
T. Dudley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3470) for the relief of Hyland C. 
Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; which was 
read twice by itstitle,and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a dill (S. 3471) to provide for the 
control of the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company until the debts due and to fall due 
from each of said corporations, to the United States, are fully 
paid up or secured, was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the bill be real at length. 

The bill was read the second tims at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the board of directors of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, and also of the Central Pacific Railroad Company, corporations 
chartered by acts of Congress, shall consist of fifteen citizens of the United 
States; five to be elected by the stockholders of each of said companies, hav- 
ing the qualifications now prescribed by law; and ten directors, of each com- 
— to appointed by the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

The directors so appointed by the President shall be selected for their in- 


| tegrity and ability, and, as far as may be, from the leading commercial, in- 


dustrial, professional, and agricultural classes, and without reference to 
their political afMiliations. 

None of said directors shall be stockholders or bondholders of either of 
said railroad companies, or any other railroad, canal, or water transporta- 
tion company; and they shall not be interested in any business of public 
transportation or as common carriers. 

2. That said ten members of each of said boards of directors may be ap- 
pointed and commissioned by the President, in the recess of the Senate, sub- 
ject to be confirmed at the next session after such appointment, and after 
taking an oath for the faithful discharge of their duties of office, they shall 
enter upon their duties immediately after the annual election of directors of 
said companies respectively, to be held next after the passage of this act, 
and the persons so appointed shall hold office for two years, subject to re- 
moval by the President, and with the five members of each of said boards of 
directors, to be elected by the stockholders of said Central Pacific Railroad 
Company and said Union Pacific Railroad Company, respectively, shall 
thereupon constitute the respective boards of directors of each of said com- 
panies, with all the powers conferred by law upon the existing boards of 
directors of each of said corporations. 

3. That each member of the said boards of directors so appointed by the 
President shall receive from the income of their respective companies an 
annual salary of $10,000 besides their actual traveling expenses while engaged 


| in the necessary service of the company to which they are appointed as di- 


rectors. 

4. If the President shall see fit he may appoint the same persons as direc- 
tors ineach of said corporations, but without increase of salary, and in that 
case the said companies shall pay the salaries and traveling expenses of each 
of the directors so appointed, in equal parts. 

That in addition to the powers now conferred by law upon the directors of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company and of the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company they are hereby empowered to contract with the stockholders or 
bondholders or the creditors secured by mortgage of either of said corpora- 
tions for the full and final settlement and payment of the debts and out- 
standing obligations of either of said corporations, subject to ratification by 
Congress, or, in like manner and subject to like ratification, they may con- 
tract with any persons or corporations for the sale or lease of either of said 
railroads, or of any part or of all of their property, rights, credits, and in- 


| terests of every kind, including their corporate franchises. 


That said corporations, as such, shall be liable for and bound by the acts 


| and conduct of their respective boards of directors, without recourse against 


the United States on the part of any persons who may have cause of com- 
plaint against either of said companies. 

This act may be altered or amended by Congress at any time, and all laws, 
or parts of laws in contravention thereof are hereby repealed, and this act 
shall expire when all the debts due, or to fall due, to the United States from the 
Union Pacific Railfoad Company and the Central Pacific Railroad Company 
are fully paid up, or when the same are secured to the satisfaction of Con- 
gress and are confirmed by their act of ratification. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move thatthe bill be referred tothe Select 
Committee on the President's Message, transmitting the report 


| of the Pacific Railway Commission. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 3472) granting a pension 
to Francis G. Maguire; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 3473) to author- 
ize the Intercceanic Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway, telegraph and telephone lines through the Indian 
Territory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3474) for the relief of 
Adolphus W. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S.R. 105) granting a 
medal to Bvt. First Lieut. A. Sielbschutz; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

LABOR TROUBLES IN IDAHO. 

Mr. SANDERS. I submit a resolution as an amendment to 

Miscellaneous Document No. 200, teing the resolution reported 


| by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] fr6m the Committee to 


Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The proposed amendment was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed, as follows: 

And be it further resolved, That said committee shall inves te and report 
to the Senate the facts in relation to the recent differences between work: 


men and or and workmen and other workmen involving bloodshed 
and loss of life in Shoshone County, in the State of Idaho, such investigation 
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to include the facts in relation to the existence and employment generally 
of union miners and nonunion miners by employers, and the respective 
wages of each, and what assessment, if any, is made by employers on them 
or any of them. and for what purpose, if any, such assessment is made, and 
what is done with the moneys raised by said assessment. 

The investigation shall extend to and embrace an inquiry as to the claim 
of each of the contending parties, what are their respective rights, and 
wherein, if at all, they have been challenged or impaired, and if they have 
been so challenged or impaired, whether it has been done by authority of 
the United States. 

Said committee shail also inquire into the merits of the original contro- 
versy concerning assessments, Wages, and the terms of the contract between 
employers and employed in the controversy out of which the armed conflict 
arose Which resulted in bloodshed, and to what ®xtent that conflict was par- 
ticipated in by persons not natives or naturalized citizens of the United 
States. 

The committee is further instructed to make inquiry whether any private 
corporation, company, or organization of the State of Idaho or other State 
has attempted to employ force against any of the peopleof said State or the 
United States in violation of the Constitution of the United States, and if so 
whether or not armed bodies of men from other States were for that purpose 
taken into such State without the consent of the constituted authorities 
thereof, and what act of any of the parties, if any, were in contempt of any 
lawful! order of the United States court. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1084) to 
remove the charge of desertion now standing against Michael 
Keefe, deceased, arreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. ROCKWELL, Mr. PATTON, and Mr. BOWERS man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed acon- 
current resolution directing the Clerk of the House to insert the 
word ‘‘Company ” after the word ‘‘ Railway,” in line 11, page 6, of 
the engrossed copy of the bill (H. R. 5684) toauthorize the Deni- 
son and Northern Railway Company to construct and operate a 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, 
in order to correct a clerical error. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Louis Henniger, of 
St. Louis, Mo.; 

A. bill (H.R. 2049) for the relief of Aaron J. Oliver; 

A bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Julius C. Zanone, only heir 
of John LB. Zanone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski County, Il., 
deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3203) granting a pension to Nancy Campbell; 

A bill (A. R.3718) granting a pension to Charity W. Clark, 
mother of Edmund M. Clark, formerly of Company M, Seven- 
teenth Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 3905) granting a pension to Julia Bodley; 

A bill (H. R. 4022) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
ford: 

A bili (H. R. 4034) to increase the pension of John D. Prator; 

A bill (A. R. 4378) granting a pension to Benjamin Churchill; 

A bill (A. R. 4945) to restore Cynthia E. Brinneman, formerly 
Tate, to the pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence; 

A bill (H. R. 5518) to pension Reuben Riggs; 

A bill 1H. R. 6142) for the relief of J. D. King; 

A bill (H. R. 6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, 
late of the Fourth Indiana Cavairy; 

A bill (H. R. 6562) granting a pension to William Colvill, of 
Minnesota: 


A bill (H. R. 6891) authorizing the payment of a certificate of | 
| ment offered in open Senate? 


indebtedness of the District of Columbia No. 4987. 


A bill (H. R. 7434) granting relief to Jeremiah White, of Osage | 


City, Kans.; 

A bill (A. R. 7720) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Savannah River; 

A bill (H. R. 8124) to extend the privileges of the transporta- 
tion of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port 
of Dunkirk, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Brack- 
ett; 


A bill (S, 621) to provide for the collection, custody, and ar- | 


rangement of the military records of the American Revolution 
and the war of 1812; 

A bill (S. 2470) to amend the Articles of War, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (5.3406) to accept a boquest made by Gen. George W. Cul- 
lum for the erection of a memorial hall at West Point, N. Y., 
and tocarry the terms and conditions of the same into execu- 
cuilon; 

A bill (H. R. 7322) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay over certain moneys to the State of South Caro- 
lin, as prescribed by the act of August 30, 1890, entitled “ An 


act to apply a portion of the procoeds of the public lands to the 


| 





more complete endowment and support of the colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture arid the mechanic arts established under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862;” 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 80) authorizing the acceptance of 
medals presented to the officers and crew of the United States 
steamship Baltimore by the King of Sweden; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 142) extending the time for the 
construction of a hotel on the Government reservation at Fort- 
ress Monroe, Va. 

’ NICARAGUAN MARITIME CANAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The resolution reported yesterday by Mr. SHERMAN, from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is directed to continue 
the investigation directed by resolution of the Senate of January 7, 1892, in 
respect to the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, during the recess of 
the present Congress, with the same powers conferred by said resolution, 


and to report by bill or otherwise on or before the second Monday of the 
next session of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

JUDICIAL SALES OF PROPERTY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the agreement entered into 
by unanimous consent yesterday, it is the duty of the Chair to 
lay before the Senate the bill foe R. 5816) to regulate the manner 
in which property shall be sold under orders and decrees of any 
United States court. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the question is on agreeing to the 
ao proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read asit has been 
heretofore amended by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate or any interest in land sold under any 
order or decree of any United States court shall be sold at the court-house 
of the county, parish, or city in which the property, or the greater part 
thereof, 4s located, or upon the premises, as the court rendering such order 
or decree of sale may direct. 

SEc. 2. That all personal property sold any order or decree of any court of 
the United States shall be sold as provided in the first section of this act, 
unless in the opinion of the court rendering such order or decree it would 
be best to sell it in some other manner. 

Sec. 3. That hereafter no sale of real estate under any order, judgment, or 
decree of any United States court shall be had without ore publication 
of notice of such proposed sale being ordered and had once a week for at 
least four weeks prior to such sale in at least one newspaper printed, regu- 
larly issued, and having a general circulation in the county and State where 
the real estate proposed to be sold is situated, if such therebe. If ssid prop- 
erty shall be situated in more than one county or State, such notice shall be 
published in such of the counties where said property is situated, as the court 
may direct. Said notice shall, among other things, describe the real estate 
to be sold. The court may, in its discretion, direct the publication of the no- 
tice of sale herein provided for to be made in such other papers as may seem 
proper; and no judgment in any court of the United States in such cases 
shall hereafter embrace attorney fees other than taxable costs as provided 
in section 824 of the Revised Statutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to the bill a new section, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That legal-tender money of the United States shall be received by 
any officer of the United States, or of any State or Territory, in payment of 
any judgment or decree of any court, for thé enforcement or collection 
whereof process of execution shall bein the hands of such officer; when such 
legal-tender money is tendered in payment of such decree or in payment for 
any property that he shall sell under such process or under any order, fe- 
cree, or Judgment of such court. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I inquire if the amendment which has just 
been read has been reported from acommittee, or is itan amend- 


Mr. MORGAN. It was offered in open Senate by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER}. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the bill which was reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary seems to be a fair and just 
one, although if enacted into law, it would involve a great deal 
of additional expense in the disposition of property under judg- 
ments of the courts of the United States, but | can not deny the 
justice of the principle that where property is to be sold under 
the judgment of a court of the United States, it should be sold 
at the place where it would be more likely to sell for the highest 
sum and under circumstances which would give to the sale the 
greatest publicity. Therefore, as to the bill reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I have no objection to make. I 
think on the whole it is wise, although, as I have said, it would 
involve considerable additional expense by requiring advertise- 
ment of the sale of the property in the county where it lies and 


| where it is to be sold. 


But, Mr. President, the amendment now under consideration, 
which is not reported from the Judiciary Committee and which 
has not the sanction of any committee whatever, is in substance 
the same thing which the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MORGAN 
had before us the other day. It purports to regulate the lega 
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tender of the United States, and changes the lawin the essential 
particular of allowing a man to pay in that which he has agreed 
uot to pay, and to not pay in that which he has agreed to pay. 
It changes the legal-tender properties of money. The Supreme 
Court of the United States upholds contracts to pay in specific 
coin, gold and silver or any other form of money, and such con- 
tracts when made in any State of the Union are valid and bind- 
ing not only in law but on the conscience of the parties to the 
contract. 

It is proposed now for the future if a contract is made specifi- 
cally payable in gold coin and some other coin should be cheaper 
at the time of payment—fortunately at this time all our coins 
are on the same footing, the debtor may take advantage of that, 


and pay in a coin that is expressly not to be used in the payment | 


of that particular debt. If an obligation be made payable in 
gold coin, under the law as it now stands and the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of tue United States a judgment would be 
rendered for that specific gold coin of the United States, because 
the parties choose to substitute the particular legal tender of 
gold rather than of silver. 

The same rule would apply if the contract were payable in 
silver coin. That would be a valid contract, binding inlaw and 
binding in honor, as much so as contracts can be made to pay in 
any specific kind of legal-tender money. 

It is proposed now to change all this. If this amendment 
should be enacted into law it would change contracts amounting 
to thousands of millions of dollars; it would precipitate a state 


of things which the Senator from Alabama wishes to bring about. | 


If silver alone should become the standard of value, if the time 
should ever come when the United States should fail to main- 
tain silver up to the standard of gold, then, as a matter of course, 
as sure as two and two make four, the silver dollar will be worth 
only what it is worth in bullion, the value of the grains of silver 
in the dollar. 

If a debtor can come in, in violation of his express stipulation 
and agreement and pays ina dollar worth one-third less than 


the dollar which he agreed to pay, he might cheat and defrand | 


his creditor; he might do what would be regarded as dishonest 
among honest men; and certainly that ought not to be done. If 


it is to be done at all, it ought to be done upon the report of a | 


committee of this body openly, fairly, and after full considera- 
tion and discussion. 

Now, it is presented, and, strange to say, unanimous consent 
was given to take up this question, simply because it was not 
understood. Senators around me here say it was not understood, 
and the agreement was made in a thin Senate, and it is here now 
because this consent was given at that time, but there was for- 
tunately no agreement that there should be no debate. This 
amendment presents the whole question of legal-tender money. 
I sincerely hope we shall not interfere with the ordinary routine 
of business, because I give notice to the Senate that this ques- 
tion involves too many interests and principles of great impor- 
tance. I think itis one of the most dengerous and unjust and 
wrongful principles ever proposed to be adopted. 

I have already expressed my opinion on this subject, and I do 
not wish to express it again; but certainly this revolution in the 
law of legal tender, by which a person would be forbidden to 
make contracts, can not be adopted in the Senate without a full 
and fair debate. This is not the time, nor is this the bill upon 
which that debate should arise. The Senator from Alabama 
the other day introduced a proposition which did give a fair 
basis for debate, and whenever he desires to bring those resolu- 


i 


Mr. HIGGINS. I had an order made for its printing. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not able to understand the force of the 
objection made by the Senator from Ohio {Mr. SHERMAN] to this 
amendment. It does not affect contracts. On the contrary, upon 
the trial in any proceeding where a contract is made payable in 
gold or in a particular coin, upon the judgment in which it is 
merged, it then becomes solvable in the money of the country, 
anything which the law makes a legal tender. 

Many years ago the profession was startled by the doctrine of 
the Supreme Court that the court covid not only enforce con- 
tracts made specifically payable in e particular coin, which was 
admissible because the value of the contracts could be estimated 
by the courts or the jury in the assessment of damages; but the 
idea that the court should render a judgment solvable in a,par- 
ticular coin was something new in the judicial history of the 
work, something new in the history of the common law. 

In ev@éry contract made payable otherwise than in dollars, or 
in pounds, shillings, and pence in England, payable in anything 
in the nature of acommodity or a specific thing, the vase of the 
contract is computed at the time of the judgment, and a judg- 
ment rendered for the amount that is due in the coin of the realm, 
or in this country, in the money of the United States. 

If the theory that now prevails is to be recognized and con- 
tinued, we are to have this singular state of things, that not 
only on the hearing is the contract regarded and enforced, but the 
contract is perpetuated and continued as a matter of record for- 
ever, or until paid. 

The rule is a novel one and it ought not to be continued. The 


| courts rightfully enforce men’s contracts, and where they can en- 





force them specifically they do so, but where the contract is to 
be enforced by a verdict or judgment in damages, its value is as- 
certained at the time of the judgment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not differ with the Senator from Ili- 
nois [Mr. PALMER] that where a contract is payable in sheep or 
oats orcorn or in any specific thing not a legal tender, in sucha 
case when judgment is taken it should be taken for the amount 
and value of the particular article stipulated in the contract in 
lawful money, and the judgment is rendered in lawful moncy for 
thesvalue of the article stipulated for at the time of the judg- 
ment. But that rule does ndt apply where there are different 
kinds of money, all a legal tender. Where a party chooses to 


| contract for a particular dollar, insuch cases the Supreme Court 


of the United States, and I think the courts of every State, have 


| held that such contracts are valid,and judgments are rendered 


in the kind of legal tender provided for in the contracts. Per- 
haps I do not understand the position of the Senator on that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. PALMER. The very purpose of this amendment is to 
subvert the rule which the Senator from Ohio states to be the 
existing rule. In respect to the commodities we agree that the 
value of the commodity in which the contract is solvable is de- 
termined by the judgment. The exception which has crept into 


| our jurisprudence is that where the contract is payable in dol- 


lars of a particular description, the court will render judgment 
specifically. A court of law will undertake to enforce that con- 


tract specifically by rendering a judgment in dollars, and the 


| specific form of the contract is continued in the judgment. 


tions before the Senate, I am willing to see that he shall have a | 


fair and just hearing; but it certainly is not right to put this 
important question on a little bit of a wheelbarrow, on a bill in 
relation to the sale of property under judgments of the courts 
of the United States. 

To make this grave question of the rightof the people to make 
contracts to suit their own convenience, and to send all those 
contracts to the courts,which at all times have carried them into 
execution literally according to the agreement—to put thisgreat 
change in the law of contracts upon a wheelbarrow, upon this 
little bill, which nobody objects to, is not only putting the cart 
before the horse, but it seems to me nothing could be more ex- 
treme than the provisions of this little amendment, which is 
proposed to the insignificant bill which is now pending and to 
which no one objects, which is fair and just, in order to secure 
the highest — possible for the sale of property under execu- 
tion at the place where it is likely to bring the most. I hope, 


that we shall not at this time consider a question of so much im- 
portance, and that the matter shall be given the go-by for the 
present. Iam told the amendment has not even been printed. 
I do not know about that. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


It was ordered to be printed yes- 
terday. 





The purpose of this amendment is to make the rule universal, 
that whenever a note is made payable otherwise than in dollars 
generally, the value of that contract at the time of the rendi- 
tion of the judgment shall be determined, and the judgment 
shall be solvable in dollars generally, that which the law recog- 
nizes as being dollars. 

The occasion does not afford an opportunity for an extensive 
discussion of this question, but it is desired to remove that 
anomaly in our jurisprudence by which acertain form of con- 


| tract is preserved in the judgment and continues forever unless 


discharged, and it is to bring the gold contract within the gen- 
eral law which applies to all contracts payable otherwise than 
in dollars; it is eminently just, and this exception ought not to 
be allowed to exist. 

I make a contract for a thousand head of cattle. No man wil! 
pretend that the court will render a judgment to deliver me my 
cattle. I contract for corn; the court will not give me corn: but 
if I contract for gold, singularly enough the court will enforce 
that contract specifically, being a solitary exception to the gen- 
eral and universal rule that where a party choses to make a con- 
tract solvable in a particular thing, the courts of law shall give 


i t i ( | him that thing, instead of giving him damages for the breach 
therefore, without entering into this debate at greater length, | 


of contract. Thatends the contract. The judgment then takes 
the place of the contract into which it is merged. 

It occurs to me that the anomaly ought to cease, and that this 
amendment will produce that result. If a man can sue for the 


full value of his gold at the moment of the judgment, as com- 
pared. with dollars generally —— 
Mr. MITCHELL. May I make an inquiry of the Senator? 
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Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I sympathize so far as I am concerned in- 
dividually with the amendment, but the Senator has made a sug- 
gestion which I do not quite understand. Suppose this amend- 
ment were enacted into law, and suppose there is acontract under 
the specific contract law for the payment of a note in gold coin, 
would the Senator from Illinois understand that in a suit brought 
on a note of that kind, this amendment having been adopted as 
a part of the law of the land, a court would have the right to 
pass upon the question as to the value of gold coin at the time of 
the rendition of the judgment and then render a judgment for a 
greater amount in dollars in lawful money than the face of the 
note called for? 

Mr. PALMER. I am not called upon to answer that question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I misunderstood the Senator, then. 

Mr. PALMER. Because an answer to that question would in- 
volve the discussion of a point not involved in this amendment 


at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not wish todo that. The reason I 
asked the question was that I inferred from what the Senator 
said that it would be the duty of the court in a case of that kind 
to do that thing. 

Mr. PALMER. I state the general proposition that a court 
of law will determine the money value of a contract at the time 
of the judgment, and will render a judgment in dollars for the 
money value of that contract. What the court might hold on 
the trial as amatter of evidence or as a proper conclusion of law, 
I am not called upon now to determine. 

This amendment only provides for a mode of satisfying the 
judgment which is already rendered, and the proposition is that 


whatever judgment shall be rendered bya court in dollars, that | 


judgment shall be dischargable in lawful dollars, such dollars 
as the law makes a legal tender for debts. Then the contract is 
broken and merged by the judgment, and the rule which applies 
to all property, all commodities, ought to be applied in this case, 
and we ought to have no special form of judgment, or special 
form of execution emanating from a court of law. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, at the time the consent was | 


obtained by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to have 
this bili considered, I did not know that there was appended to 
it any such amendment as this proposed by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I learned of it‘almost by accident aft- 
erwards. Ifound on inquiry at the Secretary’s desk that the 
amendment had not even been printed. It was mentioned by 


the Senator from Alabama in his request, he saying, that there | 


was an amendment offered to the bill by each of the Senators 
from Colorado, and especially one by the senior Senator [Mr. 
TELLER], but no mention was made of what it was. 

I do not know that [ clearly understand the position taken by 


the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], but it seems to me, to | 


take the case put by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] a 
few moments ago, that if there were a note given fora thousand 
dollars, payable in gold coin of standard weight and fineness, and 
a suit were brought upon that note, under the decisions of the 
Supreme Court, and therefore, under the law as it now stands, 
the court would render a judgment for the anya ys by the de- 
fendant of so many gold dollars of that weight and fineness. 

Mr. PALMER. 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. This amendment does not profess to interfere 
with the judgment or control the court in the rendition of a judg- 
ment. 
after it is rendered. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is just what I was coming to. But the 
judgment would be for the payment of gold dollars of a certain 
standard weight and fineness, while this amendment would make 
that judgment payable in lawful money, legal-tender money 
otherwise created by the existing laws of the United States or 
laws which might thereafter be passed. 


Mr. Peesident, as this question stands to-day, it is a specula- | 
Fortunately, as [ think, for the welfare of the people | 
of this country, there is no difference in the value of anyspecies | 
To-day gold coin is worth no more than silver | 


tive one. 


of its money. 


coin, gold and silver are worth no more than the various kinds 
of notes authorized by the acts of Congress, worth no more than 


‘the Treasury notes knowh as the greenbacks; the gold certifi- | 
cates, the silver certificates, the national-bank notes, or the | 


Treasury notes issued and issuable under theact of 1890, known 
as the Sherman act. They are all of equal value. 


The object, therefore, of the Senator from Alabama, as shown 
by his resolution discussed in the Senate on Tuesday last, and 
as stated by him in his speech on that day, and I presume as 
well of the Senator from Colorado in offering this amendment— 
their purpose contemplates a condition of things yet to arise, 
when there shall be a disparity between the different kinds of 


Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to | 


It relates entirely to the satisfaction of the judgment | 


money, when gold will be at a premium, when we shall have 
that condition of things so familiar to us all, which ended with 
the ror wer be of specie payment under the direction of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in January, I 
think it was, 1879. 

It contemplates that somehow or other through the operation 
of the a law calling for the purchase of silver or the pos- 
sible adoption of the pending silver bill, recently put to sleep in 
the House of Representatives until the next session, it shall be 
taken up and passed, and in some way or other there shall be 
legal-tender money in the Uni‘cd States not worth as much as 
gold. So then, to use the formula of mathematics, it is one time 
in two motions. But this amendment contemplates that when 
there shall be such a disparity, then contracts made payable in 
gold will be solvable in legal-tender money of less value. 

I trust, Mr. President, that this country will be saved from 
any such calamitous and pernicious state of things as would arise 
out of our having a legal-tender money here or any kind of 
money, whether legal tender or not, of different values, that our 
gold should become more valuable than our silver, or that it 
| should become a commodity and be driven out of the country, 
that we should have to invoke the law laid down by the Supreme 
Court in the case to which I referred on last Tuesday of Bronson 
vs. odes, in 7 Wallace, that when sued upon a debt payable in 
gold or silver coin the judgment should be for the payment of so 
| many dollars of that character of coin. I hope that we shall not 
have to invoke that law; but if we do, the proposition on this 
amendment and the proposition of the Senator from Alabama is 
that a contract, a solemn contract payable in gold, shall, by the 
enactment of the Legislature of the United States, be made pay- 
able in money of less value. 

Mr. President, the Constitution, with the conservatism which 
marks its character and the character of the men who formed it, 
provides that no State shall impair the obligation of a contract; 
and if such a law as is proposed in this amendment were enacted 
by any State of this Union, it would fall dead before that inhibi- 
tion of the Constitution. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator allow me at that point to ask 
@ question? 

Mr. HIGGINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. KENNA. I should like to ask the Senator, in connection 
with what he is now saying, if the obligations of the United 
States up to the act of 1873, which demonetized silver, were not 
payable in gold or silver, both or either? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam under the impression that they were. 

Mr. KENNA. I should like to ask, then, what is the differ- 
ence in morals or otherwise of such an enactment of the Govern- 
ment as makes its outstanding obligations, which were payable 
in gold or silver, both or either, payable only in gold, and the 
proposition the Senator is now discussing to make obligations 
made payable in gold solvable in either gold or silver? If one 
proposition is evil, what is the matter with the other? 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the obligation or contract was to pay either 
in gold or silver, then the law laid down by the Supreme Court 
is that it shall b2 payable in either gold or silver. Therefore it 
would not need any such amendment as this to bring about that 
result. But the scope of this amendment is not confined to the 
payment of the obligations of the United States; it is not an 
attack merely upon its credit; it is not an attempt merely to cast 
discredit upon its obligations and its undertakings and its honor; 
| it undertakes to invade every transaction made between man and 
/man throughout this entire country. It is an attack upon the 
principle of credit more dangerous, more deadly, more vicious 
than, [ think, any other within the competence of the Govern- 
ment to compass or which could be introduced on this floor. 

We are notrestrained by the Constitution of the United States; 
we are not prohibited from doing this thing. It is possible for 
the Congress, with the coSperation of the Presidentof the United 
States giving his approval to such an amendment, to impair the 
obligation of contracts, to break the solemn bargain, and to re- 
move the bond of confidence which lies at the basis of all human 
transactions. The fathers did not say by their greatinstrument 
that the Senate and House of Representativesand the President 
could not be trusted not to do such a thing as that; and inde:d 
it is well they did not, for, as the Supreme Court has laid down 
in one of the cases on that subject, in very many respects itis of 
nec ssity that contracts should be interfered with, as by act of 
war, embargoes, and other things where the great necessities of 
| Government come in; but, of course, there is no such defense to 
| be made to the amendment now pending. 

The theory on which the Senator from Alabama has gone in 
roposing this course of legislation has been that it was really 
bad and hard on any debtor who agreed to pay in gold, to com- 
pel him to pay in gold, to compel him to keep his bargain. We 
had the other day a wail of complaint from that Senator, that 
his people in Ala a could not get enough money, that an 
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excellent woman there, the owner of a handsome plantation, 
was unable to borrow the sum of $4,000 upon it; that somehow 
or other there was plenty of money in New York, plenty of money 
at Washington, plenty at Boston, but not plenty in Alabama. 
Still further in his discussion of his resolution on the 19th in- 
stant the Senator said as follows: 


The case in 12 Wallace, called Trebilcock’s case, seems tohave approached 
if it did not settle the doctrine that a contract made in gold justified a judg. 
ment of a court rendered in gold, and if that be so it would seem also that it 


it would be but a very short time until the men who hold money 

, and property, and power, will in virtue of their contracts 

payable in gold place the debtor classes, the contracting classes, the buying 

and purchasing Classes, in such condition as that they can not possibly live; 
they must run rapidly into bankruptcy and ruin. 


Then he goes on: 

I know that my State, which is not a commercial State in any large sense, 
has within its borders some two or three Scotchand English agencies for the 
loan of money upon real estate, and these agencies require that their debt- 
ors shall pay all of their notesin goldcoin. Lam seeking now to eee that 
by instructing the Committee on Finance to bring in a bill to make form 
the power of legal-tender money in the payment of debts. 

I do not suppose, Mr. President, that the Senator would deny 
that if he succeeded in his purpose, either by the resolution 
which was discussed here early in the week, or by this amend- 
ment, he certainly would succeed in driving away his English 
or Scotch investors of money. ‘They would have no use to re- 
main in Alabama to help develop its splendid and unsurpassed 
resources, as they have been attracted there, if they were met 
by any such welcome as this. If they find they have cometo a 
State or toa country which deliberately enacts that solemn con- 
tracts made for the payment of on of a certain value shall 
be payable on execution by money of a less value, it matters not 
how much less it may be, of course, as prudent men, they will 
withdraw their investments, and they will shun that State or 
they will shun that country as they would a pesthouse. 

No wonder the widow in Alabama went hungering for money 
and getting it not if that is either the ethics or the business of 
the leaders of its opinion or the leaders of its thought. If they 
have chosen to drag their State down into that condition, in the 
name of heaven is the United States to be dragged down too? 
If the South has made ducks and drakes of its interests and its 
resources, why shall it use its power to undertake to tear down 
the splendid fabric of American credit, the credit of the people 
of the United States or of those grand Commonwealths which 
stand to-day before the world without compare for the character 
of their industries, their enterprise, their success, or their trade? 

Oh, Mr. President, the basis of all this is credit. As Mr. 
Evarts said in the impeachment trial of President Johnson, 
true the moral bond that holds the world together is nowhere of 
more moment or consequence than where it comes to integrity 
in all business operations, that your word shall be as good as 

our bond and your bond as good asits face. Yet, at last we 
on lived to see the day when pari passu with the introduction 
of a measure which will give us a debased currency, lower in 
value than gold, we have brought in here this far-reaching 
measure which will make all debts payable in the worst money, 


w : peat the issue of an execution collsetible in gold; and under such 
coun 


and that enacted by the a of the United States, unre- | 


strained as it is by judicial authorityin that respect, and reach- 
ing every transaction, governmental and private alike. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It covers contracts made by States. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It provides for contracts made by States and 
judgments entered in State courts; it is a measure to invade 
every court-house, State or national, in this Union and compel 
our yielding to its dishonesty, cheating by law, enacted into 
law by the wisdom and the character of this country in Con- 
gress assembled! 

Mr. President, apart from its bad morals it is the very worst 
of bad business. hos whom it least would affect would be 
those who would not be governed by its conditions, but who, out 
of regard to their own interest and their own credit, would pay 
their obligations in the money in which they agreed to pay them, 
even though they had the liberty and the opportunity not to do 


so. The obligation would not bealegal one; it would be a moral | 


one; and it would avail the borrower just so far as his personal 


credit and the confidence in his character might do; but with | 


regard to the others, it would simply be striking down credit. 

The North might well stand it, for it is the most powerful com- 
munity in resources, in institutions, in men, in activity, in en- 
terprise, in everything in regard to which we may use the old 
figure of the ship which can stand a hurricane, butcan the South 
afford such a poison as this? 

I will send to the desk and ask to have read an article which 
met my eye the other day from the Galveston News. While it 
touches questions a little broader than this, it is enough to en- 
eae this subject, and I think it not impertinent to have it 
read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper referred to by the Sen- | 


ator from Delaware will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
WHY THE SOUTH IS BEHIND, 


[From the Galveston News. ] 


Perhaps there is not a land on earth with more varied and abundant nat- 
ural resources than the South. In agricultural possibilities it is the garden 
spot of the earth; in timber, marble, granite, its store is phenomenal; in 
mines of coal and iron it is a vast, almost untouched, field of untold abun- 
dance and unearthed wealth. The South has a most decided advantage in 
| climatic conditions. Nobody freezes here; sunstroke is rarely heard of; 
health is good. Nocountry on earth has greater geographical advantages 
or such wonderful commercial possibilities. There is no legitimate reason 

why Norfolk, Wilmington, Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, New Orleans, and 

Galveston should not be maritime marts equal in population and trade to 

the greatest cities on the continent. There is no legitimate reason, but 

there are reasons of the other sort. One of these is that the people of the 

South, through their political agitations. their Legislatures, and their 

courts, have alarmed capital end alienated the confidence of enterprising in- 

vestors. 

That capitalists from other portions of the United States and from abroad 
have been eager to come to the South there is none todeny. They havecome 
in spite of unfavorable conditions in many cases. The enterprising spirit 
of capital is eager to seek opportunities and identify itself with the develop- 
ment of boundless resources in the South, but the conservative portion of 
capital puts its veto on that spirit when it sees along the southern borders 
yellow flags advertising an epidemic of a vast complicated pestilence of po- 
litical, legislative, and industrial distempers. The situation must be re- 
trieved or the South will be in danger of lapsing out of touch with the great 
progressive agencies of investment-seeking capital and economic organiza- 
tion, — subsiding into a sort of Africa of isolation, stagnation, and retro- 
gression. 

Naturally the first heavy investments of capital in the South were used in 
building railroads. These were the forerunners of a thoérough development 
of the resources of the country. After such investments had been encour- 
aged and a fair start had been made, the demagogue’s campaign of perver- 
sion and delusion began throughout the land. ‘‘ Soulless corporations ”’ 
were denounced with the vigorous emphasis of profanity; “bloated bond- 
holders’ were rhetorically drawn and quartered by the ambitious and un- 
scrupulous leaders; the imaginary water was squeezed out of the stock, and 
by thus pandering to the prejudices of the people the false teachers were 
kept in places which gave them great influence for evil. 

This pernicious education resulted in a public sentiment, in legislation, 
and even in decisions of some of the courts inimical to the interests and 
rights of the enterpris investors of —— in the South. It ran finally 
into rigid regulation As it commissions—a virtual confiscation under 
the forms of unlawfullaw. Such seizures of the rights of property were fol- 
lowed by one failure after another until Southern investments became a 
drug on the market. Almost all the railroads in the South dropped into the 
hands of receivers. Even in enterprising Georgia, with her ‘‘ model” rail- 
road commission, thirteen of her best railroads are now in receivers’ hands. 
Railroads in Virginia are breaking down and going to pieces the same way. 
Most.of these receiverships are in the Federal courts. " 

In Texas a further step on the line of energetic confiscation was taken in 
railroads run to earth and afterwards hauled into the State courts to be 
operated in the interest of political favorites, regardless of the rights of the 
capitalists who paid forthem. The South, including Texas, has about lost 
her credit. Money is scarce and high in Texas and throughout the South, 
while it is abundant and cheapin the East and other portions of the country. 
Our politics, our legislation, our judgments stand up to condemn us and we 
must pay the penalty. The following remarks from the New York Evening 
Telegram will be read with interest by Texans who may enjoy the privilege 
of borrowing at from 1 to 2 per cent per month for money. Read them: 

“Atthe present time all sections of the country are being supplied with 
money at lower rates of interest than ever heretofore, with a tendency to 
still further decrease. Money on call at New York is 1} percent for sixty to 
ninety days, and 4 to 5 per cent forsixmonths. In London money for sixty to 
ninety days is seven-eighths of | per cent. In Paris itis 1 per cent, and in Ber- 
lin and Frankfort 1j percent. Savings and trust companies in foreign coun- 
tries, and in this country, are reducing the rates they pay for deposits, be- 
cause they are compelled to take lower rates from borrowers. Yet with this 
plethora of cheap money and offering much better remuneration to capital 

| than the North and West, the South stands directly in her own light and de- 
| stroys confidence in the safety of investments. 

*‘Some of the most powerful financiers and financial institutions in the 
world have already been deterred from making investments in the South by 
| reason of the course pursued by the Legislatures and thecourts. The situa- 
tion calls for a radical ae. There is no reason why, with its greater 
opportunities, better rates of interest, and exceptional assurances of large 

rofits in all its industries, under proper conditions, the South should not 

come a favorite field for investment in all lines if its — will abandon 

their cramped and selfish policy and adopt the broad plane of fairness, 
equity, and protection prevalent in other sections.” 

With the refusal of the peopie, of the Legislatures, of the courts to protect 
investments in Southern railroads, in Southern coal mines, in Southern 
lands there comes a want of confidence, scarcity of money, high interest, 
hard times. We must pay well for our own folly. Thatisadebt from which 
no politician or court can protect us. 


Mr. STEWART. From what paper is that? 

Mr. HIGGINS. The Galveston News. 

Mr. President, it seems to me this is advice that it is well for 
the South to heed. It is the advice of one of their own great 
newspapers, of one of their true friends, and one whom they 
ought to make their trusted and their tried leader. Let them 
adopt thatadvice. Letthemstrengthen their credit. Let them 
| abandon these unhappy measures to destroy not only their own 

credit but ours as well. Then indeed will the South bloom and 
| blossom like the rose, and we shall have a surcease of any such 
jeremiad as has ben given to us by the Galveston News. 

When we think of the protracted debates that led up to the 
passage of the legal-tender act during the war, of all the discus- 
sions, sO grave, so serious, and so adequate to that measure, 

assed under the necessity of war, but carrying in its train a co- 
cov’ of fevers and of miseries, it is with absolutely unfeigned 
astonishment that we should ses this question brought up here 
| on an unprinted amendment. 
Mr. MORGAN. Oh, the amendment is printed. 
Mr. HIGGINS. It was printed by my request after the con- 
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sent was given that brought it up, but not printed by the pro- 
moters of themeasure. With the Senate absolutely unacquainted 
with it, it is brought up to be dis dof in the morning hour, 
unexpectedly, and without debate, and we are to vote on a ques- 
tion like this. 

I hope such a measure will never pass the Senate through in- 
advertence or want of diligence; but [ think it needs no notice 
to those who desire the passage of such legislation as this that 
it never will become law until those who are opposed to it shall 
have exhausted every possible legislative element of resistance. 

Mr. QUAY. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate tolay 
the pending order aside in order that I may have a private pen- 
sion bi!l passed. I will say in explanation that the bill is for the 
benefit of a widow who is needy, and it is the opinion that if the 
bill is passed this morning it will pass the other House at the 
present session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The Senator from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. He asks that the pending order of business 
nay be laid aside without prejudice? 

Mr. QUAY. Without prejudice. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection. 


MRS. HELEN G. HEINER. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask the Senate to proceed to theconsideration 
of the bill (S. 2042) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Helen G. Heiner. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 4, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 

7; so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase and pay a aa of 840 per month, 
lieu of the pension now received, to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, widow of the late 
Capt. Robert G. Heiner, now deceased, of Com y A, First United States 
Regular Infantry, and who was formerly first lieutenant of Com y K, 
Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, to be subject to the provisions and 
limitations ofthe pension laws, from and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to Le engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
NATIONAL ACADEMY OF ART. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask the Senator from Alabama, if I may 
intrude fora moment upon the measure under discussion, simply 
to ask the passage of a bill which has been read and which needs 
only the sanction of the Senate to make it a law so far as this 
body can make it one. It is the bill (S. 3211) to authorize the 
establishment of an academy and gallery of art in the District of 
Columbia. There was a small amendment made to it the other 
day, and objection was made to it the other day. It will take 
but a moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill indi- 
cated by him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for in- 
formation, subject to objection. 

The bill was read; and, there being no objection, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, in line 7, to strike out the name 
‘* Foulke ” and insert ‘‘ Ffoulke;” inline 9, after the name ‘‘ Wag- 
gaman,” tostrike out ‘and,’ and in the same line, after the name 
‘* Phelps,” to. insert ‘‘George M. Pullman, James J. Hill, Mrs. 
Thomas Lowry, and Mrs. Bellamy Storer;” so as to read: 

That there is hereby ordained, created, and constituted a body corporate 
and politic under and by the name and style of the “ National Academy of 
Art,” with Mrs. Levi P. Morton, Charles Stewart Smith, Kate Field, Phebe 
A. Hearst, Arthur McArthur, Charles M. Ffoulke, Jefferson Chandler, Francis 
Colton, Jonn Armstrong Chanler, Charles J. Singer, E. F. Riggs, T. E. 
Waggaman, W. H. Phelps, George M. Pullman, James J. Hill, Mrs. Thomas 
Lowry, and Mrs. Bellamy Storer, their associates and successors, as incor- 
porators thereof, who shall have perpetual succession. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, at the end of section 6 insert that 
Congress reserves the right to amend, alter, or repeal. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That was added. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment referred to 
by the Senator from Missouri has been already added to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 


JUDICIAL SALES OF PROPERTY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill(H. R. 5816) to regulate the manner in which 
epeey shall be sold under orders and decrees of the United 

tates court. 

Mr. MORGAN. The amendment to this bill which is now under 
discussion was offered by the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] in good faith—a man of distinction, a man of ability, a 
man of honor and integrity. Yet it has served the purpose this 
morning of having a number of very serious blows inflicted upon 
the State of Alabama, because I happened to be left by the Sena 
tor from Colorado in charge of this bill during his absence from 
the Senate occasioned by sickness. He is now in Colorado and 
can not be here. I have felt it to be my duty to insist upon it 
for the welfare of the country and to prevent that condition of 
things occurring which is now running along very rapidly. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] confesses that millions 
upon millions of contracts are being made in the United States 
payable in gold, the object of which is by contract to set aside 
the legal-tender laws of the United States, and to subordinate 
and subject the debtor classes, the unfortunate classes, the poorer 
classes, the classes who are obliged to depend upon the money 
and credit of other men for a start in business or for supporting 
industry—to subordinate them entirely to the will of the few who 
hold the small amount of gold that is now or will hereafter be 
in the United States. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] said that the un- 


' fortunate period had not yet been reached when there was a 


margin between gold and silver or between gold and any form 
of paper currency issued by the United States. I congratulate 
and felicitate myself that the Republican party in this country 
have not been able as yet to force a margin between gold and 
silver or between gold and other forms of legal-tender money. 
However, that time is but a short distance ahead of us, and by 
the time we reach here in December, if this matter is allowed 
to go along, the contracts of the United States in large amounts 
will be gold contracts; and if the Senators aro correct that it is 
an infamy and an outrage on the part of the Congress of the 
United States to provide so as that the judgments of the courts 
when rendered shall be payable in Seodk-teabor money, though 
the contract may have been for gold, they will have succeeded 
in carrying out their purpose of putting the poorer, more thinly 
settled, newer communities in the United States entirely be- 
neath the oppressive hand of their own constituencies, who have 
had the advantages of the Government for many years in enabling 
them to accumulate capital and credit. That is the situation. 

Mr. President, I have not wanted to occupy a moment of time 
upon this bill, but the Senator from Delaware has taken occasion 
to give some very charming advice to the people of Alabama and 
to make some very rough criticisms upon men whom he sup- 

ses to be in the lead of their views about finance and the like. 

he Senator from Delaware can not cite a nation of people in 
this world who have done what Alabama did. We had gold 
bonds, sterling bonds, the interest due in London while the war 
was progressing. The interest was payable semiannually in gold. 
We collected the gold during the war from our people, put iton 
board blockade runners and ran out to Liverpool with it, and 
every six months we paid the interest upon those sterling bonds 
wherever they were found, I think in the Bank of England, per- 
haps, during the whole period of that terrible war. We came 
out of the war with that kind of credit. 

The Senator and his colleagues sentdown upon us a swarm of 
carpet-baggers, who formed a combination with the negroes, and 
in three years they ran our four and ahalf million dollars of 
debt up to over $32,000,000. Alabama has never repudiated a 
dollar of herdebt. She has had no ideaof doing suchathing. She 
has always paid her debts, and has a proud reputation, quite as 
proud as thatof Delaware, on the subject of being responsible for 
and paying her indebtedness. I defy that honorable Senator to 
point out in the history of mankind an example of integrity that 
is equal to that on the part of any State government, 

Alter that statement, he can lampoon Alabama to his heart's 
content, and advise it until he gets as old as Methuselah, and we 
will yet follow our own course and be guided by our own judg- 
ment about our own affairs. 

Now, the point in this case is just this: The Senator from Ohio 
and the Senator from Delaware have found a decision in Trebil- 
cock’s case, in 12 Wallace, which merely squints at the idea, 
that being an equity cause, that a court of equity may render a 
judgment for the specific performance of an obligation payable 
in gold coin, and may render adecree for gold coin. Butneither 
the Supreme Court nor Congress, nor any other tribunal has 
ever yet said that the Supreme Court of the United States or 
the court below, where the judgment has been affirmed, can 
issue an execution collectable in anything else than money. 

Anexecution will not issue under the laws of the United States 
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collectable in gold any more than it will issue collectable in cat- 
‘tle, for although gold may be a legal tender, when the parties 
siguiate in their contracts that the contract shall be paid in gold 
dollars of legal-tender quality, they thereby, pro hdc, make those 
gold dollars a commodity. They stipulate for whatever advan- 
tages gold dollars may have over other dollars in the currency 
of the United States, and in that case, as in a case where the con- 
tract is payable in cattle, or in wheat, or in any other commod- 
ity, when they sue upon it and have to gointo court and get a 
judgment upon it, the contract, as the honorable Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. PALMER] so clearly stated and demonstrated, is 
merged in the judgment; and the authority of the United States 
Government or of any State government to collect it by process 
of execution must conform to the legal-tenderilaws of the United 
States,and whatever is legal tender for the payment of any ordi- 
dinary debt is legal tender for the payment of that judgment. 
That is the state of the law now. That will prove to be the 
state of the law to the utter astonishment and confusion and 
overthrow of the millionaires in the Northwest whoare now bank- 


ing upon the idea that they have the whole of the poorer classes | 
of this country by the throat and that they can throttle them at | 


their pleasure. They will wake up to bring down bitter curses 
and reproaches upon those gentlemen who are so shortsighted 
as to imagine and to advise them by putting words in the statute 
in regard to making acontract for the payment of adebt in some- 
thing else than legal tender that they can thereby repeal thelegal- 
tender laws of the United States. They can not doit. No law 
of this kind can be repealed by a contract between any two in- 
dividuals. No two men in the United States can set themselves 
by a contract above the law or its obligations, or can avoid the 
duty of confirming their conduct and actions to it. 

But this amendment removes doubt, and not only does it re- 
move doubt, but it goes to the sheriffs of the different counties 
in the United States and requires them to take your legal-tender 


money in satisfaction of debt, matters that are not required now | 


by the enactment of positive law. That is the object of the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 

Now, having said this much about it, it having been com- 
plained as it is always complained by these lovely innocents in 
the Senate that matters are taken up without their knowledge, 
and that they do not understand what is going on, or they are 


absent about something else than their public business when | 


these things are being transacted, in order to save these gentle- 
men from any wounds of their feelings or matters of that kind, 
the country understanding this situation and knowing where 
the responsibility rests, lam perfectly willing to meet this bill 
and these Senators here on Wednesday at 2 oclock of the first 
week in December upon this bill, and then and there try conclu- 
sions with them about it. 

If that satisfies them, I will consent to put the bill over until 
that time that they may inform themselves about the facts and 
the law, and until the experience of this country will enable 
them and the people to see that they are blind leaders of the blind. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing to accept the sugges- 
tion, but I suggest to the Senator whether the bill had not bet- 
ter be recommitted to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; we do not want it recommitted, es- 
pecially to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it go over, and I give notice that when 
it coe come up I shall move its reference to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator cam close his tomb of the Capu- 
lets to this bill, for there is no place for it to repose in his tomb. 
He can not get it. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Indiana wish to speak 
to the bill? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object to its postponement. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw my request. I beg pardon of the 
Senator, if he desires to press it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TURPIE. I did not understand what the Senator from 
Ohio said, or intended to say, about giving notice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said that I thought it would have been 


better for the Senator from Alabama to allow the bill to be re- | 


committed, as we have never had the benefitof the opinion of the 
Judiciary Committee upon this amendment. Then I said, if he 


would not agree to that, when the matter came up again at the | 


next session I would certainly move to refer the bill tothe Com- 
mittee on the Judiciar 


Mr. TURPIE. To the bill pending? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, to the pending bill. I move to add at 
the end of the third section: 

And United States courts shall not hereafter allow attorneys’ fees to be 
taxed on the defendant in any case of foreclosure of mortgage, where the 
laws of the State in which the suit is brought prohibit the allowing of at- 
torneys’ fees in such suits in the courts of the State. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I had no design to interrupt 
the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MORGAN] in hisremarks. If he 
wishes to proceed I shall yield. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I do not. 

Mr. TURPTE. If he does not desire to proceed, I wish to 
speak briefly upon this question, and I think it is more conven- 
ient tos now than at any other time. 

I understood the other day the Senator from Alabama to state 
that judgments and contracts were only payable throughout this 
country in gold, and tentatively at least gold was the only legal 
tender, and that such had been the trend of recent legislation. 
I understood the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
to answer that there were more legal tenders than gold coin or 
gold certificates; that at least there were four classes of money 
| in the country which were a legal tender—gold coin, silvercoin, 
Treasury notes, and gold certificates—and that with the large 
amount, running into the hundreds of millions, of this full legal 
tender money in circulation, debtors could not complain but that 
they had abundant means of liquidating their obligations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, he is correct 
except as to gold certificates. I said United States notes are a 
| legaltender. Gold certificates are not a legal tender, but United 
| States notes are. That is the fourth class. Gold coin, silver 
coin, Treasury notes, and United States notes I understand to 
be a legal tender. 

Mr. TURPIE. What is the distinction between United States 
notes and Treasury notes? 

Mr.SHERMAN. They are based upondifferentlaws. I could 
| not at once point out the difference. They are substantially the 
| same as legal tender. 

Mr. TURPIE. I understand, then, from the Senator from Ohio 
that there are four kinds of legal-tender money in circulation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, I said so. 

Mr. TURPIE. Two of them are coins—gold and silver. 
| Mr.SHERMAN. Gold and silver and Treasury notes and 
| United States notes. 
| Mr. TURPIE. Gold and silver Treasury notes and United 
| States notes. They run into and make up the whole of the cur- 

rency of the country. Perhaps fifteen hundred millions of that 
| class, perhaps a thousand millions, are a full legal tender. I do 
| not suppose that we could have paid the appropriations of last 
| session without the use of the whole legal-tender currency of the 
| Government. Perhaps we ean not pay the appropriations of this 
| session without the use of the greater part of it. We can not 
pay pensions in gold, nor salaries, nor improvements. It seems 
to me it is justas necessary that the legal-tender quality of the 
money in circulation should be maintained with respect to the 
bulk of the volume of the circulation as that there should be a 
legal-tender quality attached to any part of it. 

The credit system, I think, is the root ofall this sort of legis- 
| lation. Governments of all kinds as well as our own have under- 
| taken to support the credit system by their authority. For this 

purpose the Government of the United States as well as the gov- 
| ernments of the States have undertaken to offer the assistance 
| of the law for the collection of judgments, to collect and liqui- 
date obligations at the expense of the debtor,at the instance of 
the creditor. Our Government has undertaken to do this like 
others, but it has also undertaken to furnish coiirdinate and cor- 
respondisg releases from these burdens, and it has even been 
| more generous and more abundant in furnishing releases and 
| quittances from this bondage of debt than in providing the 
means for the creation of it. 

Take, for instance, the statute of limitations. The Senator 
| from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] speaksof a solemn contract to pay 
| in gold. I do not see that it is any more solemn than to pay in 

cotton or cattle or wheat or corn. But Government has gone 

to this extent, to a solemn, sacred contract, with every incident 
| of obligation executed in the District of Columbia and payable 
| here can not be enforced at all three years after its maturity. 
| Again, all contracts of every character between private indi- 
| viduals are subject to the national and even State oe of bank- 
| ruptey and insolvency. Twice we have had national bankrutcy 
| acts, when the debtor, bound by the mostsolemn obligations, felt 
| upon his shoulder the touch of the Government release and when 
| acquit of his debt and his burden the servant was free, wholly 
| free, from his master. 
| Sir, the establishment of a legal tender, a method of solving, 





Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to | liquidating, and extinguishing indebtedness belongs t» the same 


present an amendment tothe bill? 


line of legislation as limitations, bankruptcy, and insolvency. 
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They ail belong to that large body of beneficent legislation which 
has forits object the relief of men and women from burdens which 
they are unable to bear. 

When the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN] made his declara- 
tion that there were four kinds of money in which debt could be 
extinguished in the United States, he also made a declaration in 
defense of what I think is an attack upon one of these methods 
of release contained in what is called the Sherman act. 

He also made the declaration that that attack in the Sherman 
act upon what had formerly been or ought to be legal tender of 
this country, sliver certificates and gold certificates had a prec- 
edent, and he asserted upon ‘the floor here what I am bound to 
take as true, that the exception had been inserted in the origi- 
nal Bland act providing for the recoinage of silver, that the 
certificates issued and the coin itself, even should be a legal ten- 
der except when otherwise provided or contractedfor. 1 donot 
know whether this is the case or not; I think the Senator said 
it had been inserted at the instance of the author of that bill, 
Mr. BLAND, then a member of the other House, and a member 
of the present House. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will indulge me for a moment, 
he misapprehended my attitude about that. I was answering 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. TURPIE. If the Senator pleases, I was not speaking of | 
his declaration at all, but that of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to state that I was answering the | 
Senator from Ohio, and I said that upon the hypothesis that | 
parties had the rightin this way to dispense with the legal ten- 
der character of silver and coin certificates; that there are but 
three kinds of legal tender money in this country, the gold coin, 
whether abraded or not, sometimes paid by its face and some- 
times by weight, and a silver subsidiary coin up to the amount | 
of $10-—— | 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I do not know whether Mr. 
BLAND did this or not, nor do I know the motive or care for it, 
which induced the passage of the original Bland act, but if that 
act contained an attack, as it did, a disparagement of the former | 
legal, lawful method of liquidating debt in this country, it was | 
wrong, and it ought to have been oe in the Sherman act 
of 1890, instead of being repeated. There was no justification ; 
what was wrong in 1879 could not become right in 1890. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. TURPIE. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thewords the Senator speaks of now were 
put in the bill in the other House, and they were, I understand, 
in the original Bland bill. I made no reference to it because | 
those words were in the bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives and were sent to the committee of conference. [ | 
refer to the words that they should be a legal tender for all debts | 
public and private, unless otherwise provided. Those words, I 
think, were in the original Bland act of 1879. 

Mr. ALLISON. They were in the original Bland act in 1878, 
as the bill came from the House of Representatives, and were | 
not inserted in the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was the Senator from Iowa who men- 
tioned it the other day, not myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. That provision was inserted in the original | 
Bland act for free coinage in 1878; and I suppose it was inserted | 





for the reason that under the decision of the Supreme Court the 
original legal-tender act which made no exception was regarded 
as not applying to special contracts. 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not care where it was inserted or how it 
was inserted or by whom it was inserted; it was an attack, a leg- | 
islative attatk, upon the method of releasing the people from | 
their debts in this country. I think it was the first legislative | 
attack of that character. Very little attention was paid to itat | 
the time of the original passage of the Bland act, because the 
line of investments, and the line of interests, and the margin of | 
prices was so large and liberal at that time that men took any- 
thing and were not careful to insert in any contract provisions 
for sp-cial purposes with respect to its payment or liquidation. 

Thus it was a very great hardship, if you will excuse the re- | 
mark in reference to such a subject in the Sherman act, that 
this attempt to defeat payments and to attack the release from 
debt formerly existing was repeated in 1890, and took place at a 
time when men had become very strict in relation to eontracts, 
when the line of investments had become much narrower, when 
credits were greatly more restricted. It was at such a time | 
that there was inserted in what is called the Sherman act this 
same exception. 

Now, sir, | think it was an attack wholly unjustifiable upon 
the ordinary legal-tender means of payment by the people in this | 
country of their debts. It may possibly be constitutional, but it | 
was certainly unwise and inexpedient. It may possibly be en- 
forced in the absence of legislation to the contrary. Let us look 
now for a similitude to this attack. 





| vidual contracts to secure out of the necessities of the 


| go*into execution; but I should say that that 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana will 
suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of 
the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which, 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7845) defining “ options” 
and ‘‘ futures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and 
requiring such persons engaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Indiana may conclude his remarks, and that the unfinished bus- 
iness be ene laid aside for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that the Senator from Indiana may 
proceed. Is there objection? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. How long will the Senator from Indi- 
ana require? 

_ ¥ URPIE. I think about fifteen minutes ‘ by Shrewsbury 
clock.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. [I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Senator from Indiana will proceed. . 

Mr.TURPIE. Let us go for asimilitude to something like 


| what it would be in reference to another method provided for 


the release of the people from bondage of debt. Suppose a man 
were to make a loan in my State. Ten years is the limitation. 
Suppose two private parties agree to make a note in the ordinary 
form, provided also that after ten years suit might be brought, 
might be brought at any time within twenty years, would such 
a note be sustained? Certainly not. The courts would hold 
everywhere that it is im ible for two men to agree to waive 
the law. The statute of limitations was not meant for this par- 
ticular creditor and debtor; it was meant forall mankind. Itis 
a policy of quietus, a policy of vouchers, of receipts, of repose, 
as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] suggests, concerning 
everyone standing in the relation of debtor and creditor. No 
such contract ought to be or should be sustained. 

Suppose two persons now in treaty in respect to a debt ma- 


| turing in five or ten years should especially provide in it that the 


proceedings under a Federal bankruptcy law should not release 
the obliged, what effect would be given to it? What notice 
would be taken of such a stipulation in case such a law were 
assed? How would it be looked upon by the Congress of the 
Jnited States, by the Legislature of the nation, in dealing with 
such a cont: act? 

I think we should, in dealing with a law which allows of such 
contracts as these, take the same view of it and look at it in the 
same spirit. The object of this proviso in what is called the 
Sherman act of 1890 was really to allow private parties b rad 
ebtor, 
out of the very poverty of the debtor, out of the very emergency 


| of need, a more exacting, binding, grinding contract than ordi- 


narily could be made, and to set aside the law of the land. There 
can be no reason to justify such legislation. It is true the Su- 


| preme Court of the United States have decided, but that was in 
| the absence of law, of any legislation upon the subject. 
_ have decided that they can render a judgment for coin where 


They 


the contract required it in coin, coin of a specific kind. 

I shall not follow the question of the Senator from Alabama as 
to whether this judgment could go into the execution and how 
it would be treated if it did, whether anything but dollarscould 
decision in the ab- 
sence of legislation is barely justifiable. It is not in consonance 
with American institutions. It is not in consonance with the 
way in which the credit system has been treated by the legisla- 
tion of the United States from the beginning of the Government. 
We have always said with respect to private contracts that there 
shall be nothing special, nothing particular; that what is good 
enough money for the masses of the people shall be good enough 
for the banker, for the financier, for the usurer and his victim. 

This decision, like the Sherman act, authorizes a flank move- 
ment around the great body of the legislation of the country, 


| authorizing a flank movement by which the ordinary legal ten- 


der is defeated and a more narrow and more restricted security 
is given. This decision is outside of the line of popular feeling, 
of — credit. It is outside of the line of popular tendencies 
which have all along characterized the laws of Congress with 
respect to legislation between debtor and creditor. 

For this very purpose, by reason of the existence of this de- 
cision, not questioning it at all, but for the purpose of in turn out- 
flanking this decision and of aiscouraging these contracts made 
in virtue of it, the amendment is offered by the Senator from 
Colorado; and what does it do? It gives the legal-tender qual- 
ity to all money in circulation, and the power to pay any judg- 
ment upon any contract with it. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS] talks about a de- 
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reciation of commercial credit or of national credit. What is 
egal tender? The Senator from Ohio defined it to beeither coin 
of two kinds or paper of two kinds, all of which was of the same 
commercial value and continuously interchangeable. Suppose 
you have a specie judgment upon a gold contract? Is it any 

ardship that the creditor should be compelled to take lawful 
money of the United States in payment. I have no doubt it 
would lead to calculation by the courts if we sed this amend- 
ment, as I hope we will, as to the difference in value between a 
gold contract and other contracts, if there be any commercial 
difference at the time. 

That much, perhaps, we could fairly allow; that much we 
could not deny; but to say that there shall be a class of judg- 
ments rendered upon contract in this country which are not ex- 
tinguishable, which can not be liquidated, which can not be re- 
leased by the legal-tender money of the Government is to set up 
for a little wing of capital, it is to set up for a little nest of 
wealth, it is to set up for a little corner of monopoly a privilege 
which would be rife with absolute injustice to the whole people 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from North Dakota to yield 
to me just one moment, that I may have read at the desk the 
original Bland act. 

r. HANSBROUGH. I 

Mr. ALLISON. 
I ask that the original Bland act may be read at the desk. 
will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter referred to will be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
[Forty-fifth Congress, first session. H. R. 1093.] 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, November 6, 1877. 
Read twice and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


An act to authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to re- 
store its legal-tender character. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That there shall be coined, at the several 
mints of the United States, silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains troy of 
standard silver, as provided in the act of January 18, 1837, on which shall be 


ield to the Senator from Iowa. 


It 


the devices and superscriptions provided by said act; which coins, together | 


with all silver dollars heretofore coined by the United States of like weight 
and fineness, shall be a legal tender, at their nominal value, for all debts and 
dues, public and private, except where otherwise provided by contract; and 
any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any United States coin- 
age mint or assay office, to be coined into such dollars, for his benefit, upon 
= ae and conditions as gold bullion is deposited for coinage under 
exist aws. 

Src. 2. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 


act are hereby repealed. 
Passed the House of Representatives November 5, 1877. 
Attest: GEORGE M. ADAMS, 


Clerk. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I yield to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART]. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from North Dakota to 


give way while I offer an amendment to the pending bill to have | 


it printed and considered when the bill againcomes up. I move 
to add as an additional section: 


Sec. —. The judgment debtor in any judgment or claim rendered by a 
court created by the laws of the United States, and any person having an 
interest in or lien on any real estate sold under such judgment or decree, 
shall have a right of redemption of said real estate at any time within six 
months from the date of the sale by paying into the court the amount of the 

eager. -_ costs together with 6 per cent thereon in lawful money of the 

n states. 


I ask that this amendment be printed, and I give notice that 
I shall offer it when the bill comes up for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Nevada will be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 22nd instant approved and signed the act (S. 1775) to 
fix the compensation of keepers and crews of life-saving stations. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives announced that 
the Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mohan; 


A bill (H. R. 4113) to grant an honorable discharge to George | 


W. Barr from the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 4809) granting a pension to James Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4833) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Wackerly; 

A bill (H. R. 5829) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bowden; 

A bill (H. R. 6073) to authorize the Postmaster-General to pro- 
vide mail service, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7296) granting pensions to the survivors of the 
Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk 
war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war; 


A bill (H. R. 9324) to enforce reciprocal commercial relations 
between the United States and Canada, and for other purposes; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 9581) to provide for the improvement of the outer 
bar of Brunswick, Ga. 


DENISON AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
concurrent resolution which came over from the other House 
to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which 
was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, directed to insert 
the word “Company” after the word ‘‘ Railway,” inline 11, page 6, of the en- 
grossed copy of the bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the Denison and Northern 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the indian 


Territory, and for other purposes, for the purpose of correcting a clerical 
error. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the resolution be adopted. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GAMBLE. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Owing to the fact that the present ses- 


Before this question passes from the Senate, | Sion is so near its close, I shall, early in the next session of Con- 


gress, introduce resolutions commemorative of the life and char- 
acter of John B. Gamble, deceased, who was a member of Congress 
from the State of South Dakota. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the conid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options ” and “ futures,” 
imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring such 
dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to ob- 
tain license, and for other purposes, the pending question being 
on the amendment of Mr. DANIEL tostrike out sections 12 and 13. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, the distinguished Sen- 
ators, the eminent lawyers, who have spoken in opposition to the 
so-called anti-option bill, because,,as they believe, it is unconsti- 
tutional, have practically admitted that the court is probably 
against them. Thisbeing the case, I am prepared to sustain the 
court in advance of its decision by voting for the bill. 

THE PRODUCERS IN FAVOR OF THE BILL. 

The producers of wheat and corn in the Northwestern States, 
irrespective of their political affiliations, are in favor of this 
legislation. It is not a new idea with them. Itdoes not belong 
to the class of measures which are being urged by the more 
radical members of the Farmers’ Alliance, such as the subtreas- 
ury bill. The grain-growers of the country have been ponder- 
ing over this question and considering it from every point of 
view, and the more they investigate the question the more they 
are convinced that something should be done to prevent gam- 
bling in grain. There 1s another class of people who favor this 
measure. I refer to the commission merchants, who are con- 
tent to transact business in a legitimate way and are satisfied 
with ordinary and moderate profits. 

For myself I believe that it comes within the ‘“‘general welfare” 
clause of the Constitution, and, if enacted into law, that it will 
not only be sustained by the courts, but that it will completely 
destroy the system which has grown up in this country in the 
past twenty years, and under which combinations of men, and 
sometimes one man alone, can sell in a single day in fictitious 
bushels ten times the total annual yield of the country in actual 


| bushels. 





i FICTITIOUS SALES AND ACTUAL SALES. 

In New York Cityand New Orleans alone, the phantom or fic- 
titious sales of cottonare about five times greater than the entire 
cotton crop of the United States. During the six years embrac- 
ing 1885 to 1891, inclusive, the spot sales of actual cotton in New 
York were 2,500,000 bales, while the fictitious sales were 150,- 
000,000 bales. 

The figures with respect to transactionsin wheat in New York 
City are even more startling. In one month during the present 


| year—the month of January last—the receipts of actuai wheat 


were 3,273,700 bushels; the spot sales of actual wheat were 3,- 
515,000 bushels, and the exports were 4,289,799 bushels. During 
the same period—one month, Sundays excepted—the phantom 
or fictitious sales of wheat reached the enormous total of 83,- 
855,000 bushels—equal to one-seventh of the entire wheat crop 


| of the United States—and from January to June, inclusive, the 


fictitious sales of wheat represented $740,000,000, while the sales 
of actual wheat aggregated $47,000,000, so that at this rate the 
New York City “option ” dealers alone sell nearly 2,000,000,000 
bushels of fictitious wheat in a single year, over three times the 


| total crop. 


The figures covering the fictitious transactions in grain and 
cotton in Chicago can not be had, owing, perhaps, to the dispo- 
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sition of those who deal in them; but in all probability they are 
twenty times as great as in New York, for hicago is the chief 
mart of the “‘ option” dealer, the place of all others where he 
plies his trade with greater profits and the widest range of pos- 
sibilities, 





WHAT EXPERTS SAY, 


A New York correspondent of the Cincinnati Price Current, 
the leading organ of the boards of trade and exchanges of the 
United States, on March 12 last made this statement of the ex- 
isting condition of things. I ask that his letter be read at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The article in your last issue on speculative trade in Chicago, by the com- 
mercial editor of the Chicago Tribune, says: ‘‘ Wheat appears to be suffering 
from a severe attack of melancholia; bullish news has not been wanting,” 
etc., and that “most of the speculators attribute it to the absence of outside 
speculation.” I would like to know who is to blame for that absence but 
themselves! In fact, they have killed speculation by their one-sided action 
for the past six months. Nineteen-twentieths of all the commission houses 
in Chicago are bears, and are er and short of the market, and try 
in every way to depress it, by all kinds of false rumors, and that for some 
time past the market is in the hands of manipulators who have it by the 
throat. All the bullish news in the world would have no effect until they ac- 
complish their end, but all bearish news is magnified and made the most of. 

That is the reason why outsiders will notenter the market for speculation. 
As arule they are conservative men, and seldom sell short, but when they 
find wheat of fair value, and a probability of good export demand, they then 
come into the market and purchase; but under existing circumstances they 
keep out, as they do not wish to sell at present prices, and will not buy to be 
sacrificed by the manipulators, who have the power, it appears, to put the 
prices where they like, without regard to demand from Europe or prospect 
of crops at home and abroad. 

For the same reason foreign buyers hold off so long as our market con- 
tinues in its present state,'and their markets are affec by ours; they would 
rather pay more money on a rising market than a less price on a fal one. 

We have one man who controls our market the Lord of Lakewood. He 
spends most of his time at that fashionable resort, but works with the Chi- 
cago bears, and has a private wire. On Thursday, when everyone looked for 
a higher market, owing to the blizzard in the northwest and cold in the win- 
ter-wheat belt, he had a half dozen brokers selling, and broke the market 
1} cents in a very short time. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Another New York correspondent of 
the Price Current declares that the great majority of the traders 
in grain, large and small, are constitutional bears, and that they 
run the market intoa rut and keep it there by sheer force, with- 
out regard to prices, until they have shaken out or discouraged 
the outside holders of wheat and other grains, thus killing off 
the legitimate speculators. Time and time again have prices 
broken from 2 to 5 cents per bushel when crop conditions were 
suchas to justify arise in values. This correspondent alsodeclares 
that it is the daily custom of the bears, just a few minutes before 
the close of business, to break the market in order to affect the 
tone of the cables of the following day. This is accomplished by 
one set of brokers buying in all that another set offers for sale, 
then in turn affecting apprehensions and circulating reports of a 
decline and selling back again to the other set of brokers. Thus 
are legitimate dealers driven out by combinations amongst those 
who make grain-gambling a profession. 

The following brief and concise statement of the case is made 
by a commission merchant of St. Louis. I ask that it be read at 


the Clerk's desk. 
The PRESIDING OFEICER. The statement will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Values of ali oun. products are actually, absolutely, and almost en- 
tirely governed by —— exchanges, and neither large nor small crops, hea 
surplus, big demand, nor any other creature or combination can nfake it 
otherwise while the existing customs prevail. 

These exchanges are composed of men who “Toil not, neither dothey spin,” 
but they make so much money out of their transactions and manipulations 
that it isnot an exaggeration to say that New York, Chicago, and New Or- 
leans make more clear a out of the grain and cotton crops than do all 
the farmers, factors, millers, and spinners in the United States, although 
these latter furnish all the money invested and do all the labor. 

Not one cent of the many millions of dollars advanced to the farming 
communities of the West and South each year, to enable them to produce 
crops, comes from the pocket of the option dealers, and yet every pound of 
cotton and pork, andevery bushel of grain is sold, despite the protest of 
producer and consumer, at figures made by the option exchanges, which 
tigures are governed absolutely by the interestof theoption dealers. Prices 
are made to suit the dealings of the members, like a gambler turns the card 
that makes him win, and the tax on the resources of our country to support 
the system, if added to the loss sustained in the past twelve months’ de- 
clines, forced below legitimate values, will show a Sum 80 great as to stagger 
reason. 

Some fair-minded thinkers estimate the loss by the tactics of Chicago and 
New York on wheat 50 cents per bushel; corn, 15 to 20 cents; oats, 10 cents; 
rye, 20 cents; pork, | cent per pound; and that New York and New Orleans 
have lessened values on cotton 3 cents per —. These figures, if correct, 
would make our pension list look little, and develop a promising rival even 
of the “‘ war debt.” 

One must acquaint himself with details and think carefully and earnestly 
when this subject is broached, and only by proper study can the enormity of 
the evil be appreciated. 

‘The option system is an ulcer on the body of trade. a cancer at the very 
vitals of commerce, and its total abolition would only be missed by that 
sense of relief that a ship must feel when its barnacles are gone. 


Very truly, 
WM. WARREN, JR., 
Of the George Taylor Commission Compan 


The Secretary will read the 
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THE RECENT RUSSIAN DEMAND. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, when the report came 
that Russia would forbid the importation of rye from that empire, 
the board-of-trade and bucket-shop bulls in this country took 
possession of the market and upon the “‘ wind” purchases that 
were made by them wheat jumped 10cents per bushel. This ad- 
vance was but temporary. The bears soon gained control and 
prices went back to former figures. The wheat-producer was 
not benefitted in the least, for he did not have an opportunity to 
market his grain or any portion of it before the price went down. 
When the Russian ukase finally came the advance in prices was 
less than 2 cents per bushel on the strength of it. The specula- 
tors had had their day and the “bears” being in possession of 
the market, as they usually are, values begun to decline within 
twenty-four hours after the ukase was made public and have con- 
tinued to decline steadily ever since, going far ‘below the price 
that prevailed prior to the report that the ukase would be pro- 
claimed. In this case, as in many others that could be cited, the 
American producer received no benefit whatever from the ex- 
traordinary demand for his wheat in starving Russia. On the 
contrary, he was injured by the decline that followed that de- 
mand. 

The Russian demand was a legitimate demand for an unusual 
quantity of wheat—a demand that has existed for nearly six 
months past and that continues to exist to some extent, and yet 
lower prices have prevailed. The profits in the temporary ad- 
vance that ensued were reaped by speculators. The legitimate 
and permanent advance in prices that should have followed the 
demand was discounted before the producer or the actual owners 
of wheat had time to place their holdings upon the market. 
When wheat was selling from 95 cents to $1 per bushel last De- 
cember Mr. Pardridge, who controlied the Chicago market, gave 
it out, and the papers published the statement far and wide, that 
the price for May wheat would touch 75 cents per bushel. The 
effect of this statement, coming from such a source, could not be 
otherwise than detrimental to wheat values. Pardridge and 
his agents begun to sell millions of fictitious bushels for May de- 
livery, well knowing that the ‘‘bear” combination, of which 
they were and are the inspiration and hope, could put the price 
as low as they pleased and when they pleased. May wheat did 
go down, not quite to 75 cents, but it reached 77 cents, I believe, 
and in consequence Pardridge realized half a dozen fortunes in 
the face of conditions which legitimate grain-producers agreed 
would justify a dollar per bushel. So it will be seen that legiti- 
mate supply and demand have nothing whatever to do with the 
arranging of prices. The whole thing is controlled by manipu- 
lation on the part of grain-gamblers. 

DISADVANTAGE OF LEGITIMATE DEALERS. 

Two or three reckless and determined ‘“ plungers” of the 
Pardridge class can combine their vast resources and sell upon 
the ‘‘option” plan ten, twenty, fifty, or even one hundred mil- 
lion bushels of wheat on acomparatively small amount of capital. 
One cent per bushel is the customary margin required. Ten thou- 
sand dollars as a margin will sell 1,000,000 bushels, and a hundred 
thousand dollars 10,000,000 bushels. An investment of $1,000,000 
cash on the “ option” plan will sell 100,000,000 bushels, nearly one- 
quarter of the entirecrop of the United States, and yet the parties 
to the transaction do not own a single grain.of actual wheat. 
Should a combination of millers or elevator men undertake to 
purchase 100,000,000 bushels of wheat in a legitimate way, they 
must pay out about $80,000,000 cash, at present prices. Soit will 
be seen that the ‘‘ option” dealer can transact as much business 
with a million dollars as the legitimate dealer is enabled to trans- 
act with eighty times that amount of capital, and he has the ad- 
vantage of not being obliged to handle asingle bushel of real 
wheat. 

MUST BUY BEFORE HE SELLS. 

When this bill becomes a law the “option” dealer, if he re- 
mains in the grain business, must buy his wheat before he sells 
it, and in making his purchase he must deal with the producer 
direct. The producer may then have something to say concern- 
ing the price. As it is now the “ option” dealer makes the price 
to suit himself. He openly and boldly proclaims that May or 
December wheat, as the case may be, will sell at 75 cents per 
bushel, and then proceeds to demoralize the market by selling 
half the crop of the country at asingle sale. These enormous 
sales are frequently made to confederates for the very purpose 
of influencing the market and forcing down the price. There 
can be no stability in values under such conditions, and in con- 
sequence the men who would like to make legitimate investments 
in grain have been driven from the field of action. Boards of 
trade are no longer placesfor legitimate dealing; they have been 
transformed into temples of chance, with the odds always in 
favor of the keepers of. the game. 

PRODUCTS IN WHICH THE “SHORT SELLER" DEALS. 
The argument that ‘‘option-dealing ” or “short selling” is 
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necessary for the marketing of the products of the farm and that 
without these methods the farmer would be deprived of a mar- 
ket and his products become unsalable, is answered in the fact 
that of the %4,000,000,000 worth of produce, the annual output 
of the American farm, only about 30 per cent is of such staples 
as can be sold by grade and be subject to the blighting touch of 
the dealer in ‘“‘options.” The products of the soil which have 
become subject to the methods of the “ short seller” are of far 
less value than are the other products of the farm in which he 
does not deal. We produce annually about $2,500,000,000 worth 
of articles that are sold only by sample, such as hay, wool, rice, 
hops, potatoes, animals, dairy products, poultry, etc., in which 
the “‘ option-seller” does not deal. On the other hand we pro- 
duce $1,500,000,000 worth of grain and cotton—articles to which 
his attention is strictly confined, and a very large percentage 
of this amount passes into consumption from first hands and 
therefore escapes the manipulation of the ‘‘ short seller’ and the 
“long buyer.” The facts contained in these figures, which are 
practically official, must forever set at rest the proposition that 
‘option-dealing ” is necessary to activity and stability in the 
prices of farm products. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not familiar with the matter. ‘Will the 
Senator tell me what articles of agricultural produce in the West 
are dealt with in these boards of trade on futures and options? 
Wheat I know is one. What are the others? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. They areeconfined exclusively to wheat, 
corn, barley, oats, and occasionally rye, and the products of ani- 
mals, such as pork, lard,etc. [think they donot extend beyond 
those articles. 

PROPORTION OF PHANTOM TO REAL SALES. 

~ For the eight years of the ninth decade of thiscentury, 1883-’90, 
inclusive, we preduced 3,509,000,000 bushels of wheat. Of this 
amount only 861,000,000 bushels were received at primary board 
of trade markets, or a litile over 24 per cent of the entire prod- 
uct. Thatis to say, only 24 per cent of the entire product of 
wheat was actually received and disposed of by the boards of 
trade. The remainder was handled by millers and commission 
merchants ina legitimate way. It is no exaggeration to say 
that, while the boards of trade disposed of but 24 per cent of the 
entire output of actual wheat, the ‘*‘ option-dealer” sold in ficti- 
tious bushels five hundred times as much as the entire yield for 
these years. 

With respect to corn, we produced during these eight years 
13,995,000,000 bushels, while the receipts of actual corn at pri- 
mary boards of trade were but 944,000,000 bushels, or 6.7 per 
cent of the entire production. 

The total amount of wheat and corn produced during that 

riod was 17,504,000,000 bushels, of which only 1,805,000,000 

ushels, or 10.3 per cent of the entire product, reached the pri- 
mary board of trade markets. Of the small percentage of ce- 
reals reaching the board of trade markets, a very large part 
is sold in aregular way by sample; only a small part of itis of the 
so-called ‘‘ contract grades ” (No. 2), the grade in which the op- 
tion-seller deals. Hence of the 10 per cent which found its way 
to such markets it is safe to say that the ‘‘ option” methods were 
applied to not more than one-third, as is made clear by the in- 
spection at Chicago during the year 1890, when of the 79,000 cars 
of wheat received in that city only 27,235, or 34 per cent, in- 
spected No. 2. I will state that No. 2 is the grade in which the 
option-seller deals. 

Mr. GEORGE. Middlings of cotton? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Middlings is the term used for cotton. 

Of the 118,000 cars of corn received but 27,130, or 22.9 per cent, 
were of the contract grade. Moreover, much of the grain ap- 
pearing to reach the board of trade cities and included in the 
tables of receipts is counted twice and even thrice, as considerable 
quantities of wheat, corn, and oats are reshipped from Minneap- 
olis, Kansas City, and othersof the primary board of trade mar- 
kets, to Chicago, St. Louis, etc.,and duplicated in the receipts, 
while Chicago and some other cities include in their receipts all 
the grain passing in transit from other primary board of trade 
markets to the seaboard,so that it is quite safe tosay that much 
less than 10 per cent of the grain grown in this country reaches 
the board of trade markets and is susceptible of manipulation by 
the option-dealer. 

POWER OF THE OPTION DEALER. 

This measures all the possible instrumentality of the ‘‘ option” 
dealer in marketing the actual products of the farm, although 
he is held to be all-potent (by reason of his power to fix prices 
. upon the whole product by handling this small fraction) to de- 
termine the reward which the farmer shall receive for his labor | 
and the use of his $16,000,000,000 of capital—a capital that ex- 
ceeds the capital of all the banks, manufacturing establishments, 
and railways in the country. The ‘“optidh” dealer handles less | 
than 10 per cent of the farm produce of the country; yet he has | 
the power to, and does, fix the price upon all of it by making 











fictitious sales of amounts five hundred times greater than the 
actual output. 

If the 27,000,000 bushels of wheat in the form of flour which 
reach Chicago during the year can be readily and economically 
handled without being made the subject of ‘option ” sales, why 
not the 14,000,000 bushels of wheat which annually reach the 
same market in its primary form? 

Why can not the $12,000,000 worth of wheat annually reach- 
ing Chicago be as readily sold by sample, independent of ‘ op- 
tion” manipulation, as the $21,000,000 worth of butter which 
goes to that market? 

These facts show that ‘‘ option” methods are unnecessary to 
the marketing of any of the. products of the farm, and, being 
needless for such purpose and destructive of values, have no 
reason for existence beyond the revenues derived therefrom by 
and for the sole benefit of the “‘ option ” dealer. 

Another argument advanced is that the production of the 
country is increasing so rapidly that only by the modern methods 
of “ short-selling ” can the products of the soil be handled and 
marketed. That this is asfallacious as the other claims put for- 
ward by the advocates of the ‘‘ option” system is shown in the 
fact that the cereal acreage of the country has apparently reached 
its maximum, the acreage in wheat, corn, and oats, as shown by 
the report of the Department of Agriculture, being 2,204,000 
acres less in 1891 than two years previously; and this does not 
seem at all improbable when we find that the acreage in the five 
centralagricultural States, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Wisconsin, devoted tocorn and wheat, shrank between 1880 and 
1888 no less than 3,471,000 acres, while the acreage in hay in- 
creased 4,589,000 acres. 

In this connection, with the permission of the Senate, I will 
submit a carefully prepared table showing the increase and de- 
crease of wheat acreage in the United States from 1879 to 1891, 
inclusive: 

Wheat acreage, 1879-14891. 
STATES SHOWING A DECREASE. 








Decrease. 











States. | 1880. | 1891 Per cent 

| Acres. Acres. | 
Weave Miiemh®.. on dal 79, 000 15, 000 64, 000 | 80.9 
i intad-caiibsotidiinidedbia, 788,000} 641,000 147, 000 | 18.6 
I I rt enataieoninened 159, 000 139, 000 20, 000 12.6 
II 5 cncsncpnatehon- tweeters 1, 457, 000 1, 337, 000 137, 000 9.38 
I hacertdics dcntntinctnink ipemaisteliene 678, 540, 000 138, G00 20.4 
.: ee 920, G00 850, 000 70, 000 7.6 
North Carolina... 761, 000 732, 000 29, 000 3.8 
South Carolina.. aaa oa 181, 000 180, 000 1, 000 5S 
EEE RR 476, 000 197, 000 | 279, 000 58.6 
Is ctcainnitvwcbtitidiendattnha tint 265, 000 40, 000 225, 000 85. 0 
NN 41, 000 21, 000 20, 000 48.8 
IIE \<nines o:cresinds neanerensidinencniennasanl 204, 000 140, 000 | 64,000 | 32.0 
Riles diniahath: Siapitsinasnetntaiall 1,256,000 , 1,199,000 57, 000 | 4.5 
West Virginia 421.000 | '332' 000 89; 000 | 21.1 
oN ES EE ae 1,214,000 | 1,038,000 | 176, 000 14.5 
a 8, 198,000 | 2, 663,000 535, 000 16.7 
Michigan... 1,950,000 | 1,607,000 343, 000 17.6 
Indiana* .. 2, 620, 000 2, 570, 600 50, 000 2.0 
Tilinois* _.. 3,219,000 | 2,240, 000 979, 000 39.5 
lh ee 1, 753, 000 966, 000 787, 000 44.8 
I nnn banc a eccgsadamiiamkenaaed 3, 049, 000 586,000 | 2,463, 000 80.7 
i tl et tke ted 2, 206,000 | 1,892,000 314, 000 14.2 
Ss. ereniistiigtincanempiealcliiiiee 1, 470, 000 799, 000 671, 660 45.6 
3, 674 3, 631 43 1.2 
9, 026 6, 225 2, B01 31.1 
51, 230 21, 792 29, 438 | 57.4 
81 2 49 60.5 
EEE ters 1,500 100.0 
| 28,447, 511 27.0 





























| | } 
1880. 1891 | Increase. | Per cent 

| Acres. Acres. | 
I ibs sStiadinincddinbnns jaded 87, 500 94, 300 6, 800 7.8 
Texas - a Sidi batted alle 376, 000 536, 000 | 160, 000 42.6 
i 3,060,000 | 3,144,000 84, 000 ; 2.7 
a reese | 234,000 | 3,540,000 | 1,506, on0 | 70.4 
Rh os. ctnnddcdh tarndkeced 1,832,000 | 2,841,000 1, 009, 000 | 55. 2 
445, 000 553, 000 108, 000 | 24.3 
82, 000 | 373,000] 291, 000 357.0 
009 | 127, 000 62, 000 96.1 
2.000; 6600; 42.000!) 190.0 
18, 000 | 19, G00 | 1, 000 5.7 
72, 000 85, 000 | 12,009 | 16.5 
ne waa 241 4, 528 | 4,237 | 1778.8 
LS OS eS aoe | 150,000 | 1,955,000 | 1,905,000 | 1203.3 
RG tiie te cetel 150,000 | 2,927,0.0 | 2,777,000 | 1851.3 
al tine el 8,394,741 16,262, 828 i 7, 868, O87 | 93.7 

Net results of twelve years’ | 
CI a... ctcigncniietdinaee 36, 842,225 | 37,018,5°8 176, 256 a 
i 


; 


*Taken from the Eleventh Census. 
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The figures given in this table are, so far as tabulated by the 
Bureau, taken from the census returns and the others from the 
reports of the Department of Agriculture. 

An examination of this table shows that but one State east of 
the Mississippi, the State of Delaware, has increased its wheat 
acreage since 1879, and but one other State east of the Missouri, 
the State of Minnesota, shows a greater acreage than twelve 
years since, while the increase, practically all in the transmis- 
souri region, has been 7,868,000 acres, being but 176,000 acres, or 
seven-tenths of 1 percent, inexcess of the diminution of the wheat 
area of the older States. 

THE WHEAT YIELD DECREASING, POPULATION INCREASING. 

This cessation of increase in cereal acreage, especially that of 
wheat, which was phenomenal during the eighth decade, has 
been and is concurrent with alike cessation of increase in other 
parts of the world. During the eighth decade the wheat acre- 
age of the world increased some 24,000,000 acres, or 15.6 per cent, 
while the consuming Capen increased but 11.4 per cent, and 

‘the natural and inevitable result was a decline in the price of 
breadstuffs. During the ninth decade, however, the wheatacre- 
age of the world increased but 4,000,000 acres, or 2.2 per cent, 
while the consuming population increased 14 per cent, and there 
should have been a corresponding increase in the price of the 
bread-making grains, buton the contrary we have seen the price 
continuously decline, although the acreage quota per capita of 
land in the world devoted to the production of the bread-making 
grains is 13 per cent less than it was for the ten years ending 
with 1875, when the price was 85 per cent greater than during 
the last five years. ‘ 

There must be some abnormal cause for this anomalous condi- 
tion, especially when we remember that since 1885 the world has 
in but one year (1887) produced as much of the bread-making 
grains as it has consumed, the requirements having been met by 
drawing upon the reserves which are now at a very low ebb 
everywhere outside of the United States. 


THE CHIEF CAUSE OF THE DEPRESSION. 

Mr. President, I have listened with deep interest to the speeches 
made in this Chamber by the learned and distinguished Senators 
from Alabama, Colorado, and Nevada, who have told us—and 
almost made us believe it—that the cause of the low price of 
wheat was the direct result of what they term the ‘ demonetiza- 
tion ofsilver.” The financial legislation of the past twenty years 
may have had something to do with the lowering of values of 
certain commodities, but my own opinion is that the low prices 
for farmers’ produce, which have prevailed during the past ten 
years at least, is attributable to the pernicious system which 
wealth has made apparently respectable, and which is now 
recognized in the best society and known as the business of spec- 
ulating in ‘‘futures” or “options,” in other words, grain gam- 
bling. 

Mr. President, the Fifty-first Congress immortalized itself by 
enacting anantilottery law; the Fifty-second Congress may earn 
even greater distinction by passing the antioption bill. hile 
there was but one lottery in all the country, and the United 
States Congress saw fit to place a statute upon the books which 
has practically accomplished its destruction, there are five hun- 
dred exchanges and boards of trade and ten thousand ‘‘ bucket- 
shops” in the cities and villages all over this Union where gam- 
bling schemes no less deleterious tothe good morals and welfare 
of the people than the lottery are carried on. 

It is clearly the duty of Congress to apply the remedy. The 
evil is not confined to one State or a dozen States; it is national 
in its character and in its consequences and should be dealt with 
by the lawmaking power of the nation. 

FIGURES UPON WHICH THESE FACTS ARE BASED. 

Mr. President, I ask permission of the Senate to insert at the 
close of my remarks several short tabular statements, the first 
showing the annual products of the farm which are not suscepti- 
ble of grading and are therefore sold by sample in a legitimate 
way. The second is a table showing the annual products of the 
farm which are susceptible of grading, the prices of which are 
fixed by the option dealer. 

Also one showing the eight years’ production of wheat and 
corn and the receipts thereof at primary board markets; one 
showing the grain inspection at Chicagoin 1891 and the propor- 
tion of contract grades; another showing the acreage in wheat, 
corn, and hay in five States from 1880 to 1888, and the last one 
showing the range of prices at Chicago for No. 2 spring wheat 
during each of nineteen crop years, such years ending June 30. 

The tables are as follows: 

Annual products of the farm which are not susceptible of grading, and are there- 
Jore sold by sample in a legitimate way. 


50, 900, 000 tons of hay, of the value of__...._.........--.--...--... 
4, 000,000 tons of cotton seed, of the value of_..-. ie 
500, 000, 000 pounds of tobacco, of the value of_...........-........ 
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285. 000, 000 pounds of wool, of the value of............-...-....... 95, 000, 000 
350, 000, 000 pounds of sugar, of the value of.......................- 10, 000, 00 
132, 000, 000 pounds of rice, of the value of ......-..............-..- 4, 000, 00¢ 
6, 000, 000 pounds of hops, of the value of-_...............-......- 1, 200, 000 
200,000,000 bushels potatoes, of the value of.__...........--.-...-- 80, 000, 000 
35,000,000 swine, of the value of ...........---..-..--..----. eg 280, 000, 000 
17,000,000 cattle, of the value of....... sa 425, 000, 000 
10,000,000 sheep, of the value of...........-.....---.-..- 25, 000, 000 
3,060,000 horses and mules, of the value of .........-. 210, 000, 000 
Dairy products (butter, cheese, milk, and cream), value 500, 000, 000 
Vegetables, other than potatoes, of the value of_........... 100, 000, 000 
re ssnaronsuceunannten 100, 000, 000 
Sn I 0 OD EIN nn. ns canacanacnanccaccneces 11, 000, 000 
Poultsy an@egegs, of the value of..............-..... 22.2.2. -- anne 50, 000, 000 
Honey and wax, of the value of .........................---------- 3, 000, 000 
Wine and brandy, of the value of .......................---------- 5, 000, 000 
Minor farm crops, of the value of. .... .........-..----------+----- 30, 000, 000 
Oe Os RONG I i oak ba ine ccedibecch nckbtanwdies <endee cuien 2, 515, 200, 000 


Annual products of the ee which are susceptible of grading, the prices of 


which are fixed by the “ option” dealer. 

1, 700, 000, 000 bushels of corn, of the value of-__.............-----..- $669, 000, 001 
450, 000, 000 bushels of wheat, of the value of..............-....-- 372, 000, 000 
584, 000, 000 bushels of oats, of the value of..............-...---- 181, 000, 000 

54, 000,000 bushels of barley, of the value of................---- 32, 000, 000 
25, 000, 000 bushels of rye, of the value of__.................---- 16, 000, 000 
7,000, 000 bales of cotton, of the value of_..................-.-- 300, 000, 000 
ee NE PU avai Matick eh k dei dene dace 1, 570, 000, 000 


Eight years’ production of wheat and corn and receipts thereof at primary board 
of trade markets. 

















Receipta 

Year Receipts. to pro- 

duction. 

WHEAT. Bushels. Bushels. | Per cent. 

adliahsatiuns ord tin Gahietane winkiauninniweaniahaedl 420, 000, 000 82, 000, 000 19.5 

sip spiel hrgnaenieg Geb tanpeiuniinsiptbeeinadaen® 513, 000, 000 100, 000, 000 19.5 

357, 000, 000 107, 000, 000 29.9 

457, 000, 000 121, 000, 000 26.4 

456, 000, 000 131, 000, 000 28.7 

416, 000, 000 103, 000, 000 24.7 

491, 000, 000 111, 000, 000 22.6 

399, 000, 000 106, 000, 000 26.5 

3, 509, 000, 000 861, 000, 000 24.5 

1, 551, 000, 000 119, 000, 000 7.7 

1, 796, 000, 000 103, 000, 000 5.7 

1, 936, 000, 000 114, 000, 000 5.9 

1, 665, 000, 000 103, 000, 000 6.2 

1, 456, 000, 000 85, 000, 000 5.8 

1, 988, 000, 000 109, 000, 000 5.5 

2, 113, 000, 000 139, 000, 000 6.6 

DUO. p.dbciihnencsainecp suskmbsockebesunbel 1, 490, 000, 000 173, 000, 000 11.1 

ON se Be i he eh 13, 995,000,000 | 944,000, 000 | 6.7 

Total wheat and corn. .......- 17, 504, 000, 000 | 1, 805, 000, 000 | 10.3 
Wheat inspection at Chicago in 1891 ana proportion of contract grades. 

Winter | Spring Total | Total 

Month. wheat, | No. 2. aoae| No. 2. a--* No. 2. | No. 2. 

Cars Cars. | Cars. | Cars. Cars. Cars. | Per. ct. 

pe eee 40; 2, 1, 026 2,525 | 1,066 42 

February 577 58 | 1,024 270 1, 601 828 20 

March ... 821 127 848 150 1, 669 277 17 

April..... 946 111 436 188 1, 382 289 22 

Dias eecce 946 250} 1,038 679 1, 984 929 47 

eo oad 1, 578 349 804 148 2, 382 497 21 

DUE cuwccctmsiocnnnel - Suen | t, ae 367 87 11,226 | 7,840 a 

ID: iinet sttaie ccna 12,642 | 4,569 548 86 13,199 | 4, 655 35 

September.......-- 9,312 | 1,059 3,803 | 1,425 13,115 | 2,484 19 

eS RIES 4, 508 397 | 7,064) 2,660 11,572 | 3,057 26 

November ......... 3, 695 365 | 7,460 | 2,526 11,155 | 2,891 26 

December ......... 1, 588 130 | 5,938 | 2,782 7,526 | 2,912 39 

47,781 


15, 208 Cems | hear | 79, 327 


Corn ine gection at Chicago in 1891. 


Total re- 


Ol SBanwowrtawtsaeo 


| 

No.2 corn | Gradin 
Months. ceipts of & 

corn. received. No. 2. 

Cars. Cars. Per cent. 

5,479 104 1. 

5, 574 33 > 
7,429 213 2. 

7, 130 477 6. 
13, 606 3,716 27. 
11, 540 4, 078 35. 
11, 251 3, 579 31. 
15, 221 4, 764 31. 
15, 334 6, 101 39. 
4, 897 1, 531 31. 
10, 115 1,271 12. 
10, 745 1, 263 11. 

118, 321 27,130 22 
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Range of prices at Chicago for No. 2 spring wheat during each of nineteen crop 
years, such years ending June 30. 








Widest Range of 
noe fluctuation | fluctuation 


crop year. rin 


Crop year. * uring 
onemonth.| the year. 











$0. 89 to $1. 46 $0. 32 $0. 57 
.82 to 1.18 .19 . 36 
.94 to 1.31 . 34 37 
.84 to 1.77 .50 . 93 
.88 to 1.48 27 .& 
.77 to 1.09 -20 4 
-8 to 1.34 -21 .49 
.87 to 1.14 -16 ome 
1.08 to 1.43 -19 35 
.91 to 1.36 35 .45 
.76 to 1.03 -19 27 
.70 to $0. 92 .14 ~2e 
-Tl to .91 il .20 
-68 to .9 2 27 
-67 to .90 . 09 a 
. 76 to *2. 00 *1.10 1.24 
.74 to 1.00 15 .~6 
.88 to 1.16 -18 . 28 
-78 to 1.13 26 35 
*Fluctuations on the Hutchinson ‘“‘corner,’’ September, 1888. 
Acreage in wheat, corn, and hay in five States, 1830 and 1888. 
States. Wheat. Corn. Hay. 
1880. Acres. Acres. Acres. 
at Rial wala oun at wnmhneeengieiinbon 2,845,000 | 3,193,000 | 1,783,000 
EY i cli-d bactturd co sanaesaptilaendieaaccone 1, 950, 855, 000 564, 000 
I cicasdphee cxckddbe dbs tigihne apdukicall 2,962,000 | 3,422,000 | 1,001,000 
SN cite ti cigs Gad m0, beta wallendiale 3, 650, 8,840,000 | 1,790,000 
NE ainccicr nine duct ok Ab vediiens eed vinlaced asain 1,753,000 | 1,023,000 738, 000 
aioe conboweae et cede 13, 160, 000 | 17,338,000 | 5, 876,000 
1888. 
ie ae Sie Re 2, 658,000 | 2,862,000 | 2,574,000 
I hi iisd a 4's a Bt eatin aks pda acemebenaadel wmaeek , 646, 000 968,000 | 1, 405, 000 
Rat tian cockinbistibatinhe aabWiideces wkmnith 2,774,000 | 3,606,000 | 1, 450,000 
li neat Salih el eal nates niesinamicln Sued , 449,000 | 7,789,000 | 3,304,000 
PD cil. cies nplidton<antronrudesednund 1,205,000 | 1,070,000 | 1,722,000 
PP isdinn cqnbiomadnddedatinisebans shadtigi 10, 732, 000 | 16,295, 000 | 10, 465, 000 
IY dla. c:biia 6 Spitleak ros tibsing Oia saws accnd oegitite he oath oiaieeialis anh ecient ees 4,589, 000 
ic cncknccrswdsanahtans initapate tevesiee 2,428,000 | 1,043,000 |........... 





Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, in the form of a tax bill the | 


pending measure declares illegal and immoral contracts sunc- 


tioned by the common law and recognized as honorable by every | 


civilized nation upon the face of the earth. This bill now pend- 
ing in the Senate, approved by the House of Representatives, I 
believe is the first serious attempt here to invade the States, deny 
the common-law and recognized rights of the people of those 
States, and prohibit them from the exercise of privileges and 
liberties which are guaranteed to them by the constitutions and 
laws of their States. 

There is no question, if the evils complained of exist in the State 
which I have the honor to represent in part, but that the Leg- 
islature of that State is vested with ample power and authority 
to correctthem. There isno doubt butif within the cities of New 
York and Chicago (and those two cities I believe are advertised 
as the seat of these criminal practices) men are associated to- 
gether for the purpose of debauching the country and oppressing 
a great producing class the Legislatures of their States have the 
right and can exercise the police power to correct the evil. 

Sir, who are these men who are anathematized and character- 
ized as degraded, and criminal, as the gamblers of the gambling 
eapitals of Europe? 


HANSBROUGH]thusarraign? If what is said of them be true, they 
should to-day be in penal servitude. 
from what has been said in this debate, I understand to be the 
seat of these operations. 

Those men are the merchants of that city; men, sir, whom 
ou and I have associated with for many years and greeted as 
riends and teen honored by their association and by their friend- 

ship. They are capitaiists who have developed the great and 
growing West, which comes up now complaining against their 
commercial methods. Their money, their enterprise, their 
genius have built up great lines of transportation and opened 
up new States to settlement; built new States,as it were. They 
are the pioneers of progress in this country, as merchants are 
in every civilized nationality. First in business, first in their 
public charities, first in Christianity, and first in intellectual 
development, they make a nation. They have largely contrib- 
uted to make this nationality what itis. They have built up 
the foreign commerce of this country. 


Who are the gentlemen whom the Senator | 
from Minnesota and the Senator who has just taken his seat[Mr. | 


The city of New York, | 


Their goods are carried over the waves to foreign ports and 
foreign markets. They furnish the money and transact the 
business. It is these men who to-day are investing their capi 
tal to take possession of the carrying trade upon the ocean, as they 
haye done upon the land. These honorable men have associated 
themselves in chambers of commerce and in boards of trade for 
the transaction of their business, and yet in the Senate of the 
United States they are characterized as common gamblers. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Does the Senator from New York pre- 
tend to say that the class of merchants of New York whom he 
| has described go on the Exchange in New York and sell futures, 
| sell wind, sell fictions? 
| Mr. HISCOCK. I say that if you withdraw that class of men 
by law from those markets, as you will by this bill, those markets 
will be closed and can exist nolonger. 

Mr. WASHBURN. May [ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I add, that these men have established their 
buyers and their sellers throughout the country and this great 
system of which the distinguished Senator from Minnesota com- 
plains. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the Senator right 
here, if these boards of trade are to be destroyed, if this system 
of short selling is to b2 destroyed, how it happens that they were 
in existenee before this system was in vogue? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ishallanswerthat inamoment. I wish now 
to answer a little further the first question the Senator asked 
me. 

The men I have described, and who, I think, the Senator from 
Minnesota has included in his description—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. Not at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think he has. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iprotest. I never have included those 
men. I include the adventurers who go on boards of trade and 
buy and sell what they do not own. I do not include the class 
of gentlemen to whom the Senator refers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am glad the Senator repudiates it; but, 
sir, they are here to-day, all of them, from his State and mine, 
without an exception, protesting against this bill which he 
| presses upon the consideration of the Senate. If there is an ex- 
ception, it but emphasizes and illustrates the unanimity of the 
others. . 

I think the Senator from Minnesota closed the discussion yes- 
terday by reading, or having printed in the RECORD, an ar- 
raignment of those who were engaged in business in boards of 
| trade or in buying or selling futures; and they were pointed to, 
as [remember it, as men who debauched the young, who tempted 
men to embezzlement and tocrime which often make them fugi- 
tives from their country. Itwas a highly wrought picture, Mr. 
President. I believe it was from citizens of the Senator’s own 
city. This morning the Senator's colleague [Mr. DAVIS] favored 
the Senate with this telegraphic communication: 





We still desire to express our opposition to the antioption bill and to ex: 
press our fears for its effects on the value of our great farm products and 
the general business interests of the great Northwest. 





S. A. HARRIS, 
President Nationat Bank of Commerce. 
HK. B. SIDLE, 
President City Bank of Minneapolis, and others. 


I do not know how many more signatures there are here, but 
I assume that they all are those of the leading citizens of that city 
| of the West which is honored by being the residence of the dis- 
| tinguished Senator from Minnesota whopresees this bill. Against 
the rhetoric which he furnished the Senate yesterday, unproved, 
unsubstantiated in a single line by any evidence, I place the 
communication which comes to us from his city this morning. 

Mr. President, the Government has a currency authorized by 
law. Itis valuable. It haslegal-tender qualities. Itpurchases 
food, pays debts, and buys property, and because men are tempted 
| to counterfeit it should we ask to suspend the circulation of our 
currency? Men are tempted into wild speculations and wreck 
their own fortunes and those of their friends; therefore shall we 
| suspend business? 

Trustees of express trusts occasionally squander the estates 
which comeintotheir hands. Shall we, therefore, abolish express 
trusts? Some young men can not have the money of their em- 
ployers before them without the temptation t> embezzle it: there- 
fore [suppose young menshould not beemployed! The larger and 
more magnificent business interests are the more they are sur- 
rounded by temptation, or carry temptation with them; the larger 
| they are the more dependent upon them is State and national 
| progress; but because of the temptations which are incident to 
| them,are they to be suspended? 
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A few years ago meu were temptad, I believe, to bull the market 
in wheat, and they proke a eg That broken bank has been 
paraded here as an evidence of the necessity to strike down the 
Constitution of the United States, invade the guaranteed rights 
of citizens of the United States, change the whole course of 
trade, of business and of commerce, because a few bad men at- 
tempted to do that which I do not defend and were crushed and 
destroyed by it. 

I come now to an answer to the question of the Senator from 
Minnesota. Why is it necessary that we should have this way 
of doing business now more than formerly? I respond: Why not 
be content with the practices of the past? Why not tear up your 
railroads, burn your cars,and go back to the old stage coach? 
Why not with large wagons, with many horses in front of them, 
transport your grain for hundreds of miles to the nearest market, 
the cost of transportation absolutely eating up all the value there 
is in the grain? Why not carry your mails over the country 
withaman upon horseback blowing a bugle and distributing his 
letters in that way? 

Why not pull down your telegraph posts and still be content 
with transmitting communications by railroad? Why not de- 
stroy electricity and refuse to use inventions to which it is ap- 
plied, which we utilize now in our daily life? Why not go back 
to the small steamboat or to the sailing craft which a half cen- 
tury ago carried our products upon the seas to the markets of 


the world, instead of transporting them now in vessels of 10,000 | 


tons or more displacement? That is the answer to the Senator's 
question. As the volume of business increases, new improve- 
ments in administration are adopted. 

As new methods have been adopted for the purpose of facili- 
tating business, increasing the volume which isdone and lessen- 
ing the cost to the merchants of England, the merchants of France 
or of Germany or of Belgium, or the merchants of the United 
States of America, they have established boards of trade in 
their various countries for the purpose of facilitating the ex- 
change of commodities, for the purpose of transacting their le- 
gitimate business; and here in the United States we propose to 
prohibit it. 

This is another bull against the comet; for who believes that 
the action of Congress, if it approves this bill, will fora moment 
change or affect the price of wheat, corn, oats, or the products of 
the pig in the markets of the world? Because about this business 
there collect, I will say, criminal men, as forgers inspecta valua- 
ble security, as thieves look for the place wherein there is de- 
posited a large sumof money; because there is collected about 
this system of exchange bad, irresponsible men, thesystem must 
fall beneath the blows of the Senators who are favoring this 
measure. 

Later on, I shall enter somewhat more largely into a descrip- 


tion of the business so wantonly attacked, or rather attempt to | 
prove the necessity for it to the commercial men who areengaged | 


in itat the present time. 

The constitutional question involved here has been discussed, 
and I do not care to go from this discussion without expressing 
my opinion and saying something upon that. I have attempted 
to delineate the enormities of this legislation. I may say some- 
thing further on in respect of that; but, sir, you may paint its 
enormities in colors as dark as you please so far as it affects the 
business interests of the country; you may freight this bill with 
ruin and disaster tothe commerce of the country; youmay freight 
it with ruin and disaster to the farming interests of the country, 
whom we are told it is designed to benefit, and when you have 
done that, over and above all its perniciousness is the fact that 
the Senate of the United States—how often have I heard it said 
upon this floor that this is the ablest, the purest, the grandest 
legislative body upon the face of the earth—over and above all 


that I have indicated as the evils with which this legislation would | 


carry them, they are surmounted by the fact that the Senate of the 
United States deliberately proposes to have recourse to a pro- 
vision of the Constitution providing for taxation for authority 
for this legislation; the Senate knowing that they have no con- 
stitutional right to appeal to the taxing power of the Constitu- 
tion to effect the objects indicated by this bill nevertheless will, 
if it becomes a law. 

In that, sir, lies a greater evil than its effect upon the busi- 
ness interests of the country. There is not in this body to-day 
a Senator who can stand in his place and proclaim that Congress 
has the power to declare inoperative or forbid the making of 
contracts for the sale of property in any spot or place or on any 
day, whether the man owns the property or not. 

_ Lam told that the great Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
is to speak upon this question. I trust we shall hear from him 


on the constitutional power of Congress to forbid practically the 
entering into contracts for the sale and purchase of property in 
I care not what the property is or whether 
Yet, sir, that isthe object 


any place at any time. 
the vendor owns the property or not. 
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ee 
and purpose of this bill. Who denies it? It comes here asa 
tax bill, and this discussion was opened by the Senator from Min- 
nesota in an able and exhaustive speech, every word of which 
was devoted to prove that the business of selling futures upon 
boardsof trade is vicious and ought to be prohibited. 

Who has spoken of this bill as a needed measure to replenish 
the Treasury of the United States? Notone. TheSenator from 
Mississippi says in answer to that suggestion that it would not 
bring in any revenue if the Treasury did need replenishing. I 
thank him for that suggestion. Then he agrees with me that 
every Senator who votes for this measure invokes a constitu- 
tional provision unconstitutionally to suppress what he thinks 
is wrong. 

Mr. GEORGE. I agree to that. 

Mr. KENNA. So dol. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Senators may interrupt me here one after an- 
other—and I pause and challenge one in his place on the floor to 
dissent from the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. Whoishe? From 
what State does he hail? Senators are silent, sir, and will it be 
out of place for me to ask, Mr. President, in the face of this in- 
vitation and of the declaration of these two distinguished Sena- 
tors, how a Senator from a sovereign State can vote for this meas- 
ure in view of the oath that he took from you, sir, or from your 
predecessor, to support the Constitution of the United States? 
Does the oath of office bind his conscience? Are not men to re- 
gard their oaths to some extent at least as their guides, as hold- 
ing in thrall their consciences and shaping their political actions? 

I repeat, vicious as this legislation may be in its attacks upon 
the rights of the States,upon the rights of individuals, upon the 
rights of communities, upon business interests, that would be sur- 
mounted by the disregard of our oath of office, the violation of 
the Constitution of the United States knowingly and willfully 
involved in our approval of this bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr.WASHBURN. [ask if this same power has not been in- 
voked heretofore for a similar purpose, and been held good and 
held constitutional by the Supreme Court? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Possibly. Idonotdeny it. If the Senator 
refers to the tax upon State currency, I say not in that case. I 
can find ample authority for that in the Constitution reserving 
to the General Government the power in respect of establishing 
a uniform rate of currency; to establish the credit of that cur- 
I may be in favor of a 
liberal construction of the Constitution. Does the Senator refer 
to prohibitory taxation bya tariff bill? I say independent of 
the taxing power, I have always been able to find ample authority 
for the imposition of customs duties in those provisions of our 
Constitution for the support of our people, our defense against 
enemies within and enemies without, and in our constitutional 
power over commerce. In those provisions of the Constitution 
I have always found ample provision for the taxing power s¢far 
as foreign importations are concerned. Suppose Iam wrong in 
this position, suppose that this taxing power of the Constitution 
has been unconstituticnally invoked before, does it justify the 
Senator’s conscience to vote to violate the Constitution of the 
United States because some other Senator has done it? 

Mr. WASHURN. The authorities are ample. I quoted the 
other day Justice Story and Judge Cooley on this point exactly, 
that itis within the power of the Constitution to invoke the 
power of taxation for the purposes of destruction alone. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is Republican authority. 

Mr. WASHBURN. That is Republican authority, but that 
is good enough for me. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam entirely indifferent in respect to what 
Justice Story has said or what Judge Cooley has said on this 
question. The Senator from Minnesota and myself must speak 
and vote for ourselves. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [like to be in good company. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘We must speak for ourselves, and I challenge 
him to show anything in Cooley or in Story that shows that 
a legislator, without violating his oath of office, may invoke 
a provision of the Constitution to do an unconstitutional act. 
Judge eae never said it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. He said that the taxing power of the 
Government could be invoked for the express purpose of destroy- 
ing such things as the Louisiana lottery. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If he did, that is one authority, and I suppose 
the Senator from Minnesota is another. I cay that Judge Cooley 
and the Senator from Minnesota combined will never convince the 
American people of that. I do not believe they will do justice 
to themselves in the advancement of such an argument. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from New York yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
to a third authority, namely, the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Mr. Justice Swayne, in the case of the Pacific Insurance 
Company vs. Soule, in 7 Wallace, 446, in speaking of the taxing 
power under the Constitution, said: 


The taxing power is given in the most comprehensive terms, The only 
limitations imposed are: That direct taxes, including the capitation tax; 
shall be apportioned. 


That is one. 

That duties, imposts, and exercies shall be uniform— 

That is two. 
nan that no duties shall be imposed upon articles exported from any 

tate. 

That is three.” 

With these exceptions the exercise of the power is in all respects un- 
fettered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In reply to that I have to say that I heartily 
indorse the doctrine. I have no contention with that learned 
judge on that subject. I haveno contention with any court upon 
thatsubject. Invoke the taxing power to destroy, if you please, 
so long as you invoke it to tax and there is nolimitation upon it. 
You may take the property; I grantit. You may confiscate it; I 


grant it; but when you take it and confiscate it, I say to the 
Senator you must do it for the purpose of taxation. Find me, 


if you can, a sentiment from any learned jurist contrary to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is the case of the Veazie Bank vs. 
Fenno, in 8 Wallace. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have read that case; we have all read it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In that case the very proposition the Sen- 
ator contends against is recognized and adopted by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I mustsay to the Senator from Oregon that 
we are all familiar with that case. I do not understand it as he 
does. Here is where the trouble comes in and which has led to 
much misrepresentation or much misunderstanding upon that 
case and the other cases. If you have a tax law—and I call 
the attention of the lawyers of this Senate to that question—and 
it is impossible for the court to spell out in the language of the 
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law from its provisions that it was enacted for another object | 


than taxation, it has been held legal and valid. 


Many cases have been presented to the courtsin which it almost | 


seemed as if the line was reached where they could see another 
purpose in the bill, and that they possibly felt impelled in justi- 
fication to themselves toinvoke toits extremest limits the taxing 
- power under the Constitution. Therefore in these cases you find 
many an expression enlarging upon the taxing power; but, bar- 
ring Judge Cooley, where is there any respectable authority? 
Mr. WASHBURN. Is not Justice Story authority? 
Mr. HISCOCK. Ishould first want to see what Justice Story 
said and see the context. I have not seenit. I will look at it 
some time during the discussion. I should like to see where he 


deliberately putforth the doctrine that you may by a bill drafted | 


under the taxing power of the Constitution effect some other 
object than taxation. Where he approves, a law framed under 
the taxing power of the Constitution which does not and can not 
tax, and that is not the object, the undisputed purpose being to 
prohit Constitutional contracts. 

Bear in mind, in connection with this point, that when the 
courts have had these cases before them the object or purpose 
has been left to speculation. It is so easy for a man to argue 
from authorities that a law was not rendered unconstitutional, 
because under the taxing power was cloaked, hidden, concealed, 
ambushed another purpose, forgetting in the discussion of the 
question for the moment to point out the fact that that purpose 
was hidden, was ambushed there so that it was not patent to the 
court. But it takes more than one swallow to make a summer. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Judge Story’s Commentaries on the Con- 
stitution, volume 1, page 687, uses this language: 

The absolute power to lay taxes includes the power in every form in which 
it may be used, and for every purpose for which the legislature may choose 
toapplyit. This results from the very nature of such an unrestricted power. 
A fortiori it might be applied by Congress to purposes for which nations have 
been accustomed to apply it. Now, nothing is more clear from the history 
of commercial nations, t the fact that the taxing power is often, very 
often applied, for other purposes than revenue. It is often applied as a reg- 
ulation ofcommerce. * * * Sometimesasa bounty upon an infant manu- 
factory or agricultural product; sometimes as a suppression of particular 
employments. 

I think that is pretty apt. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, sir, I have not the time to analyze 
what Judge Story has said. I have time, however, to sa at 
language of that kind I dissent from and i abhor if it can be car- 
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ried to the extent of sustaining a law—which does not tax—can 
not tax, was not intended to tax, but to prohibit lawful contracts; 
as I have already said, Ido not believe Judge Storey intended 
to say that. There is no decision of the United States courts 
or of the Supreme Court of the United States promulgating any 
such doctrine. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Is not that doctrine promulgated in the 
case of the Veazie Bank vs. Fenno? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh,no. We have been through with that, 
and it has been explained by Senators here half a dozen times. 
No one is so blind as one who will notsee. So far as that caseis 
concerned, there is nodivision of sentiment among lawyers as to 
what it held and what was thelaw of thatcase. Some time this 
question will be fairly metand decided. Bear in mind the prin- 
ciple involved. 

Will Senators here argue that Congress possesses that divine 
jurisdiction enabling it to prohibit by taxation the raising of 
wheat? That is the question. Away with these little issues or 
these little questions which nag at the great question; away with 
this discussion about the tariff and this tax upon bank circulation: 
away with this lottery bill. You have before you a question 


| broader than that. Have we the divine power to prohibit by 


taxation the raising of cotton in the State of Mississippi? 

I believe the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] in this discus- 
sion spoke about the prohibition by taxation of the distillation of 
spirits. Oh, sir, do not let us take an article against which pop- 
ular prejudice is directed. By taxation may you destroy the 
railroads? by taxation may you destroy the telegraphs? For the* 
purpose of raising revenue? yes; but todestroy, no; if that is the 
purpose. That is the question you have to meet. 

If the Senators who favor the measure are right you may close 
every factory in the United States and put out the fires in every 
furnace if this power is vested in Congress under the taxing 
clause in the Constitution. I say again, away with these gnats, 
these flieswhich you precipitate upon this great question. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President—— . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. KENNA. The question I wish to ask the Senator is not 
of sufficient importance—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, put it in; the sooner the better. 

Mr. KENNA. Comment has been made all through this dis- 
cussion about these various decisions. I should like to see 
whether the Senator from New York and I agree on the subject. 
If this bill should declare by its title and on its face, instead of 
the title which it now carries, that it was a bill to provide for 
taxing the various products named therein for the purpose of 
prohibiting the dealing in futures, or, to put it more broadly, in 
the event of the plain declaration by Congress on the face of the 
bill of the purpose at which it is avowedly aimed, I should like 
the Senator’s opinion whether then it would come within any of 
the decisions which have been referred to here? 

Mr. HISCOCK. In my judgmentitwould be unconstitutional 
and void, and would be so declared. 

Mr.KENNA. And soit would be in mine. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the Senator 
New York another question. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

yield? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, 

Mr. WASHBURN. If in the tariff bill of 1890, where we put 
a tax of $2 a pound on leaf tobacco, there had beena preamble 
saying that it wasfor the purpose of prohibiting the importa- 
tion of tobacco into this country, I ask whether that would hav: 
been constitutional? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have said already in respect to the tariff 
laws that to support and sustain them I have not been compelled 
to go to the taxing power under the Constitution. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Where do you go? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I go to those. other. provisions in rspect to 
defense, the general welfare clause, to commerce, and other pow- 
ers which are enumerated in the Constitution. Of them there 
are many which, inmy judgment, you may invoke to build up a 
domestic industry. If the Senator wants further information 01 
that subject let him go to the wonderful report of Alexander 
Hamilton, which has been alamp to our feet and the chart of our 
political lives. 

I repeat, Mr. President, when we confront this question, as we 
do in this discussion, its magnitude is beyond your comprehen- 
sion or mine. Why, sir, we are not a ‘* painted Jove with idk 
thunder in our hands” if, under the taxing power, we can un 
make and destroy every interest and every individual in this 
broad land of ours; yet that is what is claimed. 

I heard a Senator say the other day that he was willing to 
go to his constituents upon this question. SoamlI. In my judg- 


from 


Does the Senator from New York 
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ment there is not an intelligent constituency in this country, in 
Minnesota or New York, we can not win to our side in opposi- 
tion to this bill. 

We are told that petitions have come here, and in obedience 
to their commands this bill should be enacted into law. How 
many of those petitioners have studied this question or heard it 
discussed and understand the perils with which it is environed 
and how little of blessing there is in it? How has it been dis- 
cussed? Let me allude to the broad statesmanlike manner in 
which it has been discussed. 

The merchants of New York, of Chicago, are banditti, gam- 
blers, robbers, and oppress the farmers. A castor is hurled into 
the arena, and upon this declaration weare hurried to vote upon 
a bill by those who say this measure must be adopted. 

Some man did attempt to bull wheat, but went back stagger- 
ing from the contact with the animal, shivering, beaten, and 
destroyed. Yet that is commented upon and stated as a reason 
why this bill should be passed. There were bucket shops 
throughout the country. In every market in the country there 
is some place where aman can go and read from the “ ticker” 
the price of farm products. They are called bucket shops. I 
tell you, sir, that the information disseminated by them among 
the people is greater by comparison than the evils which can 
be pointed out at which this bill is aimed. The market reports 
are read everywhere and known by everybody. 

Ihave said, Mr. President, that some time we shall not have to 
depend upon Judge Story or Judge Cooley in respect to authority. 
If it is true that there lurks in the taxing provision of the Con- 
stitution this vast power, the courts will decide it. We are not 
without some little light upon this subject ourselves from the 
judges who have construed the Constitution. Chief Justice 
Marshall’s spirit hovers over us. What does he say? 

Let the end be legitimate— 

I refer to the case of McCulloch vs. 
(4 Wheaton)— 

Let the end be legitimate; let it be within the scope of the Constitution, 
and all means which are appropriate, which are plainly adapted to that end, 
which are not prohibited, but which are consistent with the letter and spirit 
of the Constitution, are constitutional. 

Chief Justice Marshall is an authority who certainly commands 
the respect of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] as well 
as myself. What next? 


Should Congress, in the execution of its powers, adopt measures which are 
prohibited by the Constitution, or should Congress, under the pretext of 
executing its powers, pass laws for the accomplishment of objects not in- 
trusted to the Government— 

Mark the language: 
it would become the eng duty of this tribunal, should a case requiring 
such a decision come before it, to say that such an act was not the law of the 
land. 

[ care not in what case he said it. These words should guide 
us. Their spirit should pervade this Chamber in the execution 
of our high duty in considering this bill. 

Mr. Justice Miller says in the New York case: 

In whatever language a statute may be framed, its purpose must be deter- 
mined by its natural and reasonable effect; and it isapparent that the object 
of this statute, as judged by that criterion, is tocompel the owners of vessels 
to pay a sum of money for every passenger brought by them from a foreign 
port, 

And he declares the law unconstitutional. 
The City of New York vs. Miln, 11 Peters. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Was that acase where the taxing power 
was invoked? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; it was where they compromised a bond 
by taking head money. Again, Mr, Justice Miller, in Morgan 
vs. Louisiana, said: 

In all cases of this kind it has been repeatedly held that, when the ques- 
tion is raised whether the State statute is a just exercise of State power, or 
is intended as a roundabout means to invade the domain of Federal au- 
thority, this court will look into the operation and effect of the act to dis- 
cern its purpose. 

Mr. Justice Miller again says: 

In whatever language a statute may be framed its purpose must be de- 
termined by its natural and reasonable effect, and it is apparent that the ob- 
ject of this statute, as judged by that criterion, is to compel the owners of 
vessels to pay a sum of money for every passenger brought by them from a 
foreign port. 

And the law was held to be unconstitutional. 

In the Minnesota case, Mr. Justice Harlan says: 

Upon the authority of those cases and others that could be cited, it is our 
duty to inquire in respect to the statute before us, not only whether there is 
areal and substantial relation between its avowed objects and the means 
devised for attaining those objects, but whether by its necessary or natural 
Se itimpairs or destroys rights secured by the Constitution of the 

nited States. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Let me ask the Senator a question right 
here. In case this bill should become a law, and it should go to 
the Supreme Court, does he think the Supreme Court would 
hold it unconstitutional? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have thought of that question, and have 
given it very serious attention. Before I answer I desire to say 


The State of Maryland 


That is the case of 


| and they have brought it back without a report. 





that my line of duty is not to be controlled and marked by whether 
Iam able to conceal my real object, my real purpose, so that a 
court can not discover it, and therefore 1 can escape detection and 
punishment. 

To answer the Senator’s question, however, I concede there is 
very serious difficulty. The question is whether the court can 
understand from this bill that its te: gre is under aconstitutional 
provision tveffect an unconstitutional purpose. Letuslook at the 
facts a moment surrounding thismeasure. The bill was referred 
to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, that great committee 
charged with the duty of giving the law to the Senate. A bill 
to raise revenue was not referred to the Finance Committee, 


| oh, no, but referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; look- 


ing, I suppose, to a report from that committee to say whether 
this bill would stand the test or not, whether the cheat was so 
concealed that the court could not detect it, and whether the 
fraud was obvious or not. It was referred to that committee, 
I might al- 
most use slang, and say that the Republican end of that commit- 
t2e seem to have taken to the woods somewhere, and I am sorry 
they have. 

Mr. WASHBURN.. The committee reported the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There was no report of the majority of that 
committee declaring this bill constitutional. If there was such 
a report I will pause to have it read. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that, after having given the 
matter a good deal of attention, I have come to the conclusion 
that if I were a judge and should have to pass upon this bill if 
enacted into law, I should hold it to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I thank the Senator for those words. He is 
not first on that committee—I mean in the order in which the 
list of its members is printed—but who, I ask, is superior as a 
lawyer on that committee to the distinguished Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ifthe Senator from New York will yield, 
I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut the same ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. He has answered it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. No, he has not. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Connecticut in case this bill became a law and it 
went to the Supreme Court, if he thinks the court would hold it 
unconstitutional? 

Mr. PLATT. I can not guess what the Supreme Court would 
do. I can only say what my action would be if I were amember 
of the Supreme Court. If the Senator wants me to guess, I 
would guess that the Supreme Court would hold it to be uncon- ° 
stitutional. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, Mr. President, I propose to discuss the 
question of what the court would hold. There are certain facts 
of which courts must take judicial notice. They must take no- 
tice of the air ar breathe, of the food they eat, of the raiment 
they wear, of the heat and the light necessary to their support, 
and to human life; they must take judicial notice of the shore 
of the continent, of the sea that laves it, of the great rivers that 
intersect it—all these things and many others they must take 
notice of, and they need not be proved. Let us look at this bill. 

Src. 4. That special taxes are imposed as follows: Every dealer in “‘o 


tions’’ or ‘‘futures” as hereinbefore defined in this act shall pay annually 
the sum of $1,000 as a license fee for conducting such business— 


One thousand dollars license fee to the bucket shops, to those 
little places so fraught with danger to theginnocent youth who 
are likely to flee from home and escape to Canada, One thou- 
sand dollars of license for each of these ten thousand camps of 
the devil throughout the United States, organized against the 
farmers of the country! 

Mr. President, when shall the court see, I ask you, that that 
license fee is so iarge that it is prohibitory? That is the ques- 
tion. In my judgment—and I judge that is the opinion of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]—whenever the court can 
see, can take judicial notice of the fact that the tax is prohibi- 
tory, that it is intended to render invalid contracts sanctioned 
by the common law or prohibit their being made, destroy busi- 
ness and wreck property, then it will decide an act unconstitu- 
tional. Must you, sir, go to $10,000 before the vision of the 
judge discovers that the tax is prohibitory in its character? 

hen can the judge see it? That is the question. 


and shall also pay the further sum of 5 cents per pound for each and every 
pound of raw or unmanufactured cotton. hops, pork, lard, or bacon — 


In addition to the fee of $1,000. How much is cotton a pound? 

Mr.PUGH. Five cents. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And the tax isicents. Must it be 10, 15, or 
20 cents before the court can say that it is intended to prohibit 
contracts for the sale of cotton for future delivery? 
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Mr. WASHBURN. 
cotton at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But this is a tax upon the cotton covered by 
the contract. Do not let us have any quibbling about what it is. 
We all understand it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is cotton that is not owned by the per- 
son who pretends to sell it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand that it is cotton that is not 
owned. We all understand that it is cotton that is not owned; 
and I will meet that question a little later on. 

There is not a people upon the face of this earth, in my judg- 
ment, however ignorant or barbarous who do not recognize the 
legality of contracts for the future delivery of goods by men 
where they are not owners of them; and I want to say to you, 
Mr. President, that commerce from the earliest ages has grown 
upon that. How many of the early merchants who contracted to 
deliver goods went to the islands of the seas to collect and buy 
them to fill their contracts, going there by the laborious way of 
sailing ships? 

The merchant in all ages has ventured to other countries to 
buy goods to fill his contracts and paid his money for them. 
The commerce of the world all down the line from the first 
glimmerings of civilization to the present time has existed, has 
been fed, and eae by this kind of speculation, aman selling 
and then going to other markets to buy goods to fill the contract. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly 

Mr. GEORGE. What about the law with reference to con- 
tracts for the sale of goods where neither party expected to de- 
liver or receive? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not a word to say intheir favor. My 
judgment is that so far as they are concerned—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me state one fact, and then the Senator, 
can goon. The proof in this case is full, ample,and complete, 
that over 90 per cent of all these trades with reference to cot- 
ton—I am speaking now with reference to New Orleans and 
New York—is in futures and no delivery is contemplated. 

Mr. WASHBURN. And inChicagoit amounts to 95 per cent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator is speaking in reference to op- 
tions? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam speaking of futures, where the contract, 
as copied in the record, obligates the seller to deliver the cotton 
on the day named. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You are speaking of options? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, of the obligation to do it and where the 
witness swears he is bound to do it, and the proof by the same 
witness is that neither party contemplated a delivery would be 


It is not a contract for the actual sale of 


made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as they are concerned—and I with- 
draw what I said—I stand here in this discussion opposed to the 
inhibition upon any common-law rule in respect to contracts. 

Mr.GEORGE. Then you aredefending something which does 
not exist in the record here. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am not defending it. 
understood. 

Mr. GEORGE. You are defending a traffic which does not 


Iwantthat distinctly 


exist. 

Mr. HISCOCK. WhatI say is this—and the Senator has mis- 
taken my whole line of argument, and I have spoken to but little 
effect if he does not understand that so far as Iam concerned 
there are no evils which can be painted or that can be described 
which are equal to that one great evil of taking a provision of 
the Constitution and using it to effect an unconstitutional object. 

Mr.GEORGE. I have stated to the Senator that I did not be- 
lieve that the taxing power of the Government could be prop- 
erly applied to the suppression of this evil. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I know you have. 

Mr. GEORGE. AndIam not going to vote for any bili which 
does that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not going to discuss the Senator’s sub- 
stitute for the bill now, but whenever the time comes, whenever 
the argument is advanced upon this floor that the provision of 
the Constitution giving Congress the power to regulate inter- 
state commerce gives to the legislature the power to ambush 
within the provisions of such a law as that, to launch such a 

isoned weapon that it may carry death to the ‘‘Common 

ee I say that every argument that [ have used here applies 
to that. 

Mr. GEORGE. [If the Sénator will do me the honor to listen 
to me asI have listened to him, he will understand it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam going to listen, and I came here this 
morning to listen to the Senator, as I understood he was to dis- 
cuss this question to-day. 

T was discussing the question of whether the court could see 
that this law was unconstitutional. Upon the face of the bill 
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is unconstitutionality written? I answer the Senator and say 
that in my judgment it is. The only trouble is,when and to what 
limit can you go before the court must take judicial notice that 
the act is not for a legitimate purpose of that clause of the 
Constitution under which it is framed. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says to me, ‘‘Sup- 
»03e the tax was a dollar a pound that was to be paid for deal- 
ing in the cotton covered by these contracts.” Here I have been 
under an examination. I ask the Senator from Mississippi if, 
in his judgment, this bill said that every person who made these 
contracts, these futures,as they are called, should upon every 
transaction pay $1,000 license and a dollar a pound upon the cot- 
ton covered by these futures, would it then be apparent that the 
object was to prohibit the making of such contracts rather than 
to raise revenue? 

Mr. GEORGE. May I answer? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. This is avery pretty little quarrel here be- 
tween my Republican friends as to the meaning of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. Allow me to say that Iam espe- 
cially delighted to find that one of them has found out that there 
is something which Congress can not do, and that is the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. Iwant to say that I believe 
the bill is unconstitutional as it is now written. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So dol. 

Mr.GEORGE. What the Supreme Court would say about 
that Ido not know, butI am not going to vote for the bill as it 
now is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say that I believe upon this great question 
the Senator from Mississippi, the Senator from Connecticut, and 
myself represent the majority of the court. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allcw me, without inter- 
fering in this matter, I want to say to my friend here that from 
a Republican point of view, I think he has got rather the better 
of the argument. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Who has—I? 

Mr. GEORGE. No; the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, as a Republican measure, if 
the Senator proposes to attack it as such, I certainly—— 

Mr. GEORGE. It came from a Democratic House. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I interrupt this discussion to ask a 
question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to ask the Senator from New York 
if he thinks that in the absence of the clause of the Constitution, 
which I will read, Congress would have any right tolevy customs 
duties on imports to this country? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Before the Senator reads that, and without 
his reading it, I will refer him to the report of Hamilton. That 
is a better answer than I can give. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me to get through 
with my sentence—— 

My point is that that same clause confers the power to lay 
customs dues as well as internal-revenue taxes, does it not? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That being so, if that clause was stricken 
out, where in all of the folds of the Constitution of the United 
States does the Senator from New York find any power upon the 
part of Congress to levy customs duties? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The power to regulate commerce of itself is 
amply broad enough. Nobody here dare deny or question it; 
and if you wish me to go further I can give you other provisions. 
There is no power to levy taxes and customs duties upon inter- 
state commerce; you may not regulate interstate commerce in 
that way, and I do not choose to discuss that question now. I 
have not all the pertinent provisions now in my mind. The 
Senator from Mississippi, I suppose, would propose to doit. He 
claims under the power to regulate interstate commerce that 
there is a power to tax. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have made no such statement. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The power to prohibit. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The power to prohibit. 

Mr. GEORGE. To remove an obstruction to interstate com- 
merce or foreign commerce. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But there is ample authority in the Consti- 
tution to levy customs duties independent of the power to tax. 
But let us look a little more at this bill: 

And shall also pay the further sum of 5 cents per poms for each and every 
pound of raw or unmanufactured cotton, hops, pork, lard, or bacon, and the 
sum of 20 cents per bushel for each and every bushel of any of the other ar- 
ticles mentioned in section 2 of this act. 

That is, wheat, corn, and oats. 

When, I[ ask again, will the courts take judicial notice of the 
fact that the tax is so large that it isnot the purpose of the bill to 
raise revenue, but to invade the States and invade the rights of 
the citizen, to prohibit the making of constitutional contracts 
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guaranteed under the constitution of all the States in the Union? 
That right came to us with the first settlers who landed in Vir- 
ginia and those who landed —_ Plymouth Rock and brought 
with them the common law of England. 

[ was saying something a little earlier about the arguments 
which had been resorted to, the influences which had been in- 


voked to forward this legislation. I have received petitions 
from my Own State, and yet in the State of New York there is 
searcely a bushel of corn sold outside of the county limits in 
which it is raised. Does that make any difference? 

What I have said in regard to cornis nearly the case in regard 
to wheat. In regard to both those products, you might as well 
insist that the people of New York State would be interested in 
this bill covering futures, because of the pastures they have or 
the grass which their cattle consume from those pastures. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How about butter? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say it does not cover butter. Of neither 
of those other products do the people of my State raise as much as 
they consume, but with a small exception they raise all the ar- 
ticles enumerated here for home consumption, and for home con- 
sumption alone. 

Mr. President, I propose briefly to discuss the effect of the 
bill, and I say here now that the third section and the twelfth 
section combined, if they become law, will have the power to 
absolutely crush to the earth the farmers of the United States. 
Lask the Senator from Minnesota to mark what Isay. When- 
ever you limit the dealings in wheat orcorn to the actual article 
in existence, and whenever you provide that it must be collected 
at great shipping points tomeetour foreign commerce, whenever 
you provide, as this bill does in theory, that it must go into ele- 
vatorssomewhere, as it must, where it can repose in large volume 
that large transactions may be made in it, I say that ue lay the 
foundation for one of the most gigantic, cruel, and rapacious 
trusts which could exist. Is that what this bill means—to have 
a line of elevators stretching from Minnesota down the lakes to 
New York, in which this grain is to be collected? 

Remember it is a necessity that the grain should be collected 
in elevators for shipment. The ship is atourdock. How much 
is the ship to take? One hundred thousand bushels? The ship 
wants it; it can not pick it up from the farmers in Michigan and 
Minnesota; it must be collected somewhere, and by one transac- 
tion purchased and taken for exportation. This is the natural 
course of trade. The grain will be assembled at great shipping 
ceniers in the hands of a few men. That is the milk in the 


cocoanut. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Min- 
nesota? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not insinuate that the Senator from 
Minnesota contemplates any such result from this bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not care whether you door not. I 
have not the slightestcare. Asa matter of fact there are always 
on the markets of this country from thirty to forty million bush- 
els of wheat to sell. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir; there are 40,000,000 bushels; and I 
thank the Senator for that information. The 40,000,000 bushels 
would + taken possession of by telegraph from New York City 
and held——— 

Mr. WASHBURN. And taken at a good price. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Taken and held as some one has said about 
the Armours holding the meat, and not to let others settle the 
difference in the price; oh, no, but to take the meat. Is there 
any doubt about it? One man, one syndicate, one trust will con- 
trol every bushel of wheat which comes in the market. There 
is no doubt about it. 

Mr. President, it was a skillful hand that drafted this bill—a 
genius bright and effulgent, which should have exerted itself 
upon a worthier object. 

Mr. President, [spoke about genius. I was speaking of the gen- 
ius that framed and created, this admirable (?) bill. Lhavesaidin 
the course of trade that all wheat in sight, all the actual product, 
must be collected, and that it will be bought and controlled by 
a syndicate. They know where it is. It is in the elevators. 
The proprietors of three hundred of them have come here and 
petitioned for this bill. 

Look one step further, and that is at the twelfth section. I 
understood the Senator from Minnesota to say that he abandoned 
that. It provides that every man who makes a valid contract, 
or a contract that is not taxed, a contract to sell when he owns, 
shall be recorded. The collector of the district enters his name 
in a book and the amount of wheat sold against it. A cunning 
device; apt thing! Collectors’ books in three districts, in the 
city of Chicago and New York alone, would give the owners 
of every bushel of wheat. Here we get together a congress of 
ail the owners of the wheat. There is atrust for you! Itwould 
stand to other monstrous trusts as warts stand to Alps. 


The Senator from Minnesota said the other day that he would 
abandon this section. Oh, do not abandon it; abandon nothing 
that may come back tous in conference if this bill is passed here. 

I desire to state a fact, and there must be Senators here who 
can advise me iflam wrong. I proclaim here that every com- 
bination in wheat to put it up where it has been defeated, has 
been adopted through these options and futures. The men who 
were in, had cash to control the actual wheat, but they could not 
control that which was in the air—unmateralized, and they were 
wrecked. 

I noticed when I made this remark that the Senator from 
Minnesota nodded. As you extend the volume of business you 
defeat the power to control the price. I proclaim as an axiom, 
as a principle in trade that has never yet been refuted, and it 
never will be, thatit isonly when the goodscan be controlled by 
one master mind and by one long purse that you have trusts and 
combinations that are an oppression of the ple. 

No, Mr. President and Senators, put it in the power of the 
elevators of this country from Buffalo to Chicago and Milwaukee 
and Minneapolis to collect the wheat of this country, and their 
line, I think, will be that of a great anaconda stretching from 
the East to the West and destroying whatever is within its folds. 

Ob, this bill is a masterpiece of workmanship! They tell us 
that in a law it will resist efforts to put down prices. There is 
not any evidence before any committee to prove that except the 
statement of one man in one small town, who took his wheat 
to the mill, and that day the news had come in from Chicago or 
somewhere else that wheat had fallen, and he did not get as 
much as he expected. 

It is said that as to the twelfth section they are willing that 
it shall be eliminated? But I have in mind now that fearful 
sight, described by Victor Hugo, between Gilliatt and the devil- 
fish. Its tentacles were surrounding the victim; as they clung 
to him his strength could not weaken their folds nor his knife 
sever them. Death was in their embrace from suffocation or 
by absorption, by a dozen different methods. There was but 
one relief, and that was to retain the vigor of his right arm with 
a knife in the hand until he could destroy the life of the monster 
by severing its head. 

I say to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] that I am 
speaking now asa Republican. You have charged our party 
sometimes with having fostered trusts. I desire to say here and 
now that this bill is the basis of the most gigantic trust that was 
ever conceived by human intelligence. 

We hear talk here to the effect that this bill must be carried 
through because there is this vast volume of fictitious business. 
What is this business? I have here, and I will, with the leave 
of the Senate, place in the RECORD, the course of business which 
renders it necessary, as shown by statements made before the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

FEBRUARY 22, 1892. 
STATEMENT OF A. C. RAYMOND, OF DETROIT. 

Now, our friends, in support of their contention that this system of future 
trading depresses the value of their farm products, say that this system has 
reached its present large proportions mainly during the last five years, and 
that the effect of it has been that the prices of their products have been de- 
pressed. Anounceoffactis wortha pound of theory, and this whole question, 
this whole contention on the part of the farmers, rests upon a misapprehen- 
sion of facts. Instead of that proposition being true, the contrary is the fact, 
and I want to introduce here the figures showing the average prices based on 


the monthly range of cash wheat in Chicago for the last five years, and also 
of corn and of oats. 


{From Howard Bartels & Co., compilers and publishers. ] 














| Wheat Corn. | Oats. 
97 . 383 
- 804 .41 31 
. 86 . 37 224 
7 “Sot 28} 
7 . 39 - 26 





Present system has increased prices. 


These figures were comics by a firm in Chicago which publishes thie cir- 
cular or price current which is acknowledged as an authority by the grain 
trade throughout the country. 

Now, without any further argument, Mr. Chairman, that must effectually 
and mpeg: ae of the contention that the large development of this 
system of trading in the last five years has depressed prices. It has not. It 
has increased them. 


Prices not influenced as claimed. 


Mr. RAYMOND. Now, Mr. Brigham said here on Friday last that this prop- 
osition was sustained by the course of prices during this season, namely, 
that the speculators depressed the prices by this undue short selling when 
the farmer was moving the bulk of his crop; that the advamces came after- 
wards, and that this year was an illustration of it. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
have filed here a statement showing the opening prices of wheat each month 
from the Ist day of July last to February 18, that is, on the first day of the 
month; the h t prices reached dur the month, and the Joa 
reached yee 7 the month, and the cl prices; and I assert right here 
_ that establishes exactly the contrary of what Mr. Brigham claimg is 
the fact. 
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Prices of wheat in Chicago from July .1, 1891, to February 18, 1892. 





lopenea. Highest price. | Lowest price. toy 


ne | | |S 


Month. 


ion kan ictunncnete #0. 895 | 80.92, July 2 | 80.853, July 15 | 80.90} 
we 95 1. 16}, A’ 17 95, A 1 1.1 
I siniinabas, cumedeniis i . 16}, Aug. ug. 

Sepember eee ieee 1.07 1. com 1| 1.03, Sept. 10 1.04 
October ...... Sabatier os 1.04 1.06},Oct. 9 . 99%, Oct. 28 1.02 
NOVGMDO? 25.22. -<cn<se< 1.01 1.044, Nov. 6 , Nov. 30 -98 
ee F -99%,Dec. 8 - 953, Dec. 29 - 96 
pS RLS SOR TEM 95 -95f, Jan. 2 -89},Jan. 15 90 
February to 18th .......- {WEE Tabhebacemsvondnde .88},Feb. 4 





They had not begun to trade much in May wheat in July, so I use Decem- 
ber wheat for that month. As an illustration, in July wheat opened at 804: 
= or 90, cents; it touched for the lowest price 85j on the 15th of July; it 
clogged a 

n August they began totradein May wheat. The opening price in August 
was 95 cents on the first day for May wheat. On the 17th day of August it 
was $1.16}. The lowest price in August was that opening price, 95 cents; it 
closed at $1.10}. Now, August is the month of the largest deliveries of win- 
ter wheat all overthiscountry. Everybody knows that who knows sans 
about the wheat business. So that theory they contend for did not hold g 
in August wortha cent. August 17 was the day on which the highest point 
was reached in the whole year sofar. The closing price was a gain of 15} 
cents. 


FEBRUARY 16, 1892. 


STATEMENT OF MR. CHARLES W. IDE, PRESIDENT OF THE NEW YORK COTTON 
EXCHANGE. 


Before the formal argument on the part of the Exchange is presented by 
our vice-president, I should like to state that from my own personal stand- 
point this measure involves a very serious difficulty; that is, if the bills as 
now presented are enacted, which will make it utterly impossible for the 
firm with which I am connected to exist. Itis a firmof some thirty years, 
standing. The methods now yaaa in the operations of that firm are, the 
results of experience, and, asI havesaid, ofnecessity. Our businessisentirely 
that of supplying Eastern mills with cotton. I have refused time and time 
again speculative orders. I make thissomewhat personal statementin order 
to make it clearer. We have an office in Bostonandin New York. We have 
various correspondents and some agents sent from our Northern offices into 
South to purchase cotton. 

The offices of the New England mills are largely located in Boston; that 
is, the offices of the treasurers are there, and they are the officers who have 
to purchase cotton. Forexample, H. B. Claflin & Co. goto the selling agents, 
that is, the agents whosell the goods of a mill in Lowell, and they say, “We 
want to buy of you $50,000 worth of a certain kind of sheetings to be delivered 
to us in August; what is your price?’’ The agent goes to the treasurer and 
states the proposition. esays: ‘‘Whatcan youdo?” The treasurer says: 
“T can not name a price until Isee what I can doin cotton.” So he goes to 
my ner in Boston and says: ‘‘I want a thousand bales of fine running 
good middling cotton, bottom-land cotton, heavy staple, for a particular 
kind of machinery.” Thatmachinery is ealuseed for thatarticle. He says: 

“T want that cotton in my mill in July,and not before; I have not any 
storage room, and I have not money enough to buy and hold it until that 
time; but I want to spin it in August. Whatis your price?” My sage 
communicates with me, and I go down to our exchange and look at the cea 
of July contracts there. From experience and some study in the matter I 
know pretty well, I think, what I can afford to sell that kind of cotton for, 
tanaaks atthe mill in July, because of the priceof July contracts in New York. 
Isay to him, for example—although correctly these are not futures—* Julyis 
selling at 8} cents; if you pees oe 9 cents for that cotton it will be asafe trans- 
action; but 1 say, do not make that sale, because the market is excited and 
nervous, until I get the Julys.’”’ He goes back to the treasurer of the mill 
and says, ‘‘I think I can sell you that cotton landed in Lowell at a certain 
price,” and the treasurer tells H. B. Claflin & Co. what he can sellfor. He 
comes to our office again and says, “I will take it,” and my partner tele- 
phones me by the long-distance wire, and I godown and buy a thousand bales 
of Julys. H. B. Claflin has got the goods, the mill has the cotton, and I have 
sold thecotton and bought cotton. Iam protected, and I do notcare astraw 
whether that cotton goes up or down. 

Now I do not propose to receive that cotton. Why? Because on our ex- 
change there can be delivered to me 2,000 bales of cotton of various eS; 
it may be a very high grade of cotton, or very low, with a correspon dif- 
ference in price. e mill can not use thatlow-gradecotton. The machinery 
is not used for that purpose. They want fine ane, ood middling cot- 
ton, bottom-land cotton, heavystaple. Sowewait un 5 une comes around. 
We are watching the matter closely. I telegraph down to my correspond- 
ent in New Orleans and say: ‘‘ What can you pick up this kind of cotton 
for?’’ I telegraph our correspondents at Little Rock, at Memphis, and per- 
haps ‘half a dozen other places, andI say to them, ‘‘Make me an offer of so 
many thousand bales of cotton to be shipped so as to reach Lowell in July.” 
They all reply the next morning. I take what I consider the most advan- 
tageous of those offers, if the matter looks right. If it does not, I wait 
until another day, andtryit again. I take the most advantageous offer, ac- 
cept it, and buy that cotton, and then I go right down on the floorof the ex- 
change and sell tosome one else 5,000 balesofJulys. I transfertoanotherman 
on the exchange my right to receive that 1,000 balesin July. Now, Ido not 
care ifI have paid acent apound above9 cents for thecotton landed in Lowell 
if Ican sell out and make acentapound. If the market has gone downlI 
may buy that cotton landed in Lowell at 8 cents a pound and make a cent 
&@ pound, and sell out my Julys at a loss, but Iam square. 

ow, my point is that if I am to be restricted from buying futures on the 
floor from a man who has the actual cotton, or if I have got to find out 
whether the man who proposes to sell is a planter or not, it will be an utter 
impossibility for me to conduct business, because I go to the ex my- 
self and buy my Julys. I donot want my competitors to know what I am 
doing in the market, so I give the order to a broker, who purposely keeps it 
hidden from the buyer. If I go to sell toa party who may have an order 
from Havre, I must have that cotton, and I bey it as a reputable merchant, 
and he is representing somebody else. I say if there is onest 
in that kind of dealing, or if there is anything which affects the planter in- 
juriously in that sort of dealing, I can not see it; and I submit that, if a gen- 
tleman who professes to have the interests of the country at heart presses 
upon Congress for two sessions measures which the best legal opinion informs 
us will positively put an end to that business, that is notright or just. Isay 
it is special legislation, and it must seriously affect legitimate business. 


FEBRUARY 17, 1892. 
STATEMENT OF MICHAEL CUDAHAY, OF CHICAGO. 


As far back as twenty years ago there was not so much trade in futures 
by the public as at present, and our season was only four months in the 
year, beogiuatng November 1 and running to the end of February. We were 
obliged to cnaapee and pack a sufficient amount in that time to last us for 
thetwelvemonths. It was at that time an almostsure thing to put the prop- 
erty in your cellar, taking the hogs from the farmer at a low price, and 
charge the consumer a high price for it during the summer months. Then 
followed the introduction of slaughtering and packing throughout the en- 
tire year, and it was not until about fifteen years ago that the summer 
product was recognized by the Board of Trade as being standard and mer- 
chantable, and although the products for three years previous were quite 
as good as the winter packed, we could not obtain within a cent a pound of 
the price of the wate goods. 

Thuis shows you that the board of trade by the integrity with which it com- 
pels the members to live strictlyjto their contracts, and the inspection of the 

roduct has been done with such care and kept to such a high standard that 

t is recognized all the world over. Itshows also that although these meats 
were quite as good as the winter-packed goods and recognized a®stch by 
the consumer, but because they were not recognized by the board of_trade 
it was taken advantage of by the close, conservative, eash buyer, whereas if 
the packer at the time could have availed himself of the board of trade spec- 
ulators to help him take some of the hazard of his accumulations, there 
would not have been a discount on this class of goods? 

The board of trade is a good medium of exchange. For instance, we may 
sell to a foreign country 10,000 boxes of bacon; we may not have any bacon 
in our cellars at the time, but we can go to the board of trade and purchase 
the equivalent thereof for certain months that correspond with the months 
for which we have sold. Thus we are protected, and when the hogs come the 
packers stand ready to take them without any hazard to themselves, and 
consequently will work on a closer margin. AsI understand it, the bill be- 
fore your honorable body would make this impossible. There are numerous 
transactions of this kind which I consider area great help to the further- 
ance of trade, and the maintenance of good, steady prices, preventing cash 
buyers from taking so much advantage of large receipts of hogs. 

As I before mentioned, there are two seasons of the year in which we ac- 
cumulate a surplus. If there was only a continuous supply, just enough to 
supply the demand from day to day, a regular and uniform price might eas- 
ily be obtained. There is to-day in the West 500,000,000 pounds of hog pro- 
duct that is to be carried. Interest, insurance. and the cost of carrying for 
the same must be borne, and the uncertainties of the market considered. 
Now, if the packers had no outside relief from this hazard they would natu- 
rally want to — this product in their cellars at a very low price, and would 
expect to realize a handsome profit for carrying it over into the season when 
these heavy stocks would be taken up by the trade. 

As it is now, the speculator from all parts of the world has the right open 
to him to oe and the packer has thereby the means of protecting 
himself and is thus enabled to pay a better price for hogs, and is also enabled 
to compete closer with his neighbor, even though he may not have such a 
large capital. Formyself and my company I am perfectly indifferent, from 
a financial standpoint, whether the bill is pene or not, but I will give you 
notice right here that for the six months of the year, when 75 per cent of the 
hogs are marketed, that the price paid for hogs will be much lower rela- 
tively than it is now, by reason of the greater hazard that the packers must 
take in carrying the surplus. 


FEBRUARY 17, 1892. 
STATEMENT OF THOMAS A. WRIGHT, OF CHICAGO. 


OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


I believe from my own experience I am conservative in saying that 8 per- 
cent of the wheat shipped was based on a contract for future delivery in- 
stead of theordinary promptcashsale. The amount of wheat bought by Euro- 
a buyers in this country last July, August, and September, for future 

elivery, has been estimated at 75,000,000 to 100,000,000 bushels, and the ex- 

rts of wheat from Atlantic ports alone during the months of August and 

a were in round numbers 35,000,000 bushels. 

e immense shipments of corn, oats, and rye, based on similar contracts, 
have also to beconsidered. Without oursystem of future trading these re- 
sults would be impossible. 

A Liverpool merchant desires to purchase a cargo of wheat of 50,000 or 109.- 
000 bushels, to be shipped, say, in March or April, and wants a class of it called 
No. 3 hard, which is chiefly produced in Kansas and some in Lllinois. Now 
the amount of wheat that the merchant asks for is not in the warehouses of 
Chicago, but the Chicago merchant ascertains the cost of freight at that 
time; he knows what the exchange is; and he wires Kansas or some other 
ea where he believes these stocks tc exist, and asks the price for 25,000, 

,000, and 100,000 bushels, to be taken at small places to meet the require- 
ments of this contract. 

After receiving information of the prices from those people who own this 
wheat he can figure out a commission, say of half a cent or a cent a bushel, 
for making the transaction with the Liverpool man, and he accepts the 
offer of the Liverpool merchant, and immediately comes upon the Chicago 
market and buys futures in wheat for the month when it is to be delivered, 
say 50,000 or 100,000 bushels. He has bought a future in Chicago based upon 
No. 2 red winter or No.2 spring wheat. He waits, and during the interval he 
— up this cargo of No. 3hard wheat. He buys 10,000 bushels here, 15,000 

ushels there, and 20,000 bushels in another place, and as soon as he buys 
from 10,000 to 20,000 bushels he immediately sells out a quantity in Chicago, 
where he has purchased, as the basis of the original transaction. That is am 
instance of how this dealing in futures, as conducted in a market like Chi- 
cago, benefits both buyer and seller of grain. 

Now, an instance as to how it benefitsthe farmer. In November or Decem- 
ber, say, when the corn crop is gathered, a farmer calJs upon a dealer at his 
country place and wants to contract with him for 10,000 to 25,000 bushels of 
corn, to bedelivered during any month, generally during the spring months, 
say May, May be the future that is traded in Chicago most largely. He 
can not ship corn November or December, because it is not in a condi- 
tion to e; it is not in what is called a merchantable condition; it would 
not be dry enough if it wasshelled in November or December, and the chances 
are that, if shipped and put in a warehouse in Chicago at that time, it would 
heat and become unmerchantable in a short time. 

The farmer will contract with the dealer upon this basis: The dealer says, 
‘May cornis worth so much in Chicago; the freigat is so much; I will Rey 
you within a half a cent or a cent per bushel of what I can sell it for in Chi- 
cago, you delivering to me for shipment there.” Thatis agreed upon, the 
0 ary terms ranging from half a cent to a cent and a half, according to 
the agreement. Now, to give you an aptillustration of where the farmer de- 
rives and the dealer derives a benefit from the advanced prices: Supposing 
during the spring months the demand from the South is a very active one 
and freights are favorable, so that Southern merchants will offer to these 
people in Kansas and Nebraska who have the corn to sell, terms which are 
probably 2 or 3 cents a bushel higher than it will pay to ship it to Chicago. 
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That is a very common occurrence, and in our practice and experience 
hundreds of thousands of bushels are taken in that way every season. The 
farmer, the dealer, whoever he may be, immediately contracts to ship this 
grain tothe South. Hecan get from 2 to 3 cents a bushel more by sell it 
there than by delivering iton sale for May inChicago. He makes on thecon- 
tract by selling it South because he knows he can buy that grain back in Chi- 
cago. He buys it back in Chicago, and sells it to go South or to another mar- 
ket. So that he has the benefit of the markets of the whole country, and 
has the benefit of the great market of Chicago. 

Who does not know the necessity of the board of trade to the 
merchant. Sir, I never boughtor sold in one, and yet I knowin 
these futures the merchant or the commission man covers his 
contract to deliver until he can buy goods. Is not that true. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Michigan says it is true. 
I have no doubt the Senator from Minnesota would say that it 
is true. They are aninsurance. A mill-owner applies to a cot- 
ton-dealer to buy cotton. He inquires, ‘‘ What will you let me 
have cotton for, such a month?” The commission man goes to 
the board of trade and finds out for what he can buy it there, 
and that becomes the basis of his transaction in the sale of cot- 
ton. He may not be able to buy the cotton there that he is ne- 
gotiating to sell, but he can buy cotton, and all grades of cotton 
have prices relative to each other; and there he can cover him- 
self, insure himself against loss, and pick up the cotton that his 
correspondent wants. When he has sundheana it through his 
agents in Louisiana or Mississippi he can sell his futures. If 
you please they may go from hand to hand like a bill of ex- 
change or a Treasury note. 

This vast volume of business made in that way is invoked by 
these Senators as an evidence that great frauds are being perpe- 
trated upon the innocent public. And so in respect to wheat. 
A man is telegraphed to for ashipload of wheat at acertain date. 
He has to give the ene at which he will sell it, and he insures 
himself by the purchase of futures at a board of trade, and accu- 
mulates the wheat for delivery. 

Mr. WASHBURN. He could not load a ship with wind. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no; and I want to say to you that the 
people of this country will not be satisfied with the wind of this 
bill. It will prove more than that upon their stomachs; and I 
will say to you that the breezes that will emanate from it, if it 
ever becomes a law, will sweep to political oblivion and destruc- 
tion every man who has promoted it. 

Ah, stand aside when an outraged people discover the trust 
which this bill will create. 

Now, Mr. President, I have talked long enough to tire myself, 
and, I have no doubt, those Senators who have paid me the honor 
and had the patience to listen tome. Ihave alittle more tosay, in 
answer tothe argument that is advanced here that there is heal- 
ing in the wings of this bill; that it will correct anevil. Where 
are the prices made? Where is the price of wheat, of cotton, of 
oats made to-day? We have been told here about Russia. That 
famishing Russia was not compelled to pay so much for its 
wheat because of the dealers in futures in Chicago. I wonder if 
the Senator from Minnesota believes that argument. When it 
was understood that Russia was famishing, the people consumed 
less wheat, and wheat was collected from the whole world and 
poured in upon the market, and the price of wheat was regulated 
then, as it always has been and as it always will be, by the de- 
mand and supply. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ishould like to correctthe Senator in 
one respect. Russia does not import wheat. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am speaking about the famine in Russia 
meg we a, | the price of wheat, and you may have dt that she did 
not interd to buy it, but it lessened the amount of her export, 
= as you please. Whenever it was understood that there was 
ess on account of Russia, every producer saved wheat to sell. 

Mr. President, a table has been made by the Statistician of the 
Agricultural Department showing how high price in wheat, in 
corn, in oats affects the amount that was sold and the amount 
that was consumed. I wonder what there is that does not affect 
the price of farm commodities. The Senator from Minnesota 
says that it is the Boards of Trade of Chicago and New York. 
The Senator from Nevada has told us—— 

Mr. STEWART. Thetruth. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HISCOCK. He says with a silver tongue, with silver 
accent and words, that the price of it was owing to a contraction 
of the currency by the gold bugs of New York. Oh, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is always the men of New York who do it. 

Mr. STEWART. No, I beg pardon; I do not confine it to 
New York. -The head center is in London. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In most instances when I have heard the 
Senator speak he has never gotten away from this side of the 
Atlantic and has always insisted it was a contraction of the cur- 
rency that affected prices. I made a speech once, either in this 
House or in the other, in which I undertook to prove, and be- 
lieve I did prove, that it was the railroads that did it, opening 
up @ vast area of land in this country and others for the pro- 


duction of wheat, thus increasing the volume of production, and 
affording facilities for and lessening the cost of transportation 
to the farmer. 

Now, Senators stand before the country and say it is the trad- 
ing in options and futures and the Boards of Trade of New York 
and Chicago that affect the price of wheat. 

But Tam a away from the point. There are boards 
of trade in London. In my judgment at the point of largest dis- 
tribution for consumption the price is always made. Is not that 
true? The Senator from Nevada nods to that. The great mar- 
ket nearest the point of consumption makesthe price always. It 
isto that point that the product flows from all the quarters of 
the earth. You may abolish our boards of trade, you_may pre- 
vent the execution of these contracts in Chicago, in New York, 
and then alone the quotations in London, or in Germany, or in 
France, or all of them combined together, will regulate and con- 
trol the price here. 

Who doubts it? Who questions the assertion? Simply one 
factor has been withdrawn, and whatis thatfactor? The largest 
selling power and force in the United States has been withdrawn, 
and it is compelled to accept the prices made in the foreign 
markets. But, sir, this may be done; you may accomplish all 
this; you may abolish these boards of trade in the United States, 
but we will have built a foundation upon which will be created 
as magnificent atrust to control the price of wheat here as was 
ever conceived by mortal man. 

I think some amendment has been offered which looks to even 
preven our people from communicating with these foreign 

ards of trade by telegraph. Why not declare nonintercourse 
or something of that sort? 

Mr. President, I have nothing more to say. In my judgment 
this bill is unconstitutional in spirit. More, sir, is in violation 
of the Constitution. It strikes down the common law of the 
country. Tt strikes at individual rights. It strikes at the 
right of individuals to make contracts. That is its spirit and 

urpose. I believe that it is fraught with agreater danger than 
is implied in all that I have said. 

Indeed, if it is once adopted the precedent is started; Congress 
takes the fabled power of Jove over the destinies of the American 
people. There is to be no limitation; it is an autocrat. Under the 
taxing power it can rule or ruin every man, and every com- 
munity, and every State in the Union. Passing beyond that 
and going to the merits of this bill, or what its effect would be, 
my judgment is that for the reasons I have stated it would aggre- 
gate wheat, as it must of necessity, into the hands of a few men. 
With the twelfth section or without it, itis the basis, or will be- 
come the basis, of more cruel and rapacious combinations of men 
to control prices than have existed in this country. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, it will be my duty as one of 
the minority of the Judiciary Committee who reported a substi- 
tute for the bill to discuss it at some stage of the proceedings. 
Upon consultation with several Senators upon both sides of this 

uestion they have suggested to me, and it is entirely agreeable, 
that I should address the Senate on Monday. The condition of my 
health is such that I shall have to ask this courtesy of the Senate, 
and if it is necessary get their consent that I be allowed to pro- 
ceed with the discussion of the bill on Monday immediately after 
the close of the routine business of the morning hour. If unani- 
mous consent is required, I ask unanimous consent for that pur- 
pose. Does the Chair understand my request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair), 
The Senator from Mississippi asks unanimous consent that the 
pending order may be taken up as the unfinished business im- 
mediately after the routine business on Monday next. Is there 
objection? 

fr. CAREY. Iask the Senator if he will not fix the time at 
2 o'clock? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If I may be pardoned for making a sugges- 
tion, I suggest that at the conclusion of the Senator’s remarks 
we may then have the morning-hour business. I understand he 
wishes to have the bill taken up early. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatisall right. I will not be able to speak 
later than the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent that the pending order be taken up for 
consideration immediately after the reading of the Journal on 
Monday morning. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no; after the routine morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York, 
the Chair understood, to ener a modification, which was ac- 
c2pted by the Senator from Mississippi. 

r. HISCOCK. I suggest that at the close of the Senator’s 
remarks we have the usual morning hour. 

Mr. PLATT. For the rest of it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; that suits me better. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand 
whether the suggestion of the Senator from New York contem- 

lates taking up of the pending bill immediately after the read- 
= of the Journal or not. 

r. HISCOCK. My suggestion was that after the conclusion 
of the Senator’s remarks we may then proceed with the business 
that we are accustomed to transact inthe morning hour, by 
unanimous consent, or go to the Calendar, or anything else. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall be very much obliged to the Senate if 
it makes that kind of an arrangement. 

Mr. CULLOM. The reason for the request is on account of 
the heat later in the day, I understand. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, owing to the state of my health. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I give notice that immediately after the 
routine business on Monday I shall move totake up the bill with- 
out any reference to the morning hour. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
to the r 
to the order of business in the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair does not understand 
what the pending request is. 

Mr. GEORGE. The pending request now, as amended by the 
suggestion of the Senator from New York (and I take his sug- 
gestion and amend my request in that way), is that immediately 
after the reading of the Journal on Monday morning the bill be 
taken up with a view of allowing me to address the Senate upon 
it, and after that—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair understood that to 
be the modified request, but also understood that objection was 
made to it. 

Mr. CAREY. I did not object. 

Mr. PUGH. There was no objection made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the re- 
quest again. The request of the Senator from Mississippi is 
that the pending bill be taken up on Monday morning imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal. Is there objection? 

Mr. HISCOCK. And at the close of his remarks the morning 
hour will commence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And at the close of the remarks 
of the Senator from Mississippi the routine business may be re- 


ceived. ; 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, the routine business, and after the 
routine business I shall move to proceed to the consideration of 
the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. After the routine business the 
pending bill will be the unfinished business. 

Mr. PLATT. No, that is not agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let th2 request of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi be put by itself. 

r. PLATT. The Senator from Minnesota gives notice that 
after the routine business has been completed he will move to 


continue the consideration of this bill, but there are numerous. 


Senators here who want to get some time Monday for the busi- 
ness which is usually done in the morning hour. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to make this request to the Senate, that 
on Tuesday we take up the Calendar before 2 o’clock, after the 
routine business, and proceed with the Calendar from day to 
day until we have gone through with it. There are a number 
of bills on the Calendar—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first submit the 
pending request. The request now is that the bill be taken up 
immediately after the reading of the Journal on Monday, and 
that the routine business be resumed after the remarks of the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For the usual time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For the usual time, during the 
morning hour. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that will be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent (though it does not 
oppees to be necessary, as it is the rule) that we proceed to the 
Calendar on Tuesday and each day thereafter, to be interfered 
with by appropriation bills only, until we have gone through 
with theCalendar under Rule VIII. That will only take up the 
time until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I give notice that every day after the 
routine business, until Congress adjourns or this bill is acted 
upon, I shall move to take it up for consideration.» 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the re- 
quest suggested by the Senator from Wyoming to be now the 
rule of the Senate, and that after the morning business the Cal- 
endar is in order until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CAREY. I ama young member of this body, and I dis- 
like very much to object to bills when they are called up, but 
they run in on unanimous consent, and we can not consider tke 





I think unanimous consent should be given | 
uestof the Senator from Mississippi, without reference 
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bills on the Calendar regularly. Two or three days ago we con- 
sidered every House bill that was reported up to the 20th of this 
month, and it will not probably take over two or three hours to 
go through the Calendar and pass the bills on it that are unob- 
jected to. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senate bills? 

Mr. CAREY. The Senate bills. It seems to me that we have 
done a very kind thing to the House bills, and I do not see why 
a little kindness should not be meted out to members of this body 
who are interested in getting the Senate bills off the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me suggest to the Senator from Wyo- 
ming that what he asks is now the rule and order of the Senate; 
that 2s soon as the routine morning business is concluded the 
presentation of petitions, making of reports, introduction of 
bills, and so on, the Calendar is in order, to be taken up at the 
point reached when it was last under consideration. Now, all 
the Senator has to do is to insist upon that rule being enforced 
and to give notice of it. I have been trying to get it enforced 
for a long time, and I am glad that I am going to find some help 


| now. 


Mr. CAREY. If I had objected to the request for unanimous 


| consent by any Senator it would have been looked upon as a 


very discourteous thing, and I want now in some way or other 
to get the consent of this body so that we shall not be compelled 
to object and do a discourteous thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 


| the request of the Senator from Wyoming is merely that the 


rule of the Senate shall be observed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not want any unanimous consent— 
that is understood—that will deprive me of moving at any time 
to proceed to the consideration of the pending bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 9284) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes, insisted upon its disa- 
greement to the amendments numbered 18, 44, and 109, had re- 
ceded from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate to the 
bill numbered 110and agreed to the same; and had receded from 
its disagreement to the amendment numbered 78, and agreed to 
the same with an amendment, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate, agreed to conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SAYERS, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. DINGLEY, 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 9172) to incorporate the Washington and Great Fails 
Electric Railway Company. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to naviga- 
tion in Tampa Bay, Florida. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. R. 103) granting authority for the erection 
of overhead wires for the illuminatioa of the city of Washington 
during the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic dur- 
ing September, 1892. 

WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY 
PANY. 


Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis eing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9172) an act to incorporate 
the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the first amendment of 
the Senate and agree to the same as amendei by inserting, after the words 
“granite blocks,” the words “or vitrified brick; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2,3, 4,and5. Thatthe House recede from its disagreement 
to the sixth amendment of the Senate and agree to the same amended to 
read as follows: “Respecting railways parallel to the Conduit road and 
affecting the same, whether in the District of Columbia or in Maryland:” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11. and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the twelfth amendmeut of 
the Senate and agree to the same amended to read as follows: Page 6, line 
1, after “‘acceptance,”’ insert “in writing ;”’ also, in line 27, strike out * in- 
terest’ and insert “interests;’’ and that the Senate agree to the same.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend ments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18, and agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement tothe nineteenth amendment 
of the Senate, and agree to the same amended as follows: Page 7, line 4, 
strike out ‘‘or across the Conduit road;” page 9, strike out ‘‘and be,’’ in line 
1!, and all of line 12; and that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the twentieth amendment 
of the Senate and agree tothe same amended as follows: After ‘‘cost of” 
insert the words *‘rightof way, construction, equipment, station-houses and 
other buildings necessary to the operation of;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 4 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 21, 2, 23, and 24, and agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the twenty-fifth amend- 
mcnt of the Senate and agree to the same amended as follows: After the 
word “annulled,” in said amendment, add: “* Provided, That if in the course 
of the construction and equipment of such railroad it should appear that 
the amount of stock authorized as provided herein should not be sufficient 
for the purposes desired, the said court may upon further petition and hear- 
ing authorize the issuing of such further stock as in its Judgment may be 
deemed necessary to carry out the ——— of thisact: And provided further, 
That such stock or bonds may be issued as the work progresses.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the twenty-sixth amend- 
ment of the Senate and agree to the same amended as follows: Page 12, line 
5, strike out ‘ten ” and insert “ fifty; “also on page 14, line 24, after ‘con- 
struction " insert ‘nor shall it cross any steam railroad at grade.” 

JAMES McMILLAN, 
B. W. PERKINS, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN T. HEARD, 
J. E. COBB, 
P. 8S. POST, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUFFALO, N. Y. 


Mr. HISCOCK, I ask unanimous consent to call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (S.3463) to fix the limit of cost of the 
United States post-office building at Buffalo, N. Y. 

Mr. FELTON. Will it create any discussion? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, it will not create any discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Order of Business? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ten hundred and sixty-nine. The bill does 
not carry any appropriation, or anything of that kind. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEN. CULLUM’S WEST POINT MEMORIAL. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I beg the Senate to take up a formal joint 
resolution making a grateful acknowledgement of the magnifi- 
cent bequest of Gen. Cullum. It was suggested by the President 
in a brief message, and approved unanimously by the Committee 
on Military Affairs. It is ashort resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
read subject to objection. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 103) relating to bequests made by 
the late Gen. Cullum was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Government of the United States makes grateful 
acknowledgement of the generous bequests to the Government and to the 
Academic Board of the United States Military Academy, contained in the 
will of the late Byt. Maj. Gen. George W. Cullum, amounting to more than 
$300,000, to be devoted to a memorial hall and the purchase of statues, paint- 
ings, tablets, and trophies appropriate thereto, and to the decennial publica- 
tion of a biographical register of the officers and graduates of the Academy. 
No nobler monument can be erected to the memory of that true and gallant 
soldier and gentleman. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senatorif it would 
not be better in referring to this decennial publication to refer 
to it by the title that Gen. Cullum mentions in his will? 


Mr. HAWLEY. Cullum’s Biographical Register. I think 
that is the title. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave thetitle here inthe report. Ithink 


that would be a grateful recognition, as he desires it to be named. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Very good: thatis allright; putin the words. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In line 10, after the word *‘ of,” I move to 
strike out *‘a” and insert ‘‘ Gen. Cullum’s;” after the word *‘ the,” 
at the end of line 11, to insert “‘ United States Military,” and 
after ‘Academy, in line 12, to insert ‘‘at West Point, N. Y.;" so 
as to read: 

Tablets and trophies appropriated thereto, and to the decennial publica- 
tion of Gen. Cullum’s Biographical Register of the officers and graduates of 
the United States Military Academy at West Point, N. Y. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF NORTH CAPITOL STREET. 

Mr.McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to eall up the bill 
(S. 2637) to extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Calendar number? 
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Mr. MCMILLAN. No. 687. It was passed over the other day, 
just to find out something about the cemetery business. It has 
all been fixed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill is away back on the Calendar. 

~ McMILLAN. Itisa short bill, and will take but a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator ought to remember 
very distinctly that that bill met with very serious opposition 
on the part of my colleague. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Let me explain to the Senator—— 

Mr.COCKRELL. I can not consent to have the bill taken up 
unless my colleague is here. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator's colleague has given his a;- 
sent to the measure in the form which it now is, and so has the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and so have the trus- 
tees. It hasall b2en fixed, and is satisfactory to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Michigan that when the bill was before the Senat > 
on a previous occasion sundry amandments were adopted, and 
the clerks find it difficult to adjust the amendments which he 
now proposes to those amendments. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I move to reconsider the action of the Sen- 
ate agreeing to the amendments heretofore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ments will be reconsidered. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I will state that the bill as it is now pro- 
posed is entirely satisfactory to the cemetery people, to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], and the Senator from Connecti- 
cut pe HAWLEY], who objected to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there be objection, the 
amendments already adopted will be reconsidered, and the amend- 
ments now ——— by the Senator from Michigan will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nowletthe amendments be proposed with 
the text standiag in the bill. 
here a moment ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments are recoa- 
sidered without objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With the understanding and the assurance, 
as amatter of course, that if it is not entirely satisfactory to my 
colleague a motion will be made to reconsider the action of the 
Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have his itive assurance that it is sat- 
isfactory to him in the form in which it will be presented. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not dispute that, but [ simply want to 
reserve to my colleague the right to reconsider should he not 
be satisfied. 

Mr. VEST entered the Chamber. - 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague is now present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will first be read in 
its original form. 

The Secretary read the bill; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments now sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Michigan will be stated in their 
order. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, before the word ‘‘ grade,” insert 
the words ‘‘open and;” in line 6, after the word ‘‘condemn,” 
strike out the words ‘‘any land not donated that” and insert 
‘‘in the manner provided by law for the condemnation of land 
in the District of Columbia, such of the lands of the Prospect 
Hill Cemetery and of Annie E. Barbour as;” in line 10, before 
the word ‘‘street,” strike out ‘‘ this” and insert ‘‘ said:” and in 
the same line, after the word “street,” strike out ‘‘ and the sum 
of $25,000 is hereby appropriated for the same ” and insert ‘‘ and 
to carry out the provisions of this act the amount of money nec- 
essary to pay the judgment of condemnation, the cost of grading, 
and the cost of building a retaining wall along the line of the 
land of said cemetery, if in the judgment of the said Commis- 
sioners such a wall shall be deemed necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby directed to open and grade North Capitol street from T street to the 
Soldiers’ Home, and are hereby authorized and directed toeondemn, in the 
manner provided by law for the condemnation of land in the District of Co- 
lumbia, such lands of the Prospect Hill Cemetery and of Annie E. Barbour as 
may be necessary for the extension of said street, and to carry out the pro- 

ons of this act the amount of money necessary to pay the judgment of 
condemnation, the cost of grading, and the cost of building a retaining wail 
along the land of said cemetery, if in the judgment of the said Commission- 
ers such a Wall shall be deemed necessary, hereby appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


My colleague is not here. He was 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE. [object to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to say to the Senator from Michigan 
in this connection that I think there ought to be a limit on the 
amount to be paid for the condemnation of property. I do not 
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believe that there will be a particle of injury done to that por- 
tion of it. There will be an absolute benefit and advantage and 
a large enhancement of the selling price of the property, and the 
people of this District and of the United States ought not to be 
made to pay for improvements which largely enhance private 
property. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes 
over and will take its place on the Calendar. 


CHARLES T. GARRARD. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2932) for the relief of Charles T. Garrard. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to remove | 

the charge of desertion appearing on the records of the Adjutant- | 
General United States Army against Charles T. Garrard, late 
quartermaster-sergeant Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

| 

| 

| 

| 


FOREIGN CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter of simple justice to the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH}, who is not here, 
and as it is a House bill which I asked to have passed over, and 
will only take a moment, I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6793) to provide for semi-annual 
statements by foreign corporations doing businessin the District 
of Columbia. I understand it is an important matter and should 
be passed. Itwillonlytakeamoment. The Senator from North 
Dakota was anxious to have the bill passed and I asked that it 
should go over. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, in section 2, line 5, after the word 
‘* District,” to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That fraternal beneficiary associations or societies doing busi- | 
ness on the lodge plan and paying death benefits be exempted from the pro- | 
visions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amendea, and the | 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to | 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. EDWARD WHEELER. 
} 
} 


Mr. SQUIRE. ILIask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3213) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
correct the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty- 
sixth New York Volunteers. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. The preamble recites | 
that Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty-sixth New York Volunteers, 
was dismissed from the military service of the United States by | 
an erroneous order dated September 4, 1862, while absent from | 
his command sick, and reinstated December 24, 1862, upon the 
discovery that an error had been committed. The bill directs 
the Secretary of War to revoke the order dismissing the officer | 
and to correct his military record to show a continuous service | 
covering the period named. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WALLA WALLA, WASH. 


Mr. ALLEN. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- | 
sideration of the bill (S. 1137) providing for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Walla’Walla, in the State of Wash- 
ington. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN ROACH. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Order of Business 790, the bill (S. 457) for the relief of | 
the assignees or legal representatives of John Roach, deceased, | 
to pay balance due on the United States steamer Dolphin. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that, I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. It is too late in the evening to consider that bill. It 
might lead to some discussion. 

Mr. SANDERS. I do not know as t» the objection to that | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 25, 


‘ze ‘’ 
6663 
bill, but I wish to call up a bill that I am satisfied will not lead 
to discussion. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am almost sure the bill the Senator from 
Oregon desires to call up wil! lead to a little discussion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was reported unanimouslv from the 
Committee on Claims after very careful consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill ealled up by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon will be read by title. 

Ths SECRETARY. A bill(S. 457)for the relief of the assignees 
or legal representatives of John Roach, deceased, to pay balanc> 
due on the United States steamer Dolphin. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must insiston my motion to adjourn. I 
want time to look over that bill. I must objecttoit. The bill 
will retain its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it retain its place on the Calendar. 
will ba reached very soon in regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will retain its place on 
the Calendar. 


It 


ADOLPH LOSCHMIDT. 


Mr. SAWYER and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SANDERS. I ask the Senator from Missourito withdraw 
his motion to adjourn that an unobjected bili may be considered. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the motion for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SAWYER] has been recognized. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 1131) for the relief of Adolph Lo- 
schmidt. 

By unanimous cons2nt, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘* amend,” tostrike 
out the remainder of the bill in the following words: 

The records of the Adjutant-General's Office so as to show Adolph Lo- 
schmidt, late private in Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 
as honorably discharged from the service of the United States, and to issue 
to said Adolph Loschmidt an honorable discharge. 

And insert: 

And correct the military record of Adolph Loschmidt, late a musician 


| in Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers, afterwards Thirty- 
| fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and late a private in the Eighth Battery 
| Indiana Light Artillery, and remove the charge of desertion. 


That said 
Ado|ph Loschmidt was and is the identical Adolph Smith described in said 
companies and battery, and absented himself from his said company on No 
vember 5, 1862, without any proper leave or authority, and on March 27, 1863, 
enlisted in said Fighth Battery Indiana Light Artillery, served faithfully, 
and was honorably discharged July 20, 1865, and to issue to said Adolph Los- 
chmidt a certificate of such record and service. 


So as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of War bs. ani he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
amend and correct the military record of Adolph Loschmidt, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Sonate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thi 
the third tim>, and passed. 


rd reading, read 
SALARIES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. SANDERS. I havea bill here to abolish an office and save 


| some money that I desire to have passed. 


Mr. WARREN. I desire to call up the bill (S. 172 


9) to amend 

section 2237 of the Revised Statutes, in relation tothe salaries o 
registers and receivers of United States land offices. 

Mr. SANDERS. Unfortunately the Senator from Iowa is 

recognized. Iam trying to get him to withdraw his motion to 


| adjourn. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized th 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that, as the bill the Senator from 
Vvoming wishes tocall up would lead to discussion, I move that 
the Senate adjourn. There is no quorum present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from 
Missouri that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to: and (at 5 o'clock and 50 minutes p. 
1892, at 12 
o'clock m. 





CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate July 22, 1892. 
CONSUL. 
Adam Everly, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Birmingham. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, July 23, 1892. 


The House met at ll o’clocka.m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTH- 
BERT, D. D. 

en of the proceedir zs of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

SURRENDER OF LAND PATENTS TO INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, submitting a draft of an amendment to sec- 
tion 2 of the act of October 19, 1888, entitled ‘‘An act authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to accept the surrender of and 
canésl land patents to Indians in certain cases;’’ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH BOWDEN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5829) 
granting a pension to Elizab2th Bowden, with a Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. 
ment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPH WACKERLY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4833) 
to correct the military record of Joseph Wackerly, with a Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. WEADOCK, 
be concurred in. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the amendment 
of the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MICHAEL KEEFE, DECEASED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1084) 
to remove the charge of desertion now standing against Michael 
Keefe, deceased, with a Senate amendment. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move thatthe House disa- 
gree tothe Senate amendment, and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the partof the 
House Mr. ROCKWELL, Mr. PATTON, and Mr. BOWERS. 


HEIR OF HUGH WORTHINGTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4827) 
to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear and deter- 
mine the claim of the heirs of Hugh Worthington for his in- 
terest in the steamer Eastport, with a Senate amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE W. BARR. > 

The SPEAKER also laid before t1e House the bill (H. R. 4113) 
vw grant an honorable discharge to George W. Barr, from the 
Army, with a Senate amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF MONETARY COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committze on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 30.000 copies of the report proper of the Monetary Commission 
created under the joint resolution of August 15, 1876, being Senate report No. 
703, second session Forty-fourth Congress, 10,000 for the use of the Senate and 
20,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 

REPORTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION AND NATIONAL MU- 
SEUM. 

The SPEAKER also laid bafore the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution’ which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 


I move that the Senate amend- 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the amendment 


be printed of the reports of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National | 
Museum for the year ending June 30, 1891, in two octavo volumes, 10,000extra | 


copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, and 2,000 copies for the use of the National Museum. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the 


following titles; which were severally read a first and second 
time, and referred as indicated below: 


A bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to Thomas C. Ellis—to the | 


Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3301) for the erection of a publie building at the city 
of East St. Louis, [1l.—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 


ILLUMINATION OF WASHINGTON DURING GRAND ARMY EN- 


CAMPMENT. 


The SPEAKERalso laid before the House the Senate joint res- 
olution (S. R. 104) giving authority for the erection of overhead 
wires for the illumination of the city of Washington during the 
encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, during Sep- 
tember, 1892. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the Commis- 
sioners of the District, 1 ask unanimous consent of the House 
that this resolution be now considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas it is proposed nme the words reunion of the Grand Army 
of the Republic to make provision for the suitable illumination of the streets, 
avenues, and public grounds, which illumination can not be effected unless 
aan overhead wires, for electrical purposes, are temporarily strung; 
an 
Whereas the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are prohibited by 
existing law from authorizing any overhead wires for electrical purposes to 
be strung on or over any stréet or avenue of the said city: Therefore, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia are hereby authorized to permit the committee on illumination of the 
citizens’ executive committee for the entertainment of the twenty-sixth 
national encampment of theGrand Army of the Republic, to stretch suitable 
conductors, with sufficient supports, wherever necessary, for the purpose of 
effecting the said illumination: Provided, That the said conductors shall not 
be used for the conveying of electrical currents after September 27, 1892, 
and shall, with their supports, be sony and entirely removed fromthe streets 
and avenues of the said city of Washington on or before November 1, 1892: 
Provided further, That the stretching and removing of the said wires shall 
be under the supervision of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
who shall see that the provisions of this resolution are enforced, that all 
needfull precautions are taken for the protection of the public, and that the 
pavement of any street, avenue, or alley disturbed is replaced in as gone con- 
dition as before entering upon the work herein authorized: Provided further, 
That no expense or damage on account of, or due to the stretching, operation, 
or removing of the said temporary overhead conductors shall be incurred 
by the United States or the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HEARD. As the reading of the resolution shows, the 
object is simply to authorize the Commissioners to grant per- 
mission to the committee on entertainment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic encampment to stretch wires across the ave- 
nues for the purpose of illuminating the city during the said en- 
campment, to be removed immediately after, at the expense of 
this committee, without any expense to the United States or the 
District. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Reserving the right to object, I desire toask 
the gentleman from Missouri whether this involves any expense 
to the District? 

Mr. HEARD. Nota dollar. 

Mr. SIMPSON. It is to be done by the committee? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes; by the committee of citizens; that is all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. [After a paus2.] The Chair hears 
none. . 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was agreed to was laid on th2 table. 


BLUE MOUNTAIN IRRIGATION AND IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3048) 
granting to the Blue Mountain Irrigation and Improvement 
Company a right of way for reservoir and canals through the 
Umatilla Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committ2 
on {ndian Affairs. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr.Speaker,I ask unanimous consent that 
it be considered at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent for the pres2nt consideration of this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is it? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ithink that had better go to the committee. 

Mr. SIMPSON. To save time, I will call for the regular 
order. 

Mr. HERMANN. Maybe the gentleman from Kansas will 
| permit me to make a brief explanation of the bill. 
| The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee 
| on Indian A fairs. 

Subsequently 

Mr. HERMANN said: Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent 
| that the Senate bill which has just been laid before the House be 
| permitted to lie on the Speaker's table for the present. 

There was no objection. and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


| Mr. SMITH of [llino‘s, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
' to withdraw from the files of the House the evidence and papers 
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in the claim of the heirs of Hugh Worthington for his interest 
in the steamer Eastport. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of 
St. Louis, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 2049) for the relief of Aaron J. Oliver: 

A bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Julius C. Zanone, only heir 
of John B. Zanone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski County, Ill., 
deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3203) granting a pension to Nancy Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 3718) granting a pension to Charity W. Clark, 
mother of Edmund M. Clark, formerly of Company M, Seven- 
teenth Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 3905) granting a pension to Julia Bodley; 

A bill (H. R. 4022) granting an increase of pension to JohnC, 
Ford; 

A bill (H. R. 4034) to increase the pension of John D. Prator; 

A bill (H. R. 4945) to restore Cynthia E. Brinneman, formerly 
Tate, to the pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence; 

A bill (H. R. 4378) granting a pension to Benjamin Churchill; 

A bill (H. R. 5518) to pension Reuben Riggs; 

A bill (H. R. 6142) for the relief of J. D. King; . 

A bill (H. R. 6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, 
late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 6562) granting a pension to William Colvill, of 
Minnesota; 


A bill (H. R. 6891) authorizing the payment of a certificate of | 


indebtedness of the District of Columbia, numbered 4937; 

A bill (H. R. 7434) granting relief to Jeremiah Whit>, of Os.ge 
City, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. 7720) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Savannah River: 

A bill (H. R. 8124) to extend the privileges of the transporta- 
tion of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port 
of Dunkirk, N. Y.: and 

A bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Brack- 
ett. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7322) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay over certain moneys to the State of South Caro- 
lina, as prescribed by the act of August 30, 1890, entitled an ‘Act 
to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the more 


complete endowment and support of the colleges for the benefit | 
of agriculture and the mechanic arts established under the pro- | 


visions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862;” 

A bill (H. R. 9324) to enforce reciprocal commercial relations 
between the United States and Canada, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4809) granting a pension to James Smith; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 142) extending the time for the con- 
struction of a hotel on the Government reservation at Fortress 
Monroe, Va. 

It a'so announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to navi- 
gation in Tampa Bay, Florida. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 4667) to incorporate the Maryland and 
Washington Railway Company,asked aconference with the House 
on the bill and amendment, and hai appointed Mr. Harris, 
Mr. MCMILLAN, and Mr. PERKINS as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 2454) for the application of the accretions of the 


Caracas awards of 1868 to the new awards made in 1889 and 1890: | 


and ; 

A bill (S. 2931) to provide for the survey and transfer of that 
part of the Fort Randall military reservation in the State of 
Nebraska to said State for school and other purposes. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous c nsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr. Cox of New York, for one week, on account of impor- 


tant business. 
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To Mr. BAKER, for the day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WINN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WATSON (at the request of Mr. Scorr), on account of 
sickness. 


ORDER OF" BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and if it is 
insisted upon, the Chair will have to call the committees for re- 
ports. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
committees may have leava to file their reports with the Clerk. 

There was no obiection. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the Senate 
amendments to the general deficiency bill. 
The SPEAKER, The pending amendment is that relating to 
the French spoliation claims. 
Mr. SAYERS. Will the Speaker kindly state how much 
time has been consumed on each side? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas[Mr. SAYERS] has 
consumed of his time twelve minutes and the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEy] has consumed of his time twenty minutes. 
Mr DINGLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland |[Mr. CoMPTon]. 
Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, in the presence of a case like 
this, with alimitation of five minutes, I feel as did the king in 
Hamlet—I know not where to begin. 
While the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] was speak- 
ing yesterday the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
| TURNER] int2rrupted him by calling his attention to the fact 
that these claims had been vetoed by two Democratic Presidents, 
and the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] in 
_ his angument yesterday referred to the same fact. 
Now,that is historically true, but it is hardly fair to the House 

| that the fact should b> stated without some additional statement 

as to the reasons assigned by those two Democratic Presidents 

for their refusal to approve the measures presented to them. 
| The first veto came from the pen of James K. Polk, and its con- 
| clusion is as follows: 


Passed, as this bill has been, near the close of the session, when many 
| measures of importance necessarily claimed the attention of Congress, and 
possibly without that full and deliberate consideration which the large sum 
it appropriates and the existing conditions of the country demand, 1 deem 
it to be my duty to withhold my approval, that it may hereafter undergo the 
revision of Congress. I have come to this conclusion with regret. In inter- 
posing my objections to this becoming a law I am truly sensible that it 
should be an extreme case which should make it the duty of the Executive 
to withhold his approval of any bill passed by Congress upon the ground of 
inexpediency alone. 


Mr. Speaker, there is no argument in that veto message from 
beginning to end attacking the validity of these claims, or the 
constitutional or legal right of the claimants under this bill to 
the money to which they laid claim. The President puts the 

| veto purely and absolutely, as stated in the concluding paragraph 
of the message, upon the ground of inexpediency alone; that in- 
| expediency growing out of the fact that the Treasury of the 
| Uni‘ed States was at that time depleted because of the extraor- 
| dinary demands made upon it by the Mexican war. 

President Pierce goes into a most elaborate argument upon 
| the merits of the question. I have not the time to even read an 
extract from his message, but the whole of it is based upon the 
| ground that no war existed between France and America at the 
| time when these claims accrued. Mr. Speaker, it is not my pur- 
| pose, being a layman, to undertake to put my opinion in contra- 
| vention of the opinion expressed by the distinguished lawyer 
| from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] and the distinguished lawyer from 
Alabama |Mr. Coss]. That would be presumption and only pre- 
sumption. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in the scale. as azvainst those oninions I place 
the opinions of two of the greatest legal lights that ever adorned 
the bench of the Supreme Court of the United States. Justice 
Chase delivered an opinion which I intended to cite upon this 
occasion but upon which I can not lay my hands at this moment. 
I will therefore content myself by citing the opinion of Judge 
| Marshall. Says Mr. Everett in his report in favor of these 
| claims: 


It was the opinion of one of the ablest jurists and best patriots which the 
country ever produced, Chief Justice Marshall, that these claims are just. 
| If, said he, the envoys (of whom he was one) renounced them, or did not, by 
| an article in the treaty save them, the United States would thereby become 
liable for them toher citizens. 





| It is not necessary, sir, in this presence to quote the opinion of 
| Judge Chase. The opinion of Judge Marshall ought, it seems to 
| me, to be sufficient to satisfy the mind of any man who relies 


| upon legal light for information upon this subject. 


But, Mr. Speaker, say the gentlemen upon the other side, @ 


war existed at the time. Now, will they be good enough to 
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pont io any time when any proclamation of war was made, either 
by this Government or by France? There was no proclamation 
of war, sir, and all the authorities lay down the doctrine that a 
broad distinction is to be made between a general and a limited 
war, and if there was any war in this case it was a war of such a 
nature and so limited that it did not affect the question involved 
here. Why, Mr. Speaker, that doctrine is so repeatedly and so 
ably announced and sustained, as it seems to me, in the learned 
opinion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] that I 
will not trouble the House by attempting to argue it, or to quote 
authority. 

There is no time, Mr. Speaker, to go into the merits of this 
question. I fully appreciate that fact and feel the embarrass- 
ment under which | labor. But I want to call the attention of 
the House to a provision of the act passed July 30, 1883. That 
law, passed by the Congress of the United States and approved 
by the President, provides that such citizens of the United 
States or their legal representatives as had valid claims for in- 
demnity upon the French Government, arising our of the illegal 
captures, detentions, seizures, confiscations, prior to the con- 
vention, etc., shall have their claims investigated, the facts 
looked into, testimony in reference to the whole question taken, 
and a solemn decision rendered by the court to which the sub- 
ject is referred. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.COMPTON. Will the gentleman give me three minutes 
more? I only want to emphasize just one point. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not yield more time, because it is 
promised to other gentlemen. 

Mr, COMPTON. Then I will content myself with “ee pono 
ing the fact that ‘‘ valid claims” is the language of the law re- 
ferring these cases to that court. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Horan, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that I will con- 
sume ten minutes, for I have but afew suggestions tomake. The 
question is whether at this time we shall concur in the Senate 
amendment as $737,785.06 for payment to the admin- 
istrators and legaljrepresentatives of long-since-deceased French 
spoliation claimants. I shall not of course undertake to enter 
into the origin of these claims; that would consume much more 
than the ten minutes allowed me. 

But I want to emphasize one fact at the outset—that for the 
first time a Democratic House is called upon to appropriate 
money for the payment of this class of claims. The Democratic 
party is in no sense responsible for their presence here except 
on a given condition I will hereafter mention, and the law un- 
der which these cases were referred to the Courtof Claims could 
not have been enacted had not that condition been attached toit. 
The bill was never considered in Committee of the Whole in 
consequence of the insertion of certain conditions on which it 
became alaw. The language of the law authorizing the Court 
of Claims to consider these claims is this: 





Such finding and report of the court shall be taken to be merely advisory 
as to the law and the facts found, and shall not conclude either the claim- 
ants or Congress; and all claims not finally presented to the said court 
within the period of two years limited by this act shall be forever barred; 
and nothing in this act shall be construed as committing the United States 
to the payment of any such claims. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I assert, upon a full knowledge of the facts, 
that the measure enacted by the Forty-eighth Congress referring 
this matter to the Court of Claims couid not have been passed 
except with the condition I have just read. The proceeding by 
the court was intended to be simply advisory to Congress, and 
was not to commit Congress or the United States to the pay- 
ment of any money whatever. Upon that condition only did 
this measure get through this House in the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress. 

Now, the fact is, as all gentlemen know, that the settlement of 
these claims was one of thequestions between the two parties in 
the early part of this century—the Federal party, which stood 
by Great Britain, and the Republican party, now known as the 
Democratic party, which sympathized in a general way with the 
course of procedure on the part of France towards our Govern- 
ment. Between those two parties the issue was made, the Fed- 
eralists taking sides in favor of these claims (though not upon 
the grounds on which payment is now advocated) and the Dem- 
ocratic party against them. 

‘That was the issue, and is it to be assumed after this lapse of 
time, through all Administrations (for I admit that John Quincy 
Adams regarded these claims as in some sense valid) is it to be 
assumed that there is, as the gentleman from Missouri expressed 
it yesterday, a stain of dishonor upon the memory of our fathers 
because with a full knowledge of all the facts they declined to 
pay these claims? 

I think the gentleman from Missouri in his earnestness and 
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anxiety went a greatdeal toofar. It has not been customary for 
the representatives of the American paces to ask the Demo- 
cratic party to denounce the memory of the illustrious men who 
framed this Government of ours, the best government upon 
which the light of the sun ever shone; it has not been customary 
for us to say from our standpoint, ninety years after the occur- 
rence of the transactions in question, that our forefathers put a 
stain upon their record—they acting with the full knowledge of 
all the faets, and we having no knowledge except that coming 
down to us from the traditions of ninety years. And the pres- 
sure is all one way, for even when we sent two agents to Europe 
to find out the facts, one of them was a gentleman who on this 
— had advocated the passage of a bill for the payment of these 
claims. 

Now, gentlemen, it will be a vote of censure on the honesty and 
integrity of our fathers if this Democratic House of Representa- 
tives shall deliberately appropriate this money—a vote of con- 
demnation; for what man ia this Government knew the facts of 
this case so well as did Thomas Jefferson? While other claims 
against your Government were being promptly adjusted during 
theadministrations of John Adams and Thomas Jefferson, espe- 
cially the latter, how did it happen that these claims received no 
consideration whatever—were scarcely pressed on the attention 
of the Government, though they have b2en, I admit, from that 
day to this? 

Does any man wish to charge Thomas Jefferson with having 
been unmindful of the honor of the Government—of what was 
due to American citizens claiming indemnity for the conduct of a 
foreigfi government? Why, sir, times have occurred when your 
Treasury was overflowing, and Congress went even to the verge 
of its constitutional power, if not beyond it, to get rid of the 
money in the Treasury and getitout among the people. In 1836 
we had the distribution of the surplus revenue. Yet Andrew 
Jackson and other men who knew all the facts refused to appro- 

riate even that surplus for the payment of any of these claims. 

et in Andrew Jackson's time the facts were much better under- 
stood than they are now. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Am TI misinformed when I understand that 
this Governmentand France agreed on an indemnity; that France 

aid that indemnity to our Government; that our Government 
bes in times past received this money from the French Govern- 
ment for the ships which were destroyed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Asa matter of fact, the United States never 
received anything in consideration of the interest of the Govern- 
ment of the United States for the claims of American citizens 
against that Government. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. Why does not the gentleman 
refer the gentleman from Kansas to the exhaustive report of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR], which shows conclu- 
sively that the money and property of the citizens of the United 
States were taken possession of by the French Government for 
debts alleged against the United States, and that no compensa- 
tion has ever been made to our citizens for their losses? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Icannotyield tothe gentleman. My time is 
very limited. How didit happen that in connection with France, 
in 1803, when France had acquired a somewhat stable govern- 
ment, by which you acquired the territory of Louisiana, I say 
how did it happen that that subject was never mooted in or out 
of Congress during those negotiations, when all of the facts were 
familiar in the minds of men then living, who had taken part or 
were cognizant of the transaction which led to these matters? 
How did it happen that at the time of Jefferson’s Administration 
when this could have been adjusted by men familiar with the 
facts that they were not even considered? How did it happen, 
when the facts were still fresh in the minds of men during the 
Administration of James K. Polk, that he felt called on, for rea- 
sons which, in my judgment, were absolutely unanswerable, to 
interpose the Executive veto? And the same is true as to 
Pierce’s Administration. 

Gentlemen, the Democratic party never occupied but one 
ground on this subject from the time when Thomas Jefferson be- 
came President down to the present hour, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States was under no obligation under any 
circumstances in regard to these matters; that the Government 
of the United States never assumed the paymentof theclaims by 
stipulation with France or otherwise. [t was not pretended to 
be true even at that time; and yet during ninety years past they 
are worked up and made a heavy charge against the Treasury of 
the Government. : 

To whom are they payable? How much will be paid? The 
original citizens for whom the alleged claims were presented are 
no longer in life. None of them, even if the claims were allowed 
could get the money. More than half a million of dollars will 
be taken from the citizens of the United States in behalf of these 
old ancient claims, and nearly three-fourths of it paid to persons 


who in all likelihood have no relations whatever with the per- 
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sons who originally asserted their claims. It is to be paid to 
administrators de bonis non in the great bulk of the cases. I say, 
then, gentlemen, that this side of the House has never been 
committed to the claims, and I hope we will net assume that 
position now. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, it would be manifestly impossi- 
ble in the brief space of ten minutes to throw much light on this 
controversy, which not only involves a large field of expendi- 
ture, if the claims shall be allowed, but which covers a period of 
about a hundred years in time. Still I could not resist the re- 
quest of my honorable friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to make 
concerning this matter a brief statement, having given to the 
subject itself considerable thought and study during past Con- 

resses. 

. It must not be assumed that the findingsof the Court of Claims 
in regard to these matters constitute anything in the nature of 
a judgment against the United States. Because it should be re- 
membered that the act authorizing the reference of the claims 
to the Court of Claims distinctly provided that the findings of 
that court should be persuasive and advisory only, and should 
not conclude Congress or the Government. 

As has been already indicated by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HotMAN], if [correctly understood him,it is apparent that 
nearly one hundred years ofour history had passed before any 
legislation on this subject was carried through the two Houses 
of Congress. The statesmen who were parties to these transac- 
tions, from Washington down, the men who were factors in the 
agreements under which the claims are said to have originated, 
had died and passed off the stage of life,and when these wit- 
nesses out of whose mouths this great question could have been 
established one way or the other were beyond human reach, when 
their mouths were closed and sealed in death, a bill was passed 
making provision for the payment of certain of these claims. 
That bill was vetoed by a Democratic President, for reasons 
which have not been fully or fairly stated, and which can not be 
fully stated in the brief time given to this discussion. 

But the best reasons I assume were stated in that message. 
The matter again slept until the time of Mr. Pierce, when a bill 

assed both Houses of Congress, and although he himself came 
rom New England, and the very communities that were per- 


vaded by prejudice and interest in favor of the claims, yet he in- | 


terposed the strong arm of the executive power in the shape of 
a veto to the measure and it was again defeated. But now, at 
this late date, when all of the claims have practically slept for 
nearly a half century, or since about 1840 or 1850, when the par- 
ties to these transactions have passed off the stage of life, or, in 
other words, nearly one hundred years after the transaction oc- 
curred, an effort is made to revive the claims, to magnify them, 
and make them a charge upon the Treasury. The deduction, 
then, is reasonable that the older a claim becomes, not only the 
stronger it becomes, but the larger it grows. 

In 1840 to 1850 when Mr. Webster himself presented these 
measures before Congress, and I speak of him with the highest 
respect, when he was himself the representative and attorney of 
the largest number of these claims, it was only proposed, in his 
own bill, that there should be appropriated the sum of $5,000,000 
in complete and entire satisfaction of all of the claims against 
the Government. 
Court of Claims, according to the statement of the gentlemen 
who have preceded me in this discussion, largely over the sum 
of $30,000,000. 
up to that amount. 
timate of gentlemen who are familiar with the subject, will go 
far be bauer the estimates contained in the bill of Mr. Webster. 
Exactly what the limit may be no man can tell. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, when these matters were referred to the | 
Court of Claims it was provided in the act that the court should | 


decide them according to the principles of international law. 


Instead of that, in the first complete and solemn opinion ren- | 


dered by that court on the subject, it predicated its judgment (in 
the case of Hooker vs. The United States) as much upon the 
opinions of Webster, Clay, Adams, and others as it did upon any 
principle of international law which might be involved. 


But, sir, what are the questions of international law which | 


underlie this controversy? [tis said that we had a treaty with 
France which required us to guarantee to that country her pos- 
sessions in the West Indies in return for aid rendered to the 
Colonies in the Revolution. In 1798 that treaty had been abro- 


gated and repealed; and this same high Court of Claims, in the | 


case to which I have referred, distinctly announced the doctrine 
that not only had the United States abrogated that treaty, but 
that it had the right to do so, on the ground of violations b 

France of the compact. That took place in 1798; and yet this bill 


And yet there have been presented to the | 


The adjudications, it is true, have not yet come | 
But the adjudications, according to the es- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





6667 


proposes to pay awards by the Court of Claimsdown to the period 
of 1801. 

It is also said, Mr. Speaker, that by a note appended to the 
treaty by the First Consul of France we surrendered the claims 
of these American citizens to the French Government. I deny 
it. That involves a long history which I can not narrate here; 
but any gentleman who will take the time to look it up will find 
it admirably and clearly stated in the argument of my honorable 
friend from Pennsylvania |Mr. Buckalew], made on the floor of 
this House in a recent session of Congress, he having devoted 
twenty years of study tothese matters. 

But, sir, what were those claims? In my opinion they did not 
amount to moonshine against France or against this country, in 
any sense of moral or legal obligation, with all due respect to 
the honorable gentlemen who have adopted a different view. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, those depredations on our commerce con- 
stituted war. Under authority from Congress the great mer- 
cantile associations in Boston, New York, and other places, 
equipped and made ready for war over three hundred and sixty 
cruisers and other vessels. They went into every sea. The 
American Navy itself was enlisted under the flag of the Union 
to protect our commerce, together with these ships. It was 
during that period that Truxton, Rodgers, and Decatur, all our 
great men of the early Navy, laid the foundations of all the 
glory of the American Navy. War was flagrant. Battles were 


fought. 
Mea lay dead on the decks. Ships went down to the bottom 
of the sea. French vessels of war were captured and brought 


into our ports, and our commerce was spoliated to the amount of 
$30,000,000. Will any man tell me that that was not war? It 
was so declared by George Washington himself, in his proclama- 
tion after his Presidential term had expired, when he was again 
called to be commander-in-chief of the American Army. And 
gentlemen insist that these war claims constituted a legal cause 
of action against somebody, when our own courts and Congress 
have from time immemorial held that no country can afford to 
pay wardamages. Butitissaid we released them. Mr. Speaker, 
there was nothing there to be released. 

I make these remarks, Mr. Speaker, with the full conscious- 
ness that very many able and accomplished gentlemen, far abler 
and more accomplished than I, have given their opinions to the 
contrary; but for one, after a careful study of this subject, and 
recognizing the fact that those who were familiar with these 
claims refused to become responsible for their payment at a time 
when they were well known and understood, | prefer to follow 
the judgment of men like Benton and Wright, and Polk and 
Pierce, and a hundred others, who have given this subject the 
attention which its importance demands. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama |Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, whenever I have cause to differ 
with my distinguished friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] it is 
always with some misgivings as to the correctness of my posi- 
tion, knowing as I do the erudition and profundity of my friend. 
I may say the same of other gentlemen with whom | differ on 
this question, among them my learned colleague [Mr. Coss of 
Alabama], who has had a ripe experience on the bench and who 
is distinguished asa lawyer. In the investigation that I have 
made—and that has been more than once—of the complicated ques- 
tions here mvolved, both of international law and of historical 


| facts, I never have yet in respect to these claims gotten out of 


the domain of doubt. I have always beenin doubt as to whether 
these claims should be paid or not. In the Fiftieth Congress, 
when the bill was before the Committee on the Judiciary, of 


| which I was a member, there was a good deal of discussion on 


the subject. 

Thislaw under which claimants were invited to go to the Court 
of Claims was intended to ascertain their legality. By thatenact- 
ment Congress invited these claimants to go before the Court of 
Claims, not to have their cases adjudicated anda judgment ren- 
dered, but upon which no appeal can be taken to the Supreme 
Court; not such a final judgment as between personal parties, 


| upon which an execution could issue, but to ascertain the liabil- 
| ity of the Government. 


What was to be done? In my judg- 
ment the question is of such doubt and importance that a provi- 
sion should be made for an appea! from such judgments, thus 
rendered, as the Attorney-General might deem important, to 
fully illustrate and settle the questions. This provision should 
have been made for an appeal from the Court of Claims to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, a tribunal to whose deci- 
sions we all bow in respectful obedience. 

A large minority of that committee thought as I did, and we 
brought a report into this House on the bill which we recom- 
mended. I spoke for that measure and voted for it; and the 
House voted it down. You refused in that Congress to provide 
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for an appeal. I said then that if you failed to provide an ap- 
peal so that the Supreme Court of the United States might pass 
— these claims, having invited the claimant into the Court 
of Claims and that court having found for them, I should vote to 
pay these judgments. 

Mr.SAYERS. The friends of the spoliation claims voted 
against the bill. 

Mr. OATES. Some of them did, and someof them voted for it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman name any gentleman who 
was opposed to the claims who voted for the bill* 

Mr. OATES. I can notremember now. I was not a friend of 
the claims nor a pronounced opponent of the claims. I was im- 
partial. I wanted a fair adjudication provided for by the House 
according to the law; and [ felt confident that if the Supreme 
Court passed upon the claims and said they were not legal claims, 
the country would be satisfied; and if that court held that they 
wers good, the whole country would be satisfied that they ought 





to be paid. Some objection was made to the jurisdiction of the | 


Supreme Court. It was claimed that it was more a political 
question, or series of political questions, rather than one of law. 
But, sir, I think it was worthy of trial, in fairness both to the 
Government and the claimants, that Congress should have pro- 
vided for the rendition of a judgment, from which an appeal 
could be taken. To have allowed the Supreme Court to have 
passed upon them, would have put an end to all this controversy. 

[ have read the speeches of able men on both sides of this sub- 
ject, made for fifty or sixty years past, and there are strong ar- 
gumoents both ways, and an impartial man can scarcely arrive at 
aconclusion. Hemight do it if sitting asa judge; but as a legis- 
lator, with but limited time for investigation, as I remarked, I 
never did get out of the domain of doubt. Having invited these 
people to go into the Court of Claims, there to have their claims 


adjudicated, they have incurred the expense and have presented | 


' all the testimony they could. All of the claims were not won. 
Some of them failed. I think the criticism of my friend from 
Georgia[Mr. TURNER], that these claims have been delayed until 
all these witnesses are dead, is not well taken. If that is the 
fact, whose fault is it that they have been delayed? Evidently 
of those who opposed the payment of these claims, and not the 
fault of the claimants. They should have been decided by the 
courts while the witnesses were living. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. How.much time has the gentleman from 
Maine? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has ten minutes 
remaining, and the gentleman from Texas eight minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to yield all but one or two minutes 
to one gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask the gentleman from Maine to yield time, 
as he has most time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the affirmative ought to close. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DoCKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the very able pre- 
sentation of this case which has been made by the gentleman 
from Indiana pati HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TURNER], [shall not enter upon a discussion of the question 


further than to advert for one moment to the suggestion made | 
| through many years of the past and what 


by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATss], that thes» claim- 
ants were ‘‘ invited” into the Courtof Claims. If I recollect the 
history of this legislation, the claimants crowded these corridors 
for years, praying for a standing in the Court of Claims; and 
this legislation was the result of their importunate entreaties, 
and not of any ‘‘ invitation” on the part of Congress. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to refer to another phase of this sit- 
uation, suggested as it is by the amount carried by this amend- 
ment. 

A fewdays since the eminent gentleman from Maine[Mr. REED], 
with inimitable wit and characteristic sarcasm propounded an 
interrogatory to this side of the House asking whether there 
was anything left of ‘‘ economy ” except the Holman resolutions, 
or, as he put it tersely, ‘‘whether there was anything left of 
the shop but the sign.” 
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That, Mr. Speaker, is a very pertinent | 


inquiry, and it is for this side of the House to determine whether | 


the answer shall be in the affirmative or in the negative. The 
question is exigent; shall we emulate the example of the Fifty- 


first Congress; shall this be a ‘‘ billion-dollar Congress;” and, if | 


80, why? If the total of appropriations, after it shall have been 
finally ascertained, amounts to %500,000,000, the responsibility 
ought to rest with that side of the House, because of the legis- 
lation of the Fifty-first Congress, imposing liabilities upon this 
Congress which must be met. We can not, however, be acquitted 
in the day of account which will shortly arrive, if itshall be found 
that this Congress has been improvident in the appropriations of 
the people's money. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, it is fitting that the title of this amend- 
ment under consideration should be ‘‘ French spoliation claims.” 
They are in fact ‘‘spoliation claims,” claims designed and in- 
tended to ‘‘spoliate” the Treasury of the United States, not- 
withstanding they have been vetoed over and over again by 
Democratic Presidents. They are hoary with age—over one 
hundred years old. They are at best vexed with doubts and 
tainted with suspicion. Under these circumstances, I appeal to 
this side of the House; I appeal to you, gentlemen, whose seats 
were filled because of the demand of the people for economy in 
the disbursement of public moneys, to say whether you will — 
port this proposition to pay $737,785.06 of these century-old 
claims. The condition of the Treasury to-day absolutely forbids 
such payment. For the fiscal year just closed, the current ex- 
poses of the Governmentexceeded by $5,415,367.59 its revenues. 
During the fiscal year just passed, this Administration was co- 
erced into a default on the sinking fund of $11,386,570.02, be- 
cause of the Treasury stringency, thus ignoring the sacred obli- 
gations of the act creating the sinking fund. 

Not only this, Mr. Speaker, but it is alleged that warrants on 
requisitions for current expenditures have been delayed in order 
that the Treasury might present as favorable a condition as pos- 
sible at the end of the fiscal year. I know not what the facts 
may be as to that. This House has called on theSecretary of the 
Treasury for a statement of the amount of warrants thus delayed 


| on the Ist of July and in advance of his reply I defer further com- 


ments. But géntlemen who are interested in public buildings 
know that work upon these buildings are postponed, gentlemen 
who have knowledge of river and harbor contracts know that 
payments are delayed, and only on yesterday I saw in the hands 
of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] a statement from 
the pension agent at Des Moines, lowa, declaring that there was 
no money to his credit by which he could pay the pensions due 
the pensioners of the United States. 

Mr. GROUT. Simply because this House has not appropri- 
ated the money. 

Mr. SAYERS. Every dollar was appropriated, and within 
time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not one centofappropriation that was asked 
for by the Commissioner of Pensions was refused. 

Mr. GROUT. The bill was delayed until after the 4th. 

Mr. SAYERS. But, Mr. Speaker, the joint resolution was 
passed on the 30th of June extended the appropriations, which 


| covered pensions as well as all other matters. 


Mr. GROUT. Yes, but there was a deficiency. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Every dollar demanded by the Commissioner 
of Pensions was appropriated, and the deficiency was provided 
in the time for which it was asked. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield eight minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FELLOws]. 

Mr. FELLOWS. Mr. Speaker, it has not been my privilege to 
have read the very full report furnished by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] relating to these claims, nor was I given 
the opportunity yesterday of listening to the discussion which 
took place in this House. I have only, therefore, the general 
knowledge of these matters, which every person who is familiar 
with the current history of our country must have gained 
have listened to on 
this floor to-day. 

I confess, sir, to being somewhat astonished at the position as- 
sumed by the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN]. Hestates 
that it has not been common for members of the Democratic 
party to reproach, by their words or their votes, the lives, mem- 
ories, and actions of those who were the early participants in the 
affairs of this Republic. It has not b2en, and it should not be. 
Nor has it been customary for gentleman who are charged with 
the responsibility of enacting laws, who take upon themselves 
some of the duties that pertain to the conduct of the administra- 
tion of the affairs of Government, and who have worn the robes 
which mak: them teachers of the law, to reproach American 
courts and cast contumely upon them for the action they have 
taken. 

The gentleman from Indiana tells us that the bill referring 
these claims to the Court of Claims could never have been en- 
acted had it not bzen accompanied with a provision which made 
that court merely an advisory tribunal and finally referred to 
this body the duty of acting upon their report and either ac- 
cepting or rejecting it at will. That is very trus; but was there 
not implied in that bill the obligation on the part of the Ameri- 
can people, expressed through its representatives, that some 
heed should be paid to the advice, that there should be some at- 
tention paid to the action of that court? For, if it were not so, 
in order to have made your bill the hollow mockery which the 
gentleman’s argument seems to make it now, you should have 
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added the proviso that if the Court of Claims found that these 
demands were not valid ones, that should be a complete settle- 
ment of the question, but if they found that the claims were valid, 
then the House of Representatives with scorn and indignation 
would reject their finding! 

What did you send the matter to the Court of Claims for? 
For the purpose of selecting a tribunal where the claims might 
be cast out, or for the purpose of having men, learned in the law 
and under the high responsibility of an oath, charged to ascer- 
tain and report the truth, and to present to this House, after a 
careful inquiry into all the facts, the circumstances, and the law 
of the case, their conclusions? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is this case,in a word? Our citizens 
were depredated upon on the high seas by the armed ships of 
various nations. England assailed our commerce, and she paid 
us $12,000,000 in money for precisely the character of claims that 
are before this Congress for adjudication to-day. Spain depre- 
dated upon our commerce, and paid us nearly if not quite a like 
amount in the treaty by which lorida was ceded to this country, 
and that money was distributed by the United States Govern- 
ment to the claimants. France depredated upon our commerce, 
struck no blow at the power of the United States as represented 
in its national capacity, but assailed its citizens in their com- 
merce on the sea, and thereby injured the United States Govern- 
ment, because this obstruction of our commerce prevented the 
flow of revenue into our national Treasury. 

Imports ceased, and the Federal Government could gain no 
revenue, or but a limited amount. The country was in grave 

ril. Thecondition wasexigent. The United States, through 
its Minister of State, Mr. Jefferson, called upon the merchants 
of this country to continue their commercial enterprises so that 
the country might receive a partial return at least. Washing- 
ton supplemented the circular of Jefferson to the merchants of 
the country with a strong letter over his own hand. The mer- 
chants went on; they prosecuted their enterprises, and they 
were assailed upon the seas and their property taken from them. 

Now, when we came to make the treaty of 1800 with France 
she had grievances against this country arising from the provi- 
sions of the treaty of 1778, whereby we had given her certain 
exclusive port privileges and had guaranteed her the uninter- 
rupted possession of her West India territory. Great Britain 
had taken it from her, and we had by a covenant with Great 
Britain yielded to her the port privileges which before we had 
exclusively conferred upon France. France had shed the blood 
of her citizens like water to assist in gaining our independence; 
had spent $240,000,000 for the benefit of the United States Gov- 
ernment; had sent a fleet to our shores which rendered the con- 
quest of Yorktown possible. France had therefore a money 
demand against this Government for the violation of treaty stip- 
ulations. 

Our Government had no money to pay. It was in its infancy. 
We were a struggling people. Our whole country had not the 
population that any one of our principal States has to-day. We 
were too poor to yield to the demand. What did wedo? The 


off against the demands that France had upon our Government, 
and thereby the Government took upon itself as solemn an obli- 
gation as a country ever assumed, that it would return this 
amount to its citizens when it was able so to do. 


Gentlemen tell us there was war. The discovery has been | 


made in the Fifty-second Congress. Jefferson did not know it. 
When he succeeded to the Presidency he congratulated the 
country in his message to Congress as well as in his inaugural 
address upon the condition of peace which had continued to the 
country during the years following the close of the Revolution- 
ary war. No history records the existence of war at that time. 
Where was the bloodshed of that war, where the governmental 
proclamations that make war possible, where the suspension of 
our diplomatic relations with France (suspension of diplomatic 
relations being always an accompaniment of war)? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FELLOWS. Will the gentleman from Maine yield me a 
moment or two more? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield my remaining two minutes to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. FELLOWS. I thank the gentleman for his kindness. 

Where has statesman or court from that day to this failed to 
declare that the condition which existed between the United 


which every writer upon international relations has always dis- 
tinguished a3 distinct from general or perfect war. That war 
which makes all the citizens of ons country the enemies of all 
the citizens of the opposing country is a far different thing from 
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that condition of hostility which as:aiis the interest of a few and 
in which the general y of the community is not involved. 

But I call the attention of the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia to the fact that there are even war claims that consti- 
tute ademand upon the Government; and every writer upon this 
subject has declared that there are conditions, unusual and ex- 
igent to be sure, when even private claims may constitute not 
oniy a cause of war, but a demand upon the Government for rep- 
aration to its citizens. Our Government was prepared to go to 
war with France if France did not cease her hostilities against 
our commerce. We put ourselves in a state of preparation for 
war. France yielded. There was no war. 

Now, let me ask gentlemen what would have been the con- 
dition if we had gone towarwith France? What would we have 
gone to warabout? Depredationsagainst the property of Ameri- 
can citizens—not upon the honor, integrity, and character of the 
nation asa whole. The warwould have arisen from the fact that 
a nation is charged with the protection of its citizens, and that 
an assault upon them may reach such an extent as to justify 
war. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. FELLOWS] asserts, if I correctly understood him, that there 
is no official evidence whatever of an existence of a war between 
the United States and France in 1789, at the time these depre- 
dations were committed. 

Mr. FELLOWS. A general war. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now,I send to the desk an official opinion 
given by the Attorney-General of the United States on the 2Ist 
of August, 1798. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUCK TAVERN, August 21, 1798. 
Str: Having taken into consideration the acts of the French Republic rel- 


ative to the United States, and the laws of Congress passed at the last ses- 
sion, it is my opinion that there exists not only an actual maritime war be 


| tween France and the United States, but a maritime war authorized by both 


nations. Consequently France is our enemy; and to aid, assist, and abet 
that nation in her maritime warfare will be treasoninacitizen or any other 
person within the United States not commissioned under France. Bu' ina 
French subject, commissioned by France, acting openly accordiny to his 
commission, such assistance will be hostility. The former may be tried and 
punished according to our laws; the latter must be treated according tothe 
laws of war. 

1 have thought it my duty to make this communication in consequence of 
the information you received from Rhode Island of the intentions of a 
Frenchman, whose name I do not now call to mind, who is said to be some- 
where in this country on the business of buying ships and supplies of a mil- 
itary kind for the West Indies. He Should be apprehended and tried as a 
traitor, unless he has acommission and acts according to it, in which case 
he shoul¢ be treated as an enemy and confined asa prisoner of war. 

I have the honor, etc., 
CHARLES LEE, 


To the SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, that opinion which has 


| just been read by the Clerk is the opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
| eral of the United States at the very time these depredations 
merchants of this country, with unexampled generosity and pa- | 
triotism, yielded up to the General Government the claims they | 
had against France in order that these might be used as a set- | 


were being committed; and I submit tothis House that it ought 
not to require any higher or better proof that war was actually 
existing batween the two countriesat the time that the depreda- 
tions were being committed than the expression of the Attorney- 
General as embodied in this communication to the Secretary of 
State of this Government. 

Mr. FELLOWS. Use the language of the Attornéy-Generyal 
and I will agree with you; not war, but ‘‘ maritime war.” 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did the Government of the United Siat:s 


| accept that opinion of the Attorney-General and act upon it? 


Mr. SAYERS. I decline to yield further-— 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has been exhausted, 
and the vote must now be taken in accordance with the action of 
the House. 

The motion of the gentleman from Maine is to recede fromits 


| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, and agrees to the 


|} Same. 


Mr. DINGLEY. We shall probably have to have the yeas and 
nays, and in order to save time I ask for them now. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WARNER. Can the amendment be again reported? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is the amend- 


| ment in reference tothe French spoliation claims. Itcan be re- 


ported if the gentleman desires. 
Mr. WARNER. What is the total amount carried by the ap- 


\ ick | propriation? 
States and France was a condition of limited or partial war, | 


Mr. SAYERS. About $700,000. 

The SPEAKER. On the motionof the gentlemanfrom Maine 
to recede from the disagreement to the Senate amendment, and 
agree to the same, the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 117, 
not voting 131; 


Atkinson, 
Bartine, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Boaitner, 
Bowers, 
Bowman, 
Branch, 
Brosius, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Capehart, 
Cheatham, 
—— 
Coolidge, 
Covert, 
Crosby, 
Cummings, 


Alexander, 
Amerman, 
Babbitt, 
Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Bentley, 
Blount, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Brunner, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Busey, 
Bushnell, 
Butler, 
Bynum, 
Byras, 
Caruth, 
Cate, 
Chipman, 
Clover, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coburn, 
Cooper, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Andrew, 
Arnold 
Bacon, 
Baker, 
Beeman, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bergen, 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Brawley, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Bunting, 
Burrows, 
Cable, 

Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Castle, 
Catchings 
Causey, 
Chapin, 
Clancy, 

Clark, Wyo 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, ' 
Cogswell, 


as follows: 
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YEAS—80. 
Curtis, Hitt, 
Cutting, Hooker, Miss. 
Dailzell, Hooker, N. Y. 
Daniell, Johnson, Ind. 
De Forest, an, 
Dingley, Mallory, 
Doan, Mansur, 
Durborow, McKaig, 
English, Meyer, 
Enochs, Milliken, 
Epes, Oates, 
Fellows, O’ Neill, Pa. 
Geissenhainer, Owens, 
Greenleaf, Page, R.L 
Griswold, Pendleton, 
Grout, Perkins, 
Harmer, Ray, 
Harter, Reed, 
Hayes, Iowa Rusk, 
Henderson, IIL: Scull, 
NAYS—117. 
Davis, Jones, 
De Armond, Kem, 
Dickerson, Kilgore, 
Dixon, Kribbs, 
ockery, Kyle, . 
olliver, Lane, 
Donovan, Lanham, 
ungan, Lawson, Ga. 
Edmunds, Lester, Va. 
Ellis, Lester, Ga. 
Everett, Lind, 
Fithian, Lockwood, 
forman, Long, 
Forney, Lynch, 
Goodnight, artin, 
Grady, McCreary, 
Hallowell, McKe 
Halvorson, McMillin, 
Hamilton, McRae, 
Hare, Meredith, 
Harries, Mitchell, 
Hatch, Montgomery, 
Haynes, Ohio Moses, 
Heard, Otis, 
Henderson, N.C. Parrett, 
Holman, Patterson, Tenn. 
Hopkins, 01. Patton, 
Houk, Ohio Paynter, 
Johnstone, S.C. Pearson, 
Jolley, Pierce, 
NOT VOTING—I3L 
Coombs, Lapham, 
Cowles, Lawson, Va. 
Cox, N. Y. Layton, 
Cox, Tenn. Lewis, 
Craig, Pa. Little, 
Crain, Tex. Livingston, 
Dunphy, Lodge, 
Elliott, Loud, 
Enloe, Magner, 
Fitch, McAleer, 
Flick, McClellan, 
Fowler, McDonald, 
Funston, McGann, 
Fyan, McKinney, 
Gantz, Miller, 
Geary, Moore, 
Gillespie, Morse, 
Gorman, Mutchler, 
Hall, Newberry, 
Haugen, Norton, 
Hemphill, O'Donnell, 
Henderson,Iowa O’Ferrall, 
Herbert, O’Neil, Mass. 
Hermann, O'Neill, Mo. 
Hoar, Outhwaite, 
Hopkins, Pa. Page, Md. 
Houk, Tenn. Pattison, Ohio 
Huff, Payne, 
Hull, Peel, 
Johnson,N. Dak. Pickler, 
Johnson, Ohio Post, 
Kendall, Price, 
Ketcham, Quackenbush, 


So the motion was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 


Mr. 


CRAIG with Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 


7 
sir. 


Mr. 


Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


WISE with Mr. KETCHAM. 
HEMPHILL with Mr. MORSE. 
ANDREW with Mr. LopGE. 
COWLES with Mr. REYBURN. 
STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 


Mr. GORMAN with Mr. O'DONNELL. 


Shell, 
Shonk, 
—. 
perry, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stump, 
Taylor, Ill. 
an, 
Townsend, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Wastes’ 
Whi > 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Powers, 
Reilly, 
ee 

ayers, 
Scott, 
Seerley, 
Shively, 
Simpson, 
Snow, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stout, 
Tarsney, 
Te’ 


gton, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
wee. Mich. 
te 


Wh 
Wike, 


Raines, 
Randall, 


Rayner, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 


Rife, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, 
Sanford, 


Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Tucker, 
7 
augh, 
Wever, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Mass. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Winn, 
Wright. 


RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 
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Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Hurr. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. MOORE with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOWERS. 

Mr. FrrcH with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 

On the French spoliation claims: 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. HARTER. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. LopGE. Mr. LODGE would vote 
for the claims and Mr. RICHARDSON against them. 

Mr. ANDREW with Mr. KILGORE. Mr. ANDREW would vote 
for the claims and Mr. KILGORE against them. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. RAYNER would 
vote for the claims and Mr. BELTZHOOVER against them. 

For this day: 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. BACON with Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. BERGEN. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. EzRA B. TAYLOR, until Monday, 
July 25. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Hovuk of Tennessee, until Monday, July 
25. 
Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. BURROWS, until Wednesday next. 
Mr. MAGNER with Mr. PAYNE, on this vote. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL} on this bill. Were he 
present he would vote in favor of the claims and I should vote 
against them. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If I were not paired I would vote against 
these claims. ; 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CORRECTION OF AN ENROLLMENT. 


The SPEAKER. Before proceeding to the next amendment 
of the Senate the Chair will call the attention of the House toa 
matter of error in the enrollment of a bill, and will cause to be 
read a resolution which explains itself. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, directed to insert 
the word “‘company ” after the word “railway” in line 11, page 6, of the en- 
— copy of the bill (H.R. 5854) “‘to authorize the Denison and Northern 

ailway Company to construct and manage a railway through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,”’ for the purpose of correcting a clerical 
error. 


The resolution was considered and adopted. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the next amend- 
ment of the Senate to the deficiency bill on which a separate vote 
has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 110: 

«Sec. 6. For payment of judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian dep- 
redation cases, $478,252.62, or so much thereof as may be necessary to 
and discharge such judgments as have been rendered against the United 
States, after the deductions required to be made under the provisions of sec- 
tion 6 of the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
adjustment and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,’ shall 
have been ascertained and duly certified by the Secretary of the Interior to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which certification shall be made as soon as 
practicable after the of this act, and such deductions shall be made 
according to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, having due re- 
gard to the educational and other necessary requirements of the tribe or 
tribes affected, and the amounts paid shall be reimbursed to the United 
States at such t) and in such proportions as the Secretary of the Interior 
may decide to be for the interests of the Indian service.” 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House the debate on this 
amendment has been limited to one hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM} be recognized as 
controlling the time in favor of the amendment, and the gentle- 
man from New York[Mr. ROCKWELL] to control the time against 
it, with the understanding on his part that I shall have five min- 
utes of that time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas |[Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent—and without objection the Chair will 
act upon the suggestion—that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 








1892. 





LANHAM] control thirty minutes in favor of agreeing to the Sen- 
ate amendment, and that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ROCKWELL] control thirty minutes against agreeing to the Sen- 
ate amendment. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I wish now to enter a motion 
that the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment just read andagree to the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendment and agree to the same. 
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Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, in support of that motion I de- | 
| WELL] that none of these various funds have been drawn upon 

It will be observed from the reading of the Senate amendment | 
that this appropriation is to be made for the payment of certain | 


sire to submit a few words. 


judgments rendered in the Court of Claims, in the matter of In- 
dian depredations. This case is differentiated from that which 
we have just been considering, namely, the French spoliation 
claims, in this: In the French spoliation cases, the findings of 
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sales of lands and set apart for the benefitof the respective Indian 
tribes, if there were any general appropriations to their credit 
from this source, but if none were available then they should 
apply to any appropriations for their benefit other than appro- 
priations absolutely necessary for their ordinary living expenses 
and maintenance; and, fourthly, if these three different funds 
have been exhaustec, in other words, if there were none of these 
three funds to the credit of the Indians, then that the claimants 


| should resort to the United States Treasury. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to anticipate the point that will 
be made by my distinguished friend in front of me [Mr. Rocxk- 


or exhausted. I can say to the gentleman in advance that the 
Departments have sought indemnity from these various funds, 


| and they have discovered that there are no annuity or other 


funds to the credit of any of these various tribes against whom 


| judgments have been rendered, and alist of which I now hold 


the Court of Claims, the conclusions of law and fact, are trans- | 


mitted to Congress. The recommendations of the court are, by 
the express terms of the act conferring jurisdiction, merely ad- 
visory and not conclusive, either upon the claimants or upon Con- 
TTC=S. 

, A very different rule obtains in the matter now under consid- 
eration. This appropriation is to be made for payment of judg- 
ments solemnly rendered by a court of competent jurisdiction. 

By the act of March 3, 1891, jurisdiction was conferred on the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine to a final adjudication 
the causes of claimants on account of damages growing out of 
Indian depredations. In pursuance of the jurisdiction thus con- 
ferred on that court, a number of cases have been heard and de- 
termined, and final judgmentsrendered therein. A list of those 
judgments has been transmitted by the Attorney-General to the 
Senate, and upon that list is based this Senate amendment mak- 
ing an appropriation for the payment of the judgments. 

I may well pretermitany discussion as to the wisdom, the policy, 
and the propriety of the law, for that is already determined and 
finds expression in the law itself. I need not specially discuss 
the merits of the particular claims, because they are merged in 
and affirmed by the judgments. These are judgments against 
the United States and the various tribes of Indians committing 
depredations, the United States being bound as a judgment 
debtor to the claimants. These judgments are unreversed, un- 
appealed from, final adjudications; and when I make this state- 
ment, it must at once challenge the attention and thoughtful 
consideration of all gentlemen in the House whose training and 
predelictions have taught them to revere the judgments of the 
courts. 

These judgments are obligatory upon the United States. What- 
ever arrangement may be made by the United States with its 
cojudgment debtors, the Indians, is not a matter of concern with 
the claimant creditors and can not affect their rights. The fact 
remains that every claimant creditor stands here with his judg- 
ment, and comes to Congress and asks that it shall be paid. 
There can be no substantial reason why this payment should be 
deferred. No more convenient season will be found in which to 
respond to an honest obligation. The Government has bound 
itself, and as it has bound itself, so let it be bound. 

Eventual indemnification for these depredations has been 
promised from the last century, from 1796 down until 1834, and 
it finally culminated in responsive action to the demand of these 
claimants in the act of March 3, 1891, to which I have referred, 
and gave them a day incourt. We are therefore simply called 
upon to provide for payment of judgments due our own citizens 
and rendered in accordance with law, and I am persuaded that 
there can be no solid objection urged against the motion I have 
made, that the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment and agree to the same. 

Mr. Speaker, as I have promised to distribute a portion of my 
time, Lask how much of it I have now consumed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied six 
minutes. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then [yield nine minutes to the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I anticipate that one of the 
main points of objection that will be made to the passage of this 
amendment will be that the funds which were provided, out of 
which these judgments should first be paid, have not been ex- 
hausted; in other words, that the Department has not resorted 
to these special funds, but first has resorted to Congress in order 
to reach the Treasury. 

Now, it is provided in the act of March 3, 1591, that in the first 
place, after the judgments were rendered, the court should apply 
to the annuity funds, if there were any annuity funds due the In- 
dians. If none, they should next apply to the funds arising from 


in my hand. They found that there are no general appropria- 
tions tothe credit of the debtor tribes named in the judgments be- 
fore us except as to one tribe. They found also that as to the 
ordinary appropriations for their necessary support and main- 
tenance that it would place these various Indian tribes in a con- 
dition of want to subtract from these necessary appropriations 
any of the judgments respectively rendered against them. I 
hold in my hand a letter from the honorable Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs to me with respect to that division of the subject 
which I commend to my friend, and which is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, July 22, 1992. 

Sie: In answer to your verbal request, I would say that reports upon all 
judgments which were referred to this office (except sixty-nine, and they are 
chiefly the ones in which j ents were rendered June W, 1892) have been 
made to the Secretary of the Interior, and in all of them (except threeagainst 
the Osages amounting to $815, and one against the Utes for #625) it was re- 
ported that there are no available for the payment of these judg- 
ments—no funds except what are needed for the ‘‘necessary support, edu- 
cation, and civilization cf the Indians.” 

This office holds that to be the condition of all the Indians except the 
Osages. 

Very respectfully, 

T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 
Hon. BINGER HERMANN, 
House of Representatives. 


The exceptions named were permitted under the act of March 
3, 1891, as it was found these tribes of the Osages and Utes had 
funds from which the judgments could be paid without injury to 
them. In other words, they have funds in excess of those nec- 
essary for their necessary support, education, and civilization. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the aggregate amount of these various 
judgments rendered up to July 1, of the present year, amount to 
$479,067.62. Of these judgments but three have been paid from 
the annuities due the Indians. It was ascertained that there 
was just one tribe of Indians having such an amount of annuities 
that the reduction could be made, and that tribe was the Osages, 
and there were $815 in judgments subtracted from their annuity. 
So that if you deduct that from the entire amount as it comes to 
us, $478,252.62 is the amount that we are now called upon to pay. 
Since this item was inserted in the deficiency billI am informed 
by the Commissioner. of Indian Affairs that an additional judg- 
ment was paid. It was rendered against the Utes, and taken 
from the fund that is to their credit. It is an amount of $625, 
which would reduce this appropriation to $477,627.62. 

Now, the Department originally claimed that this reduction 
could not be made from the funds of the Utes, because the treaty 
provided that the funds due them under the treaty was a fixed 
appropriation and must be paid them in cash, and the Interior 
Department held that the amount of no judgment could be de- 
ducted from those funds except such as was clearly authorized 
by the treaty. But the President of the United States the other 
day held differently, and ordered that this judgment for $625 
should be deducted; so that if there is to be this deduction from 
this proposed appropriation on account of the Ute judgment the 
sum is $625. Now, then, the various judgments, as I before re- 
marked, are two against the Osages and one for $525 against the 
Utes. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Hasthe gentleman any figuresas to judgments 
against the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians? 

Mr. HERMANN. There are no judgments that I can find 
against those Indian tribes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Are these judgments all against 
the Indian tribes? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And what is the nature of the 
claim against these tribes? 

Mr. HERMANN. They are claims arising from depredations 
by the Indians, consisting of the burning of houses, the destruc- 
tion of crops and other property, and general depredations. 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And if an individual Indian does 
that it is charged against the tribe? 

Mr. HERMANN. It is charged against the tribe; but ever 
since, I may say May, 1796, when the first legislation by Con- 
gress was had upon this subject, claims have been made jointly 
against the United States and the tribes, and until a late period 
in our history payments were made directly from the Treasury, 
without reference to Congress. 

Now, i think I have answered most of the points made as to 
all these various funds against which these judgments should 
- have been first chargeable. The funds have been resorted to 
where they could be and where it was possible to exhaust them 
without placing the Indians in condition of want. I have here 
the report of the Secretary of the Interior, and also the report 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs upon that subject in which 
they refer to the ar roe, the cruelty, the hardship as well as 
the violence it would perpetrate if we should attempt to take 
these resources, which are appropriated for the maintenance of 
the Indians. 

I will say that in so far as these appropriations are concerned, 
they are largely contingent; and if there is any fund paid to 
these Indians in the next four or five years, or at any time in the 
future, these judgments will remain as prior claims against what- 
ever funds may come into the hands of the Government for those 
Indians. For instance, in the case of allotments that are being 
made, where the excess lands are sold, the money covered into 
the Treasury instantly becomes chargeable with the judgment. 
These judgments will continue a charge against the fund from 
the sales that are made. Now, the proposition is, that these 
judgments shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States Government and be a claim against the Government in 
the first instance, but eventually they will be paid out of the 
funds of the Indians that come into the Treasury in excess of the 
amount that may be required for their maintenance. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What rate of interest do those 
judgments bear? Four per cent? 

Mr. HERMANN. I think so; the usual interest allowed on 
judgments against the United States. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Are the Indian tribes of the 
United States made parties to the suits? 

Mr. HERMANN. In every case. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Who appears for those parties? 

Mr. HERMANN. The Attorney-General or an Assistant At- 
torney-General. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Have those suits all been an- 
swered? 

Mr. HERMANN. They have all been answered. I am glad 
the gentleman has called attention to that point. In every case 
in which a judgment has been rendered, it has been upon a pre- 
vious allowance made by the Secretary of the Interior at some 
time during the last twenty years. There are no new cases, be- 
cause the act of March 3, 1891, gave those old allowances priority, 
requiring the court to consider them first as against any new 
cases. As the gentleman has asked the question, let me add that 
an agreed state of facts has been entered into in each of these 
cases; in other words, these judgments are rendered upon stip- 
ulations, upon an agreed state of facts between the Attorney- 
General representing the Indians on the one part and the attor- 
neys of the claimants or the claimants themselves on the other. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then, if I understand the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Oregon, these claims have first had 
the approval of the Department, and then they have been sub- 

sequently tried in the courts? 

Mr. HERMANN. They have first had the approval of the 
Department, and then they have been tried in court and judg- 
ments have been rendered. And previous to that, all the facts 
had been carefully investigated by agents in the field. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LANHAM. 
for the present. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield one minute of my five rsmaining min- 
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a question of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], who as a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations is probably able to answer it. I 
received a day or two ago a card sent out from Des Moines, Iowa. 
It was sent to me by a soldier with an inquiry as to who was re- 
sponsible for the failure of the Government to pay promptly the 
pensions of the Western soldiers which are payable at Des 
Moines. This is the card: 

Des MOINES, IowA, July 13, 1892. 

Sir: In repiy to your communication I have to state— 

Then the following words are apparently put on with a rubber 
stamp in purple ink and a blank left for the name. The words 
are: 

Payment on all vouchers has been deferred for want of money—— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the rest of my time | 





JULY 23, 





Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, does this concern the propo- 
sition that is now before the House? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have five minutes, and I have yielded to the 
gentleman from Nebraska to ask a question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I know; but this does not relate to the prop- 
osition before the House. However, if there is to be an oppor- 
tunity given to reply to such statements I shall have nothing to 
sa 


r. SAYERS. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] 
asserted a few minutes ago that this House was responsible for 
the failure to pay the pensions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I will not press the point. I did not 
know that anything had been said upon the subject this morn- 


ing. 
Mr. BRYAN (resuming). The card reads: 


Payment on all vouchers has been deferred for want of money. 
as I receive credits to enable me to pay I will do so without —_ 
S. A. MARINE, 
United States Pension Agent. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman one min- 
ute more. 
Mr. BRYAN. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Texas what 
reason can be given for the failure to pay these pension claims? 
Is it due to any lack of appropriation by Congress, or is it due to 
the action of the pension agent, or is it the fault of the Depart- 
ment under which the agent acts? 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I can answer the question of the 
gentleman from Nebraska most positively, that the failure has 
not resulted from any act of this House. On the 7th day of 
March the general pension appropriation bill passed this House 
for the present fiscal year. It was reported to the Senate from 
the Committze on Appropriations, of that body, onthe 13th day 
of June. It passed the Senate on June 29, and was returned to 
the House. This was the general pension bill, making appropria- 
tions for pensions for the present fiscal year. A deficiency bill 
carrying every dollar that the Commissioner of Pensions asked 
tohave appropriated passed this House on the 7th day of June. 
This bill was see to the Senate and passed. On 
the 30th day of June this House passed a joint resolution, which 
was concurred in by the Senate, continuing all of last year’s ap- 
propriations until July 15. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Including pensions in express words. 

Mr. SAYERS, Yes; expressly including pensions. And on 
July 15, another resolution of the same character was passed. 
So that it has been no fault of this House that there has been a 
default in the payment of pensions. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
say a word to the gentlemanfrom Texas on this point, as I know 
something about it. The extension was made for this fiscal year 
on the 30th dayof June. 

Mr.SAYERS. It was. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. There was not time after that to 
get warrants to these different pension agencies. The exten- 
sion ought to have gone through before. Yesterday morning I 
was in the Treasury Department about other matters, and, hav- 
ing heard some rumors of this kind for a day or two, I spoke 
to Mr. McLeran, chief of the warrant division, who has charge 
of this part of the business, and he turned to the books and 
showed me that there was $100,000 to the credit of the pension 
agent at Des Moines, and that there had been four remittances 
made since July 2,as I remember the date. But of course there 
was a delay of a few days owing to the extension of the appropri- 
ations. If that extension had been made sooner, so that there 
could have been time to send out the warrants, the difficulty 
would not have arisen. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me submit this to my friend —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Department could have sent to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations at any time a request for an earlier 
passage of the act extending the appropriations; but there was 
no such request. 

Mr.SAYERS. The answer to the statementof the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] is complete, showing that this 
House is not responsible for the slightest delay, because this 
House passed the regular pension appropriation bill for this fis- 
cal year on the 7th day of March, and the Senate did not act upon 
it until June 29. So that itcould not have been the fault of this 
House at all, as the remark of the gentleman from Vermont[Mr. 
GROUT] implies. 

Mr. REED. The House passed so inadequate a bill that the 
Senate was obliged to supply what the House had omitted. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then why did they not return it to us earlier? 
Mr. REED. Simply because the facts were not then apparent. 
Mr. SAYERS. The same facts were apparent then as now. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. One reason was because they 


As soon 
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wanted to know how much would be needed at the end of the 
fiscal year—how much should be covered by the bill. We did 
not put enough in our bill by $12,000,000, because it was $12,000,- 
000 below the expenditure the the then current year; and that 
is one reason why the Senate held the bill back. 

Mr.SAYERS. Butthe gentleman from Maine[Mr. DINGLEY] 
said in his speech, which is of record, that we appropriated for 
the last fiscal year $10,000,000 too much, which would be covered 
back into the Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; the “ gentleman from Maine” said 
simply this 

Mr. SAYERS. You credited your appropriations with $10,- 





{Here the hammer fell.} 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The Commissioner of Pensions | 


was here urging early action, so that no fault obtains on the 
part of the Department. That I can positively state. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I yield one minute tothe gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the pension appropriation bill 
came back from the Senate June 29. On the very next day the 
joint resolution extending the appropriations was passed. 

Mr. GROUT. The last day of the fiscal year. 

Mr. SAYERS. When did the pension bill come back from 
the Senate? 

Mr. GROUT. On the day before, as you have just stated. 


Mr. SAYERS. You said this House was responsible for the | 


delay. 


Mr. GROUT. Yes, because, the extending resolution being | 


passed on the last day of June, there was not time to send out 
the funds to the several agents. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was this House responsible for that, or the 
Senate? 

Mr. GROUT. The House was responsible in not extending 
earlier the appropriations of the last year. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But the extending resolution was passed on | 


the 30th of June. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That was too late to allow the 


warrants to be sent out to the pension agents in time; and this | 


is what threw the matter back. 

Mr. SAYERS. No request was made to us to pass the pension 
bill for the present fiscal year before June 30-——— 

Mr. HOLMAN, Except by the Pension Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. Because the bill could not possibly go into ef- 
fect before the Ist day of July anyhow, and the money appropri- 
ated by the bill could not be made of any use to the pensioners 
earlier. But what did this House do? On the 30th of June it 
passed a resolution continuing the appropriations of the previous 

ear. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, the act of March 3, 1891, 
giving to the Court of Claims jurisdiction of Indian depredation 


claims, transfers all those claims directly to that court. In ef- | 


fect it makes both the Government and the Indian tribes who 
may have committed the depredations parties to the proceed- 
ing. It creates a new office, the office of Assistant Attorney- 
General, the duty of this office being to appear before the court 
and protect the rights of the Government and of the Indian 
tribes. It gives the court jurisdiction to hear and determine 
the claims, and prescribes the kind of evidence and the method 
of procedure. Then section 6 of the act provides— 


That the amount of any judgment so rendered against any tribe of In- 
dians shall be charged against the tribe by which, or by members of which, 


the court shall find that the depredation was committed, and shall be de- | 


ducted and paid in the following manner: First, from annuities due said 
tribe from the United States; second, if no annuities are due or available, then 
from any other funds due said tribe from the United States, arising from 
the sale of their lands or otherwise; third, if no such funds are due or avail- 
able, then from any appropriation for the benefit of said tribe, other than 
appropriations for their current and necessary support, subsistence, and ed- 
ucation; and, fourth, if no such annuity, fund, or appropriation is due or 
available, then the amount of the judgment shall be paid from the Treasury 
of the United States, 


Section 8 provides, and I desire to call the attention of the 
House to this provision— 


That immediately after the beginning of each session of Congress the At- 
torney-General of the United States shall transmit to the Congress of the 


United States a list of all final judgments rendered in pursuance of this act, | 


in favor of claimants and ~— the United States, and not paid as herein- 
before provided, which sh 
appropriation bill. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the only reasonable construction that can 
 ereccy be placed on the two sections, the substance of which I 
ave just read, is that this act makes the Government of the 
United States the surety and the Indian tribes the principal 
debtor in these judgments; that the language provides that the 


| thereupon be appropriated for in the proper | 


possession of the Government; and that if they can not be so 
paid, then, once in each year, at the beginning of each session 
of Congress, the Attorney-General of the United States must re- 
port to Congress—to both bodies—in the same manner that esti- 
mates for the other appropriations necessary for the Government 
are presented, stating what judgments remain unpaid and why, 
and stating specifically*each of the judgments and the facts con- 

| nected therewith. 

| Mr. LANHAM. Let me call the attention of the gentleman 

| to a portion of section 5 of the act conferring jurisdiction on the 

Court of Claims, which says: 

| 


that is to say, from moneys belonging to the Indian tribes in the 


The court shall render judgment in favor of the claimant or claimants 
| against the United States, and against the tribe of Indians, etc. 

From which it will appear that the Government is just a3 much 
liable as the Indians, and it will be seen 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I understand the point the gentleman 
| from Texas would make. 

Mr. LANHAM. Allow me one moment. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I can not yield. I understand the ques- 
tion and will answer the gentleman fully and explicitly. It is 
always competent where a judgment is rendered against two 
| partie: as between themselves to regard one man as surety and 
| the other as principal, although in form the judgment is ren- 
dered against both. But hereit is prescribed explicitly that the 
judgment shall be first paid by the Indians out of their funds— 
| paid from any funds they may have in the Treasury—and in de- 
fault of such payment on their part then that the Government 
shall pay the same from the Treasury. . 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman allow me just a word 
at that point? I want to call hisattention to this very language 
from the act which he has himself quoted: 





Provided, Any money so paid from the Treasury of the United States shall 
be made a charge against such tribe and be deducted from any annuities due 
to them, etc. 


That dogs not imply that it shall be first paid from the annui- 
| ties of the Indian:. 
Mr. ROCKWELL. I understand that, and will come back 
| to it in the course of the discussion. I must decline to yield, as 
| | have but a very few moments and this is an important subject. 
| Isay that the object and purpose of the statute is that the 
| judgment must be first paid from the annuities or the funds of 
| the Indians. There can bo no question of that; and it is further 
| provided that at the end of each year, or at the beginning of each 
| Congress in every year, @ report shall be made by the Attorney- 
| General of the judgments rendered by the court, and the facts 
in connection with each, which report must show whether they 
| have or have not been paid in the manner prescribed by that 
| statute. If the amount paid from the Indian annuities and funds 
| is not sufficient to satisfy the judgment, the Government of the 
United States becomes surety for the balance. But the Indian 
triba, out of its own funds, is the principal debtor. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will pardon me fora sug- 
gestion 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I must decline to be interrupted; I can 
not yield further. 

Now, in a communication on that subject addressed to the 
Hous *, which I hold in my hand, and which | regret I have not 
the tims to read,the commissioners sail that the statut> was 
wrong because it left them nodiscretion; that they were obliged 
to pay out the money from the Indian funds, and asked Congress 
| to amend the act so as to remedy this condition. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentieman allow me 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Imust refuse to yield. I have but fifteen 
minutes. This is a most important subject. There are half a 
million of dollars involved in this amendment; but let me tell 
you gentlemen that that is only a preliminary to what may come 
1ereafter. It is only a fragment of these claims. Twenty-five 
millions of dollars are on the docket, and if this principle is al- 
lowed, that the Government is to pay these judgments, it will 
cost the United States Government $25,000,000 before you get 
| through. 
| Now, to proceed. The course of procedure,as I have already 
\ said, is prescribed. It requires that at the beginniag of each 
, Congress such a statement shall be furnished by the Attorney- 
| General as will show the character of these judgments and how 
they have been settled, and that such information shall be given 
as will enable us to understand all of the particulars regarding 
these claims. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman will allow me to call his at- 
tention to Senate Executive Document 134, Fifty-second Con- 
gress, first session, he will see thatsuch claims have been already 
transmitted. 








judgments must be first paid in the manner directed therein—| Mr. ROCKWELL. I have the document to which you refer 
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in my hand and intended torefer to it. When was it sent? On 
the 7th day of July. Not at the beginning of the session, and I 
call the attention of the House to the fact. This Congress met 
on the first Monday in December last, and at that time there was 
not an existing judgment against the Government on account of 
said claims. That is the very point in controversy here. The 

oint [am making is that wena Cangvenantt nota dollar of these 
judgments against the United States haf been rendered. The 
very first judgment, and I read from this documentto which the 
gentieman was referring, was rendered on the 11th day of Janu- 
ary last, more than a month afterCongressmet. A large amount 
of the judgments have been rendered within the last thirty days. 
Very many of them were rendered on the 30th dayof June. Al- 
most half of them in amount and in number were rendered on 
that date, only about three weeks ago. 

Mr. LANHAM. Do you not think it was competent—— 

Mr. ROCKWELL. One minute. I do not wish to be contin- 
ually interrupted. I say we have not followed this statute, and 
could not follow this statute in placing these judgments upon 
this bill, for the reason that at the time this Congress met there 
had not been a dollar of these judgments rendered; but after 
this bill went to the Senate the creditors, whose money under 
the terms of this act is not due and can not become due until the 
next session of this Congress, began to importune their Sen- 
ators. The Western Senators were pressed by these creditors, 
who crowd the corridors at the other end of the Capitol. 

These creditors wanted their money in advance of the time at 
which this very liberal statute gives it to them, and it was for 
that reason that the Senate, without consultation with the House, 
by a Senate resolution amd-not a joint resolution, sent to the 
Attorney-General and asked him to give them a list of all the 
judgments that had been rendered up to date. Mind you, they 
did not ask how many judgments had been paid; they did 
not ask for the information required by this statute, and this 
very communication, to which the gentleman from Texas calls 
my attention, does not state the name of a single Indian tribe, 
does not state whether there are any funds to the credit of those 
tribes or not. Itisa mere bare list of these judgments that were 
already rendered, and the amount of the judgment in each case, 
making a total of some $479,000, being the exact amount which 
the Senate by this amendment put into the iy er bill. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Yes. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Is there any information as to whether the 
judgments can be paid out of the annuities to the credit of these 
indian tribes? 

Mr.ROCKWELL. There is nosuch information, and the first 
information which this House has ever received or which any- 
body connected with it has received is contained in a private 
letter read by the gentleman from Oregon on the floor of the 
House this morning. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman is mistaken in saying it is 
a private letter. It is an official letter, sent by the commissioner 
as a public officer, and sent to me as an officer of this House. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. The course which has been taken does not 
follow the course prescribed in the law of 1891. Now, there is 
another important point here to which I wish tocall the attention 
ofthe House. Section 10 of this act provides that the claimant, or 
the United States, or the tribe of Indians or other party thereto, 
interested in any proceeding brought under the provisions of 
this act, shall have the same rights of appeal as are or may be re- 


served in the statutes of the United States in other cases and | 


upon the conditions and limitations therein contained. The 
mode of procedure in claiming and perfecting’an appeal shall 
conform in all respects as near as may be to the statutes and 
rules of courts governing appeals in other cases. 

Now, sir, the statutes and provisions with reference to appeals 
from the Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, give the parties ninety days in which to perfect an ap- 

al. The ninety days have not expired in most of these cases. 

n afew, that were rendered back in January, the ninety days 
have expired. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
particular cases. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. 
ask for an appeal. 

Mr. HERMANN. Not in these cases, they have not. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I know what I am talking about. The 
statute gives them the right. 

Mr. HERMANN. But not upon an agreed statement of facts. 
These judgments are rendered upon @ stipulation, upon an agreed 
statement of facts, and there can be no . 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I do not wish to be interrupted any more. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like to ask the gentleman a 


But there was no appeal allowed in these 


Isay they have ninety days in which to 


i ea ea CI 
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question for information. I would like to know if it was not re- 
quired in these cases that the notice of appeal should be filed 
within a short time, and that on the failure to file notice within 
a few days, the — of appeal ceased? 

Mr.HERMANN. That did not apply to cases which were ad- 
judicated upon an agreed statement of facts. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I say the Government and the Indians 
have ninety days in which to perfect an appeal. 

I say further that there is a very important question involved 
as to the construction of this statute, and it is very important 
and necessary that some of these cases should receive the revi- 
sion of the Supreme Court of the United States and be passed upon 
by that court, and ifthe Assistant Attorney-General, whose salary 
we have just doubled, and who yesterday was asking the House, 
through a Senate amendment, to be allowed back pay for an ad- 
ditional year, does his duty, these claims will be taken to the 
Supreme Court of the United States for revision and final adju- 
dication. Now, as I stated at the beginning, the Governmentis 
simply the surety of the Indians, who are the principal debtors. 

If this House appropriates the money and pays these judg- 
ments before any attempt is made to collect the money from the 

rincipal debtors, then where is the Government going to recou 

itself out of the Indian fund? If the surety comes forward aan 
pays a judgment, thereby satisfying that judgment, and depriv- 
ing the principal debtor of the right of appeal, how can the 
surety recoup itself from the principal debtor? I say it would 
be criminal negligence on our, part to pay these judgments at 
this time, without first letting the time for appeal expire; and if 
we put ourselves and the Indians in a position where the right 
of appeal will be lost, how can the Government recoup itself 
from these Indian tribes under the provisions of this act? 

Mr. HERMANN. How can the principal debtor take an ap- 
peal when he has stipulated to go to trial and judgment upon an 
agreed state of facts? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Ido not agree withthegentleman. Isay 
the Indians may take an appeal, at any time within thres months, 
under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the Attorney-General appears for the 

Indians. Who would take the appeal’ 
Mr. ROCKWELL. They may employ counsel for the appeal, 
for they have a very serious interest in the matter. I haveseen 
their communications sent here, complaining to the Department 
that they have not been properly represented, that the Attorney- 
General had no right to appear for them and represent them. 
They want to get private counsel, and they want to appeal from 
these judgments, use they say the amountof the judgments 
is entirely too large. 

Mr. HERMANN. The law has given them counsel. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. The law gave them counsel, without giv- 
ing them notice, and these claims were heard without any no- 
tice being given to the Indians of the attempt made to deprive 
them of their rights. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LANHAM. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remain- 


ng. 

Nir. LANHAM. [yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SMITH]. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, if I understand the 
argument of my friend from: New York, it means simply this: 
That these judgments should not now be paid, because, first, the 
time for appeal has not expired; second (and I can not exactly 
understand him on that point, though I gave him strict attention), 
that because the Indian was not made a party to the suit, that 
we for some reason ought now to prevent the payment of these 
jndgments. Now, we will see by reference to the statement, and 
no man here will contradict it, the gentleman from Texas has 
shown the difference between the French spoliation claims just 
before the House and these, that jurisdiction was conferred on 
the court under the act, stating that this court shall render 
judgment in favor of the claimant or claimants against the 

nited States and against the tribe of Indians comma the 
wrong, if such can be identified. In section 8 that bill says that 
“‘immediately after the judgment, to each session of Congress,” 
etc.— 

The Attorney-General of the United States shall transmit to Congress a 
list of all the final judgments rendered in pursuance of this act in favor of 
the claimant and against the United States, and not paid as herein pro- 


ue It shall thereupon be appropriated for in the proper appropriation 


That is mandatory on this Congress, and the provision which 
the law makes, that this shall be taken from the Indian fund, 
simply means that the United States Government, against whom 
the judgment is rendered, and who in the appropriation bill, 
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under the law pays it, can recoup from the Indians, if the tribe 
of Indians is known, and ifthey are not known the Government 
itself can not get it back. So that the gentleman’s argument of 
the purpose absolutely falls tothe ground. It was part of the 
intent of the statute for which we have been working since the 
Fiftieth Congress, that I know personally. 

Now, he says, and the real objection, that might mislead some 
members of the House, is that this is a question of appeal. He 
states that the Indians were not represented. They are the | 
wards of this Government, protected like any ward of chancery, | 
and like any infant or non compos, vy the appointment of an 
attorney in all transactions; and the United States Government 
has appointed an attorney of the United States to take care of 
their interests in these cases, and it is a weak plea for the gen- 
tleman here to say that these men shall not be paid afterall these | 
years because the Indian claims he was not represented. 

Now he was represented in these cases, and there is ho appeal 
to be taken, because, as was suggested, these are cases, as the 
eae from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] well says, that have 

ong ago been adjudicated in the Interior Department in favor | 
of the claimants, and these are judgments that come up first for 
adjudication, and nearly all of them have accrued for years. 

Mr. HERMANN. And the Indians had representatives at 
that time. 

Mr. SMITH ofArizona. They had representatives; they had 
the attorney of the United States, and there has been no fund 
from that day until this. Now, they are to be postponed upon 
this weak plea of the gentleman to put them off until the next 


Congress. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has | 
expired. 

r. LANHAM. I now sield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. TOWNSEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say that 
there are no creditors of the Government more meritorious, nor 
is there any indebtedness more binding than these claims. They 
have been adjudicated for probably twenty years. They arose 
from the destruction of property,which was frequently accompan- 
ied by the most barbarous and savage cruelty; and the result 
has been that these claimants have been, in many instances, if 
not in most instances, absolutely pauperized and ruined by the 
loss for which these claims are allowed. They reach from the 
Gulf to the British possessions. The entire West is filled with 
people who have these claims. They have been waiting all these 
years. These claims have been adjudicated in the Interior De- 

artment, and, under the act of referred to, they were transferred 
to the Court of Claims, and these judgments are final and bind- 
The argument of the gentleman from New York is simply 

an argument sticking in the bark. 

There is nothing in it whatever. He attempts to construe 
the act by saying that the Government is simply the guarantor 
or surety. That is his own construction. ere is nothing in 
the law to justify it. The Government is as absolutely bound as | 
any Indian tribe; and, as has been shown by the gentleman from | 
Oregon [Mr. HERMANN}, there was no fund out of which to pay | 
any of these claims, except in two instances, where judgments 
were rendered. They were then rendered upon the stipulation | 
by the parties represented—the Government, claimant, and the | 
Indian tribe—hence there is no appeal. There is no lawyer in 
this House that for a moment would argue that an appeal existed | 
now. We have simply judgments rendered upon findings that | 
have been lying in the Interior Department, and I desire this 
House, if it is going to refuse to pay these honest judgments that 
these claimants have been waiting for so long, that it do it on | 
some higher motive than a mere desire to prevent larger appro- 
priations in this Congress. 

This argument that is made against it has absolutely no 
foundation. There is nothing in it. It is simply a refusal to 
pay honest and just debts. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my | 
time. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman | 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope I shall have the ear of 
the House for a few moments while I explain how this matter 
stands, Inasmuch as, under the law, no report is to be made to 
Congress until next December, no report on this subject has come 
to the House Committee on Appropriations, so that that com- 
mittee has not considered, and has never had an opportunity to 
consider, these claims. I presume that after the deficiency bill 
went to the Senate—or it may have been before that time—either 
the Senate, or a committee of that body, called for a statement 
of the oe of this character on which judgments had been 
rendered—— 











| for by Congress. 


| other point. 


| not to be reported to Congress until next December. 


| not yet reported to Congress, I as 
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Mr. LANHAM. They were called for by a resolution of the 
Senate on July 4. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, that action was taken after we had 
passed our bill here, and the list of these claims was sent to the 
Senate, not in obedience to law, but merely atthe request of that 
body. Now, I hope you will consider, gentlemen, whether your 
Committee on Appropriations shall be held in any degree re- 
sponsible, or shall be reflected upon hereafter, because they have 


| not considered and reported tothis House a measure which ought 


to be favorably considered. 

Mr. LANHAM. The law does not say that the claims shall 
be transmitted to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The provision of the law is that they shall 


| be reported to the next session of Congress, which, of course, in 


this case means next December, so that, so far as the House is 


| concerned, no House Committee on Appropriations has ever 


considered this subject for a moment or ever had an opportunity 


| of doing so. 


Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have only three minutes. I do not wish 
any action to be taken here which would seem to reflect upon 
your Committee on Appropriations, and yet the record which 
gentlemen are making would leave it to fairly inferred that 
these matters had not been properly considered by that com- 
mittee. 

Now, I have examined somewhat the law relating to this sub- 
ject, and I submit to gentlemen that if there are any funds 
of the class named in it, the judgments are not to be appropriated 
If there are either annuity funds or moneys 
appropriated by Congress for the benefit of the tribe 

Mr. LANHAM. May I show the gentleman that there are 
none? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know that fact. No committee of 
the House has had an opportunity to investigate or consider that 
question. 

Mr. LANHAM. I can give the gentleman my authority. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no doubt that you bone obtained a 
statement on that subject, but the House Committee on Appro- 

riations should have an opportunity of ascertaining the facts. 
f there are any annuity funds, it is out of them that these judg- 
ments should be paid. 

Mr. HERMANN. No such funds can be found. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How does thegentleman know that? That 
fact should be ascertained through your committee. 

Mr. HERMANN. I have the information from the source from 
which the committee would get it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, but I want to know something about 





| these facts for myself, and your committee want to know some- 


thing about them. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. HOLMAN. No,I cannot. I have no time left. I will 


| ask for another minute. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has four min- 
utes. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I yield the gentleman from Indiana one 
minute more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to an- 
We have no information yet from the Attorney- 
General as to which of these judgments are to be appealed from. 
The Department of Justice has had no occasion to communicate 


| with us on that subject, because, under the law, the claims were 


Now, in 
this state of uncertainty, with the large amount of these claims 
to be adjusted, never considered by any committee of the House, 
the gentleman from Texas 
{[Mr. LANHAM], as a matter of common fairness, to agree to this. 
Let this matter go back to the conference, let us inquire into 
the facts, and if, after inquiry, we are compelled to report a dis- 
agreement nobody can complain. Weshall then know whatthe 
Department intends to do, but we are now without any infor- 
mation 

Mr. LANHAM. Why, we have information which is given by 
the recorded judgments of the court. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 
two minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEarp]}. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, these claims, or some of them, 
have been due for more than forty years. After waiting until 
most of the claimants had died of old age, Congress, at its 
last session, provided a tribunal for the adjudication of these 
claims. There is presented to us now the solemn adjudication 
of that tribunal of our own creation. The Government and the 
Indian tribes interested have had their day in court, and, as I 
said before, these claims have been pending until the claimants, 
many of them, some in my own district, have died of old age. 
Mr. Speaker, it is a shame that in dealing with a question of 
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this kind we should be influenced by any consideration of a merely 
political character, that, in order to pinch our appropriations, 
or to appear to be economizing, or for any other reason, we 
should postpone the payment of the claims thus presented for 
our consideration in the form of the judgment of a tribunal cre- 
ated by Congress for the protection of the Government and to 
do justice between the Indian tribes and the people who have 
been despoiled at their hands. 

We can not do justice to ourselves, sitting as representatives 
of the American people who are interested in these matters, if 
we longer postpone or delay the payment of these claims, the 
justice of which has been fully ascertained, and which should 

ave been paid long ago. 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield to the gentleman from New Mexico 
[Mr. JOSEPH]. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, no bondholder of the United 
States has to wait a day for his money; when interest or princi- 
a of bonds is due it is paid without appropriation of Congress. 

hat is right; no one disputes it. These judgments in favor of 
the Indian depredation claimants are the same as bonds. The 
law says they ‘‘ shall be a final determination of the rights and 
obligations of the parties.” The obligation of a party to a julg- 
ment is to pay it. If he delays he is either dishonest or insolv- 
ent. This Government is not insolvent. Does the conference 
committee wish it to be dishonest? Every day’s delay in paying 
these judgments is equivalent to repudiation. 

Why does this House consent to add $309,821.09 additional 
judgments of the Court of Claims under other laws to this bill 
and refuse toadd the depredation judgments? These are just as 
much obligation of the United States as the ordinary judgments. 

Both the Government and the Indians are bound by these judg- 
ments. But that does not lessen the obligation of the Govern- 
ment. Its only duty is to pay the judgments and settle with the 
Indians as it pleases. 

It is not right'to put off payment by the United States because 
perhaps the Indians may pay. The Secretary of the Interior, in 
his letter of July 1, 1892, printed on page 12 0f Senate Report 
903, transmits the report of the Commissionerof Indian Affairs, 
which says that there are no Indian tribes except the Osages 
which have available funds to pay these judgments. Judgment 
against the Osages of $815 have been paid from their funds and 
this amount has been deducted in making the appropriation. 
There are, therefore, no Indian funds from which these judgments 
can be paid. If payment is refused at this session the Secretary 
of the Interior can do no more than he has done already. He 
can not take the funds used to feed, clothe,and educate the In- 
dians; the law does not allow this. He must again report to 
Congress what he has already reported, that there are no In- 
dian funds. 

This Congress is spoken of as a farmers’ Congress. These 
claimants are nearly all farmers. Bondholders get their money 
promptly. These farmers ought to have their judgments just 
as promptly. 

By paying these judgments the United States gets rid of a 
much larger amount of claims. The whole amount claimed in 
the cases in which these judgments were rendered is $834,736, 
while the judgments are only $479,067.62. The Court of Claims 
has also dismissed eighty-eight claims amounting to $441,387.54, 
making a total of $1,276,123.54 of claims disposed of at this term 
of court, with judgments for the claimants for only about one- 
third of this sum. , 

The solemn obligations of the United States should not be dis- 
regarded. The debt of the Government is admitted. The In- 
dians have nofunds. The United States is bound to pay. It is 
an act of common honesty to pay at once. Quite a number of the 
citizens of the Territory of New Mexico are directly interested 
in this appropriation, and as they expect this great and rich Gov- 


ernment to meet its just obligations honestly and promptly, I as | 


their representative upon this floor, most earnestly request that 
this House will concur with the Senate amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve the residue of 
my time until the gentleman from New York [Mr. ROCKWELL] 
who has three minutes, I believe, remaining, has been heard. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to reaffirm the prop- 
osition I made in answer to the last question asked me when * 
was previously on the floor. I say it isan undisputed fact that 
not one of these Indian tribes has had any notice whatever of this 
proceeding in the Court of Claims, nor has been represented in 
court, except that the Attorney-General or y the Gov- 
ernment appeared before the court; and under the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States these judgments ren- 
dered without notice to the Indians are absolutely void as to 
them, and they have the right to come in now and take an ap- 
peal. They are finding fault with these judgments; they say 
the claims are for too great amounts of money. 
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The only way the Government can be protected in its rights is 
to have this matter go over, as peovibed by section 8 of the stat- 
ute of March 3, 1891, until the next meeting of Congress. Any 
action which may be now taken will be taken in the face of the 
provision of that section that these claims shall be transmitted 
to Congress at the beginning of the first session after the judg- 
ments are rendered. Any other course, under the circumstances 
and conditions existing between the Indians and the United 
States, against whom these judgments are rendered, will be a 
criminal waste of the people’s money on the part of this House. 

Mr. LANHAM. [yield a minute and a half tothe gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I controvert the last state- 
ment of the gentleman who has just preceded me [Mr. ROcK- 
WELL] by asserting most positively that in every one of these 
cases statements of facts upon which the judgments are predi- 
cated were submitted to the Indians where they could be found 
by the Indian agents years and years ago, and the facts were 
subsequently reéxamined by the Secretary of the Interior by 
special agents at great expense and the findings approved by 
the Secretary. In each of these cases there is an approved 
claim, and the Indians have received notice of the facts alleged 
by claimants. As to many of these same claims favorable re- 
ports have been made by committees of Congress, and all of 
them at one time or another have been pending before Congress 
upon reports transmitted biennially by the Interior Department 
as@equired by law. Upon the next proposition, as to the ques- 
tion of appeal and that not sufficient time has elapsed, it is 
enough to say that every judgment rendered was upon an agreed 
statement of facts. A stipulation was in every case filed, signed 
by the Attorney-General or his assistant, on behalf of the United 
States and the Indian debtors, as well as by the claimants and 
their attorneys. How does an appeal come in at all in such 
cases? Will the gentleman answer? I wish also to state that I 
consulted the Department of Justice on that point and have re- 
ceived this communication: 

The judgments which have been rendered in favor of claimants in Indian 
depredation cases are all upon claims that had been examined, approved, 
and allowed by the Secretary of the Interior prior to the passage of the act 
of March 3, 1891, and which the Government and the claimant both elected 
not to reopen, and such judgments were rendered after an examination by 
the Assistant Attorney-General and upon a stipulation between him and the 
attorney for claimant; hence no appeal could taken. The judgment was 
upon an agreed statement of facts, and virtually upon a stipulation for judg- 
ment in accordance with the provisions of the fourth paragraph of section 
4of act March 3, 1891. 

This is a complete answer to the statement of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. ROCKWELL]. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Whose statement is that? 

Mr. HERMANN. It is the statement of the Assistant Attor- 
ney-General who has charge of these claims, an able, painstak- 
ing officer, and who is one of the most zealous defenders of the 
rights and equities of an Indian that I have ever met among 
Federal officials. He is just alike to debtor and creditor, and 
not an Indian or an Indian tribe has so far made a single pro- 
test against the . oo 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whose name is signed to it? 

Mr. HERMANN. The name of the Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Oregon 
himself does not claim that these Indian tribes have had any 
notice of this proceeding in the Court of Claims. It is a con- 
ceded fact that no notice has been given to any Indian tribe of 
the provisions of this act, or of any proceeding in the Court of 
Claims since the act was passed. 

Mr. HERMANN. They had previous notice. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. ‘Previous notice” amounts to nothing. 
Therefore, I say the judgment rendered in the Court of Claims 
upon what was called an agreed statement of facts (the Attor- 
ney-General, appointed by the United States, undertaking to 
represent these Indians in a proceeding of which they had no 
notice), could not bind them. These judgments are not of bind- 
ing force in reference to the Indians, and this matter should lie 
over until the next meeting of Congress in order that the rights 
of the Government may be properly protected and preserved. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. sides, the money is not yet due. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. No, sir; it is not due. 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Kansas ee SIMPSON}. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt to discuss 
any technical points of law connected with this question. I wish 
merely to refer to some matters connected with these Indian 
depredations which came under my own observation. In the 
case of the Cheyenne outbreak in the Indian Territory, those In- 
dians were taken from their homes in the Northwest against 
their will and placed right in the midst of civilization, where 
they should have been guarded by the Government through the 





1892. 





Army; but the Army, neglectful of its duty and its aby mgs of | 
the people, permitted a large number of these indians te escape. | 
They went up to Kansas, Nebraska, and the Dakotas, leaving a 
swath of death and desolation behind them. They killed cattle 
and human beings indiscriminately. 
In my own part of the country there are to-day several widows 
and orphans who became such as the result of that outbreak. | 
Many persons in that region lost everything they had by the dep- 
redations of these Indians; and this happened in consequence of | 
the neglect of the Government, through the remissness of the | 
Army, which was sent to guard those savages who had been | 
| 





brought from the far Northwest and placed there in the midst of 
civilization. 

Now, I say, gentlemen, under all laws of right and justice this | 
Government is holden for the damages occurring through that | 
outbreak; and whether you collect from the Indians themselves | 
or from the taxpayers at large, the Government owes the debt | 
and ought to pay it at once before these people have passed away | 
from the facs of the earth in death, where they can never re- | 
ceive the benefit of this act of justice. 

I am aware, sir, that gentlemen will say that this is a claim | 
where there isa dispute about what is due to these people, and 
that there must be a certain course of law gone through with, 
and an examination of the claim; that the proper authorities | 
mustadjudicate it, and all that sortof thing. But { understand, 
in response to that suggestion, that it has been already done. 
The Government has considered the questions of right and jus- 
tice of the claims, and report has been made upon them, and they 
only await an act of Congress to appropriate the funds to pay 
the debt. And while gentlemen have been ready and willing to 
appropriate large sums here for the improvement of out-of-the- 
way rivers and harbors, and to build great battle ships, not nec- 
essary, according to my views, I say they ought to be willing to 
come forward and appropriate the money which is actually due 
under such circumstances as are presented in these claims. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman realize the fact that if 
we wait a little while longer until these claims become stale,we 
can escape payment altogether? 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman would not recommend that 
as a proper course to pursue? 

Mr. BOATNER. No, not as a proper course to pursue, but as | 
a fact. 

Mr. LANHAM. I now yield one minute and a half to the 
gentleman from Nebraska |Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, the Government of the United 
States is either responsible for the damages in these cases, or it | 
is not responsible. We have decided by a previous law creat- 
ing a court for the adjudication of these demands that we are 
a and we have clearly fixed that responsibility in the 

aw. 

Now, the evidence is plain that these Indian tribes are not 
able to pay the judgment in the first place, and whether you say 
that the Government of the United States is jointly liable or as 
guarantor, in either event we are compelled to advance the 
money. Why, then, shall we delay payment of our liabilities? | 

I do not believe that the Government should postpone the pay- 
ment of a just debt. Iam only in favor of necessary expendi- 
tures and economical administration of the Government, but I 
believe in the principle that the Government should promptly 
meet its obligations. The judgments which have been rendered 
here were rendered in cases long ago adjudicated. The cases 
were examined by the proper authorities of the Government | 
and passed upon—— 

Mr. HERMANN. And with notice to the Indians. 

Mr. BRYAN. And with notice to the Indians as suggested 
by the gentlemanfrom Oregon. Doesmy friend from New York 
mean to say that no matter what the judgment may be we can 
not render the Indians liable? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I mean to say that the Indians can have 
any such judgment as this reopened. In other words, that we 
can not cut them off from their just right in this way. 

Mr. BRYAN. If they can do that in three months they can 
do it in thirty years. There is no way of preventing it. But | 
there is one thing that can not be questioned, and that is that | 
these outrages have been committed, and that damages have 
been suffered. The amounts have been assessed and the claims | 
adjudicated. We have established a court for the purpose of | 
disposing of them, and they have reported the amounts. The | 
law provides that these reports must be submitted at the first of | 
the session. But suppose they are not sent in at thattime. We 
have many instances in which the Departments send here their 
estimates long after Congress has met; but we do not refuse to 
make necessary appropriations for the support of the Govern- 
ment on that account. And I say that these claims ought to be 
paid whether the notice was received from the Department on | 
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the Ist of December or on the Ist of July, if they are right, 
That is the only question to be considered. The judgments were 
reported in time for us to include them in this bill, and that is 
soon enough. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have only time to say that all 
of the objections that have been raised to the payment of these 





| claims are technical and untenable. No well-informed gentle- 


man expects that these judgments will or can be paid by the In- 
dians. We all know that the Indians are insolvent. We all 
know that the Secretary of the Interior, under the discretion 
confided to him by the Senate amendment, will not cripple the 
Indian service or take from them what is necessary for their ed- 
ucation, support, and civilization. We must look ultimately to 
the General Government for that indemnification for the dam- 
ages suffered by these people, which has becn promised to them 
for so long a time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then this proposition is in plain language 
that the Government shall pay the sum outright? 

Mr. LANHAM. It proposes that the United States is a judg- 
ment debtor, and should be held responsible for the payment. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate on this amendment has 
been exhausted; and the question will be taken on the motion of 
the gentleman from Texas to recede from the disagreement to 
the Senate amendment and agree to the same. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 


d4, noes 45. 


Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 94, 


not voting 138; as follows: 


Task for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


YEAS—96. 

Alderson, Dixon, Lind, Scott, 
Atkinson, Doan, Long, Seull, 
Bailey, Durborow, Loud, Shonk, 
Bartine, Enochs, Lynch. Simpson, 
Boatner, Greenleaf, McClellan, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Griswold, McGann, Steward, [IL 
Broderick, Grout, McKaig, Stewart, Tex. 
Brosius, Hall, McKeighan, Stone, C. W. 
Bryan, Halvorson, McRae, Stone, W. A 
Bullock, Harmer, Meredith, Stout, 
Byrns, Harries, Milliken, Sweet, 

| Caldwell, Heard, O'Neill, Pa. Tarsney, 

| Cheatham, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Mo. Taylor, Il. 

| Cobb, Ala. Hermann, Otis, Terry, 
Coburn, Hitt. Payne, Townsend, 
Compton, Hooker, x. F. Pendleton, Walker, 
Coolidge, Houk, Ohio Perkins, Warwick, 
Culberson, Hull, Pierce, Waugh, 
Cummings, Johnson, Ind. Post, Weadock, 
Curtis, Johnson, N. Dak. Powers, * White, 
Cutting, Jolley, Raines, Whiting, 
Dalzell, Kendall, Ray, Wilson, Wash. 
Daniell, Kribbs, Reed, Wilson, Mo. 
Davis, Lanham, Sayers. Wright. 

NAYS—4. 
Alexander, Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Pearson, 
Amerman, Cooper, Holman, Reilly, 
Bankhead, Covert, Hooker, Miss. Rockwell, 
Barwig, Crawford, Kilgore, Rusk, 
Bentley, Crosby, Kyle, Seerley, 
Bingham, De Armond, Lagan, Shively, 
Blount, De Forest, Lane, Snow, 
Bowman, Dickerson, Lapham, Sperry, 
Branch, Dockery, Lawson, Ga. Stevens, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Edmunds, Layton, Tillman, 
Bretz, Ellis, Lester, Va. Tracey, 
Brickner, Epes, Lester, Ga. Turner, 
Brookshire, Everett, Lockwood, Turpin, 
Brown, Fithian, Mallory, Van Horn, 
Brunner, Forman, Martin, Warner, 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, McCreary, Washington, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, McMillin, Wheeler, Ala. 
Bushnell, Goodnight, Montgomery, Williams, N. C. 
Butler, Grady. Moses, Williams, IIL. 
Bynum, Hallowell, Page, R. I Wilson, W.Va. 
Cadmus, Hamilton, Parrett Wise, 
Caruth, are, Patterson, Tenn. Youmans. 
Chipman, Hatch, Patton, 
Clover, Haynes, Ohio Paynter, 
NOT VOTING—138. 

Abbott, Bunting, Cowles, Fyan, 
Allen, Burrows, Cox, N.Y. Gantz, 
Andrew, Busey, Cox, Tenn. Geary, 
Arnold, Cable, Craig, Pa. Gillespie, 
Babbitt, Caminetti, Crain, Tex. Gorman, 
Bacon, Campbell, Dingley, Harter, 
Baker, Capehart, Dolliver, Haugen, 
Beeman, Castle, Donovan, Hayes, Iowa 
Belden, Catchings, Dungan, Hemphill, 
Belknap, Cate, Dunphy, Henderson, [1l. 
Beltzhoover, Causey, Elliott, Herbert, 
Bergen, Chapin, English, Hoar, 
Blanchard, Clancy, Enloe, Hopkins, Pa. 
Bland. Clark, Wyo. Fellows, Hopkins, Ill. 
Boutelle, Clarke, Ala. Fitch, Houk, Tenn. 
Brawley, Cockran, Flick, Huff, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cogswell, Fowler, Johnson, Ohio 
Buchanan, N. J. Coombs, Funston, Johnstone, S. C. 
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Jones, Morse, Rayner, Taylor, Tenn. 
Kem. Mutchler, Reyburn, Taylor, E. B. 
Ketcham, Newberry, Richardson, Taylor, J. D. 
Lawson, Va. Norton, Rife, Taylor, V. A. 
Lewis, Oates, Robertson, La. Tucker, 

Little, O'Donnell, Robinson, Pa. Wadsworth, 
Livingston, O’Ferrall, Russell, atson, 
Lodge. O'Neil, Mass. Sanford, Wever, 
Magner, Outhwaite, Shell, Wheeler, Mich. 
Mausur, Owens, Smith, Wike, 
McAleer, Page, Md. Snodgrass, Willcox, 
MeDonald, Pattison, Ohio Springer, Williams, Mass. 
McKinney, Peel, Stahinecker, Wilson, Ky 
Meyer, Pickler, Stockdale, inn, 

Miller, Price, Stone, Ky. Wolverton. 
Mitchell, Quackenbush, Storer, 

Moore, Randall, Stump, 


So the motion to agree to the Senate amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House agree to the further 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the Senate amendments to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. SAYERS, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. DINGLEY. 


NAVIGATION IN TAMPA BAY, FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 
ence report on the bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of addi- 
tional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, Florida. 

The SPEAKKR. The conference report and statement will 
be read. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1498) for 
the establishment of additional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, Florida, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recede from its amendment to said bill. 

A S. R. MALLORY, 
JOHN J. O'NEILL, 
JOHN LIND, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


PHILETUS SAWYER, 

W. D. WASHBURN, 

WILKINSON CALL, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the conferees on the part of the House was 
read, as foHows: 

Mr. MALLORY, on behalf of the House conferees on Senate bill 1498, “for 
the establishment of additional aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, Florida,” 
in explanation of the repoft and recomme tion of the conferees to recede 
from the amendment to said bill made by the House of Representatives, 
begs to state that said recommendation simply reinstates the appropriation 
which the Senate bill contained, and which is necessary in order to provide 
the additional lights which both Houses of Congress have authorized. 


Mr. MALLORY. I move the adoption of the conference re- 
port. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY COM- 
PANY. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. _—_ I desire to present a conference 
report on the bill (H. 9172) to incorporate the Washington 
and Great Falls Electric Railway Company. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report and statement will 
be read. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committes of conference on 4he cineares votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9172) ‘An act to inco 
rate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company,’’ha 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the first amendment of 
the Senate and agree to the same as amended by inserting after the words 
‘‘eranite blocks "’ the words ‘‘or vitrified brick; * and that the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the Houserecede from itsdisagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 4, and 5. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the sixth amendment of 
the Senate and agree to the same amended to read as follows: ‘“ ng 
railways parallel to the Conduit road and affecting the same, whether in the 
District of Columbia or in Maryland;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the twelfth amendment of 
the Senate and agree to the sameamended to read as follows: Page 6, line1, 
after ‘ acceptance,” insert “ in writing; ”’ also in line 27 strike out “ inter- 
est’ and insert “interests; ’ and that the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numberedf 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the nineteenth amendment 
of the Senate and agree tothe same amended as follows: Page7, line 4, strike 
out “or across the Conduit road; page 9, strikeout “and be,” in line 11, and 
all of tine 12; and that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from itsdisagreement tothe twentieth amendment 


of the Senate and to the same amended as follows: After ‘cost of’’ 
insert the words “ it of way, construction, equipment, station houses and 
—— buildings necessary to the operation of,’’ and that the Senate agree to 

e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreemont to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 21, 22, 23, and 24, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the twenty-fifth amendment 
of the Senate, and agree to the same amended as follows: After the word ‘‘an- 
nulled”’ in said amendment add: ‘‘ Provided, That if in the course of the con- 
struction and equipment of such railroad it should appear that the amount 
of stock auth as provided herein should not be sufficient for the pur- 
—— desired, the said court may, upon further petition and hearing, author- 

the issuing of such further stock as inits judgment may be deemed neces- 
sary to carry out the purposes of this act: And provided further, That such 
stock or bonds may be issued as the work progresses.”’ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the twenty-sixth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same amended as follows: Page 12, line 
5, strike out ‘“‘ten”’ and insert “fifty; also on page 14, line 24, after “con- 
struction,” insert “ nor’shall it cross any steam railroad at grade.” 

JOHN T. HEARD, 

J. E. COBB, 

P. 8S. POST. 
Managers on the pari of the House. 

JAMES McMILLAN, 

B. A. PERKINS, 

ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
Statement by the House-conferees to accompany the conference report on 

the bill (H. R. 9172) to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls Elec- 

tric Railway Company. 

The effect of the Senate amendments is, without exception, to still further 
protect the interests of the Government and of the people using the Conduit 
and Canal roads. It is provided that vitrified brick may be used instead of 
granite blocks for a the Canal road, and that a wall shall be built to pro- 
tect travel along canalbank. It is further provided that the electric road 
shall not cross the Conduit road at any point, but shall keep 100 feet awa 
from said road, and on the south side thereof, on land belonging to the rail- 
way company, save where, in one case, it is necessary to cross the lands of 
the Washington Aqueduct. 

It is also provided that wherever a street railroad makes use of the Canal 
road it shall be on an overhead structure, and all parts of acts inconsistent, 
with this provision are repealed. This is done because the Canal road 
would be barely wide enough for a double-track ran. and there would be 
no opportunity for driving except on the tracks of the railway ee. 
The road can not be widened because it has the canal on one side and a ledge 
of stone on the other. 

It is provided further that the first subscription to the capital stock shall 
be 50 per cent of the par value, and in order absolutely to prevent the water- 
ing of stock, a provision has been inserted which requires the company to 
secure from a Totes of the supreme court of the District of Columbia an au- 
thorization of the © issue of stock and of subsequent issues, which 
stock at its nominal value shall not exceed the cost of the right of way, con- 
struction, and equipment of the road and its necessary buildings. Theother 
amendments are verbal. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, simply in empha- 
sis of the statement which has just been read from the Clerk’s 
desk, that the amendments of the Senate in every instance put 
burdens upon the company, but confer benefits upon the public. 
Where the original bill as it passed the House required these 
people to erect an elevated iron way where it touches the Canal 
road, the amendments now require the company to pave under- 
neath where it is not now paved at all, either with granite 
blocks or with vitrified brick. 

Another amendment contains provisions as follows: Whereas 
the original bill penitent them to come within 50 feet of the 
outside of the Conduit road, the provision now incorporated in the 
bill requires them to stay 100 feet away. They can not come 
nearer than 100 feet and they can not cross that road in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Another provision is in regard to the issu- 
ance of stock and bonds, and is a new provision as to any charter 
ever issued in the District. This amendment was proposed by 
the Senator from Montana oo: SANDERS]. It is to the effect 
that the stock and bonds shall not exceed the actual cost of con- 
struction, and that no issue of stock or bonds shall be made until 
the company shall have appeared in court, or before some judge 
of the court, on petition, and made proof of the amount which 
the road is to cost, so that the stock is limited to what the actual 
cost is shown to be. 

All the other amendments are verbal. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HEARD] who is in charge of the bill whether this 
is the bill one provision of which affected the road leading to Ar- 
lington? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to know whether the clause which 
the Senate inserted, which virtually repealed that charter, or 
made it impossible to operate it, has bsen amended by any of 
these provisions? 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman from Tennesse2 
that the amendment offered by the Senate, and accepted by the 
conferees, repeals the right of this road to use the surface of the 
Conduit cael but the charter of the Arlington road author- 


ized them to use any coinciding tracks of any other road on an 

street or road wherethey are authorized togo. Now, theamend- 
ment of the Senate prohibits the use of the surface of this road, 
but requires this company to put up an elevated way, and the 





— 
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tracks of this company on the elevated way can be used by the 
Arlington road. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But suppose this company does not live? 
Then you have the charter of the Arlington company repealed, 
and no means by which they can get across there. 

Mr. HEARD. I willsay to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
the conference committee had the president of that road, Gen. 
King, and Mr. Lee, the attorney of the road, in consultation. 
The gentleman is probably aware that it is contended that the 
charter of the Arlington road has expired as to the use of this 
road. The Senate insists upon the prohibition of laying tracks 
on the surface of that road, but they consented to the use of an 
elevated way. Now; the president of this Arlington road, Gen. 
King, was very desirous that there should be no provision in this 
bill or any other which should affect the right of the Arlington 
road to construct and use its bridge across the river at the 
Three Sisters; and some members of the Senate insisted upon put- 
ting it in such aform as would destroy the right ofthe Arlington 
a to construct the bridge and cross and use the elevated 
track, to do which will give them all the protection they need, 
and, at the same time, authorize the construction of this road, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Were they satisfied with that? 

Mr. HEARD. The first application or request made to the 


gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] and myself was that if the | 
conference committee thought they could put in an amendment | 


which would also authorize a line from another point on the 
Washington and Arlington line across the river at Analostan 
Island, they would like to have that done; but that if that was 
deemed inexpedient, they asked to have the bridge privilege 
preserved, and that is done by this bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If this company that is now being incorpo- 
rated does not build, then there is no remedy at all. They have 
already spent a large amount of money there. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam entirely sincere and candid with the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee and the House in saying that the char- 
ter of the Arlington Railroad to use the surface of the Canal 
road has probably expired by limitation. Should Congress be 
disposed to be rigid in its treatment of that company it would 

robably decide that their charter has expired; but the Senate 
s not disposed to enforce the forfeiture which has come from 





the failure on their part to lay down the tracks within the time | 


limited in their charter, but it is determined that neither that 
company or any other shall lay railroad tracks on the surface of 
the Canal road. 

I say to the gentleman that this is the most satisfactory way 
these gentlemen can probably be treated; and they are espe- 
cially desirous that they may be preserved in their rights to the 
construction and use of their bridge. They propose using this 
elevated track of this company, and I am sure it will be satisfac- 
tory to those gentlemen. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I simply desire to say this: That being in 
position to know, I am aware of the fact that some gentlemen of 
character and means have undertaken to build an electric rail- 
road to Arlington, and it would confer a blessing upon the city 
to have it; and when I looked through this bill my impression 
was that you repealed their right to cross that bridge, and I be- 
lieved that would interfere with their rights; but if it ig satis- 
factory to those who have their money invested, and who are to 
give this benefit to the city, I have no objection. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam sure it will give them better service than 
they could hope for from — other way, for this reason: Since 
this question has been up there has been a move made to repeal 
the charter of the Washington and Arlington Railroad, but the 
Senators on the committee—Senators HARRIS, PERKINS, and 
McMILLAN—4do not feel disposed to do so, but want to encour- 
age them. Senator MCMILLAN, at the instance of the commit- 
tee, recently introduced a bill which will authorize the Wash- 
ington and Arlington Railroad to cross the river at Analostan 
Island. I think they will get the benefit of that bill speedily. 
This bill will authorize the road to use the overhead tramway over 
the Canal road, and thereby give two roads into Washington in- 
stead of one, if the bill should pass. Now, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Speaker, I was not in the House and 
would like to hear what this bill is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. McKAIG. I have an amendment I would like to offer. 

The SPEAKER. This is a conference report, and is no} 
amendable. 

Mr. McCKAIG. These are amendments inserted by the Sen- 
ate, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. But this is an agreement. The conferees 
report an agreement, and the only way the gentleman can reach 
the proposition so as to amend the bill would be to vote down 
the report. The question is on agreeing to the report. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McKAIG. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes none. 

Mr. MoKAIG. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. I 
desire to say that this is the unanimous report of the committee 
of conference, and they had before them everybody interested 


| and who offered to come before it with suggestions of any kind. 





The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nays 16, not 
voting 160; as follows: 


YEAS—152. 

Alderson, Covert, Johnson, N. Dak. Powers, 
Alexander, Crosby, Johnstone, S. C. Raines. 
Amerman, ‘ Jolley, Ray, 
Atkinson, Cutting, Kem, Reed, 
Bailey, Dalzell, Kendall, Reilly, 
Bankhead, Davis, Kilgore, Reyburn, 
Bartine, De Armond, Kyle, Rusk, 
Barwig, De Forest, Lane, Seuil, 
Beeman, Dickerson, Lanham, Shonk, 
Bentley, Dixon, Lapham, Simpson, 
Bowers, Doan, Lawson, Ga. Snow, 
Branch, Dockery, Layton, Sperry, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dolliver, Lester, Va. Stephenson, 
Bretz, Durborow, Lester, Ga. Stevens, 
Brickner, Edmunds, Lockwood, Steward. Il! 
Broderick, English, Long Stone, W. A 
Brookshire, Epes, Loud Tarsney, 
Brosius, Everett, oo. Terry. 
Brown, Fellows, allory, Tillman, 
Brunner, Fithian, McClellan, Townsend, 
Bryan, Forman, McCreary, Tracey, 
Bullock, Forney, McGann, Turner, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, McKeighan, Turpin. 

| Burrows, Grady, Meyer, Van Horn, 
Bushnell, Greenleaf, Milliken, Walker 
Butler, Griswold, Mitchell, Warner, 
Bynum, Hallowell, Moses, Washington, 
Byrns, Halvorson, Oates, Waugh. 
Cadmus, Hamilton, O'Neill, Pa. Weadock 
Caldwell, Hare, O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler. Ala 
Caminetti, Harries, Otis, White, 
Campbell, Haynes, Ohio Page, R. L Wike, 
Cheatham, Heard, Parrett, Williams. N.C. 
Clover, Henderson, DLL Payne, Wilson, Wash. 
Cobb, Ala. Hermann, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coburn, Hitt, Pendleton, Wise, 
Coolidge, Hooker. Miss. Perkins, Wright, 
Cooper, Johnson, Ind. Post, Youmans. 

NAYS—16. 
Donovan, McKaig, Pearson, Shively, 
Ketcham, MeMiillin, Pierce, Stout, 
Lind, Patterson, Tenn. Seerley, Williams, Ill. 
Martin, Patton, Shell, olverton. 
NOT VOTING—160. 

Abbott, Coombs, Hooker, N. Y. Quackenbush, 
Allen, Cowles, Hopkins, Pa. Randall, 
Andrew, Cox, N. Y. Hopkins, Ill. Rayner, 
Arnold, Cox, Tenn. Houk, Ohio Richardson 
Babbitt, Craig, Pa. Houk, Tenn. Rife, 
Bacon, Crain, Tex. Huff, Robertson, La 
Baker, Crawford, Hull, Robinson, Pa. 
Belden, Culberson, Johnson, Ohio Rockwell, 
Belknap, Cummings, Jones. Russeil, 
Beitzhoover, Daniell, Kribbs. Sanford, 
Bergen, Dingley, Lagan, Sayers, 
Bingham, Dungan, Lawson, Va. Scott, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, Lewis, Smith, 
Bland, Elliott, Little, Snodgrass, 
Blount, Ellis, Livingston, Springer, 
Boatner, Enloe, Lodge, StahInecker, 
Boutelle, Enochs, Magner, Stewart, Tex. 
Bowman, Fitch, Mansur, Stockdale, 
Brawley, Flick, McAleer, Stone, C. W 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowier McDonald, Stone, Ky. 
Buchanan, N.J. Funston, McKinney, Storer, 
Buchanan, Va. Fyan, McRae, Stump, 
Bunting, Gantz, Meredith, Sweet, 
Busey, Geary, Miller, Taylor, Ill. 
Cable, Gillespie, Montgomery, Taylor, Tenn. 
Capehart, Goodnight, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Caruth, Gorman, Moore, * Taylor, J. D. 
Castle, Grout, Mutchiler, Taylor, V. A. 
Catchings, Hall, Newberry, Tucker, 
Cate, Harmer, Norton, Wadsworth, 
Causey, Harter, O'Donnell, Warwick, 
Chapin, Hatch, O’Perrall, Watson, 
Chipman, Haugen, O'Neill, Mass. Wever, 
Clancy, Hayes, lowa Outhwaite, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wyo. Hemphill, Owens, Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Iowa Page, Md. Willcox, 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Pattison, Ohio Williams, Mass. 
Cockran, Herbert, Peel, Wiison, Ky. 
Cogswell, Hoar, Pickler, Wilson, Mo. 
Compton, Holman, Price, Winn. 





So the conference report was adopted. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For the rest of this day: 
Mr. HatcH with Mr. HARMER. 


Mr. CARUTH with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
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ference report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 142) extending the time for the con- 
struction of a hotel on the Government reservation at Fortress 
Monroe, Va.; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 80) authorizing the acceptance of med- 
als presented to the officers and crew of the United States steam- 
ship Baltimore by the King of Sweden; 

A bill (H. R. 7322) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay over certain moneys to the State of South Car- 
olina, as prescribed by the act of August 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘An 
act to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the 
more complete endowment and support of the colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts established under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862;” 

A bill (S. 621) to provide for the collection, custody, and ar- 
rangement of the military records of the American Revolution 
and the war of 1812; 

A bill (S. 3406) to accept a bequest made by Gen. eee W. 
Cullum for the erection of amemorial hall at West Point, N. Y., 
and to carry the terms and conditions of the same into execution; 


and 

A bill(S. 2470) to amend the Articles of War, and for other pur- 
OSES. 
' A bill (H. R.4809) granting a pension to James Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 7296) granting pensions to the survivors of the In- 
dian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk 
war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbance, and Seminole war; 

A bill (H. R. 5829) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bowden; 

A bill (H. R. 4113) to grant an honorable discharge to George 
W. Barr from the Army; 

A bill (H.R. 4833) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Wackerly; 

A bill (H. R. 9324) to enforce reciprocal commercial relations 
between the United States and Canada, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9581) to provide for the improvement of the outer 
bar of Brunswick, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 6073) to authorize the Postmaster-General to pro- 
vide mail service, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 888) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mohan. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. TUCKER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To. Mr. HOOKER of New York, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H.R. 275) which provides for re- 
funding an amount of money to the State of New York, is on the 
Private Calendar; the Chair thinks it should be on the Calendar 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
in the absence of objection it will be placed there. 

There was no objection. 


COMMERCIAL REGULATIONS BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES 
AND CANADA. 


Mr. HITT. Irise topresent a privileged report. Mr. Speaker, 
I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to report 
back the resolution which I send to the desk, and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 


The report was read, as follows: 

JULY 19, 1892. 

Mr. Hirt submitted the following; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the House, if not in- 
compatible with the public interests, what regulations are now in force con- 
cerning the transportation of imported merchandise in bond or duty paid, 
and products or manufactures of the United States,from one port in the 
United States over Canadian territory to another port therein under the 
provisions of section 3006 of the Revised Statutes, whether further 1 tion 
thereon is necessary or advisable, and especially whether a careful inuspec- 
tion of such merchandise should not be had at the frontiers of the United 
States upon the departure and arrival of such merchandise, and whether the 
interests of the United States do not require that each car contai such 
merchandise, while in Canadian territory, be in the custody and er the 
surveillance of an inspector of the Customs Department, the cost of such 
sereemianse to be paid by the foreign carrier transporting such merchan- 

se. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted, and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The reg- 
ular order is the call of committees under the previous order of 
oe House, and the call rests with the Committee on Indian Af- 

airs. 
EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. TURPIN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9482) 
for the relief of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
to use so much of the fund to the credit of the Eastern Band of Cherokee 
Indians on the books of the Treasury as may be necessary for the payment 
annually of taxes upon such of their lands as are held in common, and also 
for the payment of the taxes that have already accrued, and for which the 
said lands were sold, together with costs incurred upon conveyance of pur- 
chasers of said lands to the said Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TURPIN. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think we had better go into committee. 

Mr. TURPIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not insist upon the point, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Then, without objection, this bill will bs 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TURPIN. r. Speaker, this bill is for the relief of what 
is known as the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, located in 
North Carolina. They own lands there, which have been sold 
under the laws of the State for taxes. These Indians have some 
$37,000 or $38,000 in the Treasury of the United States, but there 
is no law authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay these 
taxes, and the pur of this bill is to give him such authority, 
so as to save the Indians from losing their lands. I move te 
amend the bill by inserting in line 5, after the word “ Indians,” 
the words ‘‘ located in the State of North Carolina.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
to say that this bill does not appropriate anything out of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. TURPIN. 
their own. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 4 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read thi 
third time, and Hew | 

Mr. TURPIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. J 
TIMBER ON CHIPPEWA LANDS. 

Mr. TURPIN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8098) te 
authorize the sale of timber on certain lands referred for the us1 
of the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior in the State of Wis- 
consin, to regulate the purchase of timber from certain allottees 
on certain Chippewa Indian reservations in Wisconsin and Min- 
nesota, and for other p 8. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
to cause to be a and sold the timber, or such portion thereof as in 
his judgment it is for the interest of the bands to have sold, upon the lands 
situate on the La Pointe or Bad River, Lac Court Oreilles, and Lacdu Flam- 
beau Reservations, in the State of Wisconsin, reserved for the Chippewa 
bands of Indians, except such lands as have heretofore been allotted to In- 
dians in severalty. The said timber shall be sopeeeet LA two or more dis- 
interested appr: Ts, to be selected and appoin by said Secretary, in 80- 
acre lots, according to the public ee. ach appraisal shall state the 
quality, quantity, and value of the pine timber gro or being on each lot, 
and shall be returned at the a: priate land office and shall subject to 
public inspection for at least s days before the day appointed for the sale 
of said timber as herein provided. One copy of each appraisal shall be made 
and returned to the said land office within six months from the taking effect 
of this act, or as soon th as practicable, and a duplicate thereof to 
the Secretary of the Interior; and the persons appointed to make such ap- 

shall receive such compensation for their services as may be fixed by 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

SEc. 2. That the timber appraised as aforesaid shall be advertised for sale 
by notice of not less than one month, to be published in at least three news- 
papers published in the States of ‘Wisconsin and Minnesota, and having 
general circulation in said States, and shall be sold to the highest bidder in 
lots of not ex 80 acres, but shall not be sold for less than the ap- 
praised value thereof. All of said timber rem: unsold at the expira- 
tion of one year after it shall have been offered as aforesaid may, if the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall deem it for the best interests of the Indians, be 
again advertised and sold, in thesame manner, at not less than the appraised 
value thereof, and shall in all cases be sold for cash only. The purchasers 
of said timber may have five years to remove the same. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $10,000, or so mnch thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and the same hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 


It does not. The Indians have the money of 


otherwise a) for the payment of the penne of survey, a . 
and sale of the ber herein authorized to be sold, which expenses be 
reimbursed to the Treasury of the United States from the first proceeds of 


e 
the sale of timber as hereinbefore provided, and the residue of su 
shall be funded in the United States Treasury. bearing interest at the rate 
of5 per cent per annum, which interest shall be nded under the direction of 


expe 
the Secretary of the Interior for the benefit of the bands occupying the respec 
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tive reservations from which the proceeds arederived: Provided, Thatinsuch 
expenditure preference shall be given to those Indians who have not received 
allotments in severalty of pine-timber lands: And provided further, That no 
part of theincome of said funds shall be expended for the benefit of any Indian 
who shall hereafter dispose of any timber under the provisions of sections 5 
or 7 of this act, or for the benefit of any Indian not actually residing or hav- 

home upon or a recognized “ in and to one of said reservations at 
the date of the passage of this act, subject to the decision of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any person to contract for or to pur- 
chase from any Indian pine timber, except dead timber either standing or 
fallen, upon the La Pointe or Bad River, Lac Court Oreilles, or Lacdu Flam- 
beau Reservations in Wisconsin, or upon the Fond du Lac Reservation in 
Minnesota, until an allotmentin severalty of the land upon which said timber 
is situated has, in pursuance of some treaty of law, been made to such In- 
dian and formally approved by the President or the Secretary of the Inter- 
ior, as may be required by such law or treaty, and the allottee has been no- 
tified of such approval.e 

Sgc. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to make and 
publish rules and regulations specifically defining and prescribing the terms 
and conditions upon which persons may contract for or purchase pine tim- 
ber from Indians to whom lands within said reservation have been allotted 
in severalty, and adequately protecting the Indians, both during the making 
and performance of any contracts for such timber and in the disposition of 
any money received upon such contracts. It shall be unlawful for any per- 
son to contract for or areas pine timber from any lands so allotted in 
severalty to Indians until after such rules and regulations shall have been 
made and published by the Secretary of the Interior, and except in accora- 
ance with such rules and regulations. 

Szc. 6. That any person contracting for or purchasing pine timber from 
any Indian contrary to the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a 


misdemeanor and be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary not ae six months, or by such fine and im- 
prisonment both, at the discretion of the court. 


Sxc.7. Thatif the Secretary of the Interior shall deem it advisable he 
may, with the written consent of any allotte-, cause the timber upon the 
lands allotted to such allottee to be appraised and sold in the same manner 
as is provided in sections 1 and 2 of this act for the appraisement and sale 
of timber on unallotted lands. The proceeds of any timber sold under the 

rovisions of this section shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United 

tates to the credit of ‘Indian allottees, La Pointe Agency, Wisconsin,”’ to 
be paid,to, or expended for the benefit of the respective allottees, according 
. — apeenve shares in such fund, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the or. 

Sxo. 8. That allotments in severalty, under exist: laws or treaty, of 
lands within the La Pointe or Bad River, Lac Court illes, and Lac du 
Flambeau Reservations, in Wisconsin, from which the pine timber shall 
have been cut under this act, or which are not valuableas ey tee rtd lands, 
and of such lands only, may be made in the discretion of the President. 

Ssc. 9. That sections 1, 2, and 3 of this act shall be ana remain inoperative 
until full and satisfactory evidence shall have been placed on the files of the 
office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the sales of timber in said sec- 
tions authorized have the sanction ofeach band interested, evidenced by 
orders or agreements taken in full council. 


The SPEAKER. This biil is in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. TURPIN. This bill is necessarily long, Mr. Speaker, on 


account of the number of details which it embraces, but I am 
satisfied that on a statement of its merits it will pass the House 
as quickly as the other bill did. 

r. BLOUNT. L[think, Mr. S 
Committee of the Whole to consider this bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I object to its being considered in the House. 
It ought to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TURPIN. Then, Mr.Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8098) to authorize the 
sale of timber on certain lands referred for the use of the Chip- 
pewa Indians of Lake Superior in the State of Wisconsin, to 
regulate the purchases of timber from certain allottees on cer- 
tain Chippewa Indian reservations in Wisconsin and Minnesota, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. TURPIN. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LYNCH]. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introjuced at the 
instigation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, sanctioned by 
the Secretary of the Interior. The bill as it is introduced is 
copied verbatim from Executive Document No. 16, issued by that 
Department. 
Wisconsin on which there is some scattered pine. 
much scattered. 

The Secretary of the Interior has tried for two years past to 
sell the dry and dead timber, but it is so scattered that 
not sell it, as he states in his report, because it would cost more 
to cut roads so as to make the timber accessible than it would be 
worth; therefore he has not been able to get any offer for it. 
recommends that what timber there is be sold, because the In- 
dians have no income except from this source, and they are in 
bad circumstances; they need money; they have no way of sup- 
porting themselves. The whole amount of timber on these four 
reservations is estimated at only two hundred-odd thousand 
feet—about $600,000 worth, counting all kinds of timber—the 
standing, the down, and the dead. The Secretary of the Inter- 
ior says in his report: 

Ihave the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communication of the 28th 

, and its inclosures, from the Co’ oner of Indian Affairs, relative 


to the necessity for Co ssional action for the disposition of timber on cer- 
tain Chippewa reservations in the State of Wisconsin. 


It is very 


aker, we had better go into 


There are three or four reservations in Northern | 
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He | 





The matter was the subject of correspondence with the last Congress, as 
shown by Senate Executive Document No. 23, Fifty-first Congress, second 
session, herewith. 

The same request was made at the second session of the last 
Congress, and was not acted upon. 

The Commissioner states that it is very desirable that this timber, the 
value of which is estimated to be about $615,000, should be marketed for the 
benefit of the Indians, and suggests amendment to the last clause of section 
5 in proposed bills, heretofore submitted. 

In view of the destitute condition of these Indians, I have the honor to rec- 
ommend that this matter receive the early and favorable consideration of 
Congress. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Where is this land? 

Mr. LYNCH. In Northern Wisconsin. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How many of these Indians are there? 

Mr. LYNCH. From three to five hundred. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to in- 
form the House whether this land is held in common by these 
Indians? 

Mr. LYNCH. It is held in common. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What evidence has the gentleman that the 
Indians desire to sell this timber? 

Mr. LYNCH. The evidence of an acquaintance with many of 
them, besides this request or recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Interior. I have no personal interest in the matter at all. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Was there any evidence before the commit- 
tee that the Indians want to dispose of this timber? 

Mr. LYNCH. None was requested. We recommended the 
bill on the strength of this report. 

Mr. SIMPSON. In the absence, then, of any desire expressed 
on the part of the Indians to whom this timber and this land be- 
longs, how can you assume that they want to sell it? 

Mr. LYNCH. Because they are in absolute want; and none of 
their timber has been sold for three years, as is shown here, be- 
cause they could not sell it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Who has decided they are in absolute want? 

Mr. LYNCH. The Secretary of the Interior so states. 

Mr. HARRIES. They are not obliged to sell this timber un- 
less they wish to do so. 

Mr. LYNCH. No, sir. If the bill passes, they need not sell 
the timber unless they so desire. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What I wish to know is, whether there is any 
desire on the part of these Indians to sell? 

Mr. LYNCH. There is a desire on the part of some, not on 
the part of others; but the wishes of the Indians in this matter 
will be consulted and respected. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
timber unless they see proper? 

Mr. LYNCH. No, sir. 

Mr. LIND. Does this bill apply to any land in Minnesota? 

Mr. LYNCH. Ithink not. It may apply to one little tract 
up there. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to ask the gentleman 
this question: Is it not absolutely necessary either that these 


They do not have to sell this 


| Indians be permitted to sell their timber or that the Govern- 
| ment provide for their maintenance? 


Mr. LYNCH. Thatis clearly indicated in the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. And the money appropriated 
in the bill for their relief is reimbursable from the sale con- 
templated? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. AslIunderstand, these are an intelligent body 
of Indians? 

Mr. LYNCH. They are. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Taking good care of themselves? 

Mr. LYNCH. Some of them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The great body of them, as I understand, do 
not want this timber taken off, as their land is valuable. I ask 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BABBITT] to give us his 
opinion in reference to this matter. 

Mr. BABBITT. Mr. Chairman, last summer I visited the 
section of country where these lands are situated. The lands 
are very fine. They were taken out of the market many years 
ago by Rev. L. H. Wheeler, a missionary. 

Mr. LYNCH. In what county are the lands of which the 
gentleman is speaking? 

Mr. BABBITT. They include lands on Bad River, on whose 
banks the Indian village of Odana is located. 

Mr. LYNCH. This bill does not touch that county at all. 

Mr. BABBITT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. LYNCH. No; these lands are in Oneida County, north- 
west of Rhinelander. 

Mr. BABBITT. Well, I would like to say in connection with 
this matter that the Chippewa Indians have a claim against this 
Government; and the money to pay that claim is in the Treas- 
ury of the United States. If these Indians are suffering as much 
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as is supposed, I would recommend that there be paid to them 
out of the Treasury the money belonging to them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How much is there of that fund? 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
SIMPSON] as mueh time as he may desire. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I would say in connection 
with this subject that those Indians, as I understand the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, hold this land in common, and there has 
been such legislation had as to prevent any member singly from 
selling or disposing of any part of the timber on the land. That 
undoubtedly is wise legislation, passed for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the tribe asawhole. This bill now comes with a scheme 
to appoint commissioners, as I understand it, to appraise the 
value of the timber on this land, so that it may be sold to certain 
individuals—I suppose lumbermen or sawmill men who are de- 
sirous, as timber is getting very scaree, to get hold of these valu- 
able timber lands. 

In the absence of any evidence, as the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin has acknowledged that there is none, of a desire on the part 
of the Indians to part with this timber, is it nota little presump- 
tuous on the part of this House to undertake to appoint a commis- 
sion to sell it for them? The committee has no data which it 
can furnish to the members of this House that these people are 
willing to part with these timber lands or have any desire to do 
so; and in the absence of that information I claim that we have 
no right to undertake to make an arrangement to sell for them; 
certainly not without their consent. 

It has been my fortune to live close to the Indians all my life. 
I know how easy it is to fleece them. I know that advantage is 
being taken of them constantly. I know that many schemes 
have been concocted to get possession not only of the Indian 
lands, but of the timber upon them; and I again assert that it 
has been wise legislation which has undertaken to prevent the 
selling by individuals of the tribe of any part of the lands or 
timber. 

Mr, ROCKWELL. Will the gentleman yield for a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I think it is the desire of the committee, 
in view of the fact that they do not want their entire hour con- 
sumed, to withdraw this bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. TURPIN. I move that the committee rise. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly ros2; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8098) 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TURPIN. I withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to do that. 


YUMA PUMPING IRRIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. TURPIN. I call up the bill (H. R. 9526) granting to the 
Yuma Pumping Irrigation Company the right of way for two 
ditches acress that part of the Yuma Indian Reservation lying 
in Arizona. 

The SPEAKER. This bili is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. TURPIN. Lhave been informed by my colleagues that 
the Senate has passed a similar bill, an identical bill with this. 
I move to substitute the Senate bill for this. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think we had better have some further con- 
sideration and understanding of this matter. It ought to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Senate bill will 
be substituted for the House bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TURPIN. I move thatthe House resolveitself intoCom- 
mittee of the Whole to consider that bill. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKERy in the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent was — by the 
House to substitute a Senate bill for the bill called up by the 
gentleman from Alabama. The Clerk will report the Senate 
bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lask that the bills be read. I understand, 
however, that the bills are identical, and will not ask for the 
reading of the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the Senate bill. 

Mr. TURPIN. lask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the Senate bill. 
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Mr. SIMPSON. LIobject. I want to hear it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the bill (S. 3048). 

Mr. TURPIN (interrupting the reading). I withdraw the mo- 
tion to consider the Senate bill, and will ask to resume consid- 
eration of the House bill. I was misinformed as to its being 
identical with the House bill. 

=; WILLIAM A. STONE. I would like to have the bill 
read. 

Mr. TURPIN. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the Sen- 
ate bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TURPIN. I nowcall up the bill (H. R. 9526) granting to 
the Yuma Pumping Irrigation Company the right of way for 
two ditches across that part of the Yuma Indian Reservation 
lying in Arizona, and yield two minutes to the gentleman from 

ew Jersey (Mr. ENGLISH]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. ENGLISH. With the permission of the Chair, I would 
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like to be heard for a few moments in regard to this bill. It is 
simply this: On the banks of the Colorado—— 
Mr. SIMPSON. [rise toaquestionoforder. The gentieman 


TS 


from Pennsylvania has demanded the reading of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from New Jersey rise? : 
s Mr. TURPIN. I had yielded to the gentleman from New 
ersoy. . 
The CHAIRMAN. But the biil must first be read. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I demand the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That there is hereby grantei unto the Yuma Pumping 
Irrigation Com , incorporated under the laws of Arizona, its successors 
and assigns, a right of way 100 feet wide, the center lmeof which right of way 
shall commence on the bank of the Colorado River, 300 feet west of the east 
line of the Yuma Indian Reservation, in Arizona (formerly the Fort Yuma 
ee on); thence running westerly along said bank to the cen- 
ter of the angle of the flume of said ee thence following the center 
of the ditch of said com to the bou ry line of the said reservation. 
Also there is hereby gran unto said corporation, its successors and as- 
signs, a right of way 200 feet wide across said reservation in Arizona, the 
center line of which shall commence at low water of the Coiorado River, 150 
feet westerly of the east line of the said reservation; thence running ina 
southerly d on toand crossing the west line of said reservation 150 feet 
more or less north of the southwest corner of said reservation: Provided, 
That for the distance of 250 feet from the point of beginning on said river 
said right of way shall be 300 feet in width. ‘The plats of the ditches of said 
company through said on shall be subject to the ap al of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and such ditches shall not be located or the rights 
of way herein gran so as toin any manner interfere with any per- 
manent building upon said reservation, except with the express assefit of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sxc. 2. That the rights herein granted are w the express condition that 
the grantee or grantees thereof shall, at all times during the continuance 
thereof, furnish the Indian occupants of the lands situated south of and 
under either of said ditches, within said reservation as now bounded, 
water sufficient for all domestic and agricultural purposes, and p s of 
irrigation, on such terms and under such rules and regulations as shall be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage, but the right to amend or repeal it at any time is hereby reserved 
to Congress. . 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I want to hear 
the report read. 

Mr. TURPIN. The Clerk has been reading the wrong Senate 
bill. We were right in the first pen. That Senate bill isiden- 
tically the same as the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama ask 
unanimous consent to again recur to the Senate bill? 

Mr. TURPIN. Yes; I hope nobody will ask for the reading 


of the Senate bill, and take that out of the hour of the commit- 


SSS 


tee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman desires to substitute the 
Senate bill. It will be reported. Its reading can only be dis- 

nsed with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let it be read. 

Mr. TURPIN. It has been read twice. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Inasmuch as we very nearly fell into a blun- 
der by omitting the reading of the Senate bill before, I ask 
that the bill be read, so that we may certainly know that this is 

the right bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wil! read the bill. 

The Clerk reading—— 

Mr. TURPIN (interrupting the reading). 

committee do now rise. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope this time will not be 
| taken out of the hour of the committee. We have already 
| lost considerable time through no fault of the committee. The 
Senate bill was in the Speaker's room, I understand. If this is 
| to be read over again, I hope it will not be taken outof our time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair indulges the hope that the 
timekeeper will be lenient. [Laughter.| 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have no doubt that the 


Chair will do exact, equal, and impartial justice. 


I move that the 
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Mr. TURPIN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the Chair, Mr. DocKERY, from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the com- 
mittee had had under censideration the bill (S. 3195), and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, in order that the business of 
the House shall not be delayed, I yield to the malice and illwill 
of gentlemen against a perfectly righteous bill, and ask leave 
to withdraw it. 


PUYALLUP INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. TURPIN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7762) to 
ratify and confirm an agreement between the Puyallup Indians 
and the Northern Pacific Railroad Company for a right of way 
through the Puyallup Indian Reservation. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The-bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the agreement dated November 21, 1876, made be- 
tween J. W. Sprague, superintendent of the Pacific division of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, on behalf of said com y, and R. H. Milroy, then 
agent in charge of the Puyallup Indian Reservation, on behalf of the Indians 
occupying the same, a copy of which is on file in the office of the Secretary 
of the Interior, under the terms of which said Indians granted said railroad 
company rightof way through said reservation for its Cascade branch, which 
said agreement was assented to and approved by said Indians, as evidenced 
by a certain memorandum in writing, bearing date November 23, 1876, signed 
by the chiefs and headmen of the hte gens tribe of Indians, also on file in the 
office of the Secretary of the Interior, which said last-mentioned agreement 
was approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs December 14, 1876, and 
by the Secretary of the Interior April 13, 1877, be, and the same is hereby, 
ratified and approved. 

Suc. 2. That there be, and is hereby, granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company a right of way not exceeding 60 feet in width through the 
Puyallup Indian Reservation, for a spur 1,378 feet in length from a point on 
the Cascade branch of said railroad company now constructed through said 
reservation to the western boundary thereof, according to the map thereof 
filed by said railroad company in the office of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs June 27, 1888, ee the following terms and conditions, viz: 

First. That said railroad company shall erect on either side of said right 
of way a good lawful fence so as to protect stock in the fields on either side 
thereof. 

Second. That said railroad company shall put in a water gate at the point 
where the wagon road now being used and tained across d reserva- 
tion will cress said spur when constructed, in order to allow the water to 
escape, and also to keep the salt water from coming in a tide. 

Third. That said railroad company shall construct and n gates in 
its right of way, fences at the point where said wagon road crosses the right 
of way herein granted for said spur, and construct and maintain a wagon 
road crossing between said gates. 

Fourth. That said railroad company shall pay the Indians for the right of 
way so taken for said spur at the rate of 8700 per acre; and that it shall be 
the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, within thirty days after the ap- 
proval of this act, to prescribe the time and manner for the payment thereof. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that we should 
go into Committee of the Whole to consider this bill. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is on the House Calendar, and the | 


Chair is informed that it carries no appropriation. 


Mr. SIMPSON. I supposed that inasmuch as it appropriated | 
Indian lands, it would be necessary to consider the bill in Com- | 


mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. TURPIN. It only grants about a thousand feet of right 
of way in length and 60 feet in width. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I can —— it very briefly. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish you would let the Speaker decide as 
to whether we should go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. This bill is on the House Cal- 
endar. It carries no appropriation, and I believe the point made 
by the gentleman, that we should go into Committee of the 
Whole, is not well taken. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I hope the gentleman will let the Speaker 
decide the question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly, but I have a right 
to express my opinion. 


The SPEAKER. {t seems to be a bill merely to ratify and | 


confirm an agreement between the Indians and the railroad 
company respecting their territory. The Chair does not think 
it needs to be considered in Committee of the Whole under the 
rules. The gentleman from Washington is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, this bill is to 
ratify an agreement made with the Puyallup Indians fora right 
of way about 1,000 feet in length and 60 feet in width for a spur 
of te Northern Pacific Railroad. It is recommended by the In- 
dian agent, Mr. Eels; it is recommended by the Indian chiefs; 
it is recommended by the Secretary of the Interior and by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with one or two amendments. 
The amendment recommended is that — shall be as agreed 
upon by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Secretary of 
the [nterior, and the Indians. I think the land is alittle higher 
in value now. and that instead of paying $700, I believe it has 
been agreed that they shall pay $1,500 an acre. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What is it that makes the land so valuable? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Its proximity to the city of 
Tacoma. I have here a map which I will show to the gentle- 
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man. Oneof the objects to be attained isthat the city may have 
the — to bring in water mains over this right of way. It is 
the only way we can get across here. The right of way is only 
60 feet wide, and, as the gentleman will see by looking at the 
map in my hand [exhibiting the map], they now have to come 
by a roundabout way. As I have stated, the Indians have 
agreed to it, the Indianagent has agreed to it, the Secretary of 
the Interior and Commissioner of Indian Affairs have agreed to 
it, and everything is provided for, even to the price of the land. 
This land is owned by the Indians in their own right, by patent 
from the United States Government. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly. 

: a BLOUNT. What is the cause of the high value ef this 
and? 5 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Some of these lands are worth 
$2,000 an acre. The proximity of the land to the city of Tacoma 
is the cause of the high value. The American people have built 
a city there, of 50,000 people, and that has enhanced the value 
of all this reservation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why not pay the amount they are valued at— 
their true value. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We have left that with the 
Secretary of the Interiorupon the report of his subordinate. If 
it is $1,000 an acre, or $1,500 an acre, or $2,000, as the case may 
be, whatever is agreed upon by Mr. Eels, the Indian agent,who 
is regarded as one of the best Indian agents in the country, and 
he has been through all the administrations, both Democratic 
and Republican. Whatever the Indians agree to the railroad 
company will pay; and it is offered especially to give the peo- 
ple that water. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman mean that the agent is to 
report, and then, in addition to that, there is to be an approval 
on the part of the Indians? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There is to be a report of the 
cee the Indians, and then approval by the Secretary of the 

nterior. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In other words, the Indians must first affirm 
the rate. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It must be acceptable-to them, 
as it is their property under patent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If they dissent from the estimate of the In- 
dian agent, that is an end of it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is an end of it. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand the previous question on the amendments 
and on the bill to its engrossment and third reading. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments recommended by the committee, which are 
| as follows, were severally read and agreed to: 


In line 22, after the word “ approved,” add 

‘‘ Provided, The said company shall comply with all the terms and stipula 
tions of-said agreement, maintain in proper condition all buildin« 
structures, and ways provided for therein.” 

In line 12, after the word “erect,” insert ‘“‘and maintain,” so as to res 
‘That said railroad company shall erect and maintain,” etc. 

In line (5, after the words “ put in,” insert the words ‘“‘and keep in orde 
sO as a “that the company shall put im and keep im order a wa‘ 
gate,” etc. 

In lines 26 and 27 strike out the words “at the rate of seven hundred do!i.: 
per acre” and insert, after the word “* .” “such sum as may be de cr 
mined by the Secretary of the Interior to be right and proper.” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 





| sider the vote by which the bill was passed, was laid on the tab|. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerixs 
| announced that the Senate had men without amendment ‘! 

bill (H. R. 9023) to grant the right of way to the Pensacola Ter- 
minal Company threugh the lands of the naval reservation n 
Pensacola. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol. 
lowing titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 2042) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
G. Heiner; and 

A bill (S. 3211) to authorize the establishment of an academy 
and gallery of art in the District of Columbia. 7 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the followin. 
concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring). That th 
Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, directed to inser! 
the word “company ”’ after the word “railway,” in line il, page 6, of the en 
——— copy of the bill (H. R. 5684) “to the Denison and Northern 

ilway Company to construct and o; @ railway through the Indian 


ud operate 
Territory and for other purposes,” for the purpose df correcting a clerica! 
error. 





On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Washington,2 motion to reco °- 


rena ; am 


——— 
craw ta 


-cKtalaaearenwer hist SeT 





po lppstasthaatiomentina ey 
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REPORi'S OF COMMITTEES. The House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 5. 
The following reports of committees were handed in at the Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. I would like to inquire how 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and oth- much time this committee has? 
erwise disposed of as indicated below: a SPEAKER. Nine minutes. 
ALLOTMENTS OF LANDS AMONG SEVERAL INDIAN TRIBES IN The et od aon a. te no aa ii 
THE INDIAN TERRITORY. . po eing withdrawn, the ayes have 


it, and ion i 
Mr. HARVEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported | "the House accordingly sseatyed itself into Committee of the 


back, in the nature of a substitute for House bill 8368, the bill (H. | whole H th ; in th 
R. 9640) to provide for the allotments of lands among several In- tae ene et ee 


dian tribes in the Quapaw Agency, in the Indian Territory, and | The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the sale of surplus lands of such tribes, and for the erection | House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
of the county of Cayuga, in the Territory of Oklahoma, and for | the bill the title of which the Clerk will report 

other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with theaccompany- | whereas David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, dul 
ing report, ordered to be printed. appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the 9t 


House bill No. 8368 was laid on the table. ay 2 = he my Seen rennne ny an aprecnens wan the Kickapoo ~~ 
n ahoma Te , formerly a ; 
AMENDMENTS TO SECTIONS 335 AND 3362 OF THE REVISED | agreementis as iolhowa: y @ part of the Indian Territory, which s 


STATUTES. “Articles of ment made and entered into on the Kicka Reserva- 


* . tion, in the Indian Territory, on the 2ist day of June, A. D. 1891, by and be- 
Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committeeon Ways and Meaas, re- | tween David H. Jerome, Al M. Wilson, ona Warren G. Sayre, hoesmie 


ported back the bill (H. R. 7201) to amend section 3355_of the | sioners on the part of the United States, and the Kickapoo tribe of Indians, 
Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by section 14, Sang Fae say ; ate nad Tog) comes at the city of Washington, D. C., on 
act of March 1, 1879; and section 3362 of the Revised Statutes ee ee 


of the United States as amended by section 14, of March 1, 1879, seit ceeeela vnae ae re Said SBE ine 

and act of January 9, 1882; which was referred to the House Cal- ~ The & ckapoo Of <nezans e Indian Territory hereby cede. 
Ps * convey, transfer, and relinquish, forever and absolutely, without any reser, 

endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | yation whatever, all their Sate title, and interest of Seery kind ons char- 


Mr. DURBOROW, from the Select Committee on the Colum- acter in and to tbe lands embraced in the following-described tract of coun- 
bian Commission, reported back with amendments the bill (H. | *y im the an Territory, to wit: 

ome . . oa . ‘Commencing at the southwest corner of the Sac and Fox Reservation; 

R. 9575) to create a national highway commission and prescribe | tnence north along the western boundary of said reservation to the Deep 


its duties; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | Fork of the Canadian River; thence up said Deep Fork to the point where it 


; ; intersects the Indian meridian; thence south along said Indian meridian to 
Houge on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. the North Fork of the Canadian River; thence down said river to the place 
ADMISSION OF INDIAN TERRITORY AS A STATE. of beginning. 


Mr, TURPIN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up for consideration “ane. 
‘In consideration of the cession recited in the ais article, the United 


the resolutién which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
: States agrees that in said tract of country there shall be allotted toeach and 
The Clerk read as follows: every member, native and adopted, of said Kickapoo tribe of Indians in the 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Committee on Indian | Indian att ee 80 acres of land, to conform in boundary to the legal sur- 
Affairs be, and the same is hereby, instructed to inquire fully into the con- | veys of said land. Each and every member of said tribe of Indians over the 
dition and sentiment of the people of the Indian Territory with reference to | age of 18 years shall have the right to select for himself or herself 80 acres of 
the admission of that Territory into the Union as a State. land to be held and owned in severalty; and that the father, or, if he be dead, 
2. Said committee shall conduct this inquiry at its earliest convenience; | the mother shall have the right to select a like amount of land, under the 
it shall consider whether said Territory should be divided into two States; | same restrictions, for each of his or her children under the age of 18 years; 
and inthe discharge of its duties itis authorized to send for persons and | and that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or some one appointed by him 
papers, to send a subcommittee to said Territory and to any parts thereof, | for the purpose, shall select a like amount of land, under the same restric- 
to employ a stenographer, to compel the attendance of witnesses in its in- | tions, for each orphan chili belonging to said tribe under the age of 18 years. 


vestigations relating to the proper adjustment of any objections arising from ‘It is hereby further expressly that no person shall have the right 
the relations of the Federal Government with any of the ple of said Terri- | to make his or her selection of land in any part of said tract of country that 
tory, all to be paid for out of the contingent fund of the House. is now used or occupied, or that has, or may hereafter be, set apart for mili- 


3. Said committee shall report to this body, by bill or otherwise, during ay agency school, school farm, religious, town site, or other public uses, 
the present session of Congress. or in sections 16 —_ > = ne ee sagtions in cases 
The SPEAKER. This resolution ig on the Union Calendar. | Tents upon, and now occupies and uses, a part of said sections 16 and 38, 
Mr.WASHINGTON. Before putting that motion tothe House, | such person may make his or her selection, according to the legal subdi- 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some debate on this resolution. | Visions, so as to include his or fa Sey oneds ust bittans tea on Jane 
The SPEAKER. This is in Committee of the Whole House | ments,and now uses and occupies the land embracing such improvements, 
on the state of the Union. 


such Indian shall have the undisputed right to make his or her selection, tc 

Mr. TURPIN. Without objection, it can be considered in the | conform to legal subdivisions, however, so as to include such improvements. 
House as in Committee of the Whole. “ARTICLE ILI, 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. “All allotmenste hereunder shel} be selected within ninety days from the 

¥ ™N So ‘ i i . | ratification of this ment by the Congress 0 eUn tates; provided, 

N ir. 5 ~ U i) — resolution —_ = i eee a om the Secretary of the Interior in his discretion may extend the time for mak- 

mittee of the Whole. Itseems to be a sort of junketing affair. | ing such selections; and should any Indian entitled to allotment hereunder 

Mr. TURPIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- | fail ee refuse to mane his A her selection of land in such time, then the al- 

mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the | lotting agent in charge of said work of making suc otments shall, 

purpose of considering the resolution. within the next thirty days after said time, make allotments to such Indians, 

} 

| 


, which shall have the same force and effect as if the selections had been made 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the | by the Indians themselves. 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 8. 

Mr. KILGORE. A quorum has not voted, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TURPIN. I withdraw the motion, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not think the gentleman has the right 
to withdraw it without unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. It is amere motion to go intoCommittee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. - 

Mr. KILGORE Butthat is what we were voting on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to withdraw 
the motion. . 

Mr. KILGORE. Allright. [Laughter.] 


OPENING OF THE KICKAPOO INDIAN LANDS. 
Mr. FURPIN. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 


“ARTICLE IV. 


“When said allotments of land shall have been selected and taken as afore- 
said, and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the titles thereto shall 
be held in trust for the benefit of the allottees, respectively, for a period of 
twenty-five years, in the manner and to the extent provided for in the act of 
Congress entitled ‘An act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty 
to Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of the 
laws of the United States and Territories over the Indians, and for other 
purposes,’ approved February 8, 1887. 

«And at the expiration of the said twenty-five years the title thereto shall 
be conveyed in fee simple to the allottees or their heirs free from all incum- 
brances, provided the President may at the end of said period extend the 
time the land shall be so held in accordance with the provisions of the above- 
recited act. : 

“ARTICLE V. 


“In addition to the allotments above provided for, and the other benetits 
to be received under the preceding articles, and as the only further consid- 
eration to be paid for the cession and relinquishment of title above recited. 
the ban States — to pony om a a . yon be Sone 
mene ein + : : among them per capita, under the direction of the Commissioner of Indian 
1633) to ratify and confi man agreement with the Kickapoo In- Arairs for the taprovemenstot their said allotments, and for other pur, oses 
dians in Oklahoma Territory and to make appropriations for | for their benefit, the sum of 64,650; provided, that the number of allotments 
carrying the same into effect. of land provided for shall not exceed three hundred. But if the number of 

The SPEAKER. This bill i the Uni Calendar allotments shall exceed three hundred, then there shall be deducted from the 

be ea 11s DUl 1s On the Union Valendar. said sum of $64,650 the sum of $50 for each allotment in excess of the three 

Mr. TURPIN. I move that the House resolve itself intoCom- | hundred; provided, however, thatshould the Kickapoos elect to have any or 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the | al of said money in the Treasury of the United States, it shall bear interest 
purpose of considering this bill. 


at the _ of 5 per cent per annum after the ratification by Congress of this 
4 ; t 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the err 
ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. KILGORE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 


“ARTICLE VI. 


‘It is hereby further agreed that wherever, in this reservation, any relig- 
ious society or other organization is now occupying any portion of said res- 
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ervation for religious or educational work among the Indians the land so 
occupied may be allotted and confirmed to such society or organization, not, 
however, to exceed 160 acres of land to any one society or organization, so 
long as the same shall be so occupied and used, and such land shall not be sub- 
ject to homestead entry. 

“ARTICLE VIL. 


“This agreement shall have effect whenever it shall be ratified by the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

‘‘In witness whereof the said commissioners on the part of the United 
States have hereunto set their hands, and the undersigned, members of the 
said tribe of Kickapoo Indians in the Indian Territory, have set their hands 
the day and year first above written. 

“DAVID H. JEROME, 


“ALFRED M. WILSON, 
- “WARREN G. SAYRE, 
““ Commissioners on the part of the United States 


“KICKAPOO VILLAGE, August 16, 1891. 


‘“* At a special council called to elect delegates to send to Washington to 
make deale with the Government about our homes, we give Oc qua Noc a 
Sey and Kee Soc cau mee waw and John T. Hill ful powr and authority to 
deal with the Government or Commission, and they have ful powr to settle 
with them or the Government of the United States of America. 

‘*Heare unto we set hour hands and seal. 

*““Wape Mee Shay Waw., his x mark; Washe He Hoon, his x mark; 
aw Patte CoSe Way, his x mark; Wah Mattee Qua P Yoka, 
his x mark; Pa Mee Thout, his x mark; No KeeThow, his x 
mark; Ta Ke Kak Thoe, his x mark; Mee Re “ aw, his x 
mark; The Ourouh Naugh, his x mark; The aun, his x 
mark; Wap Augh Noc A af his x mark; Pay Ah Nough, his 
x mark; Chaugh Co Thow, his x mark; Fish A Tame Augh, 
his x mark; No Ten Wa Attee, his x mark; May Soop Pattee 
Saut, his x mark; So Tea Naugh, his x mark; Panney Paw 
He Wah, his x mark; Tush Come Mee, his x mark; Pass Car 
U Taugh, his x mark; Ketch Tee Waw, his x mark; O Ke Maw 
Waw, his x mark; See No Som Mee, his x mark; Wap Pee 
Chee Ka Way, his x mark; West Sact To Sauth, his x mark; 
Mat Tanney, his x mark; Auch Chest Caw, his x mark; Chest 
Kee nee his x mark; May Say Qua Sheald, his x mark; Mau 
Kaugh The Sey, his x mark; Pee Quaa, his x mark; West 
Scoa Thay, his x mark; Kam Keney Nay, his x mark; Mass 
McCarmick, his x mark; So Puck A Waw, his x mark; Kee 
Wi Quar Kuck, his x mark; Young Ah Qua They, his x mark; 
a Thee Sist Lught, his x mark; Atch Ah Thee, his x 
mark; Pa Me sooce™ his x mark; Wah Theim Augh. his x 
mark; Mautch E Nonine Augh, his x mark; Pene A Pan 
Thought, his x mark; Mack Aureyer, his x mark; Augh Paut 
thousepyeare, his x mark; Pat The Sathe, his x mark; Em 
Ne Statte, his x mark; E Cone Putt, his x mark; Nect Co. 
Tau Quaw Paw his x mark; Oka Matha Thou, his x mark; 
Waw Pee Pam, his x mark. 
“Witness: 
‘JOSEPH WHIPPLE (his x mark). 
“JoHN T. HILL. 


“John Whipple, special interpreter for Kickapoos, ae by all of 
those that has signed this agreement, is a member of the Kickapoo tribe of 
Indians. 

“T, John T. Hill, hereby certify that I read and explained the foregoing 

wer of attorney to Joseph Whipple, who understands well the English 
anguage, and he was made to fully understand the same; that I was re- 
ques by the Kicka tribe of Indians to prepare the power of attorney, 
and did so, and when [explained it to said Whipple he pretended to interpret 
it to said Indians, in full council assembled. 

“Witness my hand at Washington, D. C., this 9th day of Reptemsber, 1891. 

“JOHN T. HILL. 

“TI, Joseph Whipple, hereby certify that I am a member of the Kickapoo 
tribe of Indians in the Indian Territory; that I speak and well understand 
the English language and the Kicka nguage, and that ata council ofall 
the eee on the 16th day of August, 1891, on this reservation, I was 
chosen as interpreter; that John T. Hill prepared and explained to me the 
foregoing power of attorney, and when so explained I interpreted it to said 
Indians and they were made to fully understand the same as it was read 
and explained to me, and then they signed it; and I further certify that the 
Secretary of the Interior further advised and informed me what the paper 
contains, and he stated it as said Hill stated it to me and as I interpre it 
to said Indians. 


“ Witness my hand at Washington, D. C., this 9th day of September, 1891. 
‘chien * JOSEPH WHIPPLE (his x mark). 
“Attest: 


“Ww. F. RYAN. 


“We, the undersigned, commissioners on the part of the United States, | 
and Ock-qua-noc-a-sey, Kish-o-com-me, and John T. Hill, authorized by the 
Kickapoo tribe of Indians in the Indian Territory, hereby agree with each | 
other as follows: 

“The United States commissioners aforesaid and the Kickapoos have 
agreed on terms of sale of their reservation, except the commissioners in- 
sist on the Indians taking lands in allotment, while the Indians insist in 
taking an equal amount of land as a diminished reservation, the title to be | 
held in common. 

“The tribe has executed a power of attorney authorizing the above-named | 
persons to make the contract with the Commission, but have directed them | 
to do so at Washington. The Kickapoos so authorized insist on going to | 
Washington to see the Secretary of the Interior, and submit to him their 
claim to have a diminished reservation held in common as aforesaid, and 
hereby ee With the United States Commission to abide his decision in | 
the premises, and take their lands in common or in allotment as he shall | 
direct, and further agree that at Washington they will sign a contract asthe | 
Secretary of the Interior may determine. This is agreed to on condition | 
that the United States shall pay their expenses and subsist them to Wash- 
ington and return. 

“ Done at Oklahoma City, Okla. Ter., this 29th day of August, A. D. 1891. 

“DAVID H. JEROME, 
“WARREN G. SAYRE, 
“ALFRED M. WILSON, 
** United States Commissioners. 


“OCK QUA NOC A SEY (his x mark), 
“KISH O CAM MEE (his x mark), 
“JOHN T. HILL. 

“Attest: 


“CHAS. S. KING. 


“We, the undersigned, head men of the Kicka tribe of Indians in the 
Indian Territory, have hadinterpreted and fully expiained to us the fore- 


oing agreement, and we hereby, as representatives of said tribe, agree to 
the same, and further certify that the power of attorney referred to was ex- 
ecuted by the persons whose names are signed thereto and that they each 
understood its contents and meanin, 


£. 
‘Witness our hands at Oklahoma City, Okla. Ter., this 29th day of August, 


A. D. 1891. 

“WASH E HONE, his mark. 
“WA PA KO THE WAH, his mark. 
“NON NA QUA PE WAH, his mark. 
“QUA KEN NA HAH, his mark. 
“KISH AH TUN HUH, his mark. 
“JOSEPH WHIPPLE, his mark. 

“In the presence of— 

“CHAS. S. KING, 
“* Department of the Interior, Washington, D. C. 


‘The Kickapoo tribe of Indians having agreed upon terms of sale of their 
reservation with the commissioners for the United States, except the com- 
missioners insist on the Indians taking lands in allotment, while the In- 
dians insist on taking an equal amount of land as a diminished reservation, 
the title to be held in common, and having further agreed to abide by the 
decision of the Secretary of the Interior in the premises, and that said lands 
shall be taken in common or in allotment as he shall direct, and that a con- 
tract shall be signed as he may determine: 

‘(All of which more fully appears by an agreement dated August 2), 1891, 
and a power of attorney da August 16, 1891, hereunto annexed.) 

“And said question having been submitted to the Secretary by the com- 
missioners in person and by said Indians, appearing by their delegates, 
Ock-qua-noc-a-sey, Kish-o-com-me, and John T. Hill, and having been duly 
considered, 

‘*Now, I, John W. Noble, Secretary of the Interior, and assaid Secretary, 
do hereby decide that the Kickapoo Indians take their lands in allotment 
and not to be held in common, and I so direct. 

‘* Let the contract, so far asthe question submitted is involved, be signed 
in accordance with this decision. 

“Done this 9th day of September, A. D. 1891. 

“JOHN W. NOBLE, 
** Secretary of the Interior. 

‘“Wape Mee Shay Waw, Washe He Hoon, Waw Patte Co Se Way, 
ah Matte Qua P Yoka, Pa Mee Thout, No Kee Thow, Ta 
Kak Thee, Mee Re Aj Quaw, The Ourouh Naugh, The O Caun, 
Wab Augh Noc A Sey, Pay Ah Nough, Chauh Co Thow, Fish 
A Tame Augh, No Ten Wa Atte, May Scop Patte Saut, So 
Tea Naugh, Panney Paw He Wah, Tush Come Mee, Pass Car 
U Taugh, Ketch Tee Waw, O Ke Maw Waw, See No Som Mee, 
Wa ee Chee Ka Way, West Sact To Sauth, Mat Tanney, 
Auch Chest Caw, Chest Kee Augh. May Say Bua Sheald, Mau 
Kahgh The Sey, Pee Quaa, West Scoa Thay, Kam Keney Nay, 
Mass McCarmick, So Puck A Waw, Kee Wi Quar Kuck, Young 
Ah Qua They, Paugh Thee Sist Lugt, Atch Ah Thee, Pa Me 
Thought, Wah Theim Augh, Mautch E Nonine Augh, Pene A 
Pan Thought, Mack Aureyer, Augh Paut Thousepyeare, Pat 
The Sathe, Em Ne Statte, E. Cone Putt, Nect Co Tau Quaw 

Paw, Oka Matha Thou, Waw Pee Pam. 

“By OC-QUA-NOC-A-SEY (his x mark), 
**KEE-SO-COM-MEE (his x mark), 
“JOHN T. HILL, 
“ Altorneys in fact. 
« (See power of attorney hereunto attached.) 
“* Attest: 
“Wa. F. RYAN, 
“Sac and Fox Indian Agency, Indian Territory. 


“JT, Samuel L. Patrick, United States Indian agent at Sac and Fox Indian 
Agency, in the Indian Territory, hereby certify that the Kickapoo tribe of 
Indians is attached to said agen? that there are no complete rolls of the 
persons constituting said tribe of Indians, they having persistently refused 
to have or permit an enrollment to be made, but from all the information I 
can obtain I certify that the male adult population of said tribe is about 50, 
but I am certain that it can not exceed 60. 

‘‘Given under my hand, on the Kickapoo Reservation, this 20th day of 


June, A. D. 1891. 
“SAMUEL L. PATRICK. 
** United States Indian Agent. 


“I, Joseph Whipple, hereby certify that Iam a member of the Kickapoo 
tribe of Indians, in the Indian Territory, and was chosen by Oc-qua-noc-a-sey 
and Kee-sho-com-mee and the head men of said tribe as their interpreter; 
that I speak and understand well both the English and Kickapoo languages. 
but do not read or write; that I heard the foregoing contract read and ex- 

lained by Warren G. Sayre, one of the commissioners on the part of the 
Enited States, and that I well understand it as it was explained by him. I 
further certify that I, at the time said Sayre so explained it, interpreted the 
same to said Indians, and they were made to fully understand the same. 

“Witness my hand, at Washington, D. C., this 9th day of September, 1891. 

“ JOSEPH (his x mark) WHIPPLE. 

“Attest: 

Wm. F. RYAN. 


‘Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That said agreement be, and the same 
hereby is, accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of the 
foregoing agreement, there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of %64,650, to be distributed 
among said Kickapoo Indians per capita, as provided in article 5 of said 
agreement: Provided, That any portion of said sum which may be deposited 
in the Treasury of the United States shall bear interest at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, said interest to be expended annually for the benefit of said 
Indians in such manner as provided in said agreement. 

Sec. (3) 2. That for the pu of making the allottments and payments 
provided for in said agreement, including the preparation of a complete roll 
of said Indians, the pay and expenses of a special agent, if the Preaidens 
thinks it necessary to appoint one for the purpose, and the necessary surveys 
or resurveys, there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

Sec. (4) 3. That whenever any of the lands uired by this agreement shall, 
by operation of law or proclamation of the President of the United States, be 
open to settlement or entry, they shall be disposed of (except sections 16 and 

in each township) to actual settlers only, under the provisions of the home- 
stead and town-site laws (except section 2301 of the vised Statutes of the 
United States, which shall not apply): F'rovided, however, That each settler 
on said lands shall, before making a finai proof and receiving a certificate 
of entry, pay to the United States for the land so taken by him, in addition 
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to the fees provided by law, and within five years from the date of the first 
original entry, the sum of 81.50 an acre; but ts of honorably dis- 
charged Union soldiers and sailors, as defined described in sections 
2301 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall not be 
abridged, except as to the sum to be paid as aforesaid, and person, hay- 
ing complied with all the laws relating to such homestead settlement, may, 
at his option, receive a patent therefor at the expiration of twelve months 
from date of settlement upon said homestead; and =7 person otherwise 
qualified who has attempted to but for any caise failed tolsecure a title in 
fee to a homestead under existing law shall be qualified to make a home- 
stead entry upon said lands. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment I 
desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. TURPIN. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ROcKWELL] such time as he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment can not be offered in the 
time of the gentleman from Alabama, unless he yields for that 
purpose. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Is there no way to amend this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. There isa time after general debate when 
amendments will be in order; but the gentleman from Alabama 
has the floor, and while he occupies it it will be impossible for 
the gentleman to offer his amendment except by consent of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the 
floor, and the report can only be read as part of the debate, 
when the gentleman gets the floor. 

Mr. TURPIN. Ihave yielded my time to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. ROCKWELL]. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, the time of the committee 
has been pretty nearly exhausted by dilatory motions, and I 
have only a minute or two to state what there is in this bill. 
There is about 200,000 acres of very excellent land in this Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma entirely surrounded by lands that have been 
taken up and settled. Under the treaty with the Indians the 
land is to cost the Government 47 cents an acre, and the bill pro- 
vides that it shall be surveyed and sold to actual settlers at $1.50 
an acre. 

The settlers are waiting to go and settle on these lands, and it 
is important that they should have an opportunity to do so. 
This bill was advocated by Mr. HARVEY, the Delegate from that 
Territory, by Governor Steele, the governor of that Territory, 
and by all the Republicans and Democrats of the Territory, and 
also by the Indians who have the title to thisland. Now, it will 
require an appropriation of $160,000 to buy these 200,000 and 
more acres of land, and the money is reimbursable out of the 
money paid by the settlers. It is agood speculation for the Gov- 
ernment, and the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. RAY. If there is a report on this bill I wish to hear it 
read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred H. R. 7633, having 
had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

The Government acquires by this agreement 206,000 acres of valuable land 
by the payment of the nominal sum of $64,650. 

The land immediately south of it acquired from the Pottawatomie Indians 
was opened to homestead entry at the price of 61.50 per acre, and therefore 
it is thought advisable to charge the settler the same price for this land. 

The billmakes ample po for the protection of the honest settler. 

Fifty-five thousand dollars of the money appropriated is to remain in the 
Treasury of the United States at 5 per cent interest. 

Four thousand four hundred and seventy-eight dollars is to be paid to the 
Indians per capita and %5,172 is to be paid to John T. Hill. 

The Kickapoo Indians are a very self-reliant, but wildand uncivilized tribe 
of Indians. They are great traders, intrepid gamblers, and farm in a small 
way, andare er oupeseins. 

They have had but littie todo with white people and are averse to associ- 
ating with them. The Cherokee Commission made four efforts to make an 
agreement with them in regard to allotting their lands and selling the sur- 
plus. They did not succeed. 

The Indians finally called into their council John T. Hill, and after nearly 
two years of residence and labor with them, suffering many privations, he 
finally succeeded in bringing about the written agreement, and brought the 
Indians with the Commission to Washington to consult with the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

The Indians in council entered into an agreement with John T. Hill to look 
after their interest and said agreement lies here approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

It was utterly impossibie for the Commission to make an pecocnens with 
the said Indians, and had it not been for the knowledge that Mr. Hill had of 
theircustoms and habits, and the longacquaintance he had with the Indians, 
and their confidence in him no agreement could have been made. 

The section direct. the Secretary of the Interior to issue a t to 
Samuel Elza Deweese for the quarter section of land on which he lives is but 
an act of justice to Mr. Deweese. 

Mr. Deweese appointed a licensed trader for the Kickapoo Indians about 
three years since. He expended all the money he had in construc the 
necessary buildings for conducting his business, a storehouse, res » 
stable and sheds, digging a well, and fencing a small portion of the land. 
The Indians were moved to another section of the reservation in a short 
time after he located on the land, and did their trading at the Sac and Fox 
Agency. He therefore was unable to make anything out of the Indians’ 
trade. 

The buidings and other improvements will make him a comfortable home 
provided he can get the land on which they are located; they 
would be an entire loss to him, and he simply asks to acquire a title by pay- 


ing the same price and fees that other homesteaders have to pay for their 


He is well aware that unless the Secretary is authorized to issue him a 
tent for the land a contest wil be ina’ ated against him which will cost 
im as much as the land is worth. And Mr. Deweese is unable to make the 
race for the land, being disabled by loss ofan arm. He has a wife and eight 
children, and has made a fairly comfortable home for a new country. 
Mr. BRODERICK. I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RAY] to yield to me, that I may offer an amendment. 
Mr. Y. LIyield for that purpose. 
Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


On 14, in section 3, strike out all after line 6 and insert the following: 

“* Prov , That all the provisions of section 2290, 2304, and 2309 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States as to declaratory statements and time of 
settlement by honorably disc soldiers and sailors shall apply to home- 
stead settlements under the pro ons of this act.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the committee under the spe- 
cial rule has expired, and the committee wil! rise. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. DocKERY, from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that they had had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 7683, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

MRS. HELEN G. HEINER. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (S. 2042) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
G. Heiner may lie on the Speaker's table until Monday. 

There was no objection. 

BI on BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 
he motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 13 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally re from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. McGANN, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 1744) for the relief of Mrs. Maria McMurdie. (Report No. 


By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs: A bill (S. 3296) for the relief of Henry Cozad. 
(Report No 2041.) 

By Mr. BULLOCK, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 826) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States steamer Tallapoosa. (Report No. 2043). 

A wen! ag 460) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George K. Otis, deceased. (Report No. 2044). 

A bill (H. R. 3676) for the relief of R. L. Jennings, late post- 
master of Marshall, Tex. 

ay Mr. WILSON of Missouri,from the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpenter. 
(Report No. 2047.) 

A bill (H. R. 8915) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Coffman. (Report No. 2048.) 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. MANSOUR, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
3530) for the relief of James Clarkson, of Company C, Sixty-ninth 
Ohio. (Report No. 2039.) 


BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3.0f Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was 
introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 9641) to authorize the bona 
fide settlers to enter for the use of an adjoining farm certain 
lands unfit for homestead purposes to the extent of 160 acres—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
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Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRANCH: A bill (H. R. 9642) for the relief of the rep- 
resentative of John G. Blount—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 9643) to place John F’. Adams 
on oe rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUSEY: A bill SS R. 9644) to remove the c e of 
desertion from the record of William M. Clark—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 








1892. 





By Mr. COBB of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9645) granting a pen- 
sion to John I. M. Willis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 9646) to place the name of 
A. G. Bodiford on the pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9647) granting a 
pension to Honora Shea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 9648) to pension George T. 
Dudley, late first lieutenant New York Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, thefollowing petitions and papers 
were placed on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., against 
closing the gates of the World’s Columbian Exposition on the 
Sabbath day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- 
position. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of Columbia Typographical Union, 
No. 101, opposing the closing of the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Exposition. 

By Mr. HALVORSON: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, for 
the relief of John Boylan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Papers to go with bill for the relief of 
A. G. Bodiford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of Eliza Burbower, for special pension 
act in her favor—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: Eight petitions of citizens and 
residents as follows: Four petitions of citizens of New York City, 
two of Lowell, Mass., one of Philadelphia, Pa., and one of the 
State of Rhode Island, all petitioning for the enactment as law 
the bill known as House bill No. 584, relating to trade marks—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of Mrs. W. Peck and 55 others, of Cedar 
Point, Chase County, Kans., against any legislation on the part 
of Congress in relation to the World’s Fair being closed on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petitions of citizens of Austin, Tex., re- 
questing that Congress refrain from imposing conditions either 
as to keeping open or closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request): Petition of J. S. Cowden, of 
Buchanan, Botetourt County, Va., asking that a bill be passed by 
Congress to free the people from debt, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Three petitions of citi- 
zens of West Virginia, as follows: One by Riley H. Yonker and 
150 others, of Paw Paw; the second by James Stewart and 98 
others, of Mineral County, and the third by J. B. Watkins and 
156 others, of Fairmont, Marion County, all for the passage of 
House bill 491—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Daniel W. Hendricks and 25 others, of Jeffer- 
son County, asking that a tax be put on speculations in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE, 
Monnay, July 25, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BoTuEr, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Pursuant tothe agreement entered 
into on Saturday, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is 
entitled to recognition. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
submit several reports upon bills that ought to go on the Calen- 
dar? There will be no debate about it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will yield. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were | 


referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments: 

A bill (S. 3297) granting to the Interstate Water and Electric 
Power Company of Kansas the right to erect and maintain adam 
or dams across the Kansas River, within Wyandotte County, in 
the State of Kansas; and 

A bill (S. 3294) to authorize the construction of a dam across 
the Kansas River, near Kansas City, in the State of Kansas. 
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COINAGE RATIO AND IMPORT DUTIES. 


Mr. VEST. IL introduce a concurrent resolution, which I ask 
may be read and lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought we were to have the morning hour 
after the Senator from Mississippi had concluded his remarks. 

Mr. CULLOM. That was the understanding. 

Mr. MORGAN. [I hope he will be allowed to proceed now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the introduc- 
tion of the resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GEORGE. [Iyield. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That for the 
purpose of securing and maintaining the uniform value of silver as a money 
metal throughout the world, the President of the United States is requested 
and hereby authorized to institute and carry on negotiations with the gov 
ernments of Great Britain, France, and Germany looking to the establish 
ment by international agreement between said governments and the United 
States of a coinage ratio of 15} or 16 ounces of tine siiver to 1 ounce of fine 
gold. And that, as an inducement for such agreement, the President is au- 
thorized to propose reciprocal arrangements to the governments before 
mentioned whereby, in consideration of any two of the governments named 
agreeing to either of the ratios aforesaid, the United States will make a re- 
duction of not exceeding 25 per cent upon the import duties now imposed on 
the following-named articles when the products of said countries and im- 
ported into the United States, viz: Manufactures of wool; earthen, stone, 
and china ware; hardware, guns, and cutlery; glass,and manufactures of; 
manufactures of silk; and manufactures of cotton. 

That the President be requested to make full report to Congress ef his ac 
tion under this resolution, with details thereof, and the result. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatiyes, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of R. A. Spaulding, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Solomon Blue, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 4667) to incorporate the Maryland and Washing- 
ton Railway Company. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses upon the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 1084) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 
ing against Michael Keefe, deceased. 

The message further that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3211) to authorize the establishment of an academy and gallery 
of art in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had phssed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate: 

A bill (H.R. 7762) to ratify and confirmagreeme nt between the 
Puyallup Indians and the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
for right of way through the Puyallup Indian Reservation; and, 

A bill (H. R. 9482) for the relief of the Eastern Band of Chero- 
kee Indians. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Ths message further announced tnat the Speaker of the House 


| had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
| signed by the Vice-President: 


A bill (H. R. 4827) toconfer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear and determine the claim of the heir of Hugh Worthing- 
ton, for his interest in the steamer Eastport; 

A bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the Denison and Northern 
Railway Company to construct and opsrate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 9023) to grant the right of way to the Pensacola 
Terminal Company through the lands of the naval reservation 
near Pensacola. 

DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options” and ‘ fu- 
tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such persons engaged in selling certain products to obtain li- 


| cense, and for other purposes, the pending question being on 
| the motion of Mr. DANIEL to strike out sections 12 and 13. 


Mr. GEORGE proceeded toaddress the Senate. After he had 
spoken for some time— 
Mr. ALLISON said: I should like at this time, if its suits the 


| convenience of the Senator from Mississippi, as I hope it will, to 


submit a conference report on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 
Mr. GEORGE. Very well; you may do that. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7520) “making appro- 
priations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free 


conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 26, 32, 33, 34, 37, 
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49, 68, 90, 95, 96, 97, 103, 106, 110, 112, 120, 121, 122, 187, 146, 147, 149, 150, 151, 150, 164, 168, 
170, 171, 172, 175, 178, 180, 184, 186, 192, 195, 196, 202, 203, 205, 209, 210, 216, 218, 220, 221, 223, 
224, 230, 232, 236, 244, 247, 249, 256, 257, 259, 263, 264, 265, 267, 268, 269, 274, 277, 278, 280, 284, 
285, 286, 287, 289, 292; 293, 294’ 297; 298’ 299’ 300; and 306. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10. 14, 15, 21, 29, 31, 35, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 
46, 47, 48, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 64, 67, 71, 73, 77, 78, 79, 81, 84, 
87.88, 91, 92, 93, 94, 99, 105, 107, 111, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 134, 135, 138, 141, 
142, 143, 152, 153, re 158, 160, 161, 162, 163, 167, 173, 174, 176, 1 


227. 
241, 345, 246, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 258, 261, 262, 266, 272, 273, 275, 279, 281, 282, 288, 
290, 291, 295, 301, 302, 303, 304, 305, and:307, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment in- 
sert ‘$80,000; ** and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: 
‘‘and a detailed account of the expenditure of these appropriations shall be 
reported to Congress; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

nendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 4 and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment in- 
sert “ $10,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

‘‘And the balances of eS . previously made for buildings at des- 
ignated points in the Territory are hereby covered into the Treasury.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment 
insert ‘‘ $20,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and ee to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propo in said amendment 
insert ‘‘ $50,000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment 
insert ‘‘$i0,000;"" and strike out of said amendment the words ‘construction 
quarters for mediccal officers and’’; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Insertafter the word “building” in line 3 of said 
amendment the words “ and site;” andthe Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment 
insert ‘‘$10,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment 
insert ‘' $65,000;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu ofthe sum proposed in said amendment, 
insert ‘‘ $15,000,” and strike out of said amendment the word “completion” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word **continuation;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its disagreement 
of the amendment of the Senate numbered 22,and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum proposed in said amendment 
insert. ‘ $200,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment 
insert “ $40,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment 
insert ‘$40,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment in- 
sert ‘'$50,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment in- 
sert ‘‘$12,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to theamendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘#240,000;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 14, on pi 3 of the bill, strike out the word 
** thereafter '’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ hereafter,” and at the end 
of line 17,on page 3 of the bill, insert the following: “ But the Secre of 
the Treasury may, in his discretion, authorize payment in cities of 80, or 
more inhabitants of a sum not exceeding %8 per day for such purposes;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘‘$17,700;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$8,400;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$6,700; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$18,600; " and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $8,400;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows; In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$11,300; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘ $2,950;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the Houseerecede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree tothe same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,550; "’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ #4,200; ’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘#15,600; ’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its disagreement ta 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* #4,650;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from its disagreement ta 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Inlieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $12,600;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8&5, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$2,950;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘' #5,900;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 89: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8?, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ #122,500;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, ani agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$132,500;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 100,and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘#15,000;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 101: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 101,and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$11,000;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in the matter in- 
serted by said amendment insert ‘%50,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 104: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 104, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by said amend- 
ment, and insert, after the word ‘“‘at’’ in the matter inserted, the words *‘the 
beginning of;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the sume with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$142,500;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 109: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed insert ‘$45,000; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 136: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment 
insert ‘ #25,000;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ #50,000;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendmentnumbered 140: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the ‘amendment of the Senate numbered 140, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $580, 000;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$180,009;"" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieuof thesum proposed insert ‘*#750,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 148: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $70,000; ’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 154: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 154, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$100,000;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 155: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 6 of said amendment strike out the word 
**six ’ and insert the word “‘five,’’ and at the end of said amendment, in lieu 
of the sum proposed, insert ‘$12,950;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 157: That the House receie from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 157, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out 
by said amendment, and at the end thereof add the following: ‘‘ Said repeal to 
take effect July 1, 1893; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 165: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propesei in said amendment, 
insert “$800; *’ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 166: at the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 166, and agree to the same with 
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an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“That the President shall appoint a board of three members, residents of 
the District of Columbia, who shall each receive a compensation of 8 per 
day, and who shall act as a board of revision, equalization, and appeals, with 
power to revise and equalize the assessment of 1892, and shall remain in ses- 
sion for a period of not less than ninety days nor more than six months, and 
their decision in all cases shall be final; and the Commissioners are hereby 
required to detail such clerical force as may be necessary to aid said board 
in their duties: Provided, That the triennial assessment made in the year 
1889, pursuant to the act of March 3, 1883, is hereby continued in force for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; and all taxes for said fiscal year ending June 
30, 1893, shall be levied and collected upon the basis of said assessment, any 
' other law to the contrary notwithstanding. For compensation of the mem- 


bers of the board hereby created, #4,368, or so much thereof as may be neces- | 


sary, is hereby oe to be paid wholly from the revenues of the 
District of Columbia.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 169: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 169, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment, 
insert ‘‘ $100,000; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


an amendment as follows; In lieu of the sum proposed; insert ‘-$375,000; "” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 189, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in line 10 of said amend- 
ment insert ‘‘$125,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: At the end of said amendment add the words, 
“or so much thereof as may be necessary;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 201: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 201, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert: ‘ $16,000;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 204: That the House recedefrom its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 204, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, insert the following: 

“For buildin 
ment of grounds, and for repairs of buildings, including repairs of heating 
apparatus, plumbing and sewerage, $2,009." 

nd the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 206: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 206, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘#23,500;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 203: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 208, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘ #3,000:"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 211: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2!1, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$1,500; °’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 212: That the House recede from its disagreement | 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 212, and es to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$30,000; "’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 214: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senatenumbered 2!4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ #22,500;"" an 
the Senate agree to the same. 


and grounds, as follows: For inclosure, care, and improve- | 
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to the Amendment of the Senate numbered 260, and agree to the same with 
an amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $79,800;*’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 270: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 270, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: ‘Utah Penitentiary; For shops, $1,500; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 271: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 271, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed insert ‘ $25,000;"" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 276: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 276, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** #22,500;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 283: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 283, and agree to the same with 

an amendment as follows: Inlieuof the sum named in said amendment 
insert ‘85,000; °° and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 296: That the House recede from its disagreement 





| to the amendment of the Senate numbered 296, and agree to the same with 
Amendment numbered 185: That the House recede from its disagresment | 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185, and agree to the same with | 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: ; 

For pay of balifis not exceeding three in each court except in the south- 
ern district of New York; of expenses of district judges Givectea to hold 
court outside of their districts; of meals and lodgings for jurors in United 
States cases, when ordered by court; of compensation for jury commission - 
ers, per day, notexceeding three days for any one term of court, $135,600.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 124, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 177, 308, 30), 310, 
and 311 the committee of conference have been unable to agree. 

W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. S. HOLMAN, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire toask the Senator from Iowa whether 
the last numbered amendments pertain entirely to the World's 
Fair appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. All the reserved amendments relate to the 
World’s fair excepting amendmentnumbered 177. [should like 
to say just one word in explanation of anendment numbered 177. 
It is a small appropriation of $1,200 for temporary Capitol police 
during the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic in 
this city in September next. Intheother House there was added 
to this amendment: 


It shall not be lawfui for any officer of the Government authorized to make 
contracts, nor any Officer in the District of Columbia, to contract with any 
person, firm, or corporation who employ Pinkerton detectives or any other 
association of men as armed guards; ani no employé of said Pinkerton de- 
tective agency, or similar agency, shall be employed in any Government 


service or by any officer of the District of Colym via 


This amendment seems to have been drawn without very 
much care, I will say with all respect to whoever drew it, and 


| may bo far-reaching in its effect. The confere2s on the part of 


Amendment numbered 215: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 215, and agree tothe same with an | 


amendment asfollows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*#15,000;"" and the | 


Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 217: That the House recede from its disagreement 


tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 217, and agree to the same with | 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ #53,025;"' and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 222: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 222, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: fn lieu of the sum proposed insert * 10,000;" and | 


the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 226: That the House recede from its disagreement 
totheamendment ofthe Senate numbered 226, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*#10,000; " 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 231: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 231, and agree to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $50,000; °° and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 234: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 234, and agree to the same with | 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $20,009;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 239: That the House recede from its disagre2ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 239, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘#400,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 242: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 242, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ #45,00);" 
and the Sendte agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 243: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 243, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Inline 2 of said amendment, strike out the word 
“shall” and insertin lieu thereof the word ‘‘may,”’ and, after the word 
‘‘expended,”’ insert the words ‘in the discretion of the Secretary of War;"’ 
and the Senate agree tothe same. - 

Amendment numbered 248: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 248, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 2 of said amendment, strike out the word 
“ personal;”’ and the Senate’agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 250: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 250, oposed in to the same with | 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro ed in said amendment, 

insert ‘'$30,000,”" and add at the end thereof the following: “ Provided, That 

the total cost shall not exceed $60,000;'’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 260: That the House recede from its disagreement 
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the Senate did not feel that they were prepared to adopt this 
amendment in the phraseology inserted by the House. We pro- 
pesed on the part of the Senate to recede from amendment num- 
bered 177, and we also proposed that the latter clause of the 
amendment inserted in the House should be agreed to so far as 
the conferees are concerned, namely: 

That no employé of said Pinkerton detective agency, or similar agency, 
sha!l be employed in any Government service or by any officer of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Not understanding the scope and extent of the first portion of 
this amendment, the committee on the part of the Senate was 
not prepared to recommend it to the Senate. The House con- 
fere2s, apparently, were as much without information as were 
the Senate conferees, and they said they preferred to submit the 
question to the House of Representatives. There was aquestion 
raised in this connection which I do not care to discuss, for the 

| reason that I am so absolutely unfamiliar with the rules. It was 
supposed on the part of the Senate conferees that if we gave up 
amendment 177 the House provision fell with it, but the House 
conferees took a different view, and I do not know but that they 
are right. The House of Representatives having inserted this 
new matter, probably it can not be got rid of without a submis- 
sion to the Senate and House. 

This is the only amendment, I will say to the Senator from 
Illinois, outside of the amendments relating to the World’s Fair, 
which has not been arranged in conference. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should think from hearing the report read 
that there had been no amendment the Senate made to the bill 
that was agreed to by the House conferees absolutely, but that 
each one had been amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is very nearly right. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seemed to me so from the reading. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator's casual observation of the read- 
ing of the report is very nearly correct, although the House con- 
| ferees did agree to several of the Senate amendments. The re- 
| port on its face, I agree with the Senator, indicates that the 
' Houseof Representatives compelled the S nate conferees to make 
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large surrenders of amounts; but an analyzation of the bills will 
show that most of the amendments surrendered are mere post- 
ponements. 

Mr. CULLOM. Deficiencies? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are mere postponements. 

For example, of the items surrendered $2,440,000are comprised 
in five items. One item is the Eleventh Census, of $950,000, of 
which by some arrangement not entirely visible to the naked 
eye $800,000 got on the deficiency bill. Although every cent 
and every mill of it will be expended in the fiscal year 1893, the 
general deficiency bill has upon it a provision which will cover 
the expenses of the Eleventh Census up to the 4th day of March 
next. That having been agreed to finally in the conference on 
the deficiency bill, that report preceding this one, this item of 
$950,000 was stricken out, although every dollar of it will be ex- 
pended during the present fiscal year. 

We are constrained also to strike out $940,000, being expenses 
of United States courts, although the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate with the utmost care, and with the greatest 
diligence endeavored to ascertain what would be the reasonable 
requirement of these courts during the present fiscal year. The 
inerease made by us over the House bill for this class of expenses 
was $940,000, but we were confronted in this great bill with a 
large amount of legislation regulating many things respecting 
United States courts which in the nature of affairs were not ab- 
sclutely familiar to the Committee on Appropriations, which 
were familiar certainly to the Judiciary Committee, and about 
which two or three biils are pending in this body, and one of 
them has been debated here for three or four days. So we in- 
sisted that this legislation should not go upon the bill, and the 
House conferees yielded that to us on the condition that we 
should yield the appropriations which we had inserted here on 
the floor of the Senate, it being of course admitted by the yield- 
ing and by their statements that every dollar of this money will 
be required before the present fiscal year closes, as it will be, and 
must be provided for in a deficiency bill at the short session of 
Congress. 

Another item of $250,000 which we surrendered is an item 
where we increased the appropriation for building the Wash- 
ington City post-office, the public building on the corner of Elev- 
enth street and Pennsylvania avenue, the House appropriating 
$250,000 and the Senate ouprensteing $250,000 more, or $500,000 
in all. The argument of the House conferees to us was that in- 
asmuch as the original law authorizes the Architect to contract 
in advance of appropriations the $250,000 appropriated in the 
bill by the House would be sufficient to last until next winter, 
and then if more could be expended during the fiscal year they 
would be willing to appropriate the whole sum. 

So with reference to the surveys of public lands. We had to 
make a reduction there of $200,000, and a reduction on military 
posts of $100,000. 

These items aggregate $2,440,000 of surrenders made. As re- 
spects the other surrenders, a careful attention to the reading 
of the report will disclose that in most instances we are com- 
pelled to divide our increases by two, ana I will say that as to 
these divisions we endeavored so to arrange them as that the 
Government work could go on. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator has just stated what I desired to 
know, and that was whether when the Senate conferees receded 
from an amendment with an amendment there was a fair divide 
as to the amount that was finally agreed upon, or whether the 
Senate gave way in a larger degree than the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. Asa rule, it is “a fair divide,” if an equal 
divide is fair. That was the general rule which prevailed. In 
some instances we were able to convince the House conferees that 
a divide equally would absolutely cripple some part of the Gov- 
ernment service between now and December, but wherever a de- 
ficiency is possible during the next session the division was made 
in the way I have stated. Of course as respects many of these 
items [am compelled to admit that there will be a fine brood 
of deficiency bills next year to be nursed between the two wings 
of this Capitol. 

{ shall be glad to answer any question about any specific item. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations as to the little appropriation to 
the contingent fund for the prevention of the importation and 
spread of contagion to be expended within the discretion of the 
President. The Committee on Epidemic Diseases reported an 
amendment, which was agreed to, that proposed to appropriate 
an amount sufficient to make thatfund, with the unexpended bal- 
ance of previous appropriations, $350,000, and the Senate adopted 
an amendment, I believe, appropriating $200,000, or whatever 
the amount was. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate agreed to an amendment appro- 
priating $200,600 additional to the unexpended balance, canted 
of which we were obliged to surrender to the confereés on the 


sss 


part of the House, leaving an appropriation of $100,000 and the 
unexpended balance, which is about $100,000 more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is about $140,000. There will be nearly 
& quarter of a million dollars available under this appropriation. 

r. ALLISON. It has been reduced somewhat since the 
amount was asceriained to be $140,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was some mistake as to the unexpended 
balance. There was a statement indicating that there was an 
unexpended balance of $149,000. It turns out that there is an 
unexpended balance of $97,000, so that the appropriation of $100,- 
000 will make the fund only $197,000. Menaced as the country 
is at this time with both aaa fever and cholera, and it must 
continue to be so menanced at least through the months of Au- 
gust and September, I regret very much that the Senate con- 
ferees have found it necessary to consent to a limiting of that 
fund to so small an amount. 

Mr. CHANDLER. More especially as under that head of ap- 
propriation the eantnsy of the Treasury will not be authorized 
to make a deficiency. He can only spend the money which he 
has in his hand, and if this is not enough the General Govern- 
ment can not take any additional steps to prevent the spread of 
yellow fever or cholera. 

Mr. ALLISON. Senators can not regret more than I do that 
we were obliged to make this surrender. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator another question about 
a very small matter? What was done with that piece of legis- 
lation in respect to the marshals of the appellate court? 

Mr. ALLISON. That was in the legislative appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ah, in the legislative bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was in another bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator hav- 
ing the bill in charge. I desire to learn from him what was 
done with the Senate amendment msking an appropriation for 
a light-house at the entrance to Grays Harbor. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is one of the cases, I am sorry to say to 
the Senator from Washington, where we were obliged to sur- 
render the whole appropriation. We tried to halve it, but the 
House conferees would not allow us to do even that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say to the Senator that other items 
of asimilar character, I understand, have been retained in the 
bill; that five hundred vessels have gone in and out over this bar 
in the last year; that in addition a large = of the shipping of 
the Columbia River comes up opposite this bar; that owing to 
the lack of this light-house in one instance twenty-nine men were 
drowned and their vessel wrecked, and in another instance nine 
men were drowned, and the fatality was attributable to the lack 
of this light-house, and tothat alone. The failure of this appro- 

riation means almost certain death of other sailors. <A light- 

ouse at that point has been recommended for six years by the 
Light-House rd. It was unanimously gee a this bill 
by the action of the Commerce Committee. I hope ifit is possible 
that the Senate conferees may further insist upon their disagree- 
ment as to thisitem. It is aninevitableexpense. The Govern- 
ment must meet it. It is meeting just such cases, and on this 
bill. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say that all the statements made by 
the Senator from Washington were made by the Senate confer- 
ees to the members of the conference representing the other 
House, but for some years it has been the custom to request the 
Light-House Board to send to the Senate or to the House the 
list of light-houses and improvements of that character which 
are indispensible, and this light was so marked by the Light- 
House Board or so represented to be by the Board. There is 
but one other small appropriation in the bill for light-houses 
that has not been represented to the committees of both Houses 
as being indispensable to the commerce of the country. That 
was a small appropriation of $10,000 which was agreed to on the 
part of the House, although it was not in the indispensable list. 

Mr. ALLEN. As to that phase I can not speak, although I 
know the Committee on Commerce not only recommended this 
appropriation, but ted the recommendation of other years. 

Mr. ALLISON. ere is no doubt of that. It is.a desirable 
light and I think an important one. I think it ought to be built 
on the Pacific coast at Grays Harbor; but it was responded to us 
that the accidents of which the Senator speaks were accidents 
that did not result from want of light; in fact we were told in a 
very rough way that those accidents might have occurred in day- 
light as well as at any other time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. [should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
if this is the bill upon which an amendment was attached giving 
relief to ex-Senator H. A. W. Tabor? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in the general deficiency bill. 

Mr.GORMAN. There is a question presented by the chair- 
man of the committee in regard to amendment numbered 177. 
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He stated that the House had agreed to the Senate amendment 
making the small appropriation for extra police force at the Capi- 
. tol during the time when the Grand Army of the Republic should 
be here, with an amendment, and he stated also, frankly and 
fairly, what that amendment was and what was the agreement 
ronald But if I understood the chairman correctly, he stated 
that it was not possible for the Senate to recede from its original 
amendment and thereby terminate the entire controversy be- 
tween the two Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I did not mean toso state. I meant to 
say that I am not sufficiently familiar with the rules on this sub- 
ject to be able to express an opinion, but that that was our con- 
tention, for the moment resisted by the conferees on the part of 
the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I[ask the Senator if the House amendment 
was proposed ag an amendment to the Senate amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was proposed as an amendment to our 
amendment. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Then, as a matter of course, if we recede 
from the amendment the amendment to the amendment falls. 
That is the parliamentary rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is within the control of the Senate at 
this moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Ohio to say 
that if we recede the whole proposition will fall. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly; if the amendment proposed by 
the House is an amendment to the Senate amendment and the 
Senate recedes from its amendment, the whole falls as a matter 
of course. The amendment carries with it the amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr.GORMAN. I am very glad to hear the Senator from 
Ohio express that opinion. 

Mr.SHERMAN. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr.GORMAN. I was very clear myself that that was true, 
and so contended; but itis held elsewhere that that would not 
be so. It is rather a novel case, and I do not find this morning, 
from a very hasty examination of the records, any exact prece- 
dent in the line; but my belief is that there can not be any ques- 
tion about it. I think Cushing’s Manual clearly sustains that 
view, and one or two very astute parliamentarians, to whom I[ 
have talked this morning, are of the opinion that the Senate has 
an undoubted right to recede from its original proposition, and 
that the amendment of the House would fall with that recession. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator thatit is within the | 
clear competency of the Senate, after this report shall have | 


been agreed to, to decide that question by a vote. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 


the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its re- 
maining amendments numbered as read at the desk, and ask 
another conference with the House of Representatives thereon, 
As respects the amendment numbered 177, if any Senator moves 


to recede from our amendment, that will raise the question as to | 


that particular amendment, but whether it is wise policy at this 
stage of the session to raise that parliamentary question I am 


not quite clear, and therefore I refrain from making the motion | 


myself. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no desire and I have no intention to 
raise that question now. The Senator from Iowa is in charge 
of the bill and is managing it. But in view of what I caught of 
his statment here, although imperfect probably, I understood 
him to say that we had no right to do it, and I simply enter 
my protest at this moment against that view of the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I think it is in the competence of the 
Senate to follow the suggestion made by the Senator from Mary- 
land, and stated also by the Senator from Ohio; but I think at 
this moment perhaps we had better go on and insist upon our 
amendments. I will say I think that is especially wise in view 
of the attitude of the House conferees on this subject. They 
expressed no desire that we should agree to this amendment. 
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proposition,” can there be a doubt that the Senate has a right 
to do so? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly there is no doubt after the lucid 
statement of the Senator from Tennessee, although when the 
House conferees expressed a doubt the Senate conferees did not 
desire to raise that question, but left it to be considered by the 
Senate. 

Mr, HARRIS. Ofcourse I have no disposition to interfere. 
I would rather aid the conference than embarrass it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Iowa please 
restate his motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate further insist upon 
the amendments not disposed of by the report, and ask a con- 
ference on them with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were 
appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator from Mississippi will permit, 
I should like to have a very short executive session. 

ei pra Does the Senator from Ohio wish to make a 
report? 

_Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make a report in executive ses- 
sion. I can assure the Senator that it will not take over five 
minutes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; I yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IT move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


GUANO ISLANDS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 


| message from the President of the United States; which was 


read, and, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, wa3, with the accom- 


| panying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
| and ordered to be printed. 
| To the Senate: 


I herewith transmit, in reply to the resolution of the Senate of June 6, 1802, 
a report from the Secretary of State, with its accompanying papers, in re 
lation to guano deposits on Arcas Cays or Islands. 


BENJ. HARRISON 
EXEXCUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, July 25, 1392. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befo-e the Senate a communica- 


| tionfrom the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of 


acommunication from the Secretary of State of the 23d instant, 

in relation to the urgent necessity for additional appropriations; 

which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 

mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions of Independence 
Assembly, Laborers’ Association No. 5704, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
and of the Robert Emmet Literary Association, of Wilmington, 
Del., in regard to the imprisonment in England of Dr. Thomas 
Gallagher, and praying that steps be taken for his release; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions of the Typographical Union No. 
2, of Philadelphia, Pa., in regard to the Homestead strike; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 


mation of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2529) ° 


providing for the irrigation and reclamation of arid lands, for 


| the protection of forests, and utilization of pasturage. and for 


Mr. HARRIS. Does the Chairman think for the Senate to | 


recede, and in that way introduce the parliamentary question, it 
would possibly embarrass the proceedings of the conference 
committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. It might embarrass the conference commif- 
tee in this sense, that we raise a parliamentary question here 
as respects the attitude of the House amendment to our amend- 
ment, and by receding from our amendment we do not get rid 
of the parliamentary question in the other House. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is notthis the exact fact in the case: Upon 
the House bill we send to the House a legislative proposition. 
The House answers, ‘‘ We willaccept your proposition upon given 
conditions.” The Senate says, ‘‘ We can not accept your condi- 
tions,” and if the Senate shall choose to add, ‘‘ We withdraw our 


other purposes, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3414) to grant the right 
of way to the Pensacola Terminal Company through the lands of 
the naval reservation near Pensacola, Fla., to report it adversely, 
the Senate having passed a bill of similar import. I move that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a joint resolution (S. &. 106) 
authorizing foreign exhibitors at the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition to bring to this country foreign laborers for the purpose 
of preparing for and making their exhibits; which was read 
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twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Quadro- 
Centennial (Select). 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 107) prohibit- 
ing the erection of a brewery within the limits of the city of 
Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committze on the District of Columbia. 

RECEPTION IN ROTUNDA OF CAPITOL. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That per- 
mission is hereby granted to the ladies of Washington to give a reception in 
the rotunda of the Capitol, September 19, 1892, to the members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, the Woman’s Relief Corps, and all oth r visiting or- 
ganizations who may attend the national encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic in September next. 


MICHAEL KEEFE. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1034) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing against Michael Keefe, deceased, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 





That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 


Senate and agree to the same with an amendment asfollows: In lieuof the 


matter proposed insert the following: 

‘* September 28, 1864, on account of being disabled for further military serv- 
ice, and this act shall not carry with it any right to back pay, bounty, or other 
emoluments.” 

And agree to the same. 

JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


H. H. ROCKWELL, 
W. W. BOWERS, 
. H. PATTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 7762) to ratify and confirm an agreement between 
the Puyallup Indians and the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany for a right of way through the Puyallup Indian Reserva- 
tion; and 

A bill (H. R. 9482) for the relief of the Eastern Band of Chero- 
kee Indians. 

EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
very kindly permits me to make a request. I ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate that to-morrow morning, immediately 


| among the Southern farmers. 


after the conclusion of the morning business, Order of Business | 


954 shall be taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Order of Business 954, a resolution reported 
by Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, providing for a se- 
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the motion is not in order atthe present time, the resolution not 
being before the Senate for consideration. 


TARIFF POLICY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had intended to submit some remarks to 
the Senate to-day upon the tariff resolution of the Senator from 
Maine | pe HALE], but it isevident that the convenience of Sena- 
tors will not be forwarded by that course of procedure. I give no- 
tice that to-morrow morning after the regular morning business 
I shall ask that that resolution be taken up. 

DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 

The Senate, as in Committes of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options” and * fu- 
tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I regard the measure before 
the Senate as one of the most important to the people of the 
section of country from which I come that can possibly engage 
the attention of Congress. 

The bill under consideration undertakes to suppress futures 
and options in cotton, wheat, and some other agricultural prod- 
ucts. In what I shall have to say, I shall confine myself princi- 
pally, almost exclusively, to the relation that these dealings bear 
to the cotton industry, which is the main industry of the State 
which I[ have the honor in part to represent on this floor. 

{ need not state, certainly not to Southern Senators, the de- 
pressed and distressed condition of the farmers in Mississippi and 
in the Southern States who have been engaged in raising cotton. 


| This year, in the early spring, cotton reached the lowest point 


in price that it has reached in many years, lower than at any 
former date except possibly four or five years. The conditions 


| are such that the agricultural interests of Mississippi and her 


Southern sisters have reached that point of depression, of dis- 
aster, that the great mass of the people, the farmers of that s2c- 


| tion of our country, have been reduced to circumstances which I 


might say are appalling. Certainly, while Providence has been 
generous in giving us favoring seasons, whereby large crops 
have been made, from some cause or other these blessings of a 
kind and generous Providence have been converted into curses. 

There are many reasons assigned for this unparalleled distress 
I shall not go into an examina- 
tion of all the causes. [ will go no farther into that inquiry now 
than n>ting, a3 well as I may, what effect the dealing in futures 


, and options has had in producing this distress. 


lect committe to investigate and report to the Senate the facts | 


in relation to the employment of Pinkerton men or Pinkerton 
detectives in connection with the recent differences between 
workmen and employers at Homestead, Pa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I give notice that I shall move, immedi- 
ately after the routine morning business to-morrow, to proceed 
with the consideration of the antioption bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


_ prices were well maintained. 
| marketed under normal, regular, commercial dealings. 


During the decade from 1850 to 1860 the cotton industry of the 
South was prosperous to a degree never before or since attained. 
Now it is unprosperous to adegree never before reached. Inthe 
former period, though we had only about one-half of the amount 
cf currency as compared to its volume now, that is, one-half per 
capita, we had prosperity andadvancement. During that period 
the cotton crops were constantly increasing year by year, and the 
During that period cotton was 
He who 
wanted it either for speculation or for manufacturing bought itin 
the markets of the world and paid for it as cotton. There was 
no dream then that it was needed or needful to have what is now 


| claimed to be essential to the profitable marketing of the cotton 


Does the Senator from Minnesota | crop, dealing in futures. That was unknown. Futures as de- 


object to the request made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFr- | scribed in this bill, futures as denounced in this bill, were un- 
| known. That there were contracts then, many of them, by which 


FER]? 
Mr. WASHBURN. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
not object to this matter. It has b2en hanging along for two or 
three weeks, and it seems to me’it is due to the Senate that it 
shall be disposed of in one way or other. 


I do. 


I trust the Senator from Minnesota will | 


The resolution was offered by myself, I think, three weeks ago | 


and reported favorably by the committee to which it was re- 
ferred. It ought tobe taken from the Calendar and disposed of. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must remind Senators 
that debate is not in order. 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam not rising to debate. I move that the 
resolution be again committed to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, with the amend- 
ment offered by me on Saturday last. The amendment cont>m- 
plates examining into the labor difficulties in the State of Idaho, 
and | think a report from that committee should be made on 
that question before this resolution is considered. I will there- 
fore move that the resolution and the amendment be committed 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 





The Chair is of the opinion that 


men owning cotton undertook to sell and deliver it at a future 
day is true, but there was no such system as the one that now 
exists. v 

Does the Senate understand what the “futures” system is as 
it now exists’ It has not been disclosed; its true character has 
not even been hinted at by the able and learned Senators whe 
have attacked this bill. They have come before the Senate and 
argued against it upon the theory that it was designed to pre- 
vent A, or B, or C, as individuals, from making contracts for the 
delivery of cotton at a future day with a person who owned it 
or who had a contract with the owner. But, sir, that is not the 
system which this bill attacks.. 

It has been said as an objection to this bill that it denies the 
natural right, the constitutional right of citizens of the United 
States to deal in a lawful manner in the lawful products of this 
pe It has been suggested that the American citizen gen- 
erally has an interest in the kind of trading—I will not call it 
commerce—in the kind of dealing which this bill seeks to de- 
stroy. Yet it has been carefully concealed from the Senate and 
from the country that the dealing in futures and options which 
this bill seeks to destroy is carried on only in five places in the 
civilized world; two of these in our own country, three in Eu- 





1892. 
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| 
rope. Outside of the exchanges at New Orleans and New York that if the cotton-raiser, the cotton-planter, is not allowed to be, 


in America, and of Liverpool, Havre, and Bremen in Europe, no 
contract for what they call forward delivery is made. That is 
a full answer to the charge that this bill is an attempt to inter- 
fere with the freedom of trade. It does not interfere, if it in- 


terferes at all, with the freedom of trade anywhere in the United | 
States except in New Orleans and New York. I will be a little | 


more specific. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator is speaking in respect to 
cotton? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam talking about cotton, and unless [ should 
mention wheat or some other commodity my remarks are to be 
construed as applying to cotton. I will be a little more specific. 
It can only be carried on in the Cotton Exchange in New Orleans 
and in the Cotton Exchange of New York. These twoconstitute 
the locality. Nowhere else in this broad land of ours is it pre- 
tended that these dealings are carried on. 


| or is not, a member of the cotton exchange situated in the great 
commercial cotton mart of the South, it is not te be presumed 
that he would be a member of the Cotton Exchange in New 
York City, nearly a thousand miles away from the nearest point 
at which a bale of cotton is grown. 

*“Ah”, but some one will say, ‘‘ while it is true he may not be 
a member of the exchange, it is a public market, amarketovert, 
in which the cotton-planter can go and make his dealing and 
buy orsell.” Let us see how thatis. [read from rule | of the 
| Cotton Exchange of New Orleans, the fundamental rule: 

RULE 1. No contract for the future delivery of cotton shall be noticed in 
any public report or printed circular, of in any manner recognized, acknowl- 
edged, or enforced by the exchange, or any committee or officer thereof, un- 
less both parties thereto shall be full members of the New Orleans Cotton 
Exchange; it being provided, however, that where contracts are issued by 
firms composed of two or more partners, at least two of said partners shall 


| be full members of said exchange. 


It is said we are denying the right of free commerce and free | 


trade to the American citizen. Who is it that does the dealing? 

I will state, and I have the book here to prove it from the tes- 
timony of members of the New Orleans Exchange, that no man 
can trade in futures in the Cotton Exchange of New Orleans 
except a member of the exchange. How many members are 
there? Out of the 65,000,000 people in America, how many are 
members of this exchange and are allowed to engage in these 
dealings at that place? There are about three hundred mem- 


bers of the Cotton Exchange of New Orleans, and many of these | 


testify that they do not engage in this business. Who are these 
members? It is said here that the producer of cotton can not 
make his contract of future delivery, that the small merchant 
in the country can not make his contract, if this bill passes. | 


will show to the Senate that the producer can not make this con- | 


tract now. I will read from the protest of the New Orleans 
Cotton Exchange against the passage of the Washburn bill, sub- 
stantially the same as the pending measure. This is the official 
protest, the official act of that large and respectable body of 
merchants. They say: 

This exchange has a membership of over three hundred, and is composed 
of commission merchants— 

Now note— 
commission merchants who sell cotton for planters. 

That is one. 

Of exporters who buy cotton for spinners and merchants in Europe. 


That is two. 
Of merchants who buy cotton for spinners in the United States. 


That is three. 


Of bankers through whom all bills of exchange drawn against cotton are 
negotiated. 


That is four. 


Of ship agents who represent the great fleet of steamers and sailing ves- 
sels by which the cotton is carried abroad and to domestic ports. 


That is five. 

Of insurance agents who arrange the insurance on the bulk of the cotton 
seeking a market through this port. 

That is six. 

Of cotton brokers. 

That is seven. 


Of expert judges of the raw material, who buy thecotton from representa- 
a of the planters for the merchants who ship to Europe and to American 
spinners. 


That is eight. 

Of future brokers, who buy and sell contracts for forward delivery for ac- 
count of members of the exchange and for merchants and spinners in Eu- 
rope and the United States. e 

That is nine. There isa list of nine classes who are, accord- 
ing to the statement of this protest, members of the Cotton Ex- 
change of New Orleans. 

Among them you do not find a single cotton-planter or cotton- 
farmer. There is added a general description of others, who are 
also members, as follows: 

Indeed, of all who are in any way connected with the vast movement of 
cotton through this and other ports in this country. 

In this general description is included no producer and no con- 
sumer. 

Therefore, so far as New Orleans, the great cotton mart of the 
United States is concerned, there is an institution—the Cotton 
Exchange—composed of about three hundred men, which alone, 
with one other exchange, has a monopoly of dealing in futures, 
and there is not one single producer a member of that exchange, 
not one who has a voice in making any rule or regulation of that 
exchange, not one who has any voice in selecting the officers and 
managers of that exchange. The members are all middlemen. 
There is not one manufacturer, one consumer, or one producer 
who is a member of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange, which, 
as I said before, is in the heart of the cotton country. 

I have not the list in reference to New York, but I presume 


Mr. President, I have shown you the two places in the United 
States at which these dealings can be carried on, the Cotton Ex- 
change in New Orleans and the Cotton Exchange in New York; 
and | have told you who may be parties to the contracts, and it 
is discovered that cnly in thes> two places and only by members 
of these two exchanges can these contracts b2 entered into. 

Oh, but it is said, others do enter into them. Yes, they do: 
but whenever an outsider becomes a dealer either as buyer or 
seller in these exchanges, his name is not known in it. He 
can furnish the broker, who is a member of the cotton exchange, 
with money, and the broker makes the contract in hisown name, 
| upon indemnity furnished by the planter or somebody else. 

That is the condition of things in relation to cotton. No man 
who is engaged either in producing cotton or in consuming cot- 
ton, no man who is either at one end of the line or the other of 
production or consumption, has the right to enter into theses sa- 
cred temples dedicated to the sales of futures and say one word 
as to any contract to be made. 

Is that so with reference to whvat, I ask the Senator from Min- 
| nesota [Mr. WASHBURN]? The Senator nods assent. It isa lit- 
tle curious that in this assumed freedom of trade charged to be 
attacked by this bill there are only two places in the United 
States, the Cotton Exchange in New Orleans and the Cotton Ex- 
change in New York, where these contracts can be made, and no 
man, unless he be a member of those exchanges, can enter into 
them and make a contract. He may employ a broker—and I will 
show that that is a profitable part of this business—he may buy 
the services of a broker, who will make the contract in his ab- 
sence, in the broker’s name, upon an indemnity to be furnished 
by the planter or other person to protect him, the broker, from 
loss, and that is all he can do. 

It seems to me that if we pass this bill there is not much of a 
restriction upon the natura! rights of American citizens to deal 
in futures. It only interferes with the three hundred gentle- 
men in New Orleans who are members of the Cotton Exchange 
(and I do not know how many in New York—I suppose about the 
same number), whodo not raise cotton nor manufactureit. It is 
reserved for the members of the exchange to do this business, an 
interference with which is denounced as a destruction of the con- 
stitutional rights of free American citizens to free trade and com- 
merce in their own products. That is enough on that point. 

In this country, as shown by the proof, there was four, six, or 
seven times as much cotton sold on the future market as was 
raised in the United States. Now, let us recognize that fully. 
There is from four to six or seven times as much cotton sold for 
future delivery, as it is called, as the whole crop of the United 
States. I believe in the year 1891, which is the last statistics I 
have, the futures sold in New Orleans amounted to 8,594,300 bales. 
These bales are estimated at 500 pounds, which is a little larger 
than the average bale. In New York 26,389,500 bales were sold; 
in both, 34,983,800 bales. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What year? 

Mr. GEORGE. In 1891. That is the latest I have. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What was the crop for that year? 

Mr. GEORGE. About 8,000,000 bales—possibly a little less. 
By reference to alittle book, which is high authority in com- 
mercial circles, called Cotton Facts, issued by Mr. Shepper- 
son, of New York, I find that for the year ending the 3lst of 
May, 1891, futures were sold in New York to the amount of 26,- 
3#9,500 bales. What do you suppose the spot sales were, where 
a man came up and said ‘‘ I want so many bales of cotton for so 
much money paid down,” and where the cotton was to be deliv- 
ered? Two hundred and seventy thousand bales. 

Mr. BUTLER. What year was that? 

Mr. GEORGE. The year ending May 31, 1891—or 100 bales 
of sham, fictitious, sometimes called phantom cotton, sold to 1 
bale of real cotton. That is the New York market. 

I have a paper, coming from an intejligent merchant of St. 
Louis, which states that in the present year, between September 








~ ae eS 
ae 


ani ae ead Satan — 


Ph nse. eA sin iD teh 8 Tn EER RI BEEIRY RC sti |S 


2 Sip Ses A omtanne! Oo} cs A el SS TGA ELIA ES 


sere "BSR 
PRN OPO LIT ne, 





; 
i 
4 
BS 
' 


OR. Pe, 
A ZONR FOI ng TE € 


. 
Be IEE ET, 


=) Se ee 


gale 


keel 





ee 


lpg Se. 


i 





6694 


1, 1891, which is the commencement of the cotton year, and Feb- the highest may be delivered? 


ruary 5, there were sold in New York 15,695,500 bales of futures, 
and of spots 39,000 bales, or 400 bales of mythical cotton to 1 bale 
of real cotton. 

On the 5th day of February, 1892, there were sold in New 
York 102 bales of spot cotton, worth $4,000, and on the same day 
there were sold $6,000,009 worth of future cotton; or in the ratio 
of 1,500 of phantom, or wind cotton, tol bale of real cotton. On 
February 6 of the current year 97 bales of real cotton were sold 
and 212,200 of futures, or 2,122 phantom or imaginary bales to 1 
real bale. In New Orleans, I believe, it is not quite so bad. [ 


believe I have some memoranda as to New Orleans, but I can | 


not place my hand upon it at pfesent. My recollection is—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the average for the year—one 
hundred to one? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; not quite that. For the a ending 
May 31, 1891, in New York it was 100 to 1, or within a small 
fraction of it; say 97 or 98 tol. We have these facts before us, 
that. in New York as much as 100 to 1 in the whole year, as 
much as 1,500 to 1 in a single day, and as much as 2,100 to l ina 


single day, have been sold of what are called ‘* futures” to one | 


of real cotton. 

| have a memorandum as to the amount of cotton sold in New 
York during the whole year. Of real cotton there was sold 
270,0C0 bales, when 26,000,000 were sold upon futures. Let us 
stop to think about that. Was that real, genuine commerce or 
was it gaming? I know the Senators who have spoken in oppo- 
sition to this bill have objected to the friends of the measure ap- 
plying the terms ‘‘gaming” or ‘‘ wagering” to these contracts, 
and the appellation *‘ gambler” to the persons who deal in them. 
I do not think anything is to be gained by using hard names. I 
shall not cail these gentlemen gamblers now nor at any other 
time during my discourse, unless I shall become somewhat in- 
dignant at some of their revealed conduct and for the moment 
forget what I should say; but I havea right to use the language 
of the law books as applied to these transactions themselves. 

Taken altogether, there are 8 or 9 bales of cotton sold for one pro- 
duced in the United States. Recollect that; do not forget that 
whilst there are7 or 8 or 9 balesof cotton sold as futures toone pro- 
duced in the United States, 70 per cent of the cotton produced 
in the United States is exported to Europe for sale finally. 

Recollect another thing. Isuppose I may call the attention of 
such members of the Senate as have not paid particular atten- 
tion to this subject, to another fact in relation to it. The sales 
are based only on middling cotton. I will read the contract to the 
Senate so Senators may understand how this thing is worked. 
Before I dothat, however, I want to state that whilst they sell 
only middling cotton—that is the contract—the cotton which 
grades middling in the entire cotton crop of the United States 
will not exeeed one-fifth of the whole number of bales made. So, 
only counting with reference to the real cotton in which they 
propose to deal, we are to magnify the difference between the 
actual sales of wind or phantom cotton, and real cotton, by mul- 
tiplying by five. So there is in reality about forty bales of mid- 
dling cotton sold in New York and New Orleans to one bale of 
middling cotton raised in the United States. Donot forget that. 

| will read, so that the Senate may understand it, the contract 
they make in New Orleans and which is furnished in the protest 
of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange: 

The contract shall be in the following form, to wit: 

“CONTRACT A. 
“OFFICE OF . 
“ New Orleans, —, 183-. 

* Bought for M—— .of M . 50,000 pounds, in about 100 
square bales cotton, growth of the United States, deliverable from press or 
presses in the port of New Orleans— 

Now, recollect, that so far as the contract is concerned, it is 
as fair and right and legal a contract as ever was made— 
“between the first and last days of next, inclusive. The delivery 
within such time to be at seller's option, in lots of not less than 50 bales 























upon five days’ notice to buyers. The cotton to be of any grade from good 
ordinary to fair, inclusive, and, if stained, not below low middling, at price 
of — cents (———) per pound for middling, with additions or deductions 
for o her grades, according to the quotations of the New Orleans Cotton 


Exch nge existing on the sixth (6) day previous to the day on which the de- 
ivery is due. 

, v Bit her coater to have the right to call for a margin, as the variations of 

the market for like deliveries may warrant; and which margin shall be kept 

~ This contract is made in view of, and in all res 8S, subject to the rules 

conditions established by the New Orleans Cotton Exchange.” 

The Senate will bear in mind that whilstonly middling cotton 
is sold the contract can be complied with by delivering at the 
option of the soller any grade of cotton from good ordinary to 
fair, about six full grades, and with six half grades, making 
twelve grades, of which there is a difference of price in the 


market. 
{ want the Senate to understand the point right there. If it 





were intended that the eotton should be delivered, why is the 
provision put in the contracts that any cotton from 


the 


lowest to 
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Mr. President, if any manufac- 
turer or any consumer of cotton wanted to buy cotton for con- 
sumption, would he want to buy any cotton which the seller may 
think proper to deliver to him, any one of twelve grades? Does 
anybody anywhere in the world make such contracts except in 
these exchanges when dealing in futures? 

Mr. MITCHELL. What would be the difference in prica be- 
tween the grade of cotton the seller might deliver under such a 
contract, aud the real cotton contracted to be delivered? 

Mr. GEORGE. The difference would vary, but the under- 
standing is that the parties have a power tosettle. For instance, 
if they deliver ordinary, which is worth say 4 cents a pound, 
and middling is worth 6, a difference of 50 per cent, they would 
have to deliver 50 per cent more of ordinary than they would of 
the other cotton. ‘TThatis the way it works, asI understand it. 

I have shown the different grades of cotton which under this 
contract might be delivered, and I have shown that no man who 
wanted to make a real purchase of cotton would allow to the 
seller the privilege of delivering to him any one of twelve or 
fourteen grades, all of one kind or partly of one and partly of 
another, just as the seller might see proper. If he wanted to 
speculate, or, in other words, if, as I shall show, the fact is no 
delivery was contemplated, but that it was contemplated that 


| they should get together on the proper day and see the quoted 


— and adjust according to the quoted prices the difference 
etween the seiling price and the buying price and having ascer- 
tained the difference should pay in money the purchaser would 
noteare. That is the very thing which is done. I think I have 
shown, at least prima facie, that there is no intention on the part 
of the men who make these contracts to make any delivery. | 
will hereafter make this proof conclusive. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to 
ask him a question on that point. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask whether, in his judgment, the first 
three sections of this bill on a fair construction apply, or could 
be construed to apply, to any other class of contracts than those 
which the courts have decided are void, namely such as the 
Senator has just described, where there is nointention to deliver 
the goods? 

Mr. GEORGE. There is possibly one case in a million ‘out- 
side of the rule stated by the Senator from Oregon, but when 
we come as practical men to decide upon practical measures, the 
statement of the Senator from Oregon is substantially correct. 

Lest somebody has forgotten about these things, I propose to 
read some authority to the Senate to show that the contracts 
which I have discussed have been pronounced by the courts in 
England and America and everywhere as utterly null and void. 
Although these authorities seem to b2 pretty well understood, 
I will read some of them to get the matter into my remarks, so 
that the country may understand it as well as the Senate. [ 
read first from Mr. Benjamin, in his work on sales. In seetion 
828, referring to a contract to deliver in future, he says: 

But such a contract is only valid where the parties really intend and agree 
that the goods are to be delivered by the seller, and the price to be paid by 
the buyer. 

They are not worth a cent unless that is the real understand- 
ing of the parties. Let us stop here. I put this question to 
every Senator within the sound of my voice: How in the city of 
New York are 15,000,000 bales of cotton to be delivered and 
paid for up to February, or 26,000,000 bales during the whole 
year, out of a crop of eight or nine million bales? How are you 
going to work that out; and, as my friend from Texas [Mr. COKE! 
very pertinently suggests, to be delivered in middling cotton, 
which is the cotton contracted for, which reduces the volume from 
which the party may draw? If there is any man within the sound 
of my voice who will get up and say that he does not know that 
these contracts are shams and are not intended for real perform- 
ance, I should like him to do it. Who will say that 34,000,000 
bales—taking New Orleans and New York together—of cotton 
can be delivered out of a crop of eight or nine million bales’ 
Itis impossible. A mere statement of these facts condemns these 
contracts. 

I will go on with Mr. Benjamin— 

“If under the guise of such a contract— 

You will see before I get through that these dealers in futures 
go greatly on ‘‘ guise; they point to their written contract, and 
say they are obligated to deliver— 

If, under the guise of such a contract, the real intent be merely to specu 
late in the rise or fall of prices, and the goods are not to be delivered, but one 
party is to pay to the other the difference between the contract price and the 
market ice of the goods at the date fixed for executing the contract, then 


the w transaction constitutes nothing more than a wager, and is null 
and void under the statute. 


An impetuous young man, and especially one of these impetu- 
ous farmers who had seen the price of his cotton reduced from 
10 cents down to 5, would forget the proprieties of the English 








1892. 


language in discussing this matter and would say it was infernal 
stealing and gambling. I donotsay that. I quote the language 
simply of the law books. It is awager—that means a bet-—be- 
tween the parties that on the day named for the delivery of the 
cotton the cotton will be worth more or less than the price stip- 
ulated. Thatis the law of England. Letus see how it is in the 
United States. In Brua’s Appeal,55 Pennnsylvania, 294, 298, a 
claim was made on notes which were given for the loss on a 
‘*short” sale of Harlem stock. It was found that the actual 
transfer of stock had not been contemplated—I wish you all 
would remember that word ‘‘contemplated;” it will figure 
pretty largely in this thing before I get through—by the par- 
ties, and the notes were held void. 

In Fariera vs. Gabell, 89 Pennsylvania, a broker engaged in 
buying and selling stock advanced money to pay the losses of his 
principal and brought suit for the money thus advanced. 

And the principal, I suppose, according to the standard of 
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morals set up by these betting gentlemen, was mean enough to | 


set up in defense of a suit to recover the money which had baen 
advanced for him that it was a wagering contract. What did 
the court say: 

The jury were charged that if they should believe that the transactions 
were carried on without the means or intent to receive or deliver stock, and 
this was known to the broker, he could not recover commissions or money 
advanced to pay losses, and this was held correct. (See Gheen vs. Johnson, 
90 Pennsylvania, 38, 44; Kirkpatrick »s. Bonsall, 72 Pennsylvania, 156, 158; 
Swartz’s Appeal, 3 Brewster, 131.) 

I will talk to you hereafter about the intent; now about the 
means. Where in the world are the men whom the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. WHITE] talked about, these poor men, moderate 
men, who are let in on these future contracts, to get the $1,300,- 
000,000 which would be necessary in order to pay for the cotton 
if delivered? Then, where are the men who agree to deliver 
this cotton out of a crop of 8,000,000 bales to get 26,000,000 bales 
to deliver? The court says if there was a known absence of abil- 
ity as well as a want of intent to deliver, the contract was void. 

In Jllinois the cases are numerous and the law isthesame. In 
Pickering vs. Chase (79 Illinois, °28), Scott, chief justice, said, 
speaking of sales where no design to deliver existed: 

Such contracts are void at common law as being inhibited by a sound pub- 
lic morality. 

In Lyon vs. Culbertson (83 Illinois, 33) the contract was for 
future sale of wheat, the performance of which was secured by a 
deposit for security ormargin. Thatcomesrightup tothe thing 
we have here.’ ; 

That is exactly what is done in every one of these cases. I 
know something about that personally. I have had something 
to do with putting up margins. 


To come back to the case to which [have justreferred. It was 


agreed that if the margin should, by rise or fall in price, become | 


insufficient, on default to put up further margin on notice the 
party prejudiced might treat the contract as filled immediately 
and recover the price. This was held to characterize the con- 
tract as a gambling transaction. 

I hope none of my friends, who are so much enamored with the 
delightful system by which the hard earnings of the producers 
of this country are transferred from their pockets to the pock- 
ets of these honest merchants, men of character and standing, 
as we are told all these men are—I hope none of them will be 
horrified at the language which the court used. This was held 
‘*to characterize the contract as agambling transaction.” That 
is the law of England and America. 

Mr. President, if I have been fair in the statement of these 
things, is there a Senator here who will say that these future 
dealings are not in law gambling contracts? Recollect, now, I 
am not going to offend the honest, honorable, high-toned, rich, 
grand gentlemen who engage in this kind of gambling. I sup- 
pose _— have the privilege from their wealth, from their re- 
spectability, from their church and Sunday-schoel connections, 
and all that sort of thing—because I understand they are all 
very pious and good men—of doing a gambling business without 
being called gamblers. SoIshall not call them gamblers. 

I had a paper, which I have mislaid, in relation to New York, 
which stated that a manonce who had the privilege of calling un- 


der his contract for the delivery of thecotton actually exercised it, | 
and they gave him such a lot of cotton that he could not sell it; 


and nobody else after that ever made a demand for a delivery. 
That settled that. 

These men have got someexplanations about this. They have 
some sort of an arrangement by which they say this is not as it 
appears to be. I hold in my hand the testimony taken before 
the House committee and the Senate committee on this subject, 
and there are memorials and protests from various boards of trade 
and bankers and merchants and others against the passage of 
this bill, and in every one of them they speak of futures as be- 
ing based upon ‘actual deliveries.” They have asserted that 
these sales were made for the purpose of actual delivery so often, 
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sen or is to be an actual 





that they really believe that there has 
delivery in every transaction. 

I want to examine some of their pretexts and some of their 
excuses on that subject. I say there is no actual delivery. [ 
say it is a gambling, a wagering contract from beginnig to end. 
I say it is so understood by the parties. Isay that their contract, 
which in form requires a delivery, isasham contract, made with 
the express purpose of evading the law upon that subject. I 
will examine the evidence and see whether | am right or whether 
they are right. Let us look intothat alittle. It is a pretty im- 
portant matter. 

Mankind are very curiously, even wonderfully made, and one of 
the curious and wonderful things about our mental organization 
and make-up is—and the Bible acts on that, too—that a man can, 
by cherishing a falsehcod and a delusion and asserting it over 
and over again as a fact and as a solid reality, at last come to be- 
lieve that the fiction is the truth. On no other hypothesis can 
I reconcile the testimony of honest and honorable gentlemen in 
relation to the deliveries under these contracts, than upon the 
supposition that they have lived in an atmosphere of delusions 
and falsehoods, treating them as realities so long, that they can 
not tell the difference between a delusion and a reality as r-spects 
these sham contracts. Let us see how this is. 

Every one of these men knows that options, as dese sibed in 
the first section of the bill, are illegal, are wagers. They al! 
know that a contract which does not mean a delivery is also a 
wager, and they have persuaded themselves that these ‘‘ futures” 
contracts are really complied with by actual delivery. You see 
the form of the contract requires an actual delivery, and you will 
also see before I get through with it that the form, the mere 
formality, never intended to be complied with, repudiated by 
both parties from the beginning to the end, saves them from the 
condemnation of the law, as these gentlemen believe. 

Mr. PUGH. They swear they are opposed to contracts which 
do not require delivery. 

Mr.GEORGE. Oh, they say that isan outrage; and they would 
not let a man come into the New Orleans Exchange either and 
make a contract of that kind. Let us see. What do some of 
these good men say? I believe I will reai what they say about 
it, because I think it will be interesting to find out how this ex- 
traordinary feat of delivering 34,000,000 bales of cotton can be 
performed out of acrop of 8,000,000 bales. I think everybody 
would like to see that explained. 

I will take Mr. Kneeland, of the New York Exchange. He ad- 
mits that the sale of futures not based on actual delivery of the 
thing sold is the same exactly as options, which h» considers 
most outrageous as pure wagers. Every witness representing 
the exchaiuges takes care to swear that all dealings in futures are 
based on actual delivery, and on this account that they are not 
wagers, but constitute legitimate commerce. The New Orleans 
form of contracts and rules of exchange claim that the transac- 
tion is based on actual deliveries. Mr. Labouisse, whom | hap- 
pen to know, a very intelligent and a very honorable gentleman, 
says, ‘‘Any person who enters into that contract is bound to de- 
liver either the article cotton or,” now notice the alternative, 
‘** produce a substitute.” 

You will find out before I get through what the substitute is. 
He is bound to deliver or produce his substitute; he is bound to 
go to the war himself or hire a substitute to take his place. 

The bankers of Chicago in their protest say that these deal- 
ings are based on the actual delivery of the commodity traded, 
and as such they commend such trading. The protest of the New 


| York Produce Exchange commends dealing in futures on the 


claim that the commodity sold is delivered. It calls that kind 
of dealing natural and legitimate, and admits that ‘‘shortsales”’ 
for speculation and profit are illegitimate. Mr. Kneeland, act- 
ing for the Exchange, admits the same, and claims that on every 
transaction there is an actual delivery of the grain. Mr. Ham- 
ill, the president oi the Chicago Board of Trade, says: ‘‘ Our 
rules require actual delivery.” I quote the exact language of 
the witness. 

The fact is everywhere acknowledged that there must be de- 
livery to make these sales legitimate commerce and to prevent 
them from being, like options, mere wagers. 

The effort to prove that there is an actual delivery shows the 
importance attached to this by the exchanges engaged in the 
sham gambling transactions which I have delineated to the Sen- 
ate, and prove also that the transactions are not only immoral 
but destructive to the trade interests of the country. 

What does Mr. Labouisse say? I wish to cail the attention of 
the Senator from Louisiana |Mr. GIssoNn] to the fact, if itisa 
fact—and I sup: it is—that Mr. Labouisse is one of the most 
intelligent and honorable merchants of that city. Is not that 
the fact? 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. It is. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is my understanding of his reputation. 
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Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. Of the highest character. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of the highest character, a man utterly in- 
capable of consciously twisting or perverting a fact for his own 
interest or anybody else’s. Now, what does he say? 

- Only a small proportion of the contract of future delivery contemplate de- 
very— 

You will find that in this book, on page 15. 
better read it. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. Was the testimony given before 
the House or the Senate committee? 

Mr. GEORGE. This was before the Senate committee. 
from page 15. Mr. Labouisse was under examination. 
PLATT was interrogating him. 

What proportion of the transactions of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange 


do you suppose are contracts where the persons expect to deliver and take 
the cotton’ 


Now, recollect that question. There is no ambiguity about 
that; it is plainly put at him; ‘‘ what proportion ?” 
Answer. Asmall proportion— 


Perhaps I had 


Tread 
Senator 


But there is a saving clause for Mr. Labouisse, and for all | 


the rest of them; a small proportion only contemplate delivery, 

but, says he— 

= the law they may be compelled to deliver every bale or to receive every 
ale. 

That is because they have a contract which says they must de- 
liver. It is adelivery because they are bound to deliver; and 
yet he tells you in the very same breath that when parties sign 
these contracts only a small proportion of them contemplate de- 
livery; and under the authorities which I read in the hearing 
of the Senate a little while ago it is held by every one cf the 
courts that ever did act upon this question that if the parties 
did not contemplate it, if it was not their real intent—Il quote 
their language—to deliver and receive, itis not a valid and legal 
contract, but a mere wager Mr. Labouisse, the president of the 
New Orleans Cotton Exchange, says that a small proportion only 
contemplate it; but under the lawall are bound todeliver. Now, 
he is right as to the fact about only a small proportion of them 
contemplating delivery, but he is wrong as to the law about any- 
vody being bound to deliver and which he hopes excuses the 
want of intent to deliver. 

These men have been taught to believe that when a man makes 
an executory agreement to sell 50,000 pounds of cotton in futuro, 
cotton not designated, of no specific quality, of no locality, of no 
marks or brands or anything to distinguish the bales sold from 
the eight or nine million bales raised in the United States, that 
he was bound to deliver it. On this false law they hope to get 
rid of the real fact, no intent to deliver. Theseller is not bound 
todo any such thing. He is indeed bound in law to deliver the 
cotton or—and that is what these men are after—pay the differ- 
ence between the contract price and the price on the day of the 
promised delivery. That is what the seller is bound to do; and 
all these contracts work for the alternative—the payment of the 
difference. No delivery is contemplated but the alternative left 
in law—the difference between the contract price and the mar- 
ket price on the day named for delivery is the thing they want. 

I want to show now how these men have as entirely mistaken 
the facts as they have the law, and out of this compound igno- 
rance as to law and fact they have gotten up a theory by which 
they felt justified—and I have no doubt they honestly thought 
so—to come into court and swear that there was an actual de- 
livery in every case. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me, this particu- 
lar witness states that only a small proportion of the contracts 
ever contemplated delivery. Was he asked the question or did 
he answer, or did any of the witnesses answer, what still smaller 
proportion, if any, was meee on delivered running through the 

rear? Does that appear at all? 

Mr. GEORGE. 1 think that is like the squaring of the circle. 
That is one of the problems still left for the ingenuity of man- 
kind to solve in the future. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That does not appear? 

Mr. GEORGE. That does not appear. We will go on with 
Mr. Labouisse. I like Mr. Labouisse. I know him person- 
ally, only slightly, however. Iknew, however, he was bound to 
be a good man in order to be the President of the New Orleans 
Cotton Exchange, and then the Senator from Louisiana tells us 





that he is aman of the highest character, and I know he isa | 


man of the highest intelligence, because I have talked with him. 
He and I went over this exchange, a fine, grand building. He 


read me this contract, showing that the dealers were bound, | 


and read me the rule of the exchange prohibiting agreements 
not to deliver, and explained the whole thing so nicely that if 
it had been put to me right then and there I should have owned 
that it was a genuine contract for delivery, and everything was 
legal and proper. 

Let us see. ‘Only a small proportion.” 


They all go on the 


ground that the seller is bound to deliver, and yetit is undisputed 
law that he is not bound to deliver; asin case of an executed sale, 
where, there being only so many bales of cotton in a particular 
warehouse, all are sold, or there being only so many bales marked 
“J. R.” or “*X. Y.” in a certain warehouse, and all so marked 
are sold, or there being no other bales in that warehouse except 
those marked in that way, then the money is paid and the title 
goes to the buyer. In that case you can force him to deliver. 
You can take out your writ of replevin or bring an action of de- 
tinue, and get the cotton which you bought. But when you 
have one of these exécutory contracts for sale you do not buy the 
cotton at all. You only buy the contract; each man in such a 
contract depending upon the personal responsibility of the other 
dealer whether he will get the cotton or not. These exchange 
contracts are all executory. Yet under that mistake of the law 
every one of these exchange men will come in here and state 
that there was an actual delivery.. Let us go on a little further. 

Mr. Labouisse says that the seller is bound to deliver and the 
buyer to receive. I believe the buyer is bound to receive. I 

believe that is one of the advantages the short seller has over 
| the buyer, because if the short seller were actually to bring the 
| cotton to the buyer on the day and at the place named and tender 
the cotton, then if the buyer did not receive it it would be at his 
risk in the future. The other party would be absolved from all 
liability. So the buyer is bound to receive—they never think 
about that—and the seller is never bound todeliver. Hedelivers 
or does justexactly what these men understood he would doin the 
beginning, he pays the difference. The seller is the man who 
manufactures cotton for delivery out of his imagination. What 
a grand thing it is to have a good imagination, that in the deep 
and dark recesses of his office a man can manufacture out of 
8,000,000 bales of cotton 36,000,000 genuine bales of cotton, all 
baled, and tiedup, and weighing 500 pounds each! Theseller is 
that sort of a man, and he goes into the market and sells his 
fancied possession, and when he has sold his 36,000,000 bales, if 
there be a still further opportunity by which he can deal more 
in competition to the injury of the real owner of the cotton, and 
sell more, he will sell as they did in New York on the day to 
which I called the attention of the Senate a little while ago, 
where they so'd 1,500 bales of phantom cotton to one of real cot- 
toa, and where on 270,000 bales of cotton received at the port, 
there were sold 26,009,000 bales of cotton in competition with the 
men who raised the crop of the country. 

Let us goon. Mr. Labouisse says: 

The seller is bound to deliver and the buyer to receive. 

Yet, as [have shown, he admits only a small proportion of these 
contractors expect or contemplate delivery. 

But when delivery is contemplated, what sort of delivery does 
he say will do? He first goes largely on the fact that a man is 
| bound by his contract to make a delivery; but let us see what is 

the sort of delivery he is obliged to make. Let me show you 
what that thing is which they call actual delivery. If there is 
| an ybody within the sound of my voice who wants to learn some- 
thing of the arcana of future dealings by which something is 
made out of nothing, he had better iisten to what this witness 
says. How is the delivery to be made? 

But a delivery may be either actual or— 

What? 
or by furnishing a substitute in a like contract. 

Let us see what sort of delivery that would be. I understand 
real delivery to mean that when a man buys 500 bales of cotton he 
gets 500 bales, as one of these witnesses here says, I believe the 
presidentof the New York Exchange, the ‘‘ real stuff,” the real 
cotton, something that you can feel; that you can see, you can sit 
down on; that you can load a dray with; that you can put ona 
steamboat; that you can carry to the factory and have worked 
into cloth. That is what I call real cottor. The handing that 
over is an actual delivery. 

Or by furnishing a substitute in a like contract. 

Here, according to Mr. Labouisse, is a man bound to deliver 
cotton aceording to his contract. Hehas made acontract to de- 
liver. He is bound to deliver the cotton on the day named. 
Now, according to Mr. Labouisse, what does he do in delivering 
the cotton? He simply delivers somebody else's contract to de- 
| liver. The buyer supposing he wants cotton, gets only another 

contract to deliver. Then supposing he still wants his cotton, he 
| hands the second paper to the man who made the last contract and 
| demands the cotton, he responds by giving another contract just 
like it, another substitute; but the buyer says, ‘‘Oh, I want my 
cotton.” The man who contracts to deliver says, ‘‘ Here is a con- 
| tract for cotton just like it; you can have that; that is actual 
delivery ” and so it goes on ad infinitum. After a while the poor 
fool, and I will call him afool, who in dealing in these exchanges 
ever contemplated that he was going to get the real cotton —has 
been running around from day to day trying to find a man whe 
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was willing to deliver otherwise than by furnishing hima con- 
tract on another fellow. It all ends in what they all do; they 
settle the difference. That is what was wanted in the beginning 
to settle the difference. That is true delivery according to Mr. 
Labouisse, and he is a gentleman; he knows what he is talking 
about. 

I tell you, Senators, there is no other way under God’s heaven 
in which these contracts can be settled in any manner except in 


that or some other sham way. Sit down and work it out. You | 


willalways find yourself with your 270,000 bales of cotton received 
and sold in New York for the year against 26,000,000 of future 
deliveries sold. You will always find that the 270,000 can not be 
made to make the delivery. 


I will go a little further into this really rich mine of commer- | 
cial and legal secrets. Thereis really an amount of information | 


in what [am going to read that will astonish Senators. It was 


for a long time a maxim in natural philosophy, asI learned when | 


I was achild, that nothing could be made from nothing. I be- 
lieve the old materialist philosophers express it in this lang- 
uage, ex nihilo nill potest gigni. Nothing but the Almighty fiat 
of God can make something out of nothing; but yet the New Or- 
leans and the New York Cotton Exchanges have induced their 
officers and their members to believe that that can be done by 
man, by the mere trick of expression in a contract. 

As to how this can be done the explanation varies., I will read 


specimens so that Senators can understand how this great scheme | 


of selling 36,000,000 bales of cotton every year, every bale to be 
delivered, actual delivery,can be accomplished when there were 
only eight or nine million bales out of which the delivery could 


be made. Some of you will say, and one of these men tried to | 


make it out that the 36,000,000 bales of cotton represented the 
amount of the cotton crop sold four or five times over. They 
tried to make it out that the cotton crop was sold four times 
over. When the question was put to Labouisse, an honest, good 
man, ‘‘ Was the crop sold four times over; how is that?” He 
said ‘‘ No; they just sell four times as much cotton as we make.” 
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Mr. Kneeland is connected with the Cotton Exchange of New | 


York. In attempting to explain the actual delivery he supposes 
acase in which 10,000 bushels of wheat may be sold for future 
delivery for export; and that these 10,000 bushels may be made 
the basis of about three subsequent sales, and actual delivery is 


made to the last purchaser. That would look pretty nice. He | 


could show you he had further sold 10,000 bushels of wheat for 
export, and then that man sold it under the contract to A and 
A sold it toB. That would be right, certainly. There would 
be 10,000 bales of cotton sold over three times. 

Right here let me say this bill allows the sale of the actual 
cotton as many times as itcan besold. Itallows the assignment 
of the contract. Get one good valid contract for future delivery 
of cotton and every man who gets it may assignit. The witness 
for the exchange tried to bring these dealings up to that and 
that looked pretty well. It bothered me very much when I first 
read it. Mr. Kneeland is then asked: 


Is that illustration so common in the New York Produce Exchange as to 
account for the great differences between sales of actual produce as received 


and sold to merchants for export, and the enormous amount of wheat (83 to | 


1) that you claim is simply sold? 

He is asked directly whether that sort of explanation will fit 
all that. He put it out of his own accord, and it looked very in- 
genious, but he was in the hands of across-questioner who meant 
to get at the bottom. Now, he was called on to account for all 
this, and he answered: 

It is difficult to explain what the percentage of these transactions is. 

Oh, yes; it is difficult, and he does not undertake to explain 
the percentage of transactions of that sort. With 26,000,000 
bales of mythical cotton sold in New York on 270,000 bales of 
cotton received, I should think it was difficult to explain. It 
could not be done. Then he was still further pressed to show 
how actual delivery could be made, and being so pressed, he says: 


To save trouble, under the rule of the exchange, the delivery is made by a 
transferable order. 


We will ses what sort of thing a transferable order is. I will 
quote the witness verbatim: 
When I deliver the wheat I draw an order on myself for a load of wheat, 


and deliver it to the man at the cash market price of that day, and he re- | 


ceives it from me at that price. 
Do you see anything delivered in that? Well, go on: 
If they sold below I paid them up as they pay medown. If they sell above— 


You understand it. He draws an order on himself for five | 


thousand bales of cotton at a certain price, and when that cotton 
is sold, when that mythical phantasm miscalled cotton goes 
through another turn of the market and is sold again; 

Then, to use the language of the witness— 

These differences a~> settled through the clearing-houses that day. 

Now, Mr. President, that brings up another thing which shows 


that this pretense of delivery is a sham, a miserable sham. They | 
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liken their contracts in the boards and the exchanges tocurrency, 
and that isexactly whatit is. They have a contract for 500 bales 
of cotton, and when the day comes and it is worth $40 a bale, they 
goin the clearing-house, and the men who have their 50, 100, and 
500 bale contracts all get together, each bale representing $40, and 
find out the differences, and the balance is paid in money. 

I have thought that they ought to have carried this thing one 
| step further. They stopped at the place where they should not. 
They have sham contracts, they have sham cotton, they have 
sham deliveries, and if they had just gone a step further and 
allowed these differences to have been settled in sham dollars 
nobody would have ever complained about it; but when it gets 
to that point the sham ceases and they want, as one of the wit- 
nesses called it, ‘‘the real stuff itself.” 

Let us goon a little further and see how this thing of real 
delivery comes about. I am talking about the biggest men they 
have on the New York Cotton Exchange and the New Orleans 
Exchange. Mr. YOUMANS, of the House of Representatives, 
| very naturally could see no delivery about this transferable 

order. He could not see into it. He was so ignorant, being 
only a common, ordinary man, fit torepresent, and does no doubt 
| well represent the peopie of Michigan in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but unluckily for the cotton exchange smart enough 
| tosee through the chicanery and the arcana of delivery when 
| there was no delivery, and so he was not satisfied, and imperti- 
/nently pressed for more light. He Could not see any delivery 
| in this, as not a grain of wheat was in sight, only the balance 
| arising from differences in the prices at the time of sale and time 
of performance were settled, and he so stated. 

What did Mr. Kneeland say to this doubi:ng Thomas, who ac- 
tually wanted to see that there was wheat in the transaction and 
not myths? Says Mr: Kneeland: 

I beg pardon, it is delivered. 

That is the answer he got for his incredulity and for his in- 
ability to see an actual delivery of wheat when there was nota 

| grain of wheat in sight. Well, I read on: 

I beg pardon, it is delivered. Every man along that line is obligated under 
the contract. 

He is like Mr. Labouisse. He thinks the obligation to de- 
liver is in itself a delivery. He proceeds: 

It is a written contract, as you will see. 

Oh, what a Solomon this man is! [!f he just had itin writing 
that the seller was bound to deliver, then it was delivered. That 
is the idea. 

It is a written contract, as you will see, to receive the property and pay for 
itand turnitout. But— 

Says he— 
if he gives a written request to deliver that property to another man, hold- 
ing himself responsible, and gets that other man’s checks for the money, it 
is Just as if you had spoken for a span of horses in your neighborhood, say, 
at $100, and the owner of the horses had said to you, “Give that man over 
there a check for $100; *’ you will do it as afavor, and you would consider this 
span of horses delivered. 

What a wonderful discovery is this in the way of delivery? I 
| should like to see you drive those horses thusdelivered. ‘' Con- 








| sidered delivered!” That is it. If you pay for it and just get 
| together with the other party and consider it delivered, then 
it is all right. That is just the a which the law book says 
| you shall not consider; that is all. he law says there must be 
delivery in fact not mythical delivery accepted as real. 
| Inall this there is nothing but obligations by writton con- 
| tracts, requests to consider as delivered, but not the slightest 
| pretense of actual delivery. If a man had had his breakfast 
made from wheat so delivered handed to him in the same way 
that these ponies were delivered he must needs have had indeed 
a phantom appetite to have satiated it upon the phantom food 
that was served in the phantom dishes on the phantom table 
before him. And yet all these men say that is real. 

But he finally admits that even when transactions start out 
on the supposition cf 10,000 bushels as the basis that the 10,000 
are delivered only once though passing through eighty-three 
different transactions. This is enough to show the sham. 
| There is no delivery and no pretense that there is any delivery. 
| It is a sham from beginning to end; it isa shamin itsinception; 
| a sham in its progress; it is asham in its consummation, the only 
| real thing about it being that the poor producer of cotton and 
| wheat being excluded by the rules of the exchanges from par- 
| ticipating in fixing the price, they have the price of their prod- 

uct fixed by a class of men who have no interest in it whatever. 
That is all there is in it. 

I stated some time ago the law about thesham deliveries. Can 
any man say that the explanations made by these people bring 
these contracts out of the rule as laid down in the authorities 
which I have read to the Senate, that where there is no actual 

| delivery and where there is neither ability nor design todeliver, 
that the whole thing is a wager? Can anybody doubt that? 
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We have heard it talked about round here for the last three or 
four day®that the most sacred rights of the American citizens 
were stricken down by the bill—the right of freecontract. The 
right that is stricken down by this bill is the right to gamble; 
that is all; the right to go into the markets and to food them | 
with fictitious bales of cotton and bushels of wheat by which the 
markets are regulated in exchanges to which the producer is not 
admitted. That is the way it is; neither more nor less. | 

Now, Mr. President, we might possibly submit to that if the | 
sales were asclaimed to be, a real benefit to the country. 
case we might wink at this gambling, this 
mercial business, if on the whole it turned out to be for the advan- 
tage of the country. The Exchanges sayit hassoturned out. It 
is claimed all the way through this evidence that it actually keeps 
up the price of cotton; that it enables factories to be carried on; 
that it does no harm, and does an immense amount of good. Let | 
us see about that. I donot know that I am so righteous that I 
would throw away a good thing for the poor people of the South if 
in fact it was abenefit to them al aden ees tainted with alittle 
oftheriskof merechance. The truth about it is that just now, for | 
causes not necessary now to explgin, the Southern farmer has, by 
arrangements which have grown up in the last few years, b2enin- 
terdicted from having anything to say about the price of the prod- | 
uct, and the people of that unfortunate section of our country 
are in amostdistressed financial condition. So if I could under- 
stand that this dealing inefutures and options and this gaming 
and all that sort of thing was a real benefit to the distressed peo- 
ple of that part of the country I might say, ‘‘ Well, Ido not like 
the means very well, but as the end is good I will not say any- 
thing.” 

{At this point the honorable Senator yielded for the transac- 
tion of other business. |] 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, before I proceed to the con- 
sideration of the alleged benefits of this measure, [ desire to 
supplement what I stated in relation to the “ contemplation” of 
the parties to these contracts as to the delivery, by reading from 
the testimony of Mr. Norton before the Senate committee an 
extract in relation to wheat, which has been furnished to me by 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. From this it 
will be found that the same rule that I showed existed with ref- 
erence to cotton also existed with reference to wheat. I read 
from the report of the Senate committee (page 103): 


our remarks, Mr. Norton, that these 
actual delivery of property. 


Do you think 








Senator WASHBURN. You stated in 
saies for future delivery contempla 

Mr. NoRTON. Yes, sir. 

Senator WASHBURN. Do you really mean to say that? 
that? 

Mr. NorTON. I know it, sir. 

Senator WASHBURN. In what proportion of the sales that are made is 
there any actual delivery, do you think? Take the sales on the Board of 
Trade of Chicago, and in how many instances or to what extent is actual de- 
livery of the property made? 

Now, notice his language. Notwithstanding he said that they 
all went into it on the idea that there would be actual delivery, 
when pressed he says in answer to the question which I have just 
read: 

Mr. Norton. Comparatively a very small percentage. 

Senator WASHBURN. Then why should you say it was contemplated? Is 
it not an infinitesimal percentage? 

Mr. Norton. It is a very small percentage; yes. 

Senator WASHBURN. Not one ten thousandth, probably, is it? 

Mr. Norton, Oh, yes; [should say much more than that. 


That only shows that with reference to wheat, the same as re- 
spects cotton, there is no actual intent, no actual contemplation 
of delivery. But, in the language of the law books, both of Eng- 
land and America, these contracts, not contemplating actual 
delivery, are nothing but mere wagers as to the prices of the 
articles on the day when delivery ought to be made. 

Now, Mr. President, going to the alleged benefits of this new 
system to the community at large, I will notice two or three. 

It is said, sir, that these future contracts operate as an indem- 
nity to the purchasers of real cotton, real wheat, and other things. 
Itis claimed by the New York Cotton Exchange (page 129 House 
Report) that these future sales are essential to protect persons 
who engage to deliver cotton at a future day to the manufac- | 
turer; that the person so engaging buys futures for indemnity. 

The same argument was presented here the other day by the 
Senator from Louisiana{[Mr.WHITE]. Hereisa statement made 


in bshalfof that view by the witnesses who contend that we ought 

to submit to these gambling transactions on accountof the alleged 
public benefit. Exportersin summer and early fall, said the wit- | 
ness, make contracts of future delivery of cotton in the winter to | 


England and the Continent. These contracts, which, I suppose, 
me _n real delivery, are based on the then (summer) price of cot- 
ton in New York for the month of delivery, plus freight and 
other charges. But the exporter protects himself by buying 
like quantity and quality in New York for delivery the same 
montana. As it stands at this point, his sales and purchases are 
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exactly equalin amount. His chance for profit is the margin al- 
lowed on the prica he sells for in Europe and on the Continent. 

Then comes the moving of the crop, and he must buy actual 
cotton of the desired quality for shipment. He does not rely on 
this purchase made contemporaneously with the sale, for that 
does not insure to him the delivery, nor the kind wanted. It 
only gives the seller the privilege of delivering to him any one 
of a dozen qualities of cotton. So he has to make another con- 
tract, which is areal contract; and then, according to this theory, 


In that | he makes a sale in New York, corresponding in all respects with 
rostitution of the com- | his 


purchase contract. In this way it isclaimed he takes norisk 
either as to a rise or a fall. 

It will be noted that to accomplish this each real contract, 
where there is an intent and a purpose to deliver real cotton in 
quality and quantity as contracted for, is accompanied by a 
fictitious contract in the exchange which is intended to indemnif 
the dealer and in which no cotton is pretended to be Aaliveeed. 
Here are twe necessary and actual contracts: One where the man 
makes the contract to deliver in Europe; the other where he 
makes a contract with somebody to deliver to him here the kind of 
cotton which ne agreed to deliverin Europe. . Both of these are 
bona fide contracts. But to fulfill these two contrac‘s he makes 
twoother contracts of indemnity which are mere wagers, admitted 
to bs inere wagers; it isadmitted that he does not want the cot- 
ton, but having agreed to buy cotton at a certain price, for fear 
that he may‘lose he makes a contract for future delivery to pro- 
tect him ones arise in the contract price. In this way it is 
said that these future men indemnify him against losses. 

But, Mr. President, who indemnifies the incemnifier? Is it 
the position of the a thatifa man makes a real contract 
authorized by the law of the land, and thereby enters into real 
commerce, that he then has to make a fictitious contract with 
other people in order to protect him in the real contract which 
he has made? 

The first thing that suggests itself to one’s mind -in regard to 
that is this: Why can not the man who does the indemnifying, 
inasmuch as he has to take the risk, make the original contract 
to deliver the cotton? Is there any reason why he should not? 
Why these two fictitious contracts in order to carry out two real 
contracts? Yet that is the apology. 

This indemnifying reminds me of an old story that I heard 
when I was a child, about how this earth on which we stand and 
which was at one time supposed to be flat, got along without 
falling through space. Men had not learned at an early day any- 
thing about the attraction of gravitation. The theory was this: 
That the earth stood upon the back of a greatelephant. That 
looked very well. The elephant was big enough to hold the 
world and to indemnify it against falling. But what did the 
elephant stand on? Well, hestood on the back of agreat turtle. 
In other words, the turtle indemified the elephant against falling. 
What kept the turtle from falling? He stood on the head of a 
great serpent; that kept him from falling. What became of the 
serpent? Oh, he was nothing but a soapaehy and he stood there 
wiggling his tail in the air, having nothing to stand on. 

So it is, Mr. President, with reference to these contracts. 


| Everybody must be indemnified until you come to the serpent. 
| Who is the serpent? 


That is, who is the serpent in this kind of 
acontract? It is the privilege which these dealers give to the 
poor farmer. He stands there supporting the turtle, which sup- 
ports the elephant, which supports the world. There must be 
an end of that somewhere. 

So I do not see that there is anything gained by that except 
that the two additional contracts, out of both of which money is 
made at the expense of the producer, are added to the list of the 
necessary agreements. I suppose nobody is deceived by that. 

What is the next pretext for future dealings? Taking care of 
the surplus. It is said, Oh, if it were not for the dealings in 
these fictitious substances of wheat and cotton, when there was 
a surplus on the market, nobody would buy. Let us look at that. 
If there are a million balesof surplus on the Ist day of February, 
1892, the argument is that that million bales can not be sold un- 
less you will add to the surplus 8 or 9 to 1—I believe that is the 
way they sell—eight or nine times more of this phantom wheat 
To consume the surplus. That 


[Mr. WHITE], and really it seemed very captivating when we 
found the two large crops we have had for the last two years and 
such a large surplus; it did really look to a casual observer as if 
there was something in the argument. Now, letus see how that 
will work out. 

I have not the Senator's speech, for it has not been printed yet, 
but I have the argument made by one of the apologists of this 
business, and I will read that so that the position can be certainly 
understood. When the Senate understands that it will see that 
it is nothing but a catchword. Mr. Bloss, the president, or a 
member of some one of these exchanges—— 








Mr. WASHBURN. Of the New York Cotton Exchange. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Bloss thinks that these future sales or 
wagers take care of the surplus till it is needed. 

That is a pretty plain proposition, and I am very much grati- 
fied to be able to state that after looking all through this testi- 
mony, wading through pages and pages of fictions and errors, 
delusions and illusions, I have been able to find one single spot of 
dry ground upon which I can place my foot in safety without 
doubt as to what the ground is. 

Capital must take care of the surplus. 

I agree to that. 

Capital will only take care of the surplus after it has reached a point that 
it is only a question of waiting long enough for some radical change to 
a the world for it to secure a handsome profit for the risk it has as- 
sumed. 

Thatis pretty nearly right too, because, ifI understand anything 
about capital, it is this: That it will not be invested unless it has 
a very good chance of making a profit. It is very timid. It is 
very careful, both as to the amount of profit to be made and as 
to the security offered for its return. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to one of these two 
considerations: that the absolute security for the return of the 
money is the most potential. For instance, in New York and 
Boston. they have plenty of money, and if a man has a United 
States bond he can go into the market and borrow money at 
from 1 to2 percent. Is not that true? 

Mr. PADDOCK. On call. 

Mr. GEORGE. Why? Because the capitalist knows he is 
absolutely certain to get back his money. Down in the South, 
where money is loaned upon real estate, which is continually 
being decreased in value by the very practices which we are 
now trying to stop, money-lenders charge 8 or 10 or 12 per cent, 
and about the same amount in the West too, I suppose. The 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] and the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] nod assent to that proposition. 
Misery loves company, and whilst I am sorry for the people out 
West, I must say that I feel less miserable when I find that we 
Southern men are not the only ones who are ruined by these 
financial transactions. 

Let us go on with this witness, Mr. Bloss: 

Futures prevent extreme depression. It is prevented because human 
nature is always poner. Human nature is disposed the world over to be 
bullish. The result is that, after the article has made a moderate decline, 
there are scores of people who believe that it is time foran advance. These 
men constitute a buying power. They come into the marketsand buy these 
articlesfor future delivery ata price that enables the capitalist to make 
the contract with them and buy the actual stuff and hold it against the day 
of maturity. 

That looks pretty, but if you will just notice it you will find it 
the greatest absurdity that was ever presented to the considera- 
tion of asensible man. Now capital, this witness says, will not 
invest in this surplus until men who have no capital—because if 
they have capital and invest it the argument falls—capitalists 
will not invest in this business until men who have no capital, 
adventurers, men who put up a few dollars on a margin, have 
made a market for afutureday. Now let us stop and think about 
that. I intend to make that so absurd that the argument will 
never be presented agfin. 

Sir, suppose it is as certained that there is 1,000,000 bales of 
surplus raised. According to thistheory, that 1,000,000 bales can 
not be sold, capitalists will not invest their monev in it, except on 
twoconditions. Let us see whatthey are. The firstis that men 
without, capital the men who, the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
WHITE] said, were brought by the future business into these con- 
tracts, bought futures, and in buying futures these men without 
capital fixed a future market price, say, on the 1st day of October. 
Then, according to this theory, the men who have capital will buy 
this surplus cotton based on these prices fixed by men who have 
no capital, by the men who are dealers in fictions 1: d phantoms on 
margins; these men have fixed the price for it oa the Ist day of 
October. So the price of cotton is fixed at, say, 8 cents a pound 
on the Ist day of October. Then all the capitalists of the coun- 
try, according to this theory, are rushing to buy cotton at 72 
cents, or something like that, because the price has been so 
fixed. Let us see whether capital is foolish enough to do that 
or not. 

Go to acapitalist; you have a thousand or ten thousand bales of 
cotton; and you say to him, ‘‘I want to sell you this cotton for 7% 
centsa pound. There is a surplus now, but there will be none in 
October. It will be worth 8 cents in October, as now quoted in the 
market. Now give me 7iforit.” Let us see what the capitalist 
will say if he made his money and did not inherit it: ‘I would 
just like to know, my good sir, what security you can give me that 
the price of cotton will remain at 8 cents a pound on the Ist day of 
October, and if it does not so remain, if it falls, as it is likely to fall, 
and if it changes, as it is likely to change every day in year, 
then what inducement remains to the capitalist to buy the lus 
more than he had before?” Ithink that is so plain that nobody 
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can be mistaken about that. 
except the delusion of a disordered imagination in love with the 
system of dealing which is condemned by the laws of the coun- 
try and of morality. 

Then, Mr. President, itis said, oh, our manufacturers would 
be ruined for the want of the privilege of buying futures if this 


There is absolutely nothing in it 


bill be passed. Letuslook at that. It looks alittle like itmight 
be true. The New Orleans Cotton Exchange—which I like to 
quote because those people down there are my neighbors and 
some of them are my a friends, and I know that if they 
state anything wrongly in their memorial it will be because they 
are deceived about it and not because they want to deceive me— 
the New Orleans Cotton Exchange argues: 

it has been suggested— 

Says the exchange— 

It has been suggested that the planter might sell directly to the spinner, 
but, apart from thetmpracticability of bringing the vast number of producers 
into direct communication with the comparatively small number of con- 
sumers, we are brought face to face with the insuperable obstacle— 

Now note! 
that spinners require specific qualities of cotton, and these can not be bought 
direct from planters. 

They want ~— qualities. Spinner A wants middling cot- 
ton; Spinner B wants good middling; Spinner C wants middling 
fair, Spinner D wants ordinary. Can thesespinners supply them- 
selves through futures as sold on the exchange? Note also that 
if you. buy, as = do, middling cotton, any number of grades of 
cotton up to 12 may be handed to you. What is to be gained by 
that? They seem to see the absurdity of that themselves. Let 
us see what explanation they make of that? 

I quote further from the protest of the exchange: 

A quality that might suit one mill would be utterly useless in another 
No pianter could safely undertake tosell, for forward delivery,a given grade 
or a given length and strength of fiber, or —. as it is technically known 
to the trade, because in the event of a wet and stormy gathering season the 
grade for his cotton would be very much lower than would be the case should 
the picking season be dry and erally propitious; while should the grow- 
ing season be one of drought, the fiber would turn out to be much inferior to 
what it would beshould the plant have reached maturity after having en- 
joyed that amount of moisture to its proper development. Thus 
quality and staple can not be foreseen. 


But, Mr. President, by what law of morals, of decency, or of 
commercial honor is the short seller in the exchanges at New 
Orleans and New York allowed tosell one kind of cotton and de- 
liver at his own option any of twelve kinds when the same privi- 
lege is denied to the farmer? There is nothing in that. It is 
one of those delusions that I have mentioned before, and which 
these men have cherished in their own minds and hugged to 
their own bosoms until phantoms and phantasms have becom: 
solid realities. 

Now, Mr. President, I have shown that it is all a sham with 
reference to benefiting the farmer in the way of consuming a 
surplus. 

uvery body can understand that. I have shown it to be a sham 
in its pretenses to help the manufacturer. I have shown that it 
is a sham, so far as the farmer is concerned, as an indemnity. 
Certain parties, who are speculators, are indemnified. 

Everywhere, in all this broad earth where men speculate— 
and they have a right to speculate—they take the chances of 
loss upon themselves, except only in two or three agricultural 

»sroductions. When they buy cotton cloth, when they buy 

ew when they buy butter, when they buy cloth of cotton and 
wool, when they buy anything except the two or three agricul- 
turai productions named in this bill, they take the risk of the 
market for themselves. If they judge rightly, they make 
money; if they judge wrongly, they lose it. What right have 
they to ask the farmer to indemnify them against their mis- 
takes? for that is what it comes to. 

I believe I have alluded to two or three of the main benefits 
they expect to derive from this bill. There is one other: That 
it prevents violent fluctuations. 

The New Orleans Exchange went away back to 1826, gnd pub- 
lished a list of the prices of cotton every year, the highest and 
lowest prices from that time up to and including the year 1860 
61, in order to show that the variation in the prices of cotton 
during each one of those years was much greater at that time 
than it has been since under the future business, which com- 
menced in 1879. They would have done better if they had shown 
that there was less variation in the price in one year as compared 
with another. 

Let us see what has happened in the last ten or twelve years 
which tends to prevent a very large variation in the price of 
cotton or in the price of wheat in any one year. Let us see what 
it is that has happened that did not exist in the decade from 1550 
to 1860. 

The first thing, Mr. President, you will notice, is this: That 
in the present decade there has bsen established by the Gov- 
ernment at very large expense an Agricultural Department, 


. 
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with means provided to that Department to report the condi- 
tion of each one of these crops every month. You know from 
the Department how many acres of cotton and wheat and oats 
and corn are planted. You know whether itis growing well. 
You know whether there is flood or drought that is hurting the 
crop. You knowallabout it. Between 1850 and 1860, however, 
there was nothing of that sort. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, there are various mer- 
cantile exchanges, various private enterprises, such as the New 
Orleans Cotton Exchange and the Memphis Cotton Exchange, 
who have their agents all through the cotton country, report- 
ing the condition of the crops almost every month. There is 
something of that sort in the West with reference to wheat also, 
I believe. But nothing of that sort existed in the decade be- 
tween 1850 and 1860. 

So that there is good ground independent of future sales, for 
the fact that cotton or wheat does not vary so much in the year 
now as it formerly did. But how is the variation between one 
year and another? Just as great as it ever was, just as great as 
it was in the decade of 1850 to 1860. Then why attribute it to 
dealings in futures? Can any man see the connection between 
dealings in futures and the price of cotton except—now, notice 
this—except upon the hypothesis that these boards of trade, 
these dealers in futures, have the power, independent of the great 
law of supply and demand, to fix prices for themselves? If they 
can do that, Mr. President, if these two exchanges (one in New 
York and one in New Orleans), in which no producer of cotton is 
allowed to take his seat and participate in their deliberations, 
may by artificial means fix the price of cotton at their will, is 
not that a sufficient reason for taking away this power? 

But it is said, ‘‘Oh, these are American institutions. The 
New Orleans Exchange is an American institution, and sois the 
New York Exchange; and if you abolish these dealings in fu- 
tures here they will all go to Europe; they will go to Bremen; 
they will go to Havre; they will goto Liverpool;” and I believe 
it has been read in the Senate here that they are threatening to 
start one of these machines at Amsterdam. It is said we must 
not interfere with those exchanges in this country, because the 
business will go to Europe and they will there exercise their 
power to put cotton and wheat down. 

That brings up the other question I was discussing a little while 
ago. If they can do this in Europe, if they can do it in Amer- 
ica, the sooner we interpose, as far as we have the power to pre- 
vent that sort of thing, the betterall around. But it is insinu- 
ated in one of these protests that the American gambler—oh, no! 
oh, no!—the American speculator in futures, hasa kind and tender 
sympathy for the American producer and is all the time strug- 
giling to keep up the price, whilst the European fellows will be 
striving to put it down; and thatif dealings in futures go to the 
other side of the ocean we will lose the benefit of the exertions 
of these men on our behalf. Let us see what their exertions 
have been worth to us. I haveit here. Here is a circular from 
Hill, Fontaine & Co., dated St. Louis, Mo., July 15, 1892. I be- 
lieve they are entirely reliable, intelligent, honest, honorable, 
and fair-minded merchants. Is not that so? 

Mr. BATE. That is their reputation. 

Mr. GEORGE. From this circular it appears these cotton ex- 
changes have been so solicitous to protect the rights of the 
American cotton-farmers that they have allowed cotton, on the 
15th day of July, 1892, current month, to reach the price of 7} 
cents per pound, a price for that date it had not reached for a 
quarter of a century before. They have been standing like a 
stone wall to protect the poor American farmer, out of patriotic 
motives, because he wasan American! Great God! That is the 
first time I ever heard of an American dealing in futures—not 
to call it gambling—who had any respect as tothe nationaiity of 
the person whom he robbed. [Laughter.] I thought his princi- 
pal business was to fill his pockets. But patriotism, love of coun- 
try, love of the poor, hard-working, overworked American far- 
mer, induces these dealers in futures to stand against the assaults 


of the subjects of these effete and corrupt monarchies in Europe, | 
to stand against them and protect us in a decent price, and with | 


the result that cotton during the present year, as I have stated 
some time ago, has been lower than it has been in any period 
during the last fifty years except three or four. I think the 
American farmer has a right now to say, ‘“‘If these are our 
friends, if these wolves have been set to guard our sheepfold, we 
would be very much obliged to the American Congress toextract 
the fangs or the teeth or the tusks of the voracious animals, 
and let us take care of ourselves.” 

So I do not think they have helped us any in that respect, Mr. 
President. I think it is plain that all this is pure speculation 
about benefiting the farmer, and that when examined it will 
turn out to be no benefit. 

Now, let us see what are the positive injuries which these men 
have done to us or to the American farmer. I have shown that 
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these men do not do us any good. Now, I am going toshow the 
Senate what they charge us for reducing the price of cotton. 

Oh, Mr. President, this is not a labor of love, a labor of phi- 
lanthropy, a labor which induces these men to go out and risk 
their fortunes, with everybody indemnified at the expense of the 
planter, in order to advance the welfare of the American farmer. 

I want the Senate to remember that these cotton exchanges will 
not let a farmer go on their floor unless he is a member, and in 
New Orleans at least there are no farmer members. That is the 
way in Chicago, too, presume. They sell 36,000,000 hales of cot- 
ton a year against thefarmer. Do they sell that cotton for noth- 
ing? Oh,the farmer is invited to come in and deal if he willonly 
employ a broker. Everything is done througha broker. Inthe 
New Orleans Cotton Exchange a broker charges 10 cents a bale 
for buying and 10 centsa bale for selling. As they do notsample 
any, as they do not weigh any, and as they have nothing in the 
world to do except to get a clerk to fill up blanks in an instru- 
ment which is to be signed, and which instrument I have read 
in the hearing of the Senate, and as they do not make a con- 
tract for less than one hundred bales, for which they would re- 
ceive $10, it is the most profitable business that ever was 
invented by the wit of man. 

These men become interested in swelling the number of bales 
in which they trade. 

I am informed by gentlemen of high character living in the 
West that in New York the price is 25 cents a bale for buying 
and selling. I go upon the New Orleans Exchange, as regards 
that matter, however, and we will see now what a nice thing it 
is for these gentlemen to keep up this system. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Itis 10 cents a bale for buying, and 10 cents 
a bale for selling, is it not? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would make them $7,200,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have that all here, and I am going to read 
it if I can find it, and I know I can. 

Before I go into that I want to tell another partof the evidence 
here which I am going to use later on when I shall discuss the 
constitutionality of this measure. It is proved beyond doubt, 
beyond controversy, that these gamblers in futures—oh, no— 
these wagerers in futurers, these dealers in wagers (not wages)— 
it is settled beyond controversy that they have so interwoven (I 
use their language) and interlocked (I use their language there 
also) the future system with the real commerce in cotton that 
if we pass this bill and destroy their opportunities for future de- 
livery they say it will disorganize the whole commercial system 
so far ascotton isconcerned. Thatis what they swearto. They 
say you can not move the crop without it, can not supply the 
manufacturer without it, can not indemnify the man who buys 
and sells futures without it. 

The question is, Who pays the expenses? If you and I, Mr. 
President, were to stand off, never go about a cotton exchange, 
but were to pass the summer in some cool retreat in the Alle- 
gheny Mountains, and were there to make a little bet as to fy- 
ture price of cotton—I saying that I think cotton will rise, and 

ou saying that you think it will fall, and our bet is made on that 
sis, oe there, and saying nothing about it to anybody, but 
keeping that little memorandum in our pocketbooks; although 
that is gambling it will not affect the price of cotton because 
that transaction is not interwoven, is not interlocked with the 
business of moving the cotton crops; so that if the system b2 de- 
stroyed there will be disorganization of the cotton business. 
These men are middlemen, standing between the producer and 
the consumer, 

Let us see who pays in a case of that sort. Mr. Bloss, of the 
Cotton Exchange at New York, reluctantly admits that it is 
paid out of the real cotton crop. Of course he was obliged to 
admit that. Men can not live, they can not interweave and in- 
terlock a business with the commerce of the country unless that 
/commerce be taxed with the expense. Mr. MOSES, a member 
of Congress from Georgia, was examining Mr. Bloss, who is the 
president of the Cotton Exchange of New York. Mr. Mo3Es 
said to him: 

Now, ultimately all these commissions for these wind sales— 

He called them wind, and I reckon he called them right. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is a good name. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think it is a very good name. 


Now, ultimately all these commissions for these wind salescome out of 
the crop; the world pay them out to these brokers tocarry on the cotton 
business, do they not? 

That was the question of Mr. MosES. What does Mr. Bloss, 
representing the Cotton Exchange of New York say? 

Yes; they are obliged to. 

| Certainly thef were. Does that helpit any? Does it help the 

cotton farmer when he is paying the expenses of this sham trad- 
ing and sham delivery and these sham contracts to tell him, 
‘*Yes, you do pay the expenses; you are obliged to?” I think 
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also that he is obliged to, and if he was not obliged to, he would 
not do it. That is exactly what Iam pressing this bill for; I 
want to fix it so he will not be obliged to pay these robbers any 
more. 

Mr. Bloss admits they do it, and then says they are obliged 
to. Then he thought that would not do. I will read now from 
the next sentence: 


But they do it of their own free will; they desire todo it. 
I will now read all that language together so you can take it in. 


Yes; they are obligelto. But they doitof their own free will; they de- 
sire to do it. 

[Laughter. | 

That is the answer; not an answer made by a fool, but an an- 


swer made by one of the merchant princes of New York, whom | 


the Cotton Exchange of that city for his intelligence, his worth, 
and his character sent before the committee of the American 


Senate to enlighten them upon this bill. Headmitted that they | 


are obliged to pay. Business and political economy make the 
same answer. 

Let us see about the cost of this. Thirty-six million bales of 
cotton, over and above the 9,000,000 bales of real cotton which 
are made, are sold in these exchanges; in New Orleans the 
price for selling is 10 cents per bale. I am informed in New 
York it is 25, but I will work it out on the idea of 10 cents. 
What does it come to? My friend from Missouri [Mr. Cocx- 
RELL], who is quick at figures, readily responds $7,200,000, buy- 
ing and selling. That is taken from the proceeds of the cotton 
crop. It is taken by men who contribute nothing but sham con- 
tracts, sham performances, to the commerce of the world, who 
are, as the law books which I have read in the hearing of the 
Senate say, engaged in immoral contracts, in gambling and wa- 
gering, and they charge their victims $7,200,000 for the operation. 

There is some capital to be employei in this future business. 
Youcan not do all this on mereair. ‘The cottonis wind, but when 
itcomes to the money that is entirely different; they must have 
the gold or its equivalent. They put the margin, a light mar- 
gin, I have known to be paid up—I will not say who did it—a‘ a 
dollar a bale. That is $36,000,000 to start out with. The man 
on the other side has to put up his margin, too. The two kee» 
things even. That is $36,000,000 more. That would be all if 


cotton shouid just run along at the same price all the tim: be- | 


tween the making of the contract ani the maturity of it. But. Mr. 
President, cotton will not run the same price for two hours in one 
of these cotton exchanges. If you look at the cotton reports— 
and I have read them until my heart was sick—you will find 
them reading about this way: ‘*Cotton opened lively at an ad- 
vance of 10 or 15 points, lost all this, and closed steady at about 
2 points advance.” They say that it keeps the price regular, 
keeps it steady: when, if you take the reports of the cotton ex- 
changes, you will find frequently the report which I have stated 
to the Senate. You see how the rule is in New Orleans in the 
Cotton Exchange, and I suppose it is just as bad in New York, 


that whenever there are 20 points variation either way you have | 


got to put up another dollar for each bale. 

Do you know what is meant by ‘‘20 points”? Only one-fifth 
of a cent, 100 points being a cent. Cotton opens along in the fall 
at about 9 cents. It went down in February and March to about 
5 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. Four hundred points? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. In other words, the man who bought 
cotton would have to put up $500 if he started out with 500 bales 
and put up $500 more for each fall of one-fifth of acent. That is 


a mighty small transaction, however, on one of these deals. For | 


every fifth of a cont fall he would have to put up $500 more, and 


more, and by the time there was about 4 or 5 cents decline he | 


would have $7,500 up. 
There was a rise this spring, and we all felt happy—I know T 


did—when cotton commenced rising and rising, until an event | 
happened which the cotton exchanges did not like, and then | 


cotton fell. That event was the passage of this bill in the House 
of.Representatives. They said then, ‘‘Cotton will fall: we will 
show you Senators who are engaged in this legislation that even 
before it is consummated, when we are at full liberty to trade 
and traffic to our heart’s content in these sham gambling con- 


tracts, that we can punish you for daring to pass a bill which | 


will interfere with our great, solemnly-guaranteed-by-the-Consti- 
tution privilege of plucking the. American farmer;” and so after 
it got up in the natural course of events to the discussion of the 
billevery report you would get from New York—I read very 
carefully the New York Herald, which I regard as a great com- 
mercial paper—every report you got from New York would say 
when there was any little fall in the price of cotton, “ Well, that 
was the Hatch bill; the Hatch bill did that; people are nervous 
and uneasy.” 

What were they nervous about? As to any contract which 
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| they would make before the passage of the bill it stood unaffected 

by such action. It was a menace; and if there was no other rea- 

| son why I should cast my vote to suppress future dealings than 

| this attempt to browbeat the American Congress from doing 

their duty to the American producers, that would be sufficient 

for two reasons—now note that—either is sufficient, because it 

shows the will to reduce prices when they want to, and it shows 

| the power to doit. I can not take away the willfrom them, but 
| I shall do my best to take away the power. 

I have shown how it took a good deal of money to carry on 
this business. I will read a little memorandum | have relating 
to this subject, and perhaps Senato’s will understand that some- 
what better. 

If cotton should fall only 1 cent it would take, in addition to 
the $36,000,000 at $1 per bale paid at first, five times $36,000,000, 

| or $180,000,000, to manage the buyer’s side. A subsequent rise, 
| or any rise of 1 cent per pound would require an equal amount to 
keep up the seller’s margin—altogether $360,000,000, or more 
than the whole amount of the value of the cotton crop, to keep 
up dealings in phantoms or gambling. 

IT am not going to try to impose upon the American Senate by 
| Saying that the $360,000,000 are withdrawn from circulation at 
one time, and therefore taken out of the business of the country. 
I know that is not so; but they use credit, they use various de- 
vices; but capital, whether employed in the shape of money or 
in the shape of credit, must have its reward. The brokers get 
$7,200,000. 16 takes $360,900,000 to run thissham thing for twelve 
months, and whether obtained on credit or in actual money, the 
use of that must ba paid for. Put that at 6 per cent and what 
does it amount to? It amounts to $21,000,000. Twenty-one and 
7 are 28. Nine million bales of cotton are made. Three times 
9 are 27, which would be about $3 a bale, if [ have not made a 
mistake, we pay to these gentlemen for protecting us from sharks 
over in Liverpool and Havre and Bremen. That comes out of 
the crop. You can not work it any other way. In addition the 
farmer loses when there is a depressed price. Jerome Hill, of 
the firm of Hill, Fontaine & Co., whom I have before mentioned, 
puis the los by these dealings on one crop at $100,000,900. 

As I intimated oace be‘ore, whilst these speculators who deal 
in shams, in phantoms, in mere figments of the brain and the 
imagination, and sell cotton of that sort, to the amount of many 
millions a year, when they come to settle want real dollars; and 
real dollars must be paid by somebody. I have shown it had to 
be paid by the crop. 

[ will not say all that comes out of the American farmer; I 
want to be fair: but I will say that it is an unnecessary sum taken 


| by an interloping and intermeddling middleman as cost between 


the producer and the consumer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the consumer pays it all. 

Mr. GEORGE. Sometimes,I think,we get it one way and 

sometimes another. 

That is the bu:den. I have shown you the decrease in price; 
_[have shown you how much it costs owing to charges by the 
New Orleans Exchange. I have a ca‘culation made by an in- 
| gonious friend on the basis of charges in the New York Cotton 
Exehange, which I ask to put in my remarks. I have another 
letter written to me by this same person, avery intelligent farmer, 
a citizen of one of the Western States, in which he exposes this 
future syst»m in so complete a manner that I shall ask the Sen- 
ate, without stopping to read them, to allow them to be printed 
as an appendix to my remarks and as a part of them. 

| propose, now, to say something as to the power of Congress 
to pass this bill and the amendment proposed by me. 

The bill proposes to use the taxing power for the purpose of 
suppressing dealingsin futures. I shall not discuss that further 
than to say that I believe that the billas now framed is an im- 
| proper use of the taxing power, and so unconstitutional in pur- 
pose that I should feel obliged to vote against it if it remains as 
a taxing bill. What has been said by Senators who have pre- 
ceded me in opposition to the bill, by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock], by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], by the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. WHITE!, upon that subject, in the main [ indorse. 
I believe with them, that the bill as now framed is unconstitu- 
tional. 

Now, the serious question is whether ir the face of the great 
| wrong inflicted by dealing in futures the American Congress re- 
mains powerless to protect the American people. Ibelieve, Mr. 
President, and the amendment which I have offered is in accord 
with that belief, that we have under the commerce clause of the 
Constitution ample power to deal with this question directly, 
honestly, fairly, without evasion or subterfuge. 
| JTadmit this involves a grave constitutional question; I admit 
| that we should not proceed with haste to assume a jurisdiction 
| not granted to us by the Federal Constitution; [ admit that no 
| occasion however emergent, no distress however great, no wrong 
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however it may afflict us, will justify us in departing from the Congress to remove obstructions to or restraints upon interstate 


Constitution of our fathers. But whilst that is so, I do not be- 
lieve that out of a supertenderness for old traditions we should 
discard the plain mandates of the Constitution as settled by the 
courts, and refuse to do our duty. 

I ask the attention of Democratic Senators, who I am very 
glad to know are sticklers for observing the Constitution, more 
strict than our Republican friends, and a little more strict some- 
times than I am, to consider gravely the amendment as recom- 
mended by the minority of the JudiciaryCommittee. I do notin- 
tend to stick literally to any dead traditions of constitutional law; 
to what Mr. Jefferson may have thought, or what Mr. Madison 
thought, or towhat anyone else said. Ina very large degree I 
agree with Mr. Jefferson and his school, but a great deal of what 
these men taught has been settled against us by the fortunes of 
war and by amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 
Especially has it been settled, contrary to Mr. Jefferson’s views, 
that the Supreme Court is the final arbiter of the meaning of the 
Constitution. 

Some persons have been misled as to the character of the 
amendment I propose, because it is supposed by them that these 
dealings in futures in New Orleans and in New York really con- 
stitute internal and domestic commerce in New York and Lou- 
isiana, respectively, and that it is the object of the amendment 
to regulate this alleged commerce. The answer to that view is 
clear: 

First. I have shown these future contracts to be absolutely null 


and void—as being mere wagers as to the price of cotton on a | 


future day, and hence they are not legitimate dealings. 

Second. Even if these contracts were legal and binding on the 
parties, still they are not commerce in a constitutional sense, for 
there is no actual transfer of title toany property whatever. The 
contract is a mere personal contract to deliver at a future day or 
pay damages. There is in the contract nothing to give title to 
or interest in property, and there is no transfer of the property 
contracted for to the alleged buyer—no transportation of the 
thing from seller to buyer. Without such transfer or transpor- 
tation there isnocommerce. In Railroad Company vs. Husen, 
95 U.S., pages 465-475, it is said “ transportation is essential to 
commerce.” 

As no title passes on these pretended sales, as the buyer gets 
nothing but the obligation or promise of the seller to deliver at 
his option cotton as the seller may select of twelve different 
grades on any day within a named month, and a margin is put 
up by either party as the cotton may rise or fall, it is evident 
that the sole value of such a contract depends on the reliability, 
the solvency of the seller. The buyer can never get the cotton 
unless the seller is willing to deliver, and he can never get dam- 
ages for nondelivery unless the seller is willing and able to pay. 

in all such cases the dealings are held not to be commerce in 
a constitutional sense. 

In Paul vs. Virginia, 8 Wall., 168-183, in reference to a contract 
of insurance, the Supreme Court of the United States said: 

These contracts are not articles of commerce in any proper meaning of 
the word. They are not subjects of trade and barter, and offered in the mar- 
kets as something having any existence and value, independent of the par- 
ties tothem. They are not commodities to be shipped or forwarded from 
one State to another and there put upforsale. They are like other personal 
contracts between parties, which are completed bytheir signatures and the 
transfer of the consideration. 

The same doctrine was held in Philadelphia Fire Insurance 
Company vs. New York, 119 United States Reports, page 110. 

in Louisiana vs. Nathan, in 8 Howard’s Supreme Court Reports, 
it was held thata dealer in foreign bills of exchange was taxable 
in Louisiana, upon the express ground that the drawing of such 
bills was not commerce, that bills of exchange being the personal 
contracts of the parties to them were not subjects of commerce. 

A further conclusive answer to this view is that the amend- 
ment does not propose to regulate these dealings. The regula- 
tion proposed by the amendment is the regulation of interstate 
and foreign commerce in cotton, wheat, ete. What itdoes with 
these future dealings is to abolish them, to remove them. 

This presents the question of the extent of the power of Con- 
gress to remove obstructions to or restraints on interstate and 
foreign commerce. 

That Congress may remove such obstructions and restraints 
when they are of a purely physical character, as the removal of 
bars, rocks, and logs in navigable rivers, there is no doubt. 
Everybody at this day concedes that power. 

It is believed that the power of Congress is equally full where 
the obstruction or restraint comes from the acts of men, not 
amounting to physical obstructions tonavigation or other means 
of transportation in interstate and foreign commerce. 

This last proposition is clear in reason and sustained by au- 
thority both of adjudged cases and of well-considered precedents 
in legislation. 

There is no express authority granted by the Constitution to 


or foreign commerce. This power comes as a part of the grant 
of power to regulate commerce, and is sosettled by the Supreme 
Court. Now, as the power to remove obstructions to commerce 
is a part of the power to regulats commerce—being necessary 
and proper to enable Congress to regulate commerce—it is clear 
that this removal of obstructions extends to all kinds of ob- 
structions, for there is nothing in the language used to restrict 
it to physical obstructions alone; and if removal of obstructions 
is constitutional regulation it must apply to all kinds of obstruc- 
tions or else regulation may remove some obstructions and not re- 
move others. Itcan not be that the Constitution intended to 
confer power to remove obstructions coming from the wisdonr 
and beneficence of Providence and withheld it to remove obstruc- 
tions equally pernicious to commerce, coming from the folly and 
wickedness of man. On authority the question is also settled— 
the power extends to remove all kinds of obstructions. 

In the case of the United States vs. Coombs, 12 Peters, page 72, 
(12 Curtis, 634) the court upheld a statute punishing as larceny 
the taking of goods belonging to a wrecked vessel above high- 
water mark—not property in course of transportation, but ‘prop- 
erty belonging to the vessel. 

The Supreme Court said the power to regulate interstate 
and foreign commerce ‘‘extends to such acts done on land (out- 
side of admiralty jurisdiction) which interfere with, obstruct, 
or prevent the due exercise of the power to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the States.” 

*‘An offense which interferes with, obstructs, or prevents such 
commerce and navigation, though done on land, may be pre- 
vented by Congress under the general authority to ‘make all 
laws necessary and proper’ to carry out the granted power to 
regulate commerce.” (See 12 Peters, page 79, and in 12 Curtis, 
page 639.) 

Cognate to this is the power to facilitate commerce. In the 
Daniel Ball case, 10 Wall, page 564, the court said the power of 
Congress to regulate commerce ‘‘ authorizes all appropriate leg- 
islation for the protection or advancement of interstate or for- 
eign commerce.” 

Those are the decisions of the Supreme Court, and they are 
conclusive. Do these dealings interfere with, obstruct, or restrict 
interstate and foreign commerce? On that subject I want to 
read some of the evidence in this case. Mr. Labouisse, on page 
11 of the report of the Senate committee, says that the present 
export trade in cotton is absolutely governed and controlled by 
these future contracts. That looks like an interference with 
commerce. The export trade isforeign commerce. He says: 

But if this bill becomes a law the present method of handling the cotton 
crop Will be absolutely disorganized. And we must bear in mind that weare 
a little differently situated from the grain people in respect to our crop, be- 
cause we export 70 per cent of our crop. 
| That is what Mr. Labouisse says. 

New York Cotton Exchange, says: 
It is— 
That is, dealing in futures— 


to-day used well-nigh universally by those engaged in the handling of cotton 
from the producer to the consumer. It is so interwoven and interlocked in 
the business of the present day that it can not be taken from it without seri- 
ously damaging the entire system of commerce. 


It also affects prices of cotton in interstate and foreign com- 
| 








Mr. Ide, president of the 


merece. Thisisclear. All the exchange men—Mr. Ide, Mr. La- 
bouisse, Mr. Kneeland, and the Houston Cotton Exchange—all 
aver that it raises or stiffens prices. That is disputed by those 
who aver it lowers them. But all it agree affects prices. This 
is an interference with interstate and foreign commerce. Con- 
gress makes regulations of commerce, grants facilities to com- 
merce, not to raise or lower prices, but to allow the people—con- 
sumer and producer—to receive or pay only norma! prices, un- 
affected by illegal interferences. The public good is as often 
promoted by lowering as by raising prices. 


What Congress 


| wishes to do in this matter is to remove the obstructions, the 
| restraints, the interference between producer and consumer by 
which one receives less for his products and the other pays mare. 


| But itis more than an interference with commerce. It is as 
| far as carried on the outgrowth of a combination of men in two 
| exchanges—New Orleans and New York—by which they control 
| and regulate this commerce for themselves and for their own 
benefit, excluding all others than their own members from par- 
| ticipating in it directly and excluding from participating in it 
| even indirectly, except at these two places, and then only through 
| their members as agents or brokers. 
Note this: That in the United States this trade can only be 
carried on in New Orleans and New York, and in those places 
| only inside of the two exchange buildings, to which nobody is 
| admittéd but members, and that nobody can make a contract to 
| buy or sell except a member of the sens Semen See Rule 1, New 
| Orleans Exchange, Senate Report, page 2. The members can 
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buy or sell for outsiders, but they buy or sellin their own names 
and are solely responsible on their contracts. They get a com- 
mission from outsiders, as I have heretofore explained, adding 
to expenses for sale of the crop many millions of dollars. 

So this business, carried on in two places only in the United 
States, has absorbed the whole commerce in cotton, foreign and 
interstate, has created a state of affairs so interlocked and inter- 
woven with this commerce throughout the world that this com- 
meres would be disorganized if we put our hands rudely on this 
iniquity. 

If this be legitimate commerce, then it ought to be free com- 
merece, free to all who desire to trade, not confined to two places 
in the United States (three in Europe), nor confined to members 
of these two bodies. 

This monopoly is in restraint of trade and commerce—inter- 
state, foreign, and domestic—and it, as shown, controls the whole 
business. 

The exchange enacts rules covering the whole business. See 
Senate Report, page 2, form of contract. 

A. It makes a law binding on the parties, their members; and 
as outsiders can only be represented by and in the name of mem- 
bers, it makes the law binding on the whole trading werld as to 
* futures.” 

B. It enacts that a contract shall be binding on all members 


till delivery, and then construes the shams I have exposed as | 


genuine and true deliveries. 

C. It enacts that no contract shall be made exempting from 
delivery. 

D. The entire form of the contract is prescribed. 

E. The form makes delivery at seller’s option. 

F. Lt fixes one grade as the one to be contracted for, and no 
other, and allows twelve grades to be delivered with prices aver- 

ed. 
“=. It provides for the margins to be paid up on contracts. 

H. It expressly requires all contracts to be made subject to 
the rules of the exchange, instead of the law of the land. 

All this is done with reference to a trading which is so inter- 


woven with the entire interstate and foreign commerce in cot- | 


ton that interference by Congress is to disorganize the whole 
commerce of the country. 

If a State (Louisiana or New York) were to enact such laws as 
these exchanges have done, Congress (and even the courts) would 
interfere, because they would be clearly restraints on interstate 
and foreign commerce, and an imposition of atax in commissions 


of $7,600,000 a year on cotton commerce alone, three-fourths of | ing counterfeiting may be for the protection of the private citizen against 


which isforeign. Again, if Congress can not interfere, it is in 
the power of two States—Louisiana and New York—to continue 
this forever. 

If it isobjected that this dealing in ‘‘ futures” in New Orleans 





I quote as follows from Sinnot vs. Davenport, 22 How., S. C. R., 
211: 


It has been argued, however, that this act of the State is but the exercise 
of the police power, which power has not been surrendered to the General 
Government, but reserved to the States; and hence, even if the law should 
be found in conflict with the act of Congress, it must still be regarded as a 
valid law and as excepted out of and from the commercial power. 


This position is not a new one; it has been presented to this 
court and in every instance the same answer given toit. It was 
strongly pressed in the New York case of Gibbons vs. Ogden. 
| The court in answer to it observed: 


It has been contended that if a law passed by a State, in the exercise ofits 
acknowledged sovereignty, comes in conflict with a law passed by Congress 
in pursuance of the Constitution, they affect the subject and each other like 
equal opposing forces. 

But, the court say, the framers of the Constitution foresaw this state of 
} things and provided for it by declaring the supremacy not only of itself but 
of the laws made in pursuance of it. The nullity of any act inconsistent 
with the Constitution is produced by the declaration that the Constitution 


| is the supreme law. The appropriate application of that part of the clause 


which confers the same supremacy on laws and treaties is to such acts of 
the State Legislatures as do not transcend their powers, but, though enacted 
in the execution of acknowledged State powers, interfere with or are con- 
trary to the laws of Congress made in pursuance of the Constitution or some 
treaty made under the authority of the United States. In every such case 
the act of Congress or treaty is supreme; and the law of the State, though 
enacted in the exercise of powers not controverted, must yield to it. 


The same doctrine was asserted in the case of Brown vs. The 
State of Maryland (12 Wheaton, pages 448, 449) and in numerous 
other cases (5 Howard, pages 573, 574, 579, 581; 2 Peters, pages 
| 251, 252; 4 Wharton, pages 405, 406, 436). 

[ now quote from Henderson vs. Mayer, 92 U.S. Reports, page 
| 271: 


But assuming that, in the formation of our Government, certain powers 
necessary to the administration of their internal affairs are reserved to the 
States, and that among these powers are those for the preservation of good 
order, of the health and comfort of the citizens, and their protection against 
pauperism, and against contagious and infectious diseases, and other mat- 
ters of legislation of like character, they insist that the power here exercised 
falls within this class and belongs rightfully to the States. 

This power, frequently referred to in the decisions of this court, has been, 
in general terms, somewhat loosely called the police power. It is not neces- 





sary for the course of this discussion to attempt to define it more accurately 
than it has been defined already. It is not necessary, because, whatever 
may be the nature and extent of that power. where not otherwise restricted, 
no definition of it and no urgency for its use can authorize a State to exer- 
cise it in regard to a subject-matter which has been confided exclusively to 
the discretion of Congress by the Constitution. 

Nothing is gained in the argument by calling it the police power. Very 
many statutes, when the authority on which their enactments rest is exam- 
ined, may be referred to different sources of power, and supported equally 
| well under any one of them. A statute may at the same time be an exercise 
of the taxing power and of the power of eminentdomain. A statute punish- 


| fraud, and a measure for the protection of the currency and for the safety 


| of the Government which issues it. It must occur very often that the sh: 


and New York is purely a domestic and internal commerce, and | 


therefore subject alone to the action of the States of New York 
and Louisiana, I answer: 

Thatif this be true, yet if it be carried on in a way to obstruct 
and interfere with interstate and foreign commerce, to so inter- 
lock and interweave itself with this commerce as that it can not 
be touched without disorganizing and ruining the whole of it, 
then the power of Congress is supreme, and it must be exerted 
to save interstate and foreign commerce. 

It has been expre:sly held that Congress may not interfere 
with purely State commerce, ‘‘ Except, indeed, as a necessary and 
proper means for carrying into execution some other power ex- 
pressly granted or vested.” See 9 Wallace R., page 44. 

But suppose this dealing in futures is real State commerce. 
Still, if in the way it is conducted it constitutes a real obstruc- 
tion to interstate and foreign commerce, the power of Congress 
issupreme. See Gibbonsvs. Ogden, 9 Wheaton, pages 210, 211. 


It is shown, if anything can be shown, that these dealings in | 


futures, though actually carried on only in two places, in two 
States in the Union,do—because they relate to a product not 
present at the locality of the trade, and need not be present any- 
where—affect, materially affect the commerce in this product 
everywhere. It is the wildest folly in such a case to call that 
dealing purely domestic and State commerce. If Congress can 
not preventthis dealing, and all the States in the Union but New 
York and Louisiana do prohibit it, still it goes on as fully and 
perfectly and as injuriously to the other States as ever. Insuch 
a case we should say with Chief Justice Marshall in Gibbons vs. 
Ogden, 9 Wheaton, page 195: 

The genius and character of the whole Government seem to be that its ac- 
tion is to be applied to all the external concerns ofsthe nation‘and to those 
internal concerns which affect the States generally, but not to those which 
arecompletely within a particular State, and which do not affect other States, 
etc. 

But it is said that the bill interferes with the police power of 
the States, whatever that may be. There is nothing sacred in 
the idea of a police power, as there is nothing definite. Toexplode 
errors as to this power being in the way of the passage of this bill, 


j- 





ing which marks the line between one class of legislation and another is v« 
nice and not easily distinguishable. 

But however difficult this may be, it is clear, from the nature of our com 
plex Government, that whenever the statute of a State invades the domain 
of legislation which belongs exclusively to the Congress of the United States 
itis void, no matter under what class of powers it may fall or how closely 
allied to powers conceded to belong to the States. 


See Daniel Ball in 10 Wallace on same line. 

We all voted for the antitrust law under the commerce clause 
of the Constitution, and that was a provision to remove obstruc- 
tions to commerce by contracts, and it declares that any contract 





| oragreement made by aparty which has the effect to restrict com- 
| merce among the States or with foreign nations shall be null and 


void. 

Mr. GRAY. Is that the language of the act? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is about the language of the act. I wil 
have it read. We have another contract which Congress has 
denounced as interfering with interstate commerce, and that is 
pooling contracts between railroad companies. Thatis denounced 
by the statutes as an interference with our legislation. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the Senator the language of the act there? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not believe I have. 

Mr. GRAY. Because, without the language of the act, I sug- 
guest to the Senator from my memory—I may be quite wrong 
about it—that act isfounded upon the fact that the railroad com- 


| panies inhibited are engaged in interstate commerce. That is 


a material fact. 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. Here is the antitrust law: 

Sec. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or con- 
spiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United 


| States or of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce 


between any such Territory and another, or between any such Territory o1 
Territories and any State or States or the District of Columbia, or with 
foreign nations, or between the District of Columbia and any State or States 
or foreign nations, is hereby declared illegal. 





That does not say anything about parties making contracts be- 
| ing engaged in interstate or foreign commerce. 

Mr. GRAY. So far that merely declares what the Constitu- 
tion declares. 
| Mr. GEORGE. That means—and I am trying to estabiish 


| this proposition—that contractual restraints and obstructions to 
| commerce are as much within the power vf Congress to remuve 


} 
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: 
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as physical obstructions. I have established that proposition, I 
will say to the Senator from Delaware, if he has paid attention 
to my argument. 

Mr. GRAY. Not under the citations the Senator has made. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, I have. When Congress decides that 
any contract in restraint of trade shall be void and illegal, it 
also decides that a contractual restraint or obstruction to inter- 
state or foreigncommerce may be removed. I should like to see 
how you can getout of that, and I should like any Senator who dif- 
fers with me on that subject to tell me why it preserves the Con- 
stitution of the United States to pass a law removing a physical 
obstruction to or au interference with interstate or foreign com- 
merce, and it violates and destroys the Constitution of the United 
States to pass a law removing a contractual interference with 
interstate or foreigncommerce. Youcan not draw the line so 
as to make one good and the other bad. The object of the Con- 
stitution is to authorize Congress to give us free and unobstructed 
commerce, to remove all obstructions and restraints whica pre- 
vent this. 

I have made a note of various statutes passed by Congress 
under the commerce clause of the Constitution. Section 4903 
provides for hospitals for sick seamen. That is under the power 
to regulate commerce, interstate and foreign. 

Section 4808 directs the Secretary of the Navy to deduct so 
much per month from each seaman in the Navy for hospitals. 

Section 4131 provides for registry and what is to be an Ameri- 
can vessel wholly owned in the United States and commanded 
by Americans. 

Section 4203: Congress requires all vessels of United States 
citizens to carry the mail to and from'foreign countries, whether 
they have made a contract to do it or not. 

Mr. GRAY. All vessels engaged in foreign commerce? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. What right, sir, have you to say 
to the owner of a vessel engaged in foreign commerce, ‘* You 
shall carry the mail whether you want to or not,” and at the 
same time not say ‘* You shall not make a combination or agree- 
ment which will interfere with or obstruct or restrict inter- 
state or foreign commerce ” ? 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Mississippi will allow me, I 
should like to make a suggestion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. That statute puts the right with reference to 
the mails as a condition of the vessels having a clearance, and 
simply provides that a vessel refusing to carry the mails shall 
not have a clearance. 

Mr. GEORGE. How much does that help it? What right 
has Congress to say that a ship shall not have a clearance un- 
less the owner will carry the mails? 

Mr. VILAS. Ifthe Senator will permit me one word—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VILAS. The granting of clearance to vessels upon the 
sea is most manifestly a regulation of commerce by the United 
States. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 

Mr. VILAS, And the Federal Congress can provide for the 
granting of clearances upon such terms as it sees fit. 

Mr. GEORGE. But the Federal Congress has no right to put 
acondition—mind that now—as to the granting of aclearance, so 
as to compel the vessel to do that which the Constitution does 
not allow Congress to require it todo. You can not get juris- 
diction in that way. 

Will the Senator say if that is not law that Congress may re- 
fuse to grant a clearance to a vessel unless the owner of the ves- 
se] shall make a present of $500 to the king of Timbuctoo? Cer- 
tainly not, but Congress may do this in imposing its conditions, 
and that is allitcando. Where it has the power to carry out 
the condition, it may impose that upon the vessel as a condition 
for granting the clearance. That is my argument, and the Sen- 
ator can reply if he wishes. 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator. I only 
wish to call his attention tothe fact with reference to that point, 
that provision for carrying the mails is oneof the acknowledged 
powers of Congress under the constitutional ‘grant to establish 
post-offices and post-roads. 

Mr. GEORGE. I knowthat; but, Mr. President, I should like 
the Senator to find out whether Congress can order him or order 
me or any other citizen to carry the mails. I should like to see 
Congress pass a law saying that anybody whom the Postmaster- 
General should choose to designate should be compelled to quit 
his other business and carry the mails. The power to provide 
for the carrying of the mail does not include the power to com- 
pel a citizen of the United States to carry it whether he will or 
no; it does not include the power to require that citizen tocarry 
the mail as a condition of his enjoying any other right which 
the Constitution entitles him to. 
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Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator think the power to regulate 
commerce does give that right? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not said that the power to regulate 
commerce includes the power to regulate the conveyance of in- 
telligence between nation and nation. That is a wholly imma- 
terial question. 

Let us go a little further. The statute provides for ventila- 
tors, cooking ranges, provisions and their distribution, and sani- 
tary arrangements. The statute provides that all steamboat 
boilers shall be made out of iron of a particular kind, charcoal 
iron, instead of coke iron. The power to regulate commerce in- 
cludes the power, and it has been exercised by Congress, to re- 
lieve from loss by fire the common law requiring the common 
carrier to be responsible for all acts except the act of God or 
the king’senemies. Congress relieves himfrom that. Congress 
provides how logs are to be kept and prescribes what they shall 
contain, and it provides for the summary trial of master and sea- 
men for offenses not infamous against the laws of the United 


| States, for the protection of persons and property engaged in 


commerce ornavigation. It provides special rules for the trans- 
portation of horses and mules and cattle under the power to reg- 
ulate commerce. It includesthe power of the inspection of hulls 
and boilers, regulates the number of officers and the crews of 
vessels, and fixes the number of ees which a vessel can 
carry according to the number of tons, and many other things 
too numerous to mention. All this is done under the power to 
regulate commerce. 

Now, Mr. President, I have shown this to be an obstruction to 
commerce, I have shown that it is a business carried on in two 
places only in the United States in which, giving the same num- 
ber to New York as to the New Orleans Cotton Exchange, only six 
hundred of the people of the United States can engage. I have 
shown that it isso interwoven ard interlocked with interstate 


| commerce in cotton and foreign commerce in cotton that the 


witness>s say if you disturb it you disorganize the whole system. 
Now, what remains? Nothing, but for us to do our duty in pass- 
ing the bill. 

Now, Mr. President, it remains for me on this part of the sub- 
ject to show that Congress is the proper and final judge to de- 
termine what is an obstruction to or restraint on commerce. 
This is settled by a decision of the Supreme Court made in Dem- 
ocratic times, and which therefore, I may the more freely com- 
mend to the consideration of my Democratic brethren on this 
floor. The judges who were on the Supreme bench when the 
decision was made were Roger B. Taney, John McL2an, James 
M. Wayne, John Catron, Peter V. Daniel, Samuel Nelson, Robert 
C. Grier, Benjamin R. Curtis, and John A. Campbell. 

That, too, was at a time when it was supposed that there was 
no effort on the part of Congress to stretch its powers. A great 
case came before that court, the case of the State of Pennsylva- 
nia against the Wheeling and Belmont Bridge Company. The 
State of Virginia had chartered a bridge company to build a 
bridge at Belmont across the Ohio River. The Supreme Court 
upon the bill of complaint of the State of Pennsylvania, because 
the bridge lacked a few feet of being high enough to allow the 
tallest chimneys of the steamboats to pass under it without top- 
pling them over, decided that it was a nuisance and an obstruc- 
tion to navigation, and they issued a mandate to the Wheeling 
Bridge Company to either build the bridge so many feet higher 
or pull itdown. When the case was in this situation, Congress 
intervened and declared that this bridge, which the Supreme 
Court had decided to be a nuisance, was a lawful structure. 
When the mandate of the court was issued and this act was 
passed, the Wheeling Bridge Company pleaded the act of Con- 
gress in bar of the mandate of the court. Here is what the court 
said on the power of Congress to determine what was an ob- 
struction to commerce: 

We do not enter upon the question, whether or not Congress possess the 
power, under the authority in the Constitution, “to establish post-offices 
and post-roads,”’ to legalize this bridge; for, conceding that no such powers 
can be derived from this clause, it must be admitted that it is, at least, nec- 
essarily included in the power conferred to regulate commerce among the 
— States. The regulation of commerce includes intercourse and navi- 
gation— 


Note this— 


and, of course, the power to determine what shall or shall not be deemed in 
judgment of law an obstruction to navigation; and that power, as we have 
seen, has been exercised consistent with the continuance of the bridge. 


So whilst the Supreme Court of the United States said the 
Wheeling Bridge should come down, Congress said, in virtue 
of its power to say whether it was an obstruction to commerce 
between the States that it should stay up, and the court said 
Congress had a right to say it. So we have aright and we not 


only have the right, but it is our solemn duty to determine 
what is an obstruction or restraint upon commerce? 
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Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question on that 

oint? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That being so, suppose the amendment of 
the Senator were adopted and the bill should become a law in 
that form, would the Supreme Court, in the judgment of the 
Senator, have any right to review the question and declare 
whether or not the act was constitutional? 

Mr. GEORGE. If they should undertake to do that they 
would undertake to repeal their own former decision, the set- 
tled law of the land. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And would it not be just the same thing 


| 
| 
| 


precisely, the same position, if the bill as it stands now were to | 


become a law, that in that case the judgment of Congress, acting 
under the taxing power, would be binding? 

Mr. GEORGE. LhopeI shall not be troubled by a question 
of that sort now. We are a set of honest men, I hope. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I suppose. 

Mr. GEORGE. We do not mean, I hope, in this day and gen- 
eration to steal an authority not granted under the Constitution, 
to pervert a power of the Constitution given to us for the pur- 

se of raising revenue, and under a fraudulent pretext of rais- 
ing revenue thereby acquire a jurisdiction not granted by the 
Constitution. I do not want to go into that. I do not want to 
argue that; it has already been argued sufficiently by others. I 
believe that you can not do anything meaner with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States than to pass a law for an avowed pur- 
pose, which everybody who votes for it knows is not its true 
purpose, but the court does not know this, because the court has 
not the power to discover a purpose outside of the professions 
of the act. 
will not allow itself to believe that Congress was dishonest 
enough to conceal the true purpose of the act. That is answer 
enough. I think our Republican friends, debauched and de- 
moralized as they are on constitutional questions, ought to be 
above that. 

But we are threatened by these dealers in futures that if we 
suppress this trade we shall suffer for it. They have already 
given us premonition of what is to come. They have already 
said the price of cottonshall fall, and it has fallen. They threaten 
that it shall or will go still lower if this bill passes. 

Mr. President, I should dislike to do anything which would 
cause the price of cotton to go lower. The only business I have 
in the world is raising cotton. That also is the principal busi- 
ness of my constituents. But, sir, it were better that these men 
shovld do their worst now than that Congress shall be fright- 
ened from doing its duty by the threat that the people will be 
punished by a further depreciation of their products if that duty 
shall be performed. 

Mr. President, I can not put any limit to the power of these 
speculators. They may depress the price, and I have no doubt 
they will for a short period. I have no doubt that they will 
make an appeal to the American people against this act of Con- 
gress by attempting to drive them into a repeal of the law by 
depressing prices. But that can not last always. Are we to al- 
low this great power for evil to remain untouched, unbridled, 
unremoved for fear that if we do something to protect the people 
these speculators will add another stripe to the many which they 
have already inflicted upon them? 

I want to say to these gentlemen, do you your worst. You 
have the money. The farmers of this country are indeed poor. 
You have the capital. But the people of this country have 
not reached that point in political degradation where they 
will surrender their right to remove an injustice and wrong for 
fear that their assumed masters may inflict upon them further 
wrong and injury. The speculators will probably find out, if 
they undertake it, that the people regard that capital as a serv- 
ant of society is good and ought to be cherished and protected, 
but as its master and dictator, controlling Senates and Con- 
gresses and Legislatures, it must be met at whatever cost to 
capital and to the people. 

tthemgoon. The people of this country have ample means 
of redress. Capital by its exactions has already produced in this 
country, I fear, a spirit of socialism and communism to a consid- 
erabie extent. I regret that, but, sir, if you will have those who 
do not have capital protect and preserve it, you must prevent 
capital from oppressing them. Too much already has been 
done by Government in the interest of capital as against the 
rest of society. I believe that the protection of private prop- 
erty is the basis of our civilization. I believe that the right to 
enjoy what a man makes by his own exertions, whether physical 
or intellectual, is the cause of all progress; and because | believe 
that and based upon that, I would so arrange the policies of the 
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Government that every man shall have what belongs to him, 
shall enjoy the proceeds of his own labor, whether manual or in- 
tellectual, without diminution from practices like those con- 
demned in the bill. I would so arrange that afew men, three 
hundred in New Orleans and possibly as many in New York, in 
a so-called cotton exchange, shall not get together and conspire 
to levy upon the producers of this country the millions which I 
have alluded to. 

So, if these gentleman, in case we pass this bill, propose to carry 
on the war I accept for my... { the gage of battle. If they pro- 
pose to oppress the people of the United States by still further 
depressing prices, then I propose to take another step to protect 
them, and as many more steps consistent with the Constitution 
of the United States as may be required. They can not do this 
thing permanently. They must not be allowed to doit. If they 
persist they wili stir up that which may destroy them and pos- 





| sibly may be so uncontrollable in its effects that it may destroy 


| others. 


But there is nothing which I can imagine that is not 
preferable to that condition of the American people in which 
they shall not dare to remove an oppression placed upon them by 
capital for fear that capital may punish them for their action. 
Now, Mr. President, I have said all that I am able to say now 
on this subject. It is an important subject. The people of this 
country expect redress, and I think we ought togiveit. Iwould 
be glad to support the bill as it now stands, if that be necessary 
in order to pass it, but as I said before there is no wrong how- 


| ever great which is equal fo the wrong of a violation of the 





Constitution. I believe we have a plain constitutional path to 
tread which will be more effectual to give us redress than the 
bill as it now stznds. That path I am willing to tread. I hope 
that those who are wedded, or at least committed to this abuse 
of the taxing power involved in the bill may see their way clear 
to join us who believe it to be wrong, in a fair, just, plain exer- 
cise of an undisputed constitutional power. 





APPENDIX. 
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DEAR Str: The advocates of the system of “short selling,” as applied to 
a few of the staple products of the soil, set up a claim that these methods 
are the result of natural commercial selection and a necessity for facilities 
that will enable us to handle and market the greater volume of such articles 
now produced and induce capitalists to furnish the vastly greater sum al- 
leged to be necessary to carry and distribute these products. That these 
claims are wholly untenable are so obvious as hardly to need denial or refu- 
tation, but having. within the present week, been gravely indorsed by elo- 
quent Senators and made the basis of elaborate arguments for the cont nu- 
ance of the infamous and destructive system of the ‘short seller,” it may 
be well to spend a little time in showing how baseless are these claims and 
that all the facts show that these methods are wholly needless and destruc- 
tive alike of the prosperity of the producer and consumer. To do this draft 
will be made upon data in relation to the production, value, and consump- 
tion of cotton, wheat, and corn, as set forth by such recognized authorities 
as the Agricultural Department, Thomas Ellison, A. B. Shepperson, The 
Financial Chronicle, and the Statistical Abstracts of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, from which we find that during the last decade the world’s production 
and consumption of cotton, each crop year beginning September |, has been 
as follows: 

The world’s production and consumption of cotton. 


In bales of 400 pounds. 








A ar wee ene os 
, of United | | » e 
—_ Beates in | SPeodues | wona's | Word's 

ae States. | ome. | tion. 

| cere ae ues Its 
aka a eae | 6,736,000 | 7,583,000 | 9,420,000 | 8, 646, 000 
a 5, 436,000 | 6,073,000! 8,583,000! 9.035, 000 
EE ths de ncnouniacaeas dle 6, 992,000 | 8, 058, 000 | 10, 408, 000 9, 499, 000 
| Wb RETR ARE PTE EES 5,715,000 | 6,485,000 | 8,919,000 | 9,290, coo 
3 (ire 5, 669,000} 6,420,000 | 8 427,000 | 9. 397,000 
er ae | 6,550,000 | 7,490,000 | 9,580,000} 9.371. 000 
ED. sent thi diet ininnetamiantiaeanes 7,017,000 | 8,000,000 | 10, 100, 000 10, 167, 000 
I a 6, 935, 000 8, 079,000 | 10,529, 000 10, 524, 000 
ea i, | 7,313,000} 8 11, 085, 000 


, 525, 000 | 1; 025, 000 





From this tabulation it appears that the world’s production of cotton in- 
creased during the decade .i7 per cent, while the consumption increased 27.7 
per cent, yet under, if not in consequence of, the operation of the system of 
“* short-selling,” as practiced on the cotton exchanges, the price of Ameri- 
can cotton in Liverpool on this 23d day of July, 1892, is but 35 per cent of 
what it was ten years ago. This shrinkage in value may, by Senators, be 
attributed to other causes, but is it singular that with the consumption in- 
creasing much more rapidly than production it should be coincident with the 
full operation of the system that these same Senators assure us is so benefi- 
cent. 

COTTON PRODUCTION AS RELATED TO POPULATION. 


While it isdoubtless true that one-half the American crop does reach the 
ports prior to the close of December, this is no greater proportion than reached 
such ports in ante “short-selling” days when there was, relatively to popu- 
lation and wealth, much more cotéon grown and marketed than now. This 
is amost significant fact when takenin connection with theclaims set up by 
the advocates of shortselling. For instance, in 1860, with a population of 31,- 
443,009 the product was 5,387,000 bales, being in the ratio of .17lof a bale for 
each unit of the pon while in 1880, or nine years after the date named 
(in the protest of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange against the passage of 
the Washburn bill) as the time when “short selling’* was inaugurated, cot- 
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ton production in the United States wasin the ratio of .131 of a bale toeach 

erson, being 24 per cent less than in 1860. 

Now, with a population of 65,000,000 and a crop of 8,500,000 bales, the prod- 
uct per capita is .13 of a bale and, relatively, 25 per cent less than in 
ante Fine days, when the device of “short selling" had not been dreamed 
of, and when the wealth of our people and the capital seeking investment 
in such quickly realizable assets as cotton and grain was not, relatively, one- 
fourth what it is to-day. 

These facts dispose completely of the claim that increased production ren- 
ders the methods of the “‘shortseller ” necessary to the marketing of the cot- 
ton crop and that without them the needed capital would not be available. 


PRICE OF COTTON IN 1869 AND 1889. 


In the protest of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange against the passage 
of the Washburn bill, page 4, it is shown that for the five crop years ending 
with the season 1859-’60 the mean price per pound of middling Orleans cot- 
ton in Liverpool was 7.13d. stoxtiog and that the mean price per pound of 
the same grade of cotton in the same market for the five years ending with 
the season of 1890-'91 was 5.7d., the price in the recent and “short-selling” 

riod being 20 per cent less than in the ante * futures” one, when the pro- 
on tion was relatively 25 per cent greater. 


PRICES REDUCED UNDER PRESENT SYSTEM. 


Comparing the Liverpool price of to-day—July 23, 1892—with those of thirty 
years since, we find the price, before the aid of the “‘short-seller” was in- 
voked to market the crop and determine values, was 81 per cent greater than 
on this 234 day of July, while the wor!d’s supply of cotton relatively to the 
consuming population was much greater than now. 


AGGREGATE VALUE OF CROPS NOT INCREASED IN TWENTY YEARS, ALTHOUGH 
VOLUME DOUBLED. 


The claim has been made with unblushing assurance, reiterated, and di- 
lated upon times without number, until some of its parrot-like echoes pos- 
sibly believe it, that with increased production the sum required to handle 
gad carry the crops have so augmented that the system of *‘ short-selling” 
has been evolved expressly to meet the difficulty by furnishing the vast in- 
creaze of mobile capital required to handle and market the crops economic- 
ally and rapidly and to provide the producer with that certain and profitable 
market desired and which would otherwise be unattainable. 

Data as to the volume of production and its aggregate values just prior to 
the inauguration of this system and at a period twenty years later will en- 
able us to see what basis, if any, there may be for the claim so confidently 
put forta, and put forth with an exuberance of statement that would be 
superfinous, could any proof be adduced in its support. 

Referring to the reports of the Department of Agriculture, it is found that 
the staple products of the soil, which furnish the subject-matter of more 
than 95 per cent of all the ‘‘options” and “futures” contracts made upon 
produce exchange, were, in 1869, produced on the areas, in the quantities, and 
were valued (on the farm) as follows: 








Products. Quantity. Acres. Value. 
— --—— - ~ ——— 7 — ——|_—$———$$_ 
eee: 1S, Scwaneins cea bushels - 000 | 37,100,000 | $658, 000, 000 
Wein chases ante pemenseeeunans Pct 19, 200, 000 245, 000, 000 
RET ERS bales _. 7,700,000 | 307, 000, 000 
WE Sin cccccphcte kat heel enna 64, 000, 000 1, 210, 000, 000 
Here we find, in ante “‘futures’’ days, the farmers, who with their depend- 


ents numbered some 15,000,000, devoting 64,000,000 acres to the uction 
of these three staples and receiving for the product $1,210,000,000, the gross 
revenue being at the rate of $18.91 per acre. 

Twenty years later (1889) and when the beneficent and Senatorially lauded 
modern commercial methods had, according to the New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change, been in vogue some eighteen years, we find the 25,000,0000 people 
living upon American farms producing the greatest corn crop ever grown, 
a wheat crop some 40,000,000 bushels above the average, and a greater num- 
ber of bales of cotton than ever before gathered, the amount of each prod- 
uct, the areas employed. and the values being as stated below: 








Products | Quantity. | Acres. | Value. 
| 
es Soe ee ae bushels __| 2, 113,000,000 | 73,000,000 | $598, 000, 000 
IIS 6sc5s das once nko meee do 491,000,000 | 38,000,000 | 342, 000; 000 
Cotton hil i bales 7, 300,000 | 20,000,000 | 303,000, 000 


ee 136, 000, 000 1, 243, 000, 000 


From this it would appear that eighteen years after this beneficent system 
had been evolved for the purpose of enabling the farmer to market his vastly 


increased product we find a much greater number of farmers resenes upon 
111 per cent more acres, 142 per cent more corn, for which they actually re- 
ceived %60,000,000 (or 9 per cent) less money, although in labor, the use of 
land. and in interest on capital it had cost fully twice as much to produce 
the greater quantity of the crop of 1889. Wealso see 100 per cent more acres 
rodncing 89 per cent more wheat, which sold, under this beneficent system, 
or only oF per cent more money, although the cost of its production had 
nearly doubled; and we also see 159 per cent more acres producing 143 per 
cent more bales of cotton, which cost at least twice as much money, yet sell- 
ing for $4,000,000 less than did the much smallercrop of twenty years before. 
We see that the aggregate acreage devoted to the three staples named in- 


creased 72,000,000 acres, or 113 per cent, between 1869 and 1889, yet the increase 
in the aggregate value of the angmented product was but 000,0f!, or 2.7 


per cent, while the revenue per acre was reduced from $13.91 to $9.14, being 
more than one-half, while the added cost of cultivating 113 per cent more 
acres could not have been much, if any, less than 100 per cent. In 1889 the 
farmer performed twice as much labor and had twice as much capital em- 
ployed, yet his aggregate returns were but 2.7 per cent more than twenty 
years before, when “‘short selling”’ was unknown. 

Is it not more logical to claim that this reduction of more than one-half 
in the revenue per acre is directly due to that system of “ short ” which 
determines the price at which the uct shall be sold before the seed is 
planted, than it is to claim that it ts any except those who derive a 
revenue from its burdensome charges? 

These tabulations, which show that the value of the 


crops of the 
country have, in twenty years, increased less than 3 per con dispose 


in the 


most thorough manner of the preposterous claim that without these meth- 
ods it would be impossible to find the money to handle the crops, as it is 
shown that the sum required has, by reducing the unit price of such prod- 
ucts, not materially during a pe , When the wealth of the na- 
tion and the money seeking investment had certainly doubled, and proba- 
= quadrupled. , 

t would seem to any reasoning person that, in the face of the facts, the 
man who could get up on the floor of the Senate and advance such argu- 
ments as have recently been paraded with great sound and fury must have 
an abiding faith in the stupidity of his audience or in his ability to make 
the worse appear the better cause. 


CLASS METHODS INSTEAD OF CLASS LEGISLATION. 


Much has been said by the be tome pron of the “‘ antioption "’ bill as to its be- 
ing class legislation, and they have poured out the vials of their billingsgate 

m the hypothetical English syndicate to which they attribute the pater- 
nity of the measure; but they utter never a word as to the truth of the mat- 
ter, and that is that they are seeking to perpetuate the most demoralizing 
and unfair system of gambling ever devised by the brain of man, and this, 
too, solely for the benefit of a v small class who desire to continue their 
work of robbery and plunder within the ‘walls of the Constitution” and 
the pale of the law, and thus be enabled to levy tolls upon honest industry 
that annually exceed $100,000,000, and which is but a small t of the loss 
inflicted, as by their manipulations they cause incalculable reduction in 
values, inflicting grievous wrong upon the producer, who is made the invol- 
untary participant in a game of chance where none of the hazards are as- 
sumed by the manipulators. 

These enormous and dishonest gains enable a small interested class to 
subsidize a venal and mendaciovs press and retain men in high places to 
aan sny their great offices by the advocacy of methods which they well 

now to be destructive of the interests of their constituents, in order that 
these harpies may continue to fatten upon the spoliation of producer and 
consumer. 


THE EXTENT OF THE ILL-GOTTEN GAINS OF THE PRODUCE GAMBLER. 


That there may be no misapprehension of the animus and impelling cause 
or the opposition te the proposed law, either on the part of the mani-vulators 
of the present system or on the part of their paid advocates in the press and 
elsewhere, it is well to ascertain what are the profits the class, in whose sole 
interest it is proposed to continue the system, derive from these methods of 
legalized robbery, and which places in their hands the means of controlling 
the utterances of a large part of the press and the services of eloquent if 
subservient advocates. 

The data which would enable a complete showing to be made of the enor- 
mous extent of these gains are systematically suppressed upon nearly ail 
the exchanges where this species of gambling is carried on. Fortunately, 
however, there exists in the reports of the New York exchanges sufficient 
material to enable us to come tosomething hike definite conclusions as to the 
extent and profitableness of the traffic in *‘futures"’ which, under the guise 
of commerce, has been made the instrument of a oo that puts to 
shame the pigmy exploits of the robber barons of the Rhine. 

These reports show that in New York alone the annual sales of ‘‘ futures "’ 
reach— 


1,700,000,000 bushels of wheat, on which brokerage was__.......... 38,500,000 
400,000,000 bushels of corn, on which brokerage was._._-_.-..._._. 2, 000, 000 
100,000,000 bushels of oats, on which brokerage was__............ 500,000 

28,000,000 bales of cotton, on which the brokerage was_____._.__ 7, 000, 000 

Interest at 3 per cent on margin deposits of an average of 840,000,- 

I a a i ia aeilasahis eat ins inset dian dhe denis 1, 600, 000 
Brokerage on provisions, seeds, hops, ete_............ see ceete aahae stan 1, 000, 000 
And we find the share of New York bankers and brokers in this 

ee eich sient ntti yin snes cena wintitioniminnn 20, 600, 003 


Except of cotton, Chicago sells at least ten, and probably twenty, times 
as m “futures”’’ as New York, while an enormous business is done in 
ats and call—one of the largest fortunes in the United States has been very 
argely derived from the sales of puts and calls in stock—but of the volume 
in these prohibited “ privileges’”’ re is no record, but we may assume that 
the brokerage on them is one-fifth that on “futures,” and aside from Chi- 
cago, there are more than twenty exchanges where the business is carried 
on upon a considerable or large scale, hence we are safe in estimating that 
the revenues from this infamous traffic in “ options’’ and “futures,”’ by that 
small class in whose behalf such eloquent are being made in and out 
of Congress, amounts to more than $100,000,000 per annum, and we ought not 
to be surprised that this small and compact body of plunderers, with their 
close ¢ te associations, should be able to command the utterances of 
that very considerable proportion of the commercial and metropolitan 
press, whose wares—columns—are always for sale to the highest der, aa 
well as the services and eloquent voices of a small fraction of those who 
have been intrusted with the people's interests. 


THE BUCKET-SHOPS. 


In addition to the enormous and unjust tolls which the system of * short- 
selling” enables the banker and broker to levy upon the productive indus 
tries of the country, it places it in the power of the bucket-shop keepers, 
whether located in the ls building in New York or in some prairie vil- 
lage, to extend the work of spoliation, and they also form a part of that 
small class who can see nothing but ruin to the nation in the enactment of 
the Washburn bill and in whose interests a few legislators and many edit- 
ors are so very desirous of continuing this nefarious business. Not one of 
these advocates of present board of e@ methods can escape the charge 
of pande to the buck , and the vote which they may cast against 
the bill will be directly in favor of the continuance of the bucket-shops and 
their practices. 

THE NUMBER OF THE BENEFICIARIES. 


While the board of trade broker is desirous of suppressing the bucket-shop, 
his desire to do so is based solely upon the fact that the bucket-shop appro- 
tes no inconsiderable of the plunder, yet these two elements,jwith a 
ew bankers who lend the business quasirespectability, form a class number- 
ing, at the most, not to exceed 200, or less than one-third of | per cent of 
the poo of the nation, in whose interests and whose dishonest gains this 
m is to be continued and the simplest justice denied that great body of 
tizens, constitut more than 40 per cent of the population, who produce 
all the great agricultural staples which are the of our foreign com- 
merce and the national wealth. 


THE BUCKE?T-SHOP SHARE OF THE PLUNDER. 


In addition to the hundred million dollars (or more), in which are to be 
found the reasons for the frantic ae against unjust class legislation, 
the bucket-shops, performing ex y the same functions as the “short 
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seller’? and “long-buyer” off the exchanges, levy toll, as estimated by 
officials of the Board of Trade when attempting to suppress bucket-sho 
competition, to the extent of ten or fifteen million dollars per annum, 

we find the bucket-shop man now howl just as loudly against what he is 
pleased to term the class legislation of the Washburn Dill as does his 
twin brother of the exchange, or those elequent legislators who are afraid 
that a breach will be made in the “ walls of the Constitution,” in an attempt 
to protect the producer from the plundering devices of the exchange and 
bucket-shop which appear to the uninitiated to be exactly alike. 


WHEN AND WHERE SHORT SELLING ORIGINATED. 


Men high in the councilsof the nation arise in their places in the halls of 
—— and tell us that the system of selling what one does not own and to 
which no right has been acquired was evolved a few years since to enable the 
farmer to market his greatly increased product, andin the same breath they 
tell us that “short selling” isno new thing, but hundreds of years old. Cer- 
tainly they can not be correct in both statements, and we may assume that 
as neither is correct, as applied to ordinary commercial transactions, they 
are either ignorant in relation to things about which they attempt toen- 
lighten us or have wilifully misrepresented them in the interests of that 
small and pernicious class whose cause they are eager to defend. 

The facts are that “short” or ‘‘futures” selling, in the sense of a com- 
mercial transaction, where the seller has no ownership in or right to the 
future possession of the thing sold, was first employed in this country, on 
any considerable scale, in dealings in gold during the civil war, and having 
been found an a fascinating game of hazard, and exceptionally 
lucrative for the manipulators, it was gradually extended to such products 
of the earth as were readily susceptible of being graded. Gold possesses 
this characteristic, as do oil, the cereals, seeds, hops, and some forms of 
animal product, but wool does not, nor do such products of the farm as 
hides, butter, and horses; hence the operations of the gambler have been 
mostly confined to a few articles grown and consumed in enormous quanti- 
ties which could be used as counters in this enticing and profitable game— 
profitable to those who are on the inside and manipulate es. 

We are now told that if this bill becomes a law it will have alike effect as 
that su Ss the dealing in gold and having this effect the farmer will 
at once ¢ or for its repeal. In their 8s to find some tenable argu- 
ment against the bill—of which there is an abundant lack—and secure its 
defeat, and a continuance of this system of spoliation, these eloquent ad vo- 
cates throw logic and all semblanceof reason to thedogs. The lawsu 
ing speculation in gold by “nonowners ” had the immediate effect of advanc- 
ing the price of that article, and if such is the effect of Sp wee the 
‘** short selling’’ of the products of the soil the farmer is not er likely to 
complain or clamor for the abrogation of a law that adds to -his revenue— 
the advocates of the proposed le ation logically contepd thatif the sup- 
pressing of short selling in the case of gold advanced thie price of that, an 
article of universal desire, that it will, by a parity of reasoning, advance 
the price of such universally necessary and desirable articles as food and 
fiber, and advancing the — the object of the friends ofthis measure will 
be attained and there will be clamor from the farmeronly in case the “ short 
seller’ and his banker and legislative friends attempt to repeal the law that 
they may again practice their plunder methods. 

Had not the oa of this measure in and out of Congress been bereft 
of the power ratiocination they would never have the gold law up 
as “a frightful example,” as the effect upon the selling priceof gold was just 
what the producer hopes will be the effect upon farm products of the bill 
now pending in your body. 


THE CONSUMER WILL BE BENEFITED BY PASSAGE OF LAW. 


While telling us that the enactment of this law can not benefit the prc- 
ducer the opponents of the measure tell us in the very next breath that it 
will advance the cost of both food and raiment and impose an unjust and 
unendurable burden wu the wage-working consumer. 

The proponents of this legislation are far more logical, as they believe and 
claim that it will advance, in some measure, the price of all articles now 
subjected to the methods of the “short seller,” and that when the law of 
supply and demand is left unhampered the price will advance to a normal 
level, and while the nominal cost to the consumer may be somewhat greater 
yet in such event it will be but simple justice as the farmer is, by these 
methods, now forced to sell his products below the cost of production, and 
that such has long been the case is made evident by the increase of farm in- 
debtedness over wide areas. If it is afact that the farmer is thus selling 
his products then the consumer is not paying a fair 6 for the article con- 
sumed, and in paying such unfair price he reduces revenue and purchas- 
img power of the best customer for the wares the e-working consumer 
ts employed in making, and the result to the wage-wor is partial employ- 
ment. at a low wage, and the concurrent reduction of the purchasing power 
of the wage-worker for the very articles he is employed in turning out as 
=< - = produced on the farm and which he must, like all others, have 

rst 0 . 

Add but 10 per cent to the value of the productsof the farm and the rev- 
enues of the farmer and his increased purchasing power will keepevery mill, 
forge, and factory constantly ——_ and the worker will not only 
be able to pay more for his food, but to buy more what are termed com- 
— and luxuries while the necessaries purchased will be of better quality 

many cases. 

If the legislator will not see this phase of the subject in its real bearing 
upon the wage-working consumer of farm products such consumer does and 
is at one with the farmer in asking the passage of some law which shall pro- 
tect the farmer and enable him to command such fair prices as will result 
from the unhampered play of the law of supply and demand and place it in 
his power to buy freely of the products of worker in city and town. 

There is no conflict between the producer and consumer in the town and 
the producer and consumer on the farm, nor is there likely to be, notwith- 
standing the parasites of the exchange, and their paid advocates, are doing 
their best to create such conflict. 


BY WHOM LEGISLATION OF THIS CHARACTER IS DEMANDED. 

Aside from the infinitessimal fraction of the population who profit so 
largely by present dishonest ex methods, and whose ill-gotten gains 
enable them to command a vociferous and purchasable press, as well as the 
advocacy of so many paid attorneys, remedial ae in the form pro- 
posed, is, with rare exceptions, demanded by will be in the interest of 
every farmer, wage-worker, professional man, manufacturer, transporter 
and dealer in actual commodities, and all those who desire to see a restora- 
tion of honest commercial methods, while only those can suffer who are so 
unfortunate as to come under Herbert Spencer's definition of a gambler as 
“one whose functions are immoral, who performs no service for society, 
and who secures gain without merit.” 

Yours, very truly, 
Hon. JAMES Z. GEORGE, 
United States Senate, 
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Mr. HUNTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator give way that I may enter 
a@ motion respecting this bill? 

Mr. HUNTON. I will yield to the Senator from Colorado to 
make a motion, not to interfere with the remarks I propose to 
make. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The motion will not interfere with the re- 
marks of the Senator from Virginia. The discussion will be 
equally open upon the motion which I propose to make as upon 
the bill as it now stands. 

I move that the pending bill be referred to the Committee on 
Finance, with instructions toreport at as early date as practiea- 
ble during the next sessionof Congresssome measure looking to 
the relief sought for in the pending bill and its amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Colorado. The Senator from Virginia is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to 
me? 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to consume but very little time of 
the Senate, and would prefer to go on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say to the Senator that it was 
the understanding Saturday that after the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi to-day the Senate would proceed to morn- 
ing business. That has not yet been done. 

a HARRIS. [I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not insist upon that. During the break in thespeech of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi {Mr. GEORGE] quite a large amountof morn- 
ing business was transacted. It is now half after 5 o’clock, and 
I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will let the Senator 
from Virginia proceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, but that was distinctly understood Satur- 


day. 
if r. HARRIS. So I understand. 
Mr. HUNTON. Have I the right to proceed, Mr. President? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia will 
proceed. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I must beg the indulgence of 
the Senate for a few minutes to explain my vote on the pending 
bill. It isa bill to tax dealers in “ options” and “ futures,” re- 
quiring them to obtain licenses, and for other purposes. Itisa 
bill that will tend to suppress gambling in farm products, and 
it is claimed and believed will tend to inerease the price of the 
same. i[faresult so benignant can be predicted, then we should 
pause and hesitate long before we vote against it. 

It is ones some and scarcely denied by any that the 
tendency of this bill will be to increase the price of most of the 
products of the farm and enable the farmer to make at least the 
cost of their production. Whatis the condition of agriculture 
to-day? Deplorable in the extreme. The best-judgment of the 
condition of the people engaged in any pursuit is founded on 
the condition of those around you. 

I live in a fertile section of the State of Virginia, more than 
equal in produetiveness to the rest of the State. The farmers 
in this section raise corn, wheat, oats, eattle,and hogs. A large 
number of cattle are bought in the fall of the year, fattened, 
and the following spring and summer shipped to the Northern 
markets and to Europe. For many years alter the war, and up 


to 1875, this was one of the most thriving communities I ever 


knew. 

‘The soldiers came home from the war with nothing but the 
blue sky above and the naked earth beneath them. They com- 
menced with an industry and zeal I never saw equaled to repair 
their broken fortunes, to build their houses and fences, and eu'- 
tivate with their own bands their crops. An old broken-down 
army horse frequently constituted their all in that line to begin 
with. A kind Providence blessed their labors and rewarded 
them with abundant crops. Prices were very high; corn, a dol- 
lar a bushel; wheat, two dollars to two and a half a bushel: eat- 
tle bought in the fall would sell for three times their original 
price in the next summer. 

This condition of affairs continued until 1875. I do not mean 
that the prices named were always secured through that whole 
seriod, but I do mean that everything produced on the farm 

re very high prices. The result was the most thriving people 
I have ever known. The farmers of Fauquier County were get- 
ting rich. [have often said, and I repeat it here, that the peo- 
ple of my State could never have risen from their impoverished 
condition after the war but for the high prices that then pre. 
vailed. What was true of my section was true of the rest of the 
State—indeed, of all the Southern States and the whole country. 
The prices of lands went up, the more fertile selling as high 
as $50 peracre. The people were happy, the scars of the war 
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were rapidly healing, and the sad memories of the terrible con- 
flict rapidly passing away. 

Things changed; the price of wheat scarcely paid the cost of 
production even when abundant crops rewarded the industry of 
the farmer. The price of corn fell to 40 cents a bushel, and the 
price of beef fell so low that the grazier had to look to increased 


weight to pay for the corn and grass fed to them, and frequently | 


failed to realize enough for the purpose. Land greatly depreci- 


ated; those that would formerly bring $50 per acre will now | 


scarcely command $25. 
commanded high prices they were generally purchased by 
neighbors and county men. Now,none such are able to buy, and 
our land purchasers, as a general thing, come from the cities 
and money centers. 


It sequires no prophetic eye to see that if this condition of af- | 
fairs continues but a few years the farming interest is absolutely | 


ruined. Insolvency is now staring many of them in the face. 
As the years pass by the number of bankrupt farmers will in- 
crease until the finest population of the country, broken down, 
overwhelmed with debt, will become paupers. 
seen a finer body of men than the Southern farmers. 
homes were the abode of intelligence, cultivation, and the finest 
hospitality inthe world. Itwas one of the greatest pleasures to 
entertain gratuitously the stranger that came within their gates. 
The worthy poor were never turned away hungry or naked. 
Should no effort bo made to save such a people? 
can be done here to give even partial relief, should we not hasten 
with pleasure to do it? 
lative body that says no deserves to be overtaken by the fats 


that threatens these noble people and to feel the gnawing of the | 


hunger which must soon be felt by them and their wives and 
children. 


I, for one, feel that something can be, ought to b2, and must | 


be done. Far be it from me to charge that this condition of af- 
fairs is brought about by dealing in ‘‘ futures” and ‘‘ options” 
alone. It is one of the causes, but one of the least of them. 


The farmer gets no protection for his products, while every- | 


thing he buys is protected by the most iniquitous tariff that ever 
cursed a people. 


increased price. Jiverything, from a trace chain up, with which 
he cultivates his unprotected and nonpaying crops is more costly 
by reason of this tariff. Foreign-made articlesare taxed so high 
that the products of the farm are. to some extent excluded from 
many of the markets of the world, especially of those where trade 
is not by buying and selling for money but by barter or ex- 
change. 

By the operations of this tariff the money of the country is 
drawn to the money centers, gets into the hands of the money 
kings and is used not to help the people, but to oppress them. 
This is one of the great and leading causes of the distress among 
farmers. But it is only one. 

During the period of prosperity and good prices for agricul- 
tural products gold and silver stood on the same basis. The law 
recognized the right of all holding either metal to have it coined 
at the mints free of cost, and then each was equally money to be 
used in the commerce and business of the country. Money was 
comparatively abundant. Currency was fully up to the wants 
of the people. 

But in 1873 silver was demonetized and gold was made the 
only metal money of the country. This act was conceived in 
fraud and executed almost in secret. To the surprise o/ the 
country the people and most all of the Representatives found 
that vent their knowledge or consent silver had been demon- 
etized. 


From that time on to the present money has been growing | 


scarcer year by year, and the prices of the farm products have 
been growing less and less until the country has reached a point 
where ruin stares the farmer and the laborer in the face. The 
present condition of the country is very favorable to the manu- 
facturer and to the money kings, they adding yearly to their 
already large fortunes; but while the rich are becoming richer 
the poor are becoming poorer. 

It seems impossible at this time to give relief to the people by 
enacting a fair tariff law and by the free coinage of silver. 

The only thing left to us is to pass this antioption bill. It 
seems to be conceded it will afford some relief. Confidence is 
felt by many that it will be most beneficent in its results. I 
only maintain that it will tend to give relief. It is opposed by 
those who deal in options and futures. Why? It must be be- 
cause they make money out of this dealing. Who pays this? 
It must be subtracted from the price which the farmer would 
otherwise get. 

Who advocate earnestly the passage of this bill? The farmers 
who produce by their labor the prohibited articles. Why? Be- 
cause they believe that a part of the price they should receive 


Up to 1875 when lands were sold and | 


Yo one has ever | 
Their | 


If anything | 


The member of this or any other legis- | 


By the operation of this tariff every yard of | 
cloth that clothes himself, his wife and his children, bears an | 


| 

| for these products goes into the pockets of these dealers in 

| options and futures. This dealing has been pronounced over 

' and over again to be gambling by courts all over this land, and 

contracts founded on them declared against public policy and 
bones These contracts are mald in se and should be mald pro- 

| hibita. 

wee reasons should be given to justify a vote against this 

| bill. 

The main if not the only plausible reason given by those who’ 
will vote against it is that it is unconstitutional. This is a con- 
| clusive reason, if true. Beneficent as I consider this law, its 
| beneficence would be purchased too dearly if it cost a violation 
| of the Constitution, which all must regard as the very pal'adium 
of our liberty. 

The bill proposes to tax the dealers in futures and options. 
| The result may be to tax them out of existence. Is this a 
| violation of the Constitution? The Supreme Court in the case 
of the Veazy Bank vs. Fenno, reported in 8 Wallace, decided 
that the tax on State-bank notes for circulation was constitu- 
tional under the power conferred on Congress ‘‘ to lay and col- 
lect taxes.” We all know that this tax of 10 per cent did and 
was intended to tax State-bank notes out of existence. Why is 
that law constitutional and this unconstitutional, though it may 
have the good effect of taxing the vocation of dealersin “‘ futures 
and options” out of existence? 

In 1886 Congress passed a law to tax the manufacture and sale 
| of oleomargarine. It has been on the statute book six years and 
no one has attempted to or at least succeeded in an effort to de- 
| clare this law unconstitutional. This power of taxation con- 
ferred on Congress seems to be unlimited. The only question 
| seems to be is it wise and politic to exercise it? 
| The very able argument of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] in behalf of his amendment, to which we have just 
| listened, has satisfied me that his amendment is right and re- 
| moves all objection to the constitutionality of the bill from the 
minds of many of its friends. By this amendment the dealing 
in futures and options is prohibited under penalties, and is 
| probably better calculated to suppress this immoral and inju- 
rious practice. I shall support this amendment. 

But another objection to the bill was made in the brilliant 
and able speech — it made by my friend and colleague. 
He said the twelfth section of the bill imposed a tax of $2 on 
the sale for future delivery by farmers who owned or were en- 
titled to the possession of the said articles embraced in said con- 
tract. 

By referring to this twelfth section it will be found that the 
license fee of $2 is imposed on ‘‘ — person, association, co- 
partnership, or corporation, except as hereinbefore provided in 
section 2.” As to section 2, there is nothing that enables the 
Government to impose a tax on farmers upon products which 
they raise, and I beg here to insert section 2 to show that my 
| statement is correct: 


Sc. 2. That for the purposes of this act the word “futures ’’ shall be under- 
stood to mean any contract or agreement whereby a party contracts or 
agrees to sell and deliver to another or others at a future time, or within a 
designated period, any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act, 
when at the time of making such contract or agreement the party so con- 
tracting or agreeing to sell and make such delivery, or the party for whom 
he acts as agent, broker, or employé in making such contract or agreement, 
is not the owner of the article or articles so contracted or agreed to be sold 
and delivered, or has not theretofore acquired by purchase, and is not then 
entitled to the right to the future possession of such article or articles under 
and by virtue of a contract or agreement for the sale and future delivery 
thereof previously made by the owner thereof: Provided, however, That no 
provision or requirement of this act shall apply to any contract or agreement 
for the future delivery of any of said articles made for and in behalf of the 
United States, or of any State, Territory, county, or municipality, with the 
duly authorized officers or agents thereof, nor to any contract or agreement 
made by any farmer or Bm age 9 for the sale and delivery at a future time, or 
within a designated period, of any of said articles belonging to said farmer 
or planter at the time of making such contract or agreement, and which have 
been grown or er ea or at said time are in actual course of growth or 
production, on land owned or occupied by such farmer or planter} nor to any 
contract or ment made with any farmer or planter to furnish and de- 
liver to such farmer or planter at a future time, or within a designated pe- 
riod, any of said articles which are required as food, forage, or seed by such 
farmer or planter, his tenants, or employés, nor to any contract or agree- 
ment made with any retail dealer to furnish and deliver to such retail dealer 
at a future time, or within a designated period, any of said articles for use 
in his trade or business as such retail dealer, nor to any contract or agree- 
ment made with any person to furnish and deliver to such person at a future 
time, or within a designated period, any of such articles which are purchased 
for the consumption of such person, his family, guests, servants, or em- 
ployés, or of any domestic animal or animals belonging to such person. 


So that by the proviso of the second section no provision or 
requirement of the act shall apply to any farmer or planter for 
sale and delivery at a future time of any of said articles belong- 
ing to the farmer or planter and which have been grown or are 
growing on land owned or occupied by him, or by one farmer to 
another for food, forage, or seed, or with any retail dealer to 
deliver at a future time for use in his trade. Every other per- 
son is treated as a dealer in futures and required to pay a license 
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fee of $2. It is not subject to the severe criticism of the oppo- 
nents of the bill. 

I confess I do not admire this twelfth section, and shall vote to 
strike it out so that the act may be applicable to those only who 


sell for future delivery when they do not own and do not expect | 


to own the articlessold, and expressly excepts the contracts which 
the Senator said were embraced in section 12. 


the main objections to the bill proposed to amend it? I have not 
heard any such proposition from one of them. The patron of 
the bill has offered an amendment striking out the twelfth sec- 
tion. I shall vote for it. 

I think the bill a good one; that it will tend to abolish gam- 
bling in farm products to the injury of thefarmer. I think it is 
constitutional within the decisions of the Supreme Court. The 
most that can be said in that direction against this bill is that 
its constitutionality may be doubtful. If this position be well 
taken i shall solve the doubt in favor of the producer and vote 
for the bill. 


Mr. President, I have in my hand valuable opinions of well- | 


informed persons on the operation of this bill, also extracts from 
newspapers, etc., without consuming the time of the Senate in 
reading them I will print them as part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to 
the request of the Senator from Virginia. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


SOME EDITORIAL COMMENTS ON “SHORT SELLING” AND BOARD 
OF TRADE METHODS. 


[From the Chicago Tribune, January 16, 1892.] 


THE ‘‘BEAR’’ GRAIN GAMBLERS. 


The great point made by the advocates of the antioption bill is that it will 
put a stop to the practice of the grain gamblers who throw large quantities 
of mythical wheat on the market for the express purpose of breaking prices 
and then buy in at the decline. This is so uttery opposed to the interests of 
legitimate holders of ore that it is no wonder they feel sore whenever 
they have reason to believe the value of their possessions has been reduced 
perhaps several cents on the dollar by such action. It isin the hope of putting 
an effectual check to this nefarious “ business,’’ and not from any desire to 
interfere with the course of real trading in actual produce, that the measur: 
is being pressed. 

The rushing in to sell with the deliberate intention of forcing down prices 
may be a far less frequent occurrence than is supposed. The selling on 
spasms of weakness is often done by men who are anxious to prevent a 
further loss which they fear would come if immediate selling were not re- 


sorted to. The commission merchant who is “long” for a customer with | 


margin nearly exhausted by a previous decline, or who is acting under orJers 
to sell in case the market involves a stated amount of loss, is at such times 


the greatest ‘ bear,’ in fact though not in intention, as in his anxiety to sell | 
in competition with others who are actuated by the same motive he isapt to | 


offer at a price he thinks will instantly attract a buyer on a weak market. 
But enough of the other has been done to make it acrying evil. Itis so in 
the bucket shops. Their customers are mostly of theclass known as * buy- 
ers,” and when the boss has got on his books a line of several million bush- 
els all on that side itis to his interest to wipe out the bettors by sending on 


*change an order to sell enough to force the market below the limits at | 


which the accounts in the bucket shop would be closed. Occasionally ons or 
other of the “‘ big men” on the floor has resorted to similar tactics to force 
the market. his way, and there is good reason to believe that this has been 
done with the deliberate intention of making the lowest possible price on a 
big lot of wheat which it was suspected a large holder had given orders to 
sell. But the latter is the exception, and the bucket shops arenot now doing 
such a big business in raking in small bets as to make it worth while for 
their proprietors to administer ‘knock-down blows’”’ to the regular mar- 
ket. till it cannot be denied that the situation is open to such an attack 
at any moment during trading hours. There is no rule of the Board to pre- 
vent it, and such a rule might be ineffectual if placed on the books, as it is 
difficult to define the motives of a man acting through an agent who seldom 
discloses even the name of his principal, and is interested in making the 
sale because he thereby earns a ‘‘commission.”’ 


Whether bucket-shop proprietors, outside speculators, or gambling mem- | 


bers of the Board, the men who give these selling orders for the purpose of 
breaking the market are enemies of the farmer and of the honest grain mer- 
chant. e claim has been set up for them that they actfor “the widow and 
the orphan,” meaning thereby that they work for the benefit of the consumer, 
whose interest it is to buy food as gheaply as possible. This is mere bosh. 
They act from the basest and most sordid of motives, and it would be well if 
they could be Sey ———. They are ge in the community, 
equally objectionable as is the grip or the typhoid fever, and the fact that 
some of them roll in their carriages and maintain expensive establishments 
with the money thus basely wrung from the honest producer only makes 
their crime against the community all the greater, as they have not the ex- 


cuse of the petty thief that he steals in orderto live. The question is ifthey | 


can be barred out by any law or ecg poe ee that will not seriously interfere 
with the course of regular business. It might be found difficult to so consti- 
tute a market that there should be the desired amount of buying without 
any short selling. If the short selling by bear gamblers which is complained 
of can be weeded out as a pestiferous nuisance it ought to be done. 


[From Wichita Eagle, March 25, 1892.] 


FAIR DEALING FOR THE FARMERS. 


The Hatch and Washburn antioption bills now before Congress is causing 
heated discussions and denunciations in the pits of the various boards of 
trade and exchanges throughout the Uni States. The fear of the pas 
sage of these bills has hurried up the operators in efforts to counteract the 

wing public sentiment in favor of honest, fair trade between owners of 

he property and investors for distribution orexport. Resolutions are bein, 
and amendments being made to suppress, or rather adjourn, al 
ucket shops, curb, and alley trading in puts, calls, spreads, straddles, 
eee eals, clearing house and evening ups, until after Congress ad- 
ourps all of which looks suspicious, for if these boards of trade and ex- 
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to the criticism made upon this section 12, how easy to amend | 
it? Has any gentleman who has criticised this sectionas one of | 
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changes are honestly in favor of legitimate barter between owners of prop- 
erty and buyers, either for investment, manufacture, export, or distribution, 
they can stop all of this bearing down of values by nonowners by changing a 
| number of rules under which these organizations now act, viz: The mar- 
- rules of Chicago, which permit the board of directors to fix margin 
values. 
| The rule that permits the Chicago Board of Trade directors to change the 
mode and place of delivery after contracts are made. The St. Louis corner 
rule, the New York cotton rule, that makes the buyer of a certain grade take 
any grade that may be tendered at differences fixed without consent of the 
buyer. There are other objectionable rules that need either expunging or 
remodeling. After these boards of trade do this, let them adopt the Hatch 
or Washburn bills and build up the commerce of the United States on an 
honest basis governed only by supply and demand, insisting that all contracts, 
spot or future, shall be made in actual good faith. Punish any other man 
| who sells what he does not own, or is not the authorized agent to sell from 
| the actual owner. Make it felony to utter false sales, false contracts, false 
| reports of overproduction or underconsumption, false reports of hot grain 
in elevators, yellow fever scare on hog products, and rumors of failures, 
either of banks or individuals; infact, elevate the character of the exchanges 
and protect the commerce of the United States. 


[The Chicago Inter Ocean, April 12, 1892.] 


| PARDRIDGE PLAYS WELL—AFTER SEVERAL LIVELY PASSES THE SPECULATOR 
| COMES OUT ON TOP. 


It was aday of greatexpectations and surprising realizations on the board 
| Of trade yesterday. 

Nearly every trader, and also the pete in general. expected to see 
“Uncle” Ed. Pardridge, the greatest living bear speculator, run in on his 
short line, popularly estimated at 10,000,000 bushels. It was also expected 
that the price of wheat would be advanced higher than the skylight in the 
Exchange Hall. 

The galleries filled up eariy in the morning with an anxious lot of lookers 
on, who wanted to see the fireworks inthe pit. They witnessed nothing 
| unusual in the action of thespeculators in or outof the pit until about noon. 

Uncle’ Ei Pardridge was around early, but appeared to take no more 
than his customary interest in the wheat market, and left the place fre- 
ew to visit the commission houses or the first floor of the board build- 

ng. 

Up to the noon hour there was nothing out of the ordinary run in the mar- 
ket. The trading was large, but not at all showy, and price changes had 
only been 2} cents. The last hour witmessed the greatest excitement, as 
prices dropped and advanced with lightning-like rapidity, and for a time it 
was difficult to keep track of the market. 

The Government crop report, indicating a yield of winter wheat ranging 
from 309,000,000 bushels to 325,000,000 bushels against acrop of 392,000,000 bush- 
els last year, was expected to create a very bullish sentiment anne trad- 
ers. It brought in many buying traders from the outside, and the big and 
little commission houses were very free buyers at thestart. The local crowd 
of traders were also mostly of the opinion that prices would surely advance, 
and loaded up freely. The rush to buy at the start caused the market to 
| open wild at | to 1} cents advance, saies for May being made at 84 to 84} cents 
| at the same time in different parts of the pit. he increased buying started 
| prices upward, and it was not long before wheat was selling at 85 cents, and 
soon jumped to 85} cents, or 2 cents higher than Saturday’s close. 

‘Uncle’ Ed Pardridge was not at all alarmed atthe advance. He knew 
that He was the only large short in the market, and believed that the situa- 
tion did not warrant the advance. Onthe way up from 84 to85} cents hesold 
about 100,009,000 bushels. The foreigners were also well represented, and 
it was their selling as much as that by the local longs and by “ Uncle” Ed 
Pardridge that checked the advance and turned values downward. 

The attitude of the foreigners in selling heavily both here and at the sea- 
board was a very important factor in turning what started out as a bull day 
into a pronounced bear one. 

After prices commenced to decline they slid off very rapidly to 83} cents, 
where they rested for a time and then reacted to 83} cents. The rally wasof 
short duration, and shortly after midday the price had tumbled to 82 cents, 
then to 814 cents. There was good buying on the break, and a rally to 81} 
cents followed. The longs who loaded up early had been getting even since 
the price fell below 8 cents, and as the downward tendency was increased by 
the continued pressure of long stuff the price again turned down and did not 
| stop until 80} cents was reached, or 5} cents below the highest point of the 
morning and 2} cents below Saturday’sclose. The last sales were at 80} cents. 

After the price dropped below 84 cents Pardridge commenced to buy heay- 
ily. He covered the 1,000,000 bushels he sold early with a profit of 1} cents, 
and also bought 2,509,000 to 3,009,000 bushels more between +0} and 83} cents. 
At th? close his broker, A. J. Cutler, said that he was unable to tell how much 
wheat he had bought, but that the quantity was about 2,000,000 bushels in ex- 
cess of his sales on Saturday and yesterday, and that his short line had been 
reduced considerably. 

To see a 5-cent break in the price of wheat follow a 2§-cent bulge completely 
demoralized the Lo mae ti community. 

Well-posted traders who keep close watch of the market, placed Pardridge’s 
winnings for the day at #25,000 to 50,000. His short interest has been reduced 
3,000,090 to 4,000,000 bushels, and it is not believed to be over 5,000,000 to 6,000,- 
000 bushels. : 

The play that Pardridge has made has never been equaled on the short 
| side. "here has never*been a trader bold enough to play such a line ina 
straight open way and win with the speculative crowd against iim. Itisa 
play such as operators seldom, if ever, make but once in a lifetime, and it 
never may be witnessed again. Thus far, Pardridge is master of the situa- 
tion, — materially assisted by a combination of influences that might not 
oceur again in & year. 


[From the lowa State Register, Thursday, April 14, 1892.) 


THE GRAIN GAMBLERS MUST GO. 


It has often been said that ‘‘ Liverpool makes the market prices on grain 
for all the world.” That statement has been proven false by the success of 
Ed. Pardridge, Chicago’s famous, or rather infamous “plunger.” During 
the past six months he has absolutely dictated the values of grain in all the 
markets of the earth, and he has recklessly robbed the farmers of the United 
States of hundreds of millions of dollars by the low prices he has been able 
to establish for his own speculative purposes. His success this week sup- 
plies all the further evidence that nas been necessary to induce both Houses 
of Congress to pass the antioptionlaw. The grain gamblersshould bedriven 
out of the temples of trade. If they must gamble, let them bet on the num- 
ber of grains of sand on the lake and sea shores, and the world’s visible sup- 
ply of sand. Bidding down the values of grain has exactly the same effect 
as bidding down the value of labor and agreeing to supply a certain number 
| of laborers for a certain month or year atreduced wages. The farmers de- 
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mand protection from the grain gamblers, and it should be promptly ex- 
tended by a law that will tax every bushel of grain bought and sold in op- 
tions, but not interfere with legitimate transfers of actual grain. 


(From. the Chicago Tribune, May 15, 1892.] 


THE BOARD OF TRADE. 
EVANSTON, ILL., May 12. 


Eprror OF THE TRIBUNE: It is somewhat amusing to one who is opposed 
to all kinds of gambling, whether it be faro, betting on the races, or on the 
rise and fall of grain and product, to note the aggressiveness with which 
you try to suppress certain kinds of gambling. But why do you uphold 
that giant fountain head of gambling from which all bucket shops and kin- 
dred evils spring—the Board of Trade? 

In all your arguments against the Hatch bill there is not one sentence to 
show that the practices followed by the Board of Trade are not gambling. 
Why suppress one sort of gambling and uphold another? 

Not long since you published in detail the account of a happy home wrecked, 
reduced to poverty and disgrace through the Chicago Board of Trade. 

Not long since you applauded Mr. Pardridge as the hero of the hour be- 
cause he ‘‘made”’ half a million in a sing:e day. 

How did he makeit? Not by buying grain and selling it at an advance. 
Oh, no! He simply bet that wheat would not rise, and itdid not. Did he 
not win the half million instead of making it? If so, some one must have 
lost an equal amount. ’ 

Perhaps a dozen or a hundred unfortunates lost what Mr. Pardridge won. 
Perhaps that single day wrecked many happy homes, and yet you applaud 
the so-called hero of that eventful day. 

Less than ten years ago the writer lived ina small city not ahundred miles 
from Chicago. He can remember distinctly of a score of happy homes that 
were broken - and reduced to poverty. Drunkenness, crimes, and family 
separations followed—all the direct result of operations on the Chicago Board 
of Trade, not the Open Board or the bucket-shops. 

Not one of them was tempted with the “tiger,” the ‘‘ bull and bear " were 
their favorites, but, as in other kinds of gaming, they bet on the wrong side. 
Show me one home broken up by all other kinds of gambling, and I willshow 
you five that were the direct outcome of operating on the Board. 

B. J. WILSON. 


[The correspondent is decidedly in the wrong in several particulars: 1. If 
he had read what the Tribune had to say on the subject he would be aware 
that it has often stated there is a great deal of trading in and around the 
Board of Trade which is no better than gambling. 2. The Tribune has not at 
any time applauded Mr. Pardridge as the hero of the occasion referred to. 
It reported the facts, as nearly as they could be ascertained, but no more 
applauded him or them than it would the man who is reported to have com- 
mitted murder or burglary. 38. It is exceedingly probable that the gains of 
the gentleman were overstated by the gossips who were quoted. 4. The 
correspondent might with equal justice demand a denunciation of the oak 
because it allows the parasitic mistletoe to grow and twine around it. Ap- 
parently he forgets that the Board has a legitimate function. The Tribune 
does not approve of gambling, either on the Board or outside. But it does 
not feel called upon to denounce the city of Chicago at wholesale as an as- 
semblage of robbers because some thousands of bad cLaracters live here.— 
Editor Tribune. | 


{From the Cincinnati Price Current of May 23, 1889.] 


_ An old provision broker, in discussing trade changes, said that a few years 
ago he had occasion to fill orders for meat pretty freely for a Southern buyer, 
and each time an order was received the market was lower than previously; 
still the quantity called for was undiminished, and the buyer continued to 
manifest cheerfulness, The broker finally wrote to the buyer for an expla- 
nation as to how he could manage to make money on the steadily downward 
course of the market, and in his reply the buyer said: 

“When I buy 50,000 pounds of meat of you, I sell 100,000 pounds in Chicago; 

and I keep happy and prosperous.” 

This buyer of actual product had a trade which he needed to keep sup- 
lied, but in doing which he could not, for the time being, escape more or 
ess of loss between the cost and the price realized, but he understood the 
“hedging” business. But right here comes in the ey ss to how much 
of the responsibility for the depression in values which this operator found 
it necessary to hedge against was directly due to the opportunities which 
the option system itself furnished, through offerings in large volume of that 
which in fact did not exist, the competitive effectof which being the sameas 
if such property could have been called into existence? Here is the evil: 
The sale of “‘ wind” contracts, inflated by the margin system, having the 
— a in influencing values that an equal offering of actual property 
would have. 





[Robert Lindbioom in Chicago Daily Press.] 
“SHORT SELLING.” 


A masierly presentation of the views of one of the most prominent operators upon 
the Chicago Board of Trade—He cuts deep to the bone and brushes away soph- 
isiry and false arguments with facts and logic. 


On the all-absorbing topic of commercial interest in the city of Chicago- 
the Daily Press has consulted one of the best_ known and largest operators 
on the Board of Trade, and herewith presents his views verbatim et literatim. 

There is no question any longer as to the | ae 2 ey if an antioption law 
will pass; the only question is as to what kind of a bill can be , 

The average member of an exchange is never guilty of mak existence 
burdensome by treating any proposition ee When Senator 
WASHBURN and Farmer HarcuH introduced their bilis the average member 
was sure that no such bills could be passed, and they bet their money on it. 

These men. bred in an atmosphere of perverted ideas, who have imbibed 
the doctrine that short selling was speculation, could not conceive that leg- 
islation could ever strike down their false gods, because, forsooth, they were 
enshrined in the charter of a board of trade. 

Yesterday, when the emissaries of the board returned from Washington, 
and prociaimed the fact that the representatives of the American people at 
Washington were bound to strike down the gambling devices erected under 
the shadow of speculation, then these same men, who, a few days ago, were 
sure that no such bill coul! be passed, all ch front, and with one ac- 
cord, proclaimed that if such a bill were passed it would ruin the farming 
interest, and in order to emphasize their opinion they joined issue and by 
main force broke the market several cents, in order tointimidate legislators. 

They did not know that they were furnis ammunition to their execu- 
tioners. What stronger argument can be furnished in favor of the Hatch or 
Washburn bill than the spectacle that few men, having no wheat, can in one 
hour lower the selling price of the wheat crop $24,000,000, when foreign mar- 
kets were strong and higher, and every legitimate influence pointing to 
higher prices. The prompt passage of the Hatch bill should naturally result 
from this manifestation of bravado, and it will do so, and when the intoxi- 
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cation has subsided, it will be found that the real effect of the bill will be to 
add at least 10 per cent to the selling value of wheat. 

There is so much nonsense indulged in, so much sophistry resorted to, 
that in order to clear the outlook it is necessary to brush away the cobwebs; 
what do we see? Supply and demand regulate values. Both sides claim 
that. The board of trade men and the owners of elevator systems prate 
about the necessity of hedging: that is, of selling to somebody as a matter 
insurance. The bankers Say it is necessary to protect property by sales 
for future delivery, and the miller pretends to say that he too must sell for 
future delivery against his flour; and so the argument goes on to prove that 
everybody must sell at the same time they buy or soon after. But nobody 
has as yet, in this discussion, said a word about that poor fellow whois buying 
all this wheat which the miller, the grain-buyer, the banker, and the pure 
short seller sells as a matter of business or gamble. 

Everybody seems to agree that selling for future delivery is a necessity, a 
blessing, or a privilege, but if this be so, then the fool who buys for future 
delivery what everybody concedes to be a necessity to sell must be a public 
benefactor. Who is that public benefactor who buys the grain when the 
farmer rushes his wheat to a glutted market; when the elevator proprietor 
in the country dares not buy without selling an equal amount; when the 
miller dare not buy without hedging in Chicago; and when, on top of this, 
the short seller throws his supplies on an already overburdened market— 
who buys it all? Who buys it when Dodge advertises to the world that we 
have more wheat for sale than the world needs? Who buys it when the 
idiots at the heads of the agricultural departments in the different States 
outdo Dodge, and proclaim that there are bigger fools at the different capi- 
tals than at Washington? Who buys it in the face of all that railroad man- 
ipulators and land boomers can do to exaggerate production? Who buys it 
in spite of the demand nullified by the bucket shops and in spite of the ficti- 
tious supply furnished by sales against wheat bought in India, South Amer- 
ica, and afloat on the ocean? 

Who buys all these contracts for future delivery offered in Chicago ever 
day in that great wheat market which is fast becoming the slop-bucket of all 
the nervous and disgrunted grain dealers in the world? 

I will tell you who buys it. 

It is the American speculator, who believes that a bushel of wheat should 
be par in Chicago, and who continues to believe so in spite of Government, 
State, and board of trade legisiation to the contrary. 


There are in sight now over 40,000,000 bushels of wheat. The American 


specmiatce has bought it all for delivery to him next May. There are over 


.000,009 in sight in country warehouses, and hedge sales have been made 
against that in Chicage, so the speculator hasto buy that too, and as though 
that was not enough the professional short sellers and the sellers against 
fiour and wheat in foreign countries have sold at least 50,000,000 bushels of 
wheat in Chicago,which weighs just as caer as the sale of actual wheat. In 
fact, it weighs heavier, for while the seller of May wheat against actual hold- 
ings has completed his transaction and has no further interest in it, the pure 
short seller has an interest in further depressing the market, and in order to 
doso he resorts to every iniquity known to the trade. 

Is there in all America one sane man who will assert that it is of advan- 
tage to the producer to have the supply artificially increased from ¢5,000,000 
to 115,000, bushels? Is there really anybody so obtuse as to assert that the 
sale and constant pressure of 50,000,000 artificial supply on the market is of 
benefit to the producer? 

It seems there is, but itis gratifying to know that these s 
found only among that generation which has been develo 
selling was confounded with speculation. 

Short-selling is a recent invention, made in Milwaukee only thirty years 


ago. 

It is unknown in the real-estate business and in the dairy business, which 
in its magnitude overshadows the entire grain trade. It is known only toa 
limited extent outside the n and stock exchanges and does not forma 
necessary part in the legitimate transactions of a grain business. To say 
that a short seller must become a buyer again is sophistry. He does buy 
age either when by his methods he has placed the owner of actual grain at 
his mercy, or he buys from another short seller who is willing to take his 
place. The supply from short sales isnever completely eliminated, and only 
on rare occasions, when the farmers are unable to deliver, is this supply even 
partly eliminated. Whenever it is eliminated at all it is when farmers are 
unable to —_ by the high prices then prevailing, and this goes to show 
what would result if this supply was permanently eliminated. 

I have shown that the American speculator under all circumstances bears 
the brunt of all the sales that are claimed as necessary. Does anybody sup- 
pose that the ardor of this speculator will decrease if he finds that the sup- 

ly decreases? If to-day he had only to buy the actual wheat in sight, would 

e not be more cheerful than if, as now, he has to buy 50,000,000 short wheat 
and the Indian and afloat supply besides? : 

Is it not common sense to su se that, if this and other oppressions were 
removed, the American speculator would never let wheat go below par in 
Chicago? Itis only during the past eight years that it has permanently re- 


imens are 
since short- 


mained there, while the ac e of wheat in America is no larger than it was 
ten years ago, and no larger the world, while population has vastly in- 
creased, except in France. 


Iam not arguing in favor of dear bread. I amin favor of cheap bread. I 


am not in favor of legislation. I am simply demonstrating the 
folly of grain exchanges trying to defeat legislation on grounds wholly un- 
tenable. if grainexchanges had the courage to oppose the pro’ legisla- 


tion on philosophical premises, then, possibly, [ would be with these ex- 
changes, but when they endeavor to do so on unimportant pretenses, then 
we are not with them. 

The pro: d legislation will, without any question, add materially to the 
selling value of farm products. It will cut off an artificial supply and in- 
crease the speculative while not diminishing the consumptive demand. 
There can be no real issue as to that. 


. 
FUTURE DEALING IN COTTON—WHAT IT DOES FOR THE SOUTH. 


The following letter, received by a Southern member of Congress, presents 
interesting points on the subject: 





‘““MEMPHIS, TENN., April 21, 1892. 


‘* DEAR Sir: In connection with the Hatch antioption bill, now pending in 
the House of Representatives, I beg your attention to the following facts: 

‘*Prices on actual cotton, in actual sales, in Memphis, the largest interior 
cotton market of the world, declined between Ist October, 1891, and Ist April, 
1892, from 93 cents to 6j cents per pound. 

“T think no well-informed cotton factor here believes that over one-third 
of this decline, if so much, was due to the laws of supply and demand. 

“Fully two-thirds, or 2 cents per pound of this decline, is considered forced 
depr: on, resulting from * future gambling.” 

“The total cotton crop which has come into sight this season. up to this 
time, is only 5 per cent greater than last year. 

“The decline in price is over 30 per cent! 

“According to the New York Financial Chronicle of last week, cotton t 
cloths are now selling at 3, cents, against 3 cents one year ago, and the 
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stocks on hand have been reduced to one-seventeenth (from 560,000 to 34,000 
packages), as compared with one year ago. 

‘Ellison & Co., the highest English authority, and always conservative, say 
the world will consume 8,665,000 bales of American cotton this year, which, 
from present indications, is very near the full extentof this year’s American 


crop. ’ 

oi ubbard, Price & Co., a leading future-dealing firm of New York, have 
just estimated that our next cotton crop will not exceed 6,750,000 bales— 
nearly 2,000,000 bales less than the current rate of cOnsumption. 

‘*With this slight increase in the current rate of production, this heavy 
and regular increase in the rate of consumption, and the steady maintenance 
of prices of cotton goods, why has cotton suffered the enormous decline of 
over 30 per cent in six months? 


In option-dealing and “ future gambling,” alone can be found a cause suf- | 


ficient to work such wide and violent changes in values of the great staple 
of the South under such circumstances. 


ucts. 

Some of the results are: 

1. Loss to the South of not less than 950,000,000 on future contracts. 

2. Lossof not less that % per bale, average—by the enforced decline in price 
of actual cotton crop, say, 8,600,000 bales—making $43,000,000. 
more, but these figures are purposely made conservative. 

3. A bale of middling cotton which for many years has been taken as gilt- 
edged collateral in any bank for 0 is now regarded with suspicion as col- 
lateral for even $25. 

4. Reduction in rental value of cotton lands of $2 to 33 per acre. 

5. Reduction in selling value of cotton lands 30 to 50 per cent. 

6. Destruction of commercial stability and credit in the South. 

7. Poverty and financial distress throughout the cotton-growing sections 
scarcely exceeded since the war. 

The magnitude of the evil surely has not*been realized by our Representa- 
tives. 

Is there any subject or question now confronting Congress, and demand- 
ing its attention, of such commanding and vital importance to the whole 
country, as that involved in the poems of the antioption bill? 

It is to be hoped that the frantic efforts the ‘‘rings’’ are making to defeat 
the measure will not succed, but on the contrary give it strength. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
S. W. HAMPTON, 


Of Hampton Read & Co., Cotton Factors. 
Hon. B. A. ENLOE, “wlats 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


MEMPHIS, TENN., April 21, 1892. 
Believing that the future business as connected with cotton is seriously 
hurtful to the legitimate cotton trade, and as conducted tends to an unjust 
depreciation of values, besides fostering a spirit of wild speculation which 
greatly unsettles the regular trade, we strongly favor the early passage of 
such a law as will restrict future dealing within legitimate lines, and check 
the illegitimate ‘‘gambling’’ deals which, in New York alone, have reached 
such immense proportions as to exceed threefold the entire cotton crop, and 
which even assumes now to establish prices for next fall on the crop before 
it is planted. 

L. S. Lake, cotton factor; W. N. Brown & Co., cotton factors; S. 
W. Hampton, cotton factor; W.S. Lake, merchandise broker; 
L. A. Scarbrough, cotton buyer; The J. M. James Company, 
cotton factors; Wm. Frollich & Co., cotton buyers; L. Kern, 
cotton buyer; Alf. G. Tuther, cotton shipping agent; F. M. 
Norfieet, cotton factor; W. F. Taylor, cotton factor; T. B. 
Haynes, cotton factor; F. D. Talley, cotton buyer; L. D. Mul- 

lins, cotton factor. 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. [understand the Senator from Texas proposes 
to debate the pending measure. It is now nearly 6 o’clock. I 
ask him if he desires to proceed at this late hour? 

Mr. COKE. It will be agreeable to me to go on to-morrow, if 
the Senate wish2s to proceed to other business or to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask, then, that the pending bill be informally 
laid aside if there is morning business or other business the 
Senate desires to transact, so that the Senator from Texas may 
proceed to-morrow when the bill comes up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 


It is really | 
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| debate. 
The great West suffers from the same cause in her grain and meat proi- 





Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done, I should like at least to | 


enter a motion to lay upon the table the motion of the Senator 
from Colorado|Mr. WOLCOTT] to refer the bill to the Committe2 
on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS, It is understood that the Senator from Texas 
will proceed with the discussion to-morrow. We should leave 
the matter open for the Senator from Texas to-morrow. 


Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; I do not wish, of course, to | 


interfere with the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
the Senator from Texas shall have the floor when the bill is 
taken up to-morrow, no matter in what state the measure is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the request of 
the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. AsI understand the Senator from Tennes- 
see, a motion having been submitted by the Senator from Iowa 
to lay my motion to refer on the table, the order of the Senate 
when the bill comes up to-morrow will be that the Senator from 
Texas will submit his remarks uponit, and that then the motion 
interposed by the Senator from Iowa will be voted upon. Is that 
the unanimous understanding? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ator from Iowa to make the motion for action at this time or only 
to enter the motion” 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be giad to have a vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. It must be for action at this time, because it 


Does the Chair understand the Sen- | 





Let it be unanimously understood, then, that | 
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is the pending question. It is not a debatable motion and it 
must be disposed of now, if not withdrawn, or the Senator from 
Texas could not proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to lay on the table is 
not debatable. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course not. 

Mr. COKE. I yielded on the supposition that I should be al- 
lowed to proceed to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had no purpose to interfere with the Sena- 
tor from Texas. If the motion to lay on the table shall prevail, 
then of course the motion to refer falls and the bill is open to 
If the motion to lay upon the table does not succeed, 
then the motion to refer will be pending; that is all. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the motion to refer is a debatable mo- 
tion, so that there is no prejudice in taking the vote now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. [I hope no arrangement will be made now in 
respect to the order of debate, in the absence of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], which will have the efiect to cut 





_him off from speaking under the notice that he gave here this 


afternoon. Weall know that some time ago he gave notices of 
his intention to call up the resolution of the Senator frum Maine 
[Mr. HALE] and submit some remarks on that resolvtion. He 
has delayed doing so because this bill was pending and being 
discussed. ‘To-day he renewed his notice and said that imme- 
diately after the close of the routine business to-morrow he 
should call up that resolution to submit some remarks upon it; 
and I hope nothing will be done to interfere with that pro- 


| ceeding. 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly nothing ought to be done; and I do 
not understand the Senator from Texas to oppose that at all. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. As the matter now stands, when will the 
vote be taken on the motion of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let that take its chances. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Chair to understand that 
the motion of the Senator from Lowa is still pending? 

Mr.HARRIS. The Senator from Texas did not yield the ficor 
for a motion that would cut him off from debating the pending 
measure. 

Mr. COKE. No;I did not yield for a motion that would cut 
me off from debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the motion of the Senator from Iowa can 


| be disposed of at present, no matter how, it leaves a debatable 
| question, upon which the Senator from Texas can proceed. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
that motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ought to do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Iowa has withdrawn his motion to lay on the table. 


I do not wish to press a vote to-night upon 


Very well, then. 
I withdraw the motion, if anybody thinks I 


| Is the Chair correct? 


Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. In view of the fact that it is late, and 
there is doubt as to the presence of a quorum, I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator to withdraw his motion, 
in order that we may have a brief executive session. 

Mr. SANDERS. Will the Senator from Minnesota withdraw 
his motion for a moment? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Very well. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to navi- 
gation in Tampa Bay, Florida; and 

A bill (S. 104) giving authority for the erection of overhead 
wires for the illumination of the city o’ Washington during the 


| encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, during Sep- 


tember, 1892. 
EMPLOYMENT OF 


Mr. SANDERS. I move that the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses of the Senate, Calendar No. 
954, be recommitted to that committee with the amendment of- 
fered by me to the same. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution, reported by Mr. JONES of 
Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate, providing for a select committee to 


PINKERTON MEN. 
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investigate and report to the Senate the facts in relation to the 
employment of Pinkerton men or Pinkerton detectives in con- 
nection with recent differences between workmen and employers | 
at Homestead, Pa. 

Mr.GALLINGER. 
commit the resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SANDERS. My request was that the resolution be re- 
committed to the Committee on Contingent Expenses with an 
amendment which has been offered by me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is not before the 
Senate for consideration. It can only be taken up by unanimo.s | 
consent. 

Mr. SANDERS. 
for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Montana that the resolution be considered at 
the present time? The Chair hears no objection, and the reso- 
lution is before the Senate. The question now is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Montana that the resolution with the 
amendment submitted by him be recommitted to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer an amendment to the resolution 
which has just been recommitted, and ask that it be printed and 
referred to the committee. 

The amendment was referred to the Committes to Audit and 


Do I understand that it is proposed to re- 


I ask unanimous consent that it be taken up 
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Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate and ordered to 
be printed, as follows: 
Insert at end of paragraph 4: 

“And shall also inquire as to the character and pu s2 of any organiza- 
tion or organizations, whether of employers or employés, engaged’ in the 
recent unfortunate controversy; also, whether such vceantaation or organi- 
zations advised or employed force or other unlawful means, or resisted the 
lawful authority, and whether any such organization or organ‘zations em- 
ployed or had planned to employ armed men other than Pinkerton detectives 
to aid them in their purpose or to assist them in resisting the employment 
of others than the members of such organization or organizations or to pre- 
vent the peaceable occupancy and use of property by the rightful owners 
thereof.”’ 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to :\whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2164) granting an increases of pension to Andrew 
Kramer; 

A bill (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis; 

A bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Eliza Smith; 

A bill (H. Rk. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith; and | 

A bill (H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. Ronaldson. | 

fir. DAVIS, from the Committ2e on Pensions, to whom was | 
referred the bill (H. R. 24: 29) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Harley, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report | 
thereon. ; 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on the Library, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a joint resolution (S. R.108) di- 
recting the appraisement of the library of Hubert Howe Ban- 
croft; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2993) authorizing the purchase of 
the Ourdan and Kolb letter-engraving machine for the use of 
the Navy Department, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
sideration of executive business. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I have not withdrawn my motion to ad- | 


I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | 





ourn. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thought the Senator 
from Minnesota had withdrawn his motion. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will do so, as I understand the Senator 
from New Hampshire desires a brief executive session. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of | 
the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, July 26, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive noininations received by the Senate July 25, 1892. 
POSTMASTER. 


Walter D. Stinson, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county 
of Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of Joseph H. Man- 
ley, resigned. 
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CONSULS. 

Soren Listoe, of Minnesota, to b2 consul of the United States 

at Dusseldorf, vice D. J. Partello, recalled. 
_Francis B. Loomis, of Ohio, now commercial agent of the 
United States at St. Etienne, to be consul at that place. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 

Lieut. Col. George B. Sanford, Ninth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
July 22, 1892, vice Carr, Sixth Cavalry, appointed brigadier-gen- 
eral. 

Maj. Reuben F. Bernard, Eighth Cavalry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, July 22, 1892, vice Sanford, Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Moses Harris, First Cava'ry, to bs major, July 22, 1892, 
vice Bernard, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. John P itcher, First Cavalry, to be captain, 
22, 1892, vice Harris, First Calvary, promoted. ~ 

Second Lieut. John T. Haines, Fifth Cavalry, to be first lisu- 
tenant, July 22, 1892, vice Pitcher, First Cavalry, promoted. 

Artillery arm. 

18. Cadet William Chamberlaine, to be addiiional second lieu- 
tenant, instead of second lieutenant in the infantry arm, as nom- 
inated July 7, 1892, and confirmed July 18, 1892, his commission 
having not yet issued. 

ENSIGN IN THE NAVY. 

Second Lieut. John R. Edie, Unit-d States Marine Corps, to 

be an ensign in the Navy, from the 21s‘ instant, to fill a vacancy. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 25, 1892. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Second Lieut. John R. Elie, United States Marine Corps, t 
be an ensign in the Navy. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICS. 
Thomas Frazier, of Placerville, Cal., to be regisier of the lanc 
office at Sacramento, Cal., vice Edmund W. Roberts, dec. asec. 


July 
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Prayer by the Rav. J. H 


HOUSE 
MonpaAy, July 25, 


The Hous? mat at 11 o'clock a. m. 
CUTHBERT, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s p»cceedings was read and approved 
R. A. SPAULDING. 


A bill of the following title, returned from the Senate with 
amendments, was laid before the House: 

A bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of R. A. Spaulding, 
trator of estate of Solomon Blue, deceased. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I move 
amendments of the Senate. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire what change these amend- 
ments make in the amount carried by the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The bill ag passed proposed to 
pay something over $5,000. On investigation in the Sena‘e it 
was found that this property had been disposed of by ths Gov- 
ernment, no! used by it, so that the amount realized by the Gov- 
ernment out of the property was only $672; and a reduction te 
this amount has been made. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY 

A bill of the following title, returned from the Senate with 
| amendments, was laid be‘ore the House: 

A bill (H. R. 4657) to incorporate the Maryland and Washing- 


ad minis- 


concurrence, in th? 


ton Railway Company. 


Mr.HEARD. This bill was introduced by the gentleman fro. 
Maryland [Mr. Compton]. The only change made by the Son- 
ate amendment is this: The bill a3 or iginally passed provided 
that stock or bonds might be issued by the company to an amount 
10 per cent in excess of the actual cost of construction. The Sen- 
ate has amended that provision, s> that the amount of stcck or 
bonds shall not exc2ed the actual cost of construction. This is 
the only change. I move that the amendments be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GALLERY OF ART IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3211) 
to authorize the establishment of an academy and gallery of art 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this bill is an exact counterpart 
of one which has been unanimously approved by the House com- 
mittee, and is now upon the Calendar. 
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This bill was introduced in the House by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CABLE] at the request of an association of public- 
spirited citizens of this District who desire to establish an asso- 
ciation for the encouragement and promotion of art. The meas- 
ure asks no appropriation, and simply proposes to grant to these 
people an act of incorporation. If any further explanation is de- 
sired, I ask the gentleman from [Illinois to give it. In view of 
the fact that there was no opposition to the bill in committee, 
and also on account of the character of the bill, and by reason of 
the fact that the District Committee will not in all probability 
have another day during this session, I ask that the bill be now 
considered. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. 
eration of this bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. Upon the assurance uf gentlemen here that it 
will not take any time, or that if it does the bill will be with- 
drawn, I do not object; otherwise I should. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was read three times, and -passed. 

On motion of Mr. CABLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the 
following titles; which were severally read a first and second 
time, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 2454) for the application of the accretions of the Ca- 
racas awards of 1868 to the new awards made in 1889 and 1890— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2931) to provide for the survey aud transfer of that 
part of the Fort Randall military reservation, in the State of 
South Dakota, for school and other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 2799) to provide for the dedication of the statue 


Is there objection to the immediate consid- 


erected to the memory of the Marquis Marie Jean Paul Roch | 


Yves Gilbert Motier de Lafayette, a major-general in the Army 
of the United States—to the Committee on Public Buildings an1 
Grounds. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


- : 
A bill (S. 3463) to fix the limit of cost of the United States post- 


office building at Buffalo, N. Y.; 

A bill (S. 3213) authorizing the Secretary of War to correct 
the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty-sixth New 
York Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 1137) providing for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Waila Walla, in the Stats of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1131) for the relief of Adolph Loschmidt; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 103) relating to bequests made by the 
late Gen. Cullum. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendment 
the bill (H. R. 6793) to provide for semiannual statements by for- 
eign corporations doing business in the District of Columbia; in 
which the concurrence of the Houss was requested. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 2932) for the relief of Charles T. Garrard. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9172) 
to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway 
Company. 

The SPEAKER. 
for reports. 

The committees were then called in their rezular order. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


The regular order is the call of committ2es 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE, from the Committee on the Post-Office | 


and Post-Roads, submitted the following adverse report: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred a 
certain memorial (and evidence) with reference to a pro “pneumatic 
postal communication,” at Philadelphia, Pa., have considered said memo- 
rial and evidence and do not think the same sufficient to warrant an inves- 
tigation by a committee of the House of Representatives, and request to be 

ischarged from the consideration of the above matter and that this report 
do lie upon the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. 1n the absence of oe the memorial 
will lie on the table and the committee will be discharged from 
its further consideration. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MICHAEL KEEFE, DECEASED. 
Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a confer- 
ence report on the bill (H. R. 1084) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion now standing against Michael Keefe, deceased. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement accom- 
panying the report. _ 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Statement to accompany conference report on H. R. 1084. 

The House agrees to Senate amendment which fixes the date for the hon- 
orable discharge of the beneficiary named in the bill with an amendment 
that no pay or emoluments shall inure to the beneficiary on account of the 
passage of the act. 

The conference report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. ROCKWELL, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the special order fixed 
for to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Monday, July 25, next immediately after the call of com- 
mittees for reports, be set apart for the consideration of the resolution re- 
ported from the Special Committee on the Investigation of the Pension 
Office; this order not to interfere with revenue or appropriation bills or con- 
ference reports. 


Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the District 
of Columbia was called just now. I do not see the chairman of 
the committee in his seat, but 1 would like to have an opportu- 
nity for that committee to call up its business to-day. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House to-day is set avart for 
the consideration of the resolution reported from the special com- 
mittee to investigate the Pension O'fice. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I move to pass that resolution by for the 
present. There are District matters which ought to be consid- 
ere to-day, this being the only day at our disposal, and the mat- 
ter in connection with the Pension Office can be just as well con- 
sidered to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair could not entertain that mo- 
tion except by unanimous consent, this order being fixed by the 
Houss. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Then I ask unanimous consent to pass it 
by for the present, and let. its consideration be taken up to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan and Mr. ENLOE objected. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr.Chairman, I wish to call up a privileged 
matter, to which I think there will be no objection, and which 
will occupy but a very few minutes. I refer to a resolution in- 
troduced on Saturday a week ago by myself and sent to the 
Ways and Means Committee, but not yet reported—a resolution 
of inquiry addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ENLOE. That can go over until to-morrow. 
| pressing. 


Mr. BURROWS. 





It is not 


Tt will taxe but a moment to dispos: of it. 


| Mr. ENLOE. It is not so urgent that it can not wait. 
| Mr. DALZELL. It will not take any time, I can assure the 
| gentleman. 


Mr. ENLOE. I must object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. DALZELL. Let it be acted upon now. 
a@ moment. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the 
-Chair will ask for objection. 

The resolution, relating to the taxes paid by national-banking 
| associations to the United States and to States and municipalities 
and losses by holders of national bank notes, as compared with 
losscs by holders of State bank notes by reason of failure of such 
banks, under the act of March 26, 1867, was read at length. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move the adoption o/ the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That motion can only be entertained by 
| unanimous consent at this time, there bing a privileged matter 
| before the House for its consideration. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
| sicoration of the resolution. This is a privileged matter, I will 
| 


It will take but 


state, under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It is not privileged as against a special 
| order, which assigned to-day to the resolution proposed by the 
| Select Committee Investigating the Pension Office. It could 
| only bs entertained by unanimous consent. 


| Mr. BYNUM. LI object. 
Mr. DALZELL. I will withdraw the resolution for the 
| present. 


| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


| The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
| Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


RETIRED LIST FOR ENLISTED MEN AND APPOINTED 
OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 

back with amendments the bill (H. R. 290) toauthorizea r>tired 

list for enlisted men and appointed petty officers of the United 

States Navy who have served for a portent of thirty years or up 
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wards; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

FORT BROWN MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back, in the nature of a substitute for resolution rela- 
tive to the purchase of Fort Brown military reservation, the 
bill (H. R. 9649) to provide for the purchase of the Fort Brown 
military reservation, Texas, and to extinguish all claims for 
the use and occupation of said reservation; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original resolution was laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT THE CITY OF PLATTSMOUTH, NEBR. 

Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3616) 
providing for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Piattsmouth, Nebr., and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
DAMAGES DONE TO PLANTED OYSTERS AND OYSTER BEDS IN 

RARITAN BAY. 


Mr. FOWLER, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8532) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to 
estimate damages done to planted oysters and oyster beds in 
Raritan Bay and adjoining waters in New York and New Jer- 
sey and to make compensation therefor; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to bs printed. 
TEMPORARY GOVERNMENT FOR THE TERRITORY OF OKLA- 

HOMA, ETC. 

Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on Territories, reported 
back, in the nature of a substitute for House bill 6920 the bill (H. 
R. 9652) to amend ‘‘ An act to provide a temporary government for 
the Territory of Oklahoma and to enlarge the jurisdiction of 
the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Platt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Sonate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference: had further insisted upon its amendments 
numbered 124, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 177, 308, 309, 310. and 
311, disagreed to by the House of Representatives; had disa- 
greed tothe amendment of the House to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 177; asked afurther conference with the House 
on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN as conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1084) 
to remove the charge of desertion now standing against Michael 
Keefe, deceased. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
concurrent resolution; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (‘he House of Representatives concurring), That per- 
mission is hereby granted to the ladies of Washington to give a reception in 
the rotunda of the Capitol, September 19, 1892, to the members of the Grand 
Army ofthe Republic, the Woman’s Relief Corps, and all other visiting or- 


ganizations who may attend the national encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic in September next. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4827) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear and determine the claim of the heir of Hugh Worthing- 
ton, for his interest in the steamer Eastport; 

A bill (H. R. 5684) to authorize the Denison and Northern Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9023) to grant the right of way to the Pensacola 
ee — through the lands of the naval reservation 
near Pensacola; 

A bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to nav- 
igation in Tampa Bay, Florida; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 104) giving authority for the erection 
of overhead wires for the illumination of the city of Wash n 
during the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
during September, 1892. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On July 25, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 9283) authorizing the Leonard Avenue Street 
Railway Company to lay tracks upon certain streets abutting 
United States milttary reservation in the city of Columbus, Ohio; 

An act (H. R. 649) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment; 

An act (H. R. 4871) for the relief of John McMahan; 

An act (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Harriet W. Shacklett; and 

An act (H. R. 669) for the relief of Dabney, Simmons & Co. 

On July 22, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 5119) regulating the construction of building 
along alleyways in the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 5019) for the relief of Amelia R. Webster; 

An act (H. R. 3947) to establish Weather Bureau stations on 
Middle and Thunder Bay Islands, in Lake Huron; 

An act (H. R. 3971) to provide for the opening of alleys in the 
District of Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 108) extending the time in which 
certain street railroads compelled by the act of Congress ap- 
proved August 6, 1890, to change the motive power from horse 
power to mechanical power for one year. 

On July 23, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 7454) authorizing and directing the sale of cer- 
tain property belonging to the United States situate in Pitts- 
burg, Pa.; 

An act (H. R. 402) to establish a division lines between lands of 
the United States and the Pittsburg, Fort Wayne and Chicago 
Railroad Company; 

An act (H. R. 8533) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes: 

An act (H. R. 945) for the relief of Patrick Hyland; 

An act (H. R. 9144) to establish a railroad bridge across the 
Black River, in Arkansas; 

An act (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Richard M. Edwards, of 
Cleveland, Tenn.; 

An act (H.R. 9382) granting a pension to Joseph J. Granberry; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 102) requesting thesloan of certain 
articles for the World’s Columbian Exposition; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 155) to authorize and direct the Sec- 
retary of State to affix the great seal of the United States to a 
certain document therein stated. 

On July 25, 1892: 

_ An act (H.R. 5377) granting a pension to Mary Isabella Hutch- 
ison. 
INVESTIGATION OF THE PENSION BUREAU. 


The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the resolution submit- 
ted by the committee appointed to investigate the Pension Office. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the judgment of the House that Commissioner of Pen- 
sions Green B. Raum should be removed from office by the President for the 
following reasons: 

Because he has demonstrated his unfitness to supervise and govern a 
oyés on account of his hasty temper, ae ae, 
osity, which impel his action in matters of the gravest 
in the cases of Engle, Howard, Taylor, J: 


1. 
lar ge number of em 
and unreasonable an: 
consequence, as evidenced s, 
Renaud, Hayward, Payne, De Arnaud, Peyton, and others, pursuit 
of Hon. GEORGE W. Cooper, following upon an unsuccessful attempt to in- 
jure his reputation. 

2. Because he has prostituted his office for the purposes of private gain. 

3. Because he has prostituted his office for political purposes, ior the 
same as a litical machine, notably in the matter of furnish the Con- 
gressional facilities of the Pension Office to one J. G. Dunbar, a private citi 
—— Indiana, at one time a candidate for Congress against Hon. GEORGE 

. COOPER. . 

Resolved, That it is the judgment of the House that Harvey G. Ellis and Dr. 
J. W. Little should be dismissed, for the reason that they refused to answer 
legitimate and proper questions put to them by the committee. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WHEELER] is recognized. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would like tomake some arrange- 
ments with gentlemen on the other side with regard to the time 
that is to be consumed in the debate on this resolution. I sug- 
gest to gentlemen representing the minority, that we fix upon 
two hours ona side for the debate. Will that be agreeable? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if I may be al- 
lowed a single remark, I am unwilling now to fix wpon any time 
when a vote shall be taken on these resolutions. I think the 
better way is to go on with the discussion for a time at least, and 
see what time will be necessary for a fair and proper discussion 
of these resolutions. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think I anticipate the difficulty that is in the 
gentleman’s mind, Mr. Speaker, and I will say to him that this 
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suggestion looks only to closing the debate at that time. An 
agreement to close debate at the end of two bours on a side 
does not signify that the House will be compelled then to pass 
the resolution. The gentleman will still have the right, if he 
desires to do so, toresort to filibustering against the a gee 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no suggestion of anything of that 
kind. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I repel the insinuation of the 

entleman from Tennessee. This matter has now come into the 

ouse, where it is tobe considered by the House. I want to say 
that this matter has been pressed with undue haste from the 
very beginning. 

Mr. ENLOE. I call thegentleman toorder. We will not dis- 
cuss this case until we get into it in the regular way. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I want simply to say that for 
six months the committee has been engaged in making this in- 
vestigation, and now, before the members of the House have had 
an opportunity 

The SPEAKER. The point raised by the gentleman from | 
Tennessee is well taken. The discussion must proceed in order. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WHEELER] now has the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Lrrrie]. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to occupy 
the attention of the House at any length upon this question; my 
conclusions are contained in the report of the committee. 

As a member of the speciai committee appointed to investigate 
and report upon the Bureau of Pensions, I do not hesitate to say 
that the majority of the committee acted honestly, earnestly, and 
impartially in the conduct of that investigation, notwithstanding 
the strictures and imputations contained in the paper filed by 
the minority. 





COMMITTEE HAVE BEEN FAIR. 


An examination of the testimony taken, together with the re- 
port, willshow that the committee have been fair, and were even 
considerate of the feelings and reputation of all so far as it was 
in their power to be. It bas been as free to praise and exoner- 
ate as it has been to censure and condemn, and I assure the mem- 
bers of this House that it afforded the committee far greater 
pleasure to utter the words of commendation than the words of 
censure. 

NO OTHER FINDING POSSIBLE. 

The committee regret that the evidence presented to it wasof 

such a character that, with due regard for the oath of office 





taken in this House, itcould present no different reportfrom what 
ithas. The committee did not create the evidence; it simply 
listened to what was presented to it. 

The witnesses were chiefly men who in the hour of need had 
offered to sacrifice their very lives in defense of their country, 
and whose names are written upon the honor rolls of a grateful 
Government; men whose integrity has never been questioned; 
men who by faithful service and heroic deeds have earned the 
confidence and esteem of neighbors and friends, the greater 
number of them being of the same political faith as the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 

COMMISSIONER WAS REPRESENTED BY COUNSEL. 

The Commissioner of Pensions was represented at every sit- 
ting of the committee by very able counsel. At the conclusion 
of the taking of evidence opportunity was given counsel to re- 
view the evidence before the committee. This suggestion, how- 
Bver, was not accepted by counsel. 

The minority of the committee state in the paper they pre- 
sented to this House that— 


The majority of the committee seemed determined to fasten crime and 
corruption upon the Commissioner, but having utterly failed to do so by 
evidence they as a last resort sought to do it by inference. 


NEWSPAPERS AHEAD AS USUAL. 


In another paragraph of their paper they say that they coneur 
in some of the recommendations of the committee and might 
have consented to others in a modified form had they had an 
opportunity for a comparison of views with the majority before 
the report found its way into the public press. 

Mr.Speaker, the public press has been a great source of trouble 
to the Commissioner of Pensions. Faithful employés of long 
standing were discharged for reading newspapers—Republican 
newspapers at that—that criticised the managementof the Pen- 
sion Office. Now, the minority of the committee decline to join 
the majority in its findings, because the reporters of the daily 

ress have, as usual, succeeded in obtaining the news a little in 
advance of its authorized publication. The chairman assured 
the committee thatall its members were simultaneously furnished 
with proofs of his suggested report and findings at the same 
time—furnished in that form for convenience of criticism and 
suggestion. 

No one knows how, in many cases, newspapers obtain their in- 
formation, but in this instance I might suggest to our friends of 


the minority that the reporters were constant attendants at the 
sessions of the committee, and it must have been apparent to all 
unprejudiced minds what the report would necessarily be. 
From this statement of the minority it would appear that, after 
all, the findings of the committee, even to their minds, was not 
much at variance with the evidence; the complaint is largely 
against the newspapers. 
A DARK PAGE IN HISTORY OF DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT. 


Mr. Speaker, I do not hesitate to say that an examination of 
the evidence submitted with the report will show that the com- 
miitee would have been derelict in the discharge of its duty had 
it failed to make the report and recommendations it did. I be- 
lieve that the present administration of the Pension Bureau is 
unfortunately one of the few dark pages of our history that have 
oceurred in connection with departmental management. I be- 
lieve it to be a political and moral crime to permit such manage- 
ment to continue when discovered. 

The minority, however, say that the evidence submitted does 
not justify the conclusions of the committee as to the Commis- 
sioner. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not at this time undertake to review the 
more than 1,600 pages ofevidence accompanying the report, but 
hope every member of this House may do soat his early conven- 
ience. 

The committee in its report recommend the adoption of a reso- 
lution in the following words: 

Resolved, That it is the judgment of the House that Commissioner of Pen- 
sions Green B. Raum should be removed from office by the President, and 
for the following reasons: 

1. Because he has demonstrated his unfitness to supervise and govern a 
large number of employés on account of his hasty temper, strong preju- 
dices, and unreasonable animosity which impel his action in matters of 
the gravest consequence, as evidenced in the cases of Engle, Howard, Tay- 
lor, Jennings, Renaud, Hayward, Payne. De Arnaua, Peyton. and others, 
and his pursuit of Hon. GkorcE W. CooPsr. following upon angmsuccess- 
ful attempt to injure his reputation. 

2. Because he has prostituted his office for the purpose of private gain. 

3. Because he has prostituted his office for political purposes, using the 
same as apolitical machine, notably in the matter of furnishing the Con- 
gressional facilities of the Pension Office to one J. G. Dunbar, a private citi- 
zen of Indiana, at one time a candidate for Congress against Hon. GRORGE 
W. CooPER. 

The minority assert that it is cruel to charge the Commissioner 
with unfitness for the important office of Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and find nothing in his conduct to even censure, butmuch 
to approve. In view of the wide difference in the judgment of 
the majority and the minority of the committee, I will very 
briefly call attention to two or three cases which it seems to me 
fully justify the report and the recommendation of the commit- 
tee: 

CASE OF HON. GEORGE W. COOPER. 

Perhaps one of the most serious offenses of the Commissioner 
was his persistentdetermination, by meanso! the P. nsion Bureau, 
to injure the Hon. GEORGE W. COOPER, a member of this House. 
Mr. CooPERr had, in his representativecapacity,in the Fifty-first 
Congress, introduced a resolution calling for an investigation of 
the Pension Bureau. Mr. Commissioner Raum so far resented 
this action of Representative CooPER, that he not only went into 
his district during the following Congressional campaign and 
took the stump in order to defeat his reélection, but prostituted 
his hich office for that purpose. John G. Dunbar was Mr. Coop- 
ER’S contestant for a seat in the Fifty-second Congress. 

PENSION OFFICE USED BY REPUBLICANS RUNNING FOR OFFICE. 


Mr. Raum not only, as [have stated, took the stump in his be- 
half—which the committees do not question his right to do, and 
the minority entirely misapprehend or misrepresent the posi- 
tion of the majority in the case when they presume that they 
criticised his right to speak in behalf or in opposition to any 
candidate—but he did more; he placed the Pension Office at the 
service of Mr. Dunbar for the purpose of securing votes from 
soldiers in that district. There is no contradiction by anyone 
as to this fact. Mr. Raum admitted while a witness before the 
committee that the courtesies of the office were extended to Dun- 
bar for that purpose. He further stated that he had no recol- 
lection of ever having extended similar courtesies of the office 
to anyone outside of officials of the Government, other than ‘‘a 
Republican running for office.” 

This statement by himself is a clear admission that the Office 
has been used for partisan purposes, and to such an extent 
that I am surprised that any member of this House should for 
an instant undertake to justify such management. 

WORTHY APPLICANTS MADE TO WAIT WHILE THE OFFICE WAS RUN AS A 
POLITICAL MACHINE. 

There are hundreds of thousands of cases in the Pension 
Office awaiting adjustment, many of them of aged and crippled 
soldiers, many widows and orphans, who are waiting anxiously 
for the pittance allowed them by the Government to keep them 
from poverty, or possibly the poorhouse itself, and yet under 
such management of Commissioner Raum as is here admitted 
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these worthy soldiers, who had served their country in a time of 
need, were all pushed aside indetinitely while the great Pension 
Bureau of the United StatesGovernment, organized for the pur- 
pose of aiding these old defenders of the flag, should be used for 
the purpose of defeating a Representative who had dared toask 
that this office might be investigated. 

The Pension Bureau is one of the most important and largest 
bureaus under theGovernment. It should be managed upon the 
strictest business principles, and if the chief of that Bureau pros- 
tituted that office, as is here indicated and admitted, in my judg- 
ment he is unworthy to be longer trusted with its management. 

Notwithstanding all the efforts of the Commissioner, Mr. 
COOPER was returned to the Fifty-second Congress, and the Com- 
missioner put on foot measures intended to injure his reputation 
if not entirely to destroy his character. Employés of the Pen- 
sion Bureau, one of whom was the man who states he was born 
in two different places upon the same day, were sent to Indiana 
with money for the purpose of having decoy letters sent to Mr. 
CooPER, in hopes of betraying him into an act which might be 
considered unworthy of a Representative. 

Mr. LIND. I desire to ask my colleague if there is any evi- 
dence that these people went to Indiana with any money? 

Mr. LITTLE. There is. 

Mr. LIND. Where is it? Not in the record. I deny that 
there.is. any evidence or any suggestion of that kind in the rec- 
ord. 

Mr. LITTLE. There is positive evidence, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LIND. I would like the gentleman to refer to it. 

Mr. LITTLE. This Mr. Lineaweaver, who was born twice on 
the same dey, once in the District of Columbia and once in the 
State of Maryland, according to his official oath now on file, gave 
to this man Morgan $25 to inclose in an envelope to send to 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. LIND. But there is nothing to show that the Commis- 
sioner knew anything about thator had advised or instructed it. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, there is plenty of evidence. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will allow me to correct him, 
it was Greenawalt instead of Lineaweaver. 

Mr. LITTLE. I thank the gentleman for the correction. 

Mr. BROSIUS. That was not in the campaign. 

Mr. LITTLE. Ido not state that it was. It was after Mr. 
COOPER was returned to this Congress, and at a later date that 
this attempt to injure Mr. COOPER was put in operation. Now, 
I do not wish to be interrupted any further. I have not stated 
anything that is not upon the record and sworn to. It is true 
that this is sworn to by this man, in whose evidence I do not take 
any stock, but it is there. It was their evidence and their wit- 
ness. ee 

Fortunately for Mr. COOPER and unfortunately for Mr. Raum 
this effort entirely failed, and Mr. COOPER’s record stands, in 
my judgment, so far as that transaction is concerned, as clear as 
that of any other Representative in this House. 

The minority have endeavored to create in the minds of the 
members of this House a wrong impression in regard to Mr. 
COOPER respecting this transaction, and in their report refer to 
a deposition of one James F. Morgan. 

The said James F’. Morgan appeared before the committee, and 
his testimony was of such a character as to convince the com- 
mittee that he was a parjurer of the vilest kind, and that any 
statement he might make would be unworthy of belief. This 
was so fully impressed upon the minds of the committee that the 
entire committee joined in a letter calling the attention of the 
Secretary of the Interior to his testimony, believing that he 
should no longer be permitted to practice before the Pension 
Bureau. The letter reads as follows, and was, as I have said, 
signed by every member of the committee: 





In view of the fact that one James F’. Morgan, of Bloomington, Ind., who is 
a practicing attorney before the Interior Department, has been before this 
committee and testified as a witness, we feel in duty bound to acquaint you 
with the fact that his evidence was of such character that, in our judgment, 
it merits your immediate attention, and we submit a copy thereof herewith. 
Very respectfully, 
H. H. WHEELER, 
JOSEPH J. LITTLE, 
IRVINE DUNGAN, 
MARRIOT BROSIUS, 
JOHN LIND. 
Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Interior, greatly to his 
credit, has acted upon that case and has debarred said Morgan from 
practice before that office and all bureaus of the Interior Depart- 
ment. 

It is almost past belief that the minority would be willing to 
make use of any statement of this man to blacken the character 
of a member of this House. It is evident that they realized it 
was improper from the manner in which they did it, as they par- 
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tially apologized for so doing. They say ‘‘that Mr. Morgan at 
that time must have stood well in his community, for his stand- 
ing was tacitly vouched for by Mr. Cooper himself.” Mr. 
Speaker, it may or not be true that Mr. Morgan had a reputa- 
tion at the time referred to, but it is true and is well known to 
the minority that he had no character. If he had a reputation 
it was because his character had not at that time been exposed, 
and this effort of the minorit’ to use the words of such a man 
after his character became known to them is hardly worthy a 
committee of this House. 

Mr. LIND. Had this exposure been made at the time that 
Commissioner Raum acted upon it? 

Mr. LITTLE. It had been made at the time the minority 
filed their report, and yet they rely upon the statement of Mor- 
gan to cast that reflection, and itis that use of his testimony 
that I criticise. 

Mr. LIND. No, we referred to it to justify the Commissioner 
in his action at that time. 

Mr. LITTLE. I refer the House to the minority report. 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 


CASE OF CHARLES ALFRED DE ARNAUD. 


Mr. LITTLE. I will also refer to the case of Charles Alfred 
de Arnaud. It appears that Mr. De Arnaud was commissioned 
in 1861 by Gen. Frémont as captain in the Fifth Missouri Volun- 
teers, and assigned to duty on his staff. It appears that he per- 
formed much valuable service in that year under Frémont, and 
Frémont certified the facts to Gen. Grant, and Gen. Grant in a 
letter written to De Arnaud, dated November 30, 1861, stated 
thatit was solely owing to information obtained from De Arnaud 
that he was enabled to take possession of Paducah, Ky. After 
the war Commissioner Raum b2came counsel for De Arnaud to 
obtain from the Government an allowance in consideration of 
the delicate and extraordinary services he had rendered in the 
West during the first year of the war. The Senate committee, 
of which Gen. Logan was chairman, reported a bill granting 
him $5,000. De Arnaud believing this was entirely inadequate 
for the services he had rendered preferred to accept nothing. 
This action of D2 Arnaud disconcerted Gen. Raum and their re- 
lations became strained, as Gen. Raum was to have had for his 
fee one-half of the sum which should be allowed De Arnaud by 
the General Government. 

Later, while General Black was at the head of the Pension 
Bureau, De Arnaud applied for a p2nsion. 

It appears that there was another Arnaud, whose name was 
Alfred, who was a captain in Company F of the same regiment 
to which Charles Alfred De Arnaud had been assigned as cap- 
tain. This Alfred Arnaud had been mustered out of the service 
August 27, 1861, while Capt. Charles Alfred De Arnaud was 
mustered out in September following. 

Mr. LIND. Well, my colleague, Mr. Speaker, does not claim 
here that there was any evidence- 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman desires to ask me a question 
I will yield. Otherwise I can not give him my time in which to 
make his speech. 

Mr. LIND. Is there any evidence in this record that Mr. 
(Count) De Arnaud was ever mustered out from the service of 
the United States, or that he was ever mustered in? 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman will wait a few moments I will 
answer that question by a reference to a statement contained in 
the minority report, and I believe that will be sufficient evidence 
to satisfy the other members of the House of that fact. 

Mr. LIND. Is there in the record any evidence of any com- 
mission or that he was ever mustered out? 

Mr. LITTLE. I say that Gen. Frémont had the right to com- 
mission him; that he did commission him; and I will read a let- 
ter from Gen. Grant, and | will also read from your report stat- 
ing that in your judgment he is entitled to a pension. 

Mr. LIND. I think we did so state, that he was entitled to a 

nsion. 

Mr. LITTLE. Thisdiscrepancy in the dates of mustering out 
of Capt. Alfred Arnaud, as shown by his military record in the 
War Department, and the mustering out of Capt. Charles Alfred 
de Arnaud induced Gen. Black to reject the pensionclaim. Gen. 
Black at that time supposed that the military record of Alfred 
Arnaud was intended to be the military record of Charles Alfred 
de Arnaud, he having no knowledge that they were two sepa- 
rate and distinct persons. Neither Gen. Frémont nor Capt. 
Charles Alfred de Arnaud, so far as the record shows,. knew of 
the existence of Alfred Arnaud, captain of ey F, Fifth 
Missouri Volunteers. Commissioner Black said that claimant’s 
injuries were received subsequent to his discharge from Com- 
pany F, Fifth Missouri Volunteers, August 27, 1861, and the 
Adjutant-General refused to recognize him as an officer or en- 
listed man of the regular or volunteer forces of the Unitep 
States subsequent to the 27th day of August, 1861. 











1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6717 





It is easy to understand how Commissioner Black, without a 
knowledge of any of the facts, might easily have been mistaken 
as to these two men, bearing names so similar, and each holding 
rank of captain in the same regiment. 

After De Arnaud’s claim had been rejected by Commissioner 
Black, Commissioner Raum, who was then acting as De Arnaud’s 
counsel in prosecuting his claim before Congress, advised him 
to make another application as soon as the Administration 
changed. He complied with this suggestion soon after Mr. 
Raum had been appointed Commissioner of Pensions, and in his 
application he stated that he was captain in the Fifth Missouri 
Volunteers, assigned to duty in the field,and giving no com- 

any. Soon after this, as testified by De Arnaud, the ill feeling 

tween him and Gen. Raum arose because of De Arnaud’s re- 

fusal to accept the $5,000 recommended by the Senate commit- 
tee. 

Capt. Alfred Arnaud, of Company F, also filed an application 
for a pension, and the Pension Office inquired into his case; and 
soon after De Arnaud was indicted for falsely impersonating 
Capt. Alfred Arnaud, Company F, Fifth Missouri Volunteers. 

he minority attempt to show that the Commissioner did not 
participate in this prosecution, which perhaps should be termed 
eruel persecution, and for that purpose quote the following from 
the testimony of Special Examiner Brooks. 


In fact I do not believe the Commissioner knew anything of it personally 
until the case was tried and he was acquitted. I think I then did ~~: some- 
thing to him about the acquittal of Arnaud, but I think that was the only 
time there was any communication between the Commissioner and myself 
relative to the proceedings. 


Let it be remembered that Special Examiner Brooks is still a 
subordinate of the Commissioner. 

De Arnaud testified that Brooks told him at the time of his 
arrest that he was acting strictly in accordance with Commis- 
sioner Raum’s instructions. ; 

WHICH WAS THE TRUTH? 


Mr. Speaker, the following are copies of letters on file in the 
Pension Office, which fully confirms this fact of the Commis- 
sioner knowing all about it: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., July 3, 1830. 

Sir: Inclosed find papers in case No. 582443, Charles A. de Arnaud, alias Al- 
fred Arnaud, late of Company F,, Fifth MissouriInfantry. These papers are 
submitted to you for thorough investigation to determine whether the 
claimant in this case be the soldier who rendered the service. In this con- 
nection your attenjion is directed to the accompanying slip, dated the 2d 
instant, signed W. H. Scudder. 

Give the matter attention at the earliest practicable date, and submit 
your report, marked ‘‘For the ag are consideration of the acting chief 
southeast division,’’ in which this letter and slip herein referred to should 
appear as exhibits. 

Very respectfully, 


Mr. W. J. BROOKs, 
Special Examiner, present. 


The second letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., July, 14, 1890. 

Str: Inclosed find papers in case 582443, Charles A. de Arnaud, alias Alfred 
Arnaud, late captain Company F, Fifth Missouri Infantry. 

In furtherance of an investigation now being conducted to determine 
whether the claimant is the person who rendered services alleged, you are 
directed to proceed at once to St. Louis, Mo., Hot Springs, Ark., and such 
other points as may be necessary, to definitely determine whether a fraud 
has been committed. Complete the investigation as rapidly as possible, as 
the statute of limitations will expire on the 17th of August, 1890. 

Submit your report, in which this letter should appear as an exhibit, 
marked for the personal consideration of the acting chief southeast division. 


Very respectfully, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
Mr. W. J. BROOKs, 
Special Examiner, present. 


Afterwards De Arnaud was arrested and placed in jail. This 
fact Special Examiner Brooks immediately reported to Gen. 
Raum in the following letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS. 
Washington, D. C., August 9, 1890. 

Str: I have the honor of stating that Charles De Arnaud, alias Charles A. 

De Arnaud, alias Alfred Arnaud, applicant for pension under No, 582443, was 

any under arrest on the 8th instant under an indictment found by the grand 

ury for the District of Columbia, 6th instant, upon the charge of violation of 

section 5438 Revised Statutes. He was admitted to bail ($2,500) for appear- 
ance at court at the September term, proximo. 

Very respectfully, 


GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


W. J. BROOKS, Special Examiner. 
Hon. GREEN B. RAvuM, pect aminer: 


Commissioner of Pensions. 


The minority state: 


In the case of Count Charles Alfred de Arnaud, we agree with the majority 
of the committee in the opinion that he is entitled to a pension a the 
*provisions of the act of March 25, 1862; but inasmuch as the pension was re- 


used by Commissioner Black, and by Gen. Bussey on reviewing Gen. Raum’s | 


decision, it is not fair to impute prejudice to Commissioner Raum in this 
connection. 


Mr. Speaker, I think that finding of the minority answers the 
question whether he was ever mustered in and out of the service. 


| 
| 
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How could the minority agree that he was entitled to a pension 
under the act of March 25, 1862, if he had not been? 

Can any member of this House believe that Commissioner 
Raum was ignorant of this prosecution or of the identity of the 
person who was being prosecuted after hearing those letters 
read. On the contrary, is it not evident that the Commissioner 
was pushing this prosecution with all possible haste? If it was 
a fair and honest prosecution, why does he endeavor to make it 
appear that he knew nothing of it? Why did Special Inspector 
Brooks testify as he did, contrary to the facts as shown by the 
records of the office, in order that if might appear that the Com- 
missioner did not know of this prosecution until after the trial 
and acquittal of De Arnaud? 

Gen. Raum testified, as appears on page 534 of the evidence, 
2s follows: 

It just happened that I knew all about De Arnaud’s service; he had told 
me all about it. 

That is undoubtedly true, as he had acted as his counsel in his 
application for arecognitionfrom Congress. The fact thatCom- 
missioner Black had been mistaken as to the identity of the two 
individuals, whose names and rank are so similar; the fact that 
Gen. Bussey, in reviewing Gen. Raum’s decision, was misled by 
the same facts can be no excuse why Gen. Raum should reject 
his case when he, as he states himself, ‘* knew all about it.” 

The grounds for rejecting the case, as alleged by Commissioner 
Raum, are as follows: 

First. That the claim of Charles Alfred de Arnaud is not the identical Al- 
fred Arnaud who in the year 1861 was enrolled and mustered in as captain of 
Company F of the Fifth Missouri Volunteer Infantry. Said Alfred Arnaud 
was another person, whose identity has been established, and who has now 
on file in this office a claim for a pension, No. 722955. 

Second. That Charles Alfred de Arnaud has; failed to show that he was 
mustered into the military service of the United States and has also failed 
to show that he was ever mustered out of the military service of ths United 
States. (Page 1203.) 

Charles Alfred de Arnaud had never claimed to be captain of 
Company F’, and this was well known tothe Commissioner. That 
decision remains on file in the Pension Office to-day against a 
soldier who had rendered faithful and efficient service to this 
Government, as testified to by Gen. Frémont, by Gen. Halleck, 
and by Gen. Grant, the latter in the following letter: 

HEADQUARTERS DISTRICT SOUTHEAST MISSOURI. 
Cairo, November 30, 1861. 


Str: In reply to your request, and the note from Maj. Gen. Halleck pre- 
sented me by yourself, I can state I took possession of Paducah, Ky., solely 
on information given by yourself, and to the effect that the rebels were 
marching upon that city with a large force. This information I afterwards 
had reason to believe was fully verified: First, because as we approached 
the city secession flags were flying and the citizens seemed much disappointed 
that the Southern troops expected by them were not in advance of us. It 
was understood that they would arrive that day. I also understood after- 
wards that a force of some four thousand Confederate troops were actually 
on their — for Paducah when taken possession of by my order. A point 
through which many valuable suppiies were obtained for the Southern army 
was cut off by this move, and a large quantity of provisions, leather, etc., 
supposed to be for the use of the Southern army, captured. For the value 
and use to which these were put I refer you to Gen. Paine, whom I left in 
command. Only remaining at Paducah a few hours, and being busily en- 
gaged with other matters curing that time, I can make no estimate of the 
cash value of the stores captured. 

Yours, etc., 
U. S. GRANT, Brigadier General. 

CHAS. DE ARNAUD. 


The decision against De Arnaud was dictated by the official, 
who says he knew all about the case, as he had been his coun- 
sel. Was ever greater cruelty practiced by a man holding high 
official position upon another—against one who had been a faith- 
ful soldier and at one time his client? I am unable to under- 
stand how the minority can commend and praise such an ad- 
ministration of so important an office. 

LEMON INDORSES RAUM’S NOTE FOR TWELVE THOUSAND DOLLARS. 

Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to occupy the attention of 
the House so long, therefore I will not dwell upon the fact of 
the Commissioner securing an indorsement of his note for $12,000 
by a pension attorney named George E. Lemon the day follow- 
ing his issuing an order, known as Order No. 151, at the desire 
of said Lemon. It appears in evidence that this order was of 


| very great pecuniary importance to said attorney, and the cir- 


cumstances surrounding this transaction were of such a nature 
that an impartial mind could reach no other conclusion than 
that the one act was performed in consideration of the other. 

The minority find nothing to condemn in this on the part of 
the Commissioner, although they think the Commissioner justi- 
fied and even commend him for discharging one A. B. Hayward, 
a soldier who had lost an arm inthe service, because he had bor- 
rowed the sum of $90 from a fellow employé. Can it be that the 
minority exact a higher standard of movality and official in- 
tegrity for the subordinate than for the Commissioner? 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I would like toco-rect my colleague. 
The minority make no such suggestion as that. 

Mr. LITTLE. The minority say there is nothing censurab!e 
about Commissioner Raum’s administration of the office. 
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Mr. LIND. We think so. 

Mr. LITTLE. You say that thereis much to commend. 

Mr. LIND. But I was referring to the discharge of Mr. Hay- 
ward. 

Mr. LITTLE. And I, too, am talking about Hayward. 

Mr. LIND. I say in that connection that when it is shown, as 
it is by the evidence in this case, that aman is so largely indebted, 
not only to members of the force in the office, but to outsiders, 
that the applications of his creditors to his superiors and to offi- 
cials of the office to assist them in forcing payment of their claims 
becomes a nuisance, and then the Commissioner is justified in 
discharging him. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iam perfectly willing for the gentleman to in- 
terject that into my remarks. It does appear that Hayward 
owed one party in the office $90. He started in a little business 
outside and it failed, and he was in debt $90, as was claimed, in- 
side of the Pension Office; but the gentleman can not deny that 
the Commissioner was in debt, when the Commissioner was run- 
ning about getting indorsements and borrowing money. What 
is sauce for the goose should be sauce for the gander. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall also pass over without comment the cases 
of Maj. Howard, F. M. Tayler, A. M. Legg, etc., as these cases 
only tend to emphasize the justice of the findings of the com- 
mittee, which I deem already fully established. 

Is there a member of this House who, baying large business 
interests, would continue at the head of one of its most impor- 
tant departments a man who had continually exhibited such 
traits of character as are herein shown and expect such depart- 
ment to yield him satisfactory results? It isa ee of pru- 
dent management that is involved and nothing else. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the welfare of the public service re- 
quire the adoption of the resolutions presented by the commit- 
tee for the consideration of this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minutes of his time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nesota desire to be recognized? 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy the time 
of the House at this time. 

Mr. ENLOE. What is the statsment of the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

Mr. LIND. I, say, Mr. Speaker,! do not desire to ocecupy the 
time of the House at this juncture. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then I shall take the floor, and if the gentle- 


The gentleman has used thirty 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 


Does the gentleman from Min- 


man does not want any discussion on that side I shall ask for a | 


vote when I get through. I am willing to have a division of the 
time, and the gentleman should put in part of his time now. 
One member of the committee has spoken. 

Mr. LIND. The time has been reserved. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is all right. The gentleman can take the 


floor of his own right and oceupy an hour if he desires, or such | 


part of an hour as he desires. 

Mr. LIND. Mr.Speaker, I willoccupy afew minutes of the time 
of the House, not exactly forthe purpose of answering anything 
that has been alleged against the Commissioner of Pensions by the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat, because he has called at- 


tention to no facts that can in anywise justify debate on this | 


resolution or even any strictures on the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. This bsing the case, I do not know that I am justified in 
speaking at all; but in view of the fact that the majority report 
has been spread upon the records, I will devote a few moments 
to consideration of the questions suggested by it and referred to 
by the gentleman from New York. 


The member of the committee|Mr. LirTLE] who has just taken | 


his seat criticises the minority of this committee for calling at- 


tention to the fact that the report. in thiscase and the resolution | 


are not the result of joint action on the of the committee. 
I do not think that criticism justifiable. He will not deny, nor 
can any member of the committee deny, the fact that it was sug- 
gested on the part of the minority at the time of the examina- 
tion of the last witness that it would be proper for the members 
of the committee and that it was their duty after the evidence 
was closed to have executive sessions for the purpoze of compar- 
ing notes, and to examine the evidence in the case with the view 
of formulating a report that might represent the judgment of 
the entire committee upon the questions submitted to us if we 
could agree, and, in the event that we could not agree wpon all 
the issues, that then we might agree upon such facts as, by a 
consensus of opinion, appeared to be established, and, if possible, 
avoid the presentation of conflicting views. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman say that there was not 
such a meeting held? Did not Judge WHEELER, the chairman, 
come before the committee with his report and submit it for the 
consideration of the members in executive session? 
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Mr. LIND. That was after the report had been published in 
the city of New York. 

Mr. ENLOE. I beg the gentleman's pardon, it was not. 

Mr. LIND. I say that it had been; and there the matter rests 
on a question of veracity between the gentleman from Tennessee 
and myself. There is no room for argument. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman can not raise any question of 
veracity with me on that subject. I say that this report did not 
appear in print until the day after the meeting at which the 
chairman submitted it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, is Gen. Raum to suf- 
= because these gentlemen can not agree upon a question of 

act: 

Mr. LIND. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the first meet- 
ing that the committee had after the evidence closed was on a 
Thursday (I do not remember the date), and on the Wednesday 
previous the majority report had been published in the New 
York World. Those are the facts, and the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE] will find that I am correct in my statement. 
These facts were commented upon and discussed at the time of 
our meeting, and, in that connection, I will say on behalf of the 
chairman of the committee that he then expressed his regret 
that the report had gone into the public press. I do not censure 
the chairman of the committee; | simply recite the facts. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to correct the gentleman in this: The 
New York World did contain an article in which it was assumed 
by the reporter that he was presenting substantially what the 
report would be, but he did not have the report itself. 

Mr. LIND. Did not he give the very resolution recommended 
by the majority? Was not the publication a complete epitome 
oi everything that is in that report? 

Mr. ENLOE. I think it gave avery correct idea of what the 
— would be, but not the report itself. [Laughter.] 

r. LIND. It was substantially the report. It contained all 
that there was in the report. 

Mr. HENDERSON of [llinois. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man from Minnesota will permit a suggestion, it appears now, 
from the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. EN- 
LOE] himself, that when the meeting of the committee to which 
he refers was called, the report was already prepared. That is 
not the Ms for a committee to get together to make a report. 

Mr. LIND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to occupy my 
time, or to have it occupied, with further discussion on this 
point. I should not have referred to it only that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LITTLE] saw fit to criticise the mentionof 
this deplorable fact by the minority of the committee in the 
presentation of their views. Idosay, however, thatitis wrong, 
not only to the Commissioner of Pensions but to this House, 
to come here with areport which has not received the con- 
sideration of the entire committee that was constituted by the 
Houses for the purpose of investigating these particular ques- 
tions, and I do not think it can be justified. 

This fact alone necsssarily condemns the report and gives it 
| the cyaracter of a partisan report and a partisan determination, 
which no one deplores more than I do. 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. After the publication in the 
| New York World did not you refuse to consult with the balance 
of the committee with reference to the report of the committee? 

Mr. LIND. We did not refuse. 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. I so understood. 

Mr. LIND. We did not refuse to consult, and the chairman 
will bear me out in saying that I suggested to him at that time 
that, although the report had been published to the world, there 
were some things that in my judgment seemed so flagrant that I 

was bound to enter a protest even at that late day, and I did enter 
| my protest against some of its findings. 
| Now, I will leave that point to stand for what it isworth. As 
| I said before, I only referred to it to show that this House is not 
| by the action of the majority of the committee called upon to 
| act judicially in this matter; but the majority of the committee 
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by its own action has called upon the House to act in a partisan 

manner. If you desire to actin a partisan manner upon a ques- 
| tion that involves not only the character and standing, but the 
| entire future of a gentleman who has long been eminent in pub- 
lic life, and who has been a member of this House, why, then, 
| you must do so. ; 

One of the things which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LiTTL&}j calls attention to as reprehensible in this record is, 
what he chooses to call Commissioner Raum’s freatment of the 
Hon. GEORGE W.CoopPpeR. Now, I want it to be understood that 
I do not appear here to defend Mr. Raum. I had absolutely no 


personal acquaintance with him until I became a member of this 
committee. Since that time I have seen him but seldom, and in 
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one instance only have I had what might be called a private or 
personal conversation with him. 

What I do here I do simply in accordance with what I believe 
to be my duty as a member of this House, and I do it to put this 
House upon its guard, so that it may not hurriedly and inad- 
vertently take action which upon reflection the members will be 
bound to regret. For, Mr. Speaker, I say at this time, and no 
one can successfully refute it, thatif this House should now adopt 
these resolutions, and members should subsequently read this 
record, they would inevitably find thatit did not justify any such 
action. I say if members should read this record in the future, 
because I believe that noone up to this time other than the mem- 
bers of the committee has read it. If there is a gentleman on 
this floor, except the members of this committee, who has read 
the record of this investigation, I will yield to him to say so. 
[A pause.] There is not one. 

Mr. ENLOE. Here is one. 

Mr. LIND. Oh, you are the prosecutor. You so style your- 
self in the record. No, Mr. Speaker, there is not a member out- 
side of the committee who has read this record. I call attention 
to this so that the House may not injudiciously do an act which 
upon reflection it will regret. 

Now, in regard to Mr. COOPER, the minority say in their re- 
port that— 


It is very unfortunate that any member of this House should permit his 
good nature to induce him to enter into transactions, or even to confer favors, 
which are of such character that it is only on account of his standing and 
well-recognized character as a member of this House that he can escape 
censure. 


We say that advisedly, and I challenge any member of this 
House to read this evidence without feeling exactly as I did and 
as the minority of the committee did when we submitted our 
views. I want to say right here to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CooPER] that I have not said anything, that I do not pro- 
pose to say anything, that can be, directly or indirectly, or by 
any form of construction, taken to mean that he has acted dis- 
honestly or corruptly in any matter; but I do say this, that he 
has permitted himself to do things which I know that his better 
judgment at this time leads him to regret. ‘a to bim to 
say no to that proposition. [After a pause.] ecan not. He 
has permitted himself to do things that no member of this House 
ought to do—not corruptly, as I take it, but entirely from good 
nature. The doing of those things created a state of affairs that 
would naturally arouse the suspicion of any man who was not 
thoroughly acquainted with all the ‘facts. pon that condition 
of affairs as they appeared to the Commissioner, he acted; and, 
inmy judgment, he acted justly. 

The evidence shows that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CooPER] after his election to Congress—not content with the 
habit which all of us have indulged in more than we ought to, of 
calling up hundreds and perhaps thousands of pension claims in 
the course of a term by slips—not content with that, he allowed a 
firm of attorneysof his State to print twenty-five thousand slips 
such as the Pension Office uses (he proposed in the first instance 
to sign them in blank) to be used when and where and how the 
discretion of those attorneys might dictate. They lithographed 
his name, and sent, I believe, some five thousand of these slips 
at various times into the Pension Office. 

Mr. COOPER. Do you not remember the testimony shows— 
on this point there was no contradiction—that what I did agree 
to was that they might make a stencil, and in that way use my 
name— 

Mr. LIND. I will correct myself by saying ‘‘ stencil” instead 
“lithograph.” The matter is often referred to throughout the 
evidence as a “lithograph.” 

Mr. COOPER. And that as soon as I discovered that they 
had had a greater number of these slips printed, I myself wrote 
to Mr. Tanner, then Commissioner of Pensions, sending him one 
of the printed slips, and saying in my letter that I doubted the 
propriety of such a habit, and requesting that he would take 
such steps as he thought proper under the circumstances. 

Mr. LIND. That was, however, after the matter had been 
carried on for along time—after more than five thousand, pos- 
sibly, of those slips had gone into the office. 

Mr. COOPER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I know he 
wants to be fair—— 

Mr. LIND. Ido. 

Mr. COOPER. Now, I want the gentleman to understand 
what this record will show, that the very moment I saw the first 
one of those printed —_ I inclosed it with others (my letter is 
in the record) saying that it was the first I had seen of it, and 
calling the attention of the Commissioner of Pensions toit; there 
is a letter from him in the record in answer to one from me on 
that subject, and he says in that letter that it was on my calling 
his attention to it that the matter was stopped. 





Mr. LIND. The gentleman admits, however, that he allowed 
that firm of attorneys to use his name (I do not mention this for 
the purpose of criticising the gentleman’s conduct) whenever 
they saw fit to doso, and for any purpose in connection with their 
business. 

Mr.COOPER. Upona representation to me (I was then for 
the first time a member of Congress, and this was the first time 
I had ever had anything to do with such questions, andI knew 
nothing about matters of this kind), upona representation that 
it was usual and customary thus to do, I did it; but when it had 
gone only so far 4s I have just described, I took the steps I have 
mentioned to suspend and stop the proceeding. 

Mr. LIND. Ithad also gone to the extent I have described. 
Now I say this was, to say the least, very indiscreet. 

This was not all; and what I mention now I do not mention 
for the purpose of censuring Mr. COOPER, but simply and solely 
for the purpose of justifying the steps which the Commissioner 
took. The gentleman from Indiana, when he came down here 
as a member, employed a private secretary who happened to be 
apension attorney in this city. That in itself was very unfor- 
tunate; and, as I suggested a moment ago, the gentleman in the 
light of his longer nae and in view of the way the mat- 
ters turned out, would certainly not be guilty of that action 
again. He employed a practicing pension attorney to act as his 
private secretary, to take charge of all his Department busi- 
ness, as I understand, for a nominal consideration. Othermem- 
bers have done the same, unfortunately—a few members, not 
many. 

What did that private secretary do? Being the private sec- 
retary of a member of Congress, a member who had made him- 
self very conspicuous in the matter of investigating the business 
in the Pension Office—he naturally received as extensive courte- 
sies and as much care and attention for the cases he was in- 
terested in as could possibly be given to the cases of any mem- 
ber. Thisattorney went to the Pension Office with Mr. COOPER’S 
certificate (I do not know whether it was a formal certificate or 
not) of secretaryship. He calls up cases right aad left; he calls 
up cases for correspondents—attorneys—all over the land. By 
means of his secretaryship he gets access to papers which are 
confidential, to which under the rules of the office he, as a mere 
attorney, could not have had access. He abuses the privilege 
that was confided to him by Mr. CooPER. 

Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLE. I wish to ask whether, according to the evi- 
dence, there were ever more than thirty-five cases called up under 
that permission, and whether they were not called up alter the 
Commissioner of Pensions had sent his agent to Indiana and had 
the money sent in order to test the question. 

Mr. LIND. Now, in answer to the gentleman's question I will 
say that the evidence shows that cases were called up from my 
district, cases some seventeen in number 

Mr. TRACEY. When? 

Mr. LIND. Prior to the time that this matter had come to 
the knowledge of the Commissioner. I repeat, cases were called 
up in my district; cases were called up for three firms of attor- 
neys in Indiana; and cases were called up for attorneys in Chi- 
cago and in Michigan. 

Mr. LITTLE. Now, the gentleman wants to be fair, [am sure 

Mr. LIND. Of course. 

Mr. LITTLE. I asked the gentleman if the Secretary had 
called up these cases of Mr. COOPER’S, and he responds by citing 
the fact that cases were called up from all parts of the country. 
That is not an answer to my inquiry. 

Mr. LIND. But on Mr. COOPER’s name. They were called 
up in that way, by the strength of his position as a member of 
Congress and on Congressional slips bearing Mr. COOPER’S name. 

Mr. LITTLE. Previous to the Commissioner sending out his 
agent? 

Mr.LIND. Certainly; and I will call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that three hundred cases were called up in 
Indiana—— 

Mr. LITTLE. By whom? 

Mr. LIND. By Mr. Hersy—in which cases the fees were di- 
vided. 

Mr. LITTLE. Between whom? 

Mr. LIND. Between Peet and Maring. 

Mr. LITTLE (interrupting). But how does that involve Mr. 
COOPER in any way? 

Mr. LIND. [ do not mean to say that it involves him cor- 
ruptly, but I wish to proceed to show to what extent it does in- 
volve him. 

Now, later on the Commissioner received a letter, dated on 
the 22d day of December, 1891, which will be found printed in 
the views of the minority, written by E. S. Williams, formerly 
a member of the House of Representatives from the State of 





ee ee 


Bann te on NE a SEPM 


| 
4 
it 
} 








6720 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY’ 25, 





Ohio, and is addressed to Green B. Raum, Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, marked ‘‘ Private and confidential,” in the following words: 


TROY, OHIO, December 22, 1891. 


My DEAR Sir: Doubtless you remember me as the member from the Third 
Ohio district in the Fiftieth and Fifty-first Congresses. A pension attorney, 
Capt. Benjamin Darst, who lives in Green County, Ohio, has just left my 
office, and unwittingly gave me some information that may be of use to you 
shonld CooPrER of Indiana open his smut-machine on you. 

Capt. Darst informed me that one W. R. nal, whose office is in the At- 
lantic Building, is the private secretary to G. W. COOPER, of Indiana, and 
also does work for Hon, E. V. BROOKSHIRE. 


And at this point I wish to state that so far as Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE’S name is concerned, it is mentioned simply because it oc- 
curs in this letter, for there is certainly no evidence indicating 
in any manner that even a single one of those transactions was 
carried on under his name. This letter proceeds as follows: 


He says that Mr. Hersy made use of the eet slips and namne of 
COOPER, and procured status of cases at $1 to $2 per inquiry for pension at- 
torneys. He says Frank Cunningham, of Xenia, has sent him probably #200, 
and that he, Darst, had sent him quitea sumof money. I did not explain to 
Capt. Darst, who is a good Republican, the injustice of Hersy using his in- 
fluence in that manner, and he told it to me as a matter of information con- 
nected with his success in business, but he is aware that both COOPER and 
BROOKSHIRE are Democratic Congressmen. Ifsucha scheme is wide enough 
to extend into adjoining States, I think an investigation on your part may 
oven up information for the good of the service and a dynamite boom for 
Cooper. This letter is for your own privateconsideration. I donot desire 
my name used, but I would be glad, i? such a practice exists, that it be ex- 
posed, whoever it may hit. 
Very truly yours, 
E. S. WILLIAMS. 
GREEN B. RAvuM, 
Commissioner of Pensions. 


Before receiving this letter from Mr. Williams, the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, I think in September, had received a letter 
from an old soldier in Indiana by the name of Whittinghill, stat- 
ing that partiesthere had offered to furnish him with the exact 


status of his claim toshow him what was necessary to complete | 


itand procure a copy of the certificate of examination made out 
by the examining board where he was last examined on the pay- 
ment of $3. On receipt of this letter the Commissioner wrote 
the soldier inclosing $3, and suggested to him to forward it to 
the attorneys and await developments. In the mean time the 
case of this old soldier was taken out of the files and placed un- 
der surveillance. Some time afterward it was called for by the 
private secretary of Mr. COOPER ona Congressional slip signed 
by him. To test the matter further the Commissioner suggested 
to Whittinghill to get these attorneys to call for reports in other 
cases. The result was the same. In the course of time they 
were called for by this man Hersey on Mr. COOPER’S slips. 

IT suppose my friend from New York will say that the Commis- 
sioner acted improperly in sending this $3 to obtain information 
for the purpose of unearthing these frauds. 1 repeat, I suppose 
that you would criticise this action of the Commissioner? 
if you justify the zeal of the Commissioner in his efforts to ferret 
out the wrong and expose these nefarious practices in this in- 
stance and fixing the responsibility on Hersey, why did you crit- 
icise the Commissioner in his efforts to ferret out the improper 
use of these Congressional slips in the case of Mr. COOPER? 

Mr. LITTLE. Now, the gentleman asksme a question. Will 
he allow me to answer it? The two questions are not parallel 
atall. The first letter 

Mr. LIND. Ican not yield tothe gentleman for an argument. 

Mr. LITTLE. I will not make the response as long as you 
made your interruption in my remark. y say that when the 
Commissioner received the letter from Indiana, with the infor- 
mation as to Mr. COOPER and two others-—that letter is not on 
the files of the office, it should be remembered, because the Com- 
missioner of Pensions stated that he knew the evidence relat- 
ing to the other two parties was false, and he destroyed the 
letter. But it did not seem to warn him that in all probability 
the evidence against Mr. COOPER might be just as false as the 
evidence against the other two. 

Mr. LIND. As the matter stands now there is some evidence 
on both sides. It is a matter of argument at all events, and I 
will cite some of the evidence bearing onthat question. The 
Commissioner acted with deliberation in the matter, and prop- 
erly. After sending the money to Whittinghill, he directed a 
special examiner to make a thorough investigation upon the 
ground in Indiana where this practice had originated, and in 
the district where it had its headquarters. 

In the course of this investigation the special examiners found 
that a man by the name of Peet, who, by the way, had unfortu- 
nately been the private secretary, or at least the clerk in the 
eee when Mr. CooPER was postmaster at his town in In- 
diana—they found out that Mr. COOPER’s old clerk, this man 
Peet, was the head man in carrying on this nefarious orn 
in the State of Indiana; that he acted as the intermediary be- 





tween Hersey and Maring & Slusher, the pension attorneys at 


Now, | 





Columbus, Ind., and other attorneys. They also found that he 
had this original letter in his possession: 
Washington, D. C., July 11, 1891. 


My DEAR Sir: At the suggestion of our mutual friend, Hon. Geo. W. 
CooPER, I write to invite correspondence relative to pension claims and to 
say that I shall be glad to enter into arrangements which may be to our 
mutual benefit. 

Mr. COOPER gave me no details as to what you desired, but only inti- 
mated that you proposed entering into the pension business and that you 
would like to make some arrangement with some one in Washington, to ad- 
vise, etc. Hoping to hear from you at an early date, I am, 


Yours truly, 
S. R. HERSEY. 

H. C. Peer, Columbus, Ind. 

As stated, the examiners who went out to investigate this mat- 
ter found this letter, from Mr. CooPER’s secretary, written to a 
stranger, whose name that secretary could not have obtained 
without its having been suggested by Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. DALZELL. Who signed that letter? 

Mr. LIND. Itissigned by S. R. Hersey, the private secretary 
of Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. LITTLE. Can the gentleman suggest any reason for the 
Commissioner or his subordinates destroying a portion of the 
correspondence, and not others? 

Mr. LIND. There was no portion of this correspondence de- 
stroyed, not a particle. 

Mr. LITTLE. The first letter was destroyed. 

Mr. LIND. There was no portion of this correspondence de- 
stroyed. There were two or three letters, relating to a wholly 
different transaction, which were lost,and one was destroyed 
purposely, and a good reason was given for its destruction. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LIND. My time is going rapidly. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is only a brief question. I would like to ask 
the gentleman if he does not think he states it too broadly when 
he says this attorney could not have obtained the names of a pen- 
sion attorney anywhere in the United States without the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER]? 

Mr. LIND. I will let the letter answer that question itself. 

It says: 

My DEAR Sir: At the suggestion of our mutual friend, Hon. GEORGE W 
CooPER, I write, etc. . 

Now, another suspicious fact in this connection was that not 
only had this man Peet heen Mr.-COOPER’S clerk in the post- 
office, but Maring and Slusher, the men that he worked for to ob- 
tain this information, were connected, I believe, by marriage 
with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. COOPER. Oh, no; the gentleman does not wish to mis- 
state the facts. 

Mr. LIND. I think there is a family connection. 

Mr.COOPER. Oh, no; the gentleman is entirely wrong about 
that. If the gentleman will let me set him right [ will do so. 

Mr. LIND. Iwill take it back. I was mistaken, and I do not 
want to make a statement that is incorrect. Now, I shall not 

ursu® this any further except to call attention to this: A man 

y the names of Morgan came down here. He was a gentleman 
who was somewhat prominent, and who had been district attor- 
ney of one of the counties in Mr. COOPER’s district. 

Mr. LITTLE. There is no such evidence as that. 

Mr. LIND. Ithink so. At all events, he wasa candidate for 
the office of district attorney. 

Mr. LITTLE. It was inevidence that he hoped to receive the 
nomination. 

Mr. LIND. He wasa candidate for district attorney. 

Mr. LITTLE. On the Republican ticket. 

Mr. LIND. Aman of some prominence and a Republican. 
He came down to this city, called on his member of Congress, 
Mr. Cooper, and Mr. COOPER introduced him to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. He also introduced him to this man Her- 
sey. Why he did it I have been unable to discovr to this day. 
Morgan says—and afterwards disclosed this fact to the Commis- 
sioner—that Mr. COOPER said: ‘‘I want to introduce you to Mr. 
Hersey. He isa gentleman who is familiar with the pension 
business, and if you have any cases that are worth paying for, 
he will help you out.” 

Mr. CooPER denied this, and in viewof the fact that this man 
Morgan testified in such manner before the committee that we 
did not consider his testimony entitled to credence when con- 
tradicted by reputable men, I think Mr. Morgan probably told 
an untruth. I do not charge that Mr. COOPER made that state- 
ment; but, nevertheless, Mr. Morgan, who had been introduced 
to the Commissioner by Mr. COOPER himself, made this state- 
ment to the Commissioner. I say that statement, coupled with 
these letters, justified the Commissioner in investigating this 
case and investigating it thoroughly, and he did so; and if it had 
not been that the situation was such as to make it, in the judg- 
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ment of some gentlemen, a political necessity to find fault with 


the action of the head of the Bureau, no gentleman would have 
ever questioned the propriety of the action of Commistioner 
Raum. 

It is very easy for us at this time to say that Mr. COOPER was 
not implicated in this matter. It is a very easy thing, after we 
have had his explanation, and all the evidence before us, but 
everyone must bear in mind that the Commissioner of Pensions 
was called upon to act on the papers before him; and they cer- 
tainly presented more than a prima facie case. 

Mr. DUNGAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question there? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNGAN. Does the gentleman think that Raum acted 
in this without any ill will towards Mr. CooPER, and entirely 
for the good of the service? If vou think so, why did he not in- 
vestigate any one of the five other cases with just exactly the 
same kind of testimony before him? 

Mr. LIND. They were a]l investigated. 

Mr. DUNGAN. There isno testimony of that sort before us. 

Mr. LITTLE. The letters calling attention to them were all 
destroyed. 

Mr. LIND. No letters were destroyed bearing on this ques- 
tion. Some of Morgan’s letters reflecting on the integrity of 
employés in the Pension Office were destroyed. 

Now, I am free to say that I got the impression from the evi- 
dence that while the Commissioner did just exactly right in 
what he did, and was fully justified in doing all that was done, I 
am inclined to think that he would not have regretted if he 
could have directly connected Mr. COOPER with the sale of this 
information. That much of human nature I concede to him. 

I do not think that he would have been moved by any sympa- 
thy for Mr. COOPER to refrain from exposing his connection 
with this matter if it had been shown that he was culpably and 


corruptly as I maintain. 
Now, another point. 


Mr. RAY. Justa moment there. The gentleman from Indi- | 


ana [Mr. COOPER] at that time had made some kind of an attack 
upon the Commissioner, had he not? 

Mr. LIND. Oh,he had; but that would be no justification on 
the part of the Commissioner to pursue him. I never looked at 
the case in that light for a moment. Of course it would not. 

Now, then, the gentleman from New York[Mr. LITTLE] made 


statement I ever heard uttered. He said thatevery witness that 
had appeared against the Commissioner of Pensions had been a 
man of fair character, whose character and standing had never 
been questioned. On the other hand, let me say to the gentleman 
from New York, that every witness that you name in your ma- 
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Mr. LIND. Idid not ask the gentleman from Tennessee. One 
at a time, please. 

Mr. LITTLE. I do not remember anything against him. 

Mr. TRACEY. What is there against Mr. Taylor? Let us 
know. 

Mr. LIND. Well, now, you are attempting to bring out mat- 
ters that I would not have referred to 

Mr. LITTLE. Domestic troubles, never broughtto trial. Is 
it creditable to the gentleman to introduce such a matter as that 
here—domestic troubles never brought to trial? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Why, you have spread them all over the 
record in this case. 

Mr. LIND. I was not going to refer to them at all. Mr. 
Taylor was accused of being a gambler and he admitted that 
he played, but he said that the limit was smail and the ‘‘ante” 
was only a nickel. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. It was ‘“‘only a little bitof a baby.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIND. Exactly. And there were other things, but Ihad 
no intention of introducing them here. 

Mr. TRACEY. The same might be said of some members of 
the House. 

Mr. LIND. Yes. Notof the member from Minnesota, how- 
ever. [Laughter.] I say, Mr. Speaker, that everyone of those 
discharged employés has a record that will not bear daylight. 

Mr. LITTLE. I want to say to the gentleman that every one 
of them but one was reinstated by the Secretary of the Interior 
after being discharged by the Commissioner. 

Mr. LIND. Every one but one? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; according to my recollection. 

Mr. LIND. None butone. [Laughter,} 

Mr. LITTLE. I think the record will bear me out. 

Mr. LIND. One other point sugg.sted by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LITTLE] was in regard to Count De Arnaud. 





| Now, that isone of those strange incidents that occurred during 
corruptly connected with it. He was connected with it, but not | 


the war, that one would have to devote atleast an hour and a half 
to the discussion of in order to place it clearly before the House. 
Gentlemen will remember that during the war a great many 
young ‘‘counts ” from Europ2—from Russia, France, and other 


| countries, bright, brilliant, enthusiastic, visionary young fel- 


lows, came here to take a hand in the struggle on one side or the 
other. 
Fortunately the attention of the Count De Arnaud was directed 


' to the North. He came to Washington and then went West and 
| joined another officer who, I might perhaps be justified in saying, 
one remarkable statement here; I think the most remarkable | 


jority report as having been improperly discharged, and it ison | 


their evidence you have relied with the,exception of one, instead 
of coming here with a fair character comes here with an unsa- 
vory record; some of being discharged by the previous adminis- 
trations time and again. They were all discharged by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions for cause. 

Mr. LITTLE. I would like to ask the gentleman to give the 
name of any one of these men whose character for veracity was 
not fair. 

Mr. LIND. Except Hodgson. I did not hear the question of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. LITTLE. I would like to ask the gentleman tostate who 
of these witnesses had not a fair character for veracity. 

Mr. LIND. What about Fleming? 

Mr. LITTLE. What about him? 

Mr. LIND. The record of the Pension Office under Gen. Black 
showed this man was not worthy of being retained. 

Mr. ENLOE. But he was never a witness. 

Mr. LITTLE. I say, what about Fleming? 

Mr. BURROWS. He is going to answer that now. 


was also somewhat visionary, Gen. Frémont, whom he met at 
St. Louis. I make that remark about Gen. Frémont in the kind- 
est spirit, and I think that, giving him all due credit for his em- 
inent services as a public man and asa soldier, his history jus- 
tifies the remark. This record certainly justifies the statement 
that he was not methodical in doing business. 

Gen. Frémont was at that time stationed at St. Louis, having 
command of the army in that section and of the militia troops 
of the State of Missouri. It se2ms that he was in the habit of 


| issuing commissions right and left, or saying that he would is- 
| sue them. He appointed this man on his. staff, he appointed 


that man on his staff, he appointed all comers, especially if they 


| were men of some previous military training, such as was the 


Countde Arnaud. And right here I wish to deny that ths record 
shows, or even indicates, that Gen. Fr’mont ever issued a com- 
mission to Count de Arnaud; I mean a written, regular commis- 
sion. He did, however, give him authcrity to go down the 
Mississippi to make military reconnaissances, and the only serv- 
ice that Arnaud ever rendered was as a spy on this expedi- 


| tion. He never joined any command, he never was a member of 


Mr. LITTLE. I say he was not a witness before the commit- | 


tee at all. 


Mr. LIND. But you criticise the Commissioner for dismiss- | 
ing him when he was dismissed from the Pension Office before | 


Raum entered the office. 

Mr. LITTLE. You are criticising me for my statement about 
witnesses who appeared before the committee, and when I asked 
you for a name you mentioned Fleming. 


Mr.LIND. You criticised the Commissioner for discharging | 
Taylor. Do you mean to say that his. reputation is good in the | 


community where ‘he resided? 

Mr. LITTLE. [stand by what I have said. 

Mr. LIND. But will you say that the reputation of Mr. Tay- 
lor is fair-in the community where he resided? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will say to the gentleman—— 


XXLI—421 : 


any regiment, he never belonged to any company, he had no 
position that military law recognizes, unless it was in the nature 
of a position as a staff officer of Gen. Frémont, and if he was 
such staff officer (and I think that he was), there is not to-day, 
nor was there ever, any record of the faci, not the scratch of a 
yen. 

Mr. ENLOE. Wil! the gentlemen yield for a question? 

Mr. LIND. [If it is a brief one. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman upon what 
ground the minority of the committee state that this gentleman, 
Count de Arnaud, is entitled to a pension? 

Mr. LIND. I will explain that further on. We do say that 
in our opinion he ought to have a pension, and that is my opin- 
ion. Count de Arnaud went down the Mississippi and was gone 
some two or three weeks, more or less, and he undoubtedly ren- 
dered most excellent service. He reported to Gen. Grant the 


| movements that were going on in Kentucky, and recived later 
| an expression of his appreciation. After reporting to Gen. Fré- 


| 


mont, in St. Louis, he returned to Washington. While on this 
expedition he was wounded, shot in the head,or at least injured 
in the head, and also, I believe, wounded elsewhere. 
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On his return to Washington he put in a claim for the servi- 
ces that he had rendered. He never made any suggestion that 


he belonged to the Army; he never claimed that he had a com- 
mission. That was within a few months of the time that the 
services wererendered. He neversuggested that he had beena 


staff officer; he never suggested that he had seen a regiment; 
but he claimed that he had rendered valuable service; and he 
wrote to Gen. Grant a letter to that effect. 

Mr. LITTLE. The record shows that Gen. Halleck wrote to 
Gen. Grant. 


Mr. LIND. That is not material, but at any rate a letter was 
written to Gen. Grant on account of DeArnaud’s application. 
The matter was placed before President Lincoln. President 


Lincoln did not see his way clear to take any action, but finally 
made a suggestion, which I will cite. He foidea the letters to- 
gether, and wrote on the back of Gen. Grant's letter the follow- 
ing: 

I have no time to investigate this claim, but I desire the accounting offi- 
cers to investigate it, and if it be found just and equitable, to pay it, not- 
withstanding any want of technical legality in form. 

Thereupon De Arnaud was paid $2,000 on the recommendation 
of the Secretary of War, and he signed a receipt infull. But I 
say the remarkable feature of that whole affair is that there is 
not even a suggestion that ueserved in the Army. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. How, then, could he be allowed 
a@ pension except by act of Congress? 

Mr. LIND. He could not be, except on one theory, and that 
I have not the time to enter into an explanation of now. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. LITTLE] 
stated that De Arnaud never claimed to have belonged to Com- 
pany F, of the Fifth Regiment Missouri Volunteers. Now, I 
will read from page 1206 of the record a letter from Gen. Fré- 
mont, showing what he thought of this matter. 

Mr. LITTLE. Thatis the way the gentleman goeson. He 
says I said that De Arnaud never claimed so and so, and then 
he goes on to show what somebody else had said. 


Mr. LIND. Yousuggested that no one had made such aclaim. | 
Mr. LITTLE. I did not. 
Mr. LIND. The gentleman certainly said that De Arnaud 


never claimed to have belonged to this company. Now, let me 
-2zad the language of Gen. Frémont: 
Hion. JOHN C. BLACK, 

Commissioner of Pensions: 


GENPRAL: I have been requested to state some circumstances connected 
with th 
partment of the West in 1861. 
should be glad to promote the interests of a deserving officer. 

Capt. De Arnaud was chosen by me to make military reconnoissance in 
Kentucky and Tennessee, and on this duty Isent him to those States early 
in August, 1861. At that time he was in the service of the United States as 
captain of Company F, Fifth Missouri Volunteers. 


That is what G Frémont said. Now, a3 a matter of fact 
De Arnaud was never in the service asamember of that company | 


or that regiment. But there was another Capt. De Arnaud— 
Capt. Charles De Arnaud, the name almostidentical—who ac- 
tually served as captain of that company. Count De Arnaud ap- 
plied for a pension a3 a captain. Inquiry was made at the Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office and in reply the record of the other Capt. 
De Arnaud was sent to the Pension Office. Count De Arnaud be- 
lieved this record to be his own, but in the mean time Capt. 
Charles De Arnaud, of Company F, Fifth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteers, put in an application for pension. 

The newspapers got hold of the matter—I believe it was the 
Cincinnati Enquirer or Commercial-Gazette—some Cincinnati 
newspaper. It was charged that Count De Arnaud was an im- 
poster and that he was falsely personating another man. The 
Commissioner hai to take some action for his own protection. 
What else could he do at that time except to submit it to a spe- 
cial examiner for investigation? To say that he had heard any- 
thing or knew anything about this case from other sources is 
futile. In discharging his duties as Commissioner of Pensions 
he is obliged to discharge them upon the evidence and docu- 
ments appearing before him. He did exactly what you or any 
other man occupying his position would havedone. He directed 
an investigation. This resulted in the indictment of Count De 
Arnaud, his trial, and acquittal. The details of the matter, or 
the criminal prosecution, the Commissioner had nothing to do 
with. Such work is necessarily done by subordinates. 

To hold the Commissioner liable for all details would be un- 
At this point let me say, as one particular letter signed 
by the Commissioner is cited here on a given proposition, that 
it ought to b> borne in mind that he issues pension certificates 
at the rate of one every twenty seconds during the day; that he 
signs daily hundreds and thousands of papers—certainly hun- 
dreds, oftentimes -thousands. It is absolutely impossible that 


just. 


he can be personally cognizant of the contents of every letter 
bearing his signature. 


» service of Capt. Charles De Arnaud during my command of the De- | 
I comply readily with the request because I | 
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Mr. Speaker, I have already occupied more time than I ought. 
There is just one more point to which I wish to refer briefly, 
and that is the suggestion made by the gentleman from New . 
York, that there is something reprehensible in the signing of 
this $12,000 note. I say upon my honor and conscience, as a 
member of this House, that there is nothing reprehensible in it. 
I defy you to place your finger on one iota of evidence showing 
any criminality or corruption on the part of Commissioner 
Raum, or of Mr. Lemon, or anyone else, in connection with this 
matter. You can not point to an incident in the transaction 
that tends to prove corruption. You dare not suggest one, be- 
cause it is not there. 

Mr. LITTLE. Now, if the gentleman wants an answer 

Mr. LIND (continuing). All the committee dare say is that 
the evidence raises an ‘‘inference.” This is the first time I have 
heard a suggestion to the contrary. 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman dares a response to his inter- 
rogatory? 

Mr. LIND. Oh, I know what the gentleman would say. 

Mr. LITTLE. Then you should not take such a position if you 
are not willing to be corrected. 

Mr. LIND. You have stated nothing in your report. 
had full and ample opportunity there. 

Mr. LITTLE. But you should not take such a position and 
not be willing to be answered. 

Mr. LIND. Well, what do you refer to? 

Mr. LITTLE. I say itis in evidence that Commissioner Raum 
had a reason to adopt this plan—this action which is known as 





You 


| Order 151. 


Mr. LIND. 
phatically. 

Mr. LITTLE. Here it is in evidence. 

Mr. LIND. Not at all. 

Mr. LITTLE. It is stated in his own evidence. 

Mr. LIND. He does not so testify. 

Mr. LITTLE. He did it, as he himself testifies, on the advice 
of his old chiefs in the office. Now, I am giving the record to 
the gentleman. Hesays we did not dare to point to an incident, 


That is not in evidence; and I deny it most em- 





Mr. LIND. ButI beg the gentleman’s pardon, he is entirely 
misstating it. 

Mr. LITTLE. And this was done on the day following—— 

Mr. LIND. I beg the gentleman not to interrupt me further. 
He has not answered in any degree the point I have been mak- 
ing. 
Mr. LITTLE. I wish the gentleman to-permit me to state 
this, that on the day following, overriding the opinion of his 
chiefs, after issuing the order against the advice of the chiefs 
of the Bureau, he went to Mr. Lemon and got his indorsement 
on a note for $12,000, when Mr. Lemon had refused it before. 

Mr. LIND. Oh, yes, he had refused it six months before, but 
what does that mean? 

Mr. LITTLE. It means that it wasa transaction payable on 
sight—a C. O. D. transaction, so to speak—payable on the very 
day. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. He never did refuse to indorse 
the note for Mr. Kaum. What he did refuse was to loan money. 

Mr. LIND. Of course. He said he had no money to loan. 
The gentleman has entirely misconstrued the matter. The mat- 
ter the gentleman from New York referred to was the request 
that Mr. Lemon had presented to the Commissioner, asking him 
to certify some cases to the completed files for adjudication on 
Lemon’s statement that they were ready. This the Commis- 
sioner positively refused te do. He said to him in plain terms 
‘Tf your cases are entitled to special consideration all other 
cases similarly situated are entitled to the same consideration.” 
The order that was adopted was one which was adopted on con- 


| sultation with the Secretary of the Interior and also with Gen. 





Bussey, whose action in every instance your committee and you 
yourself commend in the very strongest terms. 

I say, then, Mr. Speaker, returning to the point from which | 
was diverted, that there is nota particle of evidence, not an iota, 
not a word or an idea which could be construed into anything 
indicating that Commissioner Raum acted with a corrupt or an 
improper motive in this connection. When you assume that a 
man can be convicted by the judgment of the House of a crime 
without evidence, on a mere inference—and I use your own lan- 
guage—then there is no room left for argument. It is futile to 
call attention to the tack of evidence or the rules of law if we are 
toadopt such a rule as that. But there is nothing in this case 
to even pin an inference to. You ought to hawe some ground on 
which to base your inference; you ought at least to have some 
peg tohang iton. But you can not, as I have said before, point 
to one. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion let me say, as I have said be- 
fore, that this record covering 1,800 pages, the result of the ex- 





1892. 





amination of hundreds of witnesses, occupying the attention of 
the committee for the past six months, deserves more consider- 
ation than we can give it now. I was going to say that it is out- 
rageous, but I will put it milder, and say that it is exceedingly 
improper to bring up this question for determination by this 
body when not one member of this House except the attorney 
for the prosecution, and perhaps the members of the committee, 
have read the report, and ask the House to pass its judgment on 
the character and condemn a man whose standing has never been 
questioned heretofore here or elsewhere, who was at one time 
an honored member of this House, who has served his Govern- 
ment well inevery capacity, and who served his country bravely, 
with credit to himself during its hours of trouble. 

I appeal to gentlemen on both sides of this House to be careful 
in this matter, and ask you not toact with such haste to place the 
seal of condemnation on the official acts of the Commissioner 
without justification. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 





VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


Mr. Linp, in behaif of the minority of the select committee appointed to 
inquire into the methods of doing business in the Bureau of Pensions and 
the Board of Pension Appeals, submits the following views: 

Pursuant to the resolution recited in the report of the majority, the com- 
mittee met and organized on the 25th day of February, 1892, since which 
date it has had numerous meetings, examined scores of witnesses, and taken 
a mass of testimony, of which the portion permanently retained covers 
more than 1,600 closely printed octavo pages. 

In the prosecution of this investigation the committee has been 9 
aided by the unremitting efforts of Messrs. ENLOE and COOPER, whose patri- 
otic devotion to the task of investigating this Bureau has only been equaled 
by the persevering zeal in the same behalf by Taylor, Faucett, andothers of 
the discharged employés. Attention is called to this feature of the investi- 
gation to evidence the thoroughness with which our work has been con- 
ducted and to justify our declaration: That every alleged abuse, irregular- 
ity of practice, mistake of judgment, erroneous decision, or improper con- 
duct on the part of those in any manner connected with the office, and all 
rumors concerning their moral character and financial and social standing, 
have been inquired into and thoroughly investigated by this committee. 

In view of the searching character of the investigation andthe magnitude 
of the Bureau and its work, it is a source of gratification to the minority of 
this committee to join with the majority in its finding that— 

“There is no doubt but that a great deal of work has been done under 
Commissioner Raum’s administration as well as under other administra- 
tions of the Bureau. There are a good many capable men and women em- 
ployed in the Bureau. Deputy Commissioners Lincoln and Davidson and 
Assistant Chief of Middle Division Bryant seem to be very efficient and com- 
petent men. The heads of divisions appear to be intelligent and efficient, 
and the work of the office under the supervision of these men is progressing 
reason®bly well, The cierical force of the office is probably as well worked 
as that of — of the other Departments.”’ 

The minority of the committee feel that this finding and report upon the 
condition of the Bureau and its work might properly have been couched in 
much stronger and more commendatory oe but we are content to 
adopt the form chosen by the majority to express its approval, especially as 
there is no suggestion either in the evidence or in the report that a single 
dollar of the a. money has been wasted or that the decision in any 
case has been influenced by prejudice or favoritism during the administra- 
tion of Commissioner Raum. z 

The strictures of the majority of the committee, so far as they affect the 
Commissioner, being confined solely to differences between him and dis- 
charged employés and the alleged transactions between him and Mr. George 
BE. Lemon, and the case of Count Arnaud, we feel justified in calling the 
attention of the House to the onerous duties and extensive responsibilities 
that rest upon the Commissioner of Pensions at all times and the peculiar 
embarrassments that faced the present Commissioner when he entered upon 
the discharge of his duties. 

Gen. Raum was appointed Commissioner of Pensions in October, 1889. 
The Bureau over which he was called to preside is, with reference to the 
number ofits employés, the multitude of persons with whomitdeals, and the 
amount of money involved in its adjustments, the largest office of the kind 
in the world. The official roll of the Pension Office is 2,009 persons. The 
18 pension agencies employ 449 regular clerks, while the surgeons employed 
upon medical examining boards number 3,994. In addition there are 131 
specialists, making a total force of 6,583. Norshouldit be forgotten that the 
duties devolving upon many of these subordinates are not the mere routine 
of computation, bookkeeping, and office work that prevails in many other 
of the Departments of the Government. 

Six hundred and sixty of the clerks are employed as examiners in the ad- 
judication and review of cases; 130 as special examiners in the field. These 
men, to all intents and purposes, perform the functions of judges. They 
pass originally and by Sa of review upon the law and the facts involvedin 
every case that is adjudicated in the Bureau. Itis but an exhibition of 
human nature in general and certainly no reflection upon this force to say 
that on the whole they probably have as much pride of opinion and confi- 
dence in the correctness of their own decisions as our judges presiding over 
courts of record. Scores of instances of this appear in the evidence. 

That this leads to serious differences of opinionand frequently te noreor 
less controversy in the office is to be ex ted. So long as these differences 
of opinion and controversies are confined to the office and their legitimate 
sphere and channels, they are, to — the least, but natural and probably 
have a tendency to produce uniformity of decision and practice, but when 
carried into the columns of the public press and perverted into personal and 
political accusations and onslaughts, they arenot only subversive of disci- 
pline in the office, but have a direct tendency to create distrust and a want 
of confidence in the due administration of the public business. 

At the time Gen. Raum took charge of the office its discipline was not at 
the best. Practices, such as rerating, dangerous in their character, handed 
down from a previous Administration, had become an abuse under the pres- 
ent Commissioner’s immediate predecessor. Gen. Raum was called in not 
only to eradicate such abuses, but to enforce discipline and increase the effi- 
ciency of the office. He encountered opposition both on the part of those who 
had enjoyed the fruits of the practice referred to, as well as from others who 
relished the independence that a lack of discipline bri and who o 
the changes he proposed to inaugurate. Numerous articles appe the 
New York dailies denouncing and perverting the facts in regard to the 
Commissioner's official actions and assailing him personally. 
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The matter published was ofsuch character as windicate conclusively that 
it was furnished by employés in the Bureau. The Comniissiorer thereupon 
took steps to ascertain who the parties were that furnished -i- reporters of 
these newspapers with the material for the publications refurred to. On 
evidence that aoe conclusive to him, and which we @cem umple to sus 
tain the charge, he found that Fleming, Renaud, Hodgso1., Taylor, Jennings, 
and Faucett, employés in the Pension Office, were the parties directly and 
indirectly engaged in this work. He recommended their dismissal to the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior—the Commissioner of Pensions having 
no power to dismiss—and they all either resigned or were (dismissed. The 
Commissioner's letter to the Secretary asking for Renaud’s dismissal, pub 
lished in the report of the majority, is a fair sample of his action in these 
cases. Itis as follows: 

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS 
“OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER 
‘* Washington, D. C., Anquat 28, 1890. 

“Sir: Several articles have recently appeared in the New York Tribune 
which were obviously written orinspired by some one in this office. The last 
of these was a correspondence from Washington City, which appeared in the 
New York Tribune of the 16th instant, headed, * Bold Pension Office Clerks 
Cancellation of Adverse’Decision by the Secretary of the Interior; Extraor- 
dinary Course of Members of the Board of Review in a Specimen Case; Not 
even Reading the Testimony to Justify their Action.’ 

“This letter sets out in full the decision of December 23, 1888. made by 
Hon. B. L. Hawkins, Assistant Secretary of the Interior, in claim No. 370607, 
of John S. Garrison, and attacks J. R. Lothrop, Mr. McWherter, and F. W. 
Poor, of th 3 office, for their action in that case. 

“T have made dilligent inquiry as to who was probably the author of this 
letter. I find that the ys in this case had recently beenin the possession 
and on the desk of Mr. ward Renaud, a fourth-class clerk in this office 
There are no reasons connected with the business of the office why Mr. Re 
naud should have had that case upon his desk, and he has given me no satis 
factory reason why it should have been withdrawn from the files and taken 
to his desk. I am satisfied that he withdrew the case from the files, made a 
copy of this decision, and either wrote or inspired the article in question. 

“The article is a complete misstatement of the action of the vffice in that 
case. The claimant had filed a new declaration, the claim had been reopened 
by Acting Commissioner McLean, and an examination ordered by him; the 
examination was made by one of the local boards in Washington City, 
and more than twenty days afterwards the case, in due course of business, 
went to the adjudicating division for action. Gen. Bussey examined this 
case with me, and we found nothing improper in the action taken by Mr 
Lothrop, Mr. McWherter, and Mr. Poor. 

‘“*T find that the article has been quoted in various papers throughout the 
country and severe comments made upon the course of business in the office. 
Mr. Renaud informs me he has long been a writer forthe Tribune. I find 
that he wrote many articles unfriendly toGen. Black’s administration while 
he was here. Iam satisfied myself, although he denies it. that he is the 
guilty party, and I therefore have the honor to recommend his dismissal 

“Very respectfully, 
“GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner 

“Hon. JOHN W. NOBLE, 

** Secretary of the Interior. 


“The WITNESS. Mr. Renaud was dismissed by the Secretary and after- 
wards the following letter was written: 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
“ Washington, September 7, 1891. 

“Srr: Lhave by your reference a letter of Edward Renaud, bearing date 
July 16, 1891, in which he requests that you examine into the charges upon 
which he was dismissed from the Bureau of Pensions, and if the facts appear 
to warrant it that they may be withdrawn and his record purged. 

‘*Incompliance with your instructions that I report upon this case, [have 
the honor to state that no facts have been brought to my attention to change 
the conclusions upon which my recommendation was made for the dis 
missal of Mr. Renaud. There is no doubt in my mind whatever that he was 
the author of certain libelous articles published in a newspaper for which 
he had been writing for a number of years against a number of } 
officials of this Bureau. The fact that he had improper possession of a bun 
dle of papers from the admitted files upon which one of his articles com- 
mented can not be questioned. Mr. Renaud had no right to withdraw the 


prominent 


| papers from the admitted files; they were not connected with his work in 


the office, and he admitted to me that he had the papers upon his desk and 
offered no explanation as to his purpose in withdrawing them from the 
files. After Commissioner Black had retired from the Pension Office Mr 
Renaud openly made boast that he was the author of the so-called “ physical 
wreck articles” directed agaiust Gen. Black, these articles having been pre 
pared by him at the time he was a trusted clerk inthe Bureau during Gen 
Black’s administration. 

‘To my mind it is perfectly clear that no clerk employed in « Department 
who may differ with the existing administration should use the advantag 
of his —— to attack the head of the Bureau in which he is serving 


“Being satisfied that Mr. Renaud is guilty of the charges upon which he 
was dismissed and that they were sufficient to justify his dismissal], I can 
not recommend that these charges be expunged from his record 

“Very respectfully, 


“GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner 
‘*Hon. CYRUS BUSSEY, 
“ Assistant Secretary of the Interior.” 


The general character of these newspaper articles is shown by a sample in 
evidence, to be found on page 777, as follows: 

“ More scandals in Raumania—<Startling charges against George W. Wayson. jr., 
of the Pension Bureau—Places bartered for loans—Good berths for examiners 
who would lend their chief money and not call for it—Pretexts for junketing 
tours. 

“By telegraph to the Herald. } 


“HERALD BUREAT. 
“CORNER FIFTEENTH AND G STREETS NW... 
“ Washington, January 2, 1391. 

“The National Democrat, in its issue this week, under the head ‘ Rotten 
ness in Raumania,’ tells an interesting story of the way special agents of the 
Pension Bureau obtain assignments to places that are specially desired by 
them. It says: . 

“*The Pension Office. under the management of the claim agents’ Com 
missioner, Green B. Raum, has been the source of numerous and unsavory 
scandals. It has been the one particular sore spot of Harrison's scandalous 
Administration. And yet the haif has not been told. «The following facts 
but show the rottenness and corruption that obtain in this Bureau under the 
rule of the present Commissioner : 

“*George W. Wayson, jr., is assistant chief of the spectal examination di- 
vision, the most important division in the Pension Bureau. Wayson was 
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appointed to this position by Green B. Raum, sr. 
of the division, for while one Butterworth is eT 
a Mugwump, not only in politics, but in business met 
rules supreme. 


He is virtually the chief 
‘acting chief,’ he is 
ods, and so Wayson 


‘ ‘Under the law there are 150special examiners provided for. The Com- 
missioner can also detatl 150 clerks to act as special examiners. These are 
assigned districts, and there is also great strife to secure a pleasant location. 
The larger cities are much to be preferred, for there is no country travel, an 
oflice is provided in a Government building, and the examiner, if a married 
man, can settle down to housekeeping and save the 8 per diem that is al- 
lowed for hotel bills. 


“*MR, WAYSON’S THRIFTY MIND. 


“*From the beginning of Raum’s and Wayson’s control the latter has prof- 
ited by the desire of each of 300 examiners desiring asoft place. He did not 
sell for so much cash in hand the more desirable places, but he accomplished 
the same result in adifferentmanner. He gaveeach applicant to understand 
that he had sole control of the assignment to duty, and that he proposed to 
accommodate those who accommodated him. 

‘** He had “atale of woe ”’ that he poured into the ears of all that he thought 
he could *‘ work.”’ “A sick wife’ and a “brother in the toils of the law” 
were the principal causes of his being so “‘hard up.”’ He always had a man 
who was anxious to be sent to the very place under consideration and who 
had offered to make him a loan of the amount he so much needed for a short 
time. Of course the ee for the position “saw th> point,”’ and to ob- 
tain the favorable location offered to make the loan asked for. This settled 
the business. Wayson got his loan, for which he gave his note, and the 
creditor would be assigned to the district preferred by him. 

* ‘Special Examiner Conney had lived for twelve years in Baltimore. It 
was a Violation of the law to assign him to duty in that city; but he owned 

property there, all his interests were in Baltimore, and he labored with 

yayson to make the assignment. Hedidnot labor, nor was Wayson labored 
with, in vain, for after obtaining a loan of $700 upon his individual note 
Wayson assigned Conney to the Baltimore district. By similar means Wal- 
ter A. Brooks secured an assignment as pone examiner in the District of 
Columbia. He holds Wayson’s note for $450. Dr. McLain was assigned a 
location in Missouri near hishomein Wyandotte, Kans. He holds Wayson’s 
note for a round sum. 

‘*+ Special Examiner Eager, after being well located, insisted that the loan 
made by him to Wayson should be repaid, and he has been called into the 
office and kept there in some disgrace for insisting that the money borrowed 
of him by Wayson should be repaid. 

‘** Messrs. Myers and Eppert are two special examiners nicely located in 
Cincinaati. Each holds Wayson’s note for large sums. 

* ‘Among others who were compelled to become bankers for Wayson’'s 
benefit is Capt. James Fitz, who has been located at Chicago, and Col. Frank 
Sprague, located at Philadelphia. 


RAUM IMPLICATED. 


“* But these are not all; the list of those who have loaned Wayson money in 
order to get favorable assignments in the field contains the names of over fifty 
special examiners. It is claimed that Wayson has loaned a considerable 
amount of the money that he has secured in the manner above indicated to 
the Commissioner and his son, Green B. Raum, jr. If this is true, an ex- 
posure is sure to follow, for the facts as herein mentioned have been fur- 
nished Secretary Noble, and Mr. Wayson’s career will be thoroughly gone 
nto, 

“+ Wayson was promoted twice under Gen. Black because ‘he was an ac- 
tive and energetic young Democrat,’ as indorsed by a leading Democrat of 
Baltimore. Wayson paid #0 into each of the Democratic and Republican 
cumpaign funds. Harrison was no sooner elected than Wayson began hedg- 
ing ina cease manner. Replying to an inquiry he said: ‘No, we can’t take 
that examiner from Kansas City. He wishes to remain there and we must 
let him, for he is not only a Republican but heis a contributing Republican. 


“GEN, 
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Fleming is shown by his own sworn statement, on file with the proceed- 
ings of this committee, to have been lty of deceit and double dealing with 
his Sypernens, The chairman of this committee (page 1537) himself sug- 
gested— 

‘As far as I am concerned it may be entered into this record that there is 
no evidence in this record tending to show any wrong on the part of Raum 
in dismissing George B. Fleming.” 

The unfairness of the majority report on this feature of the investigation 
is made evident by merely calling attention to the fact that the removal of 
John B. Peyton, for which Gen. Raum is so severely condemned, was made 
long before that gentleman was appointed Commissioner of Pensions. The 
reasons for that removal are shown in the two letters that passed between 
Peyton and the honorable Secretary of the Interior: 


‘* WASHINGTON, D. C., May 20, 1889. 


“Sir: I received your communication of the 9th instant, advising me that 
upon investigation you find no reason to change your order dismissing me, 
and that the order must stand without further discussion. 

“As neither you nor anyone for you has given me an opportunity to dis- 
cuss the matter of my dismissal, I do not quite comprehend your meaning 
unless it be that at my expense you would put yourself upon record as hav- 
ing seemingly treated me with fairness. his you can not do to the satis- 
faction of myself or friends until Iam at least accorded an opportunity to 
be heard fully. 

“Any investigation you may have made is clearly ex parte, as I knew noth- 
ing of it, and have no reason whatever assigned for my dismissal. There- 


| fore, the fact is, that so far from having discussed the matter of my dismis- 


sal with me, you have not even allowed me the poor satisfaction of knowing 
why you dismissed me, save that your order of dismissal was based upon the 
recommendation of the honorable Commissioner of Pensions, and I am in 
ignorance upon that point to-day, notwithstanding the fact that I have 
earnestly and persistently sought the reason from you and both your as- 
sistants and have asked the Commissioner of Pensions forit. It per be 
your pleasure to turn a deaf ear to my appeals for justice, but I shall not 
cease my efforts on that account so long as there may be reason to believe 
that the civil-service laws are to be respected by the present Administration. 


‘Very respectfully, 
“JOHN B. PEYTON, 
‘203 Pennsylvania avenue SE., Washington, D. C. 


“Hon. JOHN W. NOBLE, 
** Secretary of the Interior.” 


WASHINGTON, D.C., February 27, 1892. 


‘‘Srr: Replying to your official communication of May 24, 1889, addressed to 
me in answer to my communication to you of May 20, 1889, I would respect- 
fully state that I have at last succeeded in learning, through the courtesy of 
the Hon. Commissioner of Pensions, Gen. Raum, the real causes, or rather 
the false statements, which effected my removal from the Pension Bureau 
of your Department, April 3, 1889, less than thirty days after the incoming 
of the present Administration. 

“Your communication as above referred to is embodied herein for con- 
venience. It reads as follows: 

*** By your letter of the 20th instant you demandthat I shall give further 
consideration to your demand for reinstatement. I have to inform you that 
this Department has arrived at the conclusion that, as a clerk, you were of- 
ficious and scheming while in office; that you are inclined to cater to the in- 
terests of the party in power for the purpose of holding the place; that your 
papers and writings on file display yours to be a somewhat treacherous 
character, and that you are inclined to put the responsibility of your action 


| on your superior officer, and use that a8 a cloak for your own designs. These 


conclusions have been reached after an examination of your own letters and 


| papers on file in this Department, and your dismissal, in my opinion, was 


“*This Wayson took a pleasure trip to Charleston, S.C., on the pretense of | 


ascertaining whether a livery voucher for $1.50 was genuine. He stayed ten 
days, found out that the voucher was all right, but his trip cost the Govern- 
ment #126.50, $125 more than the voucher. 
a trip to Dakota on the pretense that there was no special examiner con- 
venient to the party whose testimony was wanted. 

‘:There were two examiners within 40 miles, but Wayson made the trip, 
per diem, and expense over #300, and it isnow alleged that he did not go 
further than Chicago. This is one of Raum’s favorites, and he has had full 
sway since Theodore Smith was dismissed, previous to which time he was 
Smith's lieutenant. Since Smith's dismissal Wayson has ordered chiefs of 
sections to draw cases from the files for Smith’s perusal in which Smith 
Was not the attorney. 

**So long as Wayson remains in the Pension Office Secretary Noble may 
lock for developments of the most scandalous character.’ 


“MISS RAUSCH DENIES THAT SHE WANTS TO CHANGE HER TESTIMONY IN THE 
RAUM CASE. 


‘* Miss Rausch, the typewriter in the Pension Office, who, it has been al- 


leged, Wished to change her testimony given before the Raum investigating | 


committee, tells me that the statement is without foundation. She says: 

‘“*T have never “stated to two persons”’ nor ‘written to another” that I 

was misunderstood in my testimony before that committee, or that I had 
‘written one thousand letters” forthe “‘ District of Columbia Universal Re- 
frigerating Company.’”’ 

***T wrote one letter, asstatedin my testimony; I know nothing of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Universal Refrigerating Company; I never ‘‘ worked for 
two months” on unofficial business for Gen. Raum. I have no knowledge 
of Gen. Bussey’s connection with said company; in fact, 1 deny in toto the 
assertion made that I wish in the slightest manner to modify or amend my 
testimony given before the committee.’ 

“T asked Miss Rauschif she had any suspicion why such a statement 
should be made. She replied that the only reason she could possibly assign 
was that she was a Democrat in sentiment, openly known to be such, and 
that the Republican element in the Bureau might be displeased with her re_ 
tention, although she was in office in accordance with the civil-service rules 


“It is understood that she will be summoned to a ar before the commit-* | 


tee next Tuesday, and also Mrs. H. K,. Hogan and Mr. P. B. Dickinson, who 
are named in one of the statements published as persons to whom Miss 
Rausch told the revised story.” 

Every substantial statement in the article quoted above was investigated 
by this committee and shown to be absoluftly false. Bribery was charged 
and the charge found to be without foundation in truth or in fact, and so of 
all these articles, and the Commissioner properiy determined torecommend 
for dismissal those who in the office were plotting against him and his ad- 
ministration. 

For this action the Commissioner is severely condemned by the majority 
of the committee and his removal from office recommended. The minority, 


on the contrary, regard his action as not only justifiable but absolutely nec- | 


essary for the maintenance of order and discipline in the office. 


his worked so well that he took: 





| Theodore Smith, former! 


warranted, and a reinstatement is refused. 
a thatthis willrelieve me from your further demands for official 
notice, 
** Yours, etc., 
“* JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary.’” 


As to the others whose names are given above, except in the case of Mr. 
Taylor, the majority of the committee fail to cite any facts or reasons in 
their report as a basis for their condemnation of the Commissioner's action, 
and we therefore do not feel justified in occupying the time of the House in 
a review of the evidence relating to their dismissal. 

As to the case of Engle, Howard, and Taylor, the minority feel that the’ 
acuion of the Commissioner is not censurable. These men had been actively 
identified with the parties who sought by means of newspaper publications 
and otherwise to destroy the reputation of the Commissioner and to bring 
his administration of the Pension Office into disrepute. This fact was well 
known to the Commissioner and it is more than probable that the relations 
between him and them were already strained when Howard and Engle joined 
in a report to the Secretary of the Interior, which attempted to implicate 
chief of one of the divisions in the Bureau, and 
the Commissioner’s son in an alleged questionable transaction in connec- 
tion with the transfer of one H. G. Stover to duty in the field. 

Taylor, also in the same connection, published the facts concerning the 
court-martial of Theodore Smith, who was adjudged guilty of desertion 
from the regular Army, in which he had enlisted asa mere boy. It is not 
deemed necessary for us to go into the details of the evidence concerning 
these matters, beyond saying that the alleged transaction reported to the 
Secretary looks exceedingly improbable, and was denied under oath by the 
parties alleged to have been concerned in it. 

Mr. Theodore Smith was an excellentclerk in the Bureauané the Commis- 
sioner thought it very malicious on the part of Taylor to call attention tothe 
unfortunate incident of his youth, which, in the light of the circumstances 
surrounding its occurrence and his subsequent faithful service to the Gov- 
ernment, should have been left buried and forgotten. Forthese reasons, and 
believing,these men determined to villify the character and conduct, not only 
of the Commissioner, but of such of the subordinates as were friendly to 
him, their dismissal was recommended. Taylor and Howard resigned. If 
the character of these men had been in all respects above reproach, or un- 
questioned there might be some excuse for the strictures of the majority on 
the action of the Commissioner. 

But when it is borne in mind that Mr. Engle had been connected with the 
rerating episode, and that serious charges had been filed affecting his con- 
duct in the office; that Howard had been previously dismissed from the Gov- 
ernment service for being implicated in a conspiracy todefraudit; and that 
Taylor had, to say the least, a very unsavory reputation at his former home 
in Illinois (see page 324), the conclusion is forced upon us that the Commis- 
sioner was justified in what he did. 

Taylor's character is shown by the investigation caused to be made by 
Fourth Assistant P ostmaster-General Rathbone. 

Mr. Taylor denies Mr. Rathbone’s statements, and the majority seem to 
prefer to believe him. 
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h official in the Post-Office Department, has occu- 





Mr. Rathbone is a h 

pied a high position in the Treasury Department, and was for a number of 
ears a member of the senate of the State of Ohio. His statement is proba- 
le, and we believe him as against Taylor. 


Our conclusion that the Commissioner acted properly in this matter is 
strengthened by the marked conservatism of the Commissioner in the matter 
of removals generally. During his incumbency of the office, there have been 
but 28 persons dismissed, of which number 12 were ex-soldiers, while during 
the administration of Gen. Black there were dismissed and a from 
the rolls 397 persons, of whom 126 were ex-Union soldiers (p. 1594). uring the 
entire time of Harrison’s Administration there have been but 180 dropped 
and dismissed as against 397 during Cleveland’s. The mere mention of these 
facts ought to bea sufficient answer to the charge of abuse on t’\e part of the 
Commissioner in the matter of removals. 

In the matter of the dismissal of Hayward, the evidence shov. | (page 1232) 
that he was indebted to a great many people, who were conscvantly besieg- 
ing the Commissioner and others in the office to assist them in the enforce- 
ment of their claims. Itis very evident that this was an insufferable nui- 
sance which the Commissioner was well justified in ridding the office of, and 
he did so by recommending Hayward’s removal. 

The majority of the committee call attention to alleged irregularities and 
misconduct on the part of William P. Smith, Theodore Smith, and others, 
who have been removed or resigned from the service long before the com- 
mencement of this investigation. We see no object in discussing the evi- 
dence bearing on them, as it is not even suggested by the majority that the 
Commissioner was cognizant of these irregularities when they occurred, or 
pa he failed to take the proper action when they were brought to his knowl- 

e. 

or like reasons we trust that the House will pardon us for omitting to 
comment on the incident referred to in the majority report under the sen- 
sational headlines: “‘ Ford, Caddie L. Wright, and the lonesome road.” On 
the same ground we could omit all mention of the case of Green B. Raum, 
jr. The record shows that he resigned his ition on the suggestion of the 
Commissioner, his father, long before this investigation was ordered and as 
soon as practicable after it was learned by the latter that charges of irreg- 
ular conduct had been —— against him. 

From the evidence it appears that Green B. Raum, jr., rendered good 
service in the es and administration of the appointment division 
of the Pension Office. As to whether he acted with on or discretion 
at all times is not necessary for us to determine, but there is certainly no 
sufficient evidence before the committee to establish either that he received 
any consideration for the appointment or promotion of Smith, or that he 
was g\ilty of any wrongful intent in connection with the seventy-two-dollar 
transaction. The position of appointment clerk is not an easy one to fill in 
any Office. Many disappointments in the matter of assignments and . 
motions will be charged up to him, and in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred 
without cause. 

The fact that Green B. Raum, jr., was the Commissioner’s son undoubtedly 
made his position more embarrassing, as the clerks assumed that by reason 
of this relationship he could and did exercise influence in the matter of pro- 
motions and assignments to duty, so that the Commissioner’s action, what- 
ever it happened to be in a particular case, was evidently charged up to 
—— or bias on the part of the appointment clerk. Thisin itself neces- 
sarily had an unfavorable influence in the office, as there is nothing more 
likely to create discontent on the part of subordinates than the impression 
that the authority exercised over them does not emanate from the head. 

It appears from the evidence (page 1592) that during the incumbency of 
Green B. Raum, jr., there were over 800 appointments and promotions made 
in addition to the ——— of Smith,and there is not even a shadow of 
suspicion suggested that any improper influence tntered into these trans- 


actions. 

We find acme | in this connection for which the Commissioner can be 
criticised unless it be that he appointed his son to this position. But the 
— man was confessedly competent to fill the place, and, in view of the 

act that many sons of members of this Congress occupy positions in this 
een, it pga not be becoming in us to be too severe in our strictures on 
this practice. 

In the case of Count Charles Alfred de Arnaud, we agree with the majority 
of the committee in the opinion that he is entitled to a pension under the 

rovisions of the act of March 25, 1862, but inasmuch as the pension was re- 
Fased both by Commissioner Black and by Gen. Bussey on review of Commis- 
sioner Raum’s decision it is not fair to impute prejudice to Commissioner 
Raum in this connection. 

As to the charge that Gen. Raum ticipated in the prosecution of De 
Arnaud, we call attention to the testimony found on 1593, and also the 
testimony of Special Examiner Brooks (page 1459), which conclusively shows 
that the inves tion resulting in the indictment and prosecution of De Ar- 
naud was bro t about through the agitation of the question by Gen. Boyn- 
ton, correspondent of the Cincinnati Comme ial-Gazette, and that this 
investigation was commenced by the special-examination division. No 
information was given Gen. Raum in reference to the matter, the entire pro- 
ceedings be in the hands of a special examiner and the attorney for the 
—, of Columbia. We quote from Brooks's testimony, found on pages 

“In fact, I donot believe the Commissioner knew oar ening of it person- 
ally until the case was tried and he was acquitted. I think I then did say 
something to him about the acquittal of Arnaud, but I think that was the 
only time there was any communication between the Commissioner and my- 
self relative to the pr vig 

The majority report criticises the Commissioner because one A. M. Legg, 
a pension attorney of Topeka, Kans., has not been disbarred from practic- 
ing on account of alleged irregularities. There is no evidence sho that 
the Commissionerin any manner took any personal cognizance of this case. 
It passed through the regular channels for consideration of questions of that 
character. The final report of the chief of the law division is as follows: 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“ Washington, D. C., April 19, 1892. 
‘Str: In relation to the mens against A. M. Legg, involving alleged offi- 
cial misconduct on the part of William A. Martin, a clerk of the Pension 
Bureau, I have to state that after an examination and report had been made 
by special examiner, the papers were filed in the ‘personal files’ of the 
cler 


charge against the attorney Legg. 
™ en I called your attention to the matter the papers were produced 


and turned over to me with direction to take such action as I saw fit and | 


proper; believing there was no criminal act on the part of Martin or Legg 
and not to warrant the disbarment of Legg, I so stated to the chief of 


the criminal section, and he, after a careful examination, agreed, upon which | 


the papers were filed and no further action was taken. 
“ Very respectfully, 


“M. B. BAILEY, 
“Chief, Law Division. 


“The COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS.” 


artin instead of being returned to the law division for action on the | 
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We agree with the majority in their suggestion in regard to the exercise 
by members of Congress of the so-called ** Congressional! privileges.’ 

‘*Members of Congress are authorized under the rules of practice in the 
Pension Office to call up pension cases for status upon what is called a *Con- 
gressional slip.’ This privilege has been taken advantage of by pension 
claimants. embers of Congress yielding to the importunities of their con- 
stituents have indulged in this privilege to an extent that has become injur- 
ious to the public service. 

“This correspondence has grown to such dimensions that many members 
of Congress employ private secretaries to attend to it. Othermembers, who 
can not afford this expense, are burdened down with this correspondence, 
which occupies the best hours of every day to the neglect of more important 
business connected with legislation. A large force of clerks were constantly 
at work replying to these Congressional slips, while other work equally or 
more meritorious has been necessarily neglected in the Pension Office. At 
times this work was so great that other business of the Pension Office was 
nearly suspended.’’ 

Withoutexpressing a direct disapproval, the majority report inferentially 
criticises the adoption and operation of the ‘‘completed files system,’' &s es- 
tablished and carried on under Office Orders Nos. 149 and 151. The minority, 
however, in accordance with the unanimous opinion of the chiefs of division 
and others who were examined before the committee, believe that the adop- 
tion of this system has facilitated the work of the office and expedited ad- 
judications in a marked degree. In support of this we call attention to the 
folowing comparison as to the number of adjudications under this and the 
preceding administration. 

While we do not contend that this gratifying showing is due wholly to the 
completed files system, we believe that that system in connection with im- 
proved methods generally, and the excellent work shown in all the depart- 
ments of the Pension Bureau, has contributed to establish the present con- 
dition of efficiency as shown by this comparison. This comparative state- 
ment shows the amount of work done during the first three years and two 
months and a half of each administration, as follows: 

Under the Cleveland Administration there were 7,214,184 pieces of mail re- 
ceived, and during the Harrison Administration there were 14,551,940 pieces 
of mail received; during the Cleveland Administration there were 5,759,191 
pieces of mail sent out, and during the Harrison Administration 10,452,308 
pieces of mail sent out. 

From March 1, 1885, to June 30, 1888, during the Cleveland Administration 
there were 559,750 medical examinations made, and from March 1, 1889, to 
April 30, 1892, there w-re 1,158,902 medical examinations made. From March 
4, 1885, to April 30, 1888, there were 322,392 pension certificates issued, and 
from March 4, 1889, to April 30, 1892, there were 709,088 pension certificates 
issued, being an increase in the number under the Harrison Administration 
for the same period of time of 386,696. 

During the Cleveland Administration there were 549,428 calls made upon 
the War Department for the military and medical history of claimants. 
For the same period during the Harrison Administration there were &21,696 
calls made upon the War Department. 

During the fiscal years 1885, 1886, 1887, and 1888, the disbursements of p2n- 
sions amounted to .974,563.52; the cost of disbursement was #1,084,646.54, 
and the average cost of disbursing each dollar was .0035 of a cent on the dol- 
lar, and the average cost of Raving each pensioner was 72.9 0f acent. Dur- 
ing the fiscal years 1889, 1890. 1891, and nine months of 1892, there were 
disbursed for pensions #411,303,265.11, and the cost of disbursement was $1,307,- 
612.39, and the average cost of disbursing each dollar was .0031 of a cent, and 
the cost of paying each pensioner under the Harrison Administration was 
56.1 of a cent, being a saving of 16.8 of a cent in the disbursement of the pub- 
lic funds to each pensioner. 

From March 1, 1885, to “ae 30, 1888, during President Cleveland's Admin- 
istration, there were 322,392 pension certificates issued. The salaries of 
clerks and paying expenses of examiners during that period amounted to 
#7,693,104.71, being a cost of $23.85 in salaries, etc., for each certificate issued. 
From March 1, 1889, to A 30, 1892, during President Harrison's Adminis- 
tration, there were 709,038 pension certificates issued, and the salaries of 
clerks, etc., per diem and expenses of special examiners was %7,986,887.68, be- 
ing $11.28 cost of salaries, etc., per each certificate issued, and the difference 
in the cost of adjucating claims and issuing certificates as between these ad- 
ministrations is $12.58 for each certificate in favor of the administration of 
President Harrison. 

But to further explain the policy and actual working of the system and 
the reasons for its adoption, we quote from the testimony of the Commis- 
sioner, which we find to be in accordance with the facts, as follows: 

“I made a careful inquiry into the manner of handling the files of pend- 

ing claims in the office. 

| “About eighty clerks were engaged in connection with this work. There 
was no arrangement whatever to keep the run of completed cases, nor to 
have such cases taken up in any order of precedence. It was therule to take 
up claims in the order in which they were filed and make calis uponthe War 
Department for reports showing the military and medical history of claim- 
ant, andin invalid claims to order medical examination. 

‘When the reports in response to these calls had been filed with the claim 
and they were again reached in their order by the examiners in charge, calls 
were made upon the claimants or their attorneys for the evidence necessary 
to complete them, and they were returned to the files where they remained 
an indefinite period unless called = by letter or on the application of some 
piece of evidence to the claim. If the claimant or attorney failed to respond 
to the calls for evidence, or the evidence failed to reach the case, it would 
remain in the files for years without receiving any attention, and if the ex- 
aminer having it in charge died, or was dismissed or transferred, the claim 
would lose its place and might remain in the files many months after it was 
complete without receiving any attention. 

**T also found that claimants had no power, under the rules of the Bureau, 
to bring their claims to trial, notwithstanding in their opinion they were 
complete. 

‘Inquiring further into the matter of the adjudication of claims, I learned 
that there were thousands of cases, of many years’ standing, which the claim- 
ants have been unable to have called upand disposed of. Serious complaints 
were made to me by Senators, members of Congress, and other prominent 
citizens, in person and by letter, that thousands of men who had served gal- 
lantly in the Army were so disabled that they were unable to earnasupport; 
| that many of them were in insane asylums; others were blind; others suf- 
fering from paralysis and rheumatism, and many thousands of them in alms- 
houses in different parts of the country, while their claims were pending in 
the Pension Office; and these distressed claimants were unable to bring them 
to trial. I became satisfied that it was just and proper that there should be 
| a rule established under the provision of which a claimant should have the 
right to announce that he was ready for trial,and that his claim should then 
be taken up and disposed of in the order of its completion. 
| “regarded this matter of such sericus concern that I brought it to the 
attention of the Secretary and his Assistant Secretary, Gen. Bussey (who 
| had supervision of the Bureau of Pensions), and they both agreed with me 
| that a —— remedy should be — to correct these evils, and after 

nm 





carefully considering this question I prepared and issued two orders, Nos. 
149 and 151, respectively, which orders received the approval both of the 








6726 


Secretary and Assistant Secretary Bussey before they were promulgated. 
Order No. 149 was issued December 23, 1882, and is as follows: 


“Order No. 149.]} “ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
‘Washington, D. C., December 23, 1839. 


The files of pending claims in each division shall at once be examined, 
counted, and proper account taken of the same. ; 

‘Where a claim, upon inspection of the jacket and testimon pirappen to 
the case, seems to be complete, a proper record shall be madeof the claim on 
a card prepared for that purpose, and the case shall be kept upon a list 
known 4s the ‘completed files,’ and these cases shall be considered in the 
order of the filing of the last piece of evidence. 

‘Upon examinations of these cases, ifit isfound that another call for evi- 
dence is required, such call shall be made, and the case returned to the files 
of pending cases to await the reply to the call. When the evidence in re- 
sponse to that call is furnished, the claim shall at once be restored to the 
list of ‘completed files’ and the claimant notified. 

* Placing a claim on the list of ‘completed files’ shall not be considered as 
a favorable adjudication of theclaim. Thisarrangementis intended re pd 
to secure the consideration of the claims which are apparently completed at 
the earliest possible date. The ‘completed files’ shall also be arranged so as 
to separate the original cases from the increase cases. 

‘‘Horeafter all calls for evidence shall be made upon blanks which shall 
indicate by number the nature of the call, and a record of such call shall be 
made upon a card, opposite the number on the card corresponding with the 
number of the call in the blank. 

*Claimants and their attorneys are urgently requested to prepares their 
evidence in response to these calls according to the number, and to indorse 
on the back of the evidence ‘Reply to No. ——, ——, 18—.’ 

“'These ‘calls for evidence’ cards shail be strap to the case, and as the 
evidence in reply to the call is received the file clerk shall immediately re- 
cord the date of the receipt of the evidence at the proper number of the call, 
and this new evidence shall be strapped to the case. | 

‘“When the last evidence called for is received and a copy thereof made on 
the card, the case shall at once be entered on the list of ‘completed files’ in 
its proper order and the claimant notified. 

“All answers to applications for status of cases on the list of ‘completed 
files’ shall be upon a blank informing the applicant that the case is pending 
in the ‘completed files.’ 

‘Hereafter the order of procedure in original cases shall be as follows: 

**(1) The mail division shall deliver all applications for pension to the 
record division on the day received. 

(2) The record division shall promptly make a record of the case, give it 
a number, and acknowledge the receipt of it, and refer it to the proper di- 
vision. 

**(3) A call shall be made upon the Secretary of War fora report of the 
military service and hospital record of the claimant. 

“(4) An order for the medical examination of the claimant shall be made, 
and a call shall be made upon the claimant for such evidence as seems nec- 
essary to complete the case upon blanks which shall habitually use the 
same number for the same call. A proper record card shall be made for the 
case and the case put upon the files of pending claims. When the last 
piece of evidence called for has been received and a record made of the same 
upon the card, the case shall be placed upon the list of ‘completed files’ to 
be considered in its order. 

“Chiefs of divisions shall require examiners to devote their entire time 
— ~~ —_ of the week to the consideration of cases borne upon the 
‘completed files,’ 

“On Saturday of each week the entire force of examiners shall devote 
themselves to the examination of cases borne upon thepending files, and in 
the preparation of the necessary calls for evidence in those cases. On Fri- 
day afternoon of each week the file clerks shall withdraw from the pending 
files fifteen cases for each examiner, and have them placed upon the desks 
of the examiners before 4 o'clock on Friday afternoon. 

“GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


**You will observe that this order required that the pending claims in the 
adjudicating divisions should be examined, counted, and a proper account 
taken of the same. It also required that if, upon an inspection of the jacket 
and testimony strapped to the case, the clatm seem to be complete, it 
should be placed upon what is known as the ‘completed files,’ to be considered 
‘in the order of the filing of the last piece of evidence.’ Upon going over the 
files over 35,240 cases were selected by the chiefs of divisions and their ex- 
aminers as completed claims. A ‘completed files card,’ such as I mt to 
you, was prepared in each case, showing the date of the filing of the last 

iece of evidence, and these cards were arranged so that the cases could be 
drawn for adjudication in the order of the filing of the last piece of evidence. 
The claimants were then notified of this action of the Bureau, and when this 
work was finished Order No. 151, dated January 6, 1890, was issued, and which 


is as follows: 
“(Order No, 151.] 


‘DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
‘* Washington, D. C., January 6, 1890. 


‘Claimants are hereby authorized to apply to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions-to have their claims placed upon the list of ‘completed files’ for im- 
mediaie consideration. 

*‘Such applications may be made by the claimants or their attorneys of 
record, and shall set forth: 

“|. That the declaration has been made in due form, stating the 
vice of the soldier and the facts as to incurrence of his disability 
scharge from the service. 

“2. That the proof establishes that the disability alleged in the declara- 
tion was incurred in the service and line of duty. 

“3. That the proof connects the present disability for which pension is 
claimed with wounds or diseases incurred in the service, and establishes the 
fact of disability during any past pensionable period. 

“4. That the claimant has, with the authority of the Bureau of Pensions, 
had aregular medical examination in respect to the disability described and 
claimed for in the declaration. 

“5, That, in the opinion of the claimant, the claim is fully made out and 
complete, 

“Inthe claims of widows it must be alleged that proof has been made 
showing that the soldier died of an injury or disease contracted in the serv- 
ice, and that claimant is the soldier’s widow. 

“In the case of dependent relatives it must be stated that the proper proof 
of dependence has been filed in the claim and that the soldier left no widow 
or minor children. 

“If the application is made by the attorney of record, in addition to the 
other statements required he shall certify upon honor that, after a careful 
consideration of the case, he is of the opinion that the case is complete. 

‘Claims placed upon the list of ‘completed files’ under this order will be 
considered in the order of the date they dre so placed. 

‘This order does not apply to rejected cases. 
“GREEN B. RAUM Commissioner. 
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“This order was prepared as a remedy for what I conceived to be a great 
wrong and manifest injustice in not permitting a claimant to bring his case 
to trial when it was complete. 

“Thess two orders established the ‘trial docket’ of the Bureau, which is 
based upon the plain principle that each case shall be taken up and disposed 
of in the order in which it is completed. Under the operation of these or- 
ders there are two methods by which a claim may be placed upon the ‘com- 
pleted files:' First, by the action of the file clerk upon the receipt of the nec- 
essary evidence completing a claim, and second, by the action of the claim- 
ant or his attorney in giving notice that he has filed the necessary evidence 
to complete the claim. 

“The great majority of the cases are placed upon the ‘completed files ’ by 
the action of the office. Experience has shown that about 50 per cent of the 
cases Which claimants and attorneys request to be placed upon the ‘com- 
pleted files’ by reason of their completion have already been placed upon 
these files by the office. 

“ Realizing that it must happen that many cases are necessarily longer 
delayed in securing the evidence required to establish their claims, and that 
it would be unjust to require a meritorious claim which has been proven to 
remain unadjusted because an incompleted claim filed earlier stood in the 
way, Ladvised what is known as the ‘completed files,’ and issued the order 
above mentioned to carry it into effect. 

“When evidence is transmitted by a claimant it is immediately filed with 
his case, and if it completes the claim a card representing the case is pre- 
pared by the file clerk, who enters thereon the date of the filing of the last 
piece of evidence, and this card is placed in a file case with others in order 
of the date of the entry thereon as to the filing of the last _ of evidence, 
and the case is thus placed upon the ‘completed files,’ and when this card 
is reached in its order the claim which it represents is drawn from the files 
for final action. 

“Under this system, also, as soon as a claimant completes his claim he or 
his attorney can certify to that fact and have the claim pave upon the ‘com- 
pleted files’ as of the dateof the certification to that effect. 

“These applications of claimants and attorneys are acted upon in the law 
division, and when found in form are approved and the case is placed upon 
the ‘completed files’ in the manner above described. This is an orderly and 
just method of precsaees. It gives to the claimant the right, upon com- 
—s his case to have it disposed of in the order of the date of its comple- 

on. 

“The principle, therefore, which prevails in this office in the handling of 
the files is, that for the p e of making calls upon the War Department 
for the military and medical history of claimants, for ordering medical ex- 
aminations, and for making calls upon the claimant for evidence to com- 
plete his case, all claims are taken upin the order in which they are filed, 
and that in the final a of claims they are taken up in the order 
in which they are completed. ; 

“With at least two years of work on original cases now on hand in the 
Pension Office there should be a fixed rule for taking cases up for trial, and 
no more equitable rule can be devised than one requiring that they shall be 
taken up for action in the order of their completion. Prior to the establish- 
ment of this system the complaint was almost universal that thousands of 
claims were pending in the office the consideration of which had been neg- 
lected for years. 

“A soldier who had served his country faithfully at the front had aright 
to file an application for pension and to present all the evidence necessary to 
prove his claim, but he had no power to or oo claim before an adjudica- 
ting division upon his own jmotion, although completed, the drawing of his 
claim for that pape being in the discretion of a file clerk; and no matter 
how diligent the file clerk might be it was impossible for him to have such a 
knowledge of the conditions of the vast number of claims in the division in 
which he was employed as to enable him to select the cases which should 
have a precedence in adjudication because of their priority of completion. 
These orders created a perfect system, and I venture to state that no man 
of ordinary judgment and with an unbiased mind can examine the work- 
ings of these orders in the Pension Office without reaching the conclusion 
that the system is the best that can be adopted. 

“Tf cases are taken up for adjudication in the order of their completion 
favoritism is impossible, and I repeat that from the date of these orders 
down to the present time there has been no favoritism in the drawing of 
claims from the files or in their adjudication. 

“It may be contended that claims should be disposed of in the order in 
which they are filed. No such rnis has ever obtained in any court, and no 
such rule has ever been adopted in any of the executive branches of the 
Government in ard to the adjustment of claims. What would be said of 
a judge if he should announce to litigants and their attorneys that the cases 
on his docket should be tried in the order in which they were instituted, and 
not in the order in which they were ready for trial? If it were so an indif- 
ferent and slothful claimant could retard the adjudication of the claims of 
energetic and deserving claimants whose declarations were filed at a sub- 
conaaeah date. The true rule is to dispose of the claims in the order of their 
completion.” 

On page 2% of the report of the majority it is said: 

“These orders (149 and 151—the completed files orders) were made at Mr. 
Lemon's request, the Commissioner overruling his former decisions, etc.” 

This is wholly untrue. The practice in the Bureau when Gen. Raum took 
possession was to occasionally allow an attorney to call up a few cases 
which he would select, and upon his statement that they were complete, 
have them drawn for final adjudication. This is what Mr. Lemon desired 
to have done. 

The Commissioner, as isshown by his testimony, was desirous of promul- 
gating some plan by which-under a general order, applicable to all alike, 
cases could be heard as soon as practicable after they were ready for trial, 
instead of having the adjudication of meritorious claims dej end upon a spe- 
cific call for adjudication by the attorney at hispleasure. This system ofthe 
Commissioner’s made obsolete the then existing general practice of the office 
of going through the files, not exceeding twice a year, by file clerks, to ascer- 
tain in a general way What cases were ready for tinal action. 

He refused to accede to the request of Mr. Lemon, and developed the plan 
of the *‘ completed files ’ detailed at length on page 1579. This was done after 
full and frequent conference with Secretary Noble and Assistant Secretary 
Bussey, and with theirfullapproval. (See SecretaryBussey’sevidence, page 
1372, which is full on this point.) 

While there was opposition to this system when it was introduced, by 
some Of the subordinates, the record shows that after two full years’ prac- 
tice under it, it has now the unqualified approval of Secretary Noble, Assist- 
ant Secretary Bussey, the two deputy commissioners, the chiefs of the adju- 
dicating divisions in the office, and every officer and employé of the Bureau 
whose judgment has been asked upon it; in fact, of every one interested ex- 
cept the majority of this committee and two discharged employés, one of 
whom (Faucett) states that he did not know of an important provision in 
the‘orders prohibiting in terms the doing of what he por geen of. 

The majority say that prior notice of the issuance of these orders was of 
| he advantage to Washington attorneys, and infer that Mr. Lemon availed 

imself of this advantage. The record shows that no notice was given any- 


one in advance of these orders, and that Mr. Lemon did not file a case under 
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their provisions until February 8. These orders were promulgated about 
January 6, so that it was more than a month after they were issued before 
Mr. Lemon had a case under them. Before that time ninety-seven attorneys 
in different States, from Maine to Kansas, at least, were practicing under 
oem. (See Williams's evidence, page 1442, and Bailey’s testimony, page 


.) 

With reference to the question of favoritism or partiality as to the allow- 
ance orconsideration of claims under the “‘ completed files " system, we make 
the follow quotation from the testimony of Gen. Raum, pagc 1589: 

“T affirm that this system of keeping the files of the Bureau of Pensions 
and of drawing the claims for adjudication is as perfect a system as can be 
devised. It is simple inits operation, in this, that the claims are drawn from 
the files for adjudication in the order of their compietion, which is absolutely 
—_ and should not be varied, except in cases of emergency, as now provided 

y the order of the Department where claimants are sick and in danger of 
immediate death, or are unable to perform manual labor and are living upon 
charity. 

“IT had no motive whatever in preparing and issuing my orders Nos. 149 
and 151 except to promote the efficiency of the service and for the public 
good: no object or intention that directly or indirectly ony Saray should 

ave any preference in the consideration of his case, or treated in any 
way different from any other attorney whose case was in like condition in 
the Bureau. Nor has there been to my knowledge any preference or parti- 
ality to any attorney practicing in the Pension Office by myself or by any 
subordinate. : 

“No notice was given to any attorney directly or indirectly of the issu 
ance of these orders in advance of their adoption. 

“I had no conference in any way with Mr. George E. Lemon about them, 
nor any communication with him on the subject of the method of the adju- 
dication of claims, except the letter of November 16, 1889, and the communi- 
cation referred to in it; none whatever since that date. 

“ The ‘completed files’ system as —- to the Pension Office is my own 
and has been administered, so far as now, with absolute impartiality and 
without favor to any.” 

This evidence is supported by that of Dr. Durnan ( © 1360), chief of the 
western division, as well as by the testimony of the chiefs of all the adjudi- 
cating divisions, the medical referee, and his assistants. Not only this, but 
it appears from the evidence of these gentlemen that partiality and favorit- 
ism are im ible under this system, unless participated in by at least ten 
or twelve of the principal officers of the Bureau, all acting in conjunction in 
edch particular case. There is not a scintilla of evidence in the record in 
contradiction of this statement. 

The investigation has been meeed Wy the majority in an effort to estab- 
lish the proposition that the ‘comple files ’’ system has resulted in par- 
tiality and favoritism in the adjudication of claims. The minority submit 
to the House that there is not a particle of evidence in the entire 1,600 pages 
of the record to raise even a suspicion to support the stand taken by the ma- 
jority in this regard. 

Commissioner has challenged the most searching inquiry and investi- 
gation into this matter, and alleges that of the hundreds of thousands of 
cases finally disposed of since he assumed the duties of his position not one 
can be found that was advanced through favoritism or partiality by this 
order or by any action of his; and that on the other hand, not a single claim 
has been delayed in its adjudication by reason of personal bias or the opera- 
tions of this system. 

In the face of thisshowing it strikes us as veryremarkable that the major- 
ity of the committee should comment on thisjustand expeditious system of 
handling the cases in — but commendatory terms, and the impression 
forces itself upon us that the majority would not have assumed this attitude 
with reference to this question had it not seemed necessary to them to con- 
demn the system, in the establishment of which they charge that Commis- 
sioner Raum was actuated by corrupt motives. 

By the testimony taken before an investigating committee in the last Con- 
ereen, it appears that George E. Lemon, a leading pension attorney in this 
city, indorsed a note for Gen. Raum to a bank here, of which he (Lemon) is 
a director, on the 7th day of January, 1890, for the sum of $12,000. Concern- 

this transaction the majority of the committee use this language: 

“On the 24th of December, 1889, Order 149 was made and issued by the 
Commissioner. On the 6th day of January, 1890, Order 151, allowing attor- 
neys to certify their cases to completed files, was issued by the Commis- 
sioner, and on the 7th day of January, 1890, Lemon indorsed Raum’s note at 
the Bank of the Republic in the sum of $12,000. These orders were made at 
Lemon's request."’ 

The undisputed facts as shown by the evidence are, that in November, 1889, 
George E. Lemon, in accordance with the practice then prevailing, made ap- 
plication to the Commissioner to have some cases, which he asserted to be 
complete, forwarded for adjudication. The Commissioner, after conference 
with his deputies, refused this wee, and we think very justly, for the 
reason, as stated by him (page ): 

“T refused to act favorably upon asystem that would show favoritism in 
that office—to take up the slips of attorneys who happen to be in the city.”’ 

Continuing, the Commissioner testifies further on this subject (page 670) : 

‘Having abolished the system of ae attorneys and others to call up 
cases for adjudication by slips, I continued my examination of the manner 
of doing business in the office. I visited several of the divisions. { would 
call the head of a division, an assistant chief, and one of the principal ex- 
aminers, and consult with them to find out the exact state of business in 
their divisions and the method of transacting the business. For example, I 
visited Mr. Durnan's division and had an interview with him and one of his 
assistant chiefs, andanexaminer. You will understand I donot reflect upon 
anyone in the office when I criticise the system of doing business. I have 
no doubt of their integrity and good faith. I found that the file clerks had 
the supervision of selecting the cases from the files which were to be adjudi- 
cated. The file clerks drew the cases and placed them upon the desks of 
the different officers who were to adjudicate them. Lasked the examiner, 
*Do youcall these cases up; do you know they are coming to you?’ The an- 
swer was, ‘I do not.’ Lasked the assistant chiet, ‘Do you know that these 
cases are coming?’ He replied, ‘I do not.’ Iasked Mr. Durnan, the chief of 
the division, the same question, and he concurred with the rest, and said 
that the matter was left to the file clerks, who, according to the custom 
which had long prevailed, drew the cases which they thought were ready 
and ought to be taken down to the adjudicating offices for action. 

“The CHAIRMAN. That the committee may fully understand it, please ex- 

=e duties of these file clerks and of the examiners and adjudicating 
sion. 

“A. You will understand we have fivaadjudicating divisions: each adju- 
dicating division hasseparate file clerks, withachief. We have about eighty 
men assigned as file clerks. 

“Q. How many examiners? : 

“A. They are called file clerks. Youcan see from the number required that 
itisa wae eye and laborious business. Each division has its chief of files, 
wko is sel for his intelligence, sobriety, and character. He is intrusted 
With the duty, as just stated, of culling out his files and k the run of 
cases, Which, in his judgment, ought to be sent down for adj tion. That 
was the case in all of the divisions. I gave the subject a great deal of thought, 





and I brought it particularly to the attention of Gef. Bussey, Assistant Sec- 
relary of the Interior. I said to him, ‘It seems to me that it would be wise 
to Saris Ge te poy which the claimant shall have a voice in this question 
of hay his casé adjudicated.’ So I outlimed an order which I proposed 
should cover this thing. I also visited Capt. Ainsworth's office and studied 
his card system, so as to introduce it into the Pension Office. This I did to 
a limited extent. After submitting the matter to the Secretary's office and 
receiving an approval of the scheme in advance I issued Order No. 149, and 
I will say that no attorney knew of that order before it came out, or sug- 
gested it, or hadanythiag todo withit whatever. The plan originated wholly 
with myself. 

“Tt will state that this Order 149 was the first of the new orders which were 
prepared to carry out this system, the second order, 151, being supplemen- 
tary to the other. This order was timed in its issuance to commence the 
work of counting and examining the files about the time that members of 
Congress took their recess, so that the office would have an opportunity to 
examine the records in the absence of Congress. Under this order about 
300 persons were put upon these files under the general direction of the chief 
clerk, but under the immediate direction of the heads of the divisions. They 
selected out 35,240, was it not, Mr. Bailey? 

“Mr. BAILEY. I think so. 

“The Witness. The gentleman who answered is chief of the law division 

“These 35,240 claims were placed upon the compieted files. They were se- 
lected because from their appearance and the indorsements on tis jacket 
and evidence strappei tothe cases they appeared to be complete. Te claim- 
ants were immediately notified that their claims were placed on the com- 

leted files. As soon as this work was done order No. 15! was issued, dated 
anuary 6, 1890." 

George E. Lemon, as is shown by the evidence cited in the majority report, 
had no knowledge of the action taken until the order was issued. ‘That this 
evidence is true is conclusively shown by the fact that he filed fewer requests 
to have cases placed upon the completed files, considering the number of 
cases he had pending, than many other attorneys, as is shown by the follow 
ing table. Besides, the evidence shows that his first ——— filed were 
defective in form and had to be returned. This would hardly have been the 
case if he had been advised in advance, and at an expense of $12,000, of the 
action to be taken. 





FEBRUARY. 
Fr ee ii is ak idioma umebtatneniniidaeines’ 1, 854 
J. B. Crallé & Co., Washington... .....................- ae ila i atc 1, 754 
NE EET ae ates 
Milo B. Stevens & Co., Washington, Detroit, Chicago, and Cleveland_- 900 
i cinahaabeenibnuenaheanea 472 
he le SEs ID tate inne no asinwinio -ceuvnemnnrnemesaracssseserees 445 
A. W. McCormick & Son. Cincinnati._................... sinesicceastinsadlieaideaal 424 
I ice so onic e tas enmesencweccssasinnee aaa 293 
i ee. AGU a Oot, MeO BRUNI. 4. 5 6. sec enw sc ccee socee cos cseecans 67 
John C, Starkweather, Romeo, Mich...............-........------------- 95 
Sk een nnn cwinmsin caeieuedeosnscensech onus 61 
ic ee enmnnecmbinns ida 50 
Neen ee i endian anes madalnmmowwins 43 
I a ati os eiemiapatisrenentnamia 137 
ee ncehstledinshcieR nice dutlaguitnidnnsppdihatandnbitebibhtinagweunaeaéia ... 6,059 
Total Gow macmtih Ol FG, BG aan oc eeccsinc ccc ic cncn sececnee 14, 157 


The evidence that Mr. Lemon neither had any previous knowledge of the 
issuance of Order No. 151, nor gained any advantage under it, is so conclu- 
sive that the majority are forced to admit it, and justify their calumny of the 
Commissioner (page 27 Report) by saying: 

‘*Whatever of wrong there was inthis indorsement is probably concealed 
by the failure to keep any record of the 35,240 cases carried to the completed 
files under Order 149." 

This suggestion is so absurd in the light of the undisputed facts, that the 
minority would not feel justified in citing the evidence to refute it were it 
not that it assails the good name and character of agentleman long eminent 
in pnblic life, whose probity and patriotism, both in war and peace, have 
never, so far as we know, been questioned except in connection with this 
transaction. 

On the promulgation of Order 149 some 300 clerks were at once sent to the 


files to examine the cases with a view of ascertaining whether any were 
cony ‘and ready for adjudication. Every one of these clerks or examin 
ers W.. ..l necessarily have had to be a party to any scheme by which the 


cases of any particular attorney could have had a preference. That such 
was the case has not even been suggested. A secret intrusted to s0 many 
keepers would not have kept. The manner in which these examiners did 
their work is best shown by citing the testimony. Take the testimony of 
R. A. Durnan, chief of the western division (page 1011): 

*Q. How was the work done? 

“A. Almost the entire force of the division were sent upstairs to the files. 
The files in my division are over the working room. The examiners worke 1 
two together; one looked through the file, drew out the file drawers, and 
when he struck a case with a lot of evidence on the outside of the jacket, 
and if he thought it was complete, the man who worked with him made a 
memorandum of it, and from these memoranda the circulars were sentout 

“Q. Now, when that examination was made and the cases that they be- 
lieved were complete, what kind of a card was put on them? 

“A. A green card put on, with the number of the claim and the name of 
the claimant, and that was put in the file case by itseif.” 

“Q. Then, when the cases were examined and assumed to be complete the 
case itself was assumed to be a case for the completed filles? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

**Q. So the question of who was or who was not attorney was not consid 
ered in any way? 

“A. No, sir; not the slightest; and in that connection { want to say that 
people who did this work, instead of looking at the front to see the attor 
ney 's name, looked at the back to see the indorsement there, and if they 
found the indorsement one of the cases they wanted, they turned the cases 
over after getting the number and the name, and then for the first time 
they saw who the attorney was. 

“Q. There was no examination to see who the attorney was, but simply 
to find out if completed? 

“A. That was all. 

“Q. After these cases had been examined and it had been ascertained that 
they were practically complete, and there was in all something like 35,000 
cases which appeared to be complete, that was a sort of areservoir on which 
drafts were made to the examiners’ desks? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

**Q. Without regard to the attorneys’? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

*“Q. Do you know or have youany reason for believing that any attorneys 
“— — oy advantage in that business? 

“A. No, sir. 

“@Q, Did you, as the head ofthat division, have instructions in any way to 
give consideration to anybody or to anybody’s business’ 
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“A. No, sir. 

“@. Didyou hear of anything of that kind in the handling of those cases? 

“A. No. sir; I didn’t. 

“Q. If these gentlemen you have named—Morris, Crowley, Lockwood, and 
Lemon—had more of these cases on the completed files belonging to them 
than other attorneys, was that accounted for in any other way than that 
more of their cases selected were in a state of completion? 

‘‘A. IL think the reason they got more notices was because they had more 
cases pending before the Bureau. 

““@. And more in a state of completion? 

“A. Yes, sir. Mr. John W. Morris at that time was making a specialty of 
straight increase claims and had a great many thousand in the Bureau, and 
where he had made an examination and the certificate returned to the office 
that the cases Were complete; and for that reason he had a larger number of 
notices than anybody else. 

“Q. In speaking now as the head of that division and in the execution of 
this order or inthe performance of your duty as the chief of the division, 
do you know of any preference being given any attorney in the execution of 
the adjudication of cases in that Bureau? 

“A. No, sir. 

“By Mr. ENLOE: 

‘You say that so far as you know there was no discrimination shown be- 
tween ~ a in selecting these cases by the files clerks? 

**A. No, sir.”’ 

The testimony of every other witness examined in regard to this matter 
was to the same effect. Even the witness J. H. Jennings. who was subse- 
quently dismissed on the Commissioner’s recommendation and took no 
pains to disguise his hostility against him, when on the stand testified in re- 
gard to this matter as follows (page 1127): 

*Q. What position did you hold in the office at the time the completed files 
order was made? 

“A. Iwas clerk on a desk in the widows’ section, middle division. 

“Q. Did you have anything to do with the execution of that order? 

“A, Yes, sir; so far as my desk is concerned only. 

“Q. Do you remember anything about the cases that were prepared under 
Order 149 preparatory to the execution of Order 151 and at the time the clerks 
selected some 35,000 cases there; did you notice anything in relation to those 
cases? 

“A, I don’t remember about that; I may haye had some of them andno 
ticed; I can’t say, Mr. ENLOB#, so far as that is concerned.” 

On the former investigation this whole matter was gone into very fully. 
Both Lemon and the Commissioner denied under oath that the indorsement 
had any connection with the issuance of the orders referred to or with any 
official act of the Cammissioner. It also appears that Gen.. Raum has long 
been a resident of this city and engaged in various business enterprises; 
that he and Mr. Lemon are old friends, and that they were comrades in the 
Army; that Mr. Lemon is a director in the bank which loaned the Commis- 
sicner the money, and that Gen. Raum applied to Mr. Lemon to assist him 
in raising some money long before his appointment as Commissioner. 

The majority further suggest that ‘‘Commissioner Raum’s commercial 
standing at the time of this indorsement was not such as to justify such an 
indorsement on the part of a prudent man, unless moved by other consider- 


ations.’’ The attempt to torture the testimony of the witness Thompson in 
support of this assertion is, in our judgment, unfair. The majority say: 
ompson: 


“We quote the following testimony on that —— by Mr. 
“*Q. What was said to Mr. Lockwood and by Mr. Lockw 
what took place between you? 

“‘A. There was not agreat deal said aboutit. I 
course, to loan to Mr. Lockwood, as he was one 0 
Raum was not. 

“*Q. What did Mr. Lockwood state to youand what did you say to him 
when he came to see you? 

‘4. Nothing was said of importance whatever. 

“*Q@. We will have to decide whether it was of any importance. Suppore 
you state to the committee what took place and what he stated to you and 
what you stated to him. 

“*‘A Hesaidit was for Raum. I said that might be, but I would discount it 
for him and not for Mr. Raum. ‘ 

“*Q. What reason did he give? 

*** A. None whatever. 

“*Q. What did you say to him, whether you had any feeling against Mr. 
Raum or not? ; 

“*A, Ttold him I had not much confidence in him; that he wasa politician 
and that whatever he had to say had to be taken with some degree of allow- 
ance.’’’ (Page 450.) 

‘A careful business man like Mr. Thompson had not sufficient confidence 
in Commissioner Raum to loan him the small sum of $00, yet Mr. Lemon 
inhorses his note in the sum of $12,000 upon what he claimed was his confi- 
dence in the man.” 

This witness is a widower and president of the National Metropolitan 
Bank, of this city. He had asked the Commissioner to promote a young 
lady employed in the Pension Office (whose name he refused to disclose to 
this committee). This the Commissioner had refused. The Commissioner 
had occasion to borrow some money, and applied to one George M. Lock- 
wood for a loan of $500 for three days. Lockwood said he did not have the 
money, but would get it from Thompson’s bank, of which he was a customer. 
The loan was refused to Raum without Lockwood’sindorsement, and we will 
quote a little more fully from the testimony of Mr. Thompson on this point: 

“Q. What was said to Mr. Lockwood, and by Mr. Lockwood to you, and 
what took glace between you? 

“A. There was not a great deal said about it. I preferred, asa matoter of 
course, to loan it to Mr. Lockwood, because he was one of our customers 
and Mr Raum was not. 

*Q. What did Mr. Lockwood state to you, and what did you say to him, 
when he came to see you? 

“A Nothing was said of any importance whatever. 

“Q. We will have to decide whether it was of any importance. Suppose 
you state to the committee what took place, and what he stated to you and 
what you stated to him. 

‘‘A. He said it was for Mr. Raum. I said that might be, but I would dis- 
couut it for him and not for Mr. Raum. 

“Q. What reason did he give? 

“A. None whatever. 

“Q. What did you say to him whether you had any feeling against Mr. 
Raum or not? 

“A, I told him I had not much confidence in him; that he was a politician, 
and whatever he might say had to be taken with some degree of allowance. 

‘*Q. What reason did you give for your opinion? State what was said be- 
tween you and him on the subject of a promotion. 

“A. Thad asked at some previous meeting, possibly at some entertain- 
ment, that if he could consistently with his duty make this promotion I 
would be much gratified if it was possible; but I stated that I had no confi- 
dence about his doing it or paying any attention toit. I did not speak to 
him at ail.” 


ood to you, and 
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This, we submit, does not show that an indorser was demanded on account 
of lack of confidence in the mmissioner’s ‘commercial standing,’’ but 
rather because the latter had failed to promote Mr. Thompson’s young lady 
friend. The majority say, ‘‘ There was noevidence produced before this com- 
nrittee to show that the note indorsed by Lemon had ever been paid by the 
Commissioner,” and yetthey struck from the record, against the protest of 
the pee wf and refused to admit, Commissioner Raum’s statement that 
every cent of that note had been paid by himself. 

The majority sum up their conclusions on this question by saying: 

“We say that it isa fair inference that this indorsement was made in con- 
sideration of official action on the part of the Commissioner favorable to 
George E. Lemon.” 

At this we are not surprised. The majorit 
crime and corruption on the Commissioner. aving utterly failed to do so 
by evidence they asa last resort seek to do it by inference. The bare state- 
ment of this proposition does such violence to every fair-minded man’s no- 
tions of justice and fair play that we feel justified in expressing the convic- 
tion that it will never receive the sanction even of a partisan House of 
Representatives. 

The only remaining matter suggested in the majority’s report which the 
minority deem worthy of notice is the charge which the majority make 
against the Commissioner that he has used his office for political purposes. 
It will be noticed in this connection that this charge is limited solely to the 
Commissioner’s relation with Hon. GEORGE W. COOPER, a member of Con- 
gress from the State of Indiana, and to the fact that the Commissioner, as 
had been his practice for years prior thereto, went out and delivered cam- 
paign speeches during the campa: of 1890. 

With reference to the practice of Federal officeholders participating in po- 
litical contests by making party speeches, the minority can not see upon 
what theory it can be condemned, in view of the fact that no man within our 
recollection, cocagyas either a Cabinet position or other office of distinc- 
tion, hasrefrain rom making public addresses during political campaigns, 
if he was accustomed to actively engage in contests of this character. 

The committee seem to take exception more particularly, perhaps, to the 
fact that the Commissioner spoke in the district of Hon. GORGE W. COOPER, 
and the minority do not feel called upon to express any opinion upon the 
propriety of this; but justice to the Commissioner demands that we should 
give attention in this connection to the fact that Mr. CooPER, while serving 
as a member of the preceding Congress, had attacked and very severel 
criticised Commissioner Raum, not only personally but in connection wit 
his conduct of the Pension Bureau, aud also the condition and management 
of that Bureau, both on the floor of the House and through the public press. 

These charges had undoubtedly been given more general circulation in 
Mr. CooPER’s district than elsewhere, and it seems quite natural that the 
Commissioner should, under these circumstances, respond to the invitation 
of his ey oe friends residing there todiscuss the pending political issues 
and incidentally, perhaps, to disabuse the public of the opinion that he was 
such a Villain as he had been represented to be. 

If the Commissioner had made unjust assaults upon Mr. COOPER person- 
ally in the course of his speeches during the campaign, Mr. COOPER might 
have had just ground of complaint, but there is no such allegation made, 
and, under the circumstances, we do not feel justified in any other expres- 
sion on this subject than as indicated above. 

It is alleged by them also that the Commissioner prostituted his office for 

litical purposes, in this: That he permitted Mr. COOPER’s opponent for a 
ew weeks to call for the status of pension claims in like manner as members 
of Congress are permitted to do under the rules of the Bureau of Pensions. 

This action the Commissioner justifies by calling attention to the fact that 
it has been the custom of the Pension Office for years to accord prominent 
public men and governors of States practically the same courtesies with 
reference to answering inquiries concerning pending claims as are accorded 
to members of Congress, and Mr. COOPER’s opponent, one Mr. Dunbar, being 
a prominent Republican of that district, the Commissioner thought it not 
improper to extend to him this privilege, and it occurs to us that in view of 
the extent to which Mr. COOPER had availed himself of his privilege as a 
member of Congress in calling up pension claims (as will appear more fully 
hereafter), which the majority do not seem to find reprehensible on his part, 
it does not become the majority to criticise even lax practice in this respect. 
There is certainly no suggestion of any improper use on the part of Mr. Dun- 
bar of the courtesy extended to him, and, as the evidence shows, it was lim- 
ited to a brief space of time and comparatively to a small number of cases. 

The report further charges that the Commissioner was actuated by malice 
against Mr. CooPERin his very laudable and successful efforts to expose and 
break up the nefarious practice that wasin vogue among a small number of 
pension attorneys in this city to get nominal positions as clerks to members 
of Congress for the purpose of enabl. them by means of such positions to 
gain access to confidential papers and information in the Pension Bureau 
and to sell the same toclaimants or their attorneys. The extent to which 
this practice had been carried, the efforts on the rt of the Pension Office 
to ferret it out, and the success attending these efforts, is so fully set forth 
by the Commissioner in his letter to the Secretary of the Interior, to be 
found on page 646 of the record, that we quote it in full: 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
“Washington, D. C., April 5, 1892. 

‘“*“Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith the reports of J. G. Greena- 
walt, esq., supervis special examiner under my directions, of certain 
irregular practices of Mr. Samuel R. Hersey, an attorney practicin before 
the Bureau of Pensions, and other persons. It is proper to staté that Mr. 
Hersey has during the t two years called from the files upan Gongres- 
sional slips many hun 8s of cases to the rooms of the Deputy Commis- 
sioners, where he was permitted, under the rules of the office, as ay act of 
courtesy to such members, to examine all the papers in each case and take 
such notes from the same as he might see proper, said Hersey at the time 
acting as the private secretary of a member of Congress, upon whose slip the 
case might be called from the files. 

‘In September, 1891, I received a letter from John R. Whittinghill, late of 
Company I, Ninth Kentucky Cavalry, written from Crothersville, Ind., bear- 
ing date September 9, 1891, inclosing a letter dated Kenton, Ohio, aed Sy erg 
5, 1891, from C. L. Ragan & Co. This firm proposed to Mr. Whittinghill that, 
for the sum of $8 they would furnish him with the exact status of his claim 


seem determined to fasten 


and show to him what was necessary and get him a copy of the report made 
by the board of surgeons before whom he was last examined at North Ver- 
non, Ind., July 10, 1889, in which letter Ragan & Co. gave the certificate num- 
ber—425059—of Mr. Whittinghill’s claim. 

“Mr, Whittinghill expressed —— at receiving such a letter andasked 
an explanation, how this man could do what heproposedto do. On the 16th 
of September I wrote Mr. Whittinghill an official letter, acknowledging the 
receipt of his letter, and request him to forward #3 to Ragan & Co., 
with the request that they should furnish him the status of hisclaim. This 
he did, and on the 8th of October Ragan & Co. acknowledged the receipt of 
the post-office order, and on the 19th of November they wrote Mr. Whitting- 
hill a letter on foolscap paper, two en and a half in length, giving him a 
full account of his pension claim. einformation given was quite as ac- 
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curate as though Mr. Ragan had had the papers before him at the time he 
wrote the letter. 

“ These original letters were forwarded to this office by Mr. Whit hill. 

“It is proper to state that on the day of the date of my letter to Mr. Whit- 
tinghill above mentioned, I caused the papers in his case to be put aside, so 
that if called up by anyone my attention would be immediately attracted to 
it. It turned out that on the llth of November, 1891, these papers were called 
for in the room of the First Dopey Commissioner by Mr. Hersey upon a 

essional slip of Hon. GEORGE W. CoOoPER, of Indiana. Of course I was 
unable to deter: e whether there was any connection between Charles L. 
Ragan & Co. and the CooPER slip. The fact that Mr. Ragan was proposing 
to give information in regard to the case and that Mr. COOPER was having 
the case called up b ae secretary might simply be a coincidence 
and have no connection with each other. 

“To test this matter I wrote to Mr. Whittinghill on the 28th of November, 
acknowledging the receipt of the papers in question, and requested him to 
correspond with Charles L, an & Co. in reference to the claim of Henry 
Behrens, Company K, Ninth Ohio Infantry, claim No. 589954. This claim I 
had selected at random from the files and put it in a secure place to await 
developments. 

“On the 5th of December ae & Co, acknowledged the receipt of the #3 
in payment for status of the claim of Henry Behrens, and on December 22 
this claim was called up by Mr. Hersey upon the Congressional slip of Hon. 
GEORGE W. CooPER, in the office of the Second Deputy Commissioner of 
Pensions, and was there carefully examined by him. On the 6th of Febru- 
ary, 1892, Charles L. Ragan, writing from Chicago, Ill., to Mr. Whittinghill, 
forwarded a report of the status of the claim of Henry Behrens, the letter 
and report ha been forwarded to this office by Mr. Whittinghill under 
cover of his letter of February 15, 1892. 

“In the meantime I had received a letter from Hon. E. S. Williams, dated 
December 22, 1891, calling nry attention to the fact that he had understood 
that certain pension eet Ohio were having their cases called 7a 
status and reported upon b . Hersey upon the Congressional slips of Hon. 
GEORGE W. CooPER, of Indiana. The facts elicited through Mr. Whitting- 
hill and the statements of Mr. Williams were such as seemed to me to re- 
quire at my hands a searching inquiry into this whole matter; and so, after 
conferring fully with Mr. Greenawalt, supervising special examiner, I placed 
the matter in his hands with instructions to make a careful inquiry into the 
whole business. 

“Trefer — ape warped to thereportof Mr. Greenawalt bearing date Feb- 
ruary 25, 1892, In which you will find the original pees substantiating the 
facts ef which I have — spoken, and also thirteen letterpress copies of let- 
ters written by Chas. L. Ragan & Co., from Kenton, Ohio. Those letterpress 
copies were left by Mr. Ragan in the office where he was employed at Ken- 
ton, Ohio, before he removed to Chicago, in a book which was in use by the 
former employers of Mr. Ragan, and they were removed from the book by a 
member of the firm and delivered to Mr. Greenawalt. 

“These letters relate tothe pension business in which Mr. Charles L. Ra- 
72 wasengaged. Amongst them is the press copy of the original letter to 

ohn R. Whittinghill, and also a letter to Mrs. Elizabeth Moffat, of Eliza- 
bethtown, Ind., dated October 12, 1891,inclosing ‘ A complete status of your 
(her) pension claim.’ Upon an examination of the records of this case it 
was found that the claim had been called up October 7, 1891, 1n the office of 
™ dn Deputy Commissioner, by the Congressional slip of Hon. GEORGE 

-COOPER. - 

“T directed Mr. Greenawalt to continue the investigation, and at his re- 
quest I detailed Mr. H. E. Lineaweaver as a special examiner in the field to 
report to Mr. Greenawalt and assist him in the investigation. Those gen- 
tlemen proceeded to Ohio and took the depositions of Messrs, F. P. Cun- 

ham, oe Cc. Canfield, John F. ee and B. F.. Darst, and also 
the State of Indiana, where they took the depositions of Mr. John F. Mor- 
gan, | meer Ind., and H. Clay Peet and John N. Maring, of Colum- 


‘*From these depositions it will be seen that Ragan & Co. secured their in- 
formation in pension claims through H. Clay Peet, of Columbus, Ind., and 
that Mr. Peet corresponded with Mr. Hersey. Italso appears that Mr. Herse 
and Mr. Peet were brought into communication through their mutual friend, 
Hon. GEORGE W. CooPER, who, before being elected to Congress, was post- 
master at Columbus, Ind., and Mr. H. Clay Peet was aclerk in the office, Mr. 
COOPER'S brother, Cassius Cooper, hav married Mr. Peet's sister, and 
that Mr. Peetat the time of his deposition was the chief clerk and confiden- 
tial man of Messrs. Maring & Slusher, of Columbus, Ind., pension attorneys. 

‘Mr. Peet furnished to Mr. Greenawalt several original letters received 
from Mr. Hersey and a number of reports of the status of cases which 
had been called for by him. The plan adopted was for Mr. Ragan to write 
to pension attorneys and to claimants and secure the business and forward 
the same to Mr. Peet, at Columbus, Ind., who, in turn, corresponded with 
Mr. Hersey, who using the Congressional slips of Mr. COOPER and other 
members of Congress whom he represented, would draw the cases and ob- 
tain the information, the fees arising from this work being divided between 
Mr. Hersey, Mr. Peet, and Mr. Ragan. 

“Tt also appears from the depositions of Mr. F. P. Cunningham, George 
C. Canfield, and James S. Armstrong, of Xenia, Ohio; of B. F. Darst, of Alpha, 
Ohio; and Calvin R. Worrell and James F.. Morgan, of Bloo: on, Ind., 
that all these parties, acting as pension attorneys for others, had had quite 
a number of claims called up by Mr. Hersey upon Congressional call slips 
and fully reported upon as to the status, for which they had paid Mr. Her- 
sey, or agreed to pay him a dollar apiece for his reports. 

“The deposition of Mr. Morgan shows that he was taken to Mr. Hersey’s of- 
fice at the Atlantic Building by Hon. GEORGE W. CooPER and introduced to 
Mr. ae, and informed that if he ‘had anything worth paying for, Mr. 
Hersey will attend to it for you." Mr. Morgan testifies that after his return 
home he wrote to Mr. CooPER, forwarding a list of twenty-five cases that he 
desired status in, closing his letter with the postscript, ‘I will pay such com- 
a as is proper for the status of these claims. I would have written 

Mr. Hersey, but I did not get his address.’ 

“The evidence shows that this letter was turned over to Mr. Hersey, who 
acknowledged the receipt of it on February 18, 1892, and forwarded a state- 
ment of the status of a number of claims, andstated. ‘If youcan state what 
you consider a reasonable amount per claim for such service I shall be glad 
to correspond with you further with a view to our mutual interest. For the 
statements I now send, you can remit what you think is a fair compensa- 
tion for the labor involved.’ Ina subsequent letter, bearing date February 
27, Mr. Hersey fixed the compensation at $1 per claim. 

‘Mr Morgan states that after he received Mr. Hersey’s letter of the 19th of 
Febru he wrote to Mr. COOPER (on the 22d of February) and remitted the 
sum of in a registered letter. He also states that on the 5th of March 
Mr. Hersey wrote him, amongst other things, as follows: ‘I will say that it 
will be more convenient tome, and I trust, to you, to have a settlement made 
after each batch of ten cases have been sentto you. The status of twenty- 
four claims I have already given you, and I would like to have you remit 
the amount due on said twenty-four claims as early as you can conven- 
iently.’ Mr. Hersey closed his letter in the following language: ‘I wish fur- 
thermore to impress the fact that the information I give you is tobe treated 
as confidentially, for reasens which I have heretofore made known to you.’ 


“Mr. Morgan testifies that on the llth of March Mr. COOPER wrote him, 
returning the #25 which had been remitted in a registered letter, and stated, 
among other re ‘From your letter it seems you have sent the money 
to pay him for call up cases. Of course, Jim, I cau not allow you to pay 
Mr. Hersey for that k: of work. He is in my service, and it is only as my 
secretary that the work could be done for you.’ 

‘**T also invite your attention to the communication of Mr. C. E. Foote, of 
Kalamazoo, Mich., of March 5, 1892, with the inclosures, from which it wil! 
be seen, in connection with the deposition of Mr. Peet, that the fame of this 
enterprising combination had reached Kalamazoo, and that for $15 Mr. Foote 
secured the complete status of five pension claims through Charles L. Ragan 
& Co., of Chicago, Henry Clay Peet, of Columbus, Ind., and Samuel R. Her- 
sey, of Was m, D. C., Which latter-named gentleman called the five 
cases up with Congressional — 

“Tt is proper to state that Mr. Foote patronized these mex for the pur- 
Roce of exposing them. Mr. Foote also incloses a letter from Messrs. 

arles Ragan & Co., dated March 10, 1892, announcing their retirement from 
the pension business. 

“From all of this evidence it is perfectly clear that the privileges extended*® 
members of Congress under therules of the Pension Office have been grossly 
violated, and, as Mr. Hersey, an attorney practicing before this Bureau, has 
been a party to this business and has improperly secured information and 
charged a fee for the same, I think he is not a suitable person to be permit- 
ted to practice before the office; and I respectfully submit whether he should 
not at once be disbarred. 

“‘T invite your attention to the fact that some months ago I received infor- 
mation from Mr. Henry Holt, of Indianapolis, Ind., that Maring, Slusher & 
Co. had some time in theearly part of the year 1889 caused to be printed about 
20,000 spurious Congresslonal call slips in imitation of the Pension Office 
form known as ‘‘ * for the use of members of Congress in calling for the 
status of pension claims, which have at the bottom instructions for their 
use over the signature of the Commissioner, “ee which slips it was stated 
that the facsimile signature of Hon. GEorRGE W. CooPER, member of Con- 
gress from the Fifth district of Indiana, had been printed with his consent 
and approva!. 

“Mr. Greenawalt took the testimony of Mr. Holt upon this subject, and 
also the testimony of Mr. John N. Maring, the principal and manager of the 
firm of Maring, Slusher & Co.,and Mr. John F. Mitchell, printer. From 
those depositions it appears that a large number of these Congressional call 
slips were printed by Mr. Mitchell, at Greenfield, Ind., who obtained Mr. 
COOPER'S signature upon a genuine Congressional call slip and authority 
from him to pe a woodcut facsimile of said signature to be used in print- 
ing the spurious slips. These slips were — imitation of the genuine 
slip, with the name of the Commissioner of Pensions on the same, and with the 
facsimile signature of the Hon. GEORGE W. COOPER, member of Congress 
from the Fifth district of Indiana, and were delivered tothe firm of Maring, 
Slusher Co. Mr. Maring states: ‘I think there were either forty or forty- 
five thousand of these alleged yy ee eallslips printed.’ 

‘IT lay before you the report of Mr. Greenawalt = this subject, givi 
the depositions of the parties named and also the deposition of Capt. A. W. 
Fisher, chief clerk of the Pension Office; of Martin S. Bailey, law clerk of 
the Pension Office, and B. L. Gitt, former chief of the mail division, from 
which it —— that soon after Mr. COOPER was elected to Congress, in 1889, 
the call slips for status of cases for Maring & Slusher, with the signature of 
Mr. COOPER attached thereto, became so numerous in the office that Gen. 
Black directed that they be thrown into the wastebasket, which was done 
by Mr. Gitt, chief of the mail division; that afterwards, when Hon. James 
Tanner became Commissioner of Pensions, the use of those spurious Con- 
gressional call slips was introduced, and at one time about 3,000 of them 
were received at the Pension Office making calls for the status of cases in 
the name of Hon. GEORGE W. CooPER, in which the firm of Maring & Slusher 
were attorneys, and Commissioner Tanner declined to give them any con- 
sideration and directed that they should be destroyed, and requ’ that 
maine Slusher & Co. should cease to use the slips remaining in their pos- 
session. 

“It will be seen from the statement of Capt. A. W. Fisher, chief clerk of 
the Bureau, a gentleman who has had experience in the office since 1871, and 
that of Mr. David L. Gitt, formerly chief of mail division, who had a serv- 
ice in the office of twenty years, that the introduction in the business of the 
office of these spurious Congressional call slips, with the facsimile signature 
of Congressman COOPER’s name printed thereon, is the first time in the his- 
tory of the office, as far as they know, that such a thing has been done. 


“Very res tfully, 
- 3 - “GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner 
“The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.” 


In addition to this but little remains to be said, except that the minority 
do not wish to be understood as charging that Mr. COOPER acted corruptly 
or with any improper motive, or that he derived any personal advantage, 
unless of a political character, from this miscellaneous use of his name. It 
is to be regretted that any member of Congress should permit his good na- 
ture to place him in a position so awkward that nothing but the fullest con- 
a n his integrity on the part of his colleagues can save him from sus- 
picion. 

As we understand, the majority report does not intend to condemn the 
Commissioner in instituting this investigation, but it is alleged that it was 
carried on with a design ofimplicating Cooper. Tothis we can only answer 
that on the evidence before the Commissioner at that time COOPER was im- 
ae sang The special examiner investigating the case had obtained the fol- 

owing original letter written by Mr. COOPER'S secretary to one of the prin- 
cipal men concerned in this nefarious scheme: 


“WASHINGTON, D. C., July 11, 1891. 

‘*‘My DEAR Sire: At the suggestion of our mutual friend, Hon. GEorRGE 
W. CooPER, I write to invite correspondence relative to pension claims and 
to say that I shall be glad to enter into arrangements which may be to our 
mutual benefit. 

“Mr. COOPER gave me no details as to what you desired, but only inti- 
mated that you proposed entering into the pension business and that you 
would like to make somé arrangement with some one in Washington, to ad- 
vise, etc. Hoping to hear from you at anearly date, I am, 

“ Yours, truly, 


“BH. C. Peet, Columbus, Ind.” 


“S. R. HERSEY. 


And also the following original communication from Hon. E. S. Williams, 
formerly a member of the House of Representatives from the State of Ohio: 
“PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL. | 

“Troy, On10, December 22, 1891. 

“My DEAR Str: Doubtless ros remember me as the member from the 
Third Ohio district in the Fiftieth and Fifty-first Congresses. A pension at- 
torney, Capt. Benjamin Darst, who lives Green County, Ohio, has just 
left my office, and unwittingly gave me some information that may be of use 
to you should CooPER of Indiana open his smut-machine on you. 
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“Capt. Darst, informed me that one W. R. Hersey, whose office is in the 
Atlantic Building, is the private secretary to G. W. CoorEr, of Indiana, and 
also does work for Hon. E. V. BROOKSHIRE. He says that Mr. Hersey made 
use of the Congressional slips and name of CooPER, and procured status of 
cases at $1 to ® per inquiry for pension attorneys, He says Frank Cunning- 
ham, of Xenia, has sent him probably #200, and that he, Darst, had sent him 
quite asum of money. I did not explain to Capt. Darst, who is a good Re- 
publican, the injustice of Hersey using his influence in that manner, and he 
told it to me as a matter of information connected with his success in busi- 
ness, but he is aware that both CoopeR and BROOKSHIRE are Democratic 
Congressman. If such a scheme is wide enough to extend into adjoining 
States, I think an investigation on your part may open up information for 
the good of the service and a dynamite boom for CooPpEeR. This letter is for 
your own private consideration. I do not desire my name used, but I would 
be glad if such, a practice exists, that it be exposed whoever it may hit. 


“Very truly yours, 
“E. S. WILLIAMS. 

“GREEN B. RAUM, 

* ‘ Comunissioner of Pensions.” 

In addition to that there was the deposition of Mr. James F. Morgan, who 
at that time, to say the least. must have stood well in his commuity, for his 
Standing was tacitly vouched for by Mr. COOPER himself when he introduced 
Mr. Morgan to Gen. Raum. We quote from Mr. Morgan's deposition: 

** DEPOSITION. 
**[Case of Samuel R. Hersey et al. No. J 

“On this 28th day of March, 1892, at Bloomington, county of Monroe, State 
of Indiana, before me, J. G. Greenawalt, a special examiner of the Pension 
Office, personally appeared James F. Morgan, who, being by me first dul 
sworn to answer truly all interrogatories propounded to him during th 
special examination of aforesaid pension matter, deposes and says: I am 36 
years of age, reside at Bloomington, Ind. I am an attorney at law by pro- 
fession, and am also admitted to practice before the Department of the In- 
terior at Washington. My business in the Department is mainly confined 
to the Pension Office. 

“@. Mr. Morgan, it is of record in the Bureau of Pensions that a large 
number of claims, in which you were the attorney of record, were called up 
during February, 1892, upon Congressional call sl ips. Will you cae state 
what arrangement had been made by you for calling up such claims, what 
correspondence you had about it, etc.? 

“A. T went to Washington, D. C.p)in person to look after my professional 
business, including the matte: of claims pend in the Bureau of Pensions, 
in Januarylast. I arrived in Washington Tue: a Se 1892, and left 
there January 10, following. I called on Hon. GEorGE W. CooPER, M. 
C., poprepeusing my district, the next day, Wednesday. I saw him on the 

© 





ficor of the House of Representatives. After the House convened we went 
into the gallery. I told him I had a lot of claims for pension I wanted called 
up, and he made an appointment for me to come to house the next morn- 


ing. I went to his house on New Jersey avenue on Thursday m about 
9 o'clock, and Mr. CooPER took me to the Pension Office first an troduced 
me to Gen. Raum, the Commissioner, and from there to the Land Office, and 
then to the Atiantic Building, where he introduced me to Mr.S.R. Hersey, 
telling him that I was a claim agent, and turning to me made the remar 

‘If you have anyhing worth pay ng hor Mr. Hersey will attend to itfor you.’ 
Mr. Hersey said something like this, that he would *e glad to assist me. 
‘‘Mr. COOPER spoke of Mr. Hersey’s former position in the Pension Office, 
and his ability to do work in that line. There was some further conversa- 
tion on the subject which Icannotrecall. I told Mr. Hersey that I had some 
250 cases pending, and there was something said as to compensation for the 
work to done by Mr. Hersey, and it was indicated by one or the other 
that the cost would be $1 for each case in which the status was furnished.”’ 

The Commissioner, as the evidence shows, had ‘ho personal direction of the 
details of the various steps taken by the — examiner in ch of the 
case. He had given this examiner general ‘tructions in ardtoit. This 
he was justified in doing on the evidence before him. If he had doneless, he 
would have been derelict in the performance of hisduty. We feelconvinced 
that not only the Commissioner but that those immediately in charge of the 
investigation acted in good faith. We quote the evidence of Mr. Greena- 
walt, the efflaminer: 

“By Mr. LIND: 

“Q. When you left Washington to go out to see Mr. Mor; in ance 
of his previous correspondence, was there anything said between you and 
Commissioner Raum as to the details of your work, whether you should pay 
Morgan money or not? 

“A. No,sir; my instructions were general; Ishould do whatever I thought 
was necessary. 

**Q. Necessary for what purpose? 

“A. Tio draw these parties out, to find out what the 
manners, their methods, and how they were obtaining t 
the records of the Bureau. 

“@. Did youatthat time, at the time of turning the money over to Morgan— 
ey ve that Mr. COOPER wasengaged in an illicit method of getting informa- 
tion? 

“A. Ican't say Idid. The letters that Mr. Morgan showed me would indi- 
cate that Mr. CoOoPEK must have had knowledge ause Mr. COOPER——Mr. 
Hersey responded and sent him the status of cases which he had inclosed to 
- nes in a letter in which Mr. Morgan had said he was willing to pay 

or it. 

**Q. Did it raise a question in your mind as to whether Mr. COOPER was 
acting properly in it or not? Did you have a suspicion? 

“A. Yes, sir; Idid. I could not help otherwise but think that he must 
know it was going on from the character of that letter. 

‘“Q. And it was with a view of finding out definitely and getting the evi- 
dence of that fact that you did these things you have testified to? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

““Q. Did you have any ill feeling or malice toward Mr. CooPER? 

“A. None in the world. I did not know him and did not have any feeling 
against-him. 

*Q. Had it been suggested to you to do anything that would entrap him 
in any compromising situation as a Congressman? 

“A. No, sir.” 

The suggestion that the honorable Secretary of the Interior refused to al- 
low some of the items incurred in the prosecution of this investigation has 
no weight with us, and we venture to suggest that if the evidence taken be- 
fore the committee had been accessible to his office and had received there 
pre careful consideration that we have given it, the ruling would have been 

erent. 

The evidence in this record, impartially judged, shows beyond any ques- 
tion an administration of the affairs of the Pension Office by Gen ahem. 
alike creditable to him and gratifying to his friends, justifying the general 
judgment of his fitness for the position, expressed the country over, at the 
time of his selection and appointment. 

He has introduced and perfected reforms in business methods in the office, 
shown in detail in the record, resulting in increased efficiency in the work 


were doing, their 
information from 
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ofthe Bureau, uniformity of practice, and marked economy in the expenses 
of that branch of the public service. 

His general management has received the earnest indorsement of the 
Secretary of the Interior, who testified to the committee that Gen. Raum 
had “‘man the Bureau with great efficiency.” 

Some of the recommendations of the majority we concur in. Others we 
might have consented toina modified form. The report of the majority 
unfortunately found its way into the public press before we had seen or even 
heard of it. In view of this we can not refrain from expressing our sincere 
regret that it was not deemed advisable by the majority to have a meeting 
of the committee for a comparison of views, and for a fair and careful con- 
sideration by all of us of the mass of evidence adduced before the committee 
at the expense of so much time and labor, and at such large cost to the pub- 
lic. The majority report the following resolution to the House and recom- 
mend its adoption: , 

* Resolved, atitis the judgment of the House that Commissioner of Pen- 
sions Green B. Raum should be removed from office by the President for the 
following reasons: 

“1. Because he has demonstrated his unfitness to supervise and govern a 
large number of employés on account of his hasty temper, strong prejudices, 
and unreasonable animosity which impel his action in matters of the grav- 
est consequence, as evidenced in the cases of Engle, Howard, Taylor. Jen- 
nings, Renaud, Hayward, Payne, De Arnaud, Peyton, and others, and his 
pursuit of Hon. GEORGE W. CoopEr, following upon an unsuccessful at- 
tempt to injure his reputation. 

“2. Because he has prostituted his office for the patpeses of private gain, 

**3. Because he has prostituted his office for political = using the 
same as a political machine, notably in the matter of fu hing the Con- 
gressional facilities of the Pension Office to one J. G. Dunbar, a private citi- 
a x. Indiana, at one time a candidate for Congress againt Hon. GEORGE 

y. COOPER.” 

We regard this resolution as unjust and unwarranted, for the reasons 
heretofore given. We assert that it is crnel to charge the Commissioner with 
“unfitness to supervise and govern a large number of employés on account 
of his hasty temper, strong prejudice, and unreasonable animosity " when 
there is not an iota of evidence to justify it. 

Nothing in our judgment but the supposed necessities and exigencies of an 
impending political cam: can account for the action and report of the 
majority. econcur inthe second and third recommendations of the ma- 
jority, but in lieu of the resolution reported by them we respectfully rec- 


ommend the ado; of the following: 

Resolved, That record in this case, as reported by the committee, shows 
an efficient and omical administration of the Pension Office by the pres- 
ent Commissioner. 

That the committee be discharged from further consideration of the sub- 
ject under the existing resolution. 


JOHN LIND. 
M. BROSIUS. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. What does the majority of the committee 
pro to do to General Raum? 

r. HENDERSON of [llinos. Why, to dismiss him. 

Mr. LIND. To direct the President to dismiss him, and not 
only that, but they denounce him as guilty. The resolution will 
show what they say. 

Mr. ENLOE. r. Speaker, as other gentlemen haye surren- 
dered the floor, I would like to occupy it for a few moments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
is recognized. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, during the last session of Con- 
gress I paid some attention to the administration of the Pension 
Office, and attempted at that time to get an investigation into 
the methods of doing business in that office. There was an in- 
vestigation ordered, and it was conducted during that session of 
Congress under circumstances unfavorable for reaching any- 
thing like the truth. At the beginning of this session of Con- 
gress I introduced a resolution asking for an investigation of the 
Pension Office, and alleging certain reasons why that investiga- 
tion should be ordered. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
COOPER] also introduced a resolution on the same subject, and 
the Committee on Rules, on the 10th day of February, reported 
a resolution providing for a special committee of five to make 
this investigation. 

I declined to serve as a member of that committee, because I 
knew on account of the interest which I felt in the matter I was 
better fitted to occupy the relation of a prosecutor to the case 
rather than the position of a judge to hear and weigh the evi- 
dence. The committee was made up by the Speaker, and it was 
composed of gentlemen whose civil and military records gave 
evidence to the country that we would have a fair and impartial 
investigation. I do not consider it any reflection that the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] should refer to me in this 
connection as the prosecutor in the case. I believe that the 
House of Representatives sometimes needs prosecutors to prose- 
cute officials who have been guilty of wrongdoing in the different 
Departments of the Government. It is nota position which I 
especially desired to occupy, but it is one that I am not ashamed 
to cecupy; and I think this investigation and the evidence taken 
shows that I have rendered some service to the country in de- 
manding this investigation and in the prosecution of it. 

The minority of the committee, in the beginning of their report, 
take oceasion to refer in ironical terms of compliment to myself 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER], using this lan- 
guage: 

In the prosecution of this res the committee has been ——- 
aided by the unremitting efforts of Messrs. ENLOE® and COOPER, whose patri- 


otic devotion to the task of investigating this Bureau has only been equaied 
by the persevering zeal in the same behalf by Taylor, Faucett, and others of 


the discharged employés. 
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The significance of that compliment can be easily understood 
by the House in view of the fact that the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. LIND] says thut there was not a single witness who 
testified for the prosecution whose character is not impeached. 

Mr. LIND. And named in the report. 

Mr. ENLOE. A statement which I will refute by the record. 
Now, I want to say to the gentleman that I would be glad, as I 
am courtecus always, to be able to return the compliment which 
the minority of the committee paid me as one of the prosecutors 
in this case. I would like to say that the prosecution is under 
obligations to the minority for the valuable assistance rendered 
in trying to get at the truth in regard to the abuses in the Pen- 
sion Office: but, Mr. Speaker, my regard for the truth forbids 
the compliment. The minority have assumed the attitude of 
attorneys for the defense rather than the position of judges to 
impartially try this case. 


Mr. Speaker, the Consmissioner of Pensions was represented | 
before that committee by a distinguished ex-member of this | 


House, Hon. L. E. Payson, of Illinois. At every step in this in- 
vestigation he was represented by his counsel and advised as to 
how he should testify, as to where he should turn on the light 
and where he should shut it off. 

Another significant fact in this connection, that will become per- 
tinent later on, is the fact that when Mr. Payson appeared as coun- 
sel for the Commissioner, before the committee, the first thing 
that he did or thought it necessary to do was to distinctly wash 
his hands of Green B. Raum, jr., and to say that he represented 
the Commissioner of Pensions only; but the very moment that 
the theory of the prosecution was developed, and he saw that 
the testimony wasconnecting the Commissioner of Pensions with 
every step that hisson, Green B. Raum, jr., had taken, Mr. Pay- 
son came before the committee and said that he was also the 
counsel for Green B. Raum, jr. So here is the connecting link 
furnished by the defense. The defendant’s attorney first com- 
ing in to repudiate Green B. Raum, jr., and then, when he saw 
that the evidence would involve the Commissioner unless he pro- 
tected Green B. Raum, jr., also, he became his attorney before 
the committee and advised him how he should swear. 

The report of this committee was prepared with great care by 
the chairman of the committee. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that any gentle- 
man who is unprejudiced, who was present either asa spectator 
or as a press reporter, would reflect upon the chairman of the 
committee for the manner in which he conducted this investiga- 
tion. If anybody would have a right to complain at his rulings 
and decisions, I believe that I would have a better right tocom- 
plain than anybody else, because I thought sometimes in his dis- 

osition to bs exactly fair to the defense, he leaned a little in his 
ecisions in favor of the Commissioner. 

I wanted to go into matters beyond the scope of this resolution 
as it was interpreted by the committee. I thought that this 
investigation should go back to the beginning of the present 
Federal Administration—back to the days of Commissioner Tan- 
ner and back to the rerating episode. We did get into that to 
some extent in the examination of Secretary Noble and Assistant 
Secretary Bussey. Secretary Noble, when he was on the stand, 
testified that he had ordered an investigation into the rerating 
episode, which was a most disgraceful chapter in the history of 
this Administration. 


~ 


I introduced a resolution in the Fifty-first Congress which | 


brought that report to light and which made it an executive doc- 
ument. Its number is 360, Fifty-first Congress, first session. It 
contains 290 pages. The special board of examiners appointed 
by the Secretary of the Interior went through these rerated 
cases, and examined them covering a period of eight months. 
They examined some 1,400 cases, and that makes up this report 
of 290 pages. They found that Commissioner Tanner in four 
months rerated 883 cases, 276 more cases than Gen. Black rerated 
during the last four months of his administration. TheSecretary 
of the Interior in his testimony attempted to throw the respon- 
sibility for this disgraceful episode of this administration upon 
the administration of Gen. Black. He said that the practice of 
rerating had originated with Commissioner Black. 

IT want to call the attention of the House to the fact that the 
Secretar, -vas mistaken in making that statement. I hold in 
my hand here a digest of the laws, decisions, rulings, and prac- 
tices of the Pension Office of 1882. Inanswer to the charge that 
Commissioner Black inaugurated that system, I call the atten- 
tion of the House to a decision rendered by Carl Shurz, Secre- 
tary of the Interior, December 3, 1879, in volume 7, page 92. 
it reads: 

Rerating and readjustment of pension is authorized where the proof shows 


that the pension allowed for a part of the period since the date of discharge 
was not proportionate tothe degree of disability then existing. 


IT need not have gone that far to establish it, because I have 
here an order issued by the Hon. W. W. Dudley, Commissioner 





of Pensions, reiterating this doctrine. I will incorporate it in 
my remarks without taking the time of the House to-read it: 

This ruling of the Department, which was an authoritative con- 
struction of the law, was republished in the order of Commis- 
sioner Dudley issued October 14, 1881, and reads as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, October 14, 1881. 
RULING 67. 

Hereafter no rerating of pension will be made in any case, except as here- 
after provided: 

1. Cases of gunshot wound or injury, involving the loss of some part or 
member of the body, and causing a disability necessarily and absolutely 


aes in degree, may te rerated, provided the rating therefor was too 
ow. 


2. Cases of disease in which the rating was a manifest error, as shown by 
the evidence in the case at the date of the adjudication, provided the com- 
— or appeal shall have been filed within twelve months after such 
rating. 


WM. W. DUDLEY, Commissioner 

It wiil be found on page 60 of a Treatise on the Practice of the 
Pension Bureau, prepared by Calvin B. Walker, Deputy Com- 
missioner of Pensions, under the direction of Commissioner Dud- 
ley, and submitted to the Commissioner November 10, 1882. 
Commissioner Dudley thereupon issued an order dated January 
9, 1883, commending the new digest to examiners inthe Pension 
Office for their guidance. 

This effectually disposes of the charge made by the Secretary 


| that Gen. John C. Black was responsible for setting the precedent 


in the matter of rerating. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in regard to that disgraceful period into 
which I wished to make further inquiry because I thought it was 
one of the greatest of abuses, asked Secretary Noble what steps 
had been taken to correct the abuses after this exposure was 
made by the board of examiners, and he said that no steps had 
been taken; that they found out that they could not impound the 
pension money, under the law, to reimburse the Government for 
money improperly taken out of the Treasury. I asked him why 
he did not goon and readjust these pensions and restore rerated 
pensioners to the position they ought to occupy; and he said he 
thought it would take too much time and labor to justify the ex- 
penditure. So that the matter rested there. 

Iasked the Assistant Secretary. Mr. Bussey, to what extent 
the Treasury was affected by this policy of this Administration, 
when Commissioner Tanner was beginning to redeem through 
the Pension Office the pledges he had made upon the stump, on 
the authority of the President, in the State of Indiana, for the 
purpose of controlling the electoral voteof that State. He said 
there were thirty-five cases which he could cite in which those 
persons rerated illegally took out of the Treasury an average of 
$1,600 apiece; and as there were over 3,200 of these cases rerated 
in the two years covered by the resolution which I introduced 
in the last Congress, some idea of this immense robbery may be 
gained. I asked him then how much it would have cost the 
Government to carry out the policy which this Administration 
was pursuing. Hé said it would have cost the Government $800,- 
000,000 to carry it out. He said it was an abuse under Commis- 
sioner Black, but he had admitted that it was a growing and a 
rapidly growing abuse under Commissioner Tanner. 

. Commissioner Tanner was discharged from his position for at- 
tempting to redeem the President’s promises. The men in the 
Pension Office who had entered into this conspiracy to rerate 
themselves, to take this money out of the Treasury under the 
forms of law, were chiefs of divisions and members of the medi- 
cal board. They were guilty of a conspiracy to defraud and rob 
the Government. They were not compelled to return a single 
dollar of it to the Treasury. I maintain that their ratingsshould 
have been reduced so as to stop the =e where it was, even if 
the money they illegally took from the Treasury could not be 
recovered. They should have been*indicted for a conspiracy to 
defraud the Government of its revenues, and punished under the 
law, but it was not done. No such conspiracy as this ever ex- 
isted under any other Administration. 

But without taking up further time with this matter, I will 
simply say that the committee did not go into that field. | 
wanted to go still further; I wanted to go beyond their construc- 
tion into the whole question of Pension Office abuses. 

Mr. RAY. DoIunderstand the gentleman to say that the re- 
rating system commenced under Commissioner Black? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; I think that it commenced to he an 
abuse under Commissioner Dudley. 

Mr. RAY. And it was followed up under Commissioner Black? 

Mr. ENLOE. I think that construction of the law dated back 
to 1879, as I have shown, and that Carl Schurz, when he was 
Secretary of the Interior, made the decision upon which it was 


Mr. RAY. You did not mean to charge, then, that the abuse 
of that system originated under Commissioner Tanner? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; I think the abuse commenced under 
Commissioner Dudley, as I before stated. One purpose on my 
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part in pursuing this investigation was to show that these abuses 
existed, and to show that they were attributable to the yolicy 
which has been pursued by both political parties of making the 
Pension Office, to a greater or less extent, a political machine. 

Mr. RAY. Had it not been entirely suspended or abandoned 
when Commissioner Raum came into office? 

Mr. ENLOE. I think that the only instance of departure was 
made under political pressure in the Hattie Ann Kee case, where 
the case was taken out of the regular channels of adjudication 
and pushed through by Commissioner Raum in violation of the 
rules of the office. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 





That was not a case of rerat- 


ing. 

Mr.ENLOE. Thatwas not technically acaseof rerating; that 
was a case of granting an increase of pension. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The question was about rerating. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, that was not rerating in the sense of go- 
ing back and giving back pay, but it was a rerating in the sense 
of making an increase. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Was the system that you say was inaugurated 
by Commissioner Dudley followed up and perpetuated by Com- 
missioner Black? 

Mr. ENLOE. I think Commissioner Dudley was the first man 
who, as Commissioner of Pensions, perverted the Pension Office 
in such @ manner as to make it a disgrace to the American peo- 
ple. I want to say, further, that I am not here to defend the ac- 
tion of any political party that attempts to use the Pension Office 
for such purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois and Mr. WRIGHT. Will the 
gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwill goon and probably answer the gentle- 
man’s questions in my own way. I will say to them that I be- 
lieve that the members of Congress—members of the Senate and 
of the House—are as much responsible as anybody for the pros- 
titution of the Pension Office and making it a political machine. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Commissioner Black perpetuated the system? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir; he followed the precedents that had 
been set by Commissioner Dudley, and the abuse of dragging it 
into politics has steadily grown until to-day it has reached a 
point where it is a burning disgrace. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Has not the system been discontinued under 
the present Commissioner? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; no, sir. The abuse has been aggrava- 
ted under the present Commissioner. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Rerating? 

Mr. ENLOE. Not rerating. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is what we are talking about. 

Mr. ENLOE. I thought the gentleman referred to the use of 
the office as a political machine. 

Mr. BURROWS. No; rerating was the subject of the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, if gentlemen will not interrupt me so 
much I shall try tomake some progress. Ihave here the charges 
that the committee have made against the Commissioner. They 
say that he should be removed from office ‘‘ because he has dem- 
onstrated his unfitness to supervise and govern a large number 
of employés on account of his hasty ee strong prejudices, 
and unreasonable animosity, which impel his action in matters 
of the gravest consequence.” They ame also that ‘‘ he has 
prostituted his office for the purposes of private gain.” They 
charge further that ‘‘ he has prostituted his office for political 
purposes, using the same as a political machine.” 

Now, I say that every count in that indictment is amply sus- 
tained by the evidence, and I will add another count to it. I 
will say that the committee might have gone further, and made 
this indictment broader and &tronger and yet have kept within the 
limits of truth and justice. I make this additional charge against 
the Commissioner, and I base it upon the evidence in this record, 
that he is an untruthful witness and that, upon this record, he 
ought to be discredited in any court of justice, and I say that upon 
an examination of his testimony here the President of the United 
States ought not to hesitate a moment to pursue the same course 
with him that the Secretary of the Interior pursued with his 
witness and friend, Mr. Morgan, who testified for him in the 
Cooper case. 

The committee found that Mr. Morgan had perjured himself, 
and recommended that he be disbarred from practicing before 
the Pension Bureau and before the Department of the Interior. 
That recommendation was respected by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and within the last few days Mr. Morgan has been dis- 
barred as an attorney. And, Mr. Speaker, before I get through 


I will show that when the Seeretary of the Interior struck that 
blow at Mr. Morgan he came very near the head of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 

I propose to devote my attention, first, to the second charge, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| an order adopted, knowin 
| he could have prepared a large number of cases and in astats of 











JULY 25, 





because it is the most important in its bearings; that is, that 
the Commissioner of Pensions has prostituted his great office for 
the purposes of private gain. I want to call the attention of 
this House to the peculiar circumstances surrounding the trans- 
action, to which the gentleman from Minnesota referred, be- 
tween Mr. George E. Lemon, the pension attorney of this city, 
and Green B. Raum, Commissioner of Pensions. As the gentle- 
man stated, the Commissioner’s own evidence shows that he had 
been trying for some months prior to the 6th day of January, 
1890, to borrow money from George E. Lemon, or to get his in- 
dorsement upon which to secure a loan. Lemon refused to in- 
dorse for him or loan him any money, notwithstanding the fact 
that he was amply able to furnish the amount desired by the 
Commissioner out of his own private funds, or to secure it for 
him on indorsement from the banks of the city. During the 
time the Commissioner was trying to negotiate this loan with 
Mr. Lemon, Mr. Lemon was trying to get an order adopted 
which would enable pension attorneys to certify their cases as 
complete and have them adjudicated upon such certification. 
Up to this time there has been in operation in the Pension 
Office a system which secured to every claimant the right to 
have his claim adjudicated in the regular order of its completion 
without the interference of an attorney in the case. This gave 
every soldier in the country who had a claim for a pension pend- 
ing an equal opportunity to have his claim considered as ex- 
peditiously as possible; but this was not satisfactory to Mr. Lemon, 
who was doing a very much larger business than any other at- 
torney in the United States. He knew that if he could get such 
in advancsa that it would be adopted, 


completeness which would enable him to have his claims first 
considered under the order which he proposed. 

As the Pension Office has pursued the practice of collecting the 
fee for the attorney and paying it over to him when the pension 
is allowed, the effect of this would be to put a very large sum of 
money in the hands of Mr. Lemon inavery short period of time. 
Another effect which would follow such a course would be the 
impression it would convey toclaimants throughout the country 
that Mr. Lemon had exceptional facilities for securing speedy 
action on claims and thereby induce other claimants to place their 
claims in Mr. Lemon's hands. 

When the proposition was first made to the Commissioner of 
Pensions by Mr. Lemon, the Commissioner refused to adopt the 
suggestion. They stoodin this attitude—that each was asking a 
favor of the other. ; 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman does not want to be incorrect. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am stating facts, and I am not incorrect. 

Mr. LIND. The application that Commissioner Raum made 
to Lemon in regard to money was long before his appointment 
as Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. ENLOE. You mean the effort to borrow money? 

Mr. LIND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is all or true; but I submit that the cir- 
cumstances of this case justify the allegation that I have made. 
I want to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that we 
are debarred from positive testimony on this point by the action of 
the Commissioner himself. We are forced to rely on circumstan- 
tial evidence, and thatis strong enough to hang a man when the 
chain of the circumstances is complete. He was before the com- 
mittee; he could have told all about this transaction; he had an 
opportunity to do so; but it seems that the eminent and astute 
gentleman who acted as his counsel, knowing the danger of Mr. 
Raum submitting himself to an investigation in regard to this 
transaction, advised him not to answer any question about it, 
because it was his private business. There the Commissioner 
planted himself. 

Now, I do not know how it would strike the House, but I be- 
lieve that any man acting in perfectly good faith, conscious of 
his own integrity, instead of shielding himself behind any techni- 
cality of the law to shut out the light of truth fron. this whole 
transaction, would have hastened to avail himself of the oppor- 
tunity to make a full and complete showing in his own vindica- 
tion. I think it is unfortunate for the reputation of the Com- 
missioner that he did not tell the committee all about the 
transaction in a perfectly frank and candid manner. When he 
came before the committee at first, he desired to submit a written 
statement in lieu of an examination, but the committee decided 
that he must submit to an examination. He was then granted 
permission at the close of his testimony to file a statement cover- 
ing such points as he might desire to be heard on in addition to 
the matters upon which he had been examined. 

Under that privilege he submitted a statement through his 
attorney in regard to this transaction which was designed to 
break the effect of his own admissions in the prior investigation 
which had been put in evidence over the protest of his attorney. 
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I moved to strike out that portion of his statement on the ground 
that it was an insult to the committee for him to refuse to answer 
questions in regard to this matter, and then, under the privilege 
of making a statement, to attempt to inject into the record a 
purely ex parte showing. The committee very properly ruled 
out that part of his statement with the assurance at the time 
that he might still appear before the committee and make any 
statement in regard to the matter that he might see proper, pro- 
vided he would submit himself to a cross-examination. ée failed 
to avail himself of that right, and his rejection of the invitation 
to come and testify leaves the same shadow of suspicion resting 
upon the whole transaction that has attached to it from the be- 


ginning. If he could have cleared it up, it is unreasonable to 
—— that he would have refused to appear and submit him- 
self to an examination before the committee. 


The evidence shows that the Commissioner for two or three 
months before he became Commissioner of Pensions had been 
trying to borrow money. The evidence shows that directly 
after he became Commissioner George E. Lemon was asking a 
favor of him; and the fact appears that these transactions run 
right along in converging lines until they meet on the 6th day 
of January, 1890. Mr. Lemon talks to the Commissioner, sug- 
gesting the adoption of the completed files order. The Commis- 
sioner said: ‘‘ Put your views in writing and prepare a few slips 
and I will have the matter looked into.” Mr. Lemon submitted 
a letter embodying his views, and brought in some thirty slips 
in order to test the feasibility of the plan. 

These slips were referred to the proper adjudicating divisions 
and were reported upon, and Mr. Lincoln, with whom the Com- 
missioner thought proper to consult, wrote a letter to the Com- 
missioner, in which he disapproved of Mr. Lemon’s proposition. 
The Commissioner says at this point that Capt. Lemon came in 
a day or two after, and that the Commissioner sent for Mr. Lin- 
coln, and the letter was read over to Capt. Lemon and the Com- 
missioner approved it. Among the reasons assigned by Deputy 
Commissioner Lincoln in that letter, which must have been con- 


vincing at the time to the mind of the Commissioner, and which | 


reads to-day like a prophecy, were the following: 

First. That for atime at least it would effectually stop all other 
work in the divisions. 

Second. That current work of the office would suffer, and in 
many cases could never be reached for examination. 


to do. 

Fourth. It would bring down upon the Bureau, as it has done, 
the charge of favoritism to those who would be most benefited 
by such course. (See page 615, evidence. ) 

Mr. Lincoln submitted this matter to C. M. Bryant, assistant 
chief of the middle division, and Mr. Bryant condemned Mr. 
Lemon’s plan and assigned his reasonsfor disapproving it. All 
these matters were before the Commissioner at the time that he 
refused to agree to Mr. Lemon’s completed-files system, but un- 
fortunately for the Commissioner it seems that he was not in an 
independent position in his dealing with Mr. Lemon. 

Mr. LIND. Now, will the gentleman yield at this point? 
does not mean to say that those letters were written in response 
to a proposition looking to the establishment of the completed- 
filessystem as it now exists? 


Mr. ENLOE. Isay that Mr. Lemon, in his testimony, says that | 


this was what he asked for, and that he was satisfied with it. 

Mr. LIND. The letter which you cite simply says that he 
wanted the privilege granted on the part of attorneys to call 
up special cases. 


Mr. ENLOE. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that | 


Commissioner Raum, when he was cross-examined on this very 
point, said there was a completed-files system before orders 149 
and 151; but it did not allow the intervention of attorneys; and 
that was what George E. Lemon was asking; that is the privi- 


lege which the completed-files order gave to George E. Lemon. 


Mr. LIND. Or to claimants either. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, or to claimants either. But the Com- 
missioner of Pensions spoke of the intervention of attorneys, and 
emphasized that point. That was the point which George E. 
Lemon was emphasizing. Now, what did the Commissioner do? 
In less than six days after he had declined to adopt this system, 
upon the advice of his counselors in the Pension Office, those 
men of experience upon whom he relied, he changed his decision, 
and issued order 149, and a few days later he issued order 151. 

Those two men stood inthis attitude. Each was asking a favor 
of the other. Raum wanted to borrow money, and Lemon wanted 
to put money in his pocket. 
who would not pay, if he could get this order adopted. So it 
seems that the temptation operating upon the Commissioner, 
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the pressure of his financial circumstances, exercised more in- 
fluence over him than his regard for the interests of the soldiers 
whose claims were pending in his Bureau. So he issued order 
149-—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Did not Gen. Bussey and the Secretary of 
the Interior indorse that order? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; Gen. Bussey indorsed it, and Ido not think 
it helped it. I think Gen. Bussey’s indorsement was like that 
of acertain man who wanted to borrow money upon his note. 
When he applied for the money, the man who wasasked to lend 
it said, ‘‘ Get'me a good name on your note, and I will lend you 
the money.” When the note was brought with an indorser’s 
name, the money-lender said, ‘‘I did not think I would lend you 
this money on your own credit; but if you will take that fellow’s 
name off, I believe I will let you have it.” 

Mr. LIND. The same is true of Secretary Noble, is it not? 
Does not the same illustration apply to him? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will talk of him before I get through. 

Mr. LIND. But was it not done with his approval? 

Mr. ENLOE. It does not appear from the testimony that 
Secretary Noble had anything akanoves todo with it personally. 

Mr. LIND. Oh,I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
tirely in error. 

Mr. ENLOE. Of course Secretary Noble had this to do with 
it: He trusted Secretary Bussey and Commissioner Raum to run 
the office; and, as has been demonstrated by the testimony in 
this investigation, they did very many things of which Secre- 
tary Noble knew nothing whatever, and which he afterwards 
condemned. They grew rapidly in power. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question there for information? 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, if the gentleman will make it very brief. 

Mr. BURROWS. After this order to which reference has 
been made went into operation, is it not true as a matter of fact 
that nearly one hundred pension attorneys filed their applica- 
tions in the office before Mr. Lemon filed one? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir; that is true; and I am going to ad- 





He is en- 


| dress myself to that very phase of this question in a few moments. 


There were thirty-five thousand cases selected by the employés in 


| the office out of the number on file, and under Order No. 149 they 


were placed on the file of completed eases. Every effort that I 


| could possibly make was made to arrive at the identity of the 

Third. It would be quite impossible for the out-of-town claim- | 
ant to have his case given attention unless he employed an at- | 
torney; something very many intelligent applicants did not care | 


thirty-five thousand cases which were thus given precedence, 
but after having exhausted every available source of informa- 
tion it beeame apparent that no such information could be gained. 


| The only thing approaching it was the testimony of Mr. Hodg- 





He could afford to loan to a man | 


son, a gentleman upon whose character even the gentleman from 
Minnesota says there is not the slightest gtain. Mr. Hedgson, 
through whose hands some of these cases passed, stated that a 
large proportion of them were the cases of Mr. George E. Lemon. 
Five-sevenths of the cases he said were cases of George E. Lemon; 
and every witness who testified on the subject said Lemon had a 
much larger business before the office than any other attorney 
practicing before it. George E. Lemon got his cases put on the 


| completed files under Order 149, and no record was kept of them, 
| and there is where the door was closed. 
He | 


Mr. LIND. Will you allow me to ask a question just there? 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I would prefer not to yield. 

Mr. LIND. Does not Mr. Hodgson himself say that his testi- 
mony had reference to cases under Order 151? 

Mr. ENLOE. No,sir; I think not. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit me to read a part of 
the testimony of Mr. Hodgson, which I have in my hand? 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman can read it in his own time. 

Mr. LIND. ButI am sure the gentleman wants to be accu- 
rate in his statement. Let me read a part of it at least. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, the gentleman might read one part that 
he thinks bears out his view of the question and I might read 
another part of it, and take up all of my time in that manner. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman will not permit it to be read? 

Mr. ENLOE. Notin my time. 

Mr. LIND. Then the gentleman ought not to make thatstate- 
ment. 

Mr. ENLOE. 
actly what it is. 


Oh, I have read that testimony. I know ex- 
The gentleman must not forget that I devel- 


| oped that testimony myself in the investigation before the com- 


mittee, and I asked the very question that brought it out. 
I have read it and read it thoroughly. I know all about it. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I will answer the question of the gentleman 
from Michigan {[Mr. BURROWS] as to whether or no one hundred 
attorneys did not anticipate George E. Lemon in getting their 
cases on the completed file after they commenced to keep a rec- 
ord to show what attorneys had cases on the files. In response 
I will ask if it is not a most remarkable fact that this patriotic 
citizen, George E. Lemon, who has a vast pension office here in 


Yes, 
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this city, nearly as big as the Pension Bureau itself, a man who, I 
believe the evidence before this and former Congressional in- 
vestigations will justify me in saying, has succeeded by corrupt 
practices—this disinterested and patriotic citizen, who would not 
jend Commissioner Raum any money, who would not indorse a 
note for him, the very day after the issue of this Order 151 in- 
dorsed his note for $12,000, and took as collateral security for 
the same some wild-cat stock, to which he himself testifies he 
attached no value, and said he would have loaned the money to 
the Commissioner on his personal ——t 

I say, is it not a most singular coincidence? What had trans- 
pired A ect the 6th day of July and the 6th day of January to 
increase the commercial standing of Commissioner Raum? What 
had inspired this confidence in George E. Lemon which before 
had been so conspicuously lacking? It does not appear that the 
Commissioner in the mean time had accumulated a fortune or re- 
lieved himself from financial embarrassments. What was the 
result of the issuance of this order? Mr. Lemon lies back after 
its adoption and after they had been keeping a record of attor- 
neys, and for a number of days did not file a single claim. He 
does not seem to have taken any special interest in the matter, 
although he was_urgent for the adoption of the order. He was 
entirely disinterested in the whole matter! Was he? 

Now, what is the natural conclusion? Why, heknew the order 
would be adopted before these 35,000 cases were selected. He 
went to work and prepared his cases so they would be complete. 
He had them ready when the clerks went into the files, and all 
they had to do was to examine the files and get the cases of George 
E. Lemon and put them on the completed files before there was 
any record of the transaction kept. That is the reason why no 
record of those cases was kept. But afterwards there wereover 
eight thousand of his cases placed on the completed filesin the 





first six or eight months; twice as many as for any other attor- | 


ney. The financial resultof this transaction toGeorge E. Lemon 
must have been to put between $200,000 and $250,000 in his 
pocket within six months, or at least within twelve months. 
Whateffect did it have upon Commissioner Raum? Why, he got 
$12,000, as he admits, but the question is, did he get more? 

Mr. Buckey, his partner in the gypsum mining enterprise, one 
of those outside wild-cat schemes in which the Commissioner 
has been engaged ever singe he has been in the Pension Office, 
and about which the committee did not care to hear evidence. 
This partner, Mr. Buckey, says that Mr. Raum told him he got 
$25,000from Mr. Lemon. Thatwascheapenough for Mr. Lemon, 
and he got money enough out of the transaction to enable him 
to take a trip to Europe. 

Mr. LIND. Where is the evidence of that, Brother ENLOE? 

Mr. ENLOE. What evidence do you want? 

Mr. LIND. That this man testified that Mr. Raum got $25,000. 

Mr. ENLOE. You will find it on page 887 of the evidence, in 
Mr. Buckey’s testimony. 

Mr. LIND. Not taken before this committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Does the gentleman from Tennes- 
sce mean—— 

Mr. LIND. 

Mr. ENLOE. 


That was not taken before this committee. 

What does the gentleman mean by saying that? 

Mr. LIND. I say that in answer to your question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I say you do not state it correctly. I say it was 
taken before the committee, and it is recorded on page 887 of the 
evidence. The gentleman may not have been present, as he did 
not always do us the honor to attend the sessions of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. The gentleman does not mean to 
say that Commissioner Raum got money enough to take a trip 
to Europe. 


Mr. ENLOE.* No, I did not say he did, but I am satisfied that | : 
regard to the order which confirms the prediction of Mr. Lin- 


he did. He could have gone. Mr. Lemon went to Europe, but 
Gen. Raum had business here at home. One of the unfortunate 
incidents of this investigation—and I am sorry for it—is that im- 
mediately upon the ordering of this investigation the health of 
Mr. Lemon became so much impaired that it was necessary for 
him to expatriate himself. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. He did not have money enough to 
go before that transaction, did he? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, he had plenty of money before, and he 
could have loaned Commissioner Raum $12,000 any day during 
that six months; but he was too smart a business man to buy a 
horse before he got the bridle on him. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. 
Lemon could have testified on this point, too, but he went to Eu- 
rope; and I understand that at one time, when everybody in the 
House seemed disposed to throw cold water upon this investiga- 


tion, and it was thought we were not going to discover anything, 
and it had gone abroad that the committee was about ready to 
drop the investigation, the first thing we knew Mr. Lemon's 
clerk came down and said to the committee, “‘Mr. Lemon will 
The committee thought it would be worth 


be home next week.” 
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while to hear what Mr. Lemon might have to say, and cecid id 
to wait for him; but unfortunately Mr. Lemon’s health broke 
down again the very moment he had bought his ticket, when the 
ship was ready to sail, and he had to go back to the health re- 
sorts of Europe. His health did not improve, it seems, unfil a 
few days ago. When this committee announced that it had 
closed the testimony for this session there was a sudden rein- 
vigoration of the impaired constitution of Mr. Lemon, and I un- 
derstand he has returned to the United States. The wanderer 
has returned, I am informed, and is out at Deer Park, waiting 
perhaps for the Commissioner to come out to spend the summer. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to another phase 
of this matter. The minority of the committee, in their efforts 
to defend the Commissioner of Pensions, try to make it appear 
that he was financially responsible for $12,000, and that George 
ee Lemon was justified in making him this loan upon a business 
basis, 

i have here, and will incorporate in my remarks, a certified 
copy from the records of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, showing the judgments that stand unsatisfied upon 
the records of that court to-day against Green B. Raum, Com- 
missioner of Pensions. That record is as follows: 


List of judgments in the supreme court of the District of Columbia against Green 
B. Raum, sr. 























a . Amount of Date of 
No. Title of suit. Action. judgment. | judgment. 
31438 — L. Conger vs. Green B. | Notes = $2, 071. 33} Mar. 3, 1891 

| um. 
31794 | Riggs & Co. vs. Green B. Raum.}....do-._.. 750.00 | July 8, 1891 
31920 | Citizens’ National Bank vs. |....do..... 730.00 | Sept. 2, 1891 
_. | Green B. Raum. 
32192 | Butterworth & Lowe vs. Green |....do..__. 1,200.00 | Dec. 2, 1891 
B. Raum and Wm. W. Dudley. 
32433 | Traders’ National Bank vs, | Note ..... 350.00 | Jan. 6, 1892 
| Green B. Raum. : . 
32445 | The Roessler and Hasslacker | Account .- 834. 49 Do. 
Chemical Company vs. Green 
B. Raum. 
32812 | E. Southard Parker, use of the | Note .._.. 300.00 | May 5, 1892 
Columbia National Bank, vs. 
Thomas W. Buckey and Green 
B. Raum. 
32931 oe. H. Magruder vs. Green B. Notes ....! * 235.85 | June 8, 1892 
aum. 
33134 | J. zs _— vs. Green B. Raum | Account | 3,750.00 | July 15, 1892 
et a. 
ms are a s RS e* 
Test: 


JOHN R. YOUNG, 
Clerk Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Hon. S. M. CULLOM is security for case No. 32433; W. W. Dud- 
ley is security in case No. 32812. 

I would call attention to some other matters of common no- 
toriety not in the record. I suppose I may speak of them with- 
out impropriety. I saw in the newspapers a short time ago that 
the Commissioner's home in the State of Illinois, which was 
mortgaged for $6,000, and was worth only $4,000, had ben sold 
under a foreclosure. I aim informed that in his efforts to re- 
lieve himself from his financial embarrassments his home in 
this city was put up and sold tothe highest bidder. These judg- 
ments still stand unsatisfied on the records of the court. 

Here is a man who was notoriously insolvent, and George E. 
Lemon knew it. Therefore, as a business man, he refused to lend 
him money. Is further evidence needed upon this point? If it 
is, I want to call attention to the testimony of Mr. Thompson, a 
banker of this city. But before I dosoI want toshow how Gen. 
Bussey testified with reference to the effect of the completed files 


| order on the claims of persons who had no attorneys. Gen. Bussey 


in his testimony, on page 178 of the evidertte, uses language in 
coln. , 

Mr. BURROWS. Will my friend allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? I have not read the evidence, and I know nothing 
in detail in regard to this matter. Ofcourse, when this order 
was made for the completed files it was necessary to go through 
the office and select those cases which were regarded as completed; 
and Iam informed that 35,000 cases were selected as the first of 
that examination. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is right. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, is there any evidence going to show 
that these cases were selected in the interest of Mr. Lemon on 
the contrary, did not the men in the office who testified in regard 
to it, and who made the selection, say that they made the selec- 
tion without knowing who the attorneys were? 

Mr. ENLOE. There was some testimony of that kind given, 
and more evidence that most of them were Lemon’s cases. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there any evidence that these selec- 
tions were made in the interest of Mr. Lemon or any other at- 
torney? 








1892. 
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Mr. ENLOE. All the evidence is not that way. 
evidence that they were selected in Lemon's interest. 

Mr. BURROWS. But 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me, 
but let me make my statement. 

Mr. BURROWS. Right in that connection I desire to ask 
the gentleman, did not every witness-who made the selection of 
these cases testify that he made them without knowing whose 
cases they were? 

Mr. ENLOE. Several of them testified to that, but there were 
others who in effect testified they were selected in his interest. 

Mr. BURROWS. All the men who made the selection? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; but there were a great many others 
who handled the cases, and all the evidence 

Mr.-LIND. Those who testified? 





There is 








it, denying the authenticity and fixing the responsibility ona 
clerk in the office in order to shield the Commissioner from the 
damaging effects of the admissions which it contained. There 
is no reason to doubt that all the time I was trying to get a copy 
of this letter from the Pension Office the officials knew exactly 
where this letter was and that they concealed it. Lemon, know- 
ing this order would be issued, was getting his cases completed 
to meet it. Knowing that it would expedite his cases, he got 
ready forit. That gave him an advantage oyer every other at- 
torney who was practicing before the Pension Office. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the fact is that ninety-seven cases of 
other attorneys were put upon those expedited files before Mr. 


| Lemon had one. 


Mr. ENLOE. ido not care about spending all my time in 
quibbling over this matter. As I beforesaid, we must rely upon 


om 
Se 





circumstantial evidence to a certain extent to show what the 
motive of the Commissioner was in this transaction. 
Mr. ENLOE. You picked the witnesses whom you wanted to W hen these charges were first mentioned in the newspapers, 
testify. published in the New York Herald or the New York World, 
Mr. LIND. Surely; you picked your witnesses. | Maj. Clark, a correspondent of the New York Tribune, the news- 
Mr. ENLOE. I know; but they, knowing the disposition of | paper which is to-day, I suppose, the official organ of the Re- 
publican Presidential ticket, Mr. Whitelaw Reid’s newspaper, 


Mr. ENLOE. The Commissioner picked his own witnesses. 
Mr. LIND. We picked them mostly, I think. 
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the Commissioner, and seeing how he had treated others charged 


with giving information, testified with the sword of Damocles 
suspended over their heads. 

Mr.LIND. But that is notfair. 
ent Commissioner discharged during his administration? 
28 men, against 399 by Commissioner Black. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; I will answer that when I reach it, and 
show how that is. 

Mr. LIND. Thatis enough commentary on that. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not want you to take all my time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Permit me just there, justamoment. Is it 
not true that these 35,000 cases for the completion were selected, 
as the evidence shows from the report clearly and conclusively, 
without regard as to who the attorneys wére? 

Mr. ENLOE. I stated that the testimony of the employés in 
his office was to that effect. 

Mr. BURROWS. No one else had the kowledge. 

Mr. ENLOE. Othersdid testify. Butthere were many others 
in the Pension Office who handled these cases and who were not 
called. Those who knew anything about the Pension Office 
methods knew that men were watching my house every night to 
see who came from the Pension Office to visit me, and they did 
not dare testify. 
order. Orders 149 and 151 benefited the Washington attorneys 
and worked great injustice to the outside attorneys and to claim- 
ants who had no attorneys. One purpose in issuing the com- 
pleted files orders was to force claimants to employ attorneys. 


How many men has the pres- 


afterward the Pension Office was run in the interest of the pen- 
sion sharks to the detriment of claimants who had no ettorneys. 

Gen. Bussey, the witness: 

By Mr. ENLOE: 

Q. I will ask you, general, how it was that you didn’t discover that the in- 
terest of those claimants who had no attorney was being neglected until 
twelve months after the issuance of order No. 151? The date of order 155 is 
December 26, 1890, and the date of order 151 is January 6, 1890. Why was it 
you didn’t make the discovery earlier? 

A. For the reason that there was no complaint made. 

Q. No one interested in looking after it? 

A. It was supposed that the Pension Office would adjudicate these claims 
without any special notice. 

A lame effort has been made to make a defense for the Commis- 
sioner on the ground that the completed-files system has proven 
beneficial to the Pension Office, and quite a number of chiefs of 
divisions, who owe their official existence to the Commissioner 
of Pensions, were introduced to testify to the merits of the com- 
pleted-files system. 
to be taken with a proper degree of allowance, an original letter 
came into my possession which had been sent to S. W. Dougherty 
& Co., of New Albany, Ind., signed by the Acting Commissioner 
of Pensions, Andrew Davidson. That letter contained a state- 
ment that not one case in fifty placed on the completed files was 


in a condition to remain there, in some instances no evidence | 


whatever being found in them. As soon as this letter appeared 
in the record the defense hastened to have it contradicted by 
another letter from the Acting Commissioner, Mr. Davidson, de- 
nying that he ever prepared or authorized any such letter, and, 
as illustrating the methods pursued under this administration 
of the Pension Office, I will call attention to the fact that I sent 
to that office a description of this letter to Dougherty & Co., giv- 
ing the date when it was written, the substance of its contents, 
the name of the person who signed it. 

After several unavailing efforts to get it, the answer was re- 
turned that there was no such letter on record inthe Pension 
Office. I then procured from S. W. Dougherty & Co. the orig- 
inal and offered itin evidence. On the very next day it appeared 
the Pension Office knew all about it and attempted to contradict 


But I want to get back to this completed files | 


| 


called on Commissioner Raum. Maj.Clark went tothe Commis- 


| sioner of Pensions, as he testifies, and submitted the publication 


| 


Just | 
| do it?” 
| of truth in that publication. (See evidence, page 1274.) 


| committee. 





After all this testimony, which is of course | 





to him, and said in effect: ‘‘ Here, you are charged with borrow- 
ing money from Mr. Lemon when you issued this order. Did you 
And he says Mr. Raum told him there was not a word 


Now, there is but one conclusion possible: Either Commis- 
sioner Raum told a deliberate falsehood to Mr. Clark or Mr. 
Clark testified falsely before the committee. Raum admits that 
he got $12,000 (see page 624, evidence). Maj. Clark stands un- 
impeached before the committee. He is a Republican to-day, 
supporting the Republican party, but from that day forward for 
a considerable length of time the Washington bureau of the 
New York Tribune poured hot shot into the administration of 
the Pension Office. They keptit up until Raum cried out tothe 
President tosave him. How did he goabout it? I think I 
know how it was done, though I could not prove it before the 
I asked the Commiesioner if he had not got Russell 
Harrison, George E. Lemon, and one or two other persons here to 
write to Whitelaw Reid, our minister at Paris, and tell him that 
the Administration required that that newsparer of his should 
stop its attacks upon the Pension Office. 

The Commissioner had knowledge of it, for when interrogated 


| as to the attacks on his administration of the Pension Office by 


the New York Tribune, the Commissioner, while disclaiming 


| any knowledge of Russell Harrison or George E. Lemon hav- 
I quote from page 178 of the evidence to show how for a year | 


ing used their influence with Whitelaw Reid or other control- 
ling powers of that paper to discontinue the attacks of that jour- 
nal on the Pension Office, stated {see page 556-7), ‘‘T understood 
at one time that one of the principal men of the Tribune office 
was in the city here, and that he had some conversation (mean- 
ing conversation directed to quieting the Tribune), I think prob- 
ably at the Secretary's office;’ and in answer to Mr. Payson he 
stated that conversation was ‘‘probably with Gen. Bussey.” 
Further Raum states, ‘‘ Many persons coming into the oflice and 
talking about these articles thought it a little curious that one of 
the principal bureaus of the Government should be attacked by 
the Tribune while Mr. Whitelaw Reid was the Ininister to 
Paris.” 

M. G. Seckendorf, chief of the Washington bureau of the New 
York Tribune, on e 1281 and 1282 of the RECORD, having his 
attention called to the foregoing testimony, states: ‘‘ In fact I 
know that it could not be that any person came here to make 
any such arrangements.” 

Gen. Bussey, Assistant Secretary, on page 1343, states he ‘‘ does 
not know of any one coming here from New York on that busi- 
ness and talking with him about it.” 

These attacks were stopped, and they were stopped through 
the influence of Russell Harrison and George E. Lemon. The 
influence of the Administration was brought to bear upon Minis- 
ter Reid, and his power reaching back to New York and Wash- 
ington stopped the attacks that the Tribune was making on the 
Pension Office. 

Mr. LIND. You do not claim that any of that is in the 
record, I suppose? 

Mr. ENLOE. I claim that it is substantiallyin the record. 
The argumentis mine. 

Mr. LIND, In other words, it is your own inference? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, I am drawing the conclusion from the 
facts shown by the testimony. The testimony shows that Com- 
missioner Raum testified that one of the principal men of the 
Tribune did come on here from New York and did have a con- 
versation with Gen. Bussey—— 

Mr. LIND. But is there anything in the testimony which in- 
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dicates that Russell Harrison went to New York for this pur- 
»08e? 

Mr. ENLOE. The witness denied knowledge of that; but I say 
that I had information which I could not honorably use that it 
was through letters from these men that the Tribune was si- 
lenced. 

Mr. LIND. But does anybody assert that in the record? 

Mr. ENLOE. Do notinterrupt me further with any such ques- 
tions. [Laughter.on the Republican side.] I have stated the 
facts very clearly, and the gentleman understands the statement 
as well as anybody. 

The minority comment on the testimony of Mr. Thompson, of 
the Metropolitan Bank of this city, and draw the conclusion that 
the reason Mr. Thompson required an indorser before he would 
loan the Commissioner $500 was not on account of a lack of con- 
fidence in the Commissioner's commercial standing, but because 
Mr. Raum had failed to promote Mr. Thompson's a lady 
friend. If I read the testimony right, Thompson had talked to 
Raum about this promotion, and the promotion had not been 
given, and he did not believe Raum was atruthful man. Toshow 
that this construction of Thompson's testimony is correct, I quote 
from page 452 of the evidence. 

By Mr. LITrLe: 

Q. When Mr. Lockwood came to speak about the matter of the discount, 
did you say to Mr. Lockwood that Mr. Raum had not shown you any cour- 
tesy in the promotion of the lady? 

A. I told him I had no confidence in him. 

Q. But that is not my question. 

A. I may have said to him he was unreliabie. 
to him. 

To throw further light on this transaction I will quote from 
the testimony of Gen. Raum, page 256, of the evidence: 

Q. Are you able to say explicitly that there was no reference made to the 
girl the day the indorsement was made and the day the money was gotten 
from the bank? 

A. I know there was no reference made in regard to the indorsement of the 
note and getting the money, none whatever. 

Mr. Lockwood, who was negotiating this loan for Gen. Raum, 
testifies on this point, on pages 434 and 435 of the evidence, as 
follows: 

By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Was there any talk Between you and Mr. Thompson that you should 
ask Gen. Raum to promote this person in consideration of the loan? 

A. I said to Mr. Thompson that Gen. Raum disclaimed to me that he had 
any feeling towards him at all, and that it was a misapprehension on the 
part of Mr. Thompson if he had such an idea. 

Q. Did you convey to Mr. Thompson the idea that the Commissioner would 
promote the person? 

' A. IL told Mr. Thompson just what Gen. Raum told me, that he would have 
a large number of promotions to make, and that he should be very glad to 
consider the case. 

Q. This conversation was ali had before the note was made out and before 
it was paid? 

A. The conversation with Mr. Thompson was after the money had been 
paid to Gen. Raum, for Raum had left. 

Q. That - you told Thompson after Raum had left? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. But your talk with Thompson and Gen. Raum was before the note was 
executed? 

A. All going on at the same time. 

Now, I submit that this statement from all three parties con- 
cerned in this transaction taken together shows that Gen. Raum 
at that time, in order to conciliate Thompson to secure the loan, 
was indicating to Mr. Lockwood, the mediator, that he would 
have an opportunity soon to promote the young lady, and that 
he would be glad to consider thecase. Thatconsideration might 
not have operated on the mind of Thompson to induce the loan, 
but it was in the mind of the Commissioner to give out this in- 
formation for whatever influence it might have in facilitating 
the financial transaction. 

Mr.LIND. Youwilladmit that Mr. Thompson and Mr. Raum 
were not in conversation that day? 

Mr. ENLOE. Waita moment. This was the mediator be- 
tween Raum and Thompson, Mr. Lockwood, who was doing the 
talking. Here was Raum wanting $500—anxious for it. Here 
was Thompson ready to loan it to Lockwood, but he did not want 
to accommodate Raum; and Thompson must be appeased before 
he would lend the money to Raum. And how was 
Why the suggestion is thrown out for whatever influence it 
might have in securing the loan that there will be a large num- 
ber of promotions to make and that the Commissioner will be 
glad to consider the case—which conveys to Mr. Thompson’s 
mind the idea that the young lady will get the desired promotion. 

1 am citing this for the purpose of showing that Mr. Raum 
was a man without credit in this city, that he could not borrow 
money anywhere unless he had a good indorser; and it seems 
he had no collateral to offer. He had put up his house here, his 


I have no doubt I did say so 


home in Illinois; he had put up everything that he could ‘com- 
mand except the patronage of the Pension Office; and he went 
around negotiating that in order to secure loans. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, T want to address myself toanother branch 
of this case, and that is the charge that the Commissioner used 
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his office as a political machine. I do not need to go into any 
extended argument on this point, because the Commissioner 
confesses that he did use his office as a political machine. When 
he went out into Mr. CoOPER’s district to attempt to defeat him 
for reélection on account of his malice growing out of Mr. Coop- 
ER’s prosecution of a former investigation, he had pension attor- 
neys, including this very same fellow Morgan, to issue postal 
cards to all their soldier clients to come in and meet the Com- 
missioner of Pensions at his appointments in that district. And 
they came in and met him; and, as his own letter shows (which 
I will incorporate in my remarks), he had them come there and 
had aman take down the names of these pensioners and send 
them to the Pension Office. : 

Mr. LIND. There is no evidence that the Commissioner was 
a party to aan of that kind. 

Mr. ENLOE. The only part the Commissioner played in it 
was his part. Morgan was the man who issued the notice that 
the Commissioner was coming and invited hisclients to meet the 
Commissioner; the Commissioner carried out the balance of the 
contract by having a man attend there and take their names and 
send them to the Pension Office. 

Mr. LIND. The evidence shows that the Commissioner knew 
nothing about it. 

Mr. ENLOE. The Commissioner knew that Mr. Wick was 
taking the names—he so testifies—and sending them in to the 
office. 

Mr.LIND. He knew persons wanted to see him while he was 
out there, and he directed this man to take their names. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, at these appointments where he spoke; 
and it was done under the direction of Morgan. 

ae LIND. He said he did not have time toconfer with them 
a —_— 

Mr.ENLOE. Ofcourse. We all understand how those things 
are done. It appears that the Commissioner, when he said that 
he had not extended any extraordinary privileges to Mr. Dun- 
bar, was notdealing truthfully and candidly with the committee; 
for he did extend to him petsvoges such as no member of this 
House has enjoyed. I willshow by this letter that there is not a 
member on this floor, not another citizen of the United States 
anywhere, who has enjoyed the privileges which Commissioner 
Raum extended to Dunbar, Mr. COOPER’S opponent. What is 
the privilege of a member in these matters? To call up a case 
on a slip asking for the status of the case and (at that time) to 
have it passed to adjudication if found complete. What did he 
do for Dunbar? He granted him not only that privilege, but he 
wrote aletter to Andrew Davidson, Acting Commissioner, though 
he seems not to have known anything about it when on the 
witness stand. He has the most convenient memory of any man 
who has ever testified under oath. He forgot the very things 
he should have remembered and seems to have remembered a 
great many things which he should have forgotten as a public 
officer. 

That letter was in the following words: 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., October 25, 1890. 


My DEAR Sir: Mr. Wiek will send a number of slips from the Hon. Mr. 
Dunbar, candidate forCongress. I metmanyoftheclaimants. Theyseemed 
to be very worthy and needy men. Please have Mr. Scudder— 


That is his secretary— 


and others answer all these slips by Tuesday evening next, so as to advise 
the claimants as to the status of their claims. 
In great haste, very truly yours. 
GREEN B. RAUM. 
Hon. ANDREW DAVIDSON, 
Acting Commissioner. 
(Page 1015.) 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
that has not been explained——? 

Mr. ENLOE. I must decline to be interrupted now. 

Right here I want to call the attention of the House to this 
fact. It will be seen that this letter directs that these slips be 
returned with the answers “‘ by Tuesday evening next.” What 


Let me ask the gentleman if 





| does that mean? It means that was the last day letters could be 


mailed from this office in time to reach that Congressional dis- 
trict to be used to influence the voters in that election. The tes- 
timony shows that when this letter was received everybody in 


| the oftice knew it to be a violation of the rules of the office. Mr. 


Durnan called the attention of Acting Commissioner Davidson 
to it, and stated that there had been but one case of a similar 
character before to his knowledge, and that had been investi- 
gated. He advised Mr. Davidson to keep this letter as a means 
of self-justification. (See page 1002 evidencs.) Davidson did 
keep the letter, and the committee unearthed it, although Com- 
missioner Raum expressed himself as being very uncertain or 
quite ignorant as to the manner of perpetrating this abuse. 

I invite the attention of the House to that portion of the report 
and the evidence. When I asked Mr. Raum what was the object 
of giving Mr. Dunbar, who was a candidate for Congress, an op- 
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portunity to call up claims in the Pension Office and have them 
considered, he replied: ‘‘ Oh, well, sir, if you know anything 
about the people of Indiana, you know that both sides are strug- 
gling hard with the old soldiers to get votes and Mr. COOPER is 
about as energetic as anybody.” He stated that ‘‘ Mr. Dunbar 
had been nominated in the regular way by the Republican party 
and he or someone else in his behalf (I do not recall exactly how 
the correspondences opened up) wrote me stating that Mr. Dun- 
bar would perhaps like to have some correspondence in regard 
to some pension claims, and I recollect very well passing the 
letter over, stating that as he had been nominated by the people 
and wished to have some correspondence with the office in re- 

ard to some pension claims I would give the letter attention.” 

ow, this answer would lead the mind to conclude that Gen. 
Raum had nothing to do with the effort to use the Pension Office 
as a political machine, except to grant Mr. Dunbar the privilege 
of calling up cases, and it never developed during his examina- 
tion, though he well knew the fact and evaded it, that he had 
himself written that letter to Acting Commissioner Davidson 
while he was at Indianapolis, Ind. 

Mr. Durnan said that they executed that order and brought 
up all of those cases they could by the Tuesday named, returned 


the answers and the slips, and that the balance of the slips went | 


back to the files, and took their regular course with the other 
cases. No such privilege was ever granted to a member of Con- 
gress. No member of this body has ever been allowed to expe- 
dite cases in his district and get them on the roll in that man- 
ner so as to influence the electors in his district. Under the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Dudley this was done in the same district 
now represented by Mr. COOPER in behalf of the opponent of 


Mr. Matson, who was then the Democratic candidate. So it | 


seems that these crimes follow in each other’s tracks in Indiana 
in regular rotation. Commissioner Raum says that the object 


was to assist Mr. Dunbar in his struggle in that State for the 


election—the purpose being to make friends of the old soldiers. 
And certainly everybody knows that there is no better way to 
secure a vote on election day than for a candidate to be able to 
hand over a certificate for a pension to some old veteran secured 
through his instrumentality. 

But I wish to call your attention to a discrimination in this 
connection which the Commissioner of Pensions practiced 
towards a member of this House. In the effort to make a suita- 
ble defense the Hon. Mr. Payson, the able attorney for Commis- 
sioner Raum, thought he would show the impartiality of the 
Commissioner by proof that he discriminated against a Repub- 
lican. Mr. Payson asked this question of the Commissioner, as 
will be seen by reference to page 265 of the record. I give the 
questions and answers as they appear in the record: 

Q. Do you remember the case of young Houk? Doyouremeim” sy cor- 


respondence with young Houk in which he desired some informat.on in re- 
= to pension cases? He was a candidate for his father’s place, L. C. 
ouk. 


A. Yes, sir; I had some correspondence with him. 

Q. Do you remember whether you declined to furnish him all the informa- 
tion he wanted in regard to the numerous calls he made or not? 

A. He acted as his father’s private secre for a time before he was nom- 
— and I said to him I would for a time allow him to call up his father's 
cl 8. 

Q. But after that? 

A. When he became a candidate for Congress he sent in a great number of 
slips, requesting me to give the status, My recollection now is I wrote him 
I could not do so, as it was too voluminous; that I could not give that infor- 
mation. I have done that probably with a dozen of the most prominent Re- 
publicans in the country last year. 


Do any of you gentlemen want to speak up and say that he de- 


clined to do it for you? Nobody was discriminated against ex- 


cept my colleague from Tennessee, Mr. HouK, and I wish to 
call your attention now to the reason why that was done. 

Mr. LIND. Let me ask the gentleman from Tennessee if that 
was not because of this very matter, growing out of the Cooper 
transaction, which had been adversely commented upon? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; it had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. LIND. I think the gentleman will 1d that it had. 

Mr. ENLOE. It had nothing to do with it whatever. The 
transaction was not known at that time. 

Mr. LIND. But was it not commented upon by the officials 
in the office? 


Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; that would not be possible for this rea- | 


son: That the gentleman knows this Cooper transaction, or the 
‘*Cooper conspiracy,” as it is called, did not start until Septem- 
ber or October of last year, a year after this other matter had 
occurred. 

Mr. LIND. But my reference is to this fact: Was not the at- 
tention of the Commissioner called to this fact by his subordinates, 
who urged that they did not regard it as a proper transaction? 

Mr. LOE. No, sir. 

Mr. LIND. Why, that is a matter of record. 

Mr.ENLOE. That is not in the record. 


XXITI——422 





Mr. ENLOE. -You may draw that conclusion if you want to. 
It is not warranted by the facts. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a good reason for saying that this 
discrimination was made, and made deliberately, in pursuance of 
a plot to make the Pension Office a political machine. 

What is the political situation in the district represented by 
my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. Houk]? He represents a 
| district with nearly 14,000 Republican majority. He did not 

need the assistance of the Pension Office to return him here; 
| but my friend from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] represented a district 
| 
| 


Mr. LIND. That is the only conclusion you can draw from it. 


in which there was a narrow Democratic majority; and by using 
the Pension Office as a political machine there was a possibility 
of securing his defeat. That is the reason why the discrimina- 
tion was made. 

He had the additional incentive also for prostituting his office 
in this way in the bitter personal hostility which he entertained 
for Mr. COOPER. He was trying to serve the double purpose of 
gratifying his personal malice and at the same time promoting 

| the fortunes of the party to which he belonged. Further evi- 
dence will be found on page 576 of the testimony, showing that the 
Commissioner admits that in making assignments of special ex- 
aminers to the field he has been calling in Democrats and plac- 
ing Republicans in their places. He says: ‘‘ When it comes to 
assigning men to duty in the field, I claim the right to know 
what their politics are.” 

On the same page he admits that he dismissed Mr. Ivan Sum- 
merlin, a special examiner, who was entitled to the protection 
of the civil-service law, because he believed from representa- 
tions that Mr. Summerlin had been influenced in his conduct by 
political considerations and because he was disagreeable to Mr. 
| Cannon and his people, Mr. Cannon then representing that Con- 
| gressional district. On pages 527 and 528 it appears that Com- 
missioner Raum removed Dr. Wintermuth, a medical examiner 
at Salina, Ohio, in order to make room for a Republican, and 
that his action was based on the request of the Republican exe- 
cutive committee, or a portion of it, and indorsed by the Hon. 
JOHN SHERMAN and other prominent Republicans. 

On page 470 of the testimony will be found the correspondence 
between Hon. D. H. PATTON, member of this House from Indi- 
ana, to the Commissioner, charging that Dr. H. Landon, presi- 
dent of the board of medical examiners at Remington, Ind., was 
receiving pay for attendance on the board when he was not pres- 
ent, in direct violation of the law, and requesting his removal, 
and an offer on the partof Mr. PATTON to furnish other evidence 
of his dishonesty if necessary. Without any defense on the part 
of Dr. Landon in answer to the charge the Commissioner refused 
to take any action in regard to it. Landon was of course a Re- 
publican, and that, it seems, the Commissioner thought a suffi- 
cient defense to the charge of violating the law for receiving pay 
for services which he never rendered. 

Commencing on page 472 of the evidence and ending on page 

| 488 will be found a record of the affidavits, petitions, and letters 
containing charges of corruption against members of the medi- 
cal board of Troy, N. Y. In addition to specific charges of 
| corruption there is a petition, signed by a large number of citi- 
zens and veterans of New York, asking that the appointment 
of the Troy board be revoked. It does not appear from the r-c- 
ord of the case why the Commissioner refused to remove this 
board, but it is reasonable tosuppose that it was political influence, 
which seems to dominate the Pension Office in all its ramifica- 
tions. 

A pretty good idea of Commissioner Raum as a civil-service 
| reformer may be gathered by reading an extract from the testi- 
mony of J. B. Burke, on page 1041. Mr. Burke relates that he 
went to the Commissioner to know the reason why Mr. Archie 
McGinnis, an employé of the Pension Office, had been discharged. 
McGinnis was anex-soldier. He says: ‘‘ I stated to the Commis- 
sioner the purpose of my visit, and he hesitated a moment and 
said he could not call hiscase to mind. Mr. Lineweaver, his 
stenographer, I think, was sitting at his desk,and spoke up and 
| said: ‘That was the man who had been dismissed for being a 
Democrat.’ Gen. Raum then remarked, ‘Oh, yes; J remember 
the case now or something about it.’” Mr. Burke was informed 
that there were no charges against Mr. McGinnis, and he then 
| appealed from the Commissioner to the Civil Service Commis- 
sion to have him restored, but without success. I understand, 
however that Mr. McGinnis has since been restored to his po- 
| sition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a privileged 
report, being a conference report upon the general deficiency 
appropriation bill. 





| 
| 
| 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate numbered 18, 44,78, and 109, to the bill (H. 
R. 9284) ‘‘ making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the a; priations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and prior years, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ having met, after full and free conference have been unable to agree. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS 

W. S. HOLMAN, 

NELSON DINGLEY, JR., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the pcrt of the Senate. 

Mc. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, as will be seen from the report, 
there are four matters of difference still pending between the 
two Houses. I believe that upon the next conference these mat- 
ters can be settled. Therefore I move the House insist upon 
a further disagreement, and ask a further conference with the 
Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. Thatis right. Let us do that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
moves that the House further insist upon its disagreement to the 
Senate amendments and ask for a further conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. If there be no objection that 
order will be entered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit a resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a resolution in the nature of instruc- 


tions? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That the House recede from its amendment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the mattér inserted by said amendment insert the follo . 

“To pay to the widow of M. H. Ford, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of Michigan, $5,000. : 

“To pay to the widow of John R. Gamble, late a Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of South Dakota, 8,000. 

To pay to the widow of Leonidas C. Houk, late a Representative in Con- 

ess from the State of Tennessee, #2,777.78, and to John L. Hudiberg, guar- 

ian of Annie Houk and Eddie Houk, two minor children of the said Leonidas 
C. Houk, for their use and benefit, $2,222.22; in all $5,000. 

To pay to the widow of John W. Kendall, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of Kentucky, $4,945.24. 

To pay to the widow of W.H. F. Lee, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of Virginia, 5,000. 

To pay to the widow of Francis B. Spinola, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of New York, 85,000. 

To pay to the legal heirs of E. T. Stackhouse the amount of aeapey Sve the 
a term of his service as a member of the Fifty-second Congress, 

014.10. 

To pay to the widow of James Phelan the amount of salary for the unex- 
pired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Congress, $463.37. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish tosay but asingle word. 

Mr. HAYES of lowa. A parliamentary inquiry—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe I havethe floor. Theeffect of this 
proposition is to adopt the rule which prevails in the Senate, of 
paying to the widow or heirs of a deceased member, if there is 
more than a year or a year of his time yet unexpired at the time 
of his death, the whole of his salary for one year, or $5,000. If, 
however, the pericd of time after his death .is less than a year, 
then it provides for the payment of the remainder of his salary 
on the basis of $5,000 a year. I believe that in the Senate they 
pay to every deceased Senator's widow $5,000. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Regardless of the time he would yet 
have to serve? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
as much as a year or more to serve #5,000, the same that is paid 
in the Senate, but if less than a year, then the salary for the 
balance of the term. I think that is a just and fair principle, 
and it is a much better thing to be in harmony with the action 
of the Senate than that we should pay $10,900 to a single mem- 
ber when the Senate pays not to exceed $5,000. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Mr. Speaker,a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Is this matter here in the shape of a 
request for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. No; the House has further insisted on its 
disagreement to the Senate amendments and a conference has 
been asked, and this is a resolution in the nature of instructions 
to the House conferees. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Is it not an attempt to do by indirection 
what the House by four yea-and-nay votes refused to do directly? 

_Mr. HAYES of lowa. Do the House conferees report that the 
Senate have refused to agree to what the House conferees were 
instructed to do the other day? 

The SPEAKER. They report a disagreement. 


Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I would like to know in to that. 


We had this matter here, and we occupied a whole day in the dis- 


It pays to every widow whose husband had | 





cussion of it, and did the entirely unprecedented thing of having 
four yea-and-nay votes tosettle this matter, and I do not believe 
that the Senate conferees have disagreed to the proposition that 
this House instructed its conferees to carry out. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be entirely frank 
with the House, especially with the gentleman from Iowa, touch>& 
ing this matter. ‘As t the ome will remember, the Senate made 
an appropriation of $5,000 to pay the widows and legal represent- 
atives of deceased members. I am informed that that appro- 

riation was put upon the bill simply in order to enable the 

ouse to adjust the matter when the bill was returned to the 
House. The House will also remember that afew days since the 
amendment to which the gentleman from Iowa alludes was 
voted for in four straight yea-and-nay votes. Now, it is just to 
the conferees of the Senate that I should make this statement 
that their disagreement upon this proposition is entirely formal, 
and that the Senate conferees are entirely willing to let the 
House settle the matter as suits itself. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Has not the House already settled it? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
MAN] was anxious that it should be again brought back before 
the House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then, as I understand my friend, the con- 
ferees mean to legislate for themselves, independent of the ac- 
tion of the House: 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no legislation about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is entirely proper. The Senate was not 
able to agree about some of the propositions. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Did not the Senate conferees agree in this 
case? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They did not agree on all the propositions. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. They were willing to agree. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will allow me to explain, I 
will state that inasmuch as it was found impracticable to agree 
to all of the five propositions pending before the conferees, it 
was thought proper to send all of them back to the House. I 
said at the time, as my friend from Texas will remember, that 
we desired again to me this matter to the attention of the 
House, as no opportunity had been given, up to this time, to put 
the House and Senate upon the same footing. I want to say one 
word about the case of Mrs. Houk and the children of the late 
Mr. Houk. They are provided for in this amendment upon ex- 
actly the same basis upon which the division was made in the 
provision submitted by my friend from Iowa. The amount is 
reduced, of course, because we go on a division of $5,000 instead 
of $10,000. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, assome question has arisen about 
the action of the House conferees on this matter, I will state to 
the House that I for one am always willing to obey the orders of 
the House in any matter, whether I believe the orders of the 
House be unwise or not. Asa conferee of the House I am the 
servant of the House, and willobey its order. Now, I feel itdue 
to the Senate conferees that I should again state to the House 
that there is no real disagreement upon this particular proposi- 
tion with the Senate conferees. They are perfectly willing to 
accept the action of the House. [ believe the gentleman from 
Maine will bear me out in this statement. The gentleman from 
Indiana was very desirous to bring the matter before the House 
again, and he was permitted todo so. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker,I desire simply to say that the 
facts are substantially as stated by the gentleman from Texas. 
While parliamentarily the Senate has insisted on all five of its 
amendments, yet the conferees on the part of the Senate said 
that they were ready to assent ultimately to whatever the House 
might decide with reference to its own members; but, inasmuch 
as we had failed to reach an agreement on the other four prop- 
ositions they (the Senate conferees) would enter disagreement to 
the whole. This is the parliamentary status, and while techni- 
cally and parliamentarily speek ng there has been Loagreement 
upon any amendment, yet there has been a suggestion that if the 
other amendments could be agreed to they would make no ob- 
jection to this amendment which the gentleman from Indiana 
now pro s to amend. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Then, Mr. Speaker, the situation seems 
to be simply this: That the House, after an unusual contest in 
regard to such a matter, it being almost unprecedented that a 

uestion of this nature should take four yea-and-nay votes, we 

nd that after a conference with conferees on the part of the 
Senate, the Senate is perfectly willing to agree to the amend- 
ment of the House, as a matter of fact it appears to appear that 
two of the House conferees seek to settle the question. I believe 
that the country as well as this Congress have got heartily sick 
of this economy with a meat ax when it is without any real 
basis or sense, as it is here. I think that we ought to have one 
settlement of it, and that ought to be enough. I now move to 
lay the resolution on the table. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. That motion is not in order. 

Mr.SAYERS. I movethe previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Willanother yea-and-nay vote 
settle it? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to lay 
the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana upon the table, 
and the gentleman from Texas demands the previous question. 
The vote will be taken on the motion to lay on the table, as that 
motion has priority. 

Mr. MA RY. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman from Texas will not take 
up our time by this. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS (pending the roll call). Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the further call of the roll be dispensed 
with, and that the vote be taken on the question at half past 11 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OUTHWAITE). Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I object. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Objection is made, and the Clerk 
will continue the call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 101, 
not voting 138; as follows: 





YEAS—‘9. 
Andrew, Coburn, Haynes, Ohio Raines, 
Atkinson, Coombs, Henderson, DL Ray, 
Barwig, Covert, Hitt, Reed 
Bentley, Crosby, Hopkins, 01. Reilly, 
Bergen, Cummings, Houk, Tenn. Robinson, Pa. 
Bingham, Curtis, Hull, Rockwell, 
Bowers, Cutting, Johnson, Ind. Russell, 
Bowman, Dalzell, Johnson, N. Dak. Scull, 
Brickner, Daniell, Johnstone, S. C. Shonk, 
Broderick, Dingley, Jolley, Stephenson, 
Brosius, Doan, Lind, Stone, C. W. 
Brown, Dolliver, Little, Stone, W. A. 
Brunner, Durborow, Lockwood, Stump, 
Busey, English, Loud, Tracey, 
Bushnell. Fitch, Lynch, Walker, 
Bynum, Funston, McGann, Waugh, 
Cable, Geissenhainer, Meredith, Weadock, 
Cadnius, Greenleaf, O'Neill, Pa. Whiting, 
Caldwell, Griswold, Outhwaite, Wilson, Wash. 
Campbell, Grout, Payne, Youmans. 
Castle, Harmer, Paynter, 
Cheatham, Harter, Perkins, 
Chipman, Hatch, Powers, 

NAYS—101. 
Alexander, De Forest, Lane, Shively, 
Amerman, Dickerson, Lanham, Simpson, 
Babbitt, Dixon, Lapham, Snow, 
Bailey, Dockery, Lawson, Ga. Stevens, 
Bankhead, Donovan, Layton, Steward, Ill. 
Blanchard, Edmunds, Lester, Va. Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Ellis, Lester, Ga. Taylor, Ill. 
Branch, Epes, Long, Terry, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Everett, Mallory, Tillman, 
Bretz, Fithian, Martin, Turner, 
Brookshire, Forman, McClellan, Turpin, 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, McCreary, Warner, 
Bullock, Goodnight, McKaig, Washington, 
Bunn, Grady, McMillin, Watson, 
Butler, Hallowell, McRae, Wheeler, Ala. 
Byrns, Halvorson, Montgomery, Wheeler, Mich. 
Caminetti, Hamilton, Mutchler, Wike, 
Causey, Hare, Otis, Willcox, 
Clover, Hayes, Iowa Parrett, Williams, Ill. 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Patterson,Tenn. Wilson, Mo. 
Cooli Holman, Patton, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Houk, Ohio Pearson, Wise, 
Crain, Tex. Kem, Pendleton, Wolverton. 
Culberson, Kilgore, Pierce, 
Davis, Kribbs, Sayers, 
De Armond, Kyle, Scott 

NOT VOTING—138. 
Abbott, Clark, Wyo. Haugen, Meyer, 
Alderson, Clarke, Ala. Heard, Miller, 
Allen, Cobb, Mo. Hemphill, Milliken, 
Arnold, Cockran, Henderson,Iowa Mitchell, 
Bacon, Cogswell, Herbert, Moore, 
Baker, Compton, Hermann, Morse, 
Bartine, Cowles, oar, Moses, 
Beeman, Cox, N. Y. Hooker, Miss. Newberry, 
Belden, Cox, Tenn. Hooker, N. Y. Norton, 
Belknap, Craig, Pa. — Pa. Oates, 
Beltzhoover, Crawtord, Huff, O'Donnell, 
Bland, Dungan, Johnson, Ohio Ferrall 
Boatner, Dunphy, ones, O’Neil. Mass. 
Boutelle, Elliott, Kendall O'Neill, Mo. 
Brawley, Enloe, Ketcham, Owens, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enochs, Lagan, Page, R. 1. 
Bryan, Fellows, Lawson, Va. Page, Md. 
Buchanan, N. J. Flick, Lewis, Pattison, Ohio 
Bunting, Fowler, Livingston, 1, 
Burrows, Fyan, Lodge, Pickler, 
Capehart, Gantz, Magner, Post, 
Catchings, Gitlespt MeAleer kenbush, 
atc espie, cAleer, en 

Cate, Gorman, McDonald, dall, 
Chapin, Hall, McKeighan, Rayner, 
Clancy, Harries, McKinney, Reyburn, 


Richardson, Sperry, Taylor, Tenn. Wever, 

Rife, Springer, Taylor, E. B. White, 

Robertson, La. Stahlnecker, Taylor, J. D. Williams, N. C. 
usk, Stockdale, Taylor, V. A. Williams, Mass. 

Sanford, Stone, Ky. Townsend, Wilson, Ky. 

Setrley, Storer, Tucker, Winn, 

Shell, Stout, Van Horn, Wright. 

Smith, Sweet, Wadsworth, 

Snodgrass, Tarsney, Warwick, 


Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with my colleague, 
Mr. LODGE, but as we would both vote the same way on this ques- 
tion, I have voted. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, understanding that there is 
a quorum present, I withdraw my vote. 

The following-named members were announced as paired un- 
til further notice: 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JosePH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. CRAIG Of Pennsylvania with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. HopKIns of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Hurr. 

Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. O’DONNELL. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. ENOCHS. 

The following until further notice, also on the World’s Fair 
appropriation: 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOWERS. 

Mr. MoorRE with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming until further notice; 
also on the World’s Fair appropriation. If present Mr. CLARK 
would vote for the appropriation; Mr. MOORE against it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN on all matters connected 
with the World’s Fair until further notice. Mr. HAUGEN would 
vote for the appropriation and Sunday opening; Mr. O’FERRALL 
would vote against both, and all other matters except antioption 
bill. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HOOKER of New York, until further 
notice, except on World’s Fair. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. OWENS with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. COMPTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. CRAIN of Texas with WADSWORH. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. RIFE. 

The following on this vote: 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. PRICE with Mr. TOWNSEND. 

Mr. CATCHINGS was announced as paired with Mr. BURROWS 
until Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this question the yeas are 
89 and the noes are 101. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider, and 
pending that I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Iowa 
to withdraw his motion, in order to allow me to ask unanimous 
consent that this vote be taken to-morrow, at half past 11 o’clock. 

Mr. REED. What is the use of wasting another day upon it? 
We ought to be coming to an agreement now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from lowa[Mr. HAYEs] that the House ad- 

ourn 
; Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Taking it for granted that we 
have another yea-and-nay vote if we do not agree to the gentle- 
man’s proposition [Mr. HOLMAN’s], will that settle anything? 
The House having already voted four times upon this question 
and instructed the House conferees, what more will be accom- 
plished by another yea-and-nay vote? I say it is unfair and un- 
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just to bring the matter in here again in this way. My inquiry 
is, does a yea-and-nay vote settle anything? 

<i REED. Thatdepends upon whoisopposed toit. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend that so as 
to provide that when the House adjourns to-day it ba to mectat 
quarter to 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, my understanding is that amo- 
tion was made by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HAYEs] to re- 
consider the vote just taken, and pending that he moved that 
the House adjourn. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. But there is an amendmeet to that. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Yes, there is an amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. You can not amend a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Certainly you can. 

Mr. SAYERS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those in favor of the motion 
that the House donow adjourn will rise and stand until counted. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] states that he rises to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman rose before the House began to 
ivide. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
can not interrupt the division. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have been trying to get the attention of the 
Chair for some time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a motion being considered by the 
House, and the gentleman is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will ba in order. 
The Chair can not recognize more than one gentleman ata time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, my inquiry is this: The gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] moved to lay the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] upon the table, and now 
he moves to reconsider the vote by which his motion was re- 
jected. Can he move to reconsider a vote upon a motion to lay 
on the table which has not prevailed? 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Certainly; you did that the other day. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I did not do anything of the kind. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Your side did, on this very question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, that is the parliamentary question that 
I submit to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been virtually decided 
by the Chair in putting the other motion. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a re- 

ess until half past 10 o’clock to-morrow. Iwanttopreserve this 
legislative day so that we can go on and finish the pending busi- 
ness. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is all right. We will vote for that. 

Mr. COVERT. There was, I submit, a motion pending for an 
adjournment, and there has been no decision upon that question. 

he question was taken on the motion of Mr, ENLOE that the 
House take a recess until half past 10, and the Speaker pro tempore 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ENLOE for a 
recess, there were—ayes 13, noes 67. ~~ 

Mr. HAYES of lowa and others. No quorum. 

Teliers were ordered; and Mr. ENLOE and Mr. 
appointed. 

Mr. ENLOE (while the count was proceeding). I ask unani- 
mous consent that this matter may be laid aside so that we may 
proceed with the consideration of the regular order. 

Mr. COVERT. I object. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 2, noes 62. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. No quorum. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 31 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 128, not 
voting 198; as follows: 


The House is dividing and you 


SAYERS were 


YEAS—2. 
Enioe, Houk, Ohio 
NAYS—128. 
Alexander, Blanchard, Brown, Byrns, 
Amerman, Blount, Brunner, Cable, 
Babbitt, Bowman, Bryan, Causey, 
me Branch. Buchanan, Va. Cobb, Ala. 
Barwig, Bretz, Bullock, Cooper, 
Bentley, Brookshire, Busey, Crawford, 
Bingham, Brosius, Butler, Culberson, 


Dalzell, Harmer, McCreary. Shively, 
Davis, Hatch, McGann, Shonk, 
De Armond, Haynes, Ohio McKaig Simpson, 
De Forest, Heard, McKe han, Snow, 
Dickerson, Henderson, N.C. McMil Sperry, 
Dingley, Henderson, Ill. McRae, Steward, DL 
Dixon, Hermann, Meyer, Stone, C. W. 
Doan, Hitt, Montgomery, Stout, 
Dockery, Holman, Mutchler. Terry, 
Donovan, ee O'Neill, Pa. Tillman, 
Edmunds, Hull, O'Neill, Mo. Turner, 
Ellis, ‘ Johnstone, S. C. Otis, Turpin, 
Epes, Jones, Parrett, Van Horn, 
Everett, Kilgore, Patton, Warner, 
Fithian, Kribbs. Pearson, Warwick, 
Forman, Kyle, Pendleton, Washington, 
Forney, Lanham, Perkins, Watson, 
Goodnight, Lapham. Pierce’ Wheeler, Ala. 
Grady, Lawson, Ga. Ray, Wheeler, Mich. 
Greenleaf, Layton, Reed, Wike, 
Grout, Lockwood, Reilly, Willcox, a 
Hallowell, Long, Sayers, Williams, Til. a 
Halvorson, Mallory, Scott, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hamilton, Martin, Scull, Wise, 
Hare, McClellan, Seerley, Wolverton. 
NOT VOTING —198. 
Abbott. Compton, Jolley, Rayner, 
Alderson. Coolidge, Kem, Reyburn, 
Allen, Coombs, Kendall, Richardson, 
Andrew, Covert, Ketcham, Rife, 
Arnold, Cowles, Lagan, Robertson, La. 
Atkinson. Cox, N. Y. Lane, Robinson, Pa. 
Bacon, Cox, Tenn. Lawson, Va. Rockwell, 
Baker, Craig, Pa. Lester, Va. Rusk, 
Bankhead, Crain, Tex. Lester, Ga. Russell, 
Bartine. Crosby, Lewis, Sanford, 
Beeman, Cummings, Lind, Shell, 
Belden. Curtis, Little, Smith, 
Belknap, Cutting, Livingston, Snodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, Daniell, Lodge, Springer, 
Bergen, Doiliver, Loud, Stahinecker, 
Bland, Dungan, Lynch, Stephenson, 
Boatner, Dunphy, Magner, Stevens, 
Boutelle, Durborow, Mansur, Stewart, Tex. 
Bowers, Elliott, McAleer. Stockdale, 
Brawley, English, McDonald, Stone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enochs, McKinney, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fellows, Meredith, Storer, 
Brickner, Fitch, Miller, Stump, 
Broderick, Flick, Milliken, Sweet, 
Buchanan, N. J. Fowler, Mitchell, Tarsney, 
Bunn, Funston, Moore, Taylor, Di. 
Bunting, Fyan, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Gantz Moses, Taylor, E. B. 
Bushnell, Geary, Newberry, Taylor, J.D. 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Norton, Taylor V.A. 
Cadmus, Gillespie, Oates. Townsend, 
Caldwell, Gorman, O’Donnell, Tracey, 
Caminetti, Griswold, O’Ferrall. Tucker, 
Campbell, Hall, O'Neil, Mass. Wadsworth, 
Capehart, Harries, Outhwaite, Walker, 
Caruth, Harter, Owens, ve. 
Castle, Haugen, Page, R. I. Weadock, 
Catchings, Hayes, lowa Page, Md. Wever, 
Cate, Hemphill, Patterson,Tenn. White, 
Chapin, Henderson,Iowa Pattison, Ohio Whiting, 
Cheatham, Herbert, Payne, Williams, Mass, 
Chipman, Hoar, Paynter, Williams, N.C. 
Clancy, Hooker, Miss. Peel, Wilson, 7. 
Clark, Wyo. Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Clarke, Ala. Hopkins, Pa. Post, Wilson, Mo. 
Clover, Houk, Tenn. Powers, Winn, 
Cobb, Mo. Huff, Price, Wright, 
Coburn, Johnson, Ind. uackenbush, Youmans. 
Cockran, Johnson, N. Dak. ines, 
Cogswell, Johnson, Ohio Randall, 


No quorum voting. 


Mr. SAYERS. 


I move acall of the House. 


id 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SAYERS, there 








were on a division (called for by Mr. HAYES of lowa)—ayes 65, 
noes 16. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion for a call of the House was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded tocall the roll. Before the roll had been 
called the second time for additional responses and for the pre- 
sentation of excuses, 

Mr. SAYERS said: I ask unanimous consent that further prv- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SAYERS, there 
were on a division (called for by Mr. HAYES of Iowa)—ayes 91, 
noes 10. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 8, 
not voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—146. 
Amerman, Bentley, Bretz, Bryan, 
Babbitt, Bingham, Brookshire, Buchanan, Va. 
eee Bowers, Brosius, Bunn, 
Bankhead, Bowman, Brown, Butler, 
Barwig, Branch, Brunner, Bynum, 








te 


B Fithian, Long, 
Cable, Forney, pees. 
Caldwell, Goodnight, allory, 
Caminetti, Grady, Mansur, 
Castle, Greenleaf, Martin, 
te, Grout, McClellan, 
usey, Hallowell, McCreary, 
Cheatham, Halvorson, McKaig, 
Clover, Hamilton, McKeighan, 
Cobb, Ala. Hare, MeMillin. 
Coburn, Harmer, McRae, 
Coombs, Hatch, Meyer, 
Cooper, Hayes, Iowa Montgomery, 
Crosby, Haynes, Ohio Moses, 
Culberson, Heard, Mutchler, 
Henderson,N.C. O'Neill, Pa. 
Holman, Otis, 
Dalzell, Houk, Ohio Page, R. I. 
vis, Johnstone, S. C. Page, Md. 
Armond, Jolley, Parrett, 
De Forest, Jones, Patterson, Tenn. 
Dickerson, Kilgore, Patton, 
Dingley, Kribbs, Paynter, 
Deane Tage Pendlet 
agan, endleton, 
Dockery, Lane, Perkins, 
Donovan, Lanham, erce, 
Lapham, uackenbush, 
Edmunds, Lawson, Ga. y 
Enloe, Lester, Ga > 
Epes, Lind, Reilly, 
Everett, Little, Robinson, Pa. 
NAYS—3. 
Alexander, Huli, McGann, 
Forman, Lockwood, Payne, 
NOT VOTING—174. 
Abbott, Coolidge, Houk, Tenn. 
Alderson, Covert, . 
Allen, Cowles, Johnson, Ind. 
Andrew, Cox, N. Johnson, N. Dak. 
Arnold, Cox, Tenn. Johnson, Ohio 
Atkinson, Craig, Pa. em, 
Bacon, in, Tex. Kendall, 
Baker, Crawford, Ketcham, 
e, aaa oe Lawson, Va. 
Beeman, Daniell, Layton, 
Belden, Dolliver, Lester, Va. 
lknap, Dunphy, wis, 
Beltzhoover, Durborow, Livingston, 
ergen, Elliott, Lodge, 
Blanchard, Ellis, Loud, 
Bland, English, M: er, 
Blount, nochs, McAleer, 
Boatner, Fellows, McDonald, 
Boutelle, Fitch, McKinney, 
Brawley, Flick, Meredith, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fowler, Miller, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, Milliken, 
Brickner, an, Mitchell, 
Broderick, Gantz, Moore, 
Buc . eary, Morse, 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, Newberry, 
Bunting, Gillespie, Norton, 
Burrows, orman, ates, 
Busey, Griswold, O’Donnell, 
Bushnell, Hall, O’Ferrall, 
mus, Harries, O'Neil, Mass. 
a eee oe 
art, auge uth waite, 
Foun, Hemphill Owens, 
Catchings, Henderson,Iowa Pattison, Ohio 
Chapin, Henderson, Ill. eel, 
Chipman, Herbert, Pickler, 
Clancy, Hermann, Post, 
Clark, Wyo Hitt, Price, 
Clarke, Ala. Hoar, Raines, 
Cobb, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Randall, 
Cockran, Hooker, N. Y. Rayner, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Pa. Rey burn, 
Compton, Hopkins, [il. Richardson, 


So further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Russell, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 


Stump, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Terry, 
Tillman, 
Townsend, 
er, 
Van Horn, 
Walker. 
Warner, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Ala. 


Wike, 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton. 


Powers. 
Steward, Ill. 


Rife, 
Robertson, La. 
Rockwell, 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 


Snow, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, V. A. 


Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting. 


Willcox, 
Williams, Mass. 
Williams, N. C. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Winn, 

Wise, 

Wright, 
Youmans. 


On motion of Mr. CASTLE, Mr. HARRIES was excused on ac- 
count of sickness. 


On motion of Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. BAKER was excused on ac- 


count of sickness. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. It is evident that no business can be trans- 


acted to-day, and I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker,I understand a motion toadjourn 


is now pendin 


The SPEAKER. There is pending a motion of the gentleman | 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] that the House take a recess; and 


pending that a motion to adjourn is in order. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I make that motion. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 


43, noes 68. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, [ask the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of | 
the gentleman frora Tennessee that the House take a recess un- | found in regard to the brig Russell—to the Committee on Claims. 


til to-morrow morning at half past 10 o’clock; on which motion 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Clerk will call the 


roll 
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Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, would a motion to adjourn be in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. The motion has 
just been voted down. Of course the motion could be enter- 
tained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask consent to make that motion. 

There being no objection, the motion was considered and agreed 
to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 








BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9650) for the pro- 
tection of persons performing work and labor upon or furnishing 
materials for public works—to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 9651) to amend the charter 
of the Washington and Arlington Railroad Company—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9653) making 
an appropriation for the construction of a ship canal connecting 
Lakes Union and Washington with Puget Sound—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A resolution for an investigation of the 
stone furnished for the Detroit public building—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A resolution to set apart Tuesday, July 26, 
1892, for the consideration of the report from the committee on 
the investigation of the Pension Office, said report to take pre- 
cedence of all the business not excepting conference reports nor 
the reading of the Journal—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: A resolution in regard to reported viola- 
tions of law as to the holding of cattle and of the receiving of 
money therefor by officers of the Government upon certain 
Cherokee lands—to the Committee on the Territories. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CLOVER: A bill (H. R. 9654) for the relief of John W. 
Baker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 9655) for the relief of Isaac Frye—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9656) for the relief of John Smith—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9658) for the relief of James W. Phelps—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: A bill (H. R. 9657) to provide for low- 
ering the height of a bridge proposed to b2 constructed across 
the Ohio River between Cincinnati and Covington by the Rapid 
Transit Bridge Company—to the Committe> on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 9659) for the relief of Robert 
M. Crocker, late of One hundred and forty-third Company, Sec- 
ond Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9660) for the relief 
of William M. Fussell, of Lauderdale County, Ala., formerly of 
Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9661) for the relief of Edward D. Pickett, of 
Sequatchie County, Tenn.—to the Committze on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9662) for the relief of William Line, of Jef- 


| ferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R.9663) for the relief of John T. Rawlings, de- 
ceased, late of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9664) for the relief of James A. G. Winston, 
of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9655) for 
the relief of William Rommel—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
rs were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BRANCH: Paper in regard to the matters of fact as 


By Mr. CHIPMAN: Medical evidence in the claim of Patrick 
Culhan,to accompany bill for relief—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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Also, certificate, etc., to eonemanns bill for the relief of Julia 
C. Sharpe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Detroit Stone Cutters’ Union, relative to the 
use of convict labor on Detroit public buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the International Machinist Association, No. 
82, against the use of convict-cut stone in public buildings at 
Detroit—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the International Association of Machinists 
against the use of prison-cut stone in the new public buildings at 
Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Orlando B. Wheeler, for the enforcement of 
the metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee | 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. . 

Also, petition of Florence Nightingale Association, No.1, Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor 5462, against closing the World’s Fair 
on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. 

By Mr. CLOVER: Petition of 250 citizens of Wisefieid, Kans., 
and vicinity, against any legislation by Congress in regard to 
opening or closing the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sun- 
day, or in any manner committing the Governmentof the United 
States to a recognition of anv form of religious belief—to the 

lect Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. CROSBY: Petition of the Labor Protective Union of 
Holyoke, Mass., in favor of keeping the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position open on Sundays—to the Selegt Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 

By Mr.DICKERSON: Papers toaccompany the bill for lowering 
the height of a bridge to be constructed across the Ohio River 
at Cincinnati, Ohio, and Covington, Ky., by the Rapid Transit 
Bridge Company—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. DIXON: Preamble and resolution of the Portland 
Federated Trades Assembly, denouncing employment of Pink- 
ertons and asking Congressional investigation of troubles in 
Coeur d’Alene, Shoshone County, Idaho—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

by Mr. GANTZ: Petition of citizens of Darke County, Ohio, 
praying for legislation to close the World’s Fair on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of citizens of Butler County, Ala., 
remonstrating against the passage of the Brosius lard bill, H. R. 
385, and praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Roseburg, Oregon, asking 
that pensions be provided for those who were Union prisoners of 
war in Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MALLORY: Petition of J. Francis Le Baron and 
others, praying adoption of the metric system of weights and 
measures authorized by act of Congress of July 28, 1866—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Four petitions of citizensof Michigan, 
as follows: Of 39 citizens of Battle Creek, of 86 citizens of Jack- 
son County, of 82 citizens of Barry County, and of 120 citizens 
of Battle Creek, all protesting against any religious legislation 
by Congress—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Expo- 
sition. 

By Mr.SHIVELY; Petition of Charles H. Reeve, of Plymouth, 
Ind., concerning the disposition that should be made of the sur- 
plus public documents—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Petition of E. D. Pickett, ex- 
ecutor of J. A. Pickett, deceased, of Marion County, Tenn., for 
reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND. Resolution of the Lake County Mines 
Assembly, No. 2625, of Leadville, Colo., that no appropriation be 
granted to the World’s Fair until agreement is arrived at be- 
tween the management of the Fair and organized labor in regard 
to the employment of labor—to the Select Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 

Also, resolution of the Local Assembly 3218, Knights of Labor, 
of Denver, Colo., to oppose appropriation to tue World’s Fair 
until agreement is made between the World’s Fair Commission- 
ers and the executive board of the Knights of Labor regarding 
the employment of labor at the Exposition—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of L. B. Austell, of Prairie 
Plains, Coffee County, Tenn., praying Congress to refer his 
Southern Claims Commission claim to the Court of Claims under 
the so-called Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: Petition of surviving soldiers 
and widows of the Mexican war from the Seventh Congressional 
als of Missouri, praying for relief—to the Committee on 

ensions. 
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SENATE. 


TUESDAY, July 26, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J.G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response toa 
resolution of the 18th instant, relative to the names of persons 
who were owners of property in Fernandina, Fla., at the time of 
the direct-tax sale; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had, on the 33a instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 726) for the reliefof P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent 
at Grande Ronde Agency, State of Oregon; 

An act (S. 1918) to amend sections 2139, 2140, and 2141 touch- 
ing the sale of intoxicants in the Indian country, and for other 
purposes; 

An act (S. 2519) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell certain lands in the city of Springfield and Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts; 

An act (S. 2968) to porate for a May term of the district court 
of the United States for the eastern district of South Carolina; 

An act (S. 3011) to amend ‘‘An act to define the jurisdiction of 
the police court of the District of Columbia,” approved March 
3, 1891; and 

An act (S. 3406) to accept a bequest made by Gen. George W. 
Cullum for the erection of a memorial hall at West Point, N. 
Y., and to carry the terms and conditions of the same into exe- 
cution. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. - 


Mr, QUAY. Mr. President, it is important that the pending 
nomination of a justice of the Supreme Court should be disposed 
of. For thatpurpose, and for that purpose only, I move thatthe 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spentin 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution of the 
Americus Association L. A., No. 5521, of Brooklyn, N. Y., in re- 
gard to the imprisonment in England of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, 
and praying that steps be taken for his release; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Kelations. 

Mr. SANDERS presented a petition of citizens of Wolf Creek, 
Mont., praying for the imposition of a tax upon dealers*in arti- 
cles to be delivered in the future, such as are covered by the 
bill now pending in the Senate; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of citizens of Osage County, 
Kans., praying for the prohibition of the sale of liquor at the 
Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, Kans.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 42 citizens of Concordia, Kans., 
praying for the closing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on 
Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Epworth League of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of the city of Tacoma, Wash., 
praying for an insertion in the clause making appropriation for 
the Columbian Exposition of a provision preventing the sale of 
intoxicating drinks within the limits of the Fair; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a pee of the grand encampment of In- 
dian war veterans, held on the 15th day of June, 1892, at Van- 
couver, Wash., praying for the extension of the bounty-land 
law for services in the Indian wars, in force prior to the 3d of 
March, 1855, to the Ist day of December, 1857, and that provi- 
sion be made for the payment of the balance of the Indian war 
debt as awarded by Commissioners Grover, Ingalls, and Smith, 
and alsofor the paymentof pensions to all those who participated 
in those wars, and to their widows and orphans; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Washington State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the election of the President, 
Vice-President, and United States Senators by a direct vote of 
the ple; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 


Mr. PETTIGREW presented the petition of Mrs. E. M. Col- 
' ton, and other citizens of Hudson, S. Dak., praying for the pas- 
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sage of legislation prohibiting the sale, manufacture, and im- 
portation of cigarettes in the United States; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


REDEMPTION OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There are two bills which I am directed by 
the Committee on Finance to report, relating to national banks. 
They are House bills, which are precisely similar to bills that 
have already received the favorable consideration of the Finance 
Committee and alsoof the Treasury Department. As these bills 
are not, I believe, objected to by anybody, and yet are of consider- 
able importance, I ask that they be read, and if there is no ob- 
jection to them I should like to have them acted upon at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will inquire of the Senator if one of them is 
the bill to which I called his attention some days ago? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will be passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Both bills have passed the other House and 
both have received the sanction of the Committee on Finance. 
They are both important, and I think no one will object to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio sub- 
mits favorable reports from the Committee on Finance, waich 
will be received. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iamdirected by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6183) to amend the national- 
bank act in providing for the redemption of national-bank notes 
stolen from or lost by banks of issue, to report it without amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be now considered. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the pro- 
visions of the Revised Statutes‘of the United States for the re- 
demption of national-bank notes shall apply to all national-bank 
notes that have been or may be issued to or received by any 
national bank, notwithstanding such notes may have been lost 
by or stolen from the bank and put in circulation without the 
signature or upon the forged signature of the president or vice- 
president and cashier. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RECEIVERS OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lamdirected by the Committee on Finance 
to report back favorably the bill (H. R. 7213) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the appointment of receivers of 
national banks, and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1876. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohioasks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill be now considered. 
Js there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I report back favorably from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs the bill (H. R. 9022) to provide for the 
examination of certain officers of the Marine Corps, and to regu- 
late promotion therein, andI ask for its present consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- | 


ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it a Senate bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a House bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that here- 
after promotions to every grade of commissioned officers in the 
Marine Corps below the grade of commandant shall be made 
in the same manner and under the same conditions as now 
are or may hereafter be ees in pursuance of law, for 
commissioned officers of the Army. Examining boards to de- 
termine the fitness of officers of the Marine Corps for promotion 
shall in all cases consist of not less than five officers, three of 
whom shall, if practicable, be officers of the Marine Corps, 
senior to the officer to be examined, and two of whom shall be 
medical officers of the Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AGREEMENT WITH CHEROKEE NATION. 


Mr. PLATT. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2870) to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement with the Cherokee Nation of iadaee of the 
Indian Terr , to make appropriation for carrying out the 
same, and for other purposes, to submit a report thereon and rec- 


ommend its somes with amendments. 
This is a very important bili. It is to ratify the agreement 


made for the purchase of the Cherokee Outlet. Ifthe ratification 
does not take place by the 4th of March, 1893, it fails. There- 
fore I will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the bill be made a special order for the second Monday in Decem- 
ber next. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no objectiontothat. I want tosay, 
however, that committees have been reporting here this morn- 
ing, commencing with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
and then the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
passing bills at the expense of the proper treatment of the Cal- 
endar. There are Senators here who have waited for the last 
ten days regularly every day to get a chance to have bills on the 
Calendar passed, bills that have had the consideration of com- 
mittees, and have been on the Calendar for months; and instead 
of the Calendar having its proper time it has been crowded out 
by action on measures just such as we have seen here this morn- 
ing. I have never been known to object to the consideration of 
anyone’s bill in this body, and I have been here a good many 
years. I never did,and I would not nowifthe Senator from Con- 
necticut was pressing action for his bill at this time, but there 
being no request for the consideration of a bill before the Sen- 
ate, I give notice that unless the Calendar has a fair chance [ 
shall object to this consideration of bills that are for the first 
time reported by committees. 
wn PLATT. Ido not ask for the present consideration of the 

ill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know the Senator does not. 

Mr. PLATT. I simply ask that an order be made that the bill 
be considered on the second Monday of December next. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At what hour. 

Mr. PLATT. Two o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the bil! (S. 
2870) to ratify and eonfirm an agreement with the Cherokee Na- 
tion of Indians of the Indian Territory, to make appropriation 
for carrying out the same, and for other purposes, be made the 
special order of the Senate for consideration on the second Mon- 
day of December next at 2 o'clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do notobject to the request, and only regret 
that the’ bill can not be considered 2 an earlier date because of 
the very great importance of this measure to the people who live 
in that vast area of country. I hope it can be censidered at the 
very earliest date possible. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iunderstand the Senator from Connecticut 
has submitted a report this morning in favor of the bill. I do 
not know that I shall object to that report, at least I shall not 
put in a minority report upon it, but I wish to say that the dis- 
bursement of so large a sum of money as is covered by this bil! 
among the Cherokee Indiansis a very severe temptation to those 
in authority in that nation, and I am not willing to act upon this 
ease until the Cherokee Legislature have passed some law for 
the distribution of the money after it has been paid over, so that 
Congress may scrutinize that law and see whether it is likely to 
carry the money to the right places or whether it is probable or 
eae that speculators among the Indians and elsewhere shall 

ine their pockets at the expense of this fund. 

I merely wish to say that I hope the Cherokee Nation, through 
its Legislature, will make a provision of law under which this 
money, when received by them, shall be distributed into the 
hands of the Cherokees individualiy, or in such manner as they 
see proper, so that we may know exactly what they are going to 
do with it before we vote it. 








The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest made by the Senator from Connecticut? The Chair hears 
none, and the special order is entered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison M. Copen, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3448) to 
amend the charter of the Washington and Arlington Railroad 
Company, to report it with amendments, and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The bill was read as proposed to beamended by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. It is impossible for us to tell where the road is 
to run from the reading atthe desk. J object to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill 
will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I want to look into the bill, and I intend to look 
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at every one of the railroad bills for this District from now on 
as long as I am in the Senate. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 706) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat 
Company, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3888) for the relief of Samuel Howard, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam directed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6262) fixing the fees 
of jurors and witnesses in the United States courts in certain 
States and Territories, to report it without amendment. 

I desire to state that this bill is substantially similar to Sen- 
ate bill No. 1842, which passed the Senate some time since. The 
bill is very short; it occupiesa page; it is a House bill, and I ask 
for its present consideration. It is reported unanimously from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is in the interest of the Calendar thatI 


Objection being made, the 


object. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2039) granting a pension to Catharine 
W. Tennis, reported it without amendment, and submitted are- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam instructed by the Select Commit- 
tee on the Quadro-Centennial, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (S.R. 106) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the World’s 
Columbian Exposition to bring to this country foreign laborers 
for the purpose of preparing for and making their exhibits, to 
report it with amendments, and I ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. VEST. Has the joint resolution been modified? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes,sir. I think it will cover the ob- 
jection which the Senator from Missouri raised to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator from South Dakota an- 
swer that the joint resolution has been modified? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Letitgoover, so that we may understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the joint 
resolution will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I be allowed to say a word before it gets 
out of the control of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr.CULLOM. I think some such measure as this is very im- 
portant, if the scope and plan,that has been mapped out by the 
‘World’sColumbian Exposition managers is carried out; and what- 
ever is passed at all will have to be acted upon very soon. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator will allow me to say that I 
have no objection to a proper law upon that subject, but the joint 
resolution as read seems to provide no guaranty whatever that 
these laborers wil! not remain here continuously after the Expo- 
sition is over. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the chairman of the select 
committee has some amendments which he desires to have | 
agreed to, which will probably remove all objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the joint resolution go over until to-mor- 
row, and we can look &t it. 

Mr. VEST. I object to further debate. It has gone over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think if it goes over until to-morrow 
every Senator will see the necessity of passing the joint resolu- 
tion, and also of amending it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to its going over, pro- 
vided we can get it acted upon in time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3368) to create a national high- 
way commission, and to prescribe its duties, reported it with an 
amendment. 


By unanimous consent, the 


BANKING STATEMENTS. 


Mr.SHERMAN. I report a resolution from the Committee 
on Finance, which I ask to have read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to the 


Senate at the earliest day practicable— 


First. The yearly and aggregate amountof taxescollected from each source 
by the United States from national banks since 1863. 
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Second. The amount of taxes collected each year since 1863 from each source 
from State banks or banking associations and savings banks. 

Third. The amount of outstanding circulating notes of State banks and 
banking associations and savings banks each year since 1830. 

Fourth. The number and names of State banks, banking institutions, or 
savings banks that have suspended or failed since 1830, and the loss severally 
of stockholders, noteholders, and other creditors of said banks. 

Fifth. The number and names of national banks that have suspended or 
failed, and the loss severally to stockholders, noteholders, and other credi- 
tors of each of such banks. 

Sixth. The distribution by States and sectionsof State banks and national 
banks, banking associations, and savings banks, showing the capital and 
circulation of each system of bank in each State since 1830. 

Seventh. The rates of exchange on New York and the current value of the 
circulating notes of State and national banks as between the State where 
issued and the city of New York from 1830. 

Eighth. The prevailing rates of interest in State banks, banking associa- 
tions, savings banks, and national banks since 1830, and the legal rates of in- 
terest rasa or authorized by the respective States for the same period. 

Ninth. The net earnings or profits each year since 1863 of national banks 
arranged by States. 


Mr. SHERMAN. lIask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. It calls for a comprehensive statement of our na- 
tional banks since 1863, and of savings banks and State banks 
since 1830. 

Mr. CHANDLER. From whom? 

Mr. SHERMAN. From the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider tha 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have just a short explana- 
tion of the resolution. I did not hear the first part. What in- 
formation does it call for? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It calls for information from the Secretary 
of the Treasury giving a comprehensive statement in regard to 
the circulation, rates of interest, profit and loss, losses by indi- 
viduals, ete., of the State-banking system and savings banks from 
1830, and the national-banking system from 1863. It is a resolu- 
tion the Committee on Finance thought proper to present, so 
that the Secretary of the Treasury may give the information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 3475) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Miles City, Mont.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 109) for the pay- 
ment of an account to W. F. Niedringhaus, contractor for fur- 
nishing beef to the Indians; which was read twice by its title, 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submita resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be author: 
ized to continue itsinvestigations, with all the duties and powers authorized 
by the resolutions of the Senate relating to that committee of July 31, 1888; 
December 6, 1888; December 4, 1889: September 23, 1890, and February 14, 
1891, during the coming recess, and report to the next session of the Senate; 
the ono of such investigations to be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolu- 
tion be now considered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolution has to go to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mt. ALLEN. Then I ask for its reference. 

The PRESIDENT protempore The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 


GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the Grand Trunk Railway Company, a Canadian corporation hav- 
ing ite executive offices in the city of Montreal and its head offices in the city 
of London, is the owner of upwards of 4,000 miles of railways, more than 
1,200 miles of which lines are located in the United States traversing in the 
West the States of Michi , Indiana, and Illinois, and in the East the States 
of New York, Vermont, New Hampshire, and Maine, and owning and operat- 
ing the International and Suspension bridges over the Niagara River con- 
necting Canada with the State of New York, and also the railway tunnel 
under the St. Clair River connecting Canada with the State of Michigan, 
thus bringing the lines of this corporation in connection not only with the 
States oe mentioned, but with allthe commercial centers of the United 
States; an 

W hereas said corporation has enjoyed in the 
joy the privil to solicit and to carry on bi 
est of its Am 


tand still continues to en- 
not alone in the inter- 
Canadian 


can lines, but more especially in the interest of its 
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rt for the 
American 
lines enjoy which are entirely located in the United States and are wholly 
devoted to the development and growth of the commerce of our own coun- 


lines which are er cena for their existence and sup) 
business furnished by its American lines and connections whic 


: and, 
rhereas it is alleged that American citizens have large railroad and min- 
ing interests in Canada, the value of which the said Grand Trunk Railway 
Corapany is see to lessen by unjust discriminations and by other hostile 
measures, hoping thereby to acquire posgession or control of the same at de- 
preciated prices to the great injury of said American citizens; Therefore, 
Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce to investigate the whole interests of the Grand ‘Trunk Railway in the 
United States; its connection = bridge or tunnel with the American system 
of railways, its manner of obt business in the United States for the 
support of its lines in Canada, and its dealings with the property of Ameri- 
can citizens, and to report whether any legislation is necessary to protect 
from unjust discriminations and hostile measures our own commerce at home 


and the hts of our citizens who have corporations and property invest- 
ments in Canada. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the resolution had better go 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. There are a large 
number of statements in the whereases for which the Senate 
is to be held responsible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
objects to the present consideration of the resolution, and it will 
be printed and go over. 

M s CHANDLER. In view of the objection, I accept the sug- 

estion of the Senator from Rhode Island, and ask that the reso- 
ution may be printed and referred to the Committee on Inter- 


state Commerce. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House further in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 18, 44, and 109 to the bill (H. R. 9284), making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending Sens 30, 1892, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes; it receded from its amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 78 to the said blll, and agreed to 
the same with an amendment, in which said amendment it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate; it asked a further con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SAYERS, Mr. HOLMAN, 
and Mr. DINGLEY managers at the further conference on the 
part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The me e also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 3211) to authorize the establishment of an academy 
and oe of art in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 1084) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 
ing against Michael Keefe, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of James B. Blue, administra- 
tor de bonis non of the estate of Solomon Blue, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 2932) for the relief of Charles T. Garrard. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to 
me for a moment? 
Mr. ALDRICH. -Certainly. 


Mr. ALLISON. In the temporary absence from the Chamber 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has charge of the 
deficiency appropriation bill, I ask that the action of the House 
of Representatives on that bill may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the deficiency appropriation bill with the action of the 
House of Representatives thereon, which will bs read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 26, 1892. 


Resolved, That the House further insists Ly its disagreement to amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 18, 44, and 109 to the bill (H.R. a making 
apgreurmaicte to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 

ing June 13, 1892, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and re- 
quests a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

That the House recede from its amendment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 78 to the said bill and agree to the same with an amendment, 
in which said amendment the concurrence of the Senate is requested as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“To pay to the widow of M. H. Ford, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of Michigan, 95,000. 

“To pay to the widow of John R. Gamble, late a Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of South Dakota, 5,000. 

“To pay to the widow of Leonidas C. Houk, late a Representative in Con- 

from the State of Tennessee, 2,777.78, and to John L. Hudiberg, guar- 
ian of Annie Houk and Eddie Houk, two minor children of the Leoni- 
das C. Houk, for their use and ee in all, 85,000. 

“To pay to the widow of John W. Kendall, late a Representative in Con- 

gress from the State of Kentucky, $4,945.24. 


“To pay to the widow of W.H.F. Lee, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of Virginia, 95,000 


“To pay to the widow of Francis a Spinola, late a Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of New York, 35,000. 
an to the legal heirs of E. T. Stackhouse the amount of salary for the 


ery 7 term of his service as a member of the Fifty-second Congress, 


“To pay to the widow of James Phelan the amount of salary for the un- 
expired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Congress, 3463.37.” 
dered, That Mr. SAYERS, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. DINGLEY be the man- 

agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. HALE. I submit a conference report relative to the bill 
upon which the action of the House has just been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 18, 44,78, and 109, to the bill (H.R. 
9284) “making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and prior years, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ having met, after full and free conference have been unable to agree. 

EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
W. S. HOLMAN, 
NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HALE. After the report is adopted, I shall make a mo- 
tion with reference to the message which has just come to the 
Senate from the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concur- 
ring in the report of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HALE. Now I move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendments numbered 18, 44, and 109, and disagree to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to amendment numbered 
78 of the Senate, and agree to the conference requested by the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


MRS. MARTHA CUSTIS CARTER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] on the 27th of June may now 
be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he will 
yield to me for from one to not exceeding three minutes, in 
order that I may ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
consideration of a little pension bill of about seven lines, pen- 
sioning the widow of Rear-Admiral Carter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [shall not interpose any objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. lIask the unanimous consentof the Senate that 
the bill be now considered. It is Senate bill 1438. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1438) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, widow of the late Rear-Ad- 
miral S. P. Carter. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words “ rate of,” to fill the blank 
by the insertion of the word ‘‘ fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Martha Custis Carter, widow 
of the late Rear-Admiral S. P. Carter, on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of 0 per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate numbered 18, 44, 78, and 109 to the bill (H. 
R. 9284) ‘making appropriations to aye | deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for prior years and for other pur- 
poses,’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 44 and 109. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Payment to the Pacific railroads: The Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and directed to cause a careful examinaticn to be made 


of the claims heretofore reported to Congress for services performed for the 
Government by the several Pacific raliroads, their branches and leased 


lines, as set forth and described.in House Executive Documents num- 
bered 71 and 122, and Senate Executive Documents numbered 132 and 135, 
Fiftieth Co: second session; House Executive Documents numbered 
144, 174, and and Senate Executive Documents numbered 210 and 211, 
ee See first session; House Executive Documents numbered 
157 and 171, 


-first = ese. second session; and House Executive Docu- 
ments numbered 94, 192, 199, 205, and 216, and 258, and Senate Executive Docu- 
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ments numbered 123 and 140, Fifty-second Congress, first session; and shall 
ascertain the amounts respectively due, if any, for services over the aided 
and nonaided or leased lines of roads, and the relation of said roads to 
their branches and leased lines respectively, and report the same to Con- 
gress at the beginning of its next session.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate > nei and ee to the same. 


NE HA 
W. B. ALLISON, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
W. S. HOLMAN, 
NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
what Senate amendments those are from which the Senate con- 
ferees recede in the report? 

Mr. HALE. The French spoliation claims and the amendment 
in relation to the Assistant Attorney-General. All the others 
had been closed up. 

The report was concurred in. 


TARIFF POLICY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE}. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate, in compliance with the request of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] June 27, 1892, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas at notime has so large a proportion of the American people been 
employed at so high wages and purchasing the necessities and comforts of 
life at so low prices as in the year 1892; and 

Whereas the balance of the trade with foreign countries has never been so 
large in favor of the United States as in the last year; an 

Whereas these conditions exist and are largely due to the Republican 
policy of * protection:” Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
quire into the effect of a policy of ‘‘ tariff for revenue only” w the labor 
= Meng industries of the United States and to report upon the same to the 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is evident that the tariff 
question is to become, by common consent, the leading issue in 
the approaching Presidential campaign. The radical declara- 
tions of the Democratic platform adopted at Chicago, and the 
equally radical utterances of leading representatives of the party, 
insure this result. 

At no time in the history of the country have the lines between 
the two great parties upon this question been so clearly defined. 
The party platforms of 1892 declare with much greater candor 
than is customary in papers of this kind the doctrines of their 
respective parties. The Republicans enter the campaign dis- 
tinctively favoring the continuance of the protective policy, and 
announcing definitely the principles which should control tariff 
legislation, whil¢, on the other 
protection as a fraud, declare the unconstitutionality of protec- 
tive tariff duties, and make a special and vicious attack upon the 
tariff act of 1890 as the culminating atrocity of tariff legislation. 

The Democratic platform is in many respects a radical de- 
parture from any of the previous official utterances of the 








party. 


At no time in the history of the country, except in the course of the | 


movementfor nullification, hasany attempt heretofore been made 
tomeke the doctrine of the unconstitutionality of protective duties 
the essential element of a political creed. The steps by which 
the Democracy have reached the radical position they now oc- 
cupy have been very gradual. The Democratic platforms of 1884 
and 1888 were so constructed as to secure the approval of a large 
number of incidental protectionists who then held a place, nomi- 
nally, at least, in the Democratic ranks; but in the platform of 
1892Zall disguises are thrown off and for the first time the party 
is arrayed in emphatic antagonism to tariff rates which contain 
any element of protection. 

This clear alignment of parties greatly simplifies the discus- 
sion of the question. It removes all opportunity for possible 
differences of opinion in regard to the Republican plan of cam- 
paign. The friends of protection must wage aggressive warfare 
upon the revolutionary doctrines which, although long secretly 
cherished by Democratic leaders, are now for the first time 
openly avowed. The attack upon the indefensible Democratic 
position must be vigorous and persistent. 

1 regret that a purpose to confine my remarks to-day to an ex- 
amination of Democratic criticisms and attacks upon the tariff 
act of 1890 precludes me from entering this attractive field. I 


shall not, on the other hand, attempt to-day any general defense 
of the Republican policy of protection. The progress which the 
country has made under its beneficent influences Sutes. Oe 

st thirty years furnishes the best proof of the wisdom shown 
in its adoption and retention as a national policy. 


and, the Democrats denounce | 
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Before entering upon a defense of the act of 1890, however, I 
wili say that the framers and supporters of this measure have 
never claimed that it was perfect in all of its details; but not- 
withstanding this limitation, which, I infer, must be applied to 
all legislative enactments covering so wide a field, I believe that 
ali protectionists are willing to accept the measure as a success- 
ful embodimentof Republican ee and to have the wisdom 
of the policy they advocate adjudged by its practical results. 

The tariff plank of the Chicago platform formulates the Dem- 
ocratic declaration of faith; but it has been left to the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who seems to be the acknowledged 
representative of his party in this Chamber in all matters per- 
taining to tariff legislation, to announce in detail the Democratic 
programme. That Senator has been zealous at all times in the 
advocacy of tariff reform, and his eloquence and ability in the 
treatment of the subject have made him one of the most con- 
spicuous champions of the cause. 

His acknowledged leadership, however. in this regard has 
never been quite so marked as at this session of Congress. If 
any other Senators on the opposite side of the Chamber have 
views upon this subject they have not declared them tothe pub- 
lic. 

With an intrepidity and ability worthy of a better cause, the 
distinguished Senator has singly and alone upheld the free- 
trade standard of his party 

In view of this condition of affairs I shall assume that the two 
rather remarkable speeches made by that Senator in the Senate 
on the 6th and 28th of June fairly represent the line of argu- 
ment which is to be followed by his party in the politieal cam- 
paign upon which we are about to enter. 

As I shall have occasion to criticise severely most of the state- 
ments contained in these speeches, I am bound to say in advance 
that I do not think the distinguished Senator can be fairly held 
responsible for their frequent and alarming inaccuracies. The 
honorable Senator has undoubtedly in his great zeal allowed 
himself to be misled by designing and interested parties, who 
have sought to use his great reputation and high character to 
give the weight of authority to their own absurd attempts to 
further mislead and deceive the American people. Mcst of 
these attempts at deception are so transparent, and their inac- 
curacies are so grotesquely absurd that they would not be worthy 
of notice if it had not become evident that they were to be given 
a wide circulation in the approaching campaign upon the au- 
thority of my distinguished friend. 

The principal objection made by the Senator from Missouri 
to the tariff act of 1890 is that which was urged with great ferce 
and effect in the politicaleampaign which immediately followed 
its enactment, namely, that through a large advance in rates it 
had effected a considerable increase in the prices of the neces- 
saries of life and greatly augmented the cost of living of all 
classes of people, especially of the poor. 

In his speech of June 28, e 6177 of the RECORD, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri makes the following plain and unequivocal 
statement: 

Iam prepared to show that the McKinley act has had the effect of increas- 
ing prices upon the necessaries of life to the people of this country, and that 
the statement in his resolution [referring to the Senator from Maine} that 
an area of cheapness in the necessaries of life is being brought to the people 
of the United States is absolutely and unconditionally false. 

One of the principal purposes of the tariff inquiry ordered b 
the Senate resolution of March 3, 1891, was to ascertain wi 
accuracy whether this claim of the opponents of protection was 
justified by the actual results. An investigation into the course 
of prices and cost of living, much more extensive and thorough 
than was ever before attempted, wasinstituted. The committe> 


| determined to ascertain the relative prices paid by actual con- 


sumers for all articles of general consumption at retail in every 
part of the United States on the first of each month from June, 
1889, to September, 1891. This embraced a period 2f seventeen 
months prior to the passage of the act of 1890 and eleven months 
subsequent to that date. The quotations were in all cases se- 
cured from actual sales, taken from the books of merchants in 
seventy different cities and towns in the different States and 
Territories. Theplaces at which quotations were obtained were 
selected with the view of covering the entire country geograph- 
ically, and included typical commercial, manufacturing, and ag- 
ricultural communities. The prices were secured by the trained 
experts of the Department of Faner with the greatest care. 
he list of two hundred and fifteen articles on which monthly 
prices were thus cbtained was carefully selected by the unani- 
mous action of the committee, with a view of covering every 
possible expenditure of a family in the average condition of life, 
that is with an of $500 to $1,000 per annum. 
The results of this comprehensive and exhaustive inquiry are 
contained in the report recently made by the Finance Committee. 











1892. 
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This report covers 2,300 printed pages and contains more than 
1,200,000 different quotations. ; < 

The inquiry was thoroughly nonpartisan, and every possible 
care was taken to give to it a character which would entitle the 
results secured to the highest weight of authority. This investi- 
gation clearly establishes the fact that a decline instead of an 
advance has taken place in the prices of the necessaries of life 
and the resulting cost of living since the adoption of the act of 
1890. 

The articles on which prices were obtained were divided into 
the following groups: 

1. Food. 

2. Cloths and clothing. 

3. Fuel and lighting. 

4. House furnishing goods. 

5. Drugs and chemicals. 

6. Metals and and implements. 

7. Lumber and building materials. 

The percentage of decline in the various groups embraced in 
the schedule is shown by the following table, prices for June, 
July, and August, 1889, being taken as a basis for comparison 
and represented by the number 100, changes being shown by per- 
centages of that number: 





Group 

WIG vc. ccdwc ave dnks sce cececevccss cqweccsacdeeretseccnstercecttinwcan cotecove 100. 53 
I I ici atin deritwie-ss:svsintininrciliinsallieinbilggg lien vialetta wiillaaibvtenin 99. 65 
aan sidresthentinn-i3wiee teetitinessiniils eieranimenias hedaman: ett narnia 98. 69 
I 6 oc omen cccccnsncn dw barteusateiweconteseinennasney 97.49 
amber and building materials... .... ....<..2. 2-2... 22-4222 2-2 eee eee 98. 28 
I, NE reson wos ccewne teen wniin sixenaiemnione iniateintn ain otmmitits 95. 96 
I IR icine ducendjey gniitinharssmbhiniamananighnieninintss 99. 83 
IEE pilisnin encatittgnnnvdhd caewtaigtatehghutnainims ieee. + 100. 52 

III 1 cr stain y's uecn sce co ah ghanial MIs oe tw igen abetted hecrsmaica ai tative 99. 36 


The Finance Committee also investigated for the same period 
the course of wholesale prices at the great distributing centers. 
While this investigation disclosed greater fluctuations in price 
of the articles selected, the general result was the same, the fall 
in wholesale prices running substantially parallel with that of 
retail prices. 

It will be observed that the greater percentages of decline are 
in the groups of manufactured articles, where it was claimed the 
greatest advance had taken place. 

In addition to the inquiry stated above, the committee caused 
retail prices of the different articles included in these lists to be 
taken on May 1, 1892, at three of the points at which the original 
inquiry was made, namely, Fall River, Mass., Chicago, Ill., and 
Dubuque, Iowa. The result of this latter inquiry shows that a 
still further decline in prices and-in the cost of living had taken 

lace between September 1, 1891, and May 1, 1892, clearly estab- 
fishing a continuance of the tendency to lower prices and lower 
cost of living. 

It is shown as a net result of the investigation that prices and 
the cost of living, based on the expenditures of a family in or- 
dinary circumstances, had declined 3.4 per cent in May, 1892, 
as compared with the period prior to the adoption of the tariff 
act of 1890. 

It is difficult to see how the results of this thoroughly exhaust- 
ive inquiry could be a surprise to anyone, unless he should be a 
professional tariff reformer. It has, I believe, been for many 
months apparent to the great mass of the people of the United 
States that none of the Democratic predictions in regard to 
higher prices and greater cost of living, as the result of the 
tariff legislation of 1890, had been fulfilled. 

There can be no longer any question as to the course of prices 
for the period covered by the committee’s investigation. Even 
the Democratic platform, which undertakes to enumerate the 
evil effects of the act of 1890, abandons the claim that its adop- 
tion resulted in increased prices, and I am greatly surprised to 
find that the cry is now being revived for the campaign of 1892. 
Ido not believe it is ible, however, for the same men to deceive 
the American people twice with the same misstatements in re- 
gard to the same subject, especially when the second attempt is 
made after the facts have been ascertained and are well known 
to the people of the country. The allegations made in regard 
to ee in October, 1890, were then made with such vehemence 
and pertinacity that many honest men were deluded. This ex- 
perience can not, in my opinion, be repeated. 

_It is true that the percentages of decline of prices and cost of 
living and the advaxce in wages, as shown by the report, are not 
large. Movements of this kind, from the nature of the case, are 
aoe slow. The price of asingle article or even a group of 
articless may change greatly, or the wages in a single occupa- 
tion or group of occupations may advance or decline rapidly, and 
still the average of all the great mass of prices or wages not be 
Se ereny. A slight change in the total ave how- 
ever, es a great difference in the ae de- 
cline in the cost of living from June, 1889, to May, 1892, as shown 
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by the report of the Finance Committee, was 3.4 percent. The 
advance in wages, as shown by the same report, was .75 of 1 per 
cent. This makes an average advance in the purchasing power 
of wages of 4.15 per cent. Assuming $600 as the average income 
of the familiesof the country, this would be equivalent to, say, $25 
per family, or an aggregate saving for 12,090,000 families of $325,- 
000,000 for each year. 

The addition of this vast sum annually to the national earn- 
ings and wealth is an achievement which speaks with a more 
eloquent voice than I can command in behalf of a poliey under 
which such results are possible. 5 

It is very significant that while the cost of livingin the United 
States declined for the period covered by the investigation of 
the Finance Committee, the cost of living in England ine-eased 
1.9 per cent. If the conditions had been reversed, our Demo- 
cratic friends would have insisted that this was the divect aid 
logical result of rival revenue systems. I am curious t» see 
what explanation they will now make. The resuit is ungues- 
tionably a very surprising one to them, and one which they will 
have difficulty in explaining away. While the attemptto com- 
pare average retail prices in England and the United Stats is 
not satisfactory, 1 am convinced that for a family buying the 
same quantity and quality of articles at ie ail in the two coun- 
tries, that the cost of living would not be higher in America. 
Those relative conditions. however, do not exist, as thesseale of 
living for the masses of people in the respective countries is 
vastly different. 

At no time in our history have the earnings of the American 
people been as great, measured by their power to purehace th> 
com orts and necessaries of life, as they are to-day. Measured 
by the same standard they are vastly greater than these of any 


| other people in the world. 


The Senator from Missouri based his broad statement, so strik- 
ingly at variance with understood facts, that the recentaariff act 
has increased the prices of the necessaries of life, on tawo sta‘e- 
ments which hesubmitted, with every appearance of confidence, 
and to which he was kind enough to invite my special attention. 
The first of these was a table prepared by Mr. Daniel MeKeever, 
of the importing hous» of H. Herman Sternbech &Co.,of New 
York, purporting to show the relative cost to import twenty-one 
articles before and after the passage of the act of 1850. As the 
articles named in Mr. McKeever’s list were selected by:that gen- 
tleman from the very large number of imported articlesthat go 
into consumption, for the purpose of showing a g-nerahadvance 
in prices, his compilation is deserving of notice. 

It is evident from the language used by the Senator from Mis- 
souri in reference to this table that he was willing to rest his 
case upon the accuracy of its representations. It will be noticed, 
however, that Mr. McKeever does not claim that the cost of the 
articles named had been increased to consumers. It is evid_nt, 
however, that the Senator from Missouri intended to creat: the 
impression, both by his language and his triumphant manner, 
that the paper would in some manner prove beyond all question 
that a general advance in the price of the necessaries of lic had 
taken place. 

Under these circumstances I feel just fied in making an ex- 
amination of the document, which otherwise I should pass by 
unnoticed, as entirely unimportant and irrelevant to the qu2s- 
tion at issue as to thse effect of the tariff act of 1890.. Tho table 
purports to show the relative foreign cost in New York, duty 

aid, of the articles named therein, of which samples wer. ex- 

ibited, before and after October, 1890, the relative rates of 
duty assessed by existing lawand the equivalent ad valorem rate; 
and the duties in force prior to the date the act of 1890 went into 
effect. 

I will first ask your attention to thestatement of relative rates 
of duties. I assume that it was Mr. McKeever’s intention, as it 
certa. dy was that of the Senator from Missouri, to create the in- 
ference that the increase of ratesshown in she table furnishes a 
fair indication of the character of the general changes in rates 
effected by the actof1890. I believe I 1 be able to show that 
the statement has no value for this purpose. Such of its com- 
parisons as are not grossly inaccurate are wholly misleading. 
For instance, Mr. McKeever states that the rates upon astra- 
chans, samples 18, 19, 20, and 21, prior to the act of 1890 varied 
from 12 to 24 cents per pound and 35 per cent ad valorem, and 
that the duties at the present time are 49} cents per pound and 60 
per cent ad valorem, equivalent toan ad valorem rate of from 
140 to 186 per cent. . 

The g in question, unless made up into garments as is cer- 


tainly not contemplated by the description, would be ¢utiable 
under paragraph 392 of the act of 1890, at 44 cents a pound and 
50 per cent ad valorem, instead of at 494 cents per pound and 60 
per cent ad valorem. 

If classified as manufactures of worsted, they would have paid 
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a duty prior fo the passage of the act of 1890 of 35 cents per 
pound and 35 per cent ad valorem, instead of from 12 to 24 cents 
per pound, as stated by Mr. McKeever. 

It is singular that Mr. McKeever should have taken as a basis 
for his comparison of the rates imposed onastrachans, in one case 
the lowest rate levied by the wool schedule of the act of 1883, that 
upon flannels and blankets, and in the other case the highest 
rate imposed upon manufactures of wool by the act of 1890, that 
7 ready-made clothing, when neither of the rates was ap- 
plicable to the goods in question. 

Mr. McKeever is a man of keen intelligence, wonderfully fa- 
miliar with tariff rates and the effect of tariff changes upon 
his business as an importer, and it is difficult to understand how 
he could have subscribed toa statement so strangely inaccurate. 

Samples Nos. 10 to17, inclusive, are at present dutiable, under 

aragraph 394, as women’s and children’s dress goods, coat 

inings, etc. By the provisions of the act of 1890 the dividing 
line of value in this class of goods, upon which higher duties 
were léyied, was reduced from 20 to 15 cents = yard. This 
change was made to meet the great decline that had taken place 
in the price of goods of this character between 1883 and 1890. It 
will be noticed that Mr. McKeever has taken in all instances for 
his comparison of rates goods that are included within this 
changed limit. In noother manner could such disparity in rates 
be showns 

There is another feature of this statement in regard to the 
change in the rates on dress goods which requires attention. 
By a construction of the act of 1883, which was clearly erroneous, 
certain goods weighing over 4 ounces per square yard were ad- 
mitted upon the payment of the square-yard duty, instead of the 
pound-du , which it was the purpose of the act of 1883 to impose. 
This manifest defect in the law was remedied by the provisions of 
the actof 1890, and the effect of this remedial legislation is rep- 
resentedin the table as an increase inrates. Itis true the duties 
were advanced, as stated in the table,on samples Nos. 1 to 9, in- 
clusive. The purpose of these advanced rates was ciearly stated 
at the time the bill was passed. Neither cotton velvets, cordu- 
roys, nor silk-striped sleeve linings had been made to any con- 
sikovababextent in the United States prior to the e of the 
act, and it was the intention of the framers of the bill to give to 
these articles adequate protection, in order that the American 
producer’could have an equal chance to secure the American 
market’. Their success in tiis direction has been especially 
gratifying. 

This disposes, I believe, of the question of relative rates, and 
I will now take up the question, Does the table show an increase 
in prices or cost of necessaries of life, as claimed by the Senator 
from Missouri? 

The articles named are not in any sense necessaries of life, and 
it will be extremely difficult for the Senator from Missouri to 
make the plain people of the country believe that silk-striped 
sleeve linings, astrachans, cotton velvets, and corduroys belong 
to thatclass. They certainly do not, and none of the articles 
in McKeever’s list, with the possible exception of coat linings, 
go into use to any considerable extent in the households of the 

00r. 

; But whatever their character, the most important fact to be 
inquired into in connection with this table, and the purposes for 
which it is exhibited, is whether the provisions of the act of 1890 
had the effect to advance the cost to consumers of these articles 
or others similar in character or used for similar purposes. 

As I have already said, Mr. McKeever’s statement contains no 
evidence that the prices of the articles named have advanced, 
but that the cost to import them is ae greater since the 
passage of the act of 1890. The fact is disclosed, however, that 
the increased cost as stated does not in any case equal the addi- 
tional duty. The consumers of the country, however, for whom 
the distinguished Senator from Missouri assumes sometimes to 
speak, are not especially interested in the slight increase of cost 
to import the goods in question, or in the percentage of profit 
which Mr. McKeever and his associates reulize from their im- 
portations. The question to be determined in their behalf is 
whether the prices that they pay for these or similar goods have 
been advanced. 

I shall endeavor to satisfy Senators that every purchaser of 
these goods or similar goods for consumption, whether of domes- 
tic or foreign manufacture, can buy them to-day at lower prices 
than those current prior to 1890. 

While the articles namea@ by Mr. McKeever as “‘ women’s and 
children's dress goods” are exceptional in their character and 
comparatively unimportant, it is true that the general class of 
goods included in the designation is very important, and we may 
well address ourselves to an investigation of the fact whether 
the articles included in this class, in common use, have ine 
in — I submit herewith a statement showing the prices at 
which goods of domestic manufacture, the general class of dress 





goods which enter most largely into consumption, sold in the 
month of July in the years 1890, 1891, and 1892: ; 


Prices of coat linings and woman's and children’s dress goods. 


July, | July, 
1890. 1891. 


Width. 








COAT LININGS AND ITALIAN CLOTH. 





Farr Aigece Company, Holyoke, Mass.: Inches. Cents.| Cents.| Cents. 
Double-warp coat linings.............. 32 28 28 27: 
Single-warp coat linings.............-- 82 27 27 26 

DRESS GOODS. 

Manchester Mills, Manchester, N. H.: 

I” 35 19 18} 18 

Arlington Mills, Lawrence, Mass. : 

Cotton warp cashmere, No. 100_....... 34 to 35 18} 18} 18 
Cotton warp cashmere, No. 200........ 35 to 36 22 22 21} 

Atlantic Mills, vidence, R. I.: 

I i Re ee 8 35 19 18 18 
PC 7). ee aS 35 25 233 233 

— Woolen Company, Southbridge, 
ass. : 

I ee eh i ce a a ae 27 10 10 93 


It will be noticed that the Farr Alpaca Company, of Holyoke, 
Mass., quote double and single warp coat linings at a lower rate 
in July, 1892, than in either of the previous years. The other 
quotations submitted by me are the prices at which the goods 
manufactured by the five leading American producers of women’s 
and children’s dress goods sold their product at the respective 
dates named. These quotationsshow adecline in price in every 
case. 

These quotations refer only to domestic goods; but a very large 
proportion of the goods of this class consumed in the United 
States is produced by the domestic manufacturers, who have 
practically the control of the American market. 

It can, however, be conclusively established that the cost to 
import the at mass of women’s and children’s dress goods is 
less to-day than it was before the passage of the act of 1890, and 
it is certainly true that both foreign and domestic goods of this 
character are sold at retail at lower prices now than they were 
a to October, 1890. Ihave been furnished by Messrs. William 

. Burgess & Co., of Paris and New York, with a statement 
showing the foreign cost and the cost to lay down in New York, 
duty paid, of all-wool cashmeres, standard quality, 12 to 13 
twill. Other descriptions of all-wcol dress goods vary in price 
with these at a fixed ratio. This statement shows that the cost 
to import the goods in question, duty and other charges paid, in 
1887, was 44.2 cents; in 1888, 42.8 cents; in 1889, 41.4 cents, and 
in 1892, 40 cents per yard. This would seem to clearly establish 
the fact that for the great mass of women’s and children’s dress 
goods used in the United States the cost laid down in New York 
to the importer is less prior to-day to than was it tariff changes. 

In regard to the price of astrachans there is very little to be 
said. The demand for this fabric is extremely limited, and fluc- 
tuations in the price are of very little importance to the people 
of the country. I have, however, been furnished with samples 
and a price list of astrachans of domestic manufacture by the 
Goodall Worsted Company, of Sanford, Me. This list shows 
that the company referred to sells 54-inch astrachans, 50 ounces 
in weight, at $3.63 per yard net to their customers, or at 97 
cents per yard less than the cost of importing similar goods, as 
reported by Mr. McKeever. 

I submit a table showing the comparative prices at which silk 
sleeve linings were sold for consumption prior to October, 1890, 


and in 1892: 
Prices of silk striped sleeve linings. 


Price in | 


5 Difference 
Price in |1890 after) Price in 
Quality. Width. |" 1680. | bill was |" 18°2. | Price, 
passed. 5 
Inches. Cente. Cents. Cents. vents. 
MO Bicenkcicnncieatseunt 40 37.5 36 34.7 2.8 
ia minctinb oc cdlesetniintendns weaial 40 56 40.5 38. 30 17.7 
TI Miviie a. cackdp eaiden ainda 40 60 49.5 47.25 12. 75 
SN Si ncncie oietiusndipels peueinieeel 40 62.5 iM 51.8 10.7 
Ws Ws Geaidbude dclé whan sade 40 73 60 58.5 14.5 


This table shows a decline in prices in all cases varying from 
2.8 cents per yard to 17.7 eents per yard. I will also have printed 
in the RECORD a letter from the Royal Weaving Company, of 
Pawtucket, R. L, explaining this statement. 

T have in my ssion samples of all the goods on which 


prices are quoted in the various tables I have submitted. 

It is undoubtedly true that the price of most descriptions of 
cotton velvet and corduroys included in Mr. McKeever's table 
are somewhat higher to-day than they were in 1889 and 1890, just 
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rior to the passage of the McKinley act. An effort was made 
fh the years 1887, 1888, and 1889 to establish the industry of the 
manufacture of cotton velvets in this country; but in 1889 and 
1890 the prices were reduced so low by the foreign manufac- 
turers as to drive most of the American producers out of the mar- 
ket; and while it is true that there has been areaction in prices, it 
is also true that prices in 1892 on all classes of goods are less than 
they were in 1885. The rapid decline which took place in 1889 
and 1890 is shown by the fact that goods which sold in 1885 for 
29% cents, sold in 1889 for 17% cents, and the price of similar goods 
in 1892 was 234 cents. Another quality which sold in 1885 for 36 
cents, sold in 1890 at 27 cents. and the present price is 28 cents. 
The slight increase which has taken place since 1890 has by no 
means restored prices to the level of the years 1885-1887. 

In what I have said in regard to the increased cost of cot‘on 
velvets and.corduroys this year as compared with 1890, I have 
only had reference to the prices at which the goods were sold 
either by importers or manufacturers. The retail prices of these 
goods to consumers are in most cases lower now than prior to 
the passage of the act of 1890. 

The great disparity between the retail price and wholesale 
price of cotton velvets was shown by me in the course of the 
discussion of the tariff bill of 1890. It was then claimed by the 
importers that certain cotton velvets were sold abroad at 12 
cents ayard. Thelowest price at which any cotton velvet could 
then be purchased at any dry-goods store in Washington at re- 
tail was 60 cents per yard. It is very evident that the slight 
reduction in the importers’ profits which has been recently ef- 
fected would have no perceptible influence upon the retail price. 

I think I have effectually disposed of Mr. McKeever’s state- 
ments as the basis of a claim that prices have been advanced by 
the tariff legislation of the Fifty-first Congress. 

The table which I have had under examination contained the 
only evidence furnished by the Senator from Missouriin support 
of his claim,exceptastatement made in regard to the price of hard- 
ware. Givinga New Yorkevening paper as authority, he stated 
that the price of hardware had advanced from 30 to574 percent. It 
is apparent, however, that instead of hardware the Senatorfrom 
Missouri intended to say ee as certainly the prices of gen- 
eral hardware, are very much lower to-day than prior to 1890. 
Bearing upon the question as to whether an increase has taken 

lace in the price of table cutlery, I will state, upon the author- 
ity of Charles S$. Landers, of Landers, Frary & Clarke, of New 
Britain, Conn., large table-cutlery manufacturers, that the prices 
on the entire line of goods manufactured by them are at least 74+ 
per cent lower now than they were in October, 1890, and that no 
advance has taken place since that time. I will print Mr. Lan- 
der’s letter in the RECORD. 

In regard to the price of pocket canary, I have received a let- 
ter from Mr. W. F. Rockwell, of Miller Brothers’ Cutlery Com- 
pany, which contains the following statement: 

As to prices on American ket cutlery. Many patterns have not been 
advanced atall. Several styles that have been sold below actual cost have 
been advanced so they now pay a small profit. 

The average advances do not exceed 10 per cent to the jobbing trade. The 
margin of profit between the jobber and consumer was sutticient, so there 
was no reason or necessity of advancing the price to the consumer, and it 
has not been done. 

The wages of pocket-cutlery workers have been advanced from 5 per cent 
to 2 per cent in the different operations. One of the oldest foremen in the 
country estimates that the advances which have been made in wages, to- 
gether with the more steady work given the men, will furnish them at least 
an aver: of 20 per cent more annual income. 

Many of the factories have more than doubled their capacity in buildi 
and machinery, and all of them show increased production. The gain in 
output, of course, reduces incidental expenses. 

e fact that the value of the pocket cutlery imported last year, with the 


duty added, so closely approximates the amount made here, shows the con- 
ditions of competition pretty accurately adjusted. 


I have taken pains to make a very full and complete analysis, 
which I fear the ‘Senate has found technical and tedious in its 
character, of the statements made by the Senator from Missouri 
for the pu of showing how completely they fail in every 
respect to establish the claim that articles in general use have 
been advanced in price as a result of the tariff legislation of two 
years ago. 

After having attempted to show that the rates im d by the 
acts of 1890 had increased the cost of necessaries of life, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri attempts tcestablish the fact that these rates 
were not necessary for the protection of the labor employed in 
the different industries in this country. He even goes so far as 
to say that labor at the present time is cheaper in the United 
States than anywhere else in the world. To use his own lan- 

uage: 
oe well known to those who make these statements that the American 
operatives, from their superior eee and — can successfully com- 
pete with any labor in the world, and that Am labor is the cheapestin 
the world, because it produces a better article. 

To confirm this assertion the Senator quotes from statements 
made by Mr. J. Shoenhof, which purport to show that the cost of 
iabor in the production of leading articles manfactured in the 





United States is but little if any more in any case, and in many 
cases less than in competing countries in Europe. Statements 
of this nature are frequently made for the purpose of showing 
that tariff rates are excessive. Their inaccuracy has been fre- 
quently exposed. All must admit that there are no statistics 
in existence that can be possibly made to show that the earn- 
ings of labor in any occupation or profession are not much 
greater in the United States thanin any of the countries with 
whom we compete in the production of manufactured articles. 

The recent investigation of the Finance Committee showed 
that in certain general occupations wages in the United States 
were77 percent higherthanin England. I havesubmitted tables 
showing the relative wages in cotton and worsted millsin the 
twocountries, with American wages in many cases more than 100 
percenthigher. The tablesin reference to wages in the produc- 
tion of tin plate, which I submit, show a difference of 152 per cent 
in favor of the United States as compared with Wales. Similar 
statistics are abundant. Wages in the United States show a 
still greater excess when compared with those of the countries 
of Continental Europe. This difference is undoubtedly greater 
in certain occupations and localities than in others. 

There is no evidence, moreover, to show that Mr. Shoenhof’s 
figures relate to the labor cost of production of the same descrip- 
tions of goods in the United States and in England. For in- 
stance, in the statement in regard to weaving and finishing 6-4 
worsted cloths, there is nothing to indicate the character of the 
goods except the width. 

These and similar statements of Mr. Shoenhof’s have been fre- 
quently published, and practical manufacturers, familiar with 
the conditions on both sides of the oc2an, have repeatedly de- 
monstrated in this Chamber and elsewhere that they are not 
only worthless, but sometimes grotesque in their excess of mis- 
information. 

Tariff reformers, as a rule, admit that American earnings 
are greater than any others, but assume that the higher rates 
of wages here insure lower cost of production on account of the 
greater skill and efficiency of American workmen. This, they 
asset, is the necessary result of the general economic law that 
high wages produce low cost of production. 

There are many instances in which the producers of the United 
States, through the supz2rior energy, skill, and genius of our 
mechanics and inventors, or by the greater or more effective use 
of machinery, have reduced the cost of production to a point 
lower than that in competing countries. In these cases import 
duties are of course inoperative. The number of cases in which 
this is true isconstantly increasing. If the act of 1890 is allowed 
to remain upon the statute books until the full benefit of its pro- 
visions can b; realized the list of articles in which we can suc- 
cessfully compete is certain to be greatly enlarged. 

Notwithstanding the superior activity and intelligence of 
American workmen and all the other industrial advantages 
which we have, it is undoubtedly as true to-day as it was in 1888 
that the cost to the American manufacturer of accomplishing 
certain equivalent results, thatis of producing say a yard of cot- 
ton or woolen cloth, or a ton of iron or steel of the same or sim- 
ilar quality, is in most instances much greater than to his foreign 
competitor, owing to the much greater cost here of labor and 
services in production, and in all collateral employments. The 
actual relative conditions which govern production are with the 
exceptions I have noted, these: The American manufacturer and 
his foreign competitor both use the same machinery, which runs 
at the same speed, an equal number of hours, turning out the 
same quantity and kind of goods. Under these circumstances it 
is evident that the higher wages paid in the United States re- 
sult in a greater cost of production, and it is to maintain this 
higher level of wages and at the sam2 time to equalize condi- 
tions of production that protective duties are levied. 

It is of course impossible to determine the exact rate of duty 
to be levied upon any article by a comparison of the single ele- 
ment of wages, or even the relative earnings of labor in differ- 
ent countries. This proposition seems too plain to need discus- 
sion. Itisequally impossible to adjust tariff rates levied to equal- 
ize conditions, on the basis of the mathematical relation which the 
labor cost at one stage bears to the finished product, as, for in- 
stance, the proportion which the cost of weaving bears to the 
completed fabric. 

The rule that should apply in fixing the rates of protective 
duties is that they should in all cases equal the difference be- 
tween the cost of production and distribution, under norma! con- 
ditions, of the article in question in our own and in that compet- 
ing country where the costof production is lowest. This wes the 
rule which was followed in the preparation of the actof 1890, and 
of the Senate tariff bill of 1888, which formed the basis of this 
measure. 


Protective duties levied in this manner have but one purpose 
and can have but one effect, that is, to protect American labor 
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and to maintain the existing high level of wages and earnings of 
American workmen. When such duties are removed or reduced 
below the protective point labor receives the full force of the 
blow. 

While it is not claimed that protective tariffs guarantee any 
particular scale of wages in any particular industry and while 
tariff rates can not be based directly on the difference in ascer- 
tained wages, or even in the relative earnings of ple in com- 
peting countries, it will be readily seen that, by the rule I have laid 
down, this difference becomes really the basis upon which all 
duties are levied, as tariff rates aré fixed by the difference in the 
cost of production between competing countries, and the differ- 
ence in the cost of production in the final analysis, consists of a 
difference in wages or earnings. 

This rule for fixing rates should only apply, however, to arti- 
cles in the production of which the United States has equal 
naturai advantages with other countries. Asa protectionist I 
believe that the United States cannotafford, having in view the 
most rapid development of her great resources, to levy duties 
upon articles in the production of which other countries have 
permanent natural advantages. Such articles should be admit- 
ted free. In the case of articles fairly entitled to protection, the 
rule that I have laid down, I believe, is the only one that should 
be followed. 

Tariff rates are frequently criticised because vertain statisti- 
cai reports show that the so-called percentage of labor cost of 
production in a particular article is less than the rate of duty im- 
posed upon thatarticle,anditisassumedtherefore that the rates 
are unnecessarily high. For instance, these reports purport to 
show that the percentage of labor cost in producing woolen goods 
is from 22 to 25 per centof the total cost of the product, and there- 
fore it is argued that the rate of duty should not exceed that 
rate. Statistics of this nature, taking into consideration only 
the labor employed in a single stage in the long process of manu- 
facture as a basis for the ratio, may have some value statistically, 
but they have no value whatever in determining the rate of 
duties which should be imposed by a protective tariff. For in- 
stance, knowledge of the exact percentage of cost in each case 
which the cost of riveting a blade into a pocket knife bears to 
the total cost of the knife in Meriden, in Sheffield, or in Sol- 
ingen, would be of no special value to a legislator. Protective 
duties are levied to equalize conditions, ana it is the total rela- 
tive cost of producing the completed knife at these competing 
points and not the relation which the cost of riveting or polish- 
ing the blade has to this that should determine equalizing rates. 

All refinements of calculation in regard to percentages of labor 
cost are therefore entirely useless in a discussion of the tariff 
rates. If it costs $1 to produce a yard of woolen cloth in Massa- 
chusetts. and 60 cents in France, the natural advantages of the 
United States being equal to France in the production of woolen 
cloth, it would be necessary in order to equalize conditions to 
levy a duty of 40 centsa yard. It is comparatively easy for a 
legislator to ascertain differences in the totai cost of production, 
but quite impossible for him to determine the mathematical re- 
lation of partial costs at differeat stages. 

rom this pointof view much valuable time has also been wasted 
in the collection and discussion of statistics in regard to so-called 
total labor costof production. Mostof these statistics leave out‘of 
the computation sums paid for clerical service, for superintend- 
ence, for taxes and insurance, for labor in repairs and materials, 
and all the great mass of incidental expenses which go to make 
up the cost of doing business, and the ultimate cost of produc- 
tion. These all represent labor or services. The sums collected 
for taxes, for instance, go to pay school-teachers, firemen, police- 
men, tax assessors, collectors, and various other employés in the 
public service. All the essential elements in the cost of produc- 
tion can be reduced to an expenditure for labor or services in 
some form, and labor cost of production and total cost of product 
are equal terms. 

Among the many remarkable statements made by the Senator 
from Missouri in his speech of June 28, I find the following: 


jam pre.vared to show by irrefutable testimony that never in the history 
of this country has there been such disturbance of labor, never such hostile 
and inimical relations between employer and employé, never such prostra- 
tion of agricultural interests, never such a limiting and narrowing of for- 
eign markets, never such disaster brought about in so short a time as by 
this infamous legislation. 


It will be noticed that this sentence contains three distinct 
charges in regard to the operations of the act of 1890, and these 
I propose to take up seriatim. The first of these is that there 
had never been such disturbance in labor, never such hostile re- 
lations between employer and employé, as were brought about 
by the act referred to. In support of this allegation the Senator 


submitted and had printed in the REcorD a long list of alleged 
“wage reductions, shut-downs, lock-outs, and strikes in pro- 
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tected manufactures which had taken place sinbe the passage of 
the McKinley bill from data collected by Hon. Joun De WITT 
WARNER for the New York World.” This list covers the time 
eee December 4, 1890, and June 18, 1892, a period of eighteen 
months. 

The statement shows that during this period seventy-seven 
strikes occurred in the United States. If we assume that these 
figures are accurate, and it will be seen from an examination of 
the other papers furnished by the same gentleman that he has 
a decided tendency to overstate in his statistics, it may be profit- 
able to make a comparison between the number of strikes occur- 
ring as alleged since the passage of the act of 1890 and in the 
years which preceded it. 

Having this comparison in mind, I requested the Commissioner 
of Labor to furnish me with statistics of strikes in this country 
for the years prior to 1890, and if possible to give me comparative 
statistics of strikes which have taken place in Great Britain 
within the period covered by his Amorican statistics. 

In answer to this request I have received the following table, 
showing the number of strikes and the number of employés in- 





volved in each year, from 1880 to 1890, inclusive, in the United 
States: 
| Employés 
Number | “™P 
Years. of — 
strikes. | involved 
ONG ae. 
471 129, 521 
454 154, 671 
478 149, 763 
443 147, 054 
645 242, 705 
1,411 499, 489 
872 345, 073 
679 211,016 
643 177, 298 
798 201, 682 





It will be noticed that the number of strikes in this country 
varied from 443 in 1884 to 1,411 in 1886; the average number of 
gach year for the whole period being 625. The number reported 
in 1890 is 798, being more than ten times as many in this single 
year as reported by Mr. WARNER for the eighteen months cov- 
ered by his statistics. 

Available statistics show that in Great Britain, the paradise 
of tariff reformers, 3,164 strikes occurred in 1889. The British 
Board of Trade officially report 1,028 strikes in 1890, with 392,- 
981 persons involved in 738 of these. 

It will be seen by a comparison of the relative number and im- 
portance of strikes in the United States and in Great Britain for 
the year 1890 that the number was much greater in the latter 
country, and that the number of persons involved was more than 
three times as great in proportion to the number of persons en- 
gaged in useful occupations in the respective countries. 

In the recent strike in the Durham (English) district 100,000 
coal miners went out and remained idle from March 12 to June 
1, when they accepted a reduction of 10 percent in wages. This 
strike involved™the closing down of one hundred blast furnaces 
in addition to the suspension of mining operations. 

The statistics submitted by the Senator from Missouri confirm 
in a striking manner the judgmentof every intelligent observer, 
that there has been a remarkable freedom from strikes and labor 
troubles in this country since the of the tariff act of 1890, 
It can be said that at no time in the history of the country has 
labor been so constantly and profitably a and at such 
satisfactory wages as in the period referred to. No person in 
the United States with the capacity and willingness to work is 
outofemployment. — : 

It is true thata reduction of wages has taken placein a limited 
number of establishments producing iron and steel; but the fact 
should not be overlooked that even with, this reduction, the 
average wages are still much higher than in any of the other 
great industries. The earnings in some departments are ex- 
ceptionally high; for instance, the average net earnings of bar 
rollers in all the Pittsburg mills is $15.25 per day, and the net 
earnings in wire rod roiling are even higher than this. 

Mr. WARNER’S table contains several items in regard to re- 
ductions in wages said to have been made in the Rhode Island 
and Fall River cotton mills, in November, 1890,and in 1891. IT 
can say on the authority of the representatives of the mills in 
question that these statements are entirely untrue, and that no 
such reductions took place. 

From such examination as I have been able to make, I can say 
that the various statements in regard to reductions of wages in 
cotton mills are equally untrue. . 








1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


6751 





Many of the items contained in Mr. WARNER’S list of reduc- 
tions are of the most absurd character. For instance, we find 
the following under date of September 24, 1891: 

Reduction of wages in the entire cotton industry is feared by the workmen 
at Providence, Pawtucket, and other cities in Rhode Island, but they will re- 
sort to a reneral strike ratherthan submit to a reduction in their miserable 
pittance, which is already bordering on the starvation level. 


There was not the slightest foundation for this sensational re- 
port. On the contrary, at the time named considerable cotton 
machinery was idle in Rhode Island from the fact that the sup- 
ply of help was not equal to the demand. 

Mr. WARNER'S list is largely made up of similar inconsequen- 
tial and absurd statements. 

It is perhaps proper that I should say a word in regard to the 
condition and earnings of the operatives in Rhode Island. 

That they do not work for a miserable pittance is shown by a 
statement which I submit and will have printed in the REcorD, 
of the relative wages paid in a cotton mill in Rhode Island and 
one in Oldham, Engiand, showing the much greater wages in 
Rheds Island. The mills have each about63,000 spindles and 
make the same kind of goods. This table was furnished me by 
my friend, lately an honored member of the Senat2, Hon. Jon- 
athan Chace. 

Instead of working at ‘‘ starvation wages” the working people 
ofmy State are enabled from theirearnings tolive as well and as 
comfortably as any similar class of people in the world; and their 
savings, averaging nearly $1,000 for each family, deposited in 
the saving banks of the State, furnish the best evidence of their 

rosperous and satisfactory condition. These savings, accumu- 

atedsince the inauguration of the protective policy of the United 
States, are greater per capita, I believe, than those of any other 
industrtal community in the world. 

Many of the items in the list of strikes and reductions are in- 
serted several times, apparently in order to swell the number. 

The following letter from S. N. D. North, secretary of the Na- 
tional Association of Wool Manufacturers, answers the state- 
ments contained in that portion of the table submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri which relates to reduction in wages, 
strikes, etc., in woolen mills: 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF WOOL MANUFACTURERS, 
Boston, Mass., July 20, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: Such inquiries as I have been able to make justify my previous 
statement that there ve been no reductions of wages in the wool manu- 
facture since the passage of the McKinley law: on the contrary, there have 
been many increases, and there was never a time when so many operatives 
were so steadily employed in this industry as at present. 

The Warner list of alleged ‘‘strikes and reductions,’ so far as relates to 
woolens and worsteds, is a mass of falsehoods, duplications, errors, and mis- 
statements. Of the twenty-five entries that appear under this head, five are 
duplications of each other; eight are about cotton mills, and one relates to 
asuk mill. So far as items 6, 17, and 21 are concerned, I refer you to the 
inclosed letter of the Titus Sheard Company, of Little Falls, N. Y., which 
shows them all to be false, the facts being directly the reverse of those 
stated. 

Items 9 and 20, stating reductions and strikes at the Arlington Mills. are 
both false. There have been readjustments ofthe method of payment in this 
mill, under which both the weavers and the wool-sorters earn as much, if 
not more, than before these readjustments were made; and, asa matter of 
fact, the Arlington Mills’ operatives are now receiving sixty hours pay for 
fifty-eight hours’ work, which involves an increase of 33 per cent. 

No, 22, regarding the Atlantic Mills,is wholly false. There has been no 
change of wages or trouble of any kind in that mill sinceit passed under the 
present management. 

The only item in the whole twenty-five for which I can find any basis in 
truth is the Wanskuck Mills, who did attempta reduction in weavers’ wages, 
which led to a strike of 350 weavers. The complaint in the Weybosset was 

usted by placing the weavers on the same tariff that prevadled in the 
ne wen 

.o 23.—There has been no strike or reduction in the mills of Switz Condé 
at Oswego. 

The only cases remaining are No. 2, in Illinois, and No. 24, in Delaware, 
about which 1 know nothing. If investigated, 1 have no doubt the facts 
would show that there have been no reductions in these cases. Mr. WARNER 
has made up a formidable-looking list by seizing upon every item of news- 
paper gossip and failing to ascertain in any instance the real facts or the 
actual outcome. To one familiar with the facts it seems as though Mr. 
WARNER ought to be heartily ashamed of himself. 

I have now answered, to the best of my ability, every question you have 
addressed to me. sous : 

Yery respec y; 
S. N. D. NORTH, Secretary. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate. 


{Inclosure.]} 


Tirus SHEARD COMPANY, EAGLE MILLS, 
Little Falls, N. Y., July 14, 1892. 
DEAR Sin: In reply to yours of the 13th would say that the claim made 
that we reduced wages in 1801 or since is entirely f ; in fact, we have in- 
creased the wages of a number of our tives since the above date. Thisis 
about thesame condition intheother mentioned in your correspondence. 
Wess pes Sane os that never in the history of the knit in- 


dustry have the employés been m: as good wages as at the t 
and for the past year; also, that the 7. ine a num- 
ber running over time, some all night with two sets of Some time 
during 1891 we went on a new class of work, and in pens, Be we 
were obliged to do it entirely ele ond After a months we 
founa that we were paying too m and girls which were on this 





= shall be pleased to furnish you with any further information in our 
4% “Yours, very truly, 

TITUS SHEARD COMPANY. 

Mr. S. N. D. Nort, Boston, Mass. 

I believe that I have conclusively shown the worthless char- 
acter of the evidence submitted by the Senator from Missouri 
to substantiate his claim that the relations between employer 
andemployé areof a hostile and unsatisfactory character. 

That there is constant movement towards a higher level of 
wages in this country is shown by the reports of the Eleventh 
Census on the textile industries of the United States. These re- 
ports show a considerable increase in wages in every branch. 
The investigation by the Senate Finance Committe? into wages 
from June, 1889, to September, 1891, showed an average increase 
for the occupations included in the inquiry of three-fourths of 
1 percent. All similar examinations reveal the existence of a 
tendency to higher rates. 

Contentions betwe2n employers and employés over rates of 
wages, hours of employment, etc., occur in times of prosperity 
and in periods of business depression. No country in the world 
is free from them, and theirrecurrence does not usually indicate 
hostile relations. They are not the outgrowth of any revenue 
system, but their number and importance has been, as [ have 
shown, reduced to a minimum under recent protective legisla- 
tion. The process of evolution is often a process of disturbance, 
and through disputes over rates of wages, usually of friendly 
character, just conclusions are reached. 

The next statement by the Senator from Missouri to which I 
shall call attention is that there has never been such prostration 
of agricultura! interests as was effected by the act of 1890. In 
support of this statement no evidence whatever was submitted. 
No assertion could be more diametrically opposed to the actual 
facts of the case than this. 

In no class of people in the United States has the improvement 
in condition been so marked as in the farmers during the period 
under consideration. 

The relative condition of the agricultural interests, as shown 
by the inquiry of the Finance Committee, towhich I have already 
aliuded, is briefly this: 

The prices received for farm products subsequent to the pas- 
sage of the act of 1890 shows an average increase on all crops of 
18.67 per cent. The percentage of increase on many important 
articles—corn, for instance, at 47 per cent—was greatly above 
this average. 

It will be seen by an examination of the report of the commit- 
tee that the advance in the average price of all cereals, the com- 
putation being made according to their relative importance, was 
33.59 per cent. The price received for meats ofall kind averaged 
4 per cent higher in September, 1891, than in June, 188). 

The most striking result shown by the inquiry was the fact 
that while there was a considerable decline in the prices of manu- 
factured acticles which enter into general consumption there was 
an advance in the price of nearly all agricultural products: and 
if it had not been for the great decline that took place in the price 
of sugar, owing to removal of duties by theact of 1890, that large 
portion of the cost of living which is embraced in expenditures 
for food would have shown an increase instead of diminution. 

During the period covered by the investigation of the Finance 
Committee there were several months in which the prices were 
higher than for the initial period of the investivation. In each 
of these cases the increased average grew solely out of the ad- 
vances in price of agricultural products. This is illustrated by 
the list which follows, of the articles which were alvanced in 

rice in April, 1891, tosuch anextent as to increase the average 

or that month toapoint considerably above the general average: 

Milk, fresh; turkey, dressed; cheese, mutton, bsef, roasting; 
oysters, prunes, California; peaches, canned; oleomargarine, 
meal, corn, butter, best creamery; eggs, apples, dried; turnips, 
butter, dairy; onions, cabbages, potatoes, tom2toes, fresh. 

The prices of the articles which it is necessa:y for the farmer 
to buy for the support of his family and for carrying on the op- 
erations of his farm, were reduced in the period subsequent to 
the passage of the act on an average 2 per cent below the prices 
current prior to that time. 

The percentage of reduction which took oe in the prices of 
the class of articles the farmer has to purchase is shown by the 
following table taken from the report of the committee, the price 
prior to passage of the act being represented by 100: 








Group. Retail 
Cloths and clothing........ dentinctilgesiaitidin Minin dedi Nliceiiie aidan: ments tie 99. 65 
I ee ne ee mere 98. 69 
Metals and implements. _... ibaa itoeus MidiihdinG Shithibdestnsss coe abide | 97.42 
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Group. Retail 
IG UR i I ii cetlnibsnt die se ontnaniliieeieeel 98. 28 
SONI ME I i inn a an econ dine oeintreinslenatieeiaeii 95. 96 
Irn OIG we nee 99. 82 
SUN a ae 100. 52 





It is not necessary for the purposes of my argument to assume 
that the advance in farm prices of agricultural products was 
due entirely to the operations of the act of 1890. I am treat- 
ing at this time the statement of the Senator from Missouri as to 
the actual facts. I believe that in no period of equal length in 
the history of the country has there been such a marked im- 
provementin the condition of any class of people as can be shown, 
using the language of the Senator from Missouri, by irrefutable 
testimony, to have taken place in the condition of the farmers 
of this country since the passage of the act of 1890. 

There has been a great advance in the sum received by them 
for their crops and a substantial decline in prices of articles, es- 
pecially manufactured products, which they are obliged to pur- 
chase. The farmer to-day, with an equal number of bushels of 
grain or pounds of meat, can buy more and better clothing, ma- 
chinery, or supplies, than ever before. Within this period hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars of their indebtedness have been paid 
off, and as a class their financial condition vastly improved. By 
the operations of the act of 1890 the farmers were given larger and 
more profitable markets both at home and abroad; as an instance 
of this cur exports to Cuba—largely of agricultural products— 
were increased during the ten months ending June 30, 1892, as 
compared with the corresponding ten months of the previous fis- 
cal year, $5,700,000, or an increase of 54.86 per cent. 

It is quite natural for all classes of people to believe that their 
condition ought to be and might be improved, but the assurance 
displayed in this Chamber in the attempts to convince the farmer, 
in the face of the facts which I have recited, that he is suffering 
untold evils as the resuit of tariff legislation, has no parallel. 

The next statement made by the Senator from Missouri, to 
which I will call attention, is ‘‘ That there had never been such 
a limiting and narrowing of foreign markets” as since the passage 
of the act of 1890. This statementisequally astounding with the 
others I have alluded to,and equally at variance with the facts. 

The foreign commerce of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1892, consisted of imports of the value of $327,- 
391,284, and of exports of the value of $1,030,335,626, or a total 
value of imports and exports of $1,857,726,910. 

The following shows the rapid growth of our foreign com- 
merce: 

Foreign commerce of the United States. 


IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 











, Annual aver-| Per 
Years. age. | capita. 

Total imports and exports: 

BP BOE pacn aces nctececnsnnpesdete: eibeaines 9553, 000, 000 $17.08 

FED BOD ince cecoqntndecenernagnehbaaiapeamonan 1, 356, 000, 000 25. 20 

1808 .... - wide 5 iba 1, 857, 724, 910 28. 32 
Imports: 

1847 to 1861 a 348, 000, 000 9. 35 

BE TUE cadcanssndndssacnasdsieaassinenbnninnesiel 626, 000, 000 11. 63 

EE nid > Calecunbepeutenncesthuhscsastio inal 827, 391, 284 12. 61 
Exports: 

SE BO 1s inna, cattynwin Snip wiiaasennmibis int aaimginiie 205, 000, 000 7.73 

ED Fenn seis nkisapincdekinnintemedbntibitnases aiid 730, 000, 13. 57 

SE eink tans died pnatndeipacdeedinntipbahnania ied 1, 030, 335, 626 15. 71 


This table contains a comparison of the annual values of total 
commerce and of imports and exports, and the amount of each 
per capita for the fifteen years of the revenue-tariff period, 
1847-1861, and the fifteen years which preceded the adoption of 
the act of 1890, and for the first fiscal year after all the provi- 
sions of this act went into effect. No other country can show 
such a record of expansion and development. 

I submit a table showing the total imports and exports of 
merchandise and the excess of exports over imports for the fiscal 
years 1884 to 1892, inclusive. 

It will be seen that the excess of exports over imports, or bal- 
ance of trade in our favor was $202,944,342, in 1892 an excess of 
exports over imports that has been exceeded in amount but three 
times in the history of the country. 

I also submit a table showing the proportion of dutiable to free 
imports, and the average ad valorem rate collected on dutiable 
imports and on all imports for the years 1889 to 1892, inclusive. 

It will be observed that the ad valorem rate on all importations 
for the fiscal year 1892 was 20.65 per cent, the lowest rate since 
aaa’ and a lower rate than the average 
1846. 


imposed by the act of | 


The following table shows the percentage of free and dutiable 
importations under each of our tariff laws enacted since 1847: 


Importations under the various tariff laws, from 1847 to 1892. Percentayes of free 
and dutiable. 








Dutia- 
Period. ble. | Free: 

Per ct. | Per ct. 
Nee TT eee oe ng 88 12 
| ESTER Ra RENIN RE oF: SEE ae GEE tan ACESS eae 78 22 
a a 70 30 
Ne eee een ee edu dk ie 66.5 33.5 
1892 44.6 55.4 


This table discloses the rapid growth of the free list with ad- 

vances in protective legislation. The tables taken together fur- 

| nish convincing evidence to disprove the statement so freely 

| made as to the restrictive effects of such legislation on foreign 
commerce. 

An analysis of details of both imports and exports will develop 
the fact that desirable changes have taken place in the charac- 
| terofeach. The exports of manufactured and other articies ex- 
clusive of all farm and agricultural products and petroleum, 
amounted in value in 1892 to $237,665,370. This value of expor- 
tation of manufactured articles, etc., it will be observed, is $32,- 
000,000 greater than the total average annual value of all exports 
for the period 1847 to 1861. 

I also present a table, which I will have printed, showing the 
| value of the exports of the leading products for each year from 
| 1888 to 1892, inclusive. The amount of duty per capita collected 
| during the fiscal year 1892 was $2.62; that is, less than half the 

relative amount collected in 1872, the amount for the latter year 

having been $5.28 per capita. 

These statements and comparisons must be extremely gratify- 

ing to every peniene American. They show beyond any possi- 
— of doubt that the expansion of our foreign commerce was 

accelerated cather than narrowed and limited by the act of 1890, 
as stated by the Senator from Missouri. 
A considerable portion of the speech delivered by the Senator 
| from Missouri on the 6th of June was devoted to a consideration 
| of the duties on wool and woolens, in which the Senator endeav- 
ored to prove that these duties have been injurious alike to wool- 
growers, woolen manufacturers, and consumers. 

In discussing the effect which the tariff on wool has upon the 
American wool-grower, the Senator from Missouri said: 

Thewool-grower inthis country has not received one cent of this protection ; 
and I shall prove by figures that every dollar of it has gone into the pockets 
of the manufacturers and will continue to go there. * * * Nomancan 
show that these enormous tariffs benefited the wool-growers of the United 
States. It wasimpossible that they could have done so, because the wool- 
growers received no part of the bounty. * * * Fof twenty-three years 
the wool-grower of the United States had never received more than one- 
fourth of a cent a pound higher price for his wool than the wool-grower of 
England. 

In reply to a question by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] in regard to this latter statement, the Senator from 
Missouri said that these prices “‘ were for the same quality of 
wool.” 

This assertion that the prices of wool of equal quality are and 
have been for many years substantially the same in the United 
States and in Great Britain is made the basis of most of the ar- 
guments that have recently been made in favor of the removal 
of the duties on wool. 

In support of the assertion, the Senator from Missouri relies, 
first, upon acomparison of certain reports of the Treasury De- 
partment, giving theaverage foreign price of all wools imported, 
with the reports of the Department of Agriculture, giving the 
farm prices of the wool produced in the United States; and 
second, a a by Mr. S. N. D. North, the secre- 
tary of the National Wool Manufacturers’ Asscciation, giving 
the relative prices for a series of years of medium Ohio fleece 
in the United States, and Port Phillip fleece in London. 

The reports of the Treasury Department and the Department 
of Agriculture, referred to by the Senator, afford no basis what- 
ever for a comparison between the prices of foreign and domes- 
tic wool of the same or similar sreles or qualities, as they are 
the average of prices for all kinds, and just what kinds are in- 
cluded in the average in any case isnotknown. It is true, how- 
ever, that the statement furnished by Mr. North does apply to 
specific grades of wool and to o— that for many years have 
sold in London and the United States at substantially the same 
prices. They are, however, sold in their respective markets in 
very different conditions, and the net cost of cleaned wool to 
| purchasers is widely different. The Senator from Missouri was 
| not aware, I am sure, that Mr. North had protested in a pub- 

















lished letter against the use which had been made of his figures. 
Mr. North’s calculations of the relative shrinkage of the two 
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grades of wool establishes the fact that the difference in their 
actual value was about equal to the wool duties levied by our tariff. 
The Australian wools are sold skirted, while the Ohio wools are 
not. 

For the purpose of showing the actual cost to an American 
manufacturer of a pound of scoured domestic wool purchased in 
the United States as compared with the cost to his English 
competitor of a pound of scoured wool of similar quality in 
London, I submit the following table, which shows the average 
annual price for eachof the twelve years, 1881 to 1892, inclusive, 
of a scoured pound of fine Ohio fleece in the United States, and 
of average Australian fleece in London: 


Comparison of prices of Ohio and Australian wools. 








Price ot |tguieu of 
ce o ndon 0: 
Your fine Ohio | Austra- eae 
fleece, | lian ayer- rices 
seoured. | age fleece, P , 
scoured. 
is sn intilatauth dprenadtaotartanarcesiectaiiind 20. oot $0. 53 $0. 42 
Ss i RHI D ited iS ira he Pee apap oT - 90 53 . 37 
Pe iiises witiiedinnienwdvie cid aagtedaeasdtihinn aoet .€6 83 . 35 
Ts di ciadediste nainducbemineunacdautninenmeae danik . 80} .48 “Sot 
Sicitd ns acxdgsahiciembcuhdnrccerdnanniie 714 41 . 
bic chcasbnedadtbedvenndesanine>norculveniee Ta - 3H 
BE i, Sonia bacrccmtheabkabas éctuaaedwocinl aime 7 5 
SEA: ciincdantnadidsaensbghecinbesVebeine cites . 68 42 . 26 
Tid cickpinicdt eousghite+ne opnbdmae eo diiewens - 734 48 “a 
tis) nenintin ds dete enametiamnghinnencitiiiing 4 70 . 44 * 
Nas sob cenubliccantaGhubiesedss ssditaweenakle é .40 . 30 
WR Rada cindtilatgldinican cies vtennsl ing ohh tail - 62} .32 ‘ 


~ Average difference for the twelve years, 32 cents. 


The prices for Ohio fleece are furnished by Messrs. Mauger & 
Avery, of Boston, Mass., and the London prices are furnished by 
Helmuth, Schwartze & Co., the well-known London wool-brokers. 

It will be seen by these figures which are furnished by those 
highest in authority in their respective countries, that the 
American farmer or wool-grower received the full benefit of the 
tariff on’ wool, and that he obtains on an average 32 cents more 
per pound for his wool, not including dirt and other impurities, 
than his Australian competitor. The price of the pound of 


clean wool is of course the only test of actual relative value to | the year for which the statistics were obtained were 5.21 per 


' cent of the selling price, equivalent to 5.47 per cent of the capi- 


the manufacturer, as this fixes the cost of his material. 

I also submit a table of a for the years 1881 to 1891, in- 
clusive, taken from a similar statement published by Justice, 
Bateman & Co., of Philadelphia. In this table the comparison is 
made between Ohio medium fleece and New Zealand crossbred, 
and the quotations for each grade are the average price for each 
year: 


Comparison of prices of Anzrican and Australian scoured woo!s. 
(Justice, Bateman & Co,’s bulletin, May 2, 1892.] 





| ' 
oe Difference 














———— _ 
, scour ' tween 
Year. Ohio guns | the two 
medium. ‘crossbred. | prices. 
———_|——__,——_— 
i eo te oa Se 0.81 £0. 34 | #0. 47 
SE hits 6 edie ho ubkigheockennnedek dedtexbeaes 7 . 5 
SIRES. cal tacainvsactaiph soesighaj let iia tenines dc iano aca aeieid es 71 26 455 
TE insc eugedtnedndieudiirensesaadiwelibtdmubed - 66 . 394 
Bi. Aiedhn <dctndinanawblnn’séieten ostexdmesanaa . 55 .26 
Bini ihn onthe iusiidnedobteanditere kines dcalbibRie . 60 31 .29 
FEES ccintiall onibidine wnctitinenuninatioattinns atcbigniial . 63 333 . 303 
Wn dics otek: 3x ampdasiectent econ cage 58 31 21 
BA, dict scddcho ane akiddban ucttelebe aowainn Gice te - 6: . 30) 
PNG Uidh cnudiinksdwitidtidaoonapembaticcds abee-4 FA 272 
athe inn intel tcl oers staaualinatoats namie. -61 34 | 274 
Average difference for caoctoven years.|....<;.......| sadeaas stops } 4 
| 


J 





Justice, Bateman & Co. make the following statement in re- 
gard to the wools included in this latter table: 

Both of the above es are three-eighths oy one-half blood merino. They 
each shrink about 40 per cent in the scouring. There are perhaps no other 
wools in the world so nearly alike and so suitable for a fair comparison of the 
European and American prices as Ohio medium and the grade of Australasian 
medium known as New 
numbers or counts. 


The English figures given in this table are furnished by Messrs. 
Windeler & Co., of London, and the American figures by Messrs. 
Mauger & Avery. 

It will be noticed that the avsrage difference between Amer- 
ican and English wools in this case is 34 cents a pound. Upon 
the basis of these comparisons it must be evident: 

That the successful prosecution of wool-growing as an Amer- 
ican industry depends upon the maintenance of a wool tariff. 


XXUI——423 ™ 


aland crossbred, as they are both spun to the same 








I know of no single instance in which protective duties have been 
more effectual or where the direct and positive benefits are so 
apparent as in the duty upon wool. 

The results of this examination also establish the necessity of 
maintaining existing specific rates upon woolen goods, if the duty 
is to be maintained on wool and the business of manufacturing 
woolens is to be carried on in the United States. 

I have elsewhere referred to the Senator's claim that labor in 
the United States is as cheap as anywhere in the world; but to 
show how far wide of the mark this statement is when applied 
to operatives in woolen mills, I will print in the Recorp a table 
of the relative wages paid. 

This table furnishes the most complete and authoritative state- 
ment of relative wages in worsted mills that I know of. The 
rates were collected by an expert from the books of manufac- 
turers and show that American wages are on an average more 
than 100 per cent higher than those in competing countries. 

The Senator from Missouri was troubled with conflicting emo- 
tions when considering the case of the woolen manufacturers. 
ae that the wool duties did not benefit the farmer, 

e : 


Every dollar of it—that is, the duty upon wool—has gone into the pockets 
of the manufacturer, and will continue togothere. * * * It isnothing 
but a bounty that goes to the manufacturer. 

In this connection he stated that the profits of a single estab- 
lishment, the Arlington Mills, had been 50 per cent in a single 
year; and yet in another portion of his speech he said: 

The general wool-manufacturing industry of the country has gone down. 
The men who are the legitimate wool manufacturers have lost money. 

It may be profitable to pay some attention to the question 
raised by the honorable Senator in regard to the profits of woolen 
manufacturers, especially in view of the statements that are con- 
stantly reiterated that protective tariff benefits the few at the 
expense of the many, and that manufacturers are reaping enor- 
mous rewards in all protected industries. The Senator from 
Iowa[Mr. ALLISON] will answer in respect to the profits of the 
Arlington Mills, and I will invite your consideration to the re- 
port of the bureau of statistics of labor of Massachusetts for 1890, 
which contains an elaborate examination into the net profits of the 
manufacturing industries of that State. Asa result of this ex- 
haustive examination, it is shown that the average net profits 
in establishments producing woolen goods in Massachusetts for 


tal invested. Similar investigations in regard to the production 
of worsted goods showed that the net profits in this industry 
amounted to 2.34 per cent on theselling price, equivalent to 2.21 
per cent on the capital invested. 

The report of the bureau of labor statistics of Connecticut 
contains similar statistics in regard to the profit of woolen 
manufacturers in that State. This report shows that the net 
profits on the capital invested in 1890 were 7,57 per cent and on 
the value of goods manufactured 7.19 per cent. In 1889 the 
profits on capital were 4.27 per cent, and on the value of goods 
3.43 per cent. In 1888, on capital, 4.73 per cent; on goods manu- 
factured, 4.83 per cent. In 1887, a loss of seventeen-hundredths 
of 1 per cent on the capital, with a profit of two-tenths of | per 
cent on the value of goods manufactured. 

These statistics prove that the average profit to the manufac- 
turer of woolen goods for the yearscovered by the inquiry is not 


| greater than the average rate of interest, and effectually dis- 


pose of the statement of the Senator from Missouri in regard to 


| exorbitant profits of wool manufacturers. The reports alluded 


to contain similar statistics showing that the profits on other 
manufactures approximate those in woolen manufactures. 

[It would be perilous for the Senator from Missouri to place 
the various parts of his wool tariff argument in proximity. 

If, as he asserts, with so much assurance in each case, (1) the 
cost of wool to the American woolen manufacturer is no greater 
than to his foreign competitor; and (2) if labor is even cheaper 


| here than abroad; and (3) if the legitimate woolen manufacturers 


lose money; and (4) if the tariff on woolens is 100 per cent ad va- 
lorem, it must be evident, with annual importations of manu- 
factures of wool valued at from forty to fifty millions of dollars, 
paying these _— duties, that the generous foreign manufac- 
turer pays from his own pocket the full amount of the high duty 
for the privilege of selling his products to the American people. 
The unsoundness of each of the Senator’s premises, however, 
saves him from an embarrassing choice of absurd conclusions. 
The framers of the act of 1890 were confident that the adoption 
of its provisions would lead to the establishment of new and the 
enlargement and development of ald industries. Notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the elections of 1890 greatly hindered the march 
of improvement in this direction, the result attained has been 
satisfactory. Many ‘new industries have been established which 
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had no existence in 1890. Of these the most notable is that of 
the manufacture of tin plate. 

No portion of the act of 1890 received such severe criticism 
when the measure was under discussion in Congress as the pro- 
vision which levied 2.2 cents a pound duty upon importations of 
tin and terne plate; and the debate in regard to the wisdom of 


this feature of the act continues with unabated vigor. The men 
who were active in presenting the case in behalf of the tin-plate 
industry to the committees of Congress, and who have been the 
pioneers in its establishment, have been subjected to undeserved 
villificationandabuse. It would appear thatin the eyes of a tariff 
reformer, to suggest the inauguration of a new industry in the 
United States is a misdemeanor, and to achieve even partial suc- 
cess in such an enterprise is a crime for which no punishment is 
too severe. 

None of the pioneers I have alluded to were rich men, but they 
were ardent, enthusiastic, and certainly deserve credit from the 
American people for their energy and persistence. 

While the bill was under discussion, the principal objection 
urged against the imposition of the duty was that the industry 
could never be established here; it was said that the people of 
Wales had attained such a degree of skill and experience that 
it was useless to think of competing with them in a production of 
which they were the complete masters. It was further urged 
thateven if the necessary skill could be secured, that the processes 
by which tin plates were made were so unhealthy and degrading 
that American workingmen never would engage in them. 

These cries of the opposition have been abandoned, and from 
time to time new objections, each one more trivial and absurd than 
its predecessor, have been discovered by the political or busi- 
ness opponents of the tin-plate duties. Notwithstanding all the 
clamor and plain downrightlying that has been indulged in by the 
men who are putting every obstacle in the way of success in the 
establishment of this great industry of the United States, the 
work of building it up has gone steadily forward. The number 
of pounds of tin and terne plate manufactured in each of the 
quarters of the fiscal year, which closed on the 30th of June, 1892, 
was as follows: 


Quartier ending— Pounds. 
ONCE BD, BOP «02 cncnvsnuncncasnnssccnscenccenesteensenanns — Ee 
TE eee eee sseeepasiin seiigilcamanneddanepeatiaimgiaail 1, 409, 821 
A TIL, in: wiiteccnienis astneestios eekiemanin scalars baiiatiaigaeelanaditaimemieiemia ie 3, 004, 087 
IIE ES oindén nice seeknes nkuann que cetaeassnnasanaedeoseian 8, 225, 691 


Of the 8,225,691 pounds produced in the last quarter over 5,000,- 
000 pounds were made from black plates produced in the United 
States. The competent special agent of the Treasury Depart- 
ment who has the collection of statistics in regard to tin plates 
in charge, estimates in a letter which I submit and will have 


printed in the RECORD, that the production for the current fis- : 


cal year will be at least 100,000,000 pounds, and that by the close 
of the year the production will be at the annual rate of 200,000,- 
000 pounds. 

The special agent has also prepared for me a list of the twenty- 
six firms and corporations who have produced tin or terne plates 
in the last quarter, with the amount produced by each. Seven 
of these names appear in the list of producers for the first time, 
and Mr. Ayer reports. that some eight or ten additional firms 
expect to begin the manufacture within the present quarter. 
Many of the names included in the list represent the strongest 
firms in the country, several of whom were among the most ar- 
dent opponents of the imposition of the additional duties. 

There can be no doubt but that the elections of 1890 and the 
possibility of Democratic success in 1892 have much to do with re- 
tarding the progress of the manufacture in the United States. 
That this is perfectly well understood in Wales is shown by the 
following extracts from the Industrial World, published in 
Swansea, Wales, the official organ of the Welsh tin-plate work- 
ers. The extract is taken from the issue of June 10, 1892: 


Do not be deceived. The victory of the Republicans at the polls means the 
retention of the McKinley bill, and means the rapidly accruing loss of the 
80 per cent of the export American trade. Had there been no Democratic 
victory in 1890 the spread of the tin-plate manufacture in the United States 
would have been both rapid and bona fide. That victory was a stupendous 
shock to the Republicans, and it almost paralyzed the would-be tin-plate 
manufacturers of America. Nevertheless they pulled themselves together, 
and at once saw that they must makeas brave a showing as possible in time 
for the double election of November, in 1892, viz, a new Congress and a 
President. * * * They have put up, or have appeared to put up, a good 
many works. * * * 

Now, I contend that if the masters and men had at once seen the need of a 
desperate fight to upset the American programme; had met together, had 
sunk their fierce antipathies and jealousies and had boldly agreed to divide 
the hardship of the struggle for a few months, a different state of things 
would have been in existence now, and fewer American tin-plate establish- 
ments would have seen the light. * * * Plates ought to be cheaper as 
November approaches and the battle begins. Itisnot yet too late to do some- 
thing to reduce the price of plates. Put them down to 11s. per box of IC, 
14 by 20, full-weight basis. Let the workmen take half pay for a few months, 
and turn out more. Then let the masters forego profits for the same time. 
The merchants will help to save the trade and theirskins—depend upon that. 
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This discloses the state of feeling in Wales. On this side the 
water, unfortunately, the allies of the Welch manufacturers are 
numerous and boisterous. It will be adisgrace to American enter- 
prise if the opportunity to establish this great manufacture in 
our midst, which is now within the reach of success, is allowed 
to fail. 

All patriotic Americans should agree as to the benefits that 
would accrue from the addition of this manufacture to the cata- 
logue of national industries. 

While the Senate tariff bill of 1888 was pending in the Com- 
mittee on Finance much testimony was taken in regard to the 
relative cost of producing tin plate in Wales and in the United 
States. These statements showed that the duty then asked for, 
would be necessary in order to thoroughly protect the American 
producer. For the purpose of ascertaining what changes if any 
had taken place in the relative cost of production, I have re- 
quested a gentleman who is thoroughly familiar with conditions 
on both sides of the Atlantic to furnish me a statement of the 
relative cost of producing tin plates at the present time. This 
statement, which I submit, and will have printed in the RECORD, 
shows the details of cost in the two countries. These figures 
show that the cost of making IC coke plate to-day in the United 
States is $5.32 per box, and in Wales $3.20 per box. 

A close analysis of this table will show that the difference in 
cost is really a difference in the wages paid in the two countries. 
To substantiate this more fully, I submit and will have printed 
in the RECORD a table showing the wages actually paid per box 
in tin and black plate mills in Wales and in the United States. 
This table shows the actual difference in the cost of labor in the 
production of tin plates from the bars to the finished sheet. They 
are the wages established by the Tin Plate Workers’ Union in 
Wales and by the Amaigamated Association of Iron and Steel 
Workers in the United States, and there can be no question about 
their accuracy. 

Statements of the relative cost of production have recently 
been published by Mr. J. D. Weeks in the American Manufac- 
turer, which show the foreign cost at $2.97 and the American 
cost at $4.90. Mr. Weeks’s figures do not allow for wastage, and 
are made up for Pittsburg, and show a lower cost of bars than 
those submitted by me, which take as a basis the cost to Nastern 
manufacturers. The estimated difference in cost in the two 
countries is practically the same in both cases and establishes 
the fact that existing duties are not excessive. 

In order to show how completely the Welch manufacturers 
controlthe price of tin plates and how they have been accustomed 
to manipulate the market for their own benefit, usually at the 
expense of consumers in the United States, I submit herewith a 
statement which shows the relative price of I C coke plates and 
of Bessemer tin-plate bars and tin at London and Liverpool at 
the dates named: 





First week in— 





September, | 








1890. May, 1891. | July, 1892. 
IC coke tin plate, per box -......-....-.- | $3. 41 84. 06 | $3. 03 
Bessemer tin-plate bars, per ton.....-.- 26.76 | 24. 94 23. 04 
eee eee 457. 45 444. 67 | 489. 85 


By this table it appears that while the price of IC coke tin 
advanced between September, 1890, and May, 1891, 65 cents abox, 
the price of Bessemer bars declined $1.82 per ton, and the price 
of pig tin declined $12.78 per ton. 

With the decline which took place in bars alone between Sep- 
tember and May, other things being equal, the price of tin plate 
should have declined 11 cents per box. Instead of this, there 
was anadvance of 65 cents per box, made possible by the condition 
of affairs in America, the American tin-plate duties going into 
effect July 1, 1891; and the profits of the Welsh manufacturers 
were increased 76 cents per box in 1891, as compared with 1890. 

The price of coal also declined in this period 36 cents per ton. 
Wages and other costs undoubtedly remained substantially un- 
changed, as the wages paid, union prices, in tin-plate works in 
Wales have not changed for fifteen years. 

An equally striking exhibition is made in the comparison be- 
tween May, 1891, and July, 1892. In this period the price of bars 
further declined $1.90 per ton, and the reduction in a box of tin 
plates based upon this decline should have been 12 cents a box, 
other things remaining equal. Instead of this, the actual de- 
cline was $1.03 per box, or a reduction in this case of the profits 
of the Welsh manufacturer of 91 cents per box. 

It is evident from these statements that the Welsh prices are 
put up and down in response to existing exigencies in the United 
States. When the prophesies of their allies on this side of the 
water in regard to high prices were to be verified, prices were 








1892. 








putup 90 cents per box in the face of a sharp decline in materials; 
but when American manufacturers are to be discouraged and if 
possible driven out of the market, on the eve of an election, the 
price is put down $1.03 per box. 

In the absence of an American industry, American consumers 
are thus always at the mercy of the foreign producers. It will 
be noticed that with the advance in duties of 1.2 cents per 
pound there is a decline in the Welsh market of more than a 
cent a pound on light-weight plates, the present price of these 
plates being, as I have already shown, more than adollar a box 
less than the price in 1891, and 3s. 6d. lower than the average 
price for the twelve years from 1878 to 1889, inclusive. 

From this showing it is very uncertain whether any saving in 
cost to the American consumer would be effected by the removal 
of the tin-plate duties, as it would probably result in a restora- | 
tion of price by the Welsh manufacturer. 

When the act of 1890 was before the Senate, I expressed great 
confidence that within three years, if the tin-plate duties were 
imposed, that a considerable portion of the tin plate consumed 
in the United States would be of American production. I have 
no reason whatever tochange the viewsthen expressed. Every- 
thing that has transpired since confirms theircorrectness. The 
tin-plate industry of the United States is now an accomplished 
fact. But one thing is necessary for its triumphant success, and 
that is the maintenance of the protective duties. 

The exports from Great Britain to the United States for the 
last four years have been as follows, amounts stated in gross 
tons: 


Tons. Tons. 
Paden cédtebétbwaaaveuawantuds I ae teksti nisin des etaenrened 442, 306 
Bi tbiAk cccentavadencikamn EEE Wi dahtinnubibeiduenidtvanseend 203, 941 


238,365 tons less 
92 O77 


than for the previous year; 92,277 
732 tons less than in 1889. 

Of this amount, however, it should be understood that probably 
about 150,000,000 pounds, or about 67,000 tons, are used in the 
manufacture of cans for export. On these exportations a draw- 
back is paid to the exporter practically equal tothe full amount 
of the duties. As long as anything like the present difference 
in the cost of production exists between the United States and 
Wales the American producers can not hope to compete for this 
trade; so that the portion of the market which the American 
producer can have any expectations of securing will be repre- 
sented this year by an importation of 136,000 tons. Unless we 


should have a reversal of the policy of the United States grow- | 
ing out of the elections next November, it is entirely safe to pre- | 


dict that within two years from this time very much the larger 
part of this amount will be produced in the United States by 
American labor. 

The Senator from Missouri, in his speech of June 28, called 
attention toastatement made by the Tin Plate Consumers’ Asso- 
ciation, that the present output amounted to a very small per- 
centage of the entire consumption of the United States. If we as- 
sume the consumption of the United States for last year to be 600,- 
000,000 pounds, or less the amount exported, 450,000,000 pounds, 
we should have a domestic production, based upon the returns of 
the last quarter, equal to about 7 per cent of the total consump- 
tion. Considering the difficulties which the tin-plate manufac- 
turers have had to overcome, many of them difficulties which 
are inherent to the introduction of any new industry, and taking 
into consideration the discouraging effect of the political influ- 
ences to which I have referred, it seems to me that the progress 
made is very satisfactory and will compare very favorably with 
the progress made at the inception of the steel rail manufacture 
or in the inauguration of any of the other great branches of the 
iron and steel industry. 

Another point which was made by the Senator from Missouri 
finds a place in the speech of every opponent of tin-plate duties. 
It is the claim, which has often been controverted, that the move- 
mentto put an additional duty upon tin-plate originated with the 
galvanized sheet-iron manufacturers of Pittsburg, whose sole ob- 
ject was to advance the price of their own product and prevent 
the competition that might arise from the use of tin-plate for 
roofing purposes. It is further claimed in this connection that 
these gentlemen had no idea of establishing the tin-plate manu- 
facture in the United States, and that no serious attempt in 
that direction is now being made. ; 

In proof of their alleged purpose, the Senator from Missouri 
claims that an advance of 1 cent per pound in the price of galvan- 
ized sheet iron followed closely upon the imposition of the addi- 
tional tin-plate duties of 1.2 cents perpound. The following list 
of prices of galvanized sheetiron, No. 24 gauge, for each of the | 
years from 1888 to 1892, inclusive, has been furnished me by the 
McDaniel & Harvey Company, one of the largest manufacturers 
of galvanized sheet iron in the country. 


1} 
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Average price of galvanized sheet iron, No. 24 gauge. 


[The same proportion holds good for all other gauges. ] 











List pric . Net price 








Year. per pound. Discount per pound 
Cents. Cenis 
et | 13 | 6& and 5 per cent , 4.32} 
1889 Se TS, 13 | 67} and 2 per cent 4.12 
eae ee eee | 13 | 67) per cent es 4, 22} 
tains pane ataiear nana a 13 | 67} and 5 per cent 4.014 
1892 (up to July) ite a ae | 14 | 70 and 10 per cent 3.78 





rm 


his statement shows that while the list price was advanced 
1 cent per pound, as claimed, that the discounts from this list 
were simultaneously increased from 674 and 5 per cent to 70 and 
10 per cent, resulting in a net reduction instead of an increase 
in price. The table submitted shows a gradual decline in price 
from 1888 up to the present time. I will print in the RECORD 
the letter of the company referred to transmitting the table. 
It disproves in every respect the other allegations contained in 
the statement of the Senator from Missouri. 

There is another allegation made by the critics of the tin-plate 
duty which perhaps should be noticed. It is that a considera- 
ble portion of the tin plate produced here is manufactured from 
imported black plates. Fortunately, however, the statistics of 
production for the quarter just closed state the proportions made 
from foreign and domestic plates, and establishes the inaccuracy 
of the claim. This allegation was based upon certain compara- 
tive statistics of the importation of rolled sheeis. This compar- 
ison does not take into account, however, the amount of sheets 
thinner than No. 25, wire gauge, that were imported prior to Oc- 
tober, 1890, as taggers’ iron. Most of the thin black sheeis im- 
ported under the old tariff law were imported as taggers’ iron, 
whatever might have been their character, on account of the 
lower rate of duty on this description. Importations under this 
classification were more than 12,090,000 pounds in 1889. 

Under the tariff act of 1833 the cotton-ties used in the United 
States were imported. Since the enactment of existing law 
the American manufacturer of cotton-ties has supplied the entire 
demand, and they are sold at a lower cost to the consumer. 
The imposition of adequate protective duties upon lace window- 
curtains, silk and mohair plushes, pearl buttons, and many other 
articles has transferred important industries to the United 
States. 

We are now producing a large variety of the finer and more 
expensive manufactures of cotton, wool, and iron, all of which 
were imported prior to 189). Manufacturers are enlarging 
their capacity for production, and in every branch of industry 
the greatest activity prevails. 5S manufactures, notably 
that of woolen goods, were dull! and lifeless for a considerable 


or 
4 


me 


period subs ‘quent to the adoption of the act on account of exces- 
sive competition with the enormous amounts o! foreign goods 
that had been imported in anticipation of an advance of duties 
and prices. These stocks have been largely dispos-d of. 


The condition of the woolen industry is shown by the following 
extract from the Boston Herald, the leading tariit-reform news- 
paper in the country, under date of July 15, 1892: 


Where is the idle woolen mill to-day? Indeed there is none. or the n 
is sofewthat they are notworth counting. Notonlyisthe great 
the woolen mills employed, but many of the manufacturers are contempilat 
ing enlargements and improvements. or such enlargements and improve 
ments are already begun. What does this all mean* 
greatest consumption of wool that the country has known for } 


It means sit ¥y th 


eoing 


In the iron and steel industry the work of cxpansion is 
on, but prices are very low and profits smal! 

A comparison of the value of dutiable merchandise impe 
in 1892 with the importation of the same ar 
furnish an indication of the extent to which the 
American producer has been enlarged by the di 
of the act of 1890. 

The importations of these articles in 1889 amounted in value to 
$389,000,000, and in 1892 to $363,500,900, or a decline in t years 
of $25,350,000. Ifthe value of the imported articles of this class 
had increased at the same ratio with the increase in the value of 
all importations, the importations in 1892 would have n $50,- 
000,000 greater than in 1889, instead of $25,509,000 less. It would 
appear from this comparison thatarticles ofthe foreign value of at 
least $75,000,000, were produced in the United States in the fiseal 
year 1892, which, if it had not been for the adoption of the act of 
1890, would have been imported. If we add aportion of average 
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rate of duty to this sum we should havea value of domestic pro- 
duction redeemed from foreign competitors of at least $190,009,000. 
This production would furnish employment to 200,000 people and 


support nearlya million. All of thisis of course an addition to the 
natural growth of our industries. 
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Perhaps the most extraordinary statement made in either of 
the Senator's speeches is the following: 
The wool manufacture of the United States is in the hands of a trust. 


This allegation, that there is a trust which controls the man- 
ufacture of woolens,is repeated by the Senator from Missouri 
several times in the course of_his argument. 

It is the climax of absurdity to say that the business of woolen 
manufacturing in the United States is or ever has been controlled 
to any extent by a trust. No such trust or eyen a combination 
ofany kind haseverexisted. It would be quite impossible to make 
any combination that would or could control prices or production 
of woolen goods, as the number of establishments is so great, and 
the styles manufactured of such infinite variety. 

It is difficult to conceive how the Senator from Missouri could 
have been misled into making this statement. : I have never 
seen the allegation anywhere else; and yet his objections to the 
wool and woolen duties rest largely upon the positive statement 
of the existence of such a trust. 

But the Senator from Missouri does not stop with the wool 
manufacturers’ trust. He presented to the Senate and had printed 
in the RECORD on the 28th of June an additional list of so-called 
tariff trusts, one hundred innumber. These trusts, the Senator 
from Missouri claimed, were the necessary results of our recent 
tarifflegislation,and he insists that by their operation competition 
had been stifled and prices advanced. The Senator was gracious 
enough to admit that, ‘If there were no trusts, and factories 
were increased in any department of industry in the United 
States, the competition between manufacturers would bring down 
the prices;” but he assumes “that this legitimate result is never 
allowed to obtain, because as soon as the manufacturers secure 
the tariff duty, they get together to destroy the competition and 
form combinations.” 

For the purpose of ascertaining the truth in regard to these 
alleged trusts, whose imaginary history covers more than twenty 
pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, I addressed a letter to 
at least one well-known manufacturer connected with each of 
the principal industries that were included in the list. 
mit and will have printed in the RECORD a copy of my letter of 
inquiry, and of the replies received. No attempt was made to 
secure replies in regard to industries of no special commercial 
importance, or where the nature of the manufacture was such 
as to preclude the possibility of a combination to control prices 
and production. 

These classes, twelve in number, include brooms, burial cas- 
kets, skewers, snaths, vapor stoves, umbrellas, borax, pitch, 
sponges, teazles, and trunks. There is another class of which 
no replies were requested, but where the existence of combina- 
tions that control production and prices to a greater or less ex- 
tant is well known; and still another, to whom the letter of in- 
quiry was sent, but who failed to respond. Both these latter 


classes, eight in number, include celluloid, matches, oatmeal, | 
rubber gossamers, smelters, sugar, stove boards, and spool bobbin | 


and shuttle. As there is no duty on anthracite coal I did not 
take the trouble to investigate the so-called anthracite coal 
trust. 


I sub- | 
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people of any community would give credence to such prepos- 
terous statements. 

It is very evident, however, from the declarations of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that this paper isto be printed and circulated 
in large numbers throughout the coun.ry in the approaching 
campaign, and for this reason I have been induced to place tne 
facts upon the public records, where they can be known and read 
of all men. 

I have attempted to answer all the objections to the act of 1890 
that have been brought to my attention; but I have no idea that 
the work of the friends of protection in this direction is ended, 
as the crop of such misrepresentations is perennial. 

There is no limit to the ingenuity or resources of the persons 
employed in manufacturing statistics for the purpose of break- 
ing down the protective system. 

There has been heretofore, however, no halting or turning 
aside in the triumphal march of the American people to indus- 
trial success and independence by reason of the fabrications‘ 
prophesies, or hysterical cries of professional reformers: and as 
I have unbounded faith in the brave and vigorous men, the best 
fruits of American civilization, who are now leading the way to 
greater achievements, I do not believe that their progress in 
the future will be retarded by those who stand by the wayside 
and make faces at the moving column. 

There is no permanent place in American politics for a party 
that bases its claims for popular support on the failures and dis- 
appointment of the people. 

The purpose of the act of 1890, as repeatedly stated by its advo- 
cates on this floor, was to provide for the better security and the 
greater development of American industries and to maintain 
the high level of wages then existing in the UnitedStates. The 
claims and expectations of the framersof the measure have been 
more than realized. Through its various provisions it has en- 


| larged the markets, both foreign and domestic, of American 


producers. It has secured the establishment of new industries 
and given vitality and expansion to old ones. 

It has quickened the pulsations of trade, given a new impetus 
to agriculture as well as tomanufactures and commerce. By its 
revival of activities in every direction it has given profitable 


| employment and certainty of earnings to all classes of the people. 


It has directed American enterprise into new channels and given 
wider scope to the geniusof Americaninventors. It has afforded 
the opportunity for production in the United States of all the 


‘finer and more difficult manufactures in every branch, indus- 


tries which will demand from our artisans and skilled workmen 
greater artistic taste and a higher mental development. 

The beneficial effect which the entrance upon these new and 
broader industrial fields will have in quickening the national 
life and broadening the national experience can not be measured 


| by the sum which the establishment of these industries will add 





The representatives of seventy-nine industries replied to my | 


letter of inquiry. 
deny in the most emphatic manner the existence of any trust 
ir. the industries with which they are connected. Most of them, 
as will be seen by an examination of the letters, denying in de- 
tail all the statements published by the Senator from Missouri. 
Seven of the parties denied the existence of a trust, but admit- 
ted in a qualified way the existence of combinations which were 
intended to be more or less effective in controlling prices. 

It appears from the answers received that in none of the in- 
dustries reported upon is there a trust in existence, or even a 
combination created with a view to control prices and produc- 
tion, whose creation was the result of the tariff or of protective 
duties, and it does not appear that any of the small number of 
existing combinations has had the effect to increase the cost of 
the articles manufactured to consumers. 

The complete and crushing character of the denials can only 
be appreciated by a careful examination of the letters them- 
selves. I would be glad, if time 
the presence of the Senate. 
Secretary to indicate the character of the whole. 

I feel that I owe you an apology for taking the time of the 
Senate in the extended examination of Mr. WARNER'S list of 
socalled trusts. The statement as a whole bore upon its face 
convincing evidence of its unreliable character. It is simply a 
collection of miserable libels on the men who control and con- 
duct the great business enterprises of the country. I am in- 
clined to think that the time spent in exposing its true charac- 
ter has been wasted, as I can not believe that the intelligent 


Of these the representatives of seventy-two | 


rmitted, to read them all in | 
Iwill ask to have a few read by the | 








to the national income. 

The declared purpose of the Democratic party to repeal this 
act immediately upon their return t» power is certain to pro- 
voke a lively opposition to their political restoration. 

We can await the result of this contest with calm confidence. 
The plain people of the United States have too much good sense 
and discernment to mistake pretentious platitudes for philosophy. 
They are not likely to exchange the certainty of satisfactory 
earnings and savings, of constant employment and comfortable 
homes, for Democratic promises of a millennium that is to follow 
revolution. Thesé promises are but the shadowsof the unknown 
for which an intelligent people will not surrender the substance 
of a present and abundant prosperity. 


APPENDIX. 
, SILK SLEEVE LININGS. 


ROYAL WEAVING CoMPANY, Paretucket, R. I., July 12, 1892. 
DEAR Sir: Your letter of July 8 duly received. F , - 
You request me to prepare you a list showing price on silk stripe linings 
before the McKinley bill passed and afterwards. I wiil do this with pleas- 


| ure, as I am well posted on the matter. 


First, I hand you a book, showing five different qualities of silk stripe lin- 


ings which we are making. I have numbered them 1, 2.3,4,an15 Numbers 
2, 4, and 5 are the principal selling grades and the first «nes 1 made when I 
started thisindustry. In February, 1889, we run all ovr looms on quality 


No. 2. The net price on that grade was 56 cents per yard. net ten days. In 
September, 1889, we took up quality No. 4 The net price was 62} cents, net 
ten days. In November the same year we sold quality No. 5 for 73 cents, net 
ten days. These prices were wholesale prices, iu lots from 10 to 300 pieces. 

Inclosed please find a sheet showing the falling offin prices since February 
1, 1889, up to July 1, 1892. © 

Every American consumer gets the benefit of the McKinley bill on the 
class of goods we are making. Grade No. 5 used to be retailed to the tailors 
at 95 cents or $1; now it is retailed at from 75 to 80 cents. 

Yours respectfully, 
JOS. OTT, Agent 


Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 
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Comparative wages in an English and American mill on yarn No. 33 twist and 36 


























jilling. 
American 
Occupation. English. money. American. 
8. Jd. Per week. 
Secretary 42 0 $10. 21 $48. 
Ne on latent aaueneee "25 0 6.05 20. 00 
1 roller coverer 35 0 8.48 2.00 
1 engineer 38 0 9. 21 30. 00 
1 fireman -... 20 6 4.98 12.00 
ee on os wane rai ara ereonnin ouelien 21 0 5.10 9. 00 | 
1 watchman 20 0 4. 86 10. 00 
1 head carder 40 6 9. 84 30. 00 
1 under carder, second hand-_.-_......-.....- 22 6 5. 47 12.00 
RE oe iciewecendscansnipen ckueienses 21 3 5.16 10. 00 
SE aia occ ecicenic aéwecdacwescas *18 0 4. 37 7.50 
ER *10 9 2. 61 (t) 
ee eee: *16 0 3. 87 (t) 
on eneanadndensekemseaegion *20 0 4.06 | 6.50 to 10.00 
I a i ws aac dpe noche’ 20 0 4. 86 7.50 
1 lapper tender, head man.................. 22 6 5.47 10. 00 
SIPoms Cyne? JOVUETE «22.0 occccccccceccs *21 0 5.10 9. 00 
3 back cylinder jobbers *20 0 4. 86 8.00 
oy eee ee ee *18 0 4. 37 | 6.00 
4 card-box tenders ....-...-.-- *7 6 1. 82 | 4.50 
Sb itigtatenan aticewknnn *17 10 4.33 | 6. 00 
a a a *17 10 4.33 | 8.00 to 10.00 
5 intermediate tenders *17 8) 4.30 | 8.50 
NE alas acct Sha nmieaisaaiitin “ind ermguiecasawratsmciniah *15 9 3. 65 | 8. 00 
ao ecdndudaunaguceeumasanel *8 6 2. 06 | 6.00 
DEE EE so nntptiakndacencnadennessanas 20 0 4. 86 | 6.00 
INI oo ig ch ducaucanapeuieon 20 0 4. 86 | 6. 00 
* Each. + None. 


These are actual prices paid. When it says $8 to $10 it means the lowest 


and highest. The wages in other parts of the mill are relatively the same. | 


NOTES TO THE FOLLOWING TABLE. 


This table shows the wages paid the grades of labor named in Massachu- 
setts, England, France, and lgium. The table relates to wages in the 
worsted industry only, and deals with the same grade of labor and the same 
grade of work ineach case. 

No allowance has been made in any case for the difference in the hours of 
labor in the different countries. From the wage-earner’s point of view that 
is of less importance than the amount of money he receives for the support 
of his family. From the manufacturer’s point of view, the exact number of 
hours must of course be taken into account, for on that depends the amount 
and the cost of production. For the latter purpose the hours of labor are 
given, asfollows: Massachusetts, 60 hours per week; England, 56} hours per 
week; France, 72 hours per week; Belgium, 72 hours per week. 

The total hours in Massachusetts and England are limited by law, andcan 
not be exceeded. In France and Belgium twelve hours is the law; but there 
are sO many exceptions that these hours can be exceeded in almost any case 
if desired. The distinction between Sunday and week days is also abolished 
by statute, and there is no legal weekly day of rest. 

All wages are expressed in United States money. The rates of exchange 
were taken as follows: £1—.86; 1 fcanc= 80.193. 

In drawing and roving, and also in spinning, there are two classes of 
worsted machinery. They are known as. the French and English systems, 
and only the wages in the same system are compared. The same care has 
been pe to have all the wages represent in each case the same standard 
of work. 

The first column shows the occupation or grade of labor, the second the 
wage in Massachusetts for each grade, the third the wage in England; and 
the fourth gives the percentage of difference in favor of the Massachusetts 
wages, the fifth and sixth the same for France, the seventh and eighth col- 
umns the same for Belgium. 

From this table can be found directly just what wage is paid in each of 
the countries, and what relation it bears to the others. No direct system of 
averages would furnish a fair comparison, for many reasons. Great care 
has been taken in all cases to compare only wages in the same grade of work; 
but there are always some slight differences under varying conditions of 
climate and people. For. instance, in this country most of the weavers are 
women; the same is true in England, while in France men predominate in 
that work. Again, it will be noted that the prices paid for combing are 
slightly higher in France than in England; and such is the actual state of 
affairs for the reasons stated above. 


Table showing comparative rates of wages in the worsted industry—Massachu- 
setts, England, France, and Belgium, with the percentage of rates in Massa- 
chusetts over those of other countries. 























3 a 
Occupation. — Eng-|Differ- # | Differ-| Bel- Differ- | 
setts, |1@nd.| ence. é ence. jetum ence. 
Washing. | | 
Per ct. | Per ct. Per ct. 
CPM OONOTE vine ssn iesemcs $13.59 |88.75 | 54.2 [$7.98 | 69.2 195.70 | 135.9 
a dak 4 decudwheanvenuee 7,50 | 4.62 62.1 3.71 102.2 | 3.42) 119.3 | 
Carding. | 
OID. «ccc sag sescnects 16.50 | 9.72 69.7 | 7.98 | 107.6 | 5.70 129.5 
Grinders and strippers-.-.-.- 9.00 | 4.37 | 106.0 | 4.85 85.6 | 4.30 104. 4 
Cw tiavnc<sdcceunt as 6.60 | 3.04 117.1 | 2.80] 135.7 | 3.14 110.2 
Combing. 
Overlookers ................. 16.50 | 9.00 83.3 |11. 40 44.8 | 5.70 189.5 
Assistant overlookers.......| 9.00 | 5.58 61.3 | 5.70 57.9 | 3.42 163. 2 
ee 6.00 | 2.92 | 105.5 | 3.71 61.7 | 2.57 133. 4 
ots cciubiie dnawuwne 5.70 | 2.67 | 103.5 | 2.99 90.7 | 2.2 150. 0 
ico deadeatavbaadeniy COO TGF § TAR e Wes nnasbeast nccsbewenns leone cca 
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Table showing comporative rates of wages, etc.—Continued. 








or | « | | 
diinanainas a Eng. | Differ-| = | Differ-| Bel- | Ditter- 
setts. -—_ ence. = ence. gium) ence. 
Combing—continued. 
Per ct. Per et. | Per ct. 
Comb binders...........----- $7.50 $3.40 | 120.6 $3.42) 119.3 |82.85 163. 2 
Sass dct cnerinanes 5.70 | 2.92 6.2) 3.14) 87.91228] 150.0 


Drawing and roving. | 


Overlookers __...............| 15.00 


8, 75 I ta ea i an saat ara 
Assistant overlookers._..... 00 | 4.37 OO aa tipo ar odia Relea 
2can gill box ................] 30 | 2.7% I a ten Soa eee 
2-spindle gill box.__......__-. 30 | 2.79 FED Fae acta S oi sas 
4-spindle draw box........-. 60 | 2.67 147.2 : i 
8-spindle weigh box .....__--| 2. 67 135.9 






8-spindle first finisher. _____- | 
&-spindle second finisher ___. 
30-spindle reducer | 


30-spindle roving __._--_.-__- 


oper 


PABAMRAR M&S wo 
x 


ye 
= 
rete 


Drawing and roving (French | 
system). 





Overlookers ................. A ek 2) 7.60 77.6 | 5.75 134.8 
Assistant overlooker.......| 7.50 |......|_.....-. 4.75 57.9 | 3.42 119.3 
i 6k iene aaa e ee as ee 2.85 | 121.1 | 2.28 176.3 
Second gill box .............. ieee 2. 85 121.1 | 2.28 176.3 
eS ee ae OI a ees isa alr 2.97 145.1 | 2.20 186. 4 
Second roving ............... So A rxtibeeR ee 2.80 | 125.0; 2.28 176.3 
Spinning. | 
Overlookers (English sys- 
ace eld eke echelon -| 13.50 | 7.78 73.5 4.56 198. 1 
Wate Testers... .. <<< .25. 7.50 | 3.89 92.8 : 
Spinners (full time)... ._.- |} 6.00) 2.43 146.9 2. 00 200.0 
|; Spinners (two half- | 
SI Sinan girl canuicnnitcenionin | 6.00) 1.94 200.3 7 J 
Overlookers (mule) -_..-.--- | Meee L..... Jois'adod ae 88.0 | 5.70 163. 2 
Spinners (mule) .............} 1850 }......|......../518] 16223) 412 227.7 
Doffers (head) .............-- 4.80 | 2.06 ieee anaes ne 
I a fa ictus citi eoial 4.20 | 1.94 I Boss indo occclh accion 1.15 265. 2 
IPO cccwcndcencdtdcmeds 4.50 | 1.94 GE Be a ccitea dinars: saccnsai Ren ey on cere 
EE ee G88 fo04.0-t. etn ees iS 
I So cenidces hacen’ SG St SS en ct sm hei nnebae aes 
BEET MEO, Sti eaiwcminiindix | 420;°1.2 244.3 | 2.28 84.2 | 1.15 265. 2 
| 
| 
Wool sorters. | | 
| 
Average earnings. .........-. | 11.00 7.29 50.9 | 7.98 | 37.08 | 5.42 103.0 
Weaving. | 
eee 15.00 | 8.26 | 81.6 | 7.7 94.8 5.70 163. 2 
Assistant overlookers ......| 9.00 | 4.36) 106.4 | 4.56 97.1 | 3.42 163. 2 
iti dis ancdienniecuchans | 7.00 3.40 105.9 4.56) 53.7) 3.15 Iz 
Machine and repair shop. 
Carpenters .................. | 13.50/6.80) 98.5/5.13| 163.2) 4.87} 177.2 
III S35 asians nosiacn ce date | 13.20| 7.29] 81.1 | 6.84 93.0 4.87) 171.0 
Blacksmiths. -..............--| 12.00 7.29 | 64.6 | 6.84 75.4 4.87 | 146.4 
SSE sini Geucth hc Gotan an oir cede 9.00 4.37 105.9 4.56 97.4 4.57 96.9 
7.29 105.8 8.55 75.4 4.87 208. 0 


Enzineers .........-.... abe | 15.00 


In England practically all the spinning is done by children, and in nany 
places by half-timers:; while under the French system that work must be 
done by men, owing to the difference in the machinery employed. 

It is not a fair comparison to class an overseer and a boy helper as equal 
units in forming an average; for in a mill there will be twenty or more of the 
latter to one of the former. At first thought it would seem a very simple 
matter, with a certain number of men and a similar number of earnings, to 
average those earnings for any country, and state the result to the hundredth 
of one percent. Such figures and such averages in reality supply no definite 
clew to the real difference in the cost of labor in relation to the cost of pro- 
duction. To persons having no knowledge of the conditions under which 
the work is conducted, this method of averaging is a favorite amusement. 

From what has been shown, it is clear that no definite, absolute average 
can be given. The attempt, to use a mathematical phase, is “beyond the 
limits of precision.” It is better to present a statement of the whole ques 
tion, and for any individual mill the direct comparison can be made. 

On the other hand, while no definite average can fairly be deduced, any 
one with definite knowledge of the number of each class of help required to 
equip a mill can find the evidence in this table that wages in the United 
States are about 100 per cent higher than in England, 110 per cent higher 
than in France, and 150 per cent higher thanin Belgium. A carefui analysis 
of the table, based upon a thorough understanding of the importance of the 
different grades of labor in the general process of manufacture, and the rela 
tive number of all grades of ar required in each, sustains this conc)usion. 

If allowance is made for the difference in the number of hours of work in 
the different countries, we have the wages in Massachusetts 94 per cent higher 
than in England, 120 per cent higher than in France, and 130 per cent higher 
than in Belgium. : 

The last official report on the subject of wages in England was published 
in 1889 under the following title: ‘Returns of Rates of Wages in the Prin- 
cipal Textile Trades of the United Kingdom.” The work was edited and com- 
piled by R. Giffen, esq. In the following table, column B shows the wages as 
given for the worsted and stuff manufacture, by Mr. Giffen, and they are 
for the year 1886. Column A shows the corresponding wages as taken from 
the tables compiled by Mr. Hobbs, and for the year 1891. 

The general tendency in the last six years has been toward higher wages, 
and it will be seen that those given in column A average about 12 per cent 
higher than those in B. 

This comparison is made simply to show that however low the figures may 
seem they are at least 12 per cent higher than the last official returns made 
in England. 
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PRICES OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 


{From Senate Report 9356, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 


REPORT ON RETAIL PRICES AND WAGES. 


TABLE 35.— Prices of agricultural products—Relative prices in each month. 












































| 7 189. 
Articles. = |— ee a = 
a | June. | July. | Aug. | Sept. | Oct. | Nov. | Dec. 
ee 14) 98.77 | 100.61 | 100.63 | 101.41 | 101.21 | 99. 45 | 99. 14 
PR cu once scasan ons 40 | 98.82 | 100.24 | 100.95 | 98.99} 93.24 | 90.04) 89.41 
NS ca aed 41 | 101.49 | 100.53 | 97.99 | 93.68] 92.55) 94.58] 96.14 
Wheat _...----| 41 | 100.75 | 100.38 | 98.83) 97.33 | 97.60) 98.2 99. 22 
Potatoes ........- (39 99.76 | 108.10 | 97.25) 87.66 | 86.03| 87.02| 88.81 
Beeves____.... “22) 44 | 102.17 | 100.04 | 97.80) 95.71 | 95.82] 96.04] 97.18 
Meat, lamb....-.-- 37 | 101.78 | 100.79 | 97.45 | 95.00} 93.24} 93.83) 94.10 
Meat, sheep ........ (41 | 101.07 | 99.70) 99.15 | 98.29] 98.64 | 99.58 | 101.67 
Meat, swine ........| 46 | 99.95 | 100.31 | 99.76 99.46} 99.32 ; 98.83 | 99.30 
Butter ______...._.../ 47 | 100.11 | 98.49 | 101.42 | 110.50 | 119.31 | 127.08 | 134.90 
Nn oe cd 47 | 98.05} 99.61 | 102.35 | 114.03 | 130.32 | 145.75 | 163. 23 
UIOI ic cacc awn 11 | 99.25 | 100.08 | 100.70 | 101.36} 96.38) 94.02! 94.25 
Flaxseed ...........| 6 | 102.82 | 100.30 | 96.92 | 95.40) 95.83) 97. 13 | 100. 32 
\ 0; 
. 1899. 
Articles. ess ia apa Cee ee ete sacle as Le 
ls Jan Feb. Mar. | Apr. | May. | June. | July. 
| — | __— Ri ay ee 
Barley | 14 | 103.12 102. 86 | 104.85 | 102. 81 | 105.03 | 104.15 | 106.57 
GTO. on. ss 140) 90.65) 91.30; 92.58 | 96.33 | 102.51 | 106.15 | 109. 63 
Ee / 41 | 98.56 | 101.44 | 103.17 | 105.40 | 110.35 | 113.29 | 115.92 
Wheat.....--.-..--.| 41 | 100.97 | 101. 24 | 101. 66 | 103.92 | 108.55 | 109.10 | 105, 70 
Potatoes .....-.---- | 39} 96.49 | 101.07 | 106.04 | 112.74 | 118.53 | 126.53 | 137.94 
Beeves......- ------| 44 | 101. 80 | 105. 17 | 107.98 | 109.87 | 110.45 | 105.64 | 100.77 
Meat, lamb... .....-- | 37} 99.83 | 102.20 | 103.62 | 106.94 | 107.72 105. 49 | 102. 38 
Meat, sheep ........| 41 | 106.69 | 109.11 | 111. 91 | 113.49 | 111.90 | 108.04 | 106. 17 
Meat, swine -..._..- | 46} 99.42 | 100.58 | 100.66 | 101.40 | 100.67 | 99.03! 98.37 
OGRE venccnaocies | 47 | 137.89 | 136.07 | 132.90 | 125. 67 | 113.69 | 100. 63 | 97. 66 
Eggs ..... .......-..| 47 | 157.89 | 143.02 | 127.60 | 115.50 | 105.01 | 104. 21 102. 85 
Cs gee oteae 11 | 93.78] 98.66 | 100.48 | 101.87 | 104.41 | 106.51 | 106.7 
Flaxseed __....._.-- | 6} 100.03 102. 23 | 103. 30 | 109. * 111.50 | 111.68 | 106.02 
- aa 7 wes a ee a a | a ! se! 
o | 1890. | 1891. 
Articles. a | 
| 2 | Aug. | Sept. | Oct. | Nov. | Dec. | Jan. | Feb 
PN sis nticniscncas | 14 108. 84 | 121.57 | 126.99 130. 14 | 132.08 | 134.52 | 135. 51 
OE | 40 | 119.24 | 123.91 | 125.09 | 126.48 | 129.97 | 136.08 | 139.56 
TONNE i nntiileaucet | 41 | 123.04 | 127.66 | 132.33 | 141.30 | 146.64 | 154.29 | 160.22 
ETE. | 41 | 108.35 | 111.81 | 112.58 | 114.24] 113.50 | 114.24 | 116.53 
Potatoes ..........- 39 | 135. 67 | 129.61 | 131.04 | 135.00 | 144.87 | 160.71 | 168.23 
NE ee 44 | 98.10] 95.69] 94.76 | 96.13 | 98.23 | 105. 67 | 109. 17 
Meat, lamb. ....-...- 37 | 99.95 | 97.67 | 96.17 | 95.23 | 94.76 | 103.59 | 105.19 
Meat, sheep ......-- 41 | 104.63 | 103.03 | 102.93 | 103.91 106.01 | 110.28 | 112.80 
Meat, swine ___- -- 46 | 98.31 100.02 | 100.08 | 100, 73 100.17 | 100.27 | 101.00 
I sc csiccie hac 47 | 101.67 | 111.25 | 119. 21 | 128. 16 | 135.36 | 141.03 | 141. 63 
I iia ite cl | 47 | 108.51 | 119.16 | 132.09 150. 61 | 169.46 | 170.51 | 158. 62 
on aarti gts | 11 | 104.52 | 98.56 | 94.42 | 89.84 | 86.17 | 84.92 84.20 
Fiarseed ..........- | 6 104. 85 | 109.92 | 113.10 | 107. 35 | 98.72 | 94.38 | 94.12 
| } 
- —- === — en = Saale an en 
a 1891. 
Articles. os, ¥: 
mw | Mar. | April.| May. | June. July. | Aug. | Sept. 
Barley ..--- = ae 14 | 139, 48 145.00 | 146.54 | 142.32 | 137.97 | 131.71 | 128.89 
i icduianaincesonbdl | 40 | 147.09 | 161.90 | 165.58 | 156,32 | 152.76 | 153.17 | 147.27 
0 41 | 166.92 | 174.39 | 175.07 | 163.47 | 150.67 | 132.81 | 122. 09 
I iicsnscinnneeneel 41 | 118.53 | 122.52 | 124.69 | 121.44 | 116.29 | 113.53 | 117.32 
Potatoes .......---- | 39 | 174.39 | 179.62 | 178.08 | 178.83 | 163.88 | 104.76] 88. 44 
NINN i siesta 44 114.36 | 116.19 | 116.41 | 112.49 | 107.42 | 102.20 90.88 
Meat, lamb... ._-_- 37 | 105. 69 | 108. 48 103. 83 | 103.75 | 103.66 | 101.57 | 99.40 
Meat, .sheep._....-- 41 | 115.60 | 117.65 | 116.07 | 111.53 | 108.61 | 109.14 | 108,61 
Meat, swine .......- | 46 | 101.98 | 104.73 | 106, 20 | 105.50 | 105.55 | 108.10 | 108, 68 
RED | 47 | 140.22 | 134,77 | 122.08 | 105.14 | 102.97 | 113.46 | 124.17 
Beggs ...........----| 47 | 128.09 | 123.66 | 113.14 | 113.77 | 114.63 | 120.00 | 131.36 
SN oninccpiin casa 111} 81.01 | 80.07 | 77.77| 76.19| 74.43} 73.10] 75.80 
Flaxseed _.| 6 | ne | 93.35 | 91.65 | 88.00} 84.57] 82.50] 81.63 
} } 
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TIN AND TERNE PLATE, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., July 21, 1892. 


Str: As per your verbal request, I have the honor to inclose herewith a 
detailed statement of the production of tin and terne plates forthe quarter 
ending June 30, 1892, which shows a total of 8,255,691 pounds. The production 
of the year by quarters is as follows: 


Quarter ending— Pounds. 
PII Be IG es cenit sits bts detalles a 826, 922 
EUNOUNUINIIE Ti. TIDY: uv n:ns scenes taint tale pel dn deiacaaaanatal ail ce cee, MA 
IS TE NI osesinsinice-w-scsorscincseiiiaeaaeaanlledsack ceed iat nae 
June 30, 1892 snSicsaististictieitek alitelieapiiadaitaadadacimi ein nid) a 

Total production for Fear ..W. .< asiss ccccanncssvewnswassnnssmasiecs Alpen 


Of the more than 8,000,000 pounds produced during the last quarter of the 
year, over 5,000,000 pounds were made from American black plates. 

It should be further stated that the production of American sheet iron or 
steel made into articles and wares tinned or terne coated, during the fiscal 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JULY 26, 


year ended June 30, 1892, as shown by sworn statements of manufacturers. 
was in excess of 2,000,000 pounds. These returns are as yet incomplete. 

During the past quarter two firmssuspended operations, and seven, whose 
names appear for the first time in the list of producers, began the manufac- 
ture of tin andterne plates. Besides these last above referred to, some eight 
or re firms additional expect to begin manufacture during the present 
quarter. 

In my special report of April 25 last, I estimated the production forthe 
fiscal year ending J une 39, 18%, at 10,009,000 pounds, but it has been seen that the 
actual production was nearly there and one-half million pounds in excess of 
my estimate. 

From my knowledge of the facts I am justified in stating that if returns 
are made by manufacturers, in due form, of American sheet iron or steel 
made into articles and wares tinned or terne coated, the total production of 
tin and terne plates for the year, under the law inclusive of such articles, 
Will be in excess of 16,090,000 pounds. 

From returns to the Bureau of Statistics, it appears that the importa- 
tions of tin and terne plates and taggers’ tin for the year, amounted in round 
numbers to 420,000,000 pounds. 

The returns of such plates manufactured into articles exported with bene- 
fit of drawback are not yet received for the entire year, and hence the net 
importations for the year are necessarily in doubt, but it is now clear that 
they will not succeed 309,000,000 pounds. 

Accepting these figures for the present as correct, it would still appear 
that the one-third production required of manufacturers under the law will 
not be in excess of 100,000,000 pounds. 

l see no reason for changing the belief expressed in my former report, that 
this last-named amount will be produced during the present fiscal year, and 
that by the close of the year the production will be at an annual rate of 200,- 
000,000 pounds. 

It should be stated, however, that from personal interviews and corre- 
spondence with manufacturers, it is shown that the recent agitation of the 
question in Congress, has tended to retard the development of the industry. 


Respectfully yours, 
IRA AYER, Special Agent. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Statement of the production of tin and terne plates for the quarter ending June 




















30, 1892. 

Producers. Where located. Pounds. 

re en o£ 2 eS 24, 805 
American Tin and Terne PlateCompany-} Philadelphia, Pa -_.__._- 264, 000 
American Tin Plate Company --.--.------ ED ionio cmnacmnes, 56, 597 
Anderson Tin Plate Company ..-......-...- Anderson, Ind ..-- 161, 416 
Apollo Iron and Steel Company -.--.---.-..- Apotlo, Pa ...............} 1,48, 76 
ncinnati Corrugating Company -----.-- 3, re 90, 372 
Cleveland Tin Plate Company. .......---- Cleveland, Ohio ._....... 190, 791 
a ictal Baltimore, Md........... *155, 000 
Columbia Tin Plate Company --..........| Piqua, Ohio_.............| 207,700 
Griffiths & Cadwallader -...............-..- Pittsburg, Pa.........-.. 43, 000 
DU IONE Se tintimnncticcacecens nonesuedenee a i cesiderccesttdind 230, 367 
Ce a aR tna pe 2 ee 138, 240 
Keystone Tin Plate Company ........-..--. Philadelphia, Pa-__.__..- *120, 000 
I i we sssnies isla se cineca tanamn ee inane lane. cisibis wave 335, 170 
Matthal, Ingram & Co..................... Baltimore, Md... ..-..- 179, 125 
To na een te Philadelphia, Pa_-__--_-- 587, 977 
McKinley Tin Plate Company. ........-.- Williamsburg, Pa.-_-_-..-- 48,000 
ees,  lU!lUe eC 
TE, TNO Be vie e na ne cenacnnsesncndtl MY E Orcdscccececiossl Se 
Pittsburg Electro was Company -.-...|...--- ne 120, 540 
Pittsburg Tin Plate Works ...__.........._| North Kensin m, Pa.. 237, 500 
Record Manufacturing Company -------- Conneaut, Ohio__.... --- 358, 100 
Seeet & Ce., FameeB...................... Pitesbdurg, Pa.... .....--. 52, 990 
St. Louis Stamping eet ésericica chain mE EE MRS ic inwiints Santee 1, 965, 470 
United States Iron and Tin Plate Man- | Demmler, Pa__.... ....- 531, 313 

ufacturing Company. 
Wallace Banfield & Co...........-....--.. Irondale, Ohio._.........| 735,764 
Total production for quarter.........|. ..-. ence nc cnne no nnans.n, SRM 
* Estimated. 


Comparison of cost at which tin plate can be manufactured, paying the estab- 
Tehed union uae of labor, in Wales and the United States, based on a box 
of IC 14 by 20 coke-finished plates, medium quantity. 


[Quantity of bars necessary to produce 20 boxes of tin plates. 2,800 pounds 
allowing for waste and loss by heating and rolling. | 














| United 
| Wales. | States, 
2,800 pounds Bessemer bars .........----------------------- $26.67 | 842.00 
Seine I I iiicigrcie iene ionntiniiadnnns «ese eene - 90 | 1.50 
4 | 25.77 40.50 

Wages, cost of rolling, annealing, pickling, and tinning, 

I ad an cies onde be ieiun bes iw nuEie aon Gnaeus <0 sae | 12.29 30. 7 
Tin, 2) pounds per bex, 50 pounds............... ....22-...s- | 10. 00 10. 50 
DRT TT I 6 onc cr cn eine once nc csanasenssesess | 28 .33 
COG. .. cnn ctcdicntce seetneten snes cncsnsacboennénancoscsnscoss 1. 82 2. 06 
CE .ertinin thence pean nabailadhpetismiiied etiilitantienin thine a 4d inden = tenes 1, 66 1.98 
Ne ee ne Oa EASA RRR AR Nhe ene ae ROO 1.90 1.85 
SE IE setts kc ccpwenneannns Gbinanee orsabn we naeeinew én 1.50 1. 65 
ES ELE LEE EE Bares .75 7 
Stores, nails, hemp, skins, brick, clay, lubricants, etc... 2.10 3.25 
Castings for repairs. annealing boxes, etc............-...- - 90 2.40 
Management and office labo? ...... ........-.......-..--.-.- - 52 1, 85 
Rates, taxes, and bank charges ..............---..---.--.--- . 86 1.40 
Other labor and trade expenses ..................---.------ 1.44 4.15 
Repairs and maintenance of works ..........-...---------- 2. 25 4.09 

EE nin canntencuaiabeltabeen es anmatiaien 64. 04 106. 40 
Be HR ss ccdcciciuecitnccckebi aan chit covenases | 3.20 5.32 








J. D. Weeks figures, Wales, $2.97; United States, $4.90. 








fee sie 


PaN ee 


tk CaM 





1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Tin-Plate Workers’ Union list of wages paid in tin and black-plate mills and | 
rate per boxin Walesand the United States. 





| Rate per box. 
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Tin-Plate Workers’ Union list of wages paid in tin and black-plate milis and 
rate per box in Wales and the United States 


° 7 + 
Wales. | United 



































Wal United Occupation States Wales United 
| ‘States ) atcS-| States 
- — - - —_————— a | > 
pO Re eee 38. 5d. per dozen boxes ..........---. 20. 0675 | @0.2945 | Millwright _.......... ........... .---.per day $1.44 | $3.50 | 
pS ie eee 28. 9d. per dozen boxes .-...........- | . 0350 .1500 | Smith sf eit mis picid eaahemth esd eaeaebeadeb ora ; lo 1. 20 3. 00 
Furnaceman ............ 2s. 7d. per dozen boxes ............. . 0516 ay Ns tno vera in wo eins aeons as _..do 66 1. 50 | 
EE on cia cung one 1s. 3a. per dozen boxes .............. . 0250 IN ns ce Schaisin cela atasnh siaiseidiabasintedukckrenghe ado___. 1. 20 , 50 
Shearman .....-...-..-. ..-| 14. 1d. per dozen boxes .....-. hi semie . 0216 rican ccardctertisnbibcites enaatneattiatencin do__. .65 1.50 ; Do 
is acne on<ncwanind EE Bee SU iccnee vse enecnctien | . 0168 Bo Eee lhe 96 2. 35 ye . a) 
Plokier tn ae acl 8e. 3d. per 100 boxes ................. . 0198 el ee eee acai cain a8 8.50 oat . 
Annealing ........---- -.f SO. Se. ee 100 DONCS...........- <n ones | 0152 PR — do . 60 1. 40 
Cold roiling .....------ 88. 4d. per 100 bowes..................] .0200 038 Foreman tin house Wie nC do 2.16 5. 00 
a eiiesinets aeacird 38.2id. per 100 boxes................ 0077 | =. 0R0 Foreman roll turner _._...-- bb accaunOe 2.28 5. 00 
TERN nn ccsuscuus . am Wis Sin arian tas eaten sisece oii semhetiianlariel Aasempinataaneplatsaneiind — — 
gi a Ess TGIEL: ... a -cdelotniennddeetumnloieideaanbbilion |} .060 | .120 12. 12 30. 65 
Washmam _.............. PIII claicinneintiaieibagiasastlommeiiicieiaaaae | .@60 . 120 \ ————$ 
Grade doy ............... fl > ea | .620 | O40 Total _..... ipa ite ie i ae = 6144 | 1.55% 
RE ier ies etal Of a 025 
Rubbers ___.....-.-- .---| 18. 6¢. and 2s. 8d. per day. ............ . 0130 025 Hh aT gO any ei : ; s - 
tara 0 eee tm es | an | _ ere we have the total direct wages paid to labor in Wales as being 6! 
ee ee = —— Fe  rmewonns | oe] asp | cemts per box and in the United States 81.54 per box. based om the acta 
Seuleueten ” weighing icaieu etc... Jee Ce | * 9290 "O81 union Wages in each case, thus showing the aciua!l now paid wages in the 
mg. “s » ee ee fee | United States to be 152 per cent higher than the actual wages paid in Wales 
= satiartirmmacescenteningnistntt Dceesinciianenatlaeeniasie ' in direct mill and tin-house labor 
Imports and exports of merchandise. 
Exports. a4 ious ; - . 
Pome — ‘ . —_ a laiedinaiii hii saci t | ts | Teta exports cxcess of Lxocess of 
Year ending June 30 Sueclen Total. imports and imports exports imports 
a eee Se ee! | B15, 548, 757 $740, 513, 409 $657, 697, 693 $1, 408, 211, B02 #72, B15, 916 
Pi tna tadhniacaasaawwuul de “ — 15, 506, 809 722, 188, 755 577, B27, 329 | 1, 310, 717, O84 164, B62, 496 
DIE iis hinitica de ddtina gana ccgsen edwenencueitipsweadas 13, 560, 301 | 679, 524, 830 | 635, 436, 136 | 1, 314, 960, 966 44, 088, 694 
TE Be iia hid cared w dicen nesianieiaaaanashienntiadiehias 13, 160, 288 | 716,183, 211 692,319, 768 | 1, 408, 562. 979 28. 863. 443 
ae rh ostien Sleeare x oneetenmginineneioieaaree ana 1 12, 092, 403 | 605,954,507 | 923,057,114 | 1, 419, 911, €21 , #23, 002, 607 
Pe iandat tinea nauitipmtinnimannite 86 neanaata ae 730, 282, 609 12, 118, 766 732, 401, 375 | 745, 131, 52 | 1, 487. 533,027 |_.__- 2.780, V7 
sistance sins inn a mech uae ainetiiaaata 845, 293, 828 12, 534, 856 | 857,828,684 | 789,380,409 1,647, 139,093 64, 51K, 275 
I cate secre tte erst ps Sal a eles nscale 872, 270, 283 12, 210, 527 | 864, 430,810 | 844,996, 196 | 1, 729, 897,096 By, 564, 614 
sas di iccrinitn ceshirndiraaneenetieeatetia titania irinebauantt | 1, 015, 789, 607 14, 546, 019 1, 030, 335,626 | 827, 391, 284 | 1, 857, 726, 910 202, 944, 442 
| | 
| / | i Average ad valorem 
Per cent per cent on 
Year ending March 31— | Free of duty. Dutiable. Total valve, | Duty collected.| of value — 
| | | of free. | purianie Free ana 
| “| Qutivole 
oes es ———__———. ef tse cen cence ee 
ose crete Sans wawsrwnkinns etaus bueaaeeaa ecm aaee $254, 212, 819 $476, 110, 487 | $730, 322, 306 $216.818,618 | 34. 81 | 45.54 29.69 
ech ns ini conical. acento een Sk sab daa coat had aah did | 258, 793, 634 498, 239, 218 757, O82, 847 218, 957, 776 | 3A. 19 43. 95 28. 92 
I he siecichiedstpshctisintaasledssliciiemmentainasaeanaen wartiia Ta:t de icin SaSeaelidindiehiciiaieaalaiainiatiadiat 322, 964, 178 502, 056, 691 825, 020, 869 236, 037,024 | 39. 15 | 47.01 23. 60 
I ees gn nites Ascher ai shaban lsaiclanatlalaiatiaaia | 460, 562, 153 363, 649, 727 S24, 211, 880 170, 226, 354 5. 88 | 45.81 7). 
j } 
Figures for 1892 preliminary, and may be slightly changed. 
Exports of leading products. 
| Provisions, | 
comprising| Cattle. | Mineral All other 
Year ending June 30— Cotton, raw. Breadstufis. — — | sheep, and aa anes Tota! 
Ty | eae ; . Ss. 
ucts. | | 
ae 3 ae fs ia Me wo ae a 
DOOD 5 conve cweccccccacuune uhcanweteusbechocuvececoaseente cecencuunwnccdll MEER: nnn ESD | $12, 051 085 | $47, 042, 400 | $181, 502, 083 \ BARS, S62, 104 
a sichenivirbrisrorerinsitnlapval oui icrenrstins ensielnatiabialaiadticaliieegietaceereisanial | 237,775,270 | 123,876,061 | 104,122,404 | 17,330,862 | 40,913,677 | 197,254,095 | 730, 282, He 
Sisspsesinpininisirathinchinteencetiaeyieenaleannibibediabacidpahiaiaiinedodepabaitiel | 250,968,792 | 154,925, 927 | 136,264,506 | 82,413,250) 51,402,089 | 219,318,284 | Ati, 205, AOS 
IT cy innindsigahlshacisensorbeipaegscheclabrnim ation pie a alld | 290,712,898 | 128, 121,656 139, 017,471 31, 852,988 | 51,026, 734 231,538,536 | 872,270,285 
Sa dirs ciiesrastigpinaniepcatghn nematic Sia le toae laos tail | 258,447,741 301, 828, 601 137,411,386 | 35,654,384 44,782, 125 | 237,865,370 | 1, Of5, 780, 607 
| | | | | 





Replies to the following letter on trusts: 
LETTER OF INQUIRY. 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., July 8, 1892. 

MY DEAR SrR: [beg tocall your attention to the statement made by Senator 
VEsT of Missouri m a speech delivered in the Senate on the 29th of June, 1892, 
relative to the existence of a trust in the industry in which you are engaged. 
Mr. VEST’S statement is said to have been furnished upon the authority of 
Mr. JOHN DEWITT WARNER, a member of the House of Representatives from 
New York. I would be glad to have you advise me as soon as possible: 

First. Whether there is any such trust in existence controlling production 
in your industry of manufacturing. 

Second. Whether it includes all the parties engaged in the manufacture. 

Third. What effect the trust has had on competition and prices of product. 

Fourth. If such a trust is in existence, what proportion of the entire pro- 
duction of the country does it control, and how many establishments? 

Fifth. Is there any foreign competition with your product; if so, what 
proportion of consumption is imported? 

My understanding of the meaning of a trust in this connection is a combi- 
nation of substantially all the persons or corporations ed in the busi- 
ness or manufacture for the purpose of controlling production and prices. I 
desire to use the information you may furnish me within ten days, and will 
be under obligations if you will give me a prompt response to this inquiry. 

Very truly, yours, 


NELSON W. ALDRICH. 


THE REPLIES. 
TrRusT No. 2.—AXKES. 


New Yor«, July, 20, 1892 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH: 

Replying to yours to Underhill Edge Tools Company, no trust controls 
production or prices of axes, which are lower than ever before. American 
manufacturers supply the world 5 

AMERICAN AXE AND TOOL COMPANY 


TRUST No. 3.—BARBED WIRE. 


WORCESTER, MAss., July 12, 1892 

Dear SIR: We have your esteemed favor of the 8th instant, unanswered 
owing to the writer's absence from town. 

The statements of Senator V EsTare exceeding!ly wild and hardly in accord - 
ance with the facts. To answer question— ; 

1. There is an association of Western manufacturers of barbed wire, but 
they do not control the product 

2. It Goes not include all the parties engaged in the manufacture. Weare 
not, and have not been, amd shall not be, connected with it. 

3. As far as we can discover, the asseciation has had no effect whatever in 
controlling competition, and ‘the prices of the product are lower than ever 
before. 

In order to a fourth question, we shall have to communicate 
with the West. 

5. There are but few manufacturers of barbed wire a»vroad, namely, one in 











6760 


Germany and onein England, with spe some other very small concerns. 
They do not send barbed wire to this country. 

Senator VEsT’s information was evidently derived from an article which 
appeared in the Chicagg papers, and which was totally incorrect. Our pat- 
ents had nearly expired when we sold them to the Columbia Patent Com- 
ar for about one-fourth of the figure named by Senator VEsT. Wash- 

urn & Moen do not pay a royalty and have no connection with the Colum- 
bia Patent Company. 

Our Mr. Charles F. Washburn will take pleasure in ascertaining what pro- 
— of the entire product of the country is connected with the Columbia 

-atent Company and write you. 
Very respectfully, 
WASHBURN & MOEN MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
PHILIP W. MOEN, Treasurer and General Manager. 


Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


WORCESTER, MASS July 13, 1892. 


DEAR SIR: We are in receipt of two communications from yourself, each 
dated #th instant, one of which was answered under date of 12th instant by 
our Mr. P. W. Moen. As he seems to refer to meas being the proper per- 
son to answer your fourth question, which must refer to the Columbia 
Patent Company of Chicago, I will state that we consider the total output 
of all the barb-fence manufacturers in the United States to be 175,000 net tons 
(2,000 pounds each) perannum; and we should say that the Columbia Patent 
Company, including as it does a dozen, more or less, of the largest makers 
of barbed wire in the country, would furnish from one-half to two-thirds of 
that. amount. You can rely on this information as being substantially cor- 
rect. 

I have before mea list lately issued by one of the members of the associa- 
tion, which contains the titles of twelve of the companies who are included 
within its limits, and who claim to have manufactured 55,000 tons of barbed 
wire the first four months of this year; but that is considerably more than 
they wiil average the year through. 

With reference to the closing paragraph of your favor, you can be assured 
that there is no trust nor combination in this country which pretends tocon- 
trol or to govern prices of barbed ware. 

Barbed wire never was sold as low as it issoldat present; there never were 
so few influences calculated tosustain the price of that article as at present; 
and the consumers of that article throughout the pen Begs had the 
manufacturer so completely at their mercy or were profit 
lessness of the manufacturers to so good advantage. 

Mr. VEstT has tackled a very poor subject to show that there is anything 
‘rotten in Denmark ”’ with reference to the position of the buyers and con- 
sumers of any article when he takes up and discusses barbed wire; but he 
seems to be a gentleman who creates his facts to suit himself,and it would 
certainly be amazing if he could not make out quite an argument in that 
way. What is more, with reference to the state of this business, there is no 
prospect or probability of any combination or trust which will advance prices 
being formed with reference to that article. 

There is a one other thing in addition which we wish to add, and that 
is that barbed wire is sold a good deal less in the United States than it is 
anywhere abroad, which will always be the case with anything that the Mc- 
Kinley bill undertakes to nourish with any extra maternal care; it is the 
natural, the inevitable, and the proper result, and just what McKinley and 
all his friends have always advocated. Give usa little time to allow the 
young McKinley mother to come to her full strength, and you will see how 
shortly the results will be as we have indicated. You give the American 
manufacturers a chance to compete between themselves, and they will leave 
all foreign competition in the rear at very short notice. Let the enemies of 
the McKinley tariff on tin plate take this fact to heart and make the most of 
it. 

Yours truly, 
WASHBURN & MOEN MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
CHAS. F. WASHBURN, Vice-President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


COLUMBIA WIRE COMPANY, 
Chicago, Ill., July 21, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: I have been looking over the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and find 
on page 14, under the head of Trusts as given by the Hon. JOHN DEWITT 
WARNER, that there is a barbed wire trust. 

In answer to the statements made by Mr. WARNER I wish to say that the 
price of barbed fence wire in 1882 was Ht ay wer aed pound for painted, and 8} 
cent for galvanized. It has been steadily declining year by year under our 
system of protection until on July 1, 1892, painted barbed fence wire was 
worth 2} per pound, and galvanized barbed fence wire 2} cents per pound 
free on board cars Chicago, Ill. 

There has been no change in the wages of the wire-drawers made in the 
barbed fence a or the galvanizing departments in any of the 
works in which I am a director or officer during the 7 five years. Weare 
paying to-day the same wages for producing a ton of barbed fence wire that 
we were paying in 1887 and selling it forabout one-half what we were getting 
for itatthattime. Owing to the improved methods and machinery our men 
are able to make greater wages to-day than they were four or five years 
ago. The profits tothe manufacturers are very much smaller than they were 
ten, five, or even two years ago. The Columbia Wire Company simply own 
the patents on barbed fence wire and barbed fence wire machinery, and col- 
lect a small monthly royalty from the various manufacturers. 

So far as a plain-wire trust is concerned, which is referred to on page 31 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, there has been no attempt at any combination 
or any kind of an attempt to control prices of plain wire in the past five 
years. Plain wire, barbed fence wire, and other kindred productions have 
been declining year by year, until to-day plain wire can bought for 1.9 
cents per pound, whereas five or six years ago it was worth from 3} to 4 
cents per pound, and yet the drawers of plain wire are getting the same 
price per 100 pounds for drawing that they were getting in 1887 or 1888. The 
competition has been such among the manufacturers of plain wire that the 
protits have been very materially reduced, until to-day the average profit on 
a ton of plain fence wire is not to exceed 4 per cent in the best regulated mills 
andin many of the mills they are notable to produce plain wire at the cost of 
other more modern mills, and as a consequence are not operating them. 
You can easily see that the benefits accrue entirely to the consumer and the 
workmen. Certainly the manufacturers are not getting it, and I doubt 
whether there is any branch of the iron or steel industry in which the com- 
petition is as severe to-day as it is in wire. 

For a period: of six months, from August 1, 1891, to February 1, 1892, the 
Columbia Wire Company did attempt to regulate the price of barbed fence 
wire by attempting to handle the entire product. They did not meet with 
success, however, aS some of the manufacturers concluded that it was not 
wise to join the association and as a consequence its history was short-lived. 
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They did not, however, attempt to advance prices, but made a sharp reduc- 
tion in the price of barbed fence wire during the time they were in existence, 
their idea being that by centralizing business they could avoid the enormous 
expense of traveling men, commission men, and brokers in disposing of 
their product, and have fixed a price for the sale of thesame. This, however, 
was abandoned on February 1, 1892, and there has been no semblance of an 
agreement between barbed fence-wire manufacturers between that time and 
the present. 
Yours truly, 


Mr. W. R. STIRLING, 
First Vice-President Illinois Steel Company, City 


J. W. GATES. 


TRUST No. 4.—BISCUIT AND CRACKERS. 
PROVIDENCE, R. I., July 11, 13569. 


My DEAR SIR: Yours;in reference to statement made by Senator VEST 
in relation to “trusts” and referring to the industry in which I am engaged, 
came to hand yesterday. 

In answer to mpage inquiry will 7: 

First. There is acompany—the New York Biscuit Company—which has 
purchased several of the largest concerns in the country, which is called a 
acne. and probably controls one-half of the production of crackers and 

iscuits. 

Second. It does not include all the parties engaged in the manufacture, 
probably not one-haff of them. 

Third. Ican not see that it has made any material difference in competi- 
tion in our own city. If anything prices are a little lower than last vear: 

Fourth. In regard to the proportion of product controlled by the combina- 
tion, I should say about one-half in New England. 

Fifth. There has been no foreign competition for the past ten years. I 
have not seen an imported cracker within that time. 

As Iam informed the New York Biscuit Company comprises about twenty 
concerns, located in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, and 
in one or two States in the West. Iwill have a listof them in a fewdays, 
and willforward them to you. 

Very truly yours, 
WILLIAM S. HAYWARD. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. ; 


Trust No. 5.—BOLTS AND NUTS. 
PHILADELPHIA, July 18, 1892. 


DEAR SiR: We are in due receipt of yours of the 15th instant, inclosing a 
letter from Senator ALDRICH. 
There is no trust in existence which controls the production in the indus- 
try of AOE bolts and nuts, nor is there any trust which controls 
the prices 
This relieves us of the necessity of replying to the further questions. , 
Very truly, ra 
HOOPES & TOWNSEND, 
JAMES M. HIBBS, 
Business Manager. 
JAMES M. SWANK, Esq., 
The American Iron and Steel Association, Philadelphia. 


PHILADELPHIA, July 22, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: I am in due receipt of yours of 20th instant, inclosing a ‘‘ clip- 
ping” from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, containing the speech delivered 
by Senator VEST on 28th June. 

In 1868 the manufacturers of bolts, nuts, and kindred articles decided upon 
standard price-lists of these products. These lists, however, were subject ‘ q 
to discounts, and these discounts were not fixed but varied with the cost of 
labor and material. 

No special meeting of the manufacturers was held in July, 1888, to form a 
combine. The meet: referred to was the usual semiannual meeting of the 
associatisn of bolt and nut manufacturers. The members did not agree to 
sell only at schedule prices, nor was any fixed system of discounts adopted. 
The improvement in machinery and tools required nuts of superior quality 
and finish, and prices for theseclasses of nuts were made at a very moderate 
profit to the makers, and all the makers agreed to adopt and maintain these 

rices. This is the combine as charged, but every intelligent purchaser of 
Polts and nuts knows that the prices have been optional and that there has 
been no combine or trust formed by the manufacturers. 

Neither are the makers of these goods selling in foreign or unprotected 
markets for 15 per cent to 30 per cent less than in home markets. Anyone 
who reads the technical papers should know that nuts are selling, and have 
been selling, for a number of years at a small advance over the price of bar 
iron and that no maker could allow a reduction of 15 per cent to 30 per cent 
without severe loss. 

I am greatly surprised that a Senator of the United States should make 
such statements in reference to the sales of bolts and nuts. If a limited in- 
quiry had been made of either the makers of these goods or of the consumers, 
he would have learned that the prices of such products rule very low in pro- 
portion of the cost of labor and material. Any manufacturer will truthfully 
say that there is the smallest margin of profit in the production of these 
goods and that the makers have never entered into a combine or trust. 


Very truly, yours, 
JAMES M. HIBBS. 
JAMES M. SWANK, Esq., its 
The American Iron and Steel Association, 
No. 261 South Fourth Street, Philadelphia. 


TRUST NO. 6.—BOILERS. 
Boston, July 13. 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Your favor of the 8th instant at hand and noted. We are not i 
now engaged in the boiler business, but from our present information we are 
able to answer your inquiries as follows: 

First. We are not aware of the existence of any trust controlling the pro- 
duction or manufacture of boilers. 

This answer seems to include the second, third, and fourth of your ques- 
tions, and as to the fifth would say that we do not think there is any foreign 
competition in boilers. 

Very truly, yours, 
WHITTIER MACHINE COMPANY, 
By L. BELKNAP, 
Vice-President and General Manager. 


Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
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TrRusT No. 7.—BOOTS AND SHOES. 


NEw YoRK, July 19, 1892. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, Senate: 


No such trust, and denial can not be too broad. 
ISAAC H. BAILEY. 


TRUST No. 10.—BRUSHES. 
Boston, July 11, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Your esteemed favor of the 8th instant, inclosing copy of the 
speech of Hon. GEORGE G. VEST, of Missouri, June 28, 1892, is received and 
contents noted. 

Replying to same would say that tr«re is no brush trust in existence in 
the United States, and we never knew of there being any atany time. The 
re of the Ohio prisons is distributed through a selling agency, and C. 

. Comer, of Columbus, Ohio, may have been the agent in 1889 and may be 
now. The Ohio prisons never made $730,000 worth of brushes in a year, and 
all the prisons in the country together never made that quantity, nor one- 
fourth of it in a year. 

The brush manufacturing industry in the United States is absolutely in 
the hands of individual houses, who are in sharp competition with each 
other. All that they ask from the Government is protection from foreign 
cheap labor and from home prison competition. 

There is, however, a German brush trust, which has in it nearly all of the 
brush manufacturersin Nuremburg, Germany, the greatebrush-making city 
of Europe. It was formed about a year previous to the last change in the 
tariff, and oneof the markets which it instantly sought was the United States, 
as it immediately opened an office in New York City, and sent out salesmen 
over the United States; also issued catalogues in our language and money. 
Under the former rate of 30 per cent they could have made much trouble 
for the United States brush manufacturers, and under existing rate of 40 
per cent they are brisk competitors. We purchase from them ourselves, 
several thousand dollars’ worth of brushes a year, which they sell us at lower 
prices than would cost to manufacture. Inclosed please find one of their 
circulars sent to us in August, 1880, from their New York office. 

The product of the Ohio prisons will be very smallin future,asGovernor Mc- 
Kinley signed a bill last winter restricting the number of prisoners working 
o— to 5 per cent of the number of brushmakers outside of prisons in 

0. 

Since the McKinley bill has taken effect, brush manufacturing in the 
United States has increased to a considerable extent, and additional new 
plants will be established if capital can only feel sure that the present rate 
of duty will continue. 

Thanking you for the opportunity of giving you these few facts, weremain, 


Very truly yours, 
JOHN L. WHITING & SON. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


NEW YORK, August, 1890. 


We have established a branch office at 141 Maiden Lane, New York, where 
a full line of our samples will be kept and the lowest prices can be obtained. 

Our object in opening the New York branch is to obtain pert orders from 
the wholesale trade only, our facilities being such as toenable us to supply 
the trade with any style and quality of brushes. 

Our factories in Nuremberg are the most complete as well as the largest 
in the world, employing over 3,000 work-people, thus enabling us to execute 
orders with promptness and at absolutely fixed dates of delivery. 

Agent will call next week. 

UNITED BRUSH MANUFACTORIES, 
(Vereinigte Pinsel-Fabriken), 
Nuremberg, Bavaria. 


Address J. L. Ashley, Tremont House, Boston. 


HARTFORD, July 13, 1892. 

Sir: I write you as the peeenens of the Ames-Bonner Company, brush 
manufacturers, Toledo, Ohio, in reply to your letter to them under date of 
the 8th instant. 

We have a corporate organization with a paid-up capital of $200,000, em- 
pes steadily two hundred and seventy-five hands. Since January 1 we 

ave brought from Hartford, New York, and Boston, twenty-five mechanics, 
whom we are paying an increase of 25 per cent wages, and in one case to-day 
I have employed an aes machinist and toolmaker whose entire time at 
Toledo will be employed in constructing machinery in our works. 

The Sigourney Tool Company, of this city, willship in the next few weeks 
$16,000 worth of machinery to us of a single style and pattern. This com- 
pany has been nine months, employing a large force, in the construction of 
these machines. 

The goods we will produce on them we could not have made in this coun- 
try but for protection under provision of the McKinley bill. 

Our factory is at the present time four months oversold on our products. 
We employ no prison labor. With referenceto your inquiries will say Sen- 
ator VEST has been basely imposed upon, and further: 

1. There is no trust in existence controlling the manufacture of brushes 
in the United States. The Corner Brush Company, referred to by Senator 
VEST, is not in existence. 

2. Ohio has one thousand prisoners manufacturing brushes, but in full de- 
fiance of the prison bill prohibiting the same, passed at the last session of 
the Legislature. This matter will soon be in the hands of the State’s attor- 
ee 

3. New York and Massachusetts have enacted laws in recent years which 
have greatly lessened the number of convicts employed in making brushes 
in those States. It was estimated that four thousand were employed in 1990, 
but now about one-half thatnumber are employed in the United States. The 
effect has been to lessen prices. The adoption of State legislation limiting 
the number that can be employed in any one industry to 5 per cent of free 
labor employed at the same ey has resulted in instilling new life into 
the manufacture of a cheap grade of goods, A conservative estimate of the 
number of free laborers employed is about five thousand. 

4. Prison-made brushes have only been produced in cheap grades, such as 
household goods. Toilet goods, such as hairbrushes, shaving brushes, paint 
brushes, have never been successfully manufactured in prisons. There are 
three concerns, private companies, who operate six or seven prison brush 
factories. Three in Ohio should shortly be stopped by process of law. 

5. There is still a large importation of the finer grade of brushes, about 
three-fourths of the amount consumed of this class. All toothbrushes are 
still imported, but a continuance of protection and the introduction of im- 
pore machinery will cause an increased manufacture in this country. 

he efforts to reduce tariff on brushes is certainly an unholy move on the 
part of the friends of the importers, or the resident agents of foreign manu- 
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facturers, and I earnestly hope your efforts to forestall their action will be 
successful. 


If I can give any additional information I will gladly do so. 


With great respect, 
JOSEPH C. BARNARD, 
of Toledo, Ohio. 
P.S.—Letters addressed to Toledo will reach me. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate. 


’ 


TRUST No. 11.—BUTTONS. 
EASTHAMPTON, MASS., July 13, 1892. 


My DEAR Sir: I have your communication of 8th instant calling my at- 
tention to the statement made by Senator VEsT, of Missouri, in a speech de- 
livered in the Senate on the 28th of Jnne, 1892, relative to a trust in the in- 
dustry in which I am engaged. 

There is no trust in existence, there has never been one, and I am not 
aware one has ever been proposed or suggested, for controlling production 
or prices in the industry of manufacturing buttons. This statement ap- 
pears to answer your five questions. 

I have been engaged in the manufacture of buttons nearly half a century; 
am well informed as to the present condition of the industry, and do not 
hesitate to say that prices of all kinds of buttons, excepting pearl buttons, 
were never lower in our markets than at the present time, and I am credibly 
informed that competition in pear! buttons is such as to makeit only a fairly 
remunerative business. 

Yours very respectfully, 
HORATIO G. KNIGHT. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST NO. 12.—CARBON CANDLES. 
(See Electrical supplies. ) 


TRUST No. 13.—CARTRIDGES. 


THE UNION METALLIC CARTRIDGE COMPANY, 
Bridgeport, Conn., July 18, 1892. 

DEAR SiR: Your favor of the 8th instant has been received by me, and I 
wish to thank you for the interest displayed in addressing me in the matter. 

In reply to your letter, I desire to say, for the Union Metallic Cartridge 
Company, that there is nothing to limit in anyway the production of its 
oo neither do we control the prices at which same may be sold by the 
trade. 

My relations with the various other ammunition manufacturers, however, 
are not such as would enable me to answer you fully in detail without apply- 
ing to them direct for the information; and inaddition to the length of time 
required in making such inquiries, you will readily understand the natural 
reluctance with which producers of similar lines furnish such information, 
no matter for what purpose it may be required. 

Unfortunately, therefore, the comparatively short time to which you have 
limited me, prevents my replying more in detail to your communication, 
although I cansay that the alleged production of $3,500,000 worth of cart- 
ridges per annum appears to me, judging from the sales of my own com- 
pany, to be ridiculously exaggerated. In fact, the remarks made by Sena- 
tor VEST in regard to the ammunition industry are, as he admits, nothing 
but newspaper reports, and about as reliable as newspaper statements usu- 
ally are. 

That many of the industries assailed, however, can quickly furnish you 
with conclusive proofs of the unreliability of the assertions made concern- 
ing them, I feel thoroughly assured; and I therefore believe that my inability 
to secure for you within so short a time the details you desire, will in no 
way lessen the force of such arguments as you may have to present to the 
Senate in opposition to the unsound attack and illogical conclusions of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Regretting that I have been unable to facilitate you in this matter, I re- 
main, 

Very truly yours, 

M. HARTLEY, President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
_ United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 15.—CASTOR OIL. 


BAKER CASTOR OIL COMPANY, 
New York, July 13, 1892. 


ESTEEMED SIR: Your favor dated 8th instant is to-day at hand, and we 
have Called at the office of the Tribune and seen the copy of their issue of 
June 13, 1889, in which the statements occur that were referred to in Sena- 
tor VEST’S speech. 

We are quite positive the article in the Tribune is entirely false, as we 
never heard of any such projected trust, and as we are the largest manufac- 
turers of castor oil in the United States, it probably could not have been 
done without our hearing about it. 

The article in question states that the entire plants of all the manufac- 
turers are only valued at $75,000, a perfectly r‘diculous statement, as that is 
but a portion of the cost of our own plant, it .aving cost considerably more 
than that. The Tribune has doubtless been imposed upon by their corre- 
spondent from St. Louis at that time, and we think there will probably be 
an article in some issue soon which will make some reference to the matter. 
If one is published, we will take pleasure in forwarding you a copy of it. 

We wish to deny most emphatically the existence of any trust whateve- 
in the manufacture of castor oil, nor has there ever been any trust in such 
manufacture. On the contrary, domestic competition is such that the mar- 
gins in the manufacture of the article are at present not only about “ nil,’ 
but in many cases the article is sold at an absolute loss. Of course we hope 
this state of affairs will not continue, but we mention it to show you how do 
mestic competition takes care of the consumer to the positive detriment a’ 
present of the manufacturer. 

The above answers your first, second, third, and fourth questions. As re- 
gards the fifth, would state that there is no foreign competition in the arti- 
cle, as the duty on the castor oil will not permit it to be imported. 

In this connection will you rmit me to observe that the duty on castor 
oil, viz, 80 cents per gallon, while apparently a large one, affords but a rea- 
sonable protection to the manufacturer, owing to the difference in labor in 
India, where they pay their laborers about 20 cents a day, while we pay them 
here $2 to $10, according to their skill. Wealso have to pay a duty of 50 cents 
per bushel on the imported beans for the protection of the farmers, which 
we are quite willing to pay in view of the protection accorded us, but which, 
of course, very largely reduces the protection on the castor oil. We also 
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have to frieght the more bulky castor beans, out of which we make the oil, 
from India, while the foreign manufacturer only has to freight the very es- 
sence, you may say, of those beams, viz, castor oil, which forms but a small 
portion of them, and which ‘he can therefore freight at very much less than 
the price.at which we can freight the oil as contained in the castor beans. 
Again, we have to pay duty on our tins in which we pack the oil, whereas 
the foreign manufacturer does not. The in this country is a variable 
one, sometimes being large and at other times small, but its price of course 
is toa large extent regulated by the duty on the beans, as the farmer would 
a to accept a much less price for his crop were the beans admitted duty 
ree 
If there is any further information which we can give you we should be 
very pleased to do so. 
Very truly yours. 
THE BAKER CASTOR OLL COMPANY, 
W. D. FARIS, Secretary. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 


United States Senator, Washinglon, D.C. 
‘See also reply to lead trust.) 


Trust No. 17.—CIGARETTHS. 


THE AMERICAN TOBACCO COMPANY, 
New York, July 15, 1892. 

Dear SiR: Yours of the Sth instant has been duly received by us, through 
our Allen & Ginter branch, of Richmond, Va. 

In relation to your first inquiry, we would state that we do not know of 
any cigarette trust; andastothe American Tobacco Company, itis nota trust, 
as you define the term in your letter, nor is it, as we believe, in any sense. a 
trust. 

As your inquiries are ali directed on the supposition that your first ques- 
tion will be answered in the affirmative, we think it . after 
making the statement above, to reply further, except to contradict certain 
erroneous statements made with respect to the American Tobacco Com- 
pany by Mr. WARNER in the document you inclosed. 

The manufacture of cigarettes by the American Tobacco isonly 
one department of its business, and though it manufactures a large propor- 
tion of the cigarettes manufactured in this country, it is also a large manu- 
facturer of cheroots, smeking tobacco, fine cut, plug tobacco, and snuff. 

We also wish to correct the statement that this company has increased the 
price of cigarettes since its incorporation. The fact is that it has increased 
the price of none of the brands of cigarettes purchased by it, together with 
the plants that it bought, and in many instances it has decreased the price 
of such brands. 

in reply to the statement that it “ arra for a so-called rebate on such 
terms as to put the dealers at the . the trust,” we state that the re- 
bate system was adopted by us in the Interest of our customers in order to 
enable them to make a fair profit in handling cigarettes, as it is well known 
that if the manufacturer does not protect his customer in some such method 

will be cut in such a way as will notenabie those engaged in the busi- 


hess to make any profit whatsoever. Inquiry ‘the trade will thor- 
ee at Go We would add that when discuss: 
the sability of discontinuing this rebate system, such mance 


was violently opposed by its customers. 
Yours, very respectfully, 


Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


TRUST No. 18.—CONDENSED MILK. 


New YoRK CONDENSED MILK CoMPARY, 
New York, July 13, 1892. 


J.B. DUKE, President. 


DaarR Sin: Replying to your favor of 8th Instant, we beg to state that the | 


referred to in the copy of the speech which you send us is mislead- 

and erroneous, and that there is no with which we are familiar 

more to competition than the production of condensed milk, nor one 
in which, since its inception, a fiercer or more unrestricted 

In answer to 


say that there is not at present and never has been any trust, combination, 


agreement, nor even understanding between the various manufacturers of | 


condensed milk looking towards regulating, controlling, or upholding its 
price; certainly not as far as we have any knowledge of. 

In reply to your fifth inquiry, we admit that the foreign competition is ma- 
terially Jess than before the McKinley bill became a law; notwithstanding 
which fact the average price for condensed milk is lower than at that time, 
or than ever before, owing to the increased competition among manufac- 
turers in this country. 

As you age pro y aware, there are now, and for many years have been, 
no protecting this industry, and its manufacture is participated in 
by some twenty-three factories, owned by fourteen different and distinct 
concerns, having no connection nor interest in common, and between whom 
unchecked competition has always existed. 

As to the price paid to farmers furnishing milk to the factories of our com- 
pany, this regulated like other dairy products, by the crops, feed, etc., 
which has ously been her than the price obtained by producers of 
milk which is used in making = Gane oe 

As to the a dispatch quoted in Mr. VEstT’s in regard to the 
transfer by com. of its interests toan we - 
tize this purely and a hewspaper 
of the kind was contemplated by us, and we were 
publication until our attention was called to it in the 
only regard it a sensational oe article, ut 

Tnanking you for the opportunity you haveafford 
tradictions, we are, 

Very respectfully, yours, 


unwarranted by fact. 
us to make these con- 


New YOrK CONDENSED Mick CoMPAnNy. 
GEO. B. MEAD, JR., Vice-President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 19.—COPPER INGOTS. 


CALUMET AND HECLA MINING COMPANY, 
Baston, July 18, 1892. 


DEAR Ste: Your favor of 8th instant is at hand, and inreply [ have tosay: 
since I became § 


i. There is not, and there has not been an officer of 
company, in November, 1889, any trust in existence controlling the produc- 
tien of copper in any form. We do not make sheets. 

2. I do not believe there is atrust among the othercopper producers in this 


country 
%. The competition in this country from foreign copper is trifling. The 


of the world do not produce enough copper te supply their 
consumption, and they are obliged to draw on America. 
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Lake copper (i. ¢., the native copper produced near Lake Superior) has at 
times been sold in this country within the last year at lower prices than 
could have been obtained for it abroad. At present it brings higher prices 
inthis country. The reason for this in my opinion is, that the and fer 
high-grade copperis greater in this country than abroad. Whether this 
is because foreign metal-workers can manufacture lower grade copper into 
articles of commerce than metal-workers in this country can, by reason of 
greater skill or cheaper labor, or whether it is because metal-workers in this 
country must produce better articles, or require greater strength inthe cop- 
per, because they make machinery Go more work upon it than they do 
abroad, I don"t know, but I think all of these reasons exist. 


Very truly, yours, 
T. C. LIVERMORE. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 20.—CoOPpPER SHEETS. 
(See Copper ingot trust.) 


TRUST NO. 21.—CORDAGE. 
PLYMOUTH CORDAGE COMPANY, 
North Plymouth, Mass., Jwly 19, 1892. 
DEAR Str: We inclose list of concerns in the cordage business that are, to 
the best of our belief, independent of the National Cordage Company; also 
list of those that ape with the National, as far as we know. 


Very truly, yours, 
- G. F. HOLMES, 7'reasurer. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D.C. 


As far as we know, the following concerns are with the National Cordage 
Miamisburg Binder Twine and Cordage Company, Miamisburg, Ouio. 
o. 


Miamis' , Miamisburg, 
American iio ™ Ohio. 
William & Co., fi. 
and Cordage , Middletown, Ohio. 

BustenGestnee Company, Beston, ‘ 
Standard Cordage os Boston, Mass. 
Sewall & ; Conrpany. : Boston, Mass 

w. age . , 
New Company, New Bedford, Mass. 


J. T. Donnell & Co., Boston, Mass. 


a ee =. Mass. 
William Wall's Sons, New York, N. Y 


Tucker & Carter Cordage are. New York, N. Y. 

L. Waterbury & Co., New York, N. Y. 

Elizabathport Steam Cordage Company, Elizabethport, N. J. 

New York Bagging Company, New York, N. Y. 

D. Allen & Sons, New York, N. Y. 

To the bestof our belief the following concerns are in every way free and 
of the National e Company : 


Kingman 
Hoover & 
See iter kOe, Phietetehia, Pa. 


Twine and i Ohio 
D. At. Osbor oe ees. Miamisburg, 
earson Cordage Boston, Mass. 
John Good, New York, N. ¥. 
Ludlow Com . Boston, Mass. 
Travers Bros. & Co., York, N. Y. 
Hinckley 


Bros. new mill at ee Mass. 
PLYMOUTH CORDAGE COMPANY. 


TRUST No. 22.—CROCKERY. 
TRENTON, N. J., July 22, 1892. 
‘There is no trust in crockery goods that controls production or . 


Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate. 


Trust No. 23.—CoTrron DUCK. 


Frrcensure Duck MMs, 
Boston, July 11, 1332. 


DAVID NEVINS. 
Per S. A. CLOUGH. 


New York«, July 13, 1392. 

DEAR Sir: casey your questions founded on a letter of July 9, 1892, 
from Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, ama one: 

first question: is no trust in existence, nor has 

there been, controlling the production of cotton duck. 


: 


J. SPENCER TURNER. 


New York, July 13, 1992. 








1892. 





| 
asked to join any trust. If Senator VEST will devise a trust or any other | 
plan that will make the mill pay dividends in the manufacture of duck I | 
would pay a handsome premium. 

Yours very truly, 
C. N. BLISS. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate. 


TRUST NO. 24.—COTTON-SEED OIL. - 
THE AMERICAN COTTON-OIL COMPANY, 
New York, July 19, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: Your letter of the 8th instant, calling my attention to the state- 
ment made by Senator VEST in his speech of June 29, 1892, addressed to me 
individually, I assume was designed for the American Cotton-Oil Company, 
of which Iam the chairman of its board of directors. 

I think the compiler of the list of tariff trusts referred to by Senator VEST 
has been misled when he ranks the cotton-oil industry as a tariff trust, be- 
cause it neither profits nor is it sustained by the tariff. In fact, the cotton- 
seed oil industry is uninfiuenced and unprotected by the tariff. It neither 
asks nor requires tariff protection against the imports of cotton-seed oil. 
lhe statement of Mr. WARNER admits that there have never been any im- 
ports of cotton-seed oil. 

As to this company, equaliy mistaken views appear to be entertained. 
This is not a trust, but a corporation, organized under the statutes and 
amenable to and respecting the law in every relation. Nor is the industry 
within the controlof any one organization. I[tis a matter of common knowl- 
edge that while this company is the largest single interest it is only one of 
many rival organizations engaged in active competition in the business 
which no one contro!s, and the prices of whose products — the foreign 
and domestic markets are subject to the fluctuations of supply and demand. 

The above statements would seem to render unnecessary a more extended 
reply to your inquiries, which were evidently based upon the erroneous sup- 
position that our company is a trust and that its business is in some degree 
affected by the tariff laws. 

Very truly, yours, 
EDWARD D. ADAMS, Chairman. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 





TRusT No. 25.—CoOTTON THREAD. 
WILLIMANTIC LINEN COMPANY, 
Hartford, Conn., July 12, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Your favor of July 8, addressed to Mr. Theodore M. Ives, New 
York, has been by him referred to this office for reply. 

We know of no trust in the manufacture of spool cotton in the United 
States, although one exists in England, and no agreementas to prices which 
tends to create a uniform price. 

We in 1888 sold our 200-yard goods (to which Mr. VEST alludes) at 463 cents 
net. In 1889 we sold the some go0te at 39.95 cents net. In 1890 we sold same 
goods at 38} cents net. In 1891 and up to the present time we sell same 
goods at cents net. Prices of these goods are not uniform among tlie 
manufacturers. We know of no arrangement by which the production of 
spool cotton is limited, and are centainly not a party to any such arrange- 
ment. 

The second question needsnoreply. The third question would be answered 
above, if a trust existed. There is no foreign competition, as every large 
manufacturer in England has a factory here, and in England a real trusts 
exists. 

The only price-understanding now existing here is that prices shall be uni- 
form for each manufacturer for a period of six months, so that the buyer of 
goods may be insured a reasonable profit. 

Weshould like to know why Mr. VgEstT calls retailers who buy one thousand 
dozen in six months monopolists. 

Yours, truly, 
LUCIUS A. BARBOODUR, President. 


NEW YORE, July 13, 1892. 

My DEAR SiR: Your esteemed favor of 8thinstant, inclosing copy of Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, was duly received. To put the answer in official 
shape, I sent same to Hartford, Conn., the headquarters of the Willimantic 
Linen Company, with request that a reply to your inquiries be made over 
the signature of the president, Mr. Lucius A. Barbour. That reply will be 
mailed you to-day, and cover, I think, most conclusively the points made 
by you in controverting the issue raised by Senator VEstT, of Missouri, in his 
speech delivered in the Senate on the 29th of June last. As supplementary 
data, I beg to inclose table furnished by Messrs. George A. Clark & Bro., of 
Newark, N.J., manufacturers of Clark’s O. N. T. spool cotton, giving prices 
on their brand from December, 1861, to the sent time. 

The prices for our goods at various times have not been uniform with this 
schedule, and to-day stand at 36 cents net as against the O. N.T. price given 
in the table, of 38} cents net, thus confirming statement in the letter you will 
receive from our president, namely, that at t we sell our goods at 36 
cents net. This dis sof the contention thata uniform price exists among 
manufacturers working under a so-called trust. Itis also afact, wellenough 
possibly to state, that other well-known standard brands of these goods are 
sold at less than the O. N T. price given, cents net. 

Should you need or desire any further information bearing upon the sub- 
ject in question, should be glad to furnish same upon receipt of your appli- 
cation. Hoping that the facts and figures inclosed, together with cheno 
which you will receive from Hartford, will prove to be what you wish to se- 
cure, I remain, 

Very truly yours, 
THEODORE M. IVES. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
JULY 13, 1892. 


Prices of Clark's ‘*0. N. 7." spool cotton from December, 1391, to the present 














time. 

Dates. Price. | Net 
December 17, 1861, to January) $0.50 less 5 per cent_.......... 80. 474 
py es .60 less 5 per cent........... 57 
CE I ciate cntmtenmtnnen -65 less 5 percent....... nailed . 61 
September 4, 1862............. .70 less 5 percent........... ‘ 
September 13, 1862_........... .80 less 5 percent........... . 76 
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Prices of Clark's ““O.N.T.” spo0! cotton from December, 1891, toa the pe eghy? 
time Continnel 
Dates. | Price Net 

October 11, 1962. .............. | $0.90 less 5 percent #0. 854 
February 21,1 1.25 less 5 percent .| 1.18 
Octoer 2, 1863 | 1.00 less 5 percent 2 
Oe Wo ees) 1.10} to $1. 12}less5 percent_.| 1.05 and 1.68 
October 21, 1864 ween eeeees eens} 1.50 less 5 percent eal 1.42 
January 1, 1@68___........... j 1.30 to $i less5 per cent |} 1.23} and . 95 
January 16, 1869__........... .90 less 5 percent —- . a 
Bis ne terse ania vsti .80 less 74 percent iiclaaiatioul .74 
ED Sg Oo iro dcecumadicaceun | 72 less 6 and 2} per cent hs 
January 3, 1876 __......-- | .67hless6and4 per cent__.| co} 
AS) | .65 less6and4 percent. _.| 58 
January 1, 1878 ...........-... -O?} less6and4 per cent. .} 5: 
January 1, 1879 ..............- | .55 less6and4 per cent___! 49 
January 1, 1863 ............... - less 6and9 per cent__.| 46} 
March 26, 1680 .. .........<..=<. .47 less6and9 per cent 3o0 
SE I cictg! cecnnntciaainaats .45 less 5 and 7} per cent. __| 3928 
January 1,1800_.........._... .4% less 6and 7) per cent. __| . 3893 
URE SSO occidesicnmwens | -4 less6and9 per cent.__| 3k; 
. sianiaiiannsneillaaat lise, sshceitiaanatis 

*O. N. T."" spool cotton is now sold about 9 cents per dozen bel .w what it 


was in i861. In that year, while all thread was sold at the price of 6-cord, a}! 
numbers above 40 were either 3 or 4 cord, sothat the 6-cord spool cotton sol | 
to-day is in every respect: a much better article than that sold in 1861 


TRUST No. 26.—ELECTRIC SUPPLY. 


GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 
Washington, D. C., July 19, 1892 

Sir: Replying to your favor, I have the honor to submit answers to you 
questions, as follows: 

— Is thereany trust controlling production in the electrical busines 
No. 

Second. Does such alleged trust include all the parties engaged in the ma 
ufacture? No. There is a vast amount of competition in every branch © 
electrical manufacture. 

Third. What effect has the trust had upon competition and prices of pro | 
uct? Thereis no trust, but what amalgamation of interest has taken placs 
has increased the product, improved the quality and reduced the prices. 

Fourth. What proportion of the entire country is controlled by the allege: 
trust? There is no trust, but, as before stated, there is active competitio:: 
in every branch of manufacture. 

Fifth. Is there any foreign competition, and if so, what proportion of the 
apparatus is imported? There is substantially no importation of apparatu 
involving the use of heavy currents, such as electric lighting, railway, an | 
motive power apparatus. It is universally conceded that the quality of 
American apparatus is such as to make it more desirable than that ma! 
abroad; also that the apparatus made abroad is principally based upon pa 
ents of American inventors. 

Very truly yours, 
FRANK H. CLARK 
Resident Manuger 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 27.—ENVELOPES. 


SPRINGFIELD, MASS., July 20. 1392 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH: 


There is no trust nor combination for controlling manufacture of envel 
opes. 
, MORGAN ENVELOPE COMPANY 


HOLYOKE, MASS., July 23, 1892 


Referring to Senator VEST's speech, we desire to inform you that no en 
velope trust, combination; or understanding exists. The envelope market 
is open and subjected to serverest competition. : 

HOLYOKE ENVELOPE CoMPANY, 
GEO. N. TYNER, Treasurer 
Hon. N. W. AUDRICH, 
United States Senate. 


TRUST No. 28.—FLINT GLASS. 
PITTSBURG, PA., July 11, 1392 


DEAR Sir: Yours of the 8th at hand. Following we give your question 
and our answers: 

First. Whether there is any trust in existence controlling prodaction in 
your industry of manufacturing flint glass? 

The United States Glass Company is a corporation organized July 15, 1891 
under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, which purchased the plant of 
sixteen firms as per the list inclosed. as 

Second. Whether it includes all the parties engaged in the manufacture 

There are forty firms with whom we compete, as per the list inclosed. 

Third. What effect the trust has had on competition and prices of product 

None whatever. The largecropof fruit this year created an excessive de 
mand for tumblers, which naturally advanced the price, which fact would 
have been the same had our company not been in existence 

Fourth. If such a trust is in existence, what proportion of the entire pro 
duction of the country does it control? 

Taking the product as a whole, the proportion is as 16 to 40 

Fifth. Is there any foreign competition with your product 
proportion of consumption is imported ’ 

Yes: of the articles we make at least one-third comes into competition 
with the imported, and home competition prevents advance of price on the 
other two-thirds. 

Very respectfully, yours, 


If so 


what 


UNITED STATES GLASS COMPANY 
DANIEL C. RIPLEY, President 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Following is a list of the manufacturers whose plants the United States 
Glass Company purchased: 

Adams & Co., Pittsburg, Pa. 

A. J. Beatty & Sons, Tiffin, Ohio. 
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Bellaire Goblet Company, Findlay, Ohio. 

Bryce Bros., Pittsburg, Pa. 

Central Glass Company, Wheeling, W. Va. 

Challinor, Taylor & Co., limited, Tarentum, Pa. 

Columbia Glass Company, Findlay, Ohio. ~ 

Doyle & Co., Pittsburg, Pa. 

George Duncan & Sons, Pittsburg, Pa. 

Gillinder & Sons, Greensburg, Pa. 

Hobbs Glass Company, Wheeling, W. Va. 

King Glass Company, Pittsburg, Pa. 

Nickel Plate Glass Company, Fostoria, Ohio. 

O'Hara Glass Company, limited, Pittsburg, Pa. e 

Richards & Hartley Glass Company, Tarentum, Pa. 

Ripley & Co., Pittsburg, Pa. 

Following is alist of the factories who are outside of our company and 
who manufacture goods in competition with us: 

Atterbury & Co., Pittsburg, Pa. 

Brox, Chas., Port Jervis, N. Y. 

Bryce, Higby & Co., Pittsburg, Pa. 

Buckeye Glass Company, Martins Ferry, Ohio. 

Canton Glass Company, Marion, Ind. 

Codéperative Flint Glass Company, limited, Beaver Falls, Pa. 

Corning Glass Works, Corning, N. Y. 

Crystal Glass Company, Bridgeport, Ohio. 

Cumberland Glass Company, Cumberland, Md. 

Dalzell, Gilmore & Leighton Company, Findlay, Ohio. 

E. De La Chapelle & Co., Ottawa, Ill. 

Dithridge & Co., Pittsburg, Pa. 

C. Dorfiinger & Sons, White Mills, Pa. 

Elson Glass Company, Martins Ferry, Ohio. 

Thos. Evans Company, Pittsburg, Pa. 

Excelsior Flint Glass Company, Pittsburg, Pa. 

Fostoria Glass Company, Fostoria, Ohio. 

Fostoria Shade and Lamp Company, Fostoria, Ohio. 

Gill & Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 

Gill Bros. & Co., Steubenville, Ohio. 

FE. P. Gleason Manufacturing Company, New York, N. Y. 

Greensburg Glass Company, Greensburg, Pa. 

Hemingray Glass Company, Covington, Ky. 

Hibbler & Co., anaes oe 

Hogan, Evans & Co., limited, Pittsburg, Pa. 

John N. Huwer, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The W. L. Libbey & Son Co., Toledo, Ohio. 

Lippincott Glass Company, Findlay, Ohio. 

Geo. A. Macbeth & Co., Pittsburg, Pa. 

Mount Washington Glass aes New Bedford, Mass. 

James J. Murray & Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 

McKee & Bros., eS 

Phoenix Glass Company, Pittsburg, Pa. 

Riverside Glass Works, Wellsburg, W. Va. 

Rodefer Bros., Bellaire, Ohio. 

Rohrbacher & Hormann, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Tiffin Glass Company, Tiffin, Ohio. 

Union Glass Company, Somerville, Mass. 

Seneca Glass Company, Fostoria, Ohio. 

Zillman Glass Company, North Baltimore, Ohio. 


PITTSBURG, PA., July 12, 1892. 


DEAR SIR: We notice in the copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of June 
28, 1892, Senator VEsT’s remarks relative to the United States Glass Com- 
y. Wethink the Senator’s informant very unreliable or very ignorant 
of the facts. The competition in the manufacture of flint glass at home and 
with the imported article has been very disastrous to the industry; so much 
so that within the last five years twenty-two firms (ljst inclosed) have failed 
or suspended operations. Itwas the above condition that prompted the ask- 
of the protection and also the formation of our company, which has en- 
abled us to manufacture and market the goods with considerable saving, as 
for example in New York alone we dispensed with eight offices and now do 
the business inone. The Senator says we expect to make 50 per cent on our 
capital. Well, if there{are any of our stockholders expecting thatamount they 
will be sadly mistaken. If such were the fact, our stock, which can be pur- 
chased at 66 cents on the dollar to-day, would be a better investment than is 
generally offered to the public. If the Senator will agree to pay us 10 per 
cent on our stock (which is not watered) for the next ten years I will agree 
to turn him over a controlling interest in the company. 

The prices on tumblers and jelly-packers’ supplies has fluctuated with the 
fruit crop for years,and the price would have been no less had our company 
not existed, inasmuch as the advance has only been on the above articles 
(which does not bring them up tocost), which forms about 10 per cént of our 
production. It is nota fair statement to say that we have advanced our 

ces without stating on what proportion of the product. The statement 
at the price of cologne bottles and small goods has advanced 50 per cent is 
incorrect; on the other hand, we have reduced them 10 per cent. Our com- 
pany has made during the last year, ending July 1, 1892, 20 per cent more 
s than has been made in the same plants dur: any one of the last five 
years, which naturally gave steadier employment as well as increased the 
number of workmen. e mold-makers’ statement that we had dispensed 
with two hundred in one batch is utterly false. Thenumber employed during 
the year previous to our company taking hold was one hundred and sixty- 
three; the company consolidating all the shops, was able to dispense with 
thirty-two, who found ready employment in other shops, and their wives 
and children were not in want because of the men being out of employment. 
The above are facts, and we stand ready to prove them. Incase you should 
want any more information we will with pleasure furnish it. 


Respectfully, yours, 
DANIEL C. RIPLEY. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United Slates Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Following is a list comprising the failures and suspensions in the flint- 
glass business within the last five years: 

/Etna Glass Company, Bellaire, Ohio. 

Findlay Glass Company (burned), Findlay, Ohio. 

Connellsville Glass Company, Connellsville, Pa. 

Arch Glass Company, Sharpsburg, Pa. 

Belmont Glass Company, Bellaire, Ohio. 

Beaver Falls Glass Company, Beaver Falls, Pa. 

ra Glass Company (three failures under different organizations), Bea- 
ver Falls. 

Dithridge Glass Company, New Brighton, Pa. 

New Brighton Glass Company, New Brighton, Pa. 

Fostoria Novelty Glass Company, Fostoria, Ohio. 

Thompson Glass Company, Uniontown, Pa. 


Warren Glass Company, Uniontown, Pa. 

Windsor Glass Company, Pittsburg, Pa. 

Braddock Glass Company (burned), Braddock, Pa. 
Sippo Valley Glass Company, Massillon, Ohio. 
Chartiers Glass Janes Chartiers, Pa. 

The Globe Lamp and Chimney Company, Findlay, Ohio. 
Bowling Green Glass Company, Bowling Green. 
Tiffin Glass eget, Tiffin, Ohio. 

Jones, Cavitt & Co., Pittsburg, Pa. 

Francis Storms, Brooklyn, E. D. 

Iowa City Glass Company, Iowa City, Iowa. 


TRUST No. 29.—FORK AND HOE. 
NORTH EASTON, July 14, 1892. 


MY DEAR Sir: Confinement to my house by sickness has prevented my 
earlier answer to your favor of the 8thinstant. I was obliged to send to 
Boston to get a copy of a letter in my letter copy book. I wrote in 1888, I 
think (although the —_ brought me says 1886, probably an error in copy- 
ing), when the Mills bill was under consideration. This copy I send you, 
and also a copy of a letter written by my brother, Oakes A. Ames, recently, 
in answer to the same old lie which is again traveling through the country. 

These two letters will answer the statement on pase 19, paragraph 49, as to 
the prices in New York, Texas, and Mexico. The other statements, as to 
prices of shovels (#10 for home market and $8.50 to foreigners, free on board 
at Boston and New York, and #9.20 at home and $7.86 abroad), are also abso- 
lutely false. The foreign purchaser pays us exactly the same price as the 
—_ wholesale hardware dealer pays us for the same quality of shovel 
or spade. 

I have no knowledge of a trust for the control of the manufacture of forks 
and hoes. Weare notin that business. I do know there is no trust or com- 
bination in existence ——e the production or prices of shovels or 
spades. After the civil war lead ng manufacturers of shovels and spades 
made an agreement to maintain prices. The agreement was signed—but it 
did not last twenty-four hours—as one of the parties broke it the next day. 
This will answer your first, second, third, and fourti inquiries. 

In answer to your fifth question: There are no foreign shovels sold in the 
United States, and the importation of any for thirty years past is insignifi- 
cant. 

On the other hand, we have a very large foreign demand for our shovels 
and spades. We export some years 25,000 dozens. 

The 45 per cent duty on imported shovels is of no advantage to the Ameri- 
can manufacturer. e would be better satisfied with 20 to 25 per cent pro- 
vided the duties on iron and steel we use as raw material were not over 20 
= = per cent. Forty-five per centistoo high and is unnecessary to protect 
either. 

Yours, truly, 
OLIVER AMES. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


NORTH EASTON, MASS., July 3, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Yours of June 27 is received. The Oliver Ames & Sons Cor- 
poration have but one set of prices for its goods, and it gives the same prices 
and discounts to the exporter that it gives to the large dealers in the United 
States. Wesend you our latest price list and discount sheet, and there is 
no exporter that has any better terms than 20, 10, and 5 per cent from list we 
send you. The cheapest shovel we make is an unpolished shovel from low 
grade steel, and costs, delivered in New York City, #2.91 r dozen, and 
freight from New York to Mexico would have to be added. Any shovel that 
we make that costs $6 exclusive of freight would be made of either Swede 
steel with a cast-steel edge or entirely of cast steel, and very much superior 
in quality and every way than the cheapest shovel, and could not be com- 

red in any respect with it. You will see by the list we send you that we 

ave shovels of all grades and prices from #8.89 net for our best No. 2 patent 
welded D. H. Rd. Pts. to $2.91 for our cheapest unpolished shovel. And we 
sell at same price and terms to the export trade that we do to the largest 
home trade. 
Yours, truly, 
OAKES A. AMES, President. 
Mr. G. H. HENDERSON, 
Bloomfield, Ind. 


BOSTON, October 4, 1886. 


DEAR SiR: I have your letter of the 29th ultimo, in which you ask for an 
explicit denial or satisfactory explanation of the statement that ‘‘Ames 
shovels” are sold in Mexico at $2. er ai dozen, of the same make and quality 
as those which are sold in the Uni States at 86 per dozen. 

This statement is absolutely untrue. The Oliver Ames & Sons Corpora- 
tion has but one set of prices for its goods, and it gives the same price and 
discounts to the exporter and the larger wholesale dealers. 

This is plainly stated in the prin circular which we send out with our 
price lists to any hardware dealer asking for thesame. Thecheapest shovel 
which we make is from unpolished sheet iron, and costs delivered in New 
York City, #2.91 per dozen, and we never sold adozen shovels lower than that 

rice to any ey So that the freight from New York to Mexico would 
cane to be added if the shovel came from us. 

Any shovel which we make which costs #6 per dozen, exclusive of freight, 
is made either of welded steel with cast-steel edge, or entirely of cast steel, 
and is very much superior in quality and finish to the cheaper shovel and 
could not be compared in any respect with it. 

The statement to the contrary of these facts has been published broadcast 
over the country, and a it has furnished a great deal of capital to 
the advocates of the Mills bill. . 

Iam yours, very respectfully, 
OLIVER AMES. 

Mr. JOHN W. TINDALL, 

The Inter Ocean, Chicago, Ill. 


TRUST No. 30.—FRvIT JAR. 
(See Flint glass trust.) 


TRUST No. 31.—GALVANIZED IRON AND STEEL. 


MCDANIEL & HARVEY COMPANY, 
Philadelphia, July 14, 1892. 


DEAR SIR: 1 have received your letter of the 8th instant, inclosing copy of 
speech of Senator VEST, and have examined the statements referred to in 
regard to the existence of a trust in galvanized iron and steel, and in reply 
to your questions I beg to say most decidedly that there does not exist in 
that business any trust or combination. You can emphatically deny any 
assertion to the contrary. The manufacturers of galvanized sheets in No- 
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vember last met and organized an association, the object of which was for 
mally stated to be as follows (copy of records of meeting): 

“The object of this meeting is for the purpose of organizing a permanent 
association, composed of the manufacturers of galvanized sheet iron, to 
meet monthly for the purpose of promoting uniform methods relating to 
classification, weights, freight allowances, terms, etc., or such other busi- 
ness as may from time to time seem of mutual interest. Unfavorable ex- 
perience as manufacturers with combinations of almost every description 
for sustaining or advancing the market price of their products, naturally 
lead us to avoid even a semblance of such an organization.”’ 

This you will notice expressly precludes all semblance of trust in the or- 
ganization, and was intended to do so. Our proceedings since then have 
never affected, or attempted to affect, B pe ew or to limit production, and as 
a matter of fact the price of galvanize 
than it has been at any time in oro history of the trade. The work 
of the association has been confined to minor details of the business, such as 
arranging a standard gauge or list of weights per square foot which shall 
be uniform among all makers, revising the price list, etc. 

The association does not include all parties engaged in the manufacture. 
as contrary, out of twenty firms only twelve are members of the asso- 
ciation. 

The quantity of galvanized sheet iron imported from abroad is not large. 
IL understand there is a certain amount of foreign galvanized iron used in 
this country, but do not know to what extent. Think, however, it is small 
in amount. 

Referring particularly now to Mr. WARNER'S statement concerning the al- 
leged galvanized sheet-iron trust, his statement that we ‘“‘have long had a 
strong combination to limit production and control prices,” is absolutely 


sheet iron and steel is lower to-day | 


Amount received per ton— 
January, 1892, 60 cents less than in December, 1891. 
February, 1892, 54 cents more than in December, 1891. 
March, 1892, 36 cents more than in December, 1891. 
April, 1892, 32 cents less than in December, 1891. 
May, 1892, $1 54 less than in December, 1891. 
June, 1892, $1.62 less than in December, 1891. 


From these figures, you will readily see that the new price list. on the 
grand average, did not even permit of our maintaining former prices, our 
returns from the sale of this product being less per ton for the six months of 
this year as compared with month of December, 1891. 

We will give sworn statement of these figures if require’. 

Yours, very truly, 
APOLLO IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, 
WALLACE P. BACHE, Treasurer. 
JOHN JARRETT, 
Secretary and Treasurer, Pittsburg, Pa. 


TRUST NO. 22.—GLOVES. 


JOHNSTOWN, N. Y., July 13, 1892. 
DEAR SiR: Replying to questions this day received through Hon. JOHN 


| SANFORD, would say to the first; There is no trust in any form whatever 


false, and I would defy him to furnish one iota of proof of his assertion. | 


Furthermore his following statement that the main difficulty has been the 
constant fall in price of terne platesisequally untrue. The market for terne 
plates is separate and distinct from that of galvanized sheet iron, and their 
use is not interchangeable to any extent. 

It is true galvanized iron is used for roofing, chiefly in the corrugated 
form, but the price of terne plates has had small effect upon the 


rice of | 


galvanized iron, and he might well be asked to explain how it isif, as he | 
asserts, the price of terne plate has been increased by the amount of duty, | 


that the price of galvanized iron should have been decreased so heavily, as 
is the actual fact. Again, the Tin Plate Association was not, and never has 
been, an annex of the Galvanized Iron Manufacturers, and Mr. W. C. Crone- 
meyer is not a manufacturer of galvanized iron, and never has been. 
two associations are entirely separate and distinct. 

While it is true that not every sheet manufacturer has become a tin-plate 
maker, and that the business is ‘‘ remanded to those who make a specialty 
of it’? (which we believe to be the proper business method at any rate) nev- 
ertheless the following manufacturers of sheet iron have become manufac- 
turers of tin plate; i. e., Marshall Bros. & Co., Philadelphia; J. E. Strauss 
& Co., Philadelphia; Apollo Iron & SteelCo., Pittsburg, Pa.; Wallace, Ban- 
field & Co., Pittsburg, Pa.; United States Iron and Tin Plate Co., Demmier, 
Pa.; P. H. Laufman & Co., Apollo, Pa.; Cincinnati Corrugating Co., Piqua. 
Ohio; J. W. Britton, Cleveland, Ohio; W. T. Simpson & Co., Cincinnati. 
Ohio; St. Louis Stamping Works, St. Louis, Mo. Several other firms while 
not producing the finished tin plate, are supplying others with black plate 
suitable for.tinning. 

The move referred to in his quotation from “ hardware *’ of December 25, 
1891, did not result, as there stated, but in‘June the Tin Plate Association 
and the Galvanized Association appointed joint committees to act in unison 
on matters affecting common interest, but maintaining separate and dis- 
tinct organization and control of all matters relating to each particular 
trade, and I desire to repeat positively that so far as the Galvanized Iron 
Association is concerned this partial union did notin any way affect or con- 
trol the production or prices. 

The table furnished by Mr. Warner is entirely misleading, and he has con- 
cealed the fact that galvanized iron is sold by a list price and discounts, and 


The | 


you can readily understand that if the list should be increased and the dis- | 


countremained stationery there would be an increase in the price of the iron; 
but if the discount should be increased it would overcome any increase in 
the list, and if sufficiently advanced it would result in a reduction in price. 
For example, under the old list galvanized sheet iron of No. 24 gauge was 
sold in December last, at 13 cents per pound list, and discount of 67} and 5 
per cent, equivalent to a net price of 4.01} cents per pound. 

At the present date it is sold at an advanced list price, é. ¢., 14 cents per 
pound, but at a discount of 70 and 10 per cent, equivalent to 3.78; hence you 
see the manufacturers are receiving for their product to-day actually 23} 
cents per hundred pounds less than in December, 1891. 
given are wholesale prices for very large quantities. The following are the 
net prices, taken from our books, of actual sales in large quantities of gal- 
vanized iron for the dates named, and you will see there has beenaconstant 
reduction, and we are worse off now under the McKinley bill than before its 
passage, or in other words, the consumers are correspondingly benefited. 

The entire statement of Mr. WARNER in regard to galvanizediron is a per- 
version of the facts, and he or his informant has deliberately distorted. to 
suit their own purposes, the actual condition in a most unfair manner, and 
if the remainder of the statements concerning the other alleged trusts are no 


The prices above | 


| imported and sold in Canada. 


more accurate than that concerning galvanized iron, his whole paper is a | 


mere tissue of distortion and falsification and utterly unworthy of credence. 
If you desire any further details or information upon this subject or if 1 
can assist you in any way,I shall be very glad to do so, and remain, 


Very truly, yours, 
HENRY WHITLEY, President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Average price of galvanized sheet irun No. 24 gauge. 
(The same proportion holds good for all other gauges. } 











, List price ™ | Net price 
Year. le pound. Discount. per sound. 

7 | Cents. | Cents. 
con vcceidseccausccineasienncees 13 | 65and 5 per cent. ---- 4. 32} 
Di einecenthesncncecsserbiehebana 13 | 67}and 2} per cent --. 4.12 
Bs Sock eads ante den canbe aione 13 | 674 percent .._......- 4, 221 
Be ener cahecussntalea abel 13 | 6} and 5 per cent___- 4.01} 
eS | aa 14 | 70 and 10 per cent-___- 3.78 





APOLLO IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, 
Pittsburg, Pa., July 15, 1892. 


DEAR SIR: Regarding the effect of new price list, which went into effect 
January 1 last, on the average price received for galvanized iron, we beg to 
say the following table will show the results taken from our books. 


| of 10 cents per month charged for such causes. 


controlling production of glove manufactures. Second, Our association was 
formed when the K. of L. strike of 1886 was on, and has been kept together more 
as a social order than anything else since then. Third, Competition and 
prices have never been acted on by the association, or any body of manu 
facturers of gloves. Fourth is answered above. Fifth, There is a strong 
foreign competition which will be answered in full in the article I will for 
ward to-morrow, which will give you all the main points in our claim for 
protection, etc. 
Yours, hastily, 
M. S. NORTHRUP. 
Secretary Glove Manufacturers’ Association, 
Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate. 


ANSWER TO SENATOR VEST. 


First statement: That the tariff is about 70 per cent. 

This is a gross error. The custom-house statistics show that in the first 
eleven months after McKinley bill was enforced the gross value of gloves 
imported was, in round numbers, 4.800.000, while the duty paid was £2,600,000, 
being 55 per cent instead of 70 per cent as claimed. The extra specific duties 
put on by McKinley bill were on the high-priced gloves averaging to cost 
from +6 to 8% per dozen, and worn by the rich. The per cent of these im- 
poried being small, the increase makes but asmall showing on the gross 
result 

Second statement: That fully two-thirds of the heavy gloves made in the 
United States are neither produced nor consumed anywhere else in the 
world is an error, aS our older manufacturers well remember the competi 
tion of the mock-buck heavy sheepskin gloves made in England and im 
ported before the 50 per cent tariff protected us. The same gloves are still 
Also only two years ago thousands of doz- 
ens of coarse-lined sheepskin kid gloves made in Germany, were brought 
over, paid the 50 per cent duty, and found ready sale here. The $1 extraduty 
put on by the McKinley bill stopped most of them coming this last year. and 
the custom-house statistics show that over 200,000 dozen (mostly of these 
grades) less were imported, ani correspondingly more gloves were made 
here. 

The next statement “that 90 per cent of ladies’ gloves imported are of aclass 
not made here,” is also an error. Many dozens of nearly every style im- 
ported were made in America this past year, and if the tariff is not changed 
it is safe to say their manufacture will increase rapidly every year. 

The statement of two of the largest manufacturers ‘‘that we could live 
under a 40 per cent tariff just as well as we do now, and pay our employés 
just as high wages,’ was made during the heat of the political campaign in 
1888, and for which they have been laughed at ever since, and their excuse 
for making so absurd a statement was that they did not think it would be 
quoted seriously. 

The statement on which Mr. Holt bases his claim that there is a glove 
trust. viz: ‘One of the manufacturers let fall the remark that ‘We have 
very firm agreements not to cut on prices at wholesale.’ is very flimsy and 
certainly contains nograinoftruth. Thereisnotevena Democrat glove man- 
ufacturer (and strange as it may seem, there are quite a number of them) 
but what would laugh at sucha statement. The competition in prices is con- 
stant and no agreement to establish uniform prices on gloves has ever seri 
ously been thought of, much less attempted. 

The statement regarding the girls having their wages cut down by having 
to pay for broken needles, dirt and grease on gloves, and room rent, is ridic- 
ulous. 

There is not a pay-roll book in this glove district that will show an average 
And no factory could afford 
room to girls, working on power, who do not earn at least #1 per day, and 
the pay rolls of nearly all factories show they have girls earning from #50 to 
$70 per month. The charge that the machines used by our girls pay 4) per 
cent duty is wrong, as less than 10 per cent now in use are imported. 

The last statement that the only laborers that get over #30 a month in this 
protected induscw are table cutters, foreigners, is entirely wrong. Our mill 
operatives get from #1.50 to #2.50 per day, and all factory men-help get as 
good wages. Originally table cutters were foreigners as stated, but they 
belonged to the better class, having served regular (thre> years) apprentice 
ship and were skilled workmen. We have, however, learned many Ameri 
can apprentices as table cutters, and now some factories employ fully one 
half American-born cutters. 

If any more of Mr. Holt’s statements, as given in his tariff reform sheet, 
volume 4, number 14, are quoted. I will quickly refute them. Some of his 
statistics are right. but most are garbled. and many statements are too ridic- 


| nlous for Senator VEST or Congressman WARNER to quote. 


Permit me to state that thecry of *‘ millionaire manufacturers” has nevey 
been used against the glovers, as none of us have ever been able to accumu 
laie a modest competence sufficient to retire from business, much less ever 
think of becoming a millionaire by the protits of glove manufacture. Nine- 
tenths of us manufacturers were workmen, and worked our way up graiu 
ally. 

It is safe to say that no Democrat paper in this district dare publish Sen 
ator VEST’S allusion to us and his charges, as their own rank and file know 
them to be false. 

Yours respectfully, 
M. S. NORTHRUP, 
Secretary Glove Manufacturers Association. 
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TRUSTS NO. 33 AND 34.—HARROWS AND HARVESTERS. 
CHICAGO, July 15, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Yours of July 8 duly received and noted. In compliance with 
your request we will endeavor to answer your questions: 

1, ‘‘ Whether there is any trust in existence controlling the production in 
industry. of manufacturing harrows and harvesters?” 

We manufacture nothing but grain and grass-cutting machinery. Wecan 
not, therefore, answer as to harrows. So far as relates toourindustry there 
is no trust, not even a written or verbal understanding between ourselves 
and our competitors. We are as free as the air we breathe, so far as relates 
to = industry. This answers your second and third questions, which are 
as follows: 

2. * Whether it includes all the parties engaged in the manufacture?” 

3. “What effect the trust has hadon competition and prices of product.” 

4. ‘If such a trust is in existence, what portion of the entire product of the 
country does it control, and how many concerns?” 

5. “Is there any foreign competition with your product? 
portion of consumption is imported?” 

We have competition from every home manufactory in our line, so far as 
we know, and with every foreign manufacturer of the same class of goods. 
Our strongest competitors in the foreign market, however, are foreign man- 
ufacturers, but thus far we have been able to compete with them, and obtain 
better prices for our goods which go into foreign countries, and for which 
we get the cash free on board New York, than the same class of goods are sold 
for at home, a large proportion of which are many times trusted out to the 
fariner on quite extended credit. 

Very respectfully yours, 
McoCoRMICK HARVESTING MACHINE COMPANY. 
By E. K. BUTLER. 
lion. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


If so, what pro- 


D. M. OSBORNE & Co., 
Auburn, N. Y., July 11, 1892. 
My DEAR Sir: Your letter of July 8th has been duly received, and in re- 
ply send you a refutation of statements made by Senator VEst of Missouri 
n his speech delivered 29th of June, 1892. 
HARROWS. 


First. There are a number of manufacturers who pooled their patents two 
vears ago and incorporated under the law of New York as the National 
Harrow Company. After the decision of Judge Walter Lloyd Smith they 
organized under the New Jersey law. 

sond. This corporation does not include by any means all the parties 
manufacturing ‘float spring tooth harrows.’’ As for one, We are not mem- 
bers of the National Harrow Company, and we shall manufacture more 
“float spring tooth harrows”’ than any other com in the United States. 

Third. The National Harrow Company have no effect whatever on the 
prices of other manufacturers as they control only their own output. We 
are building a much more expensive harrow, but offer it to the trade at the 
same price they do. 

Fourth. The National Harrow Company probably control about two- 
thirds of the manufacture of ‘float spring tooth harrows.”’ 

Fifth. There is no foreign competition whatever in this line of goods as 
this country is in a position to make these goods and export them because 
they are so far advanced over anything made by any nation in the world 
outside of the United States. 

HARVESTERS. 


First. There is absolutely no trust or combination of any two manufac- 
turers, manufacturing harvesting machinery in the United States that we 
are aware of. Each one acts independently and sells at his own prices, and 
these prices are as far apart as that of any machinery manufactured in any 
other line in this country. 

Second. None whatever. 

Third. None whatever. 

Fourth, None whatever. 

Fifth. There is no foreign competition whatever With our product. All the 
large manufacturers of this country have foreign agents and export their 
machines, but it is absolutely false in every particular that these goods are 
sold inforeign countries at a less price than in the United States. Our busi- 
ness with South American countries, Russia, Australia, France, Germany, 
Norway and Sweden, pays us a better percentage of profit than any class of 
business we have. 

Agricultural implements as a class are sold to-day at a smaller profit to 
the manufacturer than any other class of machinery made in the United 
States. In this way only can we export machinery to foreign countries. 
Harvesters, with all the small and intricate pieces, amounting to several 
hundred in a machine, are sold for less per net pound than any similar ma- 
chine manufactured in the United States. Harvesting machines that sold 
afew years ago for $300 apiece are sold to-day from $100 to $140 each. Mow- 
ing machines that sold from $75 to $10C are sold from $35 to $50. ‘“‘Float 
spring-tooth harrows” that sold from $25 to $30 sell now for from #13 to #20, 
the difference in prices being the difference between retail and wholesale 
prices and freights to place of destination. 

If 1 can be of any further service and furnish you with information or sta- 
tistics upon this or any other matter under discussion for the benefit of pro- 
tective tariff, I shall be only too happy to do so. 


Yours, very truly, 
EDWIN D. METCALF, Treasurer. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TruSsT No. 35.—HINGEs. 
NEw BRITAIN, CONN., July 16, 1892. 

DEAR SIR: Referring to your letter of the 8th instant, in which you call 
our attention to the statement made by Senator VEST relative to the exist- 
ence of a trust controlling the production of hinges, would say that the Stan- 
ley Works, of thiscity, are engaged inthe manafacture of wrought strap and 
T hinges;calso wrought steel butts or butt hinges. 

There are thirteen manufacturers in this country who have an equipment 
for making strap and T hinges. Owing to severe competition and unprofita- 
bleness of the business for several years, an association was formed some 
eightecn months ago, consisting of the followingfirms: Stanley Works, New 
Britain, Conn.; McKinney Manufacturing Company, Allegheny, Pa.; E. W. 
Gillmore & Co., North Easton, Mass.; dsey & McCutcheon, Allegheny, 
Pa.; The C. Hager & Sons Hinge Company, St. Louis, Mo., for the purpose 
of regulating prices of strap and T hinges (not butts or butt hinges) and to 
avoid if possible selling such hinges at a loss. 

Of the eight remaining companies, six of them, owing to the extreme low 
prices, have manufactured but very few if any hinges during the past two 
years, and quite recently the pioneer company in the business has aban- 
doned the manufacture of such goods. 


This association was not formed for the purpose of controlling nor has it 
ever undertaken to limit the production of ~—. The formation of the 
hinge association has not increased the competition. The manufacturing 
Sete named probably control about 90 per cent of the production of 

e country. 

It may be proper at this time to state that shortly after the formation of 
the hinge association, owing to notice of alleged violation of the State laws 
of Missouri, the C. Hager & Sons Hinge Company tendered their resigna- 
tion and have ever since declined to act as members of said association. 

For the past twenty years there has been no foreign competition in strap 
and T hinges. From a carefully prepared statement I find that the aggre- 
gate sales of strap and T hinges the past year by all of the firms named 
have been made at less than 3 cents per pound. 

The question of high or low tariff has no effect whatever upon the selling 
price of strap and T hinges; but the fact thatthe manufacturers engaged in 
the business are prepared to make about double the ——— which the 
country demands, with the consequent sharp competition, has for many 
years past compelled manufacturers to sell these goods at about the cost of 
manufacture. 

In reference to the tariff on hinges, the only interest we have in it is for 
protection on very small and light-weight goods (butts and butt hinges), 
Where the cost of labor is largely in excess of cost of material. We care 
nothing about tariff protection except on butt or butt hinges weighing less 
than 1 pound per dozen pair, provided we can get our raw material (steel 
billets) at substantially same cost as manufacturers in Europe, or protec- 
tion per pound — to tariff on ordinary soft-steel billets. 

As a matter of fact, owing to superior machinery for the manufacture of 
butt hinges, we are enabled to export considerable quantities of said goods 
against European competition. 

As a result of the formation of this association the manufacturers were 
for a few months enabled to secure a moderate advance, but to-day the 
prices are substantially the same as before the association was formed, and 
the goods are now sold at a profit not exceeding 5 per cent. 

The association can not be considered a trust In any sense, as it is only an 
association of manufacturers without any lease or control of property, and 
each manufacturer is at full liberty to manage his own business. 

: Very truly, yours, 
WM. H. HART, 


President Stanley Works, 
and President of the Strap and Hinge Association. 


Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH. 


TrRusT No. 36.—INDURATED FIBRE. 


UNITED INDURATED FIBRE COMPARY. 
Portland, Me., July 13, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: In reply to your favor of ths 8th instant, addressed to the In- 
durated Fibre Company, of Portiand, Me., I have the honor to say in answer 
to the questions propounded by you: 

First. There is no trust in existence controlling the proiuct of indurated 
fibre ware in the sense in which that word is generaily understood, The 
facts of the case are these: Prior to 1889 the Indurated Fibre Company, of 
Portland, Me., controlled certain patented processes used in the manufac- 
ture of what is known as indurated fibre ware. This company was the suc- 
cessor of two or three ing companies which had become bankrupt in 
their efforts to establish the business on a successful basis and had spent 
thousands of dollars in perfec the processes. The ware was manufac- 
tured by the parent company and by several corporations holding licenses 
from it located at the following places; Lockport, Oswego, and Mechanies- 
ville, N. Y., Winona, Minn., and Watertown, Mass. In January, 188), the 
United Indurated Fibre Company was formed, being a consolidation of the 
parent company and the largest of its licensees, the old licenses being con- 
tinued to such as were not brought into the consolidated company. The 
only protection which this company and its licensees have for its products 
is the protection which is granted by the letters patent of the United States 
securing to them the monopoly of the inventions which they own; and unless 
the manufacturers of every article covered by patents are open to attack as 
being illegal trusts, this company and its licensees are in no wise subject to 
any criticism as controlling a monopoly; but to the contrary the prices of 
such ware have twice been materially reduced since the formation of this 
company. 

Boson . It follows from what is said above that we and our licensee: are 
the only parties engaged in th: manufacture of these patented goods, and 
that there is no such thing as competition in that line without infringement 
of our patents. 

Third. As we hold foreign patents in the principal countries of Europe and 
Canada pecy—maeny Stoo processes, there is no foreign competition in our goods. 

I have the honor to remain, very truly, yours, 


GEO. S. WINN, Zvreasurer. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


— 


Trust No. 37.—LEAD. 
NEW YORK, July 22, 1892. 

My DEAR Sir: Your favor of the 8th instant, addressed to the National 
Lead and Oil Company of New York, has been handed me for reply. I have 
also very carefully read the speech made by Senator Vest, of Missouri, and 
especially that portion in reference to what is called “the white lead trust,” 
and take pleasure in replying to your inquiries in their order. 

In October, 1887, an association was formed under the title of ‘‘ The Na- 
tional Lead Trust,’ which embraced quite a number of corporations en- 
gaged in the manufacture of white lead, red lead, and litharge, and a con- 
siderable smelting interest. 

In 1889 this lead trust was still further enlarged by the addition of other 
white-lead factories, which owned and operated some linseed-oil plants and 
castor-oil plants, the whole having a value of nearly $25,000,000. Some few 
of these original plants had been operated successfully, while a large num- 
ber of them had not for a long time been earning or paying any dividends. 
They had been built because in the earlier days of white-lead manufacture 
there had been avery large profit. Having built a greater number than 
were necessary to supply the wants of the country, those ineligibly located 
or inefficiently managed, were losing money, notwithstanding that under 
the old régime they continuously formed associations for the purpose of 
controlling prices. 

The first year of the operation of the trust resulted in a loss, as stated by 
Mr. VEST, Of $262,600.75, as you will see = 3 the annual report made by myselt 
to the stockholders in 1890, acopy of which Itransmitherewith. It is equally 
true that for several years preceding this, while some of the factories made 
money, as & Whole there was a loss in the business. 

In the year 1889 the conditions had somewhat improved, and quite a profit 
was m from the various interests in association, and in 1890 these condi- 
tions were still further improved, and I beg to say that it is not unusual 
that after several years of losses in any trade where conditions are normal, 
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that the experience gained in these losses usually results in better methods 
and appliances, arfd in better management, which produces profit, but I de- 
sire to say that the profit was derived from all of the various businesses 


which had been aggregated together, and not alone, or even chiefly, from | 


white lead. The business so aggregated in 1889 was about one-eighth of the 
smelting interests of the country, about one-eighth of the refining of silver 
bullion, about one-eighth of the manufacture and sale of linseed oil, nearly 
one-third of the manufacture of castor oil, with quite a large percentage of 
red led and litharge, pipe and sheet lead, and white and brown acetate of 
lead, and orange mineral. 

In this connection I desire to say that the new management of the white 
lead trust, which took control in 1889, resolved upon a surrender of the trust 
form of management and the adoption of a corporate existence, which was 
— in December of 1891. and the National Lead Trust is no longer in ex 

stence, except to close the affairs consequent upon that agreement. 

In reply to your second inquiry, I have tosay that the National LeadCom 
pany does not now, and has not at any time, included all the parties engaged 
in the manufacture of white lead. There are in operation white lead fac 
tories in the following cities in the United States: 

Two in Boston, two in Philadelphia, twoin Pittsburg, one in Dayton, Ohio 
one in Cincinnati, Ohio; one in Omaha, Nebr.; one in San Francisco, Cal., 
and two others are projected, one in Chicago and one in St. Louis 

Replying to your thirdinquiry, what effect the trust has had on competition 
and prices of product: It has had an undoubted effect in steadying the prices 
of the various commodities which they manufacture and sell, and the margins 
of difference between the materials they received and the manufactured 
article they sell has been upon the average not so great as in many of the 
years preceding the association of these companies. 

It is readily seen that as tosmelting and refining, the business is thoroughly 
competitive. It is equally so as to linseed oil and castor oil, and quite as 
much insheetlead, pipe lead, and bar and glaziers’ lead, of which we are large 
manufacturers. 

There has been at no time an agreement between the association of which 
Ispeak or the National Lead Company since its existence and any other 
manufacturers of lead. The result of steadiness of price has been satisfac- 
tory to the miner of lead and has been equally satisfactory to the users of 
white lead, and this latter is evidenced by resolutions of approval of the 
methods adopted by a national convention of the jobbers of lead, as well as 
many of their local clubs. The contractors for painting have been enabled 
to make their contracts with reasonable certainty because of the steadiness 
of prices, With which they have been entirely satisfied. 

In this connection I desire to correct a statement made by Senator VEST 
with reference to the difference in margins as compiled by him, and to call 
attention to the fact that he refers only to the margin of difference between 
pig lead and white lead in oil, without at any time considering the fact of 
the price of linseed oil in the lead, which amounts to from & per cent to 11 
per cent of the weight ofthe lead in oil, and without consideration either 
of the cost of the package or character of the package or of the visible and 
invisible rebates which for years affected the net price of the manufactured 

product. 

: Nor is it taken into consideration that white lead, manufactured, as it is, 
under the old Dutch process by the National Lead Company, requires an 
average of one hundred and twenty days to perfect the corrosion; and, in 
fact, means that the pig lead is in possession of the manufacturer an average 
of five to six months before it goes into general consumption, and that, 
therefore, provision must be made for fluctuation in prices in the raw ma- 
terial for long periods, and not alone from month to month, and that a very 
high-priced pig lead may meet a low-priced manufacturing market, and vice 
versa, 

Waiving these features, which modify the general situation, I beg to say 
that the margin of difference between pig lead and lead in oil at New York 
for the year 1888, the first year of the organization of the trust, was 1.51 cents; 
in 1889, 2.16 cents; in 1890, 1.85 cents; in 1891, 2.13 cents. 

From the same price list before me I ascertain that during the year 1883 


1886, 1.84 cents; in 1887, 1.45 cents. 

You will observe that the evidence is that during the year 1888 the com- 
panies in association operated at a loss of $262,000, while the margin was 
1.51 between the price of pig lead and of white lead in oil. You can readily 
see that if this were true that at that difference in price it was requisite, if 
the investments of this large capital should be profitable, that there should 
be an expansion of this difference, yet it is fair to fully understand that the 
profits made in the subsequent years were derived by coordinating all of the 
different sources of profit which had been aggregated together, and that the 
losses in the first year were not entirely on white lead. 

The apparent market price for white lead in New York was as follows: 


Cents. | Cents. Cente. 
Ee eee eT Bidsu secnewtaatus  hititdemebunbtinetias 6. 09 
Ss iccain ies tesla tebaandiagta ee I tars w ourenciceienelanietiid SUED aE aaicdasernitinnaieietipcenmtinail 6. 33 
OG a tdi Denti CEE nant cianbneréuans Ee icthunincendindtans 6. 48 


or an average for the nine years of 6. 22, while the average price for pig lea: 
in the same market was: 


Cents. Cents. | 
wee ee 4.63 | 1889 
RE A ee i ciaieseruentnndensdteees 4.50 | 
I ix wicks: Cacassesdinac! CED eka canbe te’ 4. 42 


or an average of 4.26 for the nine years. 


These figures show that the price for white lead for the five years from 1833 
to 1887, inclusive, was 6.27, and the average price for pig lead was 4.23, or a dirf- 
ference of 2.04, while for the four subsequent years the price of white lead 
averaged 6.19 and pig lead 4.29, or a difference of 1.90. 

I have no objections to saying to you that these market prices, so far as the 
manufactured product was concerned, were not accurate. For instance, in 
1890 the apparent price was 6.33 for lead in oil, while the real price was 6.21, 
and for dry white lead, a very large product of the manufactories, the net re- 
sult was 5.35. In 1891 the apparent price was 6.48, the net price 6.37, and for 
dry white lead 5.69. 

It will be apparent at a glance that the lead sold in the first six months of 
1890 was manufactured from pig lead purchased in 1889, when pig lead aver 
aged lower than in any of the nine years except 1884, which practically ex- 
plains the profit of that year as presented in my annual report of 1891, copy 
of whichI also transmit, for we had on hand on the Ist of January, 1890, 
74,676,489 pounds of lead in manufacture and in process of manufacture. 

In this connection I desire to say that the present tariff on pig lead, white 
lead, red lead, and litharge has been the same since 1864, with the exception 
that between the years 1872 and 1877 the tariff on the manufactured articles 
was 3 cents per pound less 10 per cent, so that it is absolutely certain 
that the tariff could have had nothing to do with the formation of the Na- 
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In reply to your eres. The number of companies embraced in the 
manufacture of white lead in the association was twenty-seven Upon 


examination many of these were found to be unprofitably located, expen- 
sive to administer, and subject to loss by long lines of transportation to 








| meet the different markets of the country. A number of the fa ‘Ss have 
been greatly enlarged, entirely remodeled, and supplied with iern ma- 
chinery, and the National Lead Company now operates but fo en white 





in th * fourt 





lead factories, but are able, and do manufacture en 
factories than the twenty-seven were capable of manufacturing before, and 
make much better goods than it Was possible to be m ictories 
were constituted before the association of the most cap i houghful 
men in the business had developed new machine di hi 

It gives me pleasure to say that these 1 ‘thods have reduced the per- 
centage of illness, which had been very great in th im xis, to anabso 
lute minimum, so that it is very rare that any oft ‘*kmen become ili by 
reason of working in these factories , 

Iam unable to state with distinctness What percentage of the white lead 
business is done by other companies, but have no objections to stating to 
you that the aggregate value of the business done by this « 1pany in the 
year 1890 was $19,898,835.61, and in the year 1891 $20,631.924.64 rane 

In reply to your fifth inquiry. There is considerable competition in this 





country from foreign goods imported which are the manufactures of lead 
in white lead it has been continuously diminishing, but very siderable 
quantities, of red lead, orange mineral, and other products are still coming 





into this country. The reason why white lead is not brought in 
try to any very large extent is because our manufacture in this 
is ahead of the manufacture of any other foreign country 

Very recently the largest manufacturer of white lead in England visited 
this country and inspected one of our factories, and was kind enough to say 
that in England there was nothing like it, and that they could not make lead 
80 good and satisfactory as ours. This gentleman was so profuse in thank- 
fulness for a sion to this factory that I replied to him that he need not 
be obliged for this courtesy, as We proposed in the succeeding months to re- 
move every particle of the machinery which he had and discard it as 
antiquated and expensive, and put into its place modern machinery much 
more effective and economical 

So far some special factoriesin the Old W orld have 
tain qualities of red lead, orange mineral 
turers of lead, ofa better grade than the manufacturers of this country have 
been able to make. For three years we have been carefully studying this 
question and making many and expensive experiments to overcome these 
difficulties, and we are now confident that we can perfect a new method for 
the manufacture of litharge, red read. and orange mineral that will pro- 
duce finer goods than have ever been manufactured in this untry, 
and it is hoped at less cost. ; 

It is fair to say that as a result of this association and the effort to improve 
the goods and cheapen their production, that this company has spent in re 
modeling these factories since my association with it more than a hal? mil- 
lion of dollars, thus encouraging other branches of manufacture, all of which 
machinery was invented and manufactured in the United States 

We are cultivating a foreign trade. and are in negotiations looking to gell- 
ing our manufactured products in England and other countries, as we are 
now doing in Canada, and we are endeavoring to so perfect the quality of 
our goods and to so cheapen them by the introduction of these better and 
more economical devices that it will be entirely unnecessary to go abroad to 
import any of the articles that we manufacture 

Generalizing somewhat on your inquiries, and Senator VEST’S statements 
with reference to this association of companies in the lead business, I beg to 
say that at the time of the organization there were mortgages on some of 
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the properties of more than half a million of dollars, and : indebtedness 
of $2,531,609.95, partly the result of lossesinthe business of some of the com 
panies in the several years preceding their association. As a matter of 


course, these debts had to be paid, and the resources of the entire organiza 


, t C | tion applied in that direction before they could be firmly placed on a satis- 
there was a difference of 2.51 cents; in 184, 2.31 cents; in 1885, 1.89 cents; in | 


factory basis. With these debts entirely paid there is reasonable prospect 
that lower prices for the manufactured articles can be established without 
injury to the business or fair and adequate return for the capital invested, 
and this doubtless will be done, notwithstanding the satisfaction expressed 
by all of the consumers of lead in this country at the prices that have been 
ruling for the last three years. 

You will pardon me forreplying toanotherclause of S 


) nator VEST'S speech 
not referred to in your letter, with reference to cast 


r oil, and to call atten- 


tion to the mistake he has made in asserting that there has been any trust 
formed inthat article. There are fourteen companies now in existence man- 
ufacturing castor oil, and there is neither combination, association, trust 





or agreement between them, and I grieve to add. substantially lit 





ie protit in 









its manufacture. The entire crop could be crushed and handled economic 
ally by three or four of the interested companies. 

Senator VEST’'S statement that the nominal ca National Lead 
Trust was $90,000,000, and that at the formation of r.t Nationa 
Lead Company, the capital was reduced to % but he isi 
error as to the issue of 33,000,000 of bonds authorized 

| by the stockholders to issue that amount 1e have been i 
sued. It wasmerely a precautionary mea 

I will be happy to fur1 2 you any other which you may 


tional Lead Trust, and as it is apparent from thefigures which I take pleas- | 


urein transmitting to you, the margins between the price of pig lead and 
dry white lead and lead in oil, to which may be added red lead and litharge, 
— in 1883 and 1834 and prior thereto, than at any time since that 





desire, as we do not believe that it is an offensetotake a il Which 
has been employed spasmodically and without advantage to its owners or to 
the workmen it employed and by capable association to render that capital 
reasonably profitable and giving steadiness of employment to its working 
force at fair and remunerative wage 

Respectfully yours, 


ib ¢ ap t 





W. P. THOMPSON, Presiden? 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH. 
United States Senator, Washinglon, D. C. 
NEW York, /uly 15, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Mr. George S. Winn, treasurer of the United Indurated Fibre 
Company, whose goods we represent and sell, has written us in regard to 
your inquiry of him as to statements made by Senator Vest in his speech of 
June 28. We beg to say the figures given in regard to the price of our goods 
are entirely wrong. It is needless tosay thatif inquiries were made of us, 
without stating the object of the inquiry,we: sh notto 
give away all we know about our business. We give to-day better prices for 
our goods to the trade in the United States than we have ever given for ex- 
port, this spite of the fact that where we make shipment for export we ship 
only f.o.b. New York, and we sell our goods cheaper to-day delivered in 
Texas or California, and because of the high freights to these points net con- 
siderably less on the goods than we do when we shipto London or Paris 
We need hardly further add that we are under constant expense in pushing 
our goods to the trade in the United States in the way of expenses of our 


re business men enou 


| traveling salesmen, etc., Whereas on shipments for export the goods are sold 


to the exporters here who, themselves, put out the money for that expense 
(that is, traveling, etc.). You will, consequently, see that our goods are sold 
for considerably less money, and we net considerably less than we do when 
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we sell forexport. Mr. Winn writes that he has given you some figures in 
regard to prices, but from his letter to us he has not given you the correct 
- state of affairs. 

Yours, truly, 


Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 


CORDLEY & HAYES. 


TRUST No. 38.—LEATHER BOARD. 
Boston, July 11, 1892. 

My DEAR Sire: In answer to your communication of the 8th, I would say 
that Senator VEST has noessential facts with regard to the so-called Leather- 
Board Trust. 

To answer to your inquiries seriatim: 

First. There is no trust or combination in existence controlling or pre- 
tending to control production or prices of leather boards. The rumor grew 


out of the fact that three out of some fifteen or twenty of the leather-board | 


manufacturers, in order to reduce expenses, combined under the title of Na- 
tional Fibre Board Company, organized under the laws of Maine, where the 
principal mills are, without a dollar of foreign money or a foreigner in the 
company. 

The prices of leather boards and products of the same were never so low as 
at present, and are absolutely unaffected by any tariff schedules, as leather 
boards are not produced in any foreign country in any merchantable sense, 
— there was never a single pound imported to this country and never will 
Second. The company above referred to comprises three out of from fifteen 
or twenty in existence. 

Third. Competition alone determines prices. 

Fifth. There is no foreign competition in our products. 


Most truly. 
HOMER ROGERS, 
National Fibre Board Company, 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH. 


Trust No. 39.—LIME. 
ROCKLAND, Me., July 20, 1992. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, Senate. 


Not any trust or understanding whatever among lime manufacturers in 
the United States. See my letter to Mr. DINGLEY, July 12. 
A. W. CROCKETT & CO. 


ROCKLAND, ME., July 20, 1892. 


My DEAR Sir: Your telegram asking if there exists a trust controlling 
the production and prices of lime in the United States is received. I replied, 
‘not any trust or understanding whatever ane lime manufacturers in the 
United States.’* See my letter to Mr. DINGLEY, July 12. 

In my letter to Mr. DINGLEY, July 12, [stated briefly the facts regarding the 
situationof the lime business and will inclose herewith a copy of same. I 
do not know what would become of the lime industry in this and other sec- 
tions if foreign lime were placed on the free list,and I am sure that the 
valuable service rendered by yourself and other good friends of protection is 
greatly appreciated and has resulted in much good to the country. 


Very truly, yours, 
A. F. CROCKETT. 


Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 


ROCKLAND, ME., July 12, 1892. 


My DEAR MR. DINGLEY: Yours of the 9th received. You are just right in 
regard to our lime business. We do not have the slightest understanding 
among ourselves, and have been running wide open ever since the duty was 
placed upon foreign lime. The prices haveruled more than 10per cent lower 
ever since the duty was changed. Common, unskilled laborers receive #2 per 
day against #1.25 per day paid by lime manufacturers in the Provinces, and 
we are doing more in the lime business here than we ever did, as the duty 
keeps foreign lime out, thus giving us our own markets and giving employ- 
ment to alargenumber of laborers. Thecompetition among ourselves keeps 
the prices down. 

Very truly, yours, 
A. F. CROCKETT, 
Per R. H. CROCKETT. 
Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, 
Washington, D. C. 
TRUST No. 40—LINSEED OIL. 
NEW YORK, July 13, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: Yours of July 8, was received by myself this morning. I 

send at once herein a reply to your questions. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
DEAN LINSEED OIL COMPANY, 
JOSEPH A. DEAN, President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 


Washington City, United States Senate. 


NEW YORK, July 13, 1892. 


First. At present there is no linseed-oil trust. One did formerly exist, but 
it took a corporate form under style of National Linseed Oil Company to con- 
form to the antitrust laws of Llinois. 

Second. No; there are many linseed works that are run independently of 
the National Linseed Oil Company and of each other. 

Third. The trust, while it existed, was powerless to control production or 
prevent competition, there being so many independent mills. 

Fourth. There is no trust in existence. 

Fifth. There is no competition with imported oil; very little or none is 
brought into the United States. 


NEw YORK, July 14, 1892. 


DEAR Sik: That gems of Mr. VEST’s speech as reported in the CONGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD of June 28, 1892, relating to the manufacture of linseed oil 
in the United States is taken almost verbatim from an article published 
February 25, 1892, in the Daily Commercial Bulletin of New York, a copy of 
which 1 send you to-day. Of this article Mr. VEST quotes so much only as 
he may think seems to proye the correctness of his arguments, but he stops 
his quotations just before that newspaper shows by the yearly report of the 
National Linseed Oil Company that they acknowledge a loss of over $20,000 
for the year ending July 1, 1891; of this L says nothing. 

This article omits to take note of an important fact connected with the 
making of linseed oil, viz, the price at which part of the product known as 
* linseed cake” is sold. 
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In mentioning the price of linseed oil in 1890,as compared with that of 
1886, it considers only the price of flaxseed in those two years, ignoring the 
fact that the price we got for linseed cake was from #3 to #4 less in 1800 than 
in 1886 for a ton of 2, pounds, thus adding (as an equivalent) to the cost 
of a bushel of flaxseed from 4 to5cents. At this date I assert that the man- 
ufacture of linseed oil in the United States is not controlled in the slightest 
degree by any trust or combination, or by any agreement between the 
7a oil that influences the amount of production, or controls the price 

€ Oil, 

The sharp, uncontrolled competition between the manufacturers keeps 
the price of oil so low that for some years past little if any money has been 
made by its manufacturers, and so far as can be seen this same condition 
seems likely to continue. 

In reply to your question as to the competition from imported oil, Ireport 
that the price of American oil is so low that no oil, or very little, is brought 
into the nited States. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
JOSEPH A. DEAN, 
President Dean Linseed Oil Company. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


RHODE ISLAND LOCOMOTIVE WORKS, 
Providence, R. I., July 20. 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Upon receipt of your telegram, we replied by wire that there 
is no trust now existing among the locomotive-tire manufacturers, but that 
the four or five makers are now werking in harmony after a long and bitter 
fight. After the starting of the new concern in Pennsylvania, the Latrobe 
Company, the price suddenly dropped from the ruling figure uf 5 cents to 24 
cents per pound, at which figure it was held for some time, and the prices 
have been ruinous for a good many months. We understand, however, that 
an agreement among the makers now exists so that the price will be put 
where it will show a living -—-. 

Piease call upon us again if we can be of service to you at any time. 


Yours, truly, 
7 WM. P. CHAPIN, Treasurer. 


Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 41.—LITHOGRAPHS. 


AMERICAN LITHOGRAPHIC COMPANY, 
New York, July 18, 1892. 


DEAR SIR: Yours of the 8th instant, addressed to the Knapp Lithograph- 
ing Company, has been duly received. In reply we would state that there is 
no trust in existence that we know of controlling the productions in litho- 
graphic industry, either in the sense in which you understand the term or in 
in any sense in which this term is used. 

The American Lithographic Company, though the largest, is, neverthe- 
—. but one of several hundred lithographic establishments in the United 

States. 

As the remaining inquiries in your letter are all predicated upon the as- 
sumption of an affirmative reply to your first question, we suppose it would 
be irrelevant to make any further statement. We beg to state that thename 
of the company to which your letter is addressed has been recently changed 
to the American Lithographic Company, which fact accounts for the sub- 
scription to this letter. 

Yours, respectfully, 
AMERICAN LITHOGRAPHIC COMPANY, 
Per JOSEPH H. KNAPP, President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH. 


TRUST No. 43.—MARBLE. 
UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., July 20, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Inreply to your inquiry in regard to marble trusts I would say 
that there is nothing of the kind now in existence in Vermont, and I know 
of nothing in the country, and I am confident I should have heard of it if 
one existed. 

The only foundation, or rather excuse, for the statement to which you re- 
fer is that for five years, 1883 to 1887 inclusive, there was an association of 
five Vermont companies, whose works were mostly in one township, not for 
advancing the price, but for the purpose of reducing the expenses of selling 
by the establishment of joint agencies and the employment of the same 
agents. 

“Phis association did not include all the Vermont producers of marble by 
any means, and none outside of the State. It expired with the year 1887, and 
since that time I know of no combination, association, or agreement among 
American na of any kind or description. 

The duty on marble was greatly reduced by the tariff of 1883, and the Mc- 
Kinley bill made no change in the rates. In my opinion the tariff had not 
the slightest bearing on this association, but if it had any it should be 
charged to the anticipated reduction of 1883, and to a desire on the part of 
producers to reduce expenses to correspond with the expected depression of 
trade. 

I might add that combinations to advance prices between marble-produc- 
ers in Italy, where there is no tariff on marble, have been common, and I 
think one is now in force between the larger producers. Such was the case 
for several years while I was cognizant of the business, and I have never 
heard of its termination. It has been effective to advance and maintain 

rices. 

Pithe statement has many minor inaccuracies. It is needless to say that 
Secretary Foster is not at the head of ‘the largest marble-producing con- 
cern in the world; neither am I; my son has been, for three years, presi- 
dent of the Vermont Marble Company. 

Very truly, yours, 

REDFIELD PROCTOR. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate. 


Trust No. 45.—Morocco LEATHER. 


SHOE AND LEATHER REPORTER, 
New York, July 18, 1892. 


DEAR SiR: Your letter of July 8 to George A. Halsey, of Newark, has been 
sent to me to be answered. I received it yesterday, and I take great pleas- 
ure in replying at once. 

There is no trust nor organization of morocco manufacturers having for 
rices or the regulation of production. There is an 


association called the ‘‘ Morocco Manufacturers’ National Association,” es- 


tablished in 1869. The members meet semiannually, in January and July. 
They devote a part of the day to the discussion of any topics touching their 





1892. 





business that may be brought up, but the most of their time is spent in din- 
ing, and in making and listening to speeches after the dinner. Itis more a 
— organization than anything else, and itis inno sense a trust or combi- 
nation. 


The incident referred to in the extract you sent us relates toa strike of | 


workmen in Lynn in 1890. These men left their places ina morocco factory, 
and, as usual, endeavored by intimidation and violence to prevent others 
from performing the labor which they had refused to continue. The manu- 
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| 


facturers upon whom this attack was made received generous help from | 


some of their brethren in other places. Workmen were sent to them from 
Boston, Newark, and elsewhere, and they finally succeeded in regaining con 
trol of their factories and resuming the business which had been interrupted 
by the strikers. 

The morocco manufacturing industry is as absolutely free and untram- 
meled as any inthe world. It has madestupendous strides within adecade. 
There are over one hundred factories in the country; they are chiefly lo- 
cated in Philadelphia, Wilmington, Del., New York City, Gloversville, N. 
Y., and Lynn, Mass. Their aggregate production exceeds $30,000,000 a vear. 


| plate glass imported into this country w ill average 
wholly without foundation, as the average duty on actual importations for 


This statement answers the first, second, third, and fourth queries con- 
tained in your letter. 

As to the fifth, in the absence of any late Government statistics I am una- 
ble to state specifically the extent of foreign competition with our product, 
but feel warranted in stating that the amount of plate glass imported into 
this country has, especially within the past year, been reduced toa minimum 
because of the great competition and still lower prices that have prevailed. 

I have read with care so much of the speech of Senator VEST. as relates to 
the “ plate-glass trust,” to be found on page 23 of his speech, and do not hesi- 
tate to say that the statements therein made, so far as they relate to the 
average rate of duty, to the wages paid employés, and to the prices realized 
for plate glass sold are both unjust and untrue. 

The very first line of his statment in which it is claimed that the tariff on 
“nearly 100 per cent’ is 


| some years past has not exceeded 52 per cent, or a fraction over one-half of 
| theamount claimed. 


Formerly kid was imported largely from France, but imports thence for the | 


present do not amount per year to $2,000,000. It is the belief of most of us 
that the domestic article is quite as good, but there are some people who 
will have foreign fabrics, no matter if they are of no better quality nor as 
good, and no matter what they cost. 

Lam a believer in the lowest scale of duties possible, but I am compelled 


in @andor to say that the morocco industry is thriving very wel! under the | 


present revenue laws and that nobody connected with it really has any de- 
sire to see them altered or meddled with. 
Very truly, yours, 
ISAAC H. BAILEY. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 47.—OILCLOTHS. 
NEW YORK, July 19, 1892. 
NELSON W. ALDRICH: 


None whatever. Pleased to give any further information wanted. 
JOHN SLOANE. 


NEW YORK, July 19, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: In the absence of Mr. John Sloane, now in Europe, we confine 
our reply to your inquiry, that there is no trust whatever governing the 
manufacture or price of oilcloths, linoleums, or any other floor covering 
made inthis country. We need hardly add we shall be pleased to give you 
any further information in our power that you may need. 

We are, yours very respectfully, 
W. & J. SLOANE. 


Senator NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 





TRUST No. 48.—PAPER BAGS. 


HOLLINGSWORTH & WHITNEY COMPANY, 
Boston, Mass., July 15, 1892. 


DEAR SiR: I am requested by Hon. William A. Russell, of Boston, to re- 
re your letters of the 8th instant, on the question of paper bags. 
ere are twenty-eight manufacturers of paper bagsin the United States. 
manufacturing by machinery. Of these, eight manufacture under the pat- 
ents of the Union Paper Bag Machine Company, and eight under the patents 
of the Americanand Eastern Paper Bag Machine Company, leaving twelve 
who either manufacture under other patents or on machines not covered by 
patents. There is no combination at this time that controls or can control 


The rest of the statement, so far as it relates to prices paid for labor and 
the average price at which glass is now being sold, are equally unwarranted 
because equally untrue. 

There has never been a time in the history of this industry when the aver 
age price of plate giass to the consumer inthis country was as low as it is 
at present, at which time prices are considerably lower than one-half those 


| obtained when the consumer was dependent upon foreign importations, 





the prices of paper bags, and the margin of profit on paper bags to the man- | 


ufacturer varies from nothing to about 10 per cent. 
a trust in the paper-bag business. Manufacturers have at different times 
formed associations to try to regulate the prices, but they have been un- 


able recently to control prices owing to the large number of manufacturers | 


and the possibility for anyone to make paper bags who choose to go into it. 

In answer to your fifth question, in regard to foreign competition, there is 
no foreign competition. The export of paper bags from this country is as 
great as the export of paper bags from any country, and we expect in time 
toexport paper bags to Europe, as most of the machines for making the best 
and latest kind of paper bags have beeninvented in thiscountry, and we are 
now sending machines to Canada and England, and thereare already A meri- 
can machines in operation in France, Germany, England, and Canada. The 


paper-bag business of this country has been far ahead of that of any other | 
country, and ingenious machines and enterprising manufacturers have kept | 


American consumers of bags supplied at avery much less price than forvign- 
ers could supply them. The price to-day is 25 per cent lower than it was when 
the McKinley bill went into effect, and at this time the tariff has no effect 
upon the price of paper bags, as most of the raw material we use is free. 
ncriticism of Senator VEST’s statement, made on the authority of Mr. 
JOHN DEWITT WARNER, I wish tosay, like mos* of these statements, it is very 
unreliable in every way. Flour-sack business is separate from ordinary 
J om ape | business, and there is some association of the manufacturers of 
our sacks, but Mr. George West is notinterested whatever in this flour-sack 
business, while Mr. Arkell, of Canajoharie, is. There never was a large 
poe manufactory in Illinois owned by a man by the name of Burchard 
he only recollection I have of a man by that name is in connection with a 
famous political statement. If there was a man by the name of Burchard 
in the paper-bag trade, he must have been a very small manufacturer. 
In regard to the statement that paices are fixed on the sly, it can not be 
— for anything of this kind to happen, as there are twenty-eight manu- 
acturers of grocers’ bags, besides numerous manufacturers of flour sacks, 
and other kinds of bags, and when prices are given out it is publicly known 
to every buyer. I would advise Mr. DE WITT WARNER to secure the services 
of some party who is better posted in the paper-bag business betore writing 
such statements. . 
Yours truly, 
CHAS. A. SAN. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, en 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Trust No. 30.—PLATE GLASS. 


CRYSTAL PLATE GLASS CoMPANY, 
St. Louis, July 12, 1892. 
My DEAR Sir: I am only this morning in receipt of yours of the 8th in- 
stant inclosing to me a ocay cs the speech made by Senator VEsT in the 
United States Senate on the 29th of June last, and also making certain in- 
quiries, which I beg to answer as follows: 
There is no plate-glass trust in existence in this country. 
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There never has been | 





[regret exceedingly that Seuator Vesr should have felt called upon to 
make such injurious and partisan statements and have gotten hisinforma 
tion from a member of the House of Representatives from New York, whose 
statements show his utter ignorance of the plate-glass industry in this coun- 
try. when the actu‘ facts and figures could so easily have been obtained 


| from the representative of one of the leading industries of his own State, 


whose interests he has so publicly attacked. 
Yours truly, 
E. A. HITCHCOCK, President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH. 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


CRYSTAL PLATE GLASS COMPANY, 
St. Louis, July 13, 1892. 

DEAR SiR: AsI wrote you yesterday, I had then read only that portion of 
Senator VEST’S speech on “tariff spoliation”’ as had reference to the asserted 
‘plate-glass trust,” which, as a matter of fact. does not exist in this eoun- 
try, but my attention has since been called to Mr. VEsT’s replies to the ques- 
tions of Senator HALE, with reference to the existence of “trusts” in Eng- 
land, and his assertion on the authority of the Hon. W. L. WILSON, of the 
House of Representatives, upon personal examination when in England, 
that no such * trusts” exist. 

I do not expect that you or I or anyone else will be able either to enlighten, 
instruct, or check Senator VEST or Representative WILSON in his deter- 
mined attacks upon the leading industries of this country, but in support of 
Senator HALE’S assertion, and as an actual fact in our own experience, I 
would state that, among other innumerable trusts in England there is one 
known by some such name as the * British Alkali Association.”” which owns 
and controls the output of nearly, if not all, the chemical or alkali factories 


| in Great Britain, including among other products that of soda ash, which 


enters so largely into the manufacture of plate glass, and who are repre 
sented in this country by a single firm in Philadelphia. 

Prior to the organization of this * trust’’ we were in the habit of purchas- 
ing and importing our soda ash from several different manufacturers in 
Englana, but since the organization we have been compelled to purchase 
from it, aud at this very time are being urged by its representative to pur 
chase such suppl es as We may need as far ahead as beginning the Ist of Jan 
uary hext, on ie ground that the output of this association is limited, and 
if we wish to mtké contracts, can only do so uponsuch terms as they dictate 
as to quantity, time of delivery, and price. with a stipulation as regards the 
latter that it shall be payable in gold, on the ground that the present silver 
agitation compels them to thus protect themselves against the uncertainties 
of financial legislation in this country. 

[have no doubt that Senator HALE’s promise to enlighten Senator VkEs‘1 
on the subject of ‘trusts in England” before the end of the debate will be 
fully verified: but the matter has been brought so nearly home to us that 
it has occurred to m2 that one practical! illustration might serve as a forci 
ble answer to Senator VEST'S extraordinary statement. 

Yours, truly, 
E. A. HITCHCOCK, President. 
lion. NELSON W. ALDRICH. 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


TrRusT No. 51.—POCKET CUTLERY. 
MERIDEN. CoNnN., July 15 


DEAR SIR: In reply to your letter of the 8th instant would say 

There is no trust controlling the manufacture or price of pocket cutlery 

Each manufacturer of pocket cutlery makes several hundred numbers or 
patterns. Some concerns make many more than others. Notwithstanding 
this great variety, the foreigners, with their hand methods, can more readily 
make more styles than any one of us separately. In our methods of manu 
facture additional patterns involve more dies and tools, and the small quan- 
tity of some styles wanted make the expense for tools a serious question. 
In order to accommodate the buyers of pocket cutlery to the fullest extent 
in their desire for assortment,a few of us for several years have been con- 
sidering the desirability of consolidating our interests and offering to elich 
wholesale purchaser for his selection the great number of patterns which 
our combined efforts produce. 

Another reason which led to the consideration of this matter was the re 
duced cost at which we could market our goods, and also of allotting to each 
factory the class of goods which experience had shown they could manufac 
ture most economically. 

With this idea a charter was procured for the consolidation of four com- 
panies, which companies, with improvements already made and those in con- 
templation, would give them more than one-half of the facilities now em- 
ployed in the manufacture of pocket cutlery in this country. 

The control of the organization was to remain entirely in our hands and 
it was expected that the economies resulting would of course be an addi- 
tional per cent of profit. 

The details of the organization, and the issuing of the prospectus were in 
trusted to persons who claimed to be experts in such matters. While they 
undoubtedly followed the usual form adopted in consolidating companies, the 
methods used and the statements made were not satisfactory to us. 

The scheme was promptly withdrawn, but we are not prepared to say that 
if wecan perfect it in a manner satisfactory to ourselves that we shall not 
doso. In order to gain and hold this market, we appreciate the fact that we 
must furnish what the people want, and the importations of the past year 
indicate that the prices must be*conservative. It would be impossible, as 
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Well as impracticable to form any company, trust, or combination that 
would control all of the pocket-cutlery manufacturers, or influence directly 
or indirectly the prices of their product. 

Yours, truly, 








WM. F. ROCKWELL. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 52.—POWDER. 
WILMINGTON, DEL., July 13, 1892. 


DEAR Str: Your letter of the 18th instant is received, inclosing copy of a 
speech delivered in the United States Senate by the Hon. GEORGE G. VEST 
of Missouri, on the subject of trusts. 

We note that he has mentioned the name of the Du Pont Powder Company 
as a member of an explosive trust, and we would say that there is no com- 
peny engaged in the manufacture of explosives under the name of the Du 

-ont Powder Company, and that our business is carried on by our firm under 
ae name of E. I. Du Pont de Nemours & Co, ; and, further, that we are mem- 

ers of no trust. 

Mr. Vest is entirely wrong in his statement on page 23, and his informa- 
tion has been gathered froma newspaper story which appeared in a Chicago 
newspaper sometime ago, and for which there is not the slightest founda- 
tion. Asa matter of fact, prices of powder have steadily declined for the 
last five years from $1.85 per keg to $1.30, the price to-day, by reason of the 
competition among twenty-five powder companies. 

The foregoing, we think, answers all your questions up to the fifth; and 
on the matter of foreign competition, we would say that the prices on blast- 
ing powder in this country have ruled so low that there is no temptation for 
foreign manufacturers to send their goods to this country. 

In the matter of sporting powder. there is but a very small amount of this 
grade of powder imported, for the reason that American sporting powder is 
sold at no higher pricein this country than the same grade of powder brings 
abroad, and, with the amount of duty added, no sporting powder will pay 
the importers profit enough to make the importations. 

Trusting that we have plainly answered all your questions, we remain 


Yours, very truly, 
E. I. Du PONT DE NEMOURS & CO. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 53—PRESERVES. 
NEW YORK, July 13, 1892. 


DEAR Str: Your favor of the 8th arrived on the 11th, reply to which has 
been unavoidably delayed until now. 

We have carefully read Senator VEST’s statement marked by you in re- 
= to the preserve trust, and would reply to your several inquiries as fol- 

ows: 

First. Whether there is any such trust in existence controlling production 
in your industry of manufacturing preserves. 

That there is a preserve and jelly trust is not denied, but that it controls 
procuction in manufacturing preserves will, we think, not be admitted by 
any person at all familiar with the business. The only thing which the pre- 
serve trust does conti ol, or, rather, by competition sets the price on, is cheap 
jelly made from glucose and other substitutes for pure fruit juice. On this 
class of goods they are perhaps ina position to name a price which forces 
other manufacturers either to make the same price or keep out, but, taking 
the business as a whole, they do not in any sense control production. 

Second. Whether it includes all the parties engaged in the manufacture. 

Would say that it includes but a very small portion of them. The firms 
producing the best goods are not in the trust. We refer.to such firms as 
Gordon & Dilworth, Curtice Bros., Anderson Preserving Company, Thurber, 
Whyland Company, etc 

Third. What effect the trust has had on competition and prices of product. 

Whatever effect trusts may have had on other lines of business, the effect 
in this case has been to invite competition, the introduction of new capital 
and the opening up of new factories, and never since there has been{such a 
business as making preserves and jellies have the prices for these goods been 
so low as those asked during the past two or three years, or since the trust 
was or ized. Theresult has been that during the past two years we do 
not believe anybody engaged exclusively in the manufacture of these goods 
have made muchif any money. 

Fourth. If such a trust is in existence what proportion of the entire pro- 
duction of the country does it control and how many concerns? 

We have not data enough at hand to give you this exactly. 








Our idea is 


that it does not control a very large quantity. If they control a third of the 
busi it is very much more than our estimate would be. We know a 
number of the leading concerns that are not members of the trust and have 
steadily declined to enter into a partnership with them. 

titth. Is there any foreign competition with your product? If so, what 
proportion of consumption is imported? 


Thre has been during the past four or five years quite a large importa- 
tion English and Scotch ‘‘jams,’’ which may be said are an equivalent of 
the American preserves, but compared to the entire quantity put up in this 
country, itis small. Without custom-house statistics it would be hard for 
us to give you anything definite, but we do not think that foreigners are 
sending us more than 5 per cent of the jams, preserves, and jellies used in 
this country, and what they do send here are nearly all in glass, while the 
bulk of goods put up in this country are sold in wooden pails, although of 


late rs there has been a marked increase in the quantity of glass goods 








Int ast paragraph of section 53 of Senator VEsT’s remarks, he says, 
There is no natural reason why Americans should not make and eat as 
chéap preserves as Europeans.” I send youa number of price lists issued 
by American concerns, and one giving the price at which standard English 
brands are sold in this country. You will observe that the average price for 
these preserves is below that asked for the English goods, so that Americans 
can eat American preserves and not pay any more for them than those fur- 
nished by Europe, and at the same time eat better goods. 
The preserve trust has in no way influenced the price of goods in glass. 

The result of the introduction of the English jams has been an increase in 





the production of American goods in glass at lower prices. 

\s [have no duplicate of these price lists, I would like very much to have 
you return them to me as soon as youarethrough with. If there is any fur- 
ther information you would like in this connection, will be very glad to fur- 
nish same 


Yours, truly, 
THURBER, WHYLAND COMPANY, 
Per WM. J. MORRISON, 


Manager Preserve Department. 


Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
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TrRustT No. 54.—PULP. 
WHEINNIPISEOGEE PAPER COMPANY, 
Boston, July 26, 1892. 


DEAR SiR: In answer to your communication just received in regard toa 
statement printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in regard to a pulp trust, 
I write to say that there is not at present, neither has there ever been, a pulp 
trust connected with the pulp industry for the purpose of affecting the prices 
in any manner. The statement printed in the Recor» is in relation to a 
union of several pulp manufacturers to purchase large tracts of land in 
oe for the purpose of supplying their mills with the raw material, spruce 
wood. 

The effect of this, if anything, will be to reduce the price of pulp in this 
country, for it will enable these people to supply themselves with wood at 
lower cost than they could possibly do if they acted independentlys of each 
other. If the assertionsin regard to a trust are based upon as slim a founda- 
tion as this they amount to nothing. As I before stated, there is no trust, 
and there never has been any attempt to bring the pulp manufacturers to- 
gether for the purpose of controlling prices or output or anything of the 
kind. The statement has absolutely no foundation. 

Yours, truly, 
WM. A. RUSSELL, Treasurer. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 57.—RUBBER GENERAL TRUST. 


NATIONAL INDIA RUBBER COMPANY, 
Providence, R. I., July 15, 1892. 

My DEARMR. ALDRICH: Your favor of the 8th instant, together with copy of 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing Senator VEsT’s speech on tariff, duly 
received. 

In reply would say— 

First. There is notrust or combination inexistence which controlsour pro 
duction or sales of rubber goods in any manner whatsoever, nor has there 
been for the past five years. 

second. Our company (the National India Rubber Company), located at 
Bristol, R. L, is one of the largest rubber manufactories in the country, and 
makes a greater variety of goods than any other concern, consisting chiefly of 

(a) Rubber boots and shoes. 

(b) Rubber clothing and mackintoshes. 

(c) Rubber belting, packing, and hose. 

(ad) Rubber druggists’ sundries. 

We have a capacity of upwards of $3,000,000 net of manufactured goods 
per annum. 

Third. Practically the only foreign competition we have is upon mackin- 


| toshes, and the protection which we have received under the McKiniey bill 
on this line of goods has enabled us to largely increase our output the past 


two years. 
If there is any further information I can give you, please command me 
Very respectfully. yours, 
SAM’L P. COLT, President 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C 





Trust No. 58.—SAFEs. 
PROVIDENCE, R. L., July 20, 1392 
Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, United States Senate: 
There is no trust nor any combination in existence controlling the produc 


| tion and prices of safes in the United States. 


WM. CORLISS 





TRUST No. 59.—SALT, 
EAST SAGINAW, MICH., July 14, 1892, 


DEAR Stk; In answer to questions 1,2, 3, and 4, in yours of the 8th instant 
would say there is no salt trustin the United States, nor has there ever been 
anything resembling one. 

Fifth. There is no competition with foreign salt, and the duty does not 
affect it in any way, as the same grades of salt are as low at the works in the 
United States as in England. 

Seventeen years ago the manufacturers of salt in the Saginaw Valley 
formed a company for the purpose of marketing their product, as they could 
thereby obtain cheaper freight rates and cover a larger area of territory 


| without any attempt to limit production or control prices, except the nat- 


ural result of handling it through one set of agents. 

At the time of the formation of this company salt sold at $1.10 per barrel 
of 280 pounds, including the barrel. The average price for the same grade 
the past year was 51 cents per barrel. 

In all this time not more than three-fourths of the manufacturers have 
joined the company, so that competition was sharp among themselves, be- 
ing at times disastrous to the salt interests. 

Whatis true of Michigan is also true of the entire United States, as we 
know positively there has never been anything that could be called a trust 


| in any sense of the word. 


We also notice the gentleman makes a miStake in reference to the duty 
upon salt, as it is only 8cents, plus the package, instead of 12 cents, as he 
states. 

The fact is, while Mr. VEST is usually well posted in most matters about 
which he talks, he certainly knows very little about the salt industry in this 
country. \ 

Hoping the above may be of service to you, We are, 

Yours truly, : 
lite W. R. BURT. 
Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, Washington, D. C. 
TRUST No. 60.—SANDSTONE. 
MERIDEN, CONN., -Jly 20, 1892 
Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, United Stales Senate: : 


Notrust association. Each quarry fixes prices ofitsproduct. Each stone 
contractor fixes his own prices independently. No limit on production. 
Foreign stone competes freely, as native tariff has no bearing. Members of 
association buy and sell only with each other, but competition between 
members unrestrained. Prices of many native sandstones less now than 
ten years ago 

H. WALES LINES. 


Trust No. 61.—SANITARY WARE. 
TRENTON, N. J., July 12, 1392 


DEAR Sir: In reply to yours of July 3, 1892, would say that a short time 
ago five of the potteries making sanitary ware almost exclusively agreed 
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to organize a corporation for the purpose of getting in outside capital, and 
the lessening of the expenses for salesmen, superintendents and cutting 
off expenses a8 much as possible. These five potteries comprise about half 
the number of potteries in this country engaged in that branch of the pot- 
tery business. The American manufacturers of sanitary goods make how 
a very la%ge proportion of that class of goods used in the United States, be- 
cause of American ingenuity in inventing improved and patented articles 
in the sanitary line. : 

These five potteries do not include over one-tenth of the productive ca- 
pacity of the white-ware potteries. 

Prices are now very much lower than they were, say, five years ago. Then 
these goods sold at about 50 per cent discount from the standard price list; 
the present discounts are 70 per cent. 

The American potteries, taking them as a whole, do not manufacture 
much more than one-half of the goods consumed in this country. 

No such trust as you speak of exists at the present time. Competition is 
very strong between the English and American manufacturers, as well as 
between the American manufacturers among themselves for the American 
market, and prices of goods of this class were never so low as at present The 
average price we are now getting for goods is lower than in 1891. 

I am not in the new corporation, having never made any sanitary goods. 

Yours, very truly, 





JOHN MOSES. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 





TRUST No. 62.—SANDPAPER. 
NEW YORK, July 14, 1592. 


DEAR Sir: The Russell & Euen Manufacturing Company have handed us 
your favor of 8th instant to answer. 

There is no sandpaper combination and has never been except for a little 
over one year, during 1887-’88. This article is being sold at near costof man- 
ufacture now, not on account of foreign competition, but from home compe- 
tition. It isnot imported, or at least none to speak of; on the contrary, 
largely exported, the quality of the American manufacture being far ahead 
ofthe European. There is a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem, but it does not 
enhance our prices. As aforesaid, our home competition keeps prices as low 
as possible. 

Most respectfully, 7 
BAEDER, ADAMSON & CO. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 


Trust No. 63.—SASH, DOORS, AND BLINDS. 


KALAMAZOO, MICH., July 14, 1892. 
DEAR Sir: We are in receipt of yoursof 8th, and in reply beg to say there 


is no trust in or among the manufacturers of doors, sash, and blinds in this | 


country, either in the East, or West and Northwest, that we know anything 
about. 

If thereis such a trust, there are a great many manufacturers, including 
ourselves, that do not belong to it, andit does not affect the price of these 
goods, and prices were lower this last fall and winter and early this spring 
than they have been for some time, those manufacturers that were most 
pressed for money and were carrying the largest stocks making the lowest 

srices. 

T’he largest share of these goods are made by the manufacturers in the 
Northwest, at points as follows: Oshkosh, Wis., Chicago, Ill.; Milwauk« 
Wis.: Minneapolis, Minn.; Wausauand Merrill, Wis., and a few other points 
in Wisconsin, Iowa, etc. Oshkosh, producing more goods than any other 


two or three places of manufacture, there is what is called an association of | 


manufacturers, among these manufacturers representing perhaps 50 to 70 
per cent of the production. This association meets three or four times a 
year, at acali from its secretary, andthe members compare notes and con- 
sult with each other as to the advisability of advancing prices, changing the 
list, etc. They have a paid secretary, who is supposed to keep track of 


production, amount of goods on hand in the different warehouses, from | 


time to time, and furnish other information to the different manufacturers. 

This association does not amount to very much in our estimation, but 
may be of some help to them by reason of their keeping posted as to pro- 
duction, amount of goods on hand, etc., as when stocks are large they can 
agree among themselves, as they did last winter, to run short time for a few 
months and thus curtail production. They can also agree on any changes 
necessary to be made in the list price of these goods, so that all leading 
manufacturers may have lists alike. Thus all manufacturers may have 
lists alike, but no two will make exactly the same discounts; and it often 
follows that the jobbers of these goods will offer lower prices than the ma 
ufacturers. A great many jobbers exist, and whén times are dull and man 
ufacturers are not making enough sales these jobbers will go to the manu 
facturers and offer totake a great many Cars, say fifty cars from a ma 
turer,at an exceedingly low price, and then when times get better and ices 
improve the jobbers are able to offer as good or even better figures than the 
manufacturer willdo. We donot believe there is atrustin the Eastor that it 
has any effect on prices. A large amount of goods sold in the East are made 
inthe West and Northwest. Weare ourselves sellingin New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Maryland, Virginiaand West Virginia, New Jersey, North and South 
Carolina, Massachusetts, and other points. We never heard of any goods 
being imported to this country,but know that there are quite a good many 
exported, and, as far as prices go, we know there is no fixed or established 
price on these goods, as there certainly would be were there a trust in exist- 
ence. A large share of these goods are sold in car-load lots, and prices are 
made at acertain discount, delivered; often a large share of the car is odd 
work or irregular sizes, on which there is no list price, and often a lot ofthis 
odd work is figured on by several manufacturers, and the one that is the 
lowest gets the order. We therefore feel wel! assured that there is no trust 
among the manufacturers of this class of goods. 

We are, very respectfully, 








DEWING & SONS. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 64.—Saws. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., July 15, 1392. 


DEAR Sir: In answer to yours of the 8th instant we would say that there | 


is no trust in existence connected with the saw business. The National Saw 
Company was formed by a consolidation of two establishments located in 
Middletown, N. Y., owned by Clemson Bros, one in Cincinnati owned by 
the Woodrough Bros., and one in Boston owned by Woodrough & Clemson, 
the Clemson and Woodrough families being related. We have nothing what- 
ever to do with the formation of this company, nor do we haveany interest 
init. About two years ago our house in conjunction with the National Saw 
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| 
Company did endeavor to secure an advance in the price of ou 
tures, some of which had been selling at little or no profit 
For some time, in fact, a number of other saw manufa rers, of wl 
there are upward of forty in this country iquit making the low-price.i 
goods before they reached the bottom figur The oldest saw manufacturer 
in the United States, Branch, Crookes & « of St. Louis, had refused orders 
| for cross-cut saws when they were more than 10 percen! higher than price 
ultimately reached. We might add that soon after making the advance we 
| reduced the time of our men from ten t to 1 : 3 Without any 
| change in their wages. The advance could 1 iaint 1 in the fa of 
| the competition that at once sprang up and the prices have again dropped 
| off with a prospect of their going lower than before. So much for the state 
ment regarding a trust in the saw busines 
The figures given as to the price of our goods are soridiculous as notto be 
worthy of answer, but we suppose you will neod something to uzthe 
your case, so we inclose you the prices at which the goods a1 1 both at 
home and abroad. 
| Regarding the hand-saws, we have no i 1 is ¢ Senato 


VES?T’'S statement, but inasmuch as he quo t21 for the wh 
give ourapple-handle saw, which is th ril 
| at Which the same is sold inthis cor i 
| which we give the wholesale discoun 

wholesale prices. 

Trusting this information will be what you require, and } 
further if needed, we are 
Yours, truly, 





| 
| HENRY Disston & SONS, INCORPORATED, 
S. DISSTON 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C 


Trust No.65.—SCHOOL-BooK TRUST 
NEW YORK, July 13, 1392 
| In reply to your telegram of to-day, there is no trust controlling produc 
tion or prices of schoo! books in the United States 


| 7 D. APPLETON & CO 
| Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH 


TRUST No. 66.—SCHOOL FURNITURI 


UNION SCHOOL FURNITURE COMPANY 
Battle Cree ul July 18, 1892 
| DEAR Sir: A letter from you dated July 8, addressed toS Ll FPurnitu 
| Company,’’ Battle Creek, Mich., was delivered to us 
We know of no trust in existence controlling the production in the indus 
try of manufacturing school furniture. This company manufactures school 


and other kinds of furniture and supplies. The school-furniture business 
in the last two or thfee years has been in a very much demorali i condition 
owing to excessive competition, school furniture being sold im many in 
stances at less than cost. Some few months ago this company made a con 
tract with the United States School Furniture Company to sell all of its 
product of school furniture to that compa A number of other manufa 

turers have since done the same. The | “i Stat 1 Furniture Com 
pany does not control anywhere near all of the ] tof the country; An 
fact, there are more concerns who sell their own product to the trade th 

















those who sell to the United States School Furniture Company. Youc 
readily see, therefore, that with all this competition the United States Scho 
Furniture Company could not control either production or price 

There is no foreign competition in school iurniture. The competition i 
this country is lively enough to satisfy even the most earnest advocate « 
the saying that ** Competition is the life of trade As we understand it 


principal hope of success to the United States School Furniture Company is 
Lli school furnitu 


the decrease in the cost of sel 
Yours, truly 


S 





7 ( SPENCI 7 ’ , 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH 
j United States Senate, Waahing/o dD. ¢ 
| <A.H. Andrews & Co., of Chicago, sa} No, thet n 
| i ; 7 
| RUST No. f SEWER PIP! 

WASHINGTON, D.C., July 1 
DEAR SiR: In the absence of Hon yn Lynch, our president, now very 
ill in Portland, Me., we will answer tothe best of our ability y y liry o 








the 8th instant as to the existence and influence of a p 
We know of no such trust now in existence, although an eff« ’ 
few months ago by Ohio River manufacturers t rn ki bel i 
combination, with what result we do n ‘ 
In 1888 some sixty-five manufacturers were combined in the sewer P 
Manufacturers’ and ‘‘ United Sewer Pi Manufacturers’ Assoviations 
7 hich influenced pri $10 80 





of the former of which we were a member. Ww 
extent during the few months of their ¢ I 

The Globe Sewer Pipe Compa f t consigting m 
facturers on the Ohio River and in the Ak 1region, had 
and a limited influence on prices in 1889. 

For some years the five manufacturers at Akron and Tallmadge, Ohio, have 
been combined as the American Sewer Pipe Company, which may have 
checked competition locally, but made it the more effective outside. This com 
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pany has gone to pieces and some of its members have formed or attempted 
to form another. 
hese are all the combinations of which we have any knowledg Their 
intluence on prices has been brief and away from the neighborhood of facto 
ries comprised in them has consisted main 1 helping outsiders to a 
tain what stocks were in hand and prices likely to be given in competition 
Our own experience has been that they could do us no go and so long as 
we kept out of them no particular harm; and we have therefore paid 
attention to their movements for some years past 


There is no foreign competition within our knowledge 

| Withintwenty years prices have declined 60 per cent, bei 
three-eighths of a cent per pound for large lots, while freichts f 
siderable distance range from one-eighth to three-eighth 

In consequence prices are mainly determined by t e character of theclays 
| and the methods of manufacture within a limited distance, and, under the 
nfluence of improved methods the tendency is downward. 
| Foreign competition, if unrestricted, might have some injurious influenc 
| near the seacoast or Canadian border, but hardly elsewhere 
| Yours, very truly, 


pout 





POTOMAC TERRA CoTTa CoMPANY 
CHAS. G. LYNCH, Superintendent. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate 
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TRUST No. 68.—SHOT AND LEAD. 
NEWPORT, R. L., July 15, 1892. 


DEAR SIR: Your letter of July 8 followed me to this city, having been for- 
oo from New York, and I hasten to answer, which I can fortunately do 

riefly. 

There is no ‘‘trust,”’ in the ordinary acceptation of the term, in the lead 
pipe, sheet lead, or shot business, the branch of manufacturing in which I 
am interested. 

The American Shot and Lead Company, referred to in the speech sent me, 
was incorporated under the laws of Illinois for the purpose of manufactur- 
ing the articles named, and on its formation bought out several factories in 
different parts of the country. The competition had in the past years been 
ruinous, and it was thought that by consolidating the working of these plants 
under one management such a saving of individual expense could be made 
as would insure a profit, and yet not cause an excessive increase in the cost 
toconsumers. The result has proved satisfactory, although there are in- 
dependent manufacturers outside of the American Shot and Lead Company 
with an equal output of similar articles, who are free to make their own 
prices for the same. 

As one of the principal movers in the formation of the American Shot and 
Lead Company, I beg most distinctly to state that the McKinley tariff had 
nothing whatever to do with influencing its formation, and was not once 
mentioned in connection therewith. In fact it did not materially alter the 
position of lead and its manufactures herein referred to, as it existed under 
the previous tariff. 

As to “price of ammunition,” spoken of by Foster, Stevens & Co., quoted 
in same speech, they probably refer to loaded shells or cartridges, a distinct 
branch of manufacturing, and governed by entirely different conditions. 
There has been for some time past, and is now, fierce competition in that 
line, and consequent low and unprotitable prices, the opposite of what are 
supposed to be the results of “trusts.”’ The second, third, and fourth ques- 
tions in your letter are answered by above, as well as the first. In answer 
to the fifth, there is no effective foreign eae with the products in 
which I am interested under the present tariff. 

- * - * 
Very truly, yours, 


* + 7 

E. A. LE ROY. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, ‘ 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Trust NOo.72.—SOApP. 
KENDALL MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
Providence, R JI., July 14, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: I am to-day in receipt of yours of the 8th instant. 

Lam surprised that anyone should attempt to make any capital out of a 
soap trust. There is nosuch thing. Neither has there been. 

The truth of the case is this: A few manufacturers, among whom were the 
Colgates, of New York, attempted to form an association for the purpose of 
checking some of the evils of competition, such as selling five boxes and giv- 
ing six; giving chromos, books, handkerchiefs, napkins and sundry things 
to customers, but not with any intention to regulate production or price. 
Afew manufacturers joined the association, but not enough to accomplish 
anything and the association to-day amountsto nothing. We took no part 
init. It will be wm pl impossible for the scap-makers to form a trust. 

Your second, third and fourth queries are answered by the above. 

Fifth. There is a slight foreign competition on family soaps at present, but 
not enough to enter into consideration. 

hg toilet soaps and castile soaps there is a good deal of foreign competi- 
tion. 

At the time of the agitation of the Mills tariff bill, which proposed to remove 
the duty of one-half a cent per pound on family soap and reduce the duty 
of 1 cent per pound on caustic soda to half a cent, one of the largest soap- 
makers in England sent instructions to a leading house in New York, well 
known to you as Well as myself, to secure a store for them as they intended 
to enter the market for the sale of their soaps manufactured abroad. 

It may not be necessary to add that my ovinion remains unchanged that 
any reduction in the tariff on soap would be ietrimental to the soap business 
of this country. 

Trusting the information I have been able to give you will be of service, I 
remain, ‘ 

Yours, truly, 
NICHOLAS SHELDON. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


73.—SODA-WATER MACHINERY. 
AMERICAN SODA FOUNTAIN COMPANY, 
Boston, Mass., July 14,1892. 


DEAR SIR: Lam inreceipt of your inquiry as to the organization and busi- 
ness of our company, re‘erred to in aspeech of Hon. GEORGE G. VEST. 

The statements in Mr. VEST’S speech are grossly misleading. 

In the first place no *‘trust”’’ has been formed, but ey, a corporation 
composed of four manufacturers which, although the principal manufac- 
turers in the country, are in fact but a small proportion of the number of 
those who are engaged in same businass. The practical result of the forma- 
tion of our company has been to enable us to make goods at lower cost, and 
it is a positive fact that our goods are now sold to the consumer at lower 
prices than ever before. 

There is no foreign competition with our products, and would not be under 
any circumstances, for the reason that our machinery is protected by 
patents, and there is a popular prejudice in favor of apparatus of established 
reputation. 

Yours, truly, 


TRUST No. 


JAMES W. TUFTS. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 


TrRusT No. 76.—STARCH. 


THE NATIONAL STARCH MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
New York, July 13, 1892. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your esteemed favor 
of the &th instant. 

The National Starch Manufacturing Company is not a trust, either in 
name, purpose, or intent. It is a purely business organization, acquiring 
its title by absolute purchase. It hasmany competitors. The Ottawa Starch 
Company, of Ottawa, Ill., went out of existence about twenty yearsago. The 
price of starch in the markets is lower than ever known before. 


Yours truly, 
CHAS. C. BURNS, 
Secretary and Treasurer. 
Senator NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| Well understood to be absolutely ruinous. 
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OswEGo, N. Y., July 11, 1892. 


MY DEAR Sir: Your favor of 8th instant is received and with it a copy of 
the speech of Hon. GEORGE G. VEsT, of Missouri. 

In oy. so your questions we beg to say: 

First. The National Starch Company bought up something over twent 
different starch factories, but as we understand it the said National Starc 
Manufacturing Company is not in any proper sense a trust. 

Second. It does not include all the parties engaged in the manufacture of 
starch. There are someseven or eight other companies or firms in the United 
States, some of them very large ones, who are not in the National Starch 
Manufacturing Company, who make their starch from corn, besides a con- 
siderable number of smaller factories making starch from potatoes. 

Third. The competition is now very severe. Some two years since the 
price of bulk starch was lower than it is now, but the prices then ruling were 
The present prices of all the bet- 
—— are exceedingly low—too low to afford any profit to the manu- 

acturer. . 

Fourth. We can not tell what proportion of the entire starch product of 
the country is made or controlled by the National Starch Manufacturing 
Company. 

Fifth. There is nota heavy foreign competition. The producing capacity 


| Of the starch factories now in existence is largely in excess of the total de- 


mand of this country for the product. 

We believe that if the duty on starch was removed or essentially reduced, 
it would soon result in closing a large number of the factories now in opera- 
tion in this country. 

Yours very respectfully, 
T. KINGSFORD & SON. 

Hon. NELSON W ALDRICH, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST NO. 77.—MERCHANT STEEL. 
CAMBRIA IRON COMPANY, Philadelphia, July 20, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Your letter of the 16th instant, in relation to the existence of 
an alleged trust of merchant steel manufacturers in this country has been 
handed to me by Mr. Swank. 

The Cambria Iron Company is a large manufacturer of merchant steel in 
many forms, and it sells its products in most of the markets of this country. 
We are not aware of the existence of a trust or combination of any kind 
among the merchant steel manufacturers of this country which is organized 
for limiting the production or fixing the — of any kinds of merchant 
steel. We feel sure that if such an organization existed we would know 
something about it. 

Very truly yours, 
POWELL STACKHOUSE, President. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 78.—STEEL RAILS. 
THE STEEL PATENTS COMPANY, Philadelphia, July 14, 1892. 


My DEAR SIR: Iam this morning in receipt of your letter, under date 8th 

ey addressed to Mr. Joseph Wharton, with a request that I should re- 

to it. 

” i can only say,if there is such a trust as your letter refers to in the manu- 
facture of steel rails Ido not know of it. Tothe best of my knowledge no 
such trust exists, and I feel quite sure that if it did exist I would know of it. 
As Iam officially connected with one of the largest steel plants in the coun- 
try, which I know does not belong to or is in any way connected with such 
a trust, I feel at liberty to deny its existence. 

I note your understanding of the meaning of a trust—‘‘A combination to 
control production and prices.’’ This is in entire accord with my under- 
standing of the term. 

Answering your fifth interrogatory, I beg to say that there is to-day for- 
eign competition with all kinds of steel products, but what proportion of 
consumption is imported I am unable to say. . 

Hoping this will ene answer your letter and always holding my- 
self at your further command, Il am 

Very respectfully, yours, . 
ROBERT F. KENNEDY, President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 80—STRAWBOARD. 
(See No. 99.) 


TRUST No. 81.—STRUCTURAL STEEL TRUST. 
ILLINOIS STEEL COMPANY, Chicago, July 18, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Your favor of July 8 received on Saturday, 16th, when I was 
out of town. Iwill answer your questions specifically, as briefly as pos- 
sible. 

First. There is no trust or combination in any shape or form in existence 
at the present time, nor in contemplation that Iam aware of, in any way 
affecting or controlling the production or price of structural steel. 

Second. Any combination or trust that has existed in the past, so far asI 
am aware, has not at any time included all the parties engaged in the man- 
ufacture, 

Third. I am not familiar with the past history of the combination among 
manufacturers of structural steel, because I had no connection with any 
mill manufacturing these goods until about three years ago, and then we 
manufactured on only a very small scale. My personal opinion, however, is 
that prices were for a time—I do not know how long—unduly maintained 
by reason of a combination among at least some, if not most, of the larger 
producers; but with the inevitable result that formidable competition sprung 
up outside of such combination, so that in the long run it seems probable 
that the public will benefit A the increased competition and low prices that 
follow such short-sighted policy in any line of trade. 

Answer to your fourth question is included in the above. 

To your fifth, I would say that at the present prices and for inland con- 
sumption, lam not aware that there is any foreign competition, but Iam 
not posted as to the prices and effect of foreign competition at the seaboard. 

Referring to page 28 in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD which you sent me, I 
would like to add that it is a gross error to state ‘the cost of production is 
but little greater than for steel rails,’ because: 

1. To make all sizes of structural steel requires a very large and expensive 

lant, from which the tonnage produced = day or per month is very much 

low the tonnage that can be produced in steel rails with a similar invest- 
ment. 

2. The goods are made in a great variety of shapes and weights, cut to 
whatever lengths may be required by the contractors, and are not rolled of 
a uniform standard length like steel rails; the wastage, therefore, is very 
heavy, and amounts to a good many dollars per ton. 
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3. The goods are cumbersome, heavy, and awkward to handle, and asa 
necessity the labor cost per ton is materially more than in steel rails. 

4. It is necessary tocarry a stock of structural material on hand to ac- 
commodate numerous buyers of small lots, and this stock occupies a very 
large space of ground and locks up a large amount of working capital. 

On page 28 it is stated, ‘‘The combine in structural steel is in progress of 
reorganization.”” As far aslam aware this statement is totally incorrect. 
No reorganization is contemplated, nor in process, nor, so far as I know, de- 
sired or likely to be attempted. 

The Pennsylvania Steel Company, the Cleveland Rolling Mill Company, 
and the Oliver Lron and Steel Company, I believe, all are, or are about to be, 
making structural steel, besides others whom I need not name, who never 
have beenin any combination on structural steel, so far as I know. 

I trust the foregoing replies may be of service to you and beg you to com- 
mand me at any time, I remain, 

Yours, very truly, 
W. R. STIRLING, 
First Vice-President. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


NEw YORK, July 13, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: We havetoacknowledge the a of your letter of 8th instant, 
and in reply beg to say that there is no “trust in existence controlling pro- 
duction in your (our) industry of manufacturing structual steel and iron.” 
At various times, however, prior to February of this year, there have been 
agreements to which nearly all the makers ofrolled beams and channels have 
been parties. The object and effect of these agreements was, not to control 
or restrict production, but to maintain such prices as would yield a fair re- 
turn on the capital invested in the business. No agreement or understand- 
ing now exists, nor, so far as we know, have any steps been taken toward 
forming any. We may add that as a result of there being no understanding 
between the makers, the business, at least so far as the New Jersey Steel and 
Tron Company (the only company in which weare interested that manufac- 
tures structural shapes) is concerned, is being carried on at a loss. 


Yours truly, 
COOPER, HEWITT & CO. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Uniled States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 84.—TINNED PLATE. 
CHICAGO, July 14, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Your favor of the 8th instant is duly received. We have read 
the statements made by Senator VEsT in his speech of the 28th of June, and 
would say in reply there is not a scintilla of truth in them, so far as our 
knowledge goes. Our company has no connection whatever with any one 
else engaged in the tin-platemanufacture. We have never been approached 
with even the suggestion of the formation of atrust. This is the first we 
have ever heard of any such accusation being made against the new industry 


| cheaper than it can be produced in this country if there is much 


from that which has been made before. The Connecticut River Freestone 
quarries have a scale of prices for rough stone, but there is no trust. They 
can not sell their material to*:scab shops,” for the affiliated labor unions 
will not permit it. Marble, granite, and cut stone work can be imported 
; ) LUC labor upon 
it, despite the duties, and if it were not for the duties the present scale of 
wages could not be maintained. [ have been importing these materials, 
wrought and unwrought, over forty years, and know whereof I speak. 

The workmen in this country are benefited by the duties much more than 
the manufacturer. Take off the duties and wages will certainly fall ora 
considerable proportion of the fine work will be done abroad. There are 
no trusts in our business and can not be; for any material advance in prices 
would open new quarries and work idle ones by the score. I have over one 
thousand menon my py rolls in New York City, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
and New Hampshire. The Library for Congress is being done at our quar- 
riesin Concord, and I have never, either directly or indirectly, had anything 
todowith atrust. If anyone thinks differently and believes that we are mak- 
ing money out of a trust, he will soon be disabused by buying : stock 
in any one of the granite companies in New England. 

Respectfully yours, 


L little 


J. G. BATTERSON, 
President New England Granite Works. 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 87.—TUBEsS. 
PITTSBURG, PA., July 19, 1892. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 


There is no trust or combination in the United States controlling either 
the production or price of wrought-iron pips or boiler tubes. 
PITTSBURG TUBE COMPANY. 
NATIONAL TUBE WORKS COMPANY, New York, July 19, 1892. 
DEAR Sirk: Iam in receipt of your letter of the 8th instant, calling my at- 
tention to paragraph &7, entitled «Tube trust,’ as published in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD of the Fifty-second Congress, folio 28 of the speech of 
the Hon. GEORGE G. VEST. of Missouri. made in the Senate of the United 
States, Tuesday, June 28, 1892. Iknow nothing as tothe correctuess of the hon- 
orable gentleman's statementrespecting the condition of business other than 
that of our own, but if there are as many errors in his references to type, 
umbrellas, watches, etc., as there are in his article about tubes, it will fur- 


| nish more amusement than instruction. 


of tin-plate manufacture in this country, and itis astounding to what lengths | 


the enemies of American manufacture are willing to goto bring discredit 
upon us. 

The only purpose of the organization known as the ‘‘Tinned-Plate Manu- 
facturers’ Association of the United States’ is to disseminate information 
relating to the new business which we are undertaking and to assist one an- 
other as much as possible to offset the infamous lies that are being circulated 
by such organizations as have been formed for the purpose of driving the in- 
industry out of the country, as well as by unscrupulous politicians. 

There is no attempt made at unity of action in relation to the selling price 
of tin plates nor any other action which would be taken by a “trust.’’ So 
far as we know each concern acts independently in all such cases. 


Very truly, yours, 
NORTON BROS. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington. D. C. 


DEMMLER, PA., July 15, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: ~ our favor of the 8th instant, calling my attention to a 
statement ma by Senator GEORGE G. VEST, namely, that the tinned-plate 
manufacturers had formed a trust, has been received, and in reply would 
State that the honorable Senator is mistaken. The American Tinned-Plate 
Association, of which I was at one time secretary, has not been in existence 
since the beginning of 1891. A new association was formed under the name 
of the Tin-Plate Manufacturers’ Association of the United States in May, 
1891. And while Iam a member of this association I do not hold an office of 
any kind. The object of this association is solely to exchange information 
among its members and to assist one another in the introduction and estab- 
lishment of this new industry. 

I inclose herewith a circular issued b 
also a postal card sent out by the N. & G. Taylor Company, which will 
prove better than any other evidence that the tin-plate manufacturers have 
not combined for the purpose of upholding prices. 

Very respectfully, yours, 


W. C CRONEMEYER. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 85.—TOMBSTONES. 
HARTFORD, CONN., July 13, 1892. 


ify DEAR SENATOR; I have just received your favor of the 8th instant, | 
asking for information about trusts and combinations in the granite, mar- | 


ble, and stone business. 

I have been quite actively and extensively engaged in this business for 
over forty-seven years, and I say without fear of contradiction by anyone 
that there is nothing of that kind in New England. 

There could be no form of combination for the regulation and control of 

rices without my knowing it. The granite-cutters’ strike, which is still on. 
n New England brought the manufacturers together for the first time, and 


an association was formed with regard to that strike and the proper time | 


to make agreements with the men. It had nothing whatever to do with 


prices for the finished work, and that subject has never been discussed in any | 


meeting to my knowledge. Ido not know of any trust in this line of busi- 


| your first question covers my answer to your second. 


You ask: ‘Is there any such trust in existence controlling production in 
your industry of manufacturing tubes?” 

My answer is, no; emphatically no. Thereis no trust or combination or 
understanding among manufacturers of wrought-iron pipe or tubes. The 
competition is most severe, and I fear may be ruinous to some. Every 
manufacturer is pursuing the dictates of his own individual judgment and 
will, without any understanding of any kind, name, or nature to govern his 
actions. 

Second. Youask: ‘* Doesit include all the parties engaged in the industry?” 

Answer. As there is no trust or combination, or agreement, my answer to 
Each manufacturer 
is pursuing an entirely independent course of action. 

Third. You ask: *“‘ Whateffect the trust has had on competition and prices 
of product?” 

Answer. There is no trust or combination. The active competition be- 
tween American manufacturers has been so severe that the prices of wrought- 
iron and steel tubular wares are lower to-day than ever before in the his- 
tory of our country. 

Fourth. Youask: “If such a trust is in existence. what proportion of the 
entire production of the country does it control, and how many concerns? 

Answer. There is notrust. Each manufacturer is independent. There 
are some twenty-eight American manufacturers, about twenty-four of whom 
are running their plants more or less. 

This answers all of your questions. I have made no play upon the word 
trust, but permit me to once more distinctly state that the people of this 
country are getting the full value of the purchasing power of their money 
when they buy anything in the line of wrought-iron tubular goods, Mr. 
VEST’S statement to the contrary notwithstanding. 

A word or two concerning the National Tube Works Company, the organ- 
ization of which I am general manager: While the largest individual com- 
pany of the kind, it is but one of about twenty-eight such corporations, all 
engaged in deadly competition. Itis a matter of common knowledge that 
our company manufactures but about 28 per cent of the total output, and 


| the assumptions of the gentlemen you quote only excite the ridicule and do 
| not influence the judgment of the well-informed. 


the company which I represent, and | 





ness in the United States. I was one of the stockholdersin The Chicago and | 


Bedford Stone Company, and if it had been in a trust I would have known 
it. In point of fact the competition was so ruinous that I sold my stock at 
a large loss. If the marble quarries in Georgia and Vermont are in a trust 
I never heard of it. 

There is no such thing as a tombstone or monumental trust, and can not 
be, in the nature of things; hardly any two are alike and no scale of prices 
can be fixed by combination where each customer wants something different 


Last year the National Tube Works Company found it more convenient to 
purchase outright the several plants that for years had furnished it raw 
materials or products necessary to the manufacture of pipes and tubes and 
which for years had been practically departments of its business. 

This was done without any regard to the twenty-eight other competitors. 
It has not thereby decreased the production one ounce nor affected prices a 
farthing, except possibly to reduce them. 

So much for our organization. 

These are the simple facts, which the honorable Senator has distorted into 
the published announcement that the National Tube Works Company had 
absorbed rivals in business, and thus taken steps to enhance the prices of 
its commodities to the public. 

I believe 1 have covered the ground, and beg to subscribe myself, 

Yours truly, 
E. C. CONVERSE, General Manager. 

Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST NO. 88&.—TYPE. 
BOSTON TYPE FOUNDRY. 
Boston, July 14, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: Yours of the 8th is before me. In reference to the “trust” al- 
luded to, I have to reply that it does not exist. For the past year or more 
parties have been endeavoring to effect a consolidation of all the principal 
type foundries inthe country. English capital has been promised and a 
corporation was “formed on paper.’ Owing to the failure, however, to pro- 
cure the necessary amount of cash to meet the demands of the type found- 
ers for their plants, the whole matter was abandoned. 

At present writing every type foundry in the country is doing business in- 
dependently and by itself. 

Yours truly, 


Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, Washington, D. C. 


D. W. ROGERS, 7Jveasurer. 
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TRUST No. 91.—WALL PAPER. 


Fr. Beck & Co., 
New York, July 19, 1892. 

DeAR Sir: Your favor of the 8th instant “relative to the existence of a 
trust’ in the wall-paper business has our notice. 

To your first question, ‘‘Whether there is any such trust in existence con- 
trolling production in your industry of manufacturing wall papers?” we re- 
ply “ No;” there is no such trust in existence. Therehas been contemplated 
for some time a consolidation of some of the manufacturers of wall paper, 
with a view to greater economy in production and to cheapen the cost of 
making our goods, but such consolidation has not gone into effect as yet, 
nor can we say whether it will. 

To query No. 2,**Whether it includes all the parties engaged in the busi- 
ness,’’ Would say that about 60 per cent of the manufacturers are contem- 
plating interesting themselves in the proposed consolidation. 

To query No. 3,“ What effect the trust has had on competition and prices 
of product,’ We can not see as it would reduce competition much, as there 
are sO Many Manufacturers out of the proposed consolidation. We expect 
it will lower the prices and raise the standard of quality, because of the de- 
creased cost of making same 

‘To query No. 4,“ If such a trust is in existence, what proportion of the en- 
tire product of the country does it control, and how many concerns,”’ about 
60 per cent of the manufacturers are in favor of the proposed consolidation. 
We are unable to say what proportion of the entire production it would con- 
trol should it go into effect. 

To query number 4, ‘‘Is there any foreign competition with your product, 
if s0, What proportion of consumption is imported?’ There is quite a for- 
eign competition but we are unable to give the proportion. 

They are imported very cheaply. 

The remarks of Senator Vest of Missouri, as per page 30 of the CONGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD, wWhicb you inclosed, have our notice. In these days of edu- 
cational advantages and opportunities for correct information we are more 
than surprised that a Senator should in the United States Senate make 
sucha display of dense ignorance as are contained in his speech. 

Permit us to remark that his statements are so irrelevant and at such va- 
riance with the truth that they are unworthy of serious consideration. 


Very truly, yours 
. Fr. Beck & Co., 
CHAS. E. RUNK, 
Vice-President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, Washington, D. C. 


TRUST No. 92.—WATCH TRUST. 
Boston, July 14, 1892. 

My DEAR Sir: There is not and never has been anything like a trust inthe 
Watch business in the United States. There is not and has not been any 
agreement among manufacturers as to limiting or increasing production, 
or as toraising or lowering prices. ‘The talk abouta ‘trust’ has been based 
upon the fact that many of the wholesale jobbers in watches have an asso- 
ciation of their own, the members of which are pledged not to sell goods of 
any manufacturer below the list price established by that manufacturer. 
As of course any manufacturer desires to have his goods sold ata uniform 

rice, many manufacturers make it a practice to deal only with those job- 

‘rs who agree to maintain list prices. But there is no combination of 
watch-movement makers even in this, though I believe some case-makers 
(Elgin and Waltham make no cases) are associated in an agreement to sell 
only to these jobbers. Itcan not be too strongly emphasized that neither 
among movement nor case makers is there or has there been any agreement 
as to production or price, nor is there any association at all among them 
except that of case-makers aboved mentioned. 

We have some competition in this country from Swiss, French, and Eng- 
lish watch-makers in spite of the tariff. The imports are, however, in very 
small proportion to the consumption. 

The watch industry in the United States has been under the tariff built up 
from small beginnings until it gives employment at high wages to probably 
20,000 persons, directly and indirectly to at least as many more. The wages 
paidare, I think, among the highest in any industry, while the price of watches 
to the consumer is constantly falling, and is now perhaps 75 per cent less 
than when American watch manufacture began. Itissafe to say that except 
for the domestic competition created by the tariff watches would now be 
sold here by foreign makers at greatly higher prices than the market prices 
of to-day. Anditis to be observed that the present tariff does not half com- 
pensate our manufacturers for the difference in wages between the United 
States and the Continent of Europe. 

Senator VEST’s statement that American watch manufacturers extort at 
home prices 25 per cent higher than they are willing to sell the same watches 
for abroad is entirely incorrect. The only distinction I ever heard of inthis 
direction is the fact that for the sake of retaining the growing Canadian 
market against Swiss competition we and perhaps others have allowed 
dealers an extra 5 (not 25) per cent discount on certain grades, and even this 
has been extra profit to the jobber, and has not affected the retail prices. 
To the manufacturer it has sometimes been done at aloss. This is the only 
exception that has come to my knowledge to the rule of strict equality. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
‘ROYAL E. ROBBINS, 
Treasurer American Waltham Watch Company. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH. 


Trust No. 93.—WHEELS. 
Sovuta BEND, IND., July 14, 1892. 


DEAR Str: Yours of the 8th is at hand. We have noted that portion of 
Senator VEST’s speech of June 28, relative to the wheel trust. His statement 
on this score is likely to be decidedly misleading. With reference to the 
American Wheei Company, we quote from a report which is submitted to us 
on the subject by Mr. MarvinCampbell, our purchasing agent, in the follow- 
ing words: 

~The American Wheel Company was a corporation made up of individu- 
als, part of whom were in the wheel business, and part capitalists, who un- 
dertook to buy up all of the wheel plants of the United States. Our cor- 
respondence with them shows that they began operation under the name of 
the American Wheel Company, as early as December 20, 1889; how much 
earlier than this I have no data to show. Their avowed reason for buying 
upallof these plants and running them under one name, and managing them 
from one office, was that of economy in the management, they claiming that 
the one board of officers and directors could manage as well as the many 
boards of officers and directors, and that one traveling salesman, or no trav- 
eling salesman, could do all that the many had done, and that therefore 
there would be no occasion for advance in price, but rathera decline. They 


did not attempt to advance prices during the year 1890. In fact, when they 
began business uader the new name, they had not bought but a small part 
But during 1890 they continued to buy and 


of the factories of the country 
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lease the different factories, and about the end of 1890 they claimed that they 
had, either by ownership or lease. the control of the making of 90 per cert of 
the wheels of the United States, and Iam inclined to think that they had. 

‘‘About January 1, 1891, they issued a new price list and discount sheet 
which advanced wheels about 70 per cent and they made no secret of the fact 
that they were doing this because they thought they had sufficient control of 
the wheel interests so that they could. 

‘Correspondence in our files show that as early as the 18th of August, 1891, 
this company was in the hands of a receiver. They made the claim that 
they were only temporarily embarrassed; that the receiver was appointed 
as a temporary necessity, and that they expected to pay their indebtedness in 
full. In this they have failed, and the receiver now is under direction from 
the court to either sell at private sale before July 20, or, failing to sell at pri- 
vate sale, to dispose of at auction immediately after July 20, all of the prop- 
erty in his hands as receiver of the American Wheel Company. 

“There never was a time when wheels could be bought cheaper than now. 
I think Iam right in the impression that the McKinley tariff bill went into 
effect October 6, 1890. As to whether it placed a higher tariff on wheels than 
before, I confess ignorance. That it in any way inspired the organization of 
the American Wheel Company would seem to be outof the question, as they 
were in operation more than a year previous tothis. That the tariff andthe 
attempted advance in prices by the American Wheel Company had any re- 
lation to each other, would seem to be denied by the fact that within six or 
eight months after their attempt to advance the price of wheels, they were 
in the hands of a receiver, the tariff unchanged. Furthermore, if there was 
anything about this tariff that could hold up the price of wheels, there would 
be plenty of capital in this country to take hold of these mills and operate 
— and the price of wheels would now be higher, instead of as lowas ever 

own. 

It will be seen from the foregoing that such advantage as the American 
Wheel Company temporarily was enabled to exercise over its cutomers was 
due simply to the control which it had for the time being of the output of 
wheels. As to any foreign supply of wheels for this market, we have never 
known of any competition of this nature withour home markets during the 
time that we have been manufacturers of vehicles, for a period of nearly fifty 
years. The McKinley bill had nomore todo with the attempted squeeze of the 
American Wheel Company than it had to do with the last effort at a corner 
on wheat or cornin Chicago. Wagon wheels proper are manufactured for 
the most part by the manufacturers of wagons, each for himself. The 
wheels manufactaired by the American Wheel eer are light wheels, 
carriage and buggy wheels, etc. The statement by Mr. Campbell that these 
wheels can be bought to-day as low as at any time in the history of the ve- 
hicle business, conclusively answers Mr. VEST’S assertion that the McKin- 
ley bill has fostered the wheel trust or has raised the price of wheels. 

if you desire any further information on the subject, please command us. 

Truly yours, 
STUDEBAKER BROS. MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
B. CLEM. STUDEBAKER, President. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Postscript: As to the alleged rival of the American Wheel Company at 
Moline, we never before heard of it. We think there must be some mis- 
take about this. As we are large buyers of light wheels, we would be pretty 
apt to know of any considerable wheel company of this kind. We may say 
incidentally that we have never ourselves been interested in the American 
Wheel Company, or in any wheel trust. It may also be remarked in passing, 
although possibly having no bearing on the case, that the leading officers and 


promoters of the American Wheel Company were Democrats. 
S. B. M. Co. 


TRUST NO. 94.—WHIPS. 
WESTFIELD, MASS, July 9, 1392, 
N. W. ALDRICH, Washington: 
Ni 


o whip trust or combination of any kind. 
MASSASOIT WHIP COMPANY. 


TrRusT No. 95.—WINDOW GLASS. 


/ CHAMBERS GLASS COMPANY, Pittsburg, Pa., July 15, 1892, 
My DEAR SENATOR: I have your letter &th instant, also copy of Senator 


VEsT’sspeech. By the American Window Glass Manufacturers’ Association 
Senator VEST no doubt refers to the National Association of Window Glass 


Manufacturers, an organization which for several years met semiannually 
for the purpose, more particularly, of getting reliable statistics concerning 
the amount of glass made by American manufacturers, the amount of glass 
imported, and the consumption of glass in the United States. Nearly all 
the window-glass manufacturers of the United States were members of this 
association. The question of price and wages was not even allowed to be 
discussed at the meetings, as it was understooi and agreed by the members 
that these two questions should not be fixed or arranged by this associa- 
tion, so that this organization could not be termed a trust in any sense of 
the word. 

Furthermore, it has ceased to exist, and there has been no meeting for 
more than three years. At the present time there is an organization of win- 
dow-glass manufacturers in the West, which comprises about five hundred 
pots in its membership out of a total of about one thousand eight hundred 
pots in the United States. Many of the larger manufacturers, including 
such concerns as Depauw, of New Albany, Hartford City Glass Company, of 
Hartford City, Ind., the United Glass Company, of New York State, Cham- 
bers’ Glass Company, and many others are not members. The fact is, it 
amounts to nothing, controls nothing, and jas no influence, good or bad, in 
so far as controlling prices, the rate: of wages paid, or production is con- 
cerned. The firms outside of this association are of much more prominence 
and greater in numbers and importance than those in the association. 

Mr. VEsT, in his table of — pretends to show that there has been very 
little change in the price of common window glass since 1860. He makes a 
comparison on certain sizes on window glass between 1860 and 1890, giving 
the prices of both years. I have inclosed you a copy of the sizes, qualities, 
and prices given by him for 1860 and 1890, and have added the prices of 1892. 
The prices I have added for 1892 are not as low as these sizes of glass have 
been sold during a part of this year and last (1891) and are not as high, by 5 per 
cent, as those generally ruling to-day. In explanation, during the months 
of July and August there is no window glass made in the United States, and 
generally during the spring, summer, and early fall prices are a little higher 
than in the winter months, so that as a rule during the months of Decem- 
ber, January, February, and March prices are the lowest, and in the months 
named in 1891 and 1892 glass was sold freely at the ge named on m 
memorandum, and so far as window glass is concerned, you can state posi- 
tively, without fear of successful denial, that the same has been sold at a 
less price since the McKinley bill has passed than ever before. 

There has been and still ts great foreign competition in window glass. 
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The proportion named by Mr. VEstT being about correct, that is, about 30 
per cent of the consumption is foreign product. 
Hoping that this information will be of some assistance to you, I am, 


Yours very truly, 
J. A. CHAMBERS® 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, Washington, D. C. 
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This is a copy of Senator VEst's figures, with the addition of the column 
1892; the figures in that column show the prices at which those sizes have 
been sold this year. 

J. A. CHAMBERS. 


TRUST No. 96.—WIRE. 
WORCESTER, MASS., July 18, 1892. 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Uniied States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Telegram received. Is not now and never was any trust in wire. 
WASHBURN & MOEN MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


TRUST No. 97.—W0oOOD SCREWS. 
NEW YORK, July 18, 1392. 

DEAR Sir: In the matter of Senator VEST's remarks upon a “‘ wood-screw 
trust,”’ as reported in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of June 29, we beg to say 
that the Senator’s informant is very wide of his mark, if he intended cor- 
rectly to state the conditions of the wood screw business in this country. 
We have been manufacturers of wood screws for the past sixteen or eighteen 
years, and prior to that time, for many years, were closely identified with 
the manufacturers in marketing their products, and it is not within our 
knowledge that there ever was in this country a “ wood-screw trust.”’ 

That old story which the Hon. Joe Chamberlain launched out, upon the 
occasion of a public dinner in his election districtin Birmingham afew years | 
ago, has been doing duty in the free-trade interest in this country ever since 
the story became public. If it were true that the American manufacturers 
paid to the English manufacturers a bonus for keeping out of this market 
With the product, it Was twenty or more years ago, when there were but two or 
three manufacturers of screws in this country. Chamberlain, himself, sev- 
ered his connection With the screw-manufacturing industry in Birmingham 
quite a dozen years ago. 

The average net selling price of screws in the American market to-day 
ranges at about 1} cents per dozen screws. There are twelve or fourteen 
manufacturers scattered through eight or nine States, and sofar as we know 
their selling prices run from 75 to 8 per cent discount from the list. lt is 
true, as in most other lines of manufacture, that all manufacturers use the | 
same list prices, the difference in their net prices being the difference in dis- | 
counts allowed from the list. The manufacturers make no charge for pack- 
ing cases and pay freight to their customers to the Missouri River. If. as is 
charged in the article, #10 worth of screws for the home market are sold for 
export for %.66, it is not within our knowledge. There was a time some 
years ago, when some second-quality screws were shipped to Mexico, but 
they were of quality that finds no market in the United States. While such 
imperfect screws are usually returned to the scrap heap, some were, in the 
cases mentioned, shipped to Mexico. 

This is not done by us, and we have only hearsay evidence thatit was done 
atall. There is no trust in the United States controlling the production of 
wood screws. There is not to-day foreign competition in this market upon 
wood screws. The prices in England and in Germany are very nearly the 
same as the prices of American-made goods in this market. There is a fur- 
ther difficulty which stands in the way of imported screws, without regard 
to what the price may be here or there; and that is, that the foreign size 
and shape of the heads of screws, and the proportionate size of the head to 
the diameter of the wire from which the screw is made, do not correspond 
with American sizes, shapes, and proportions, and therefore the consumer | 
can not use indiscriminately either American or foreign-made screws. He 
must adapt his factory tools to either one or the other. 

Yours, very truly, 
RUSSELL & ERWIN MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 
M. J. WOODRUFF, 7'reasurer. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 





TRUST No. 98.—WoOoL HATs. 


I am able now to confirm my previous statement that there is nosuch thing 
as a wool hat trust. 
S. N. D. NORTH. 
Boston, MASS., July 16, 1392. 


TRUST No. 99.—WRAPPING PAPER. 


HOLLINGSWORTH & WHITNEY COMPANY, 
Boston, Mass., July 15, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: I have been requested by Hon. W. A. Russell, of Boston. to re- 
ply to your letter in regard to the wrapping-paper trust, and I will answer 
your letter briefly as possible. 

There is no trust in existence controlling the production of the manufac- 
turers of any kind of wrapping paper. It would be an impossibility, in the 

sent condition of the trade, forsuchatrust to beorganized. This answers 

the first four of your questions. There are three hundred or more manu- 
facturers in the United States. 

The fifth, in regard to foreign competition, there is none excepting where 
such an article is exported to a foreign country, as isquite largely the case. 

In criticism of Mr. WARNER'S statement, I will say there never has been | 


an effective trust in any kind of wrapping paper. There have been attempt 





on the part of straw wrapping-paper manufacturers throughout this coun- 
try a great many times to save themselves from bankruptcy. but their efforts 
in every case have been thwarted by other mills going into the business and 
breaking up prices, and the result has been that more than one-half of th 


straw paper manufacturers throughout this country have gone into bank 
ruptcy, and to-day nearly one-half of the mills that were in existence ten or 
fifteen years ago have gone into rust and ruin. In the State of New York 


alone straw Wrapping-paper manufacturers have been almost w iped out of 
existence, and the mills very largely have failed 


The enormous production of paper throughout this country has kept the 
market price down on all kinds of wrapping paper to the very closest mar 
gin, and it is not possible and will not be possible to organize a trust to con- 
trol prices. The business is of too great magnitude. If Mr. DeWrrr WAR- 
NER desires to get at the facts in the case. he has no trouble in finding the 
whole story, as there is nothing private in regard to it 

Mr. WARNER says that ‘this trust, by its possibility to control trade 
squeezes consumers and laborers.’ This is false in every particular. Com 
mon straw wrapping paper to-day is sold by manufacturers at about 1 cent 
per pound at the mill, and the consumer is able to buy it in the city of Bo 
ton at 1} cents im small quantities, the cost of freight from the West am 
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handling being nearly one-half cent per pound. There isno pla iunywhers 
where wrapping paper is made any cheaper than it is in this country, whi 


is proven by the fact that we are sending and have sent straw wrapping pape! 
to Cuba in competition with Germany and Spain, and it is known that we 
are exporting these goods to South America in direct competition with Eu 
ropean manufacturers. 
Yours, very truly, 4 
CHAS. A. DEAN. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, { 
United States Senate, Washingto dD. ¢ 


Trust No. 100.—YELLOW PINE 
PROVIDENCE, R. L., July 14, 1892. 


My DEAR SENATOR: In reply to yours, would say Ido not know of any trus' 
in the lumber trade. This industry isso diversified I don’t think one could 


| be carried through to any extent successfully 


Yours truly, 
H. E. WELLMAN 
Hon. N. W. ALDRICH, Washington, D. ¢ 


During Mr. ALDRICH’S remarks— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS inthechair). The 
Senator from Rhode Island willsuspend foramoment. The hour 
of 2 o'clock having arrived- 

Mr. VEST: I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of which 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H.R. 7845) defining “ options” and 
‘* futures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requir- 
ing such persons engaged in selling certain products to obtain 
license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 


| the unfinished business may be informally laid aside in order 


that the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennesse 
asks unanimous consent that the regular order may be tempo- 


| rarily laid aside in order that the Senator from Khode Island 


may proceed. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
Senator from Rhode Island will proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say, in answer to a question suggested 
to me by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], that the 
duty upon scoured wool is 33 cents apound. 1 suppose the Sen- 
ator is thinking of the duty on unwashed wool. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island state again 
who made the table to which he has just alluded? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The table contains the comparison of the 
cost for a scoured pound in one case of fine Ohio fleece, and in 


| the other case, the cost of a scoured pound of Australian aver- 


age fleece. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Rhode Island: said the table 
had never been published before, and that it was made by som 
body, whose name I[ did not catch. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The figures were furnished me by Messrs. 
Mauger & Avery, well-known wool-brokers of Boston, and the 
London figures by the well-known firm of Helmuth, Schwartz 
& Co. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield 
to me at this point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be remembered that in the discussion 
which heretofore occurred with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] on this subject, [ expressed great astonishment at the 
enormous profits stated by the Senator from Missouri of the Ar- 
lington Mills, and I ventured to ask him a question or two. It 
seams the treasurer of the Arlington Mills, having read the 
RECORD I suppose, saw that I took some interest in the matter, 
and he wrote me a letter. If the Senatorfrom Rhode Island wil! 
allow me, I desire to have read at the Secretary's desk that part of 
the letter which I have marked respecting this question. | 
have no objection to the whole of it being read, but the only 
material part is that which I have marked. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter referred to will be 
read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 





It seems to me to be a unjust toward a manufacturing establishment 
pursuing a legitimate business to have such unwarranted statements made 
upon the floor of the Senate where no opportunity for contradiction is af- | 
forded, and had it not been for the interest of anacquaintance in the matter 
I would have known nothing about it. Permit me to state: 

First. It is absolutely false that the Arlington Mills reported a dividend of 
50 per cent in 1891. The dividend in that year was 6 per cent. It has rarely 
exceeded this rate. 

Second. It is absolutely false that the Arlington Mills is in any way con- | 
nected with a trust. Iam not aware of theexistence of any trust in the wool 
manufacturing business, and do not expect such a combination to be.made 
under any conditions. Theconditions of wool manufacturing in thiscountry 
are such as to make trusts impossible. 

Third. The Arlington Mills has never used a pound of shoddy. To use the 
language of Senator VEsT, ‘‘They have always been in the legitimate wool 
manufacture.”’ 

Fourth. There has been no strike at the Arlington Mills of recent date. 
There has been no cut-down in wages since the passage of the McKinley 
law. On the contrary, these mills are paying higher wages to-day than they 
have ever paid before, and there probably does not exist in the United States 
a corporation of the same magnitude which, since its organization, has en- 
joyed more amicable relations with its employés. 


In justice to the Arlington Mills I think this contradiction of the state- 
ments made by Senator VEST should appear in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- | 


ORD. 
Yours, very truly, 
WM. WHITMAN, Treasurer, Arlington Mills. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have been waiting for an opportune mo- 


ment—and I thought this a very good one—to do justic2 to Mr, | 
| clause of it contradicts the assertion. 


Whitman, who wrote me this letter. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
menting my statement. 


T have made, which has been in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
for month after month uncontradicted. Itwas made on the floor 
of the House of Representatives by Hon. Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The same Mr. WARNER I have been allud- 
ing to? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, the same Mr. WARNER, &@ member of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have had this letter in my desk since the 
18th day of June. 

Mr. VEST. This was months before that statement, and I 
gave this authority at the time I made the statement in the 
Senate. I have no personal knowledge about it, but it had been 
made in the other House, and was uncontradicted at the time 
and has remained for months uncontradicted. As a matter of 
course it is of no importance whether the dividend was 6 per 
cent or 10. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The longer it remains uncontradicted dces 
not make the statement any truer. 

Mr. VEST. I donot hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement does not improve by age if 
it has been made and left uncontradicted. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is a lawyer, I believe, and one of 


the rules of evidence is that when a statement is made and left | 


uncontradicted it is presumption of its truth. That is elemen- 
tary law, if the Senator has not forgotten it in his study of the 
tariff question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unfortunately Iam nota lawyer. 

After the conclusion of Mr. ALDRICH’S remarks, 

Mr. Vest and Mr. VILAS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri. 
The regular order was temporarily laid aside that the Senator 
from Rhode Island might proceed. If there is no objection, the 
Chair will order that the pending measure be laid aside until the 
gentlemen who desire to be heard may be heard. 

Mr. HARRIS. The request made by me was that the unfin- | 
ished business be laid aside in order that the Senate might pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the resolution. Thatconsent was 

iven. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to attempt 
an answer to the detailed statements of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. It is to be expected that the Senator in 
his address would present in exfenso and in detail all that can be 
said in defense of the protective system as it exists inthe United 
States. 

[am not a member of the Committee on Finance and have not 
had access to the testimony, amounting to 1,300 pages, taken by 
the subcommittee in regard to prices under the McKinley tariff 
act. It is simply, therefore, impossible that I should follow the 
Senator in his statements as to the result of that investigation. | 
I have been confined in my researches to information obtained | 
from practical importers and merchants and to the personal ob- | 
servations which I have been able to give myself to the effect of | 
the McKinley act upon prices in the United States. 


The Senator from Missouri 
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| nounced ree ge mi that protective duties were to be 


I thank the Senator from Iowa for supple- | 
again to take the price of foreign labor as to a given productand 
Mr. VEST. I hold in my hand my authority for the statement | 


JULY 26, 


Before submitting, however, the very brief remarks I propose 
to make in regard to some of the salient points in the Senator’s 
gument, permit me to say that his speech is anentire depar- 
ure from the position of the Republican party taken in 1888 un- 
der the platform constructed by Mr. McKinley at Chicago, and 
which the McKinley act was intended to put into practical ope- 
ration. The Senator from Rhode Island now announces that the 
tariff was made with a view to equalize the difference between 
labor in the United States and in foreign countries. That plat- 
form of 1888, upon which Harrison was elected, left behind all 
other declarations of the Republican party and broadly an- 
ere- 
after imposed in this country sufficient not to equalize labor but 
to exclude all foreign products from competition with those of 
the United States. 

In every piatform of the Republican party prior to that time 
revenue and protection had been joined together, but in 1888 
Mr. McKinley framed the platform of his party upon the princi- 
ple on which the party stands to-day and on which the McKin- 


| ley act was framed, that without regard to the difference in labor 


a duty should be imposed sufficient to exclude foreign competi- 
tion with the products of the United States. It isthe most as- 
tounding declaration that in all my experience has been heard 


| in this Chamber that the Senator from Rhode Island should now 
| declare that the McKinley act was framed simply to equalize 


the price of labor in this country and abroad. I denounce that 
proposition as absolutely incorrect. The McKinley actin every 


When it was proposed on this side of the Chamber again and 


the price in the United States and to give a margin over and 
above the difference of 10 and 20 per cent, it was voted down, 


| and steadily, aggressively, and sternly the Senator from Rhode 


Island led his tariff cohorts upon the basis announced in the 
platform of 1888 that duties should be imposed sufficient to ex- 
clude the foreign product when it came in competition with the 
products of the United States. Time and again in that debate I 
called attention to the record and showed the fact that duties 
were imposed upon the-basis of importations, and that the only 


| argument made in defense of the increase of duties was that 


there had been an increased import of the article to be taxed, 
and therefore the duty was to be increased. 

But again, the Senator from Rhode Island has alluded to the 
fact that there are strikes in Great Britain and that strikes have 
decreased under the McKinley tariff act. There should be con- 
tinuous strikes in Great Britain according to the argument of 
the Senator, for Great Britain is under the infamous system of 
free trade. According to his theory there is no protection for 
labor in Great Britain; and it is marvelous, if his position be true, 
that the laborers and workmen of Great Britain should not be all 
in arms to-day against theiremployers. The marvel is from the 
Senator's position that there should be any strikes in the United 
States. Wehave put up tariff duties here far beyond the antici- 
pations of any public man in this country for the last fifty years. 
We have called in the manufacturers and enabled them to take 
carte blanche all the protection they wanted. They went to the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House, and themselves, ac- 


‘cording to Mr. McKinley’s own statement, demanded certain 


duties and they were giventothem. ‘Phe argument made in the 
other Chamber and this was, ‘‘ these manufacturers know what 
they need that they are the best judges in regard to what the 
tariff should be upon their products, and therefore they are en- 
titled to have what they ask.” : 

After we have given them all they asked, and more in a great 
many instances, still thecountry is filled with strikes, and in the 
face of the bloodshed and carnage of Homestead, the Senator 
stands here to-day and says that the country is tranquil, the 
workmen contented, that the most amicable relations are existing 
between the employer and the employé. From his position and 
under his theory this country to-day should be a paradise to the 
workman; thereshould be no discontent. The workman is either 
a b. ute without intellect, an anarchist by nature, or else he is to- 
day oppressed and robbed by the employer, for that is the state- 
ment made by workingmen to the American people. 

‘The Senator, in the face of the recent massacre at Homestead, 
alludes to the increased wages of the bar roilers in the iron 
works. That mob, if you please to term it so, of workingmen 
who were shot down by the paid agents of Mr. Carnegie, the 
Pinkerton detectives, was led by bar rollers, and the principal 
witness who appeared before the Congressional committee was 
a bar roller, who showed the effect of the McKinley act upon his 
wages and made that the complaint which caused him to go into 
that movement. 

But the Senator from Rhode Island knows better than these 
men, and he stands here now and says they are absolutely with- 
out any sort of excuse for the action they have taken or the com- 
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plaints they have made against this labor system. I repeat, they 
are brutes without intellect or else they are oppressed; and | 
care not whether they are oppressed or not, they believe that 
they are, and this system, which the Senator says is intended 
to bring relief to the laborers of the country and tranquillity 
to the business of the country has resulted diametrically in the 
opposite direction. 

But the Senator tells the Senate that I am mistakenin my state- 
ment that agriculture is depressed, and he alludes to the in- 
creased prices of agricultural products in 1891. Mr. President, 


there is one test as to the value of agricultural products, unerr- | 


ing, mathematically correct, and about which there can be no 
sort of mistake. It is not in the price of wheat or in the price 
of corn for a single season or a single market; it is in the price 
of land. Land is the basis of agriculturé. Land is valuable or 


land is worthless in the direct ratio of its product, and the price | 


of that product in the market. If amanownsafarm upon which 
he can make 10 per cent by reason of his product, then agricul- 
ture flourishes. 
or 2 per cent upon it, agriculture is depressed. 
tor from Rhode Island to stand here now before the American 


If, on the contrary, he can not make 1 per cent | 
I ask the Sena- | 


people and tell us that the price of land has increased in the ag- | 


ricultural States. 


a down in all the agricultural States of the Union 
under his high protective tariff. I affirm that here, and am 


willing to go before a notary public and make affidavit to it of 
my personal knowledge. 

Mtr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator want an answer? 

Mr. VEST. I know that in the State of Missouri, one of the 
largest agricultural States, and one of the most fertile in the 
Union, land has gone down, and in some parts of the State there 
is absolutely no market for it at all. 


I affirm here now that the price of land has | 


Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator will allow me to say that he is | 


certainly mistaken as to the State in which I have the honor in 
art to represent. The appreciation in the value of farming 


ands in our State has been very considerable during the last | 


eight to twelve months, more than during any year in the past 
five years. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. The appreciation in the price of farm lands in 
Minnesota has been most marked in the last two years. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I speak of the last year particularly in my 
State. 

Mr. VEST. The official reports do not show it, and the per- 
sonal observation of Senators from the other agricultural States 
do not show it. Nebraska is a very new State, and it is possible 
that in certain portions of it lands have advanced, as they have 
everywhere in the vicinity of cities. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is in greater or less degree true in every 
part of the State. 

Mr. VEST. I know, for I have some interests in Nebraska, 
that in certain amp ge of the State agricultural lands have not 
increased in value in the last two years, and there is hardly any 
sale for them. : 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I speak from personal knowledge and ex- 
perience. Iam able to state that in four different sections of 
the State I myself have recently sold lands, remote from each 
other and remote from towns, which have appreciated in the 
past year 15 to 20 per cent at least. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I may be allowed a moment, of course I do 
not want by exclusion to admit what the Senator from Missouri 
states. I know perfectly well that in the State which I in part 
represent lands have increased in value constantly for the last 
five or six years, and they are now worth 30 per cent more than 
they were worth ten years ago. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
souri yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. VEST. I believe I[ will swear in the whole Republican 
party. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam willing to be sworn in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ther. 

Mr. VEST. [I yield to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say that in the State which I 
in part represent agricultural lands have increased in value dur- 
ing the last twelve months over 30 per cent. 





Mr. President 





Does he yield? 
Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator fur- 


Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. The lands were entered at $1.25 per | Senator deny it? 





acre. If there had not been any increase the lands would now 
be worth nothing at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to state that in the State of Washington 
lands that were bought at the Government price a few years ago 
have gone to ten, fifteen, and twenty-five dollars per acre. 

Mr. VEST. I have nodoubt of it, Mr. President. I was out 
in the Senator's State a few years ago, and they asked $1,000 an 
inch in Tacoma and Seattle and other places. In the vicinity of 
those cities I have no doubt there has been a large increase. 
More than that, the failure of crops in Europe and the increased 
price of wheat for expertation put up the price of land for a time 
in all the wheat area, including the Dakotas, Minnesota, and 
Washington; but I affirm that in the large agricultural States 
and the old agricultural States the price of land has not increased. 
On the other hand, there is very little market for land, and in 
the New England States it has gone down, as the statistics will 
show. If the farmers have the millennium which these witnesses 
have volunteered to prove here to-day, what is the matter with 
the farmers of the country? 

Several SENATORS. Nothing. 

Mr. VEST. Nothing! Well, Senators, I hope you will go 
home and convince our constituents of that fact. What has 
caused the Alliance to spring up all over the country? What is 
the meaning of the present measure here, the antioption bill, 
which has caused grave and reverend Senators to drift from the 
moorings of a lifetime in order to meet the demands of the agri- 
cultural interest? 

What is the matter with the farmers of the United States? 
Are they idiots? Do they know what is the matter with them? 
Here we are called upon in the last days of the session to pass a 
bill that I believe to be unconstitutional, for what’ The sole pur- 
pose of it is to put up the price of agricultural products. It will 
be most agreeable intelligence, if supplemented by sufficient 
proof, to the cotton planters of the South that their product has 
gone up, when to-day they are not able to obtain at the country 
depots the cost of raising the cotton and taking it out of the 
field. Itwill be mostagreeable intelligence to the cattle-raisers of 
my State when you tell them thatcattle, which are lower now than 
they have ever been before, have been increased in price by the 
tariff, but the cattle-raiser did not have the intelligence to find 
it out. It will be newsto the cattle-raisers of Iowa, when the 
Senator goes home and tells them what he has stated here to- 
day, that agricultural products (for land represents agricultural 
products) have advanced in value. The great complaint in all 
the agricultural section of the country is that the products of land 
have gone down, and yet Senators tell us that the farmers are 


| mistaken and know nothing about the truth and the facts by 
which they are surrounded. 


| cheap goods make cheap men. 


But the Senator from Rhode Island tells us that all goods in 
this country, necessaries of life, have been cheapened by the 
operation of theact of 1890. I donot understand the Republican 
leaders. Inone canvass they denounce cheap goods and say that 
Mr. McKinley and ex-Speaker 


| REED, of the House of Representatives, in their mammoth ad- 
| dresses in the last canvass said that cheap and nasty went to- 


gether; and the President of the United States took up the re- 
frain and sung with great unction to the people of this country 
that a cheapcoat makes acheap man, and of course a nasty man. 
We do not want cheap goods, they said, and now the Senator 


| from Rhode Island is bellowing himself hoarse to prove that the 





McKinley act has made cheap goods, and consequently cheap 
men and nasty men. 

Which horn of the dilemma do they propose to take in the 
coming canvass? Do they want cheap goods or dear goods? 
What do they propose now to urge upon the people of the United 
States as an argument for this McKinley legislation? Has it put 


| down the cost of the necessaries of life or has it put the cost up? 
Does the Senator from Mis- | 


In the last canvass you deprecated the fact that everything was , 
to be made cheap in the United States, and now you are prepared 
to prove that the direct effect of the McKinley act has been to 


put down the necessaries of life and make them cheap to the 
| consumer. 
The Senator from Missouri is 


Now, in regard to wool. I made aspeech here upon wool in 
June, which the Senator has answered now for the first time. 
In that speech I made two propositions. I said that the wool 
legislation of the Republican party had not increased the price 
of wool to the producer. I affirm it here to-day, and the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island can not denyit. Isay that the wool pro- 
ducers of the United States are getting less for éheir wool than 
they ever got before in the history of the country. Does the 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer the Senator. 
to answer him now I will make the effort. 

Mr. VEST. I want the Senator categorically to say whether 
we price of wool now to the producer is not less than it has ever 

een, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not like to answer a question of that | 
kind categorically. I will answer it in my own time later on. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not trying to coerce the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that he had better | 
explain, if he can, how it is, if wool is no higher to the manufac- | 
turer and no higher to the producer, that it should be higher to | 
the consumer. | 

Mr. VEST. Lassert that the Republican party pretended by | 
their tariff that they proposed to put up the price of wool to the | 
producer and at the same time put it down to the manufacturer; | 
that they would protect the manufacturer, and thereby enable 
him to compete successfully with the foreign wool manufacturer 
and at the same time they would put up the price to the producer 
of wool to the United States. It is a notorious fact about which 
there can not be any dispute that in the last canvass Gen. Har- 
rison received thousands of votes upon that idea. I know that 
hundreds of men in Missouri who were Democrats by heredity 
and education voted with the Republican party because they had 


If he wants me 
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| since that date to 500,000,000 pounds in round numbers. 
| was at that time relatively but a small growth of wool in South 





a little bunch of sheep. 
Mr. ALLISON (in his seat). 
Mr. VEST. 

Not if they believe him. 


They will do it again. 
The Senator from lowa says they will doitagain. 
I will read what he said in 1883. 
glad he interruptedme. Here is what the Senator said in 1883. 
I call him to the witness stand. Iwas undertaking to prove in 
my wool speech that they had not put up the price to the pro- 
ducer, butat the same time they had injured the manufacturer. 
Here is what the Senator said: 

I allude to the wool tariff— 

This is his speech in Congress— 
a law the effect of which has been materially to injure the sheep husbandry 
of this country. Ina single county in the State of lowa, between 1867 and 
1869, the number of sheep was reduced from 22,000 to 18,000 in two years; and 


what is true of that county is true of other counties in Iowa, and during that 
time the price of wool has been constantly depreciated. 

Again, and here is the material part of it: 

As the law now is, the tariff upon fine wools of a character not produced 
in this country is 100 per cent in their cost. * * * Before the tariff of 1867 
our manufacturers of fine goods mixed foreign fine wools with our domestic 
product, and were thus able to compete successfully with the foreign man- | 
ufactures of similar wools. But being prohibited from importing this class | 
of wools, these fine goods can not now be produced in this country as cheaply | 
as they can be imported. Consequently, mills that were formerly engaged 
in producing these goods have been compelled to abandon business or man- | 
ufacture the coarser fabrics. If they could afford to manufacture these | 
fine goods they would make a market, Which we do not now have, for our 


fine Wools to be mixed with other fine wools of a different character from 
abroad. The want of a market, as I understand it, is the reason why our | 
fine wools now command so low a price. 

That was my argument, in haec verba, from the beginning to 

he end of my wool speech. I contended that the result of the 

tariff, which has been increased in 1890 over the act of 1883, was | 
to keep out fine wool and therefore limit the manufacture of the | 
finer fabrics of woolen goods in the United States. Here the | 
Senator from Iowa most kindly furnishes the argument much | 
better constructed than I could have possibly made it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
was delivered? 

Mr. VEST. In 1883, I think. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was delivered many years before, I think. 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably it was made after 1867. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very soon after, I think. 

Mr. VEST. The only tariff debate was in 1883. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri seems to quote | 
from some observations of mine on the wool question. Ido not | 
know whether he is reading from them or from an extract. 

Mr. VEST. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that has been quoted about ten thou- 
sand times, more or less. I have rever alluded to it before, but 
as the Senator yields to me now for a moment I will say a word 
respecting that speech. 

in the first place, that speech was made in 1870. It was made 
in the House of Representatives. It was made at atime when 
there was an effort toincrease the duty on wool beyond the wool | 
tariff of 1867. 

' 


[t was made at.a time when the wool-growing in- | 
dustry of the world was as different from what the wool-growing 
industry of thesworld is now as moonlight is from sunshine. It | 
affected not only the people of the United States, but the people | 
of the world besides. | have not all the facts before me now, and | 


I had no idea that I was to be drawn into this debate in the way | 


lam | 


| tariff. 


| the face of this globe under the tariff system. 
I was laboring under the delusion that some of the duties were 


Will the Senator state when that speech | 
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I have been by the Senator, when I made a side remark from my 
seat, summoning me as a witness on this subject. 

That speech was made at a time when the wool-growing in- 
dustry of the world was in its infancy compared with now. There 


| were buta few thousand pounds of wool grown in Australia at 


that time, whereas the wool industry of Australia has grown 
There 


America. That has also increased from two to fourfold. So 
the farmers of the United States now as compared with then are 
obliged to compete with fine wools that were produced in a small 
degreeatthat time. Wewere not producing then nearly enough 
of the fine wools for our own use, and I did make the observa- 
tion then, under the conditions of industry at that time. I see 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] shakes his head. 
The industry at that time was far different from whatit is now, as 
the Senator from Kentucky mustknow. I made the observation 
then with respect to the industry as it existed at that time, be- 
lieving as I did, and producing statistics as I did, that the effect 
of the wool tariff of 1867 had not been to increase the production 
of wool in my own State between 1867 and 1870. That was the 
situation then. 

I will say another thing. The wool duty is a high duty, I ad- 
mit; but notwithstanding that wool duty the farmers of Iowa 
to-day do not engage in the wool industry, which they would en- 
gage in if one-tenth of the story of the Senator from Missouri were 
true as respects the great profits of the industry. They do not 
engage in it. Why? Because they find the raising of horses 
and the raising of cattle, at the depressed prices of which the 
Senator speaks, and the raising of corn and pork, immensely 
more profitable than the production of wool even with the pres- 
ent high rates of duty. 

I will say to the Senator another thing. In my belief there 
are not as many sheep in the State of lowa now as there were in 
1867. It is because the farmers of lowa can engage in a more 
profitable industry and can secure larger profits from their farms 
by means of other products than by raising wool. That is the 
truth in regard to that industry in my own State at present. 

I have, 1 agree, changed my views as respects the duty upon 
wool from 1870. I was then a youth compared with my expe- 
rience of this time, and I was not in sympathy, I will say to the 
Serator, with the extraordinary demands that were made then 
in the way of tariff duties. I will also say to the Senator that I 
have not been in full sympathy with the extraordinary demands 
that were made by some of the industries in 1890upon theexisting 

Ihave ioltonaa that some of those duties are higher than 
necessary, as I believed in 1870; but since 1870 I have seen, as we 
have all seen, the growth and development of this country in 
twenty years beyond a parallel in the history of any country on 
Therefore, whilst 


paid by the consumers, | have discovered that the people of my 
own State under this general system of protection have advanced 
beyond any comparison as respects other States in the United 
States, and they believe init. I can tell the Senator he may go 
into my State and poll the voters of the State, and they believe 


| in the general theory and doctrine of taking care of the workers 
| and the people of our own country as against the workers and 


people of other countries. 

I say to the Senator again that he wholly misquotes and wholly 
misunderstands the position of the Republican party as respects 
the doctrine of protection if he is astonished at that doctrine as 
enunciated by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
to-day. It was upon that theory, s0 enunciated by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, that Gen, Harrison was elected in 1888. No 
man from any stump or rostrum in my State ever urged that we 
must adopt a protective tariff for protection’s sake; that we must 
build a Chinese wall around this country. All we have ever 
asked in our national platforms and in the debates of this Cham- 
ber is that the people who dwell inthe United States shall have a 
fair opportunity, the scale of wages being the rule, to compete 


| with all nations and al! people dwelling inother countries. That 
| T understand to be the position taken by the Senator from Rhode 


Island in his observations to-day. It is not that we propose a 
tariff system which shall exclude importations; itis that we shall 
support a tariff system in this country which will enable our 


| own pom to live in comfort and to manufacture the things 


which go into general consumption in successful competition 
with the people who live in other countries ina much inferior 
way, and who manufacture the same things there and endeavor 
to sell them to our people. 

Therefore, when the Senator from Missouri undertakes to an- 
swer suggestions made by the Senator from Rhode Island by 
quoting from me twenty-two years ago I answer him that the 
conditions of to-day are entirely different from the conditions of 
twenty-two years ago. Not only so, but our industries and our 
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relations to other countries have entirely changed; and with 
those changes I agree that I am more in favor of a tariff which 
will certainly and reasonably take care of our own laborers 
against the laborers of other countries, and such rates of duty as 
will do so, than I was in 1870. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Missouri if he will 
allow me to have read an extract from a speech which I made at 
the conclusion of the debate upon the tariff act of 1890. It will 
take only a minute, and it will relieve him of the misapprehen- 


sion which he seems to be under, that there has been some | 


change of position on my part or on the part of the protection- 
ists of the country or the Republicans of the country upon the 
question of protection. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to hearing the 
Senator's speech over again. I heard it once; but the best ex- 


position of the position of the Republican party is in its plat- | 
| figures. 


form of 1888. Will the Senator read that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator stated that the arguments used 
in this Chamber upon the act of 1890 were entirely different. 
Now, I propose to have read from the desk, if the Senator will 
permit—I would read it myself but my voice is a little weak—an 


extract from aspeech made at the time in which these principles | 


are enunciated even better than I could enunciate them now. 
Mr. VEST. Very well. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
In order to provide for the successful prosecution of established industries 


and to secure the development of new ones, they have sought to equalize, so | 


far as legislation can do this, the conditions under which the various indus- 
tries of the United States are carried on in competition with similar indus- 
tries in competing countries. 

These unequal conditions arise largely, if not entirely, from the greater 
compensation and the greater earnings of all the people engaged in all the 
useful occupations in the United States. The greater sum paid here to labor 


in all its forms enforces upon the domestic manufacturer of many articles a | 
| Republican party when we passed the McKinley ac 
| he concluded that debate, I come now to a much higher author- 


greater cost of production than that within the reach of his foreign compet- 
itor. To maintain the much higher level of wages in the United States, and 
at the same time to secure the widest possible diversification of our indus- 


tries, it is necessary, in the view of those who believe in the wisdom of the | 


protective policy, to levy duties which are equal to the difference between 
the cost of production and distribution in the United States and in competing 
countries. 
duty been imposed by the provisions of this bill than is necessary to secure 
thisequalization. Certainly no such case has been brought to their attention 
in the course of this long debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from Missouri is desirous of 
having the Republican platform read, and as he does not seem 
to be very familiar with its terms, I ask 

Mr. VEST. Iam going to read that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In full? 

Mr. VEST. Iwill read the part of it which is pertinent to 
this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to have read the tariff plank. 

Mr. VEST. I will read the portion of it that is pertinent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to have it putin, if the Sena- 
tor will agree. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator can put it in in his own time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri has 
the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] for the testimony he has given to-day in 
regard to the McKinley act. He tells us that there were many 
duties imposed by that act which did not receive his conscien- 
tious and intellectual assent. Without criticising him, I think 
it would have been better for the country if he had followed the 
example of three of his colleagues and made known his opinions 





at the time, even if he did not goas far as they did and vote | 


against the bill. but it seems that the Senator, under party 
stress and dictation, accepted the bill to many of the provisions 
of which he did not give his consent. 

The Senator says that in 1870 he was very young and did not 
understand this question as he does now, and he also states that 
at that time 

Mr. ALLISON. 
me correctly. 

Mr. VEST. I endeavor to do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has just stated what I did not 
say. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; thenletthe Senator state it. 
stood him to say that he was almost a boy in 1870. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenatorsays [stated thatI did not under- 
stand this question in 1870. 

Mr. VEST. Well? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not so state. 
as respects the tariff than I had in 1870, of course. 

Mr. VEST. 
ator to imply that his opinions then were to a certain extent 
crude, badly formed, and youthful, but subsequent examination 
and experience had caused him tochange. Of course in regard 
to the Senator's age I shall make no issue. Thatis a question 





Mr. President, I hope the Senator will quote 


IT under- 


about which I am always disinclined to have any controversy with 
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| all I meant to say. 





The Committee on Finance believe that in no case has a greater | 


| labor? 
| as will tend to check imports of such articles as are produced by our people 
| the production of which gives employment to our labor, and release from 
| import duties those articles of foreign production (except luxuries) the like 
I have more experience 


As a matter of course; but I understood the Sen- | 


[ip eg 
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any gentleman under the circumstances surrounding the Senator 
from Iowa. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken in one thing he 
stated, whichis a matterof statistics, that at that time Australia 
produced but a few thousand pounds of wool. I have before me 
the statistics, which happen to be attainable, which show that 
in 1870 Australia produced 179,459,780 pounds, whilst the United 
States in 1870 produced 154,500,600 pounds. The Senator's ree- 
ollection in regard to these material facts must be a little ns 
lous. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator from what he reads: 

Mr. VEST. From some statistics taken from official reports. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I do not wish to enter into ary con- 


‘bu- 


¥ 


troversy, and I only read from a report on that subjeet by Mr. 
Switzler in order that I might verify it. 
Mr. VEST. That isthe gentleman who furnished me thes 


Mr. ALLISON. That was in 1869. I find the amount of woo! 
produced in Australia in 1869 was 158,000,000 pounds, and [ ven 
ture the statement that that is an exaggeration. and | shall en- 
deavor to show it. Lonly spoke from memory when [ said a few 4 
million pounds compared with the present production. It is 
perfectly well known that the production of Australian wool at 
that time was in its infancy as compared with 1892, and that is 
I did not mean to give in exact figures the 
amount produced then or now. 

Mr. VEST. That is a very different proposition, because in 
189) the production of Australia had inereased to 400,875,240 
pounds, and in the United States had increased to 271,372,200 
pounds. 

Mr. President, passing over what has been read by the Séna- 
tor from Rhode Island and his exposition of the position of the 
and when 


ity, which ought to be supreme with every loyal Republican, and 
that is the declaration of the Republican platform in 188%. [ put 
that vis-a-vis with the statement of the honorable Senator from 


Rhode Island here to-day, that the difference between domesti 


and foreign labor was the test as to the imposition of tariff du- 
ties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. ALE RICH. Does he think the Democratic platform of 
1892 represents the view of that party on the tariff question? 

Mr. VEST. Iamnow talking about the Republican platform 
One thing atatime. Iam ready to debate the Democratic plat- 
form at any time or place, at the dead hour of midnight or at 
sunrise or sunset with any Senator, but that is not the question. 
The Senator can not switch me off now from what I have before 
me. 

He made a proposition here in the opening of his speech, 
which is to be a campaign document,that the test of the imposi- 
tion of tariff duties was the difference between foreign and do- 
mestie labor, and I stite here—and the RecorpD will show it 
that we offered that with 20 percent added time and time again 
during the pendency of the McKinley bill, aud you in lignantly 
rejected it. 

But, more than that, here is the platform of the Republican 
party, on which they achieved their great triumph in 188s, a 
triumph which was turned to ashes on their lips in 189), and 
which, with God’s providence, we intend to accentuate by an 
overwhelming defeat to this doctrine of protection in 1492. Here 
is the document upon which they won that great victory, so 


| much vaunted, bought with the money of the protected indus- 


tries of this country, bargained for commercially, paid for and 
delivered at the polls, and that it was so is shown by the fact 
that, with all their plunder, intwo years afterwards the Ameri- 
can people overwhelmingly reversed that decision. Here is the 
platform of the Republican party: 

The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national 
revenue by repealing the taxes on tobacco, which are an annoyance and 
burden to agriculture, and the taxes upon spirits used in the arts ant for 
mechanical purposes, and by such revision of the tariff laws 
As will equalize the difference between American and foreign 
Oh, no, Mr. President— 


of which can not be produced at home. 
In other words, I repeat again, that the Republican party 
turned its back upon all former platforms, said not one word about 


| revenue, said not one word about labor, but declared broadly, 


openly, and defiantly that they proposed to impose their dutic= 
so as to exclude all articles from abroad which came in competi 
tion with those produced in the United States. Upon that plat- 


| form [intend to hold them before the American people, and there 
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shall be no escape. 
them now. 

The Senator—and it is exceedingly proper in this connection— 
made an argument in regard to the effect of the McKinley bill 
upon our foreign commerce. His party have done exactly what 
they declared they would doin 1888. They have shut out duti- 


No pretext about protected labor shall avail 





able imports and increased the free list; in other words, they | 


have stolen the fruits of free trade, and are now masquerading be- 
fore this country and demanding its gratitude for doing what we 
propose to force them todo. They have increased enormously 
the free list, and therefore increased the importations of the free 
articles; they have decreased dutiable imports and they have de- 
creased the revenue sixty-odd millions of dollars. Here is the 
report officially, which I happen to have in my hand, a statement 
of the foreign commerce and immigration for June, 1892, and 
after giving the figures, here is the result: 

It will be observed in the foregoing table that there has been, during the 
year ending March 31, 1892, a very large increase in the value of imports of 
merchandise entered free of duty as compared with values of like imports 
for the prior years. At the same time there has been a somewhat larger de- 
crease in the value of the dutiable imports. In other words, there has been 
an increase in value of imports free of duty during the year ending March 
31, 1892, of 8206,349,334 over value of like imports for the year ending March 
31, 1889, and an increase of $201,768,519 over like imports for the year ending 
March 31, 1890, and $137,597,975 over value of free imports of the year ending 
March 31, 1891. 

There has also been a marked increase in the percentage of the value of 
the free imports as compared with the total imports. Prior to the year 


ending March 31, 1892, the percentage of free imports was much less than | 


was the percentage of dutiable imports, but in the last year mentioned there 
has been a marked change, and the percentage of free imports was 55.88 with 
Serres decrease in the percentage of dutiable imports, which was 
12. 
The McKinley act has worked out its fuil purpose as declared; 


it has decreased dutiable imports, thereby giving what our | 
friends call protection to American manufacturers; in other | 


words, the ability to charge more for their products to the con- 
sumers, whilst it has increased the free list in the direction of 
free trade; and now they come hypocritically before the Ameri- 
can people and say, ‘‘See what an enormous increase there has 
been of our foreigncommerce.” The foreign commerce has only 
been increased by the free list; the revenue has been decreased: 
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fect the duties upon anthracite coal when there are no duties 
upon anthracite coal? 

Mr. VEST. There is a duty upon bituminous coal, which 
comes in competition with anthracite, a duty of 75 cents a ton. 
It is an article of fuel. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no trust in bituminous coal, and 
there is where the competition comes in. 

Mr. VEST. It makes no difference. The trust exists in an- 
thracite coal, and is formed in order to get rid of competition 
among dealers, and, as I understand, the object of this trust 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps the Senator will tell us why his 
party have not offered any bill to take the duty off bituminous 
coal? : 

Mr. VEST. Iam not discussing that. It makesno difference 
what my party has done. I voted to take the duty off coal and 
would vote for it again. I was opposed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island and by some Democratic Senators, I am sorry to 
say, who honestly believed that I was wrong about it; but I have 
always been ready myself to adopt the logical conclusion that 
the duty should be removed. 

Here is this anthracite trust, the cartridge trust, the celluloid 
trust, and the cordage trust, with all the particulars in regard to 
them, and here is the cotton-thread trust. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far those are all in the statement sub- 





| mitted by the Senator the other day. 


Mr. VEST. These are additional facts which I want the in- 
tellect of the Senator from Rhode Island to operate upon during 
this hot weather and explain. As he has entered upon this in- 
vestigation and explanation, let him take these data in Addition. 

I declare here—and every intelligent manin this country who 
is not prejudiced by party zeal so that he can not adopt a legiti- 
mate conclusion knows—that the tendency of the tariff and these 
high duties is to create trusts, is to protect them, and inside of 


| the wall of the tariff they make up the trust to prevent the legiti- 


mate result which the Senator from Rhode Island has so often 
told us of, the competition between manufacturers. 
The Senator has volunteered the statement in the tariff de- 


| bates here that the first effect of a tariff duty was to increase 


the amount of dutiable imports has been decreased; and they | 


are marching relentlessly on the same road which Mr. McKinley 
blazed out in Chicago, in the direction of excluding from compe- 
tition with American products everything that comes from a 
foreign country. 

But, Mr. President, I hurry on with whatI desire tosay. The 
Senator from Rhode Island introduced here letters which he did 


not read, but which of course he has, from various manufacturers, | 


seventy-nine of them he said, to prove that I misstated when | 
said there were one hundred trusts, alist of which I incorporated 
in my remarks. [ am a little curious to know what has become 
of those manufacturers, between seventy-nine and one hundred. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isaid they were of nocommercial importance. | 

Mr. VEST. Iwouldrather have the Senator give us the names 
and let us pass upon the question of their importance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idonot think the Senator himself would say 
upon consideration that there could be trusts in manufacturing 


goods. . . : 
Mr. VEST. But I want to dispose of the whole thing with this 
statement. Nobody ever supposed for an instant that any man 


in a trust would come here and admit it in the face of a criminal 
statute passed by Congress, which imposes heavy penalties upon 
every man engaged ina trust as tointerstatecommerce. Nobody 
supposes for one instant that they would come here with any- 
thing but adenial. Nobody ever heard of aman who said he 
was inatrust. It is always ‘‘a commercial arrangement,” it is 
always ‘‘an adjustment of trade.” It is like afriend of mine who 
once went into bankruptcy and said that he had not failed at all, 
he had simply discontinued; it was not bankruptcy, it was simply 
the cessation of commercial functions. Soitis with trusts. No- 
body ever heard of one, if you would listen to the men who make | 
them, and they can only be found upon the closest scrutiny and the 
most analytical investigation. In order to give the Senator an | 
opportunity for another investigation, since I made the speech | 
in regard to trusts I received from a gentleman in the city of | 
New York additional data—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the same man? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir: a different gentleman; Mr. Holt, if the 
Senator wants the name. Commencing with the anthracite | 
trust, in which he says, ‘‘ in this case the trust has acted most 
promptly;” and then gives the result as to prices and labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is a domestic trust. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course. They are all domestic 
trusts: they are domestic trusts under a domestic tariff. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But this is a domestic article. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose it is a domestic article. 
change my argument? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator tell us how a trust can af- | 


Does that 





prices, but he has always supplemented it with the declaration 
that the secondary effect was to decrease prices by the compe- 
tition between domestic manufacturers. We have answered him 
with what every man knows to be the truth, that, after the tariff 
duty is imposed, the trust is created in order that the manufac- 
turers may avoid that result and put up the price to the con- 
sum:?r, . 

[ will put this additional list of trusts in my remarks, so that 
the Senator may investigate it at his pleasure. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

1. ANTHRACITE COAL TRUST. 


Tariff, 75 cents a ton (on bituminous coal. As the price on bituminous coal 
determines that at which it is profitable to use anthracite for manufactur- 
ing, the tariff on bituminous coal protects anthracite as well.) 

In this case the trust hasacted most promptly. It came into existence dur- 


| ing the first week in April. The Reading Iron Company, of Reading, Pa., 


announced that a general reduction would be made in the wages of all em- 
ployés in a few days, ranging from 5to 10 percent. Within three weeks it 
had thrown 60,000 men out of empioyment half of the time in the Lehigh 
Valley coal regions alone. In the flourishing cities of the lower valley it 
had deprived 2,000 workmen of half their employment, and saved $75,000 from 
their wages. 

On July 1, 1892, an order was issued at Pine Forest Colliery, operated by 
the Reading Company, reducing miners’ wages 50 cents a yard and 10cents 
a wagon. 

The advances made in the price of anthracite coal are certain to lessen its 


| use and to throw out of employment men in both mines and factories. 


CARTRIDGE TRUST. 

Tariff, 25 per cent. 

When originally formed in 1883, this trust contained the five principal 
manufactories in the United States, namely: American Metallic Cartridge 
Company, New York; United States Cartridge Company, Lowell, Mass.; 
Union Metallic Cartridge Company, Bridgeport, Conn.; inchester Repeat- 
ing Arms Company, New Haven, Conn.; and the Remington Arms Company, 
flion, N. Y. The prices of cartridges for several years have been nearly 100 
per cent higher in the United States and about 50 per cent higher in Canada 
than when the trust was formed. This has undoubtedly had some effect in 
diminishing the number of cartridges consumed,’and has produced the inev- 
itable effects upon labor of decreased output. Instead of five companies 
there are now but three producing members of this trust, and two of these 
produce about 97 per cent of all cartridges manufactured in the United 
States. The American Cartridge Company has been purchased outright by 
the Union Metallic Cartridge Company, and the Remington Arms Company 
has been absorbed by the Union Metallic and the Winchester Cartridge Com- 
panies. The Remington Arms Company is not now and has not been for 
three years producing any cartridges at all. A new company called the 
Creedmore Company started up about three years ago at Akron, Ohio, and 
threatened to do a big business and to offer serious competition. Itwassoon 
gobbled up by members of the cartridge trust, who secured a controlling in- 
terest, and has since had only a nominal existence, and is practically closed 
and its workmen discharged. 


16. CELLULOID TRUST. 

Tariff, 20 per cent. 

The celluloid trust was formed in July, 1890. On January 16, 1891, report 
from Adams, Mass., says the zylonite works here, now partly closed, are to 
be shut down entirely by the celluloid trust, to which it belongs. Seven 
hundred will be thrown out of work, a hard blow to thetown. Itis believed 
that all zylonite will be made in Newark hereafter. 
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CORDAGE TRUST. 11 cordage factories in Canada, that its power over production and labor 
became supreme. Aside from the maintaining of high prices, which of it- 
(Including binding twine, cables, rope, twine, etc.) self limits the use of cordage and therefore the demand for labor, the present 


Tariff: Binding twine, .7 cents per pound; other twine, 2} cents per pound; | condition of the mills owned and controlled by the trusts is sufficient evi- 
hemp cables and cordage, 2} cents per pound; other cables and cordage, 1} | dence of the devastating effects upon production and labor of this trust, 
cents. which has the following record of lockouts and wage reductions in order to 

The cordage trust, which was formed in October, 1887, furnishes a good | insure sufficient profit at the mills, kept running to pay dividends to the 
illustration of the way in which trusts affect labor. As the trust gained con- | owners of the rest thus hired to stayidle. On an average it takes about one 
trol of more factories it not only was enabled to limit production and ad- | hundred employés to attend to one hundred spindles; these, in the binder- 
vance prices, but had power to dictate terms to its employés. It was not | twine mills, are mostly girls, and in cordage and twine mills mostly boys 
until 1890, when the trust was reorganized and when it secured control of | and men. 














Capacity 
Firm name. Location. ‘ae Present status. 
| les). 
Ss scien oe a besa a aaa 
| 
Tucker and Carter Cordage Company-.-.--...------------ INI sites sans 600 | Not running full, but little of time; averages perhaps 300 spindles. 
pL a errr ern De aiicheaniing ae cine | 700 or 800 | Running most of time. 
William Wall’s Sons .......--.--------------------------|------0~.........--....| 400 or 500 | Entirely shut down in May, 1892, and part of all the time. 
Elyabeth Cordage Company... ---.--------------------- | New Jersey. .....-.--. 690 | Burned out in 1891 and not since rebuilt. 
George C. Pooley & Sons ........-.--..-.---------------- a | 50 | Closed part of the time. 
Xenia Twine and Cordage Company.........----------- eS 150 | Probably running most of the time. 
Fe An idindns gaan thane deaanes anes aaa | Baston, Pa .......... 75 | Probably running regularly. 
Akron Twine and Cordage Company -..-..------------- | Akron, Ohio -__.____- 50 | Recently resold to former owner. (Not now in the trust.) 
' 


Victoria Cordage Company -....-.---------------------- WO BE ncccccnnal 100 | Probably running regularly. 


| 
Da 
Philadelphia --....--| 60 or 80 | Has been shut down sometime. 











ye ee OR eae 

Baumgardner, Woodward & Co.............--....-.----|---- Tr 50 | Was dismantled by trust. 

New York Cordage Company ..-.................--..--.- EE ONE cnn cawmnes 35 | Do. 

BAIR GORENG COUIROID oc cnincdc caawcnsendccscnncdeusses New Orleans --.....-- | 35 | Do. 

Randall, Goodale & Oo. ....... 2... .<ccssce ccs cccccceccncs I iiitniiinten anna 50 | Has been shut down for sometime. 
Sweall & Day Cordage Company ....2....cecceceasscces|soce - Pikdnh endewecentes | 500 | Probably running regularly. 
Bosse COPGRRS COM OOIAG nnn. conic cn ccscsnncccceccesscas|cecs ' aan | ” d 

Standard Cordage Company .......-...........0-.2s20e-|-2-- Sharia eiandmiataan f 700 wes running; closed more than one month ago. 
GT CED COONS oo 5c nice cade ccnccccccconecoconae Cambridge -........-- 60 | Dismantled by trust. 

We I OEE OF Oa 0 nice ce cna cnnesensenneccsanconae 0 eae 200 Probably running regularly. 
RTE Xenia, Ohio ......... 130 | Closed recently. 

Miamisburg Binder Twine and Cordage Company -...| Ohio ...............-- 200 | Closed three weeks ago. 

Galveston Rope and Twine Company ........-..------- Ee iaihciaichinntie wikia 75 | Closed since June 15, 1892. 

EE EINE CIONIIOUEDE ois citnccnsccctincevcsu<nnasdcedill ME Aannantnatiwns 300 | Running regularly. 

i bine cbaandaanedneawnehnacinn ane wntnise’ aa 40 | Dismantled by trust. 

en ee. ee Pennsylvania --...-- 75 | Closed indefinitely three weeks ago. 
Middletown Twine Company .........-.-..-----..------ | ea 150 | Closed recently. 

EE eee Xenia, Ohio ........-. 100 | Closed July 2, 1892. 

New Bedford Cordage Company ...-...-...-.------------- Massachusetts .....-. 250 | Not running since June 1, 1892. 

Ta I on oes a nenstivndnaenviuaaginentale oo, a | 200 | Running. 

Peoria Cordage Company --.-...--...---..-- ieitlasbeisnaeid (a 100 Do. 

American Manufacturing (Bagging) Company-..--.....- i 2. ae 200 | Not running since January 1, 1892. 
Miamisburg Cordage Company .............-----.------ ei eikawnmniniawad 100 | Kecently acquired by National Cordage Company and closed July 


1, 1892. 





Of the eleven concerns in Canada belonging to the National Cordage Trust | where nonunion men were being introduced at reduced wages. On October 
probably only about two-thirds arerunning at allregularly. There, as here, | 21, 1890, the members of the Leather Workers’ Protective Association, 
the tariffenables the trust to keep up prices and make sufficient profits to pay | Knights of Labor, were on strike at the morocco factory of McDermott & 
big dividends on idle mills and to purchase at exorbitant prices establish- | Howard, Schenck street and Park avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y., as their wages 
ments that threaten to undersellthe trust. The trust alsocontrols by agree- | had been reduced from #12 to $9 per week, and more work was expected of 
ment the factories of W. L. Boone, jr., Brooklyn, and Joseph L. Pood, Pater- | them than before the reduction took place. 
son, manufacturers of binding twine and cordage machinery, so that these The strikers charged Boss Howard with saying that he esteemed a dog 
companies, which control and hold valuable patents, can not sell cordage ma- | more than a Knight of Labor. It is said that the ring of manufacturers to 
chines to non-members of the trust. This decreases the output of these | which the firm belongs makes its members pay a fine of %,000 for giving in 
machines and throws labor out of employment. to the strikers. The number of men striking at McDermott & Howard's was 

February 6, 1891.—Thirteen foremen weat on strike yesterday at the cord- | about two hundred. 
age factory of John T, Bailey & Co., Otsego, N. Y., against a reduction of OATMEAL TRUST. 
wages which amounted to an average of $16. ek 

May 19, 1892.—It was said last night that the Elizabeth Cordage Works, Tariff, increased from one-half to 1 cent per pound by McKinley. 
the rope works of William Wall’s Sons and the cordage works of Tucker & | _ August 27, 1891.—A report from Akron, Ohio, says the American Cereal 
Carter, on Classon avenue, Brooklyn, had shut down. These are among Company, the trust recently formed to control the manufacture of cereal 
the largest concerns of the kind in the country, and when running employ products, has made a reduction of from 40 to 5) per cent in the wages of 





something like 2,000 men. about one hundred women and girls employed in the Akron mills. Fin- 

ishers were cut from 15 cents to 12 cents, day-workers from #1.30 to 70 cents, 

2%.—COTTON THREAD TRUST. and the restin proportion. Twenty-five of the girls quit work. A similar 

Tariff, 60 per cent. cutin the wages of all other employés is expected. A general strike is likely 
December 11, 1890.—Report from Newark, N. J., says ‘‘3,000 are out here be- | tO occur. s . : : 

cause Clark’s thread mills at Newark and Kearney are shutdown. Superin- October 29, 1891.—The statement is reaffirmed that after the McKinley bill 

tendent Wamsley had the police sleeping in his house, though no one threat- | has increased duty on oatmeal 100 per cent the oatmeal trust reduced the 

ened him.” wages of workmen at Akron, Ohio, from 40 to 50 per cent. 

28. FLINT GLASS TRUST. April 13, 1892.—The Quaker Oatmeal Mills, of Ravenna, Ohio, employing 150 

men, have shut down indefinitely. This is part of the plan of the American 

Tariff, 60 per cent (raised to that figure by the McKinley act). Cereal Company, *‘the oatmeal trust,’’ to limit production and force prices 


Soon after the McKinley bill had advanced the duty about 50 per cent on | up, in order that some return can be earned on its capital. 
flint glass, about 200 mold-makers in one of the factories belonging to the : 
trust were discharged. On July 9, 1891, all but one of the flint and window 48. PAPER-BAG TRUST. 

lass factories in Findlay, Ohio, have shut down for the summer. Over Tariff. 25 


De oc , 25 per cent (increased from 15 per cent by McKinley). 
,000 employés will get a two-months’ vacation. As soon as the trust had got on its feet and was in good working order, it 


39. LIME TRUST. paid a Mr. Burchard, owner of a large paper-bag manufactory in Illinois, 


> several thousand dollars a year to keep his mills closed. It has been closed 
Tariff, 6 cents per 100 pounds (about quadrupled by the McKinley act). = ae , abiv sceiving 4 tine 
In February, 1890, the press dispatches announced: ever since, and the owner is probably still receiving the annual payment. 
‘*Lime.—The combination, which comprises the producers of the Thomas- 61. SANITARY WARE TRUST. 
ton, Rockport, and Rockland districts, has ordered a restriction of the out- Tariff, 55 per cent to €9 per cent. 
~~ oo sik cine * the on eee to one-half their ca | after obtaining increased duties in 1890, the “ Sanitary Ware Trust,” com- 
pacity = — a ac a oe — ~ poy proportion. Con- sed of seven manufacturers in Trenton, one in East Liverpool, and one in 
were imported last year.” ee }000 barrels all told | jyajtimore, issued a new wage list, cutting down the wages of the workmen 
; : ‘ ae 7 ee from 10 to 40 percent. The workmen refused to accept the reduction and a 
vebnotion teleost veh oar eee a laborers out of work to limit | strike ensued , lasting until May, when the workmen were forced to yield 
P . ome Cemand. and accepta reduction of about 15 per cent in their wages. 


44. MATCH TRUST. 
Tariff, 10 cents per gross of 144 boxes. “ 
In October, 1888, what was called _ the “match trust” justified this title by December 11, 1890.—There may be a general strike of the 5,000 pottery work- 

closing down its match factory at Wheeling, W. Va., and throwing the em- | €TS throughout the United States, as the association of the proprietors of 

ployés out of work. In December, 1888, the ‘Diamond Match Company,” | Potteries has announced a reduction of wages amounting to 10 and even 40 

with a capital of $6,000,000, was formed, and by April, 1892, there was not a | Per cent. ; 5 

match factory in this country not owned by this trust. May 14, 1891.—The journal of the Knights of Labor says: “ Notwithstand- 
On May 21, 1891, it was reported that the Howard Match Company, of Bos- | ing the fact that the manufacturers (of sanitary ware at Trenton, N. J.), 


SUBSTANTIATING THE ABOVE STATEMENT. 


ton, will discharge 100 men and run on three-quarter time after June 1. even before the passage of the present tariff bill, and while acting singly and 
in competition with each other, were making adequate profits and needed no 

45. MOROCCO LEATHER TRUST. further protection; notwithstanding the fact that by the present tariff bill 

Tariff, 20 per cent. duties are so heavy that foreign competition is impossible; notwithstanding 


The Morocco Leather Manufacturers’ Association has existed for many | the fact that by the formation of a trust they can and do enact a scale of 
years. Along strike began late in August, 1890, in the mills at Lynn, Mass., prices which must of necessity be paid for their wares, as the people have no 
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redress and are at the mercy of the members of the trust, no sooner has the 
new tariff bill been signed by the President than the trust arbitrarily issues 
its decree reducing the wages of its workmen 26 to 32 per cent on the price 
before paid for their labor. * * * The contest with the Trenton trust has 
been ended. * * * The workmen consented to a reduction of wages to the 
extent of 7 per cent.” 

August 6, 1891.—The protected pottery owners at Macomb, Ill., have cut the 
Wages of their workmen 15 to 45 cent. 

August 16, 1891.—Mr. John L. Wheeler, of Red Bank, N. J., a prominent 
ae said: “The potters of Trenton have accepted a reduction of 
10 per cent.” 





SAW TRUST. 











Tariff. 
| . Im- 
. | McKinley 
Old duty. duty. —_— 
NN ne 30 per al 30 per ct.. $898 
Crosscut saws, per foot. ....................... 8cents....| 8cents....| 6,554 
Mill pit 2-drag saws, not over 9 inches wide, 

DOOR coc. + onnncnsicnxune ain sseeiime ded iemmuel ae ot ican Seem 
Over 9 inches, per foot................ccasnenc-| LOCSRES...| IFCORE...]..-.~-:- 
Hand, back, and all other saws.........-....-- 40 per ct_.| 40 per ct..| 26,019 

UL COPE on. ok sein cvcaceesdee ee sovseceaeee|sesenseeee 33, 471 


Since the saw trust was begun, nearly two years ago, it has gained con- 
trol of all of the factories that manufacture circular and crosscut saws, and 
of all those that manufacture “short saws’’ except the works of U. E. Jen- 
nings & Co, The Pennsylvania Saw Company, of Philadelphia, which began 
——-— last year, Was promptly bought up and closed by the trust. The 

arvey W. Pease Saw Company, of Wiiliamsburg, has been recently ac- 
guired by the trust and is now kept open, nominally only, employing but a 
few men instead of the hundred or more formerly employed there. 


SMELTERS’ TRUST. 
(Includes lead, copper, and silver ores.) 


Tariff, on in pigs, bars, etc., 2 cents per pound; copper ingots, 1} cents 

er pound. 

» Practically all of the smelting works of this country are controlled by two 
or three trusts. Often the same names appear as Officers of these different 
trusts, which, because of this fact and of understandings and agreements, 
work in harmony with each other with the following results upon produc- 
tion and labor—the combine finding it more easy to pay dividends on idle 
plants than to get equal profit by full production. 

July 15, 1892.—Pennsylvania Leads Company at Salt Lake City, with a 
capacity of 100 tons of ore a day, has beenshutdown for a year. The Helena 
Smelting Company in Montana was shut down several months in 1891. The 
Great Falls Smelting Company at Great Falls, Mont., with a capacity of 200 
tons of lead ore a day, has been shut down forovera year. The Geist Works 
at Pueblo, Colo., with a capacity of 300 tons of ore a day, has been shut down 
more than one year. The Fitzgerald Smelting Works at El Paso, Tex., with 
a capacity of 50 tons of ore a day, has been shut down for sometime. The 
Calumet & Hecla Works closed down three and possibly five of their smelt- 
ing furnaces (20 men to a furnace) July 1. The Arizona Copper Company 
(600 employés) reduced wages July 1, 1892. The Anaconda mines (500 em- 
ployés) closed down July 1, and have agreed to limit production 50 per cent. 

On May 19, 1892, wages were reduced at the Coeur d’Neue lead and silver 
mines inIdabo. These mines are owned by and connected with the sme!lt- 
ers’ and lead trusts, and these other, therefore, are partly responsible for 
the riots in Idaho, for with the mines and smelting establishments running 
no wage reductions and no strikes would have occurred. 

This report was untrue in April, but was carried out July 1. 

April 19, 1892.—It was reported from Butte, Mont., that the upper works of 
the Anaconda Smelting Company have closed down indefinitely, throwing 
500 men out of work at Anaconda and 150 miners at Butte. The objects are 
supposed to be to reduce Wages and to raise the price of copper. 


7%. STARCH TRUST, 
(Includes starch and dextrine.) 


Tariff: Starch, 2 cents per pound; dextrine, 1} cents per pound. 

'rhe organization of the starch trust was completed in March, 1890. It 
leased the American Starch Company, of Columbus, Ind., and held it idle, 
and paid asufficient income to the Ottawa Starch Company, of Ottawa, IIL, 
to keep it out of business. 


STEEL TRUST. 
Tariff, mostly about 50 per cent (increased slightly by McKinley). 


The reduction of wages at Homestead, Pa., and the present trouble is the 
result of a mammoth combination of capital to extort money from the con- 
sumer and to exploit labor. Single handed steel mills in and near Pittsburg 
were not able to cope with the Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel 
Workers. They could and did make reductions in wages in some of the 
mills, but they dare not attempt to take the life of the Amalgamated As- 
sociation. 

The frequency of the reductions since April 1 last, is evidence that the mills 
around Pittsburg that now compose the Carnegie Steel Company were al- 
ready working in harmony on the labor question ani planning to strike the 
death-blow to the Amalgamated Association. Here are some of the reduc- 
tions reported: 

April 7, 1892.—Two hundred blacksmiths in the axle departnent of Carne- 


gie’s Twenty-ninth street mill in Pittsburg struck on Saturday against a 10 


per cent reduction in wages. 

April 10, 1892.—Fifty of the best-paid workmen at the Edgar Thomson steel 
works of Andrew Carnegie, at Braddock, Pa., were discharged this week. 
They were replaced by the improved machinery of a ‘direct process” for 
making steel from pig iron. 


April 10, 1892.—The Keystone Iron Miil, of Pittsburg, Pa., employing 400 | 


men, shut Gown a week ago to-day for an indefinite period. 

April 10, 1892.—The axle-hammer men in Pittsburg, Pa., are on a strike at 
present against a reduction in wages amounting from7to9 percent. The 
wages of the blacksmiths at this mill (Edgar Thompson Steel Works) were 
- = ° +r time reduced from $3.50 to 82.75 a day, and their “ helpers” from 

. o $1.6 

May 1, 1802.—There has been a reduction in the wages of 150 employés of 
Andrew Carnegie at his Lower Union Mills, in Pittsburg. Seventy-five 
blacksmiths accepted the cut of about 20 per cent without murmur, but 75 
hammer men struck. Thestrike was over in 4 few days, asit is a hard thing 
to get work when a man is blacklisted because he went on a strike. 
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On June 2, 1892, the Iron Age announced the formation of a new concern, to 
be known as the Carnegie Steel Company, Limited, the consolidation to be- 
come operative on July 1 next. ‘‘The new organization will own and op- 
erate the following plants: Edgar Thomson Stee! Works and Blast Fur- 
naces, at Bessemer, Pa., and Allegheny Bessemer Steel Works at Duquesne, 
Pa., both now controlled by Carnegie Brothers & Co., Limited; the Upper 
and Lower Union Mills and Lucy Furnaces, at Pittsburg; the Homestead 
Steel Works, at Homestead, Pa., and the Beaver Falls Mills, at Beaver Falls, 
Pa., all now controlled by Carnegie, Phipps & Co., Limited, and also the 
plant of the Keystone Bridge Company at Pittsburg, which has always been 
a Carnegie interest.’”’ As often happens, the same journal that records a 
new combine announces a forthcoming reduction of wages. Editorially in 
this same number of the Iron Age a warning is given to the Amalgamated 
Association of Iron and Steel Workers, who will meet next week, that they 
must propose to accept a wage scale ‘which will show a material reduction 
over the one that expires the last day of this month.”’ 

The Iron Age knew the meaning of what was occurring. It knew that the 
new trust had designs on the life of the association, and it continued to dis- 
cuss in June the “ Precarious labor situation,”’ It knewthat Henry W. Qli- 
ver and the other big iron and steel men who practically made the iron and 
steel schedule of the McKinley bill, and who announced later that they were 
well suited with the new tariff schedule, must have had a purpose in reduc- 
ing voluntarily the duty on steel billets, though they were careful to leave it 
above the prohibitory point. This purpose began to be manifest when the 
consolidation of these great companies, representing about $20,000,000 in steel 
properties, was followed by the fortification of the Homestead works, where 
steel billets are produced largely, and where the Amalgamated Association 
of Iron and Steel Workers is strongest. The shabby treatment of this asso- 
ciation’s officers at the conferences held previous to July 1, and the prompt- 
ness with which Pinkerton ‘‘ watchmen” appeared at Homestead, with arms, 
ammunition, and provisions, makes it reasonably certain that ever since the 
making of the McKinley bill schedule these manufacturers have been de- 
liberately planning the present dastardly raid on honest labor, the inten- 
tion being to make the reductions heavy enough to — a strike which 
would offer an excuse for refusing to treat in any way with organized labor, 
and then to continue on the aggressive until their former employés would 
forswear their union and return to beg for their former places not already 
filled by imported and nonunion labor. : 

Routed in this stronghold it would be easy to follow up the association in 
the other mills of the company, or trust, and soon there would be no Amal- 
gamated Association and no organization of labor to offer resistance to wage 
reductions. The election of Henry Clay Frick as “ chairman ” of this trust, the 
man who had had greater success than any other man in protected Pennsyl- 
vaniain * handling”’ labor, and who, as the Rev. McIllyar, of Homestead, 
said a few days ago, was the one man in Pennsylvania most hated by labor- 
ers, is significant, as is also the disappearance from Homestead of those two 

eat friends of labor, Messrs. Carnegie and Phipps. In short, this trust, 
ike hundreds of others, is a conspiracy to “cow” the workingmen and to 
defraud the consumer. 


78. THE STEEL-RAIL TRUST. 

Tariff, $13.44 per ton. 

In 1880 there were eleven works producing steel rails. To these must be 
added the Duquesne Works, built in 1886-88, and the Maryland plant of the 
Pennsylvania Steel Company, recently completed. This makes a total of 
seventeen separate works which were in operation or have been built since 


1880. 

Of the fifteen works in operation in 1886 and 1887 the following have ceased 
producing rails: The St. Louis Steel Company, the Troy Steel and Iron Com- 
pany, the Cleveland Rolling Mill Company, the Worcester Steel Works, and 
the Springfield Iron Company. During the same period the other works 
have been consolidated as follows: The Lilinois Steel Company absorbed the 
three Illinois works first mentioned; Carnegie Bros. & Co. secured control 
by purchase of the Duquesne Steel Works and the Homestead Steel Works, 
and the Lackawanna Coal and Iron Company added to its original plant the 
Scranton Steel Works. 

The combine as at present constituted is composed of the following con- 
cerns, with the capacity set opposite each: i 

et tons. 


i I I a iain i ckb ss ctidedwe tacks Casale th chacdivadasae 1, 035, 000 
I ED nicteh cna cnccneaisnkenesmane enaneeatecsexs nusadeens ave 660, 000 
i nn I sd saad Whines similar enn GRMN Sinligla od 225, 000 
ee enn EINE CRUE nn orn ndcod ceastuce consbewensaueuspasons 225, 000 
The Lackawanna Coal and Iron Company..............-.-.-..----.-- 500, 000 
The Penney Varies Steel COMMA <..... cccw cece cccs secs ccsnseesenncce 500, 000 


Total 3, 145, 000 


Besides throwing men out of work by closing up mills in various parts of 
the country, the “ Steel-Rail Association’? makes occasional raids on labor 
in the mills where it is least able to resist reductions. The following are 


| samples of recent reductions: 


January 1, 1891.—Lackawanna [ron and Coal Company, Scranton, Pa.; an 


| average Wage reduction of 20 cents a day, 


January 22, 1891.—The employés ef the Cambria Iron Company, according 
to a dispatch from Pittsburg, have been notified of a reduction of 10 per 
cent in their wages, beginning February 1. This will affect [5,000 men, from 
workers to miners. 

January 29, 1891.—One thousand employés of the Bethlehem Iron Com- 
pany, in Bethlehem, Pa., haye been informed of a reduction of wages of 10 
per cent after February 1. Depression in the trade is attributed as the 
cause. 

SUGAR TRUST. 


(Includes refined sugar only.) 
Tariff, one-half cent per pound. 
In November, 1887, the following companies and corporations pooled their 
interests and founded the ‘‘Sugar Refineries Company,”’ or what 1s called the 
‘Sugar Trust:” 














| ‘ | 
Companies. Houses. capacity, Location. 
No. Barrels. 

The Havemeyer & Elder Company .~..-.-.... 1 8,000 | Brooklyn. 
The Brooklyn Company.................... 1 , 000 Do. 
The Decastro & Donner Company --....... 2 3,000 Do, 
The Dick & Meyer Company -..............- 1 2,000 Do. 

cd cn altiiiatn Diente greta dhdtwdanel 1 2, 500 Do. 
The Havemeyer Company.................. 1 500 | Jersey City. 
The F. O. Matthiessen & Wiechers Com- 1 4, 500 Do. 

pany. 

The Mollers & Sierck Company..........-. 1 500 | Brook! 
The North River Company.............-.-- 1 500 | New York. 
The Oxnard Brothers Company ...........-. 1 400 | Brooklyn 
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both located in California. 

The Baltimore refinery, Which was acquired surreptitiously, was closed in 
November, 1891, and the one hundred and ten employés were discharged. It 
has not since been running. No sooner had the trust gained complete con- 
trol of the sugar-retining business than it shut down the Spreckles refinery 
in Philadelphia and threw six hundred employés out of work. A well-in- 
formed dealer of Philadelphia said on April 16, 1892: “It is also possible 
that steps will be taken to close down the remaining refineries here.”’ 
the trust has been the chief employer of labor in this industry the number 


the offers of a New York syndicate, representing American capital, were ac- 
cepted, the consummation of the deal taking place May 14, 1892. 

The objects of the combine, as frankly stated, are: First, to do away wiih 
mutual competition; second, to maintain prices, and third, to reduce cost 
of production. Its plans, as announce ia September last, involve the re 


Since | 














wished to keep, the wages of these were reduced 20 per cent, so that within 
the year following the enactment of the McKinley bill the wire t t 
both the public and its employés completely at its mercy 
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| 
i a eo. — | January 22, 1891.—The window-glass worksin Zanesville, Ohio, controlled by 
Cosnalen. | Houses. c Daily Location. the United Glass Company. have shut down for an indefinite period. Facto- 
4 } apac ity.| ries in Blossburg, Wellsboro, and Covington, N. Y., have also been closed. 
7 atime = — -| — | ——_——_——— December 1, 1891.—A dispatch from Anderson, Ind., says that the glass-blow 
i | Vo | merrele of the enon 3 = eee ae Le germ hich has 0 sen ee pen one 
= : } iat | . ay : 0 e most prosperous in the city, struck this morning and walked out of 
| The Standard ¢ ompany -.-..--------------- 1 | 2, 000 | Boston. | the factory, Secntes the board of directors at its meeting yestered ordered a 
Boston Company. ...-..----------+--++++--+- 1 | Ve _ | reduction of 25 per cent in their wages. 
4 Bay State ¢ OMPaNy ....-------------------- : 500 | Do April 6, 1892.—Window-glass factories will shut down May 31. This was 
oe cog, oe oe wen nnn e teen ween nee i | 400 Portland decided upon at a meeting of manufacturers in the Auditorium, at Chicago, 
Sonne Teint nee een n nese rr eens 1 1.000 | St Louis last night. Almost every factory in the West was represented. This action 
nel 2 ee rn ences errr 11) ee aes = will be asurprise to the jobbers and glass-blowers who expected that the 
rr $~ is ees pe Y sceceenceencr onesies | iif 1,500 | New Orleans. | factories would not close before July, as work can not be resumed before 
phe janters ompany wert ee eeeeeeeee- 2 000 | S: see | September, and usually resumption does not take place before October 
The American Company ................-<-- 1 2,000 | S a Fran- une 30, 1892.—All the glass factories at Bellaire, Ohio, have been perma 
| Cisco. nenty ova down, the manufacturers claiming that they can not compete 
. ee ® ee meee | With those located in natural-gas towns. About 650 men are out 
BOON on bas cence svnese deus cwascncacsass 20 32, 300 July 2, 1892.—There are now fifteen window-glass factories in Southern New 
i Se aia ee ae - . | Jersey nailed up tight. The beginning of the depression in this great Ameri- 
Four of the above houses, with a combined capacity of 1,900 barrels per pe amin | began about eighteen months ago, and in the interval the blast 
| day, have been dismantled; the Dick & Meyer house, with a capacity of | 9) Commer ial a ay has gone steadily on until the entire window-glass busi 
} 2,000 barrels, was destroyed by fire in September, 1889; three with acapacity | 2° shen at astandstill. This closing up of so large a number of industries 
7 of 4,500 barrels are closed; and four have been joined to others, while some | °°* “ra a large industria! population, many going into other glass centers, 
ql of the latter have been increased in capacity. leaving at present a total of = george a! into hollow-ware factories, and others, unable to find employ- 
ai ten refineries, with a capacity of 34,00) barrels, which, however, is never | ™y)) at their trade, are now working on farms as farm laborers ; 
reached in production. , 1ere are two factories at Woodbury closed, the principal one owned by J. 
Since 1887, and mostly since January, 1892, the trust has acquired the fol 3 a built up a tremendous window-glass business, but was sud- 
: lowing companies, practically all east of the Pacific coast: denly obliged to shut down. The Warmicks, at Gloucester, have a plant 
4 : equal to four ordinary furnaces and employ about two hundred men. It is 
—_— — | nowshut down for an indefinite period. At Malaga seventy-five men are 
Companies. | Daily ; Location. | thrown out of employment because of the nailing up of the furnaces. Vine 
H bial | land, which has two small window-glass factories, employing from sixty to 
‘aie liacinitabaiiiasiaiaaiiia ee — ——__—--——- | eighty men, is now being surrounded by weeds and thistles. At Millville 
. ‘Renee | the principal industry is the manufacture of glass, but a check has come to 
a Harrison, Frazier & Co. (Franklit 6 000 Philad elphi: the remarkable prosperity of this town because of the shutting down of the 
/ AaITISON, PTAzZler & VO. (PLANKIM) ......--0-----c0n , adeiphia | window-giass partof thefurnaces. At Winslow there are two large factories 
faa oat < Pen ah aensnsmepetenerncee te on | and at Ateo one glass factory, all of which are nailed up tight. 
i Battin os ae (itil 1'500 | Baltimore July 9, 1891.—Al} but one of the flint and window-glass factories in Findlay, 
n altimore Sugar Refining Company. -....------ 2 SaACLMOTC. Ohio, have shut down for the summer. Over 2.000 employés will get a two 
q Delaware Sugar Refining Company..-.-.........-.-.-- 500 | Philadelphia. | months’ vacation. 
d i ee ; 7 Pi Sk a ee | %. WIRE TRUST 
The Revere refinery, of Boston, with a capacity of 1,000 barrels per day, is | Tariff (in general), 45 per cent to 60 per cent and above. 
} owned by stockholders in the sugar trust and is run in harmony with it, as | This trust was formed within three months after the McKinley bill became 
: is also the Claus Spreckles refinery, with a capacity of 1,600 barrels, and the | alaw. Part of the employés were discharged, and when the force within a 
4 American refinery of Havemeyer & Elder, with a capacity of 2,000 barrels, few months had become reduced to the picked hands whom the combine 


had 
%. WOOL HAT TRUST. 
_ Tariff, 66 per cent to 112 per cent and above, having been increased to these 
figures by the McKinley act. 

The National Hat Manufacturers’ Company, with ?1,500,000 capital, was in 





; + : ! ; corporated in New Jersey in March, 1891. March 12. 1891, the cap : a 
a of foreigners (largely Hungarians) employed has been increased until to- ieee struck in eee the eeemens for this “ = W jnnedan } oe oe 
va ay } sw American laborers are in sugarr 2S | aa hen inal ; will } aie deat “ee ae 
a4 day but few American laborers are found in sugar refineries. | once employed in their places, and will henceforth take the place of men, 
TYPE TRUST. | Since, as the manufacturers say, ‘‘a clever girl can learn the business ina 
Tariff, 25 per cent. | few weeks and they are much easier to control 
4 These, however, were not accepted, and it was not until April, 1892, that July 1, 1892.—The New York Evening Post describes the stagnation in the 


hatting industry in Bloomfield, N. J. Four years ago the hat imiustry in 
Bloomtield gave employment to about 500 hands. Now there are about 130 
at work. The factory of Elior Bros. & Hall, which, when running at its full 
capacity, givesemployment to 150 or 160 hands, now has % employed, about 
20 of Whom are girls. Messrs. Ellor & Law's factory, 5 





with a capacity of 











duction toa minimum of the number of foundries at each great center. | h@S 12 names on its pay rolls, and has been closed during the last week or 
‘4 ‘““New York will probably have three; Chicago, Philadelphia, and Boston | te2 days. Hampson & Ellor’s factory, which in good times gave employ 
4 twoeach, and Baltimore, St. Louis, and Cincinnati one each, while the con- | Ment to about 125 hands, was closed permanently last December. Peter 
cerns in Kansas City, Cleveland, St. Paul, and Buffalo will be closed down | C008S, an employe of Ellor & Law, says that his wages during the year 
7 entirely.”’ | have not averaged over #6 a week, against #15 and over when busine was 
' ; UMBRELLA TRUST. good. Mr. Law says the depression is not only felt in Bloomfield. but that 


Tariff, 45 to 55 per cent (increased by the McKinley act). 
This trust was created only abouttwomonthsago; it controls about three- 
fourths of the product of the United States. Among the larger firms in it 
are those of Rose Brothers & Hartmen, Lancaster, Pa.; Excelsior Um- 
brella Company, Boston, Mass.; Alvah Hall & Co., New York; 


the same state of affairs exists in Orange, N. J.. Yonkers and Newburg, N 
Y., and Danbury, Conn 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in the limited time [ have had to 
examine this question I have only been able, as a matter of 


| White, How : ; 3 ; 

a ard & Major, New York; Wright Brothers, Philadelphia. course without any assistance from anyone, to find such testi- 

i ia te ee ee aon Oe ere soanenine all but | mony as [ have found lying almost immediately before me. 

i ree ( $ mills, one New York, one oston, and one in Lancaster. a a ial . 2 ' ee snes ard 2 man sdmi 

The first move of the trust was to throw out about twenty-five salesmen: [ said a few minutes ago that nob« uly ever he ‘abl d a man admit 

5 it is also said that some of the laboring men in the factories were discharged he is in a trust, and it is only sporadically and incidentally that 
on aan c pty nag say it is the intention of the trust to limit production | we unearth these men and find out the actual existence of the 
until prices can be advancea . - e ° ° 11 = ‘ 

2. WATCH TRUST trust and its operation upon prices. | want to call the attention 

92 AT¢ STS ? . . . . . > « 

i Tariff, 25 per cent. of the Senate to the fact that in 1890, when the McKinley bil 

Both the manufacturers of Watches and of watch-cases have trusts, or | Was pending, there was a terrible struggle over hardware, cut- 

4 — associations,” as they call them. They meet annually to fix | lery, and guns, and the representatives of the Unlted States 

; prices. : Rett eee ee ‘ , ar Are Anan ham Tay ani \iear ' 

; October 8, 1891.—The American Waltham Watch Company has announcea | VUUlery Company appeare d before the Ways and Means Com- 

i a reduction of 10 to 20 per cent in the wages of 900 of its employés. mittee of the House—if I had strength I would read their testi- 

‘ Page rte — watch manufacturers of Canton, Ohio, have cutdown | mony—the presidents of four companies. who said that they 

a vages r men. : . " ge all ae Dace a ° Cokie 

4 November 4,1891.—John C.{/Dueber, Canton,Ohio, watch manufacturer,a firm manufactured 65 per cent of all the cutlery made in the | nit d 

1 believer in a high tariff to increase the wages of the workingmen, gave the | States. Chey testified then before the W ays and Means Com- 

‘| employés the benefit of a 20 per cent ‘‘realjustment ” in wages from their | mittee that their capital was $400,000, $100,000 for each com- 

q pockets into his own a few days ago. 1 ace ena td - 2 ; fat : 

a January 4, 1892.—The wages of the3,0)) 1 >loyés of the Elgin Watch Com- | Pany: that they were unable to exist w ithout an increase of the 
pany, ee been cut from 15to .} per cent and they threaten to | duty upon hardware, guns, and cutlery, and, as a matter of 
strike. Several hundred of them walked yesterday. The company ha ur > frie fr ? ls é . ‘Ki r org 

, me ) ay. any has | course, frien ym Rhode Island and Mr. McKinley gave 
promised to make good the deduction from the wages of these next pay day, — a 1 = ro 7 : ’ nd 
put the workmen are not satisfied with the promise. . : them all the duty they wanted and then denounced every im- 

, {tis asserted also that the employés of the Waltham Watch Company are | porter of cutlery as a dishonest man, a selfish falsifier who came 
ahont to strik inst « > “ti f wacec ™ } “4 ° e PF ° 

; about to strike against a reduction of wages. here and protested against that increase. That was in 1890. 

3 95. WINDOW-GLASS TRUST. Now I hold in my hand a statement from the New York Even- 


Tariff, 68 per cent to 132 per cent. 

The American Window-Glass Manufacturers’ Association was formed over 
ten years ago. It consisted of all the manufacturers of window glass in the 
United States, The large amount of window glass imported in 1884 was due 
to the fact that the manufacturers’ association and the workers’ union were 
unable to agree upon a scale of wages, Which resulted in a lockout lasting 
several months. ” 


In 1890 modern and more compact combines were formed with the follow- 
ing results to labor: 


ing Post which attracted my attention to this matter, and caused 
me to send for the prospectus of this trust. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What date? 

Mr. VEST. It isa few weeks ago since I obtained it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. PerhapsI willsave the Senator some trouble 


| by stating that the representatives of thecutlery manufacturers 


of the United States stated, in a letter which I shall have pub- 
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lished in the RECORD in the morning, that this‘attempted com- 
bination failed about two weeks azo. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly; and I am glad of it in the interest of the 
consumer. I want toshow what they tried to do and the animus 
of the whole proceeding. In order to fix the date I will read the 
article in the Post, and show that it was since the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] and myself had the debate: 


Senator HALE showed some natural anxiety when Senator VEST read a list 
of the tariff-protected trusts, and he replied, in substance, that England was 
as badly off although she was a free-trade country. No defender of the Mc- 
Kinley tariff has been willing to acknowledge that a trust or combine may 
exist under the shelter of a protecting duty which could not exist otherwise. 
Yet nothing is plainer than this. A fresh illustration is before us in the 
shape of ae ge ctus of the “ United States Cutlery Company,” — 
stock $1,600,000, being a consolidation of four cutlery factories, viz, Miller 
Bros. Cutlery Company, New York Knife Company, Walden Knife Company, 
Ulster Knife Company, by Dwight Divine. 

These four companies stated before the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the last Congress that their combined capital and investment was $400,000; 
that they were in very bad shape, owing to foreign competition, and that 
unless they got some relief it was only a question of time when they must 
go out of business. McKinley took pity on these x eng ne and gave them 
all the tariff they asked for, which was double what they really expected to 
gs. and they have been advancing their prices by slow degrees ever since. 

ow, in order to sell their peer ie the public at four times the value they 
put upon it themselves when the McKinley bill was pending, and to make a 
combine that shall prevent competition among themselves and enable them 
to exact the last dollar that the tariff will allow, they issue a prospectus in 
which they say: 





Here is their statement, and I have a copy of the prospectus 
before me. 


“The books of all these concerns have been examined by Messrs. Yalden, 
Brooks, and Donnelly, chartered accountants, and saseeene to their report 
the business of these companies has steadily increased year by year, and the 
net profits of these companies for a period of over three years are aay in 
excess of the sum necessary to have d 8 per cent dividends upon 000 
preferred stock, and the amount available for dividends in 1891 was $131,500; 
and from returns already to hand since the into consideration the 
new works now in operation, which produ no goods up to January, 1892, 
the profits for 1892 may be fairly estimated to be not less than sufficient to 
pay 8 per cent on the preferred stock and 15 per cent on the common stock.” 


Now, says the Evening Post: 


The McKinley tariff has been in operation a little more than a year and a 
half. If these cutlery concerns have been earning 8 percent on ,000, t. €., 
16 per cent on the actual ante-McKinley value of their property, for three 
years, they must have made enormous profits since the present tariff went 
effect, or they must have lied egregiously when they said they were starving 
for want of a good tariff before. e leave this question to be settled as it 
may be. The main thing is that a new tariff-protected trust salutes Senator 
HALE before the echoes of his speech have died away. 


Now, Mr. President, there is the practical operation of the 
McKinléy act. Here is the testimony of the men whoswore that 
they were being starved out by foreign competition in 1890, who 
swore that their capital was $400,000, on which they were mak- 
ing nothing, and yet in eighteen months they come with affida- 
vits, made before notaries public, swearing that they had paid a 
dividend of 8 per cent on $800,000 and had $131,000 of surplus for 
additional dividends, and yet the Senator tells us there is no 
trust. What was this if it was not a trust? He said they failed. 
If they failed, it was because of their enormous stock as proposed 
and its being watered so largely. 

But that does not alter the facts which I have given here. 
They were here in 1890 as paupers, craving earnestly an addi- 
tional protective duty; and here they are to-day flaunting them- 
selves as millionaires, who in eighteen months had accumulated 
this enormous amount of money under the operation of this law. 
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I will put these statements into the RECORD, so that the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island can examine them. 

Let me hurry to a conclusion. Mr. President, in regard to 
prices it is easy enough for the Senator from Rhode Island to 
draw deductions from the testimony taken before that subcom- 
miteee, of which I was not amember. Heand myself know very 
well that the great inquiry, after all, is whether the same goods 
are passed upon in both instances. He and I know very well 
that no argument is worth a straw unless he can show here that 
the identical piece of cloth which sold at so much before the Mc- 
Kinley act sold for so much less or so much more afterwards. 
He and J both know that by using cheaper materials, cheaper 
dye stuffs, and more cotton—which has largely gone down im 
value—and less wool, an article can be produced which nobody, 
but an experienced expert can ever detect to be different. 

I have here a list of prices, taken from the Boston Advertisst. 
and other papers,showing the operations of the McKinley act 
between September, 1890, and September, 1891, taken from the 
market reports, which shows an increase in prices all along the 
line; not universal, not in every instance, but in the aggregate 
an enormous increase. In other words, showing that the cost of 
living has been increased by the passage of the McKinley act. I 
grant you that it also shows that the prices of farmers’ products 
have gone uP» but that does not help toa large degree the fa: mer. 
because while he gets more for his products, he has had to pay 
more for his goods, and what was given to him with one hand 
was taken from him with the other. 

If you decrease the cost of living in this country, you increase 
the income of every man init. If youincrease the cost of livin 
vou may increase the price of his product, and yet he will stil 
be reduced to poverty. 

What we complain of in ee to the tariff system is that 
whilst it pretends to assist the large mass of consumers it is class 
legislation; it enriches one class at the expense of the great body 
of people of the whole United States. I will not attempt to read 
the whole of this, but will ask to have it put in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator state his authority for it? 

Mr. VEST. The authority is stated on the face of the paper. 
It is taken from the Boston Advertiser, the New York Grocer, 
and other trade papers, as stated in the margin of each article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. By whom was the compilation made? 

Mr. VEST. Itwas taken from the Boston Advertiser, as I say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Are they market reports? 

Mr. VEST. They are market reports. The Senator from 
Rhode Island is welcome to them and he can take them and an- 
alyze and criticise them. 

I propose to put them all into the Recorp, for I would much 
rather rely upon these statements than upon the report of the 
subcommittee, for the simple reason that the subcommittee 
made up their report from the statements of people brought be- 
fore them in different cities and towns cf the United States, but 
without an examination of the material: without seeing whether 
there were four threads in this cloth before the passage of the 
McKinley act while there are but three now: without knowing 
whether the same dyestuff was used; without knowing whether 
the article which before the McKinley bill was manufactured of 
wool had not since the passage of the bill been made partly of 
cotton, so that the oelaens consumer would buy it without 
knowing the difference. 


The statements referred to are as follows: 


Prices of carpets—Average advance in duties under the Mc Kinley bill 30 per cent. 
[From Carpet and Upholstery Trade Review.] 





Articles. 


Bigelow, Brussels, frame, } yard 
Bigelow, Axminster, } yard 
Bigelow, Wilton, j yaro 
Bigelow, Lancaster, } yard 
Lowell, super, 3 ply 
Lowell, extra super ingrain, } yard 
Lowell, Wilton, 5 frame, } yard 
AEE, DOES SORE, © TEI, BIG oink nstn teres nngtetncctsnnsssanennannnces 
Hartford Carpet Company, Brussels, 5 frame, j yard__ 
Hartford Carpet Company, 3 ply, } yard_..........--. 
Hartford Carpet Company, ex. super, } yard.._.. 
E. 8S. Higgins & Co., Gobelin Axminster, } yard - 
E. S. Higgins & Co., imperial velvets, } yard 
E. S. Higgins & Co., double star tapestry, } yard 

S. Higgins & Co., imperial 3 ply, high class, j yard 


E. 
= S. seeeeins & Oo., CURREG WE EL kon chee anaes dann <epescbn veenccck nore sap guneee-shinee £ous ceeenpeg eens h<siaenenbaaes 


& J. Sloane & Co., Axminster, } yard 


. @ J. Sloane & Co., best tapestry, FFM. oo onic ssc c nas - cccesinanin sdb yumoenestecnnsysocn-onssansansnunnseetquinsssnapawabemene 


W. & J. Sloane & Co., F Palisade, 3 yard 
Roxbury Carpet Company, tapestry, } yard 
Roxbury Carpet Company, velvet, } yard 


PP apeee a ecIes COOMA DORY, WT UGC S TI, BO nn obi iin sdk sical cee sacunneade vege pndamiencqhannhilieebennnieeaeel 


Worcester Carpet Company, 3 thread body Brussels, 
Worcester Carpet Company, regular standard, } yar 










Average | Average 
price Sep- ie Sep- Be po bel 
tember, ember, 
1990, | 1eo1,” | 1 Price. 
#1. 07} $1.17} 9} 
1.40 1.50 7 
2.00 2.10 5 
1.90 2.00 5 
75 80 6} 
57} | 62 8. 7¢ 
2.0) | 2.10 5 
1.07} | 1.17 94 
1. | 1.12 9 
77) | . 80 3 
57] | 60 4 
1.300 | 1.35 4 
90 95 
57} | 60 4 
% | 80 
52} 57} 9 
1/80. | 1. 85 2.7 
.70 1 7 
52) 55 6 
iin 12 
fe) ie] § 
RI is think dastnecands ee igoiedisocdccneakcacisibaang tae airs ; ; 
1.00 1.05 5 
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Prices of carpets—Average advance in duties under the 





Mc Kinley bill 30 per cent—Continued. 








| Average Average p Per cent 









































Articles. ee ae of advance 
| “1890. = 
Oil carpeting— 
De ores O Som, 16 Tonk, B CORGe, COG FING aoa ooo icin nnn ccccescecncccsensc cancsccedsasadusccncescensedsecetann cess } 20.80 | £0.85 | 63 
D. nina congnanen amsivesaeeenenecesanrereumisdusensantnssnsestensaneses- oc: 70 | 1 | 7 
i ee er eo iidinn +d anbapdccodscedneceseddmmeseudacdeanscuasidasonedcwenangecasen | 61k | 65 | { 
D. Powers & Son, 4 feet 4 inches, acca add Kenn Sa ekid adams acnidindanen eae walGmad we Samndelo bawe | 40° | 45 10 
William M. Brasher & Co., No. 2, 4 feet 4 inches, square yard _.... -.....-. .......--..--------------------------------- eI . 34) | 35 13 
William M. Brasher & Co., No. 3, 4 feet 4 inches, IEE occ odie: weitend 4 ocsccataedbeume ck aubek caccmbulbile:d smi deadbeat ons | 271 | 98 2" 
a se oo cc cdneancentodanenetddeteconenes auandddddandnadatascusveasdvadueecs .80 | 85 6} 
ek sacucamisiawemncnmeaenmnnuncandmupmanectedenss 55 | . 60 9 
American Linoleum Company, C A, printed, square yard ...........--...---------------- 222+ -2-- 2-2 one eee eee eee ee eee 7 | - £0 63 
en ents GC, I I NO is oc ncn eniiicec cede nasa seen cdes ease sess cuaeccencass } -65 | -70 7 
En Bae Cs Cy rs I FO oan on ote tenn cnse nnn n nce ence cane dco ececccescesa scence 47} | . 55 ib 
BIRSTICE TARO COMDORT, CHEFS Chsem, GUUATOS FOES qo nnn. 2 ccc ecnncnn nn cence cccccccesccccccsensccacncscennsee 1.00 | 1.10 10 
Hemp Pianet Millis, XL, Dutch; 4 feet 4 inches, } yard ............ ................ ...-.... eee ae geal 3 28 | 32 14 
Herp Planet Mills, super, 4 aN oa neclintbunewabeedanaas en eid ttl eee Pee | 21 | 22 4} 
Fa aU, SONS TINO ae icin sivas Sts gabtmndic des awnctanenomseacsvecae dake aces saat 83 | 14 | 8 
| } | 
Comparison of wholesale prices of common commodities, showing per cent of advance in prices and effect of the McKinley tariff, September, 1889 and 1891. 
| Erice | nee Effect of the Authority for price 
aw y average 2ar ra ‘ os . 4 2 4 t "1t) ( ces, 
Article. oo “Boptene- me “ih aoe TT McKinley tariff:duty market reports In trade 
| ber, 1889. | ber, 1891. increased. journals. 
1. English extra cast steel, per pound ...............-..----- $0. 163 | 90.17 | 1} per cent ........... 100 per cent The Lron Age. 
2. R. Muschet’s special Eng ish extra cast steel, tool steel, | 45 | -48 | 6) per cent........... Fe aed ce aaciee Do 
per pound. 
3. Self-hardening tool steel, per pound..__.......---..------} . 35 .38 | 8) per Gent__.__.-__-. ee Do. 
4. Drill rods, steel, per pound_.__.........-..- inks eeohate smema - 80 1.00 | 25 per cent..___- _.do Trader. 
B CHPCUIAE SAW DENSES, DOT POUR... 26. ~ 6c ncn noone ccefeccscs Sib eaee i cent per pound __._| Increase - Do. 
7: Re ee Gen On, Sr NIL... 5. wi occa newnnameedeessloecadecsandalets<ccsusen Advanced ______._____ 500 per cent._______.- Manufactures. 
7. Sheet iron, ordinary tank, am. OE Be scnsinac- - 033 -03% | 15 per cent___........ Increase -__--. Boston Advertiser. 
8. Sheet iron, refined, per pound ...............-....-.------ - 033 - O43 9 TI gs rsisininincea lit nat WP aod 59 cds Do. 
9. Sheet iron, best galvanized, per pound --_.............----- - 054 -063 | 27 per cent........... MMe xycacecwdusls Do. 
10. Sheet iron, Russia iron, per pound_.__.---- sili aie a - 10} - 10} | 23 per cent..........-. _.do i Do. 
11. Sheet iron, common American, 10 to 16 pounds . nienamele as 2.774 3.00 | 8 ‘per aig og Be tae a ae sae | Iron Age. 
12. Sheet iron, common American, 2 25 to ens... hisgnid 3.2 wee | I CG nn ee Oo cene ccna cceue Do. 
13. Sheet iron, common American, 28 pounds .-..--.---- 3. 50 3.65 | 4} per cent__..._- ie a Do. 
14. Sheet iron, R. G. cleaned, 10 and 10 pounds. -------- = 2.25 3.35 | 3 per cent....__.___-- re Do. 
15. Sheet iron, R. G. cleaned, 25 and 26 pounds----....-.---.- 3.50 &@ | 25 per cemt...........}...... do__. aoe Do. 
16. Sheet iron, R. G. cleaned, 28 pounds.-.................-... 4.00 eet wr OO aie cnma ous Do. 
17. Sheet iron, B. B. galvanized, 14 to 70 pounds............-. 4.50. 4.70 | Si per cemt...........}...... Oe a aecekc Do. 
18. Sheet iron, B. B. galvanized, 21 to 2 oS peeeee. baie shag atein 4. 87} 5.12 | 5 per cent............ en Do. 
19. Sheet iron, B. B. galvanized, 28 po lial hae necealeiinta shite 6.00 Gi | Ger ene... .....6.cbeccnas Oia Do. 
20. Sheet iron, R. G. galvanized, 14 to 20 pounds. - 4. 38 4.@ | 5} per cont... .......-/...... i ee Do. 
21. Sheet iron, R. G. galvanized, 21 to 24 pounds_. : 4.75 5. 00 ee ee nr eee do i asa Do. 
22. Sheet iron, R. G. galvanized, 28 pounds.--.............---- 5. 85 6.10 | 4: er Oe cnn do __. ee Do. 
23. Craig polished sheet steel, pound--_....... ............-.- c= . 08 .03} | 6} per cent : a ae a ae Do. 
2%. Anvils, ‘Peter Wright,’ per pound.....................-- - 10} 11} | 71 per cent.......... 25 per cent..........: Do. 
25. Anvils, AFRATONS, BE. F5., POE DOUG. én ncccscnncecccaccaccs - 09} 10% | 13 per cent ...--do an Do. 
26. Anvils, Armitage, extra, per pound...................--.- 1} 22 | 5) per cent...........|...... do an Do. 
Ss ATAVELD, We Sees DOW DOING on oon inc cectcousecccccccacce - 094 ; 103 DE OUI. oc csonnntncoee do : Do. 
28. Anvils, Trenton, per pound __...__..._.._..- ; . 093 .10} | 5.1 per cent__....----|_-- PMR Do. 
29. Tin boiler plates, IX X, 14 by 26, 112sheets- | 13. 00 13.50 | 4percent._..._._.__- Increase ____..._____-| Do. 
30. Tin boiler plates, [IX X, 14 by 28, 112 sheets 13. 25 13.75 | 3$percent__________- GRRE ite va Do. 
31. Tin boiler plates, IX X, 14 by 31, 112 sheets 14. 75 15.25 | 3% per cent..........-|.....- do (eee Do. 
ily ee IS GUND ILL in ccnn nw ndetvin maaxésantinguncsndeenme 6. 25 7.598 | 14 per cent........... 120 per cent_.___- Boston Advertiser. 
33. Tin plate, COKC......-..-----0+- +2222 -- 22-2 eens ee eeee en neee 5.12  @G. ; (°° eel aie ~eereenn Do. 
ee EE OUND cain cvcnecsecsscieccnceanaencsunebanas 7.00 8.25 | 18 per cent...........}...... do Do. 
iy ek iiincinwavdvdswianinsetbeneensensandas 4.50 5.50 | Sper cent...........}...... do ~ Do. 
EL ae 4.75 5.75 | 21 percent._..... SAS co Do. 
37. I hc aa ack emt shames abcess daa ne ented lates . 04,5; .047 | 10 per cent___..__--.- -- Une rease on lead con- ’ 
a NN rete cali ects sli vidoe daidina Nace wince es tadnlr - 06 O07} | 2 per cent........... » tained in silver |> Do. 
a Esc: owner weiua a Geance am imiom om eidich tek icine - 063 . 08 18 per cent.......... 4 ore. 5 
din ccmnb csixada eee didied sdnaknoaneaéscen oka - 183 | @ per ceni..........- Increase. __...- Do. 
i ls SD as scccendiede centatdunsxbewascestschasases 3. 50 3.75 7} per cent...........| 50 per cent. New England Grocer. 
ne A ciiiccd nagicncednianichagaenskyenenadcene 5. 50 6.00 | 9 per cent............ gilcacuin an Do. 
ee iri i cncncnpaunahbccuhin kdaunanadminebas 10. 00 1.@ | per Ctms........ 2...) cca do Do. 
i, Se rain tied ic dbeudidces Sknnen aotiirkanan wees -20 21 | 23 per cent........... lp r 
45. Eggs, extra Vermont and H., dozen._._.......--...------ “So 21 | 22 per cent....... From free to5cents (octon Advertiser 
Pe Se Be ey rr Se .19 "193 | 2k per cent._.........§ Per dozen. s 7 
47. Beans, choice New York marrow pea, per bushel __.__._- 2.25 2.324 | 3} per cent ........__- 140 per cent Do. 
48. Beans, hand-picked medium Vermont, per bushel. _____- 2.25 2.90 | 2.2percent..........-|....- ee Do 
49. Choice screened Vermont beans, per i ee tae 2. 05 2.10 | 2.4percent...........|...--. Re ieee Do. 
50. California pea beans, per bushel -..................2.....- 2.12 2.55 | 20 percent ...........|......d0............... | Do. 
51. Foreign medium, per bushel .................-........-.-. 1.7 2.05 | 21 percent ...........|.----- Mas ceoceccas Do. 
52. Pea beans, it lictdiciescdtcaaenanmmindicdts 2.10 2.20 4.7 percent... Nadiad genie Do. 
ee COO asin wrens dnke csccctwncceceseacasssncs | 1.05 1.27} | 21.4 percent _....._.. 60 percent..........-- Do. 
SR aE CN incre cenninded dans nunnsonens sasasene - 90 1.15 | 9 percent ..........- .do Pear itis Do. 
55. Flour—Fine and superfine, per barrel_................... 2. 67 3.87 | 45 per cent _.._...-.-- 23 per cent _.... Do. 
56. Flour—Extra and seconds, per barrel.........-..---.----- 3.62 4.65 | 28percent _..........|...... Oeics noe Do. 
57. Flour —Minnesota baker, clear and straight, per barrel. 4.50 iE ae en sn ba OR ce be Do. 
58. Flour—Winter wheat, per barrel ..................-.-.... 4.55 5.12} | 12.6 per cent........./...... do S acsduaidate Do. 
59. Flour—Winter patent, per barrel.................------_- 5.12 5.47 | 6.7 per cent ...-......|...--- do ial Do. 
60. a patent, Wisconsin and Minnesota, per 5.47} | 6.70 | 4 per cent............ le oa ete kaeoot Do. 
arre | 
GCE. CO, a Te OE ion hed ecna de ccicesecenccucacss 2 5.00 5.25 | 5 per cent 100 per cent D 
62. Corn, high mixed, on track, per bushel--.............-.-- | 474 | 79 ‘Weer cent 50 oe ee... Do. 
63. Corn, steamer yellow, per bushel..................2..-2.- 47 | 783 | 74 per cent ee fo, Do. 
64. Corn, steamer yellow, per bushel... _.............-.-.---- 46 | 77 | 60.7 per cent .........|.....- do.. Do 
i CO, OI I I oii dita s a ra cen ddcadacnencuenes "44h | 754 | 70 per cent..._..--- wn Do. 
Ot. CNM, SARNN, SRP ON i So an coc wnavestnecacess-Hs . 36) .42} | 16.4 per cent .....--..|....-- Reccisiccicannd Do. 
7. Oats, No. 2 white, track lots, per bushel.................. "331 ‘41} | 24 per cent.......__.. Ren ek hk Do. 
68. Oats, No. 3 white, track lots, per bushel_................. 311 “401 | 28.8 per cent .....-_-- ao Do. 
69. Oats, low grades, track, per Dushel....._................. 28} ‘= 35 per cent_......_... Wien. eee Do. 
70. Millfeed, spring bran, to arrive, per ton._......_....____- 14. 62 17.25 | 18 percent .._......... 25 per cent Do. 
71. Millfeed, winter wheat, per ton -......-.......2222 2222222. | 15. 50 18.00 | 16.1 percent ._...__.. WB asa samank teas Do. 
72. Nice feed, middlings in sacks, to arrive, ton__........... 16. 50 24.50 | 48 per cent......._.- onal Do. 
73. Nice feed, S. C. meal—spot .........---.----------------00 | 25.00 SE: 1 PIII vind oncecckignsMinsekadeeutanedl Do. 
5 Pearl barley—kegs 100 EE MOC circ nknsrcnwadsadanee obad 3.75 3.87} | 3§ percent -........-- 200° . ge | New England Grocer. 
4%. Lambs, winter extra, per pound.......... .c..ccccceeeees. - 09} - 10} | 10} per cent.......... 100 per cent......... Do. 
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Price Price | | | ‘ 
average) | (average) | Per cent of advance Effect of the Authority for prices, 
Articles ‘Wepeens. ‘Wonton. ton rie — : e Kinle y tar iff: duty market reports in trade 
ber, 1889. | ber 1891. increased. journals. 
reenact ~ ee inital - wo — a 
76. Lambs, yearlings, per 1 pound.....................-.....- #0. 08} $0. 7” | 20 percent -..- 100 per cent ..........| New England Grocer 
77. Lambs, spring. per 1 pound a es 10} 23.8 per cent dinate i eee a old Do. 
78. omens imilk, crown cases, 4 dozen Se cae tee 5.25 | 6. 5 dicks See cee Oe eee | Do. 
79. Twine, flax No. 9, } and } pound balls, [ee | -26 | 18 per cent eciemaias Wit pikecnenetn ait | Iron Age 
80. Twine fi x No. 9, } and } pound balls, B .......--------- .00 | . o4 Te Or CORG. 6.0 ceccnes aan eee Do 
81. Twine, No. 18, 3 and } pound balls, B. C.........---.-.-.-- . 21 | -22 | 4.7 per cent ..... Bs tee ne Do. 
82. ‘wine, flax No. 18, } and } pound balls, B.............---- 29 .32 | 10.3 per cent ......... a | EERE DE Do. 
83.“T wine, flax No. 264, mattress ............_...............-- .49 | -53 | 81 per cent ......- o-)---ee- a ee Do 
84. Twine, hemp, 2-ply, } and } pound spring eee 11} . 15} | 34 per cent-..- | oh ee a TS Do. 
Oh: rine, Retin. POG, 1b... ...n- csievicienecnnnnccene 11) . 153 | 35 per cent._......... Sa a i Do. 
86. Canned goods, apples quarte red, ee 3 per doze n. 1. 183 1.50 | 26.4 per cent -_..- 50 per cent =e New England Grocer. 
87. Canned goods, blueberries, 2-pound cans, per dozen----- 1.25 1.62 | 30 per cent sialatiidt aac NN ee ora eta Do. 
88. Canned goods, string beans, 2-p« und ¢ ans, per dozen _..-. - 90 1.15 | 27 per cent - oes --do aul Do. 
89. Canned goods, corn, 2-pound ans, per dozen ... 1.10 5 Bes fk. eee See Cs uacidouxanan Do. 
90. Canned goods, peas, early June. 2-pound cans, perd zen - 1. 62} S70) Fe Ee ncn ctieccliwnese ea a See Do. 
91. Canned goods, pears, 2-pound cans, per dozen. cae 1, 62) | SD tM III cn sins haa cco RE elecignt ts lcd eben Do. 
92. Canned goods, peaches, 3-pound cans, per dozen. .._.._- | 2.70 3.25 | 20 per cent .......... se ake acai ois Do. 
93. Canned goods, pineapples, 2-pound cans, per dozen..---- 2. 25 2.50 | 11 per cent .......... oi seca — Do 
94. Canned goods, strawberries, 2-pound cans, per dozer a 2. 12} 2.25 | 5.9 per cent Kea cee a irae cman Do 
9. Canned goods, squash, 3-pound cans, per dozen .......... 1.35 eee eee oe ga ar Do. 
i aI a i ses penile wry 6c weieg acces eenlatanods a 05 08; | 75 per cent -..... 100 per DHE Gon ccs Do 
pe IE III a 8 ei 8 a oe 13} .19 | 40.7 per cent ___. 25 per cent _.........- Do 
98. Macaroni, French, in 1l-pound papers. -..........-....-..-]} O08} -11} | 36.3 per cent -... Free to2 cents per lb Do 
99. Macaroni, Italian, in Il-pound eer TS ---~--------+--2-200- | .10 ‘11h 12} per cent......... | EE oe Do. 
100. Macaroni. Sicily, in l-pound papers, L. & P_....._ ‘114 :12} 37 7 per cent ___.. : SAA Do. 
101. Patent leather ...................-.<-.... ae 2) |:17.6 per cent .......- “BO per cent ....... ... Shoe and Leather Re 
porter. 
102. Patent split .............- : 17 ee ke gd | eee eee acti ietehs Do 
103. Enameled leather ea .19 .85 84.1 pev cent lisse tga aectaiedees ee ciah oe 2 Do. 
eee . 033 038 - er cont ....... .--| % per cent ........... Do. 
105. Goring, 5-inch goods, cotton, per y ard 31! .35 per cent ....... 14 per cent ds Do. 
105. Goring, 5-inch goods, wool, per . 423 47} per cemt. ........ 85 per cent ........... | Do. 
107. Goring, 5-inch goods, silk, s ry Fare See 7} 70 yer cent. _........| Advance | Do. 
108. Duck, bleached, double thre 1d, brown | 15} | - 154 5OP OOS. ..... 266. 42 per cent | Do. 
109. Duck, bleached, double thre ad . Slate | 15s | He Scanned do cides oe | Do. 
110. Duck, bleached, double thread, russet.__- } - 15} 15} a ccaweed do | Do. 
111. Shoe laciugs, Paton’s superior porpoise __............---- } 4.25 | 4.50 | 5.8 per cent .......... 16 per cent.........../ Do. 
BER. OT Os, DOE OD ii awn nc ereiccdscsaccns ‘. | 56 | .91) | 63.3 per cent j From free to 36 per. Oil, Paint, and Drug Re- 
cent. porter. 
113. Paraffine oil, high arene, per gallon.-....... 19} } 20} | Sper cent.......... oy. eee Do. 
114. Paraffine oil, 28 eri ig eee - 08; | .09} | 5.8 per cent ........-. SUE = sian gspaesbneato Do. 
115. Paraffine oil, 23 24 gravity, per gallon ...............- - 11% 18% 1-17 per const........... 50 per cent........... New England Grocer ° 
116. Candles, parafi be , 4s ane 6s, per pound. ...............<<. . 094 . 097 | 2.6 per cent ..........}.- . ee Do. 
117. Candles, patent sperm, 4s ona mm, DOr Pama . ......-. <<<. 354 40 | ine per Comte ...<..-..}.... PP icccnesacttesecs Do. 
A38. Barrios, DENS WRiIte, ON GON. oon cas ic ice cdc cc ccusscsvaces 18.75 19.00 | 1.3 per cent ......-..- 2 per cent ........... Do. 
119. Barytes, domestic floated. per ton _.................-...- 29. 00 31.50 | 8.6 per cent __...-. See eee Do. 
10). French chalk, “Paic,” per powad......:.................- O14 Oly, 10.5 per cent__....-.-- 33.3 per cent ........ } Do 
SOP EON coe St re goatee cee tect aie 25 037} | 17 percent .__.__-- Sper cent ........... | Do. 
122. Calomel, domestic, per pound.-..............- 74 78 5.4 per cent ........ se dain recap ela nice | Do. 
123. Isinglass. Russian, per pound 3.62 | 4.123 | 16 per cent..........- “10° per cent ....... ; Do. 
124. Carbonate of potash . 053 054 | 7.4 per cent .......... 5 per cent ....... | Do. 
125. Sago flour (sizimg).................... we .03f | 18 percent __.| From free to 2cents | Do. 
} per pound. 
126. Sol e blue, green shade 2.75 3.00 | Oper cent............ Advance ....... | Do. 
27. Rosin oil 1.07} 1.35} | 26.3 per cent = Me dccees ‘ Do. 
| | fia oe ’ Sakae ae incall 
Com) mn Of wi le prices of common commodities, showing per cent of advance in price and effect of the McKinley tariff’, September, 1890 and 1891. 
Average | Average | | re , -; See . 
se Se ee Rei advanca | Effectof the McKin- Authority for prices, 
Articles -“—~ ——— won Pi Per cent oF aavene | ley tariff: advance | market reports in trade 
a r — | in price. in duty. journals. 
| 
Cotton ties fo vliy ON nS gn Na ah et oe eee | 25 DOP CRG cnncosiun 200 OP OONS << scaseuns | 
Cheese, factory choi r pound ee os ciel $0. 14 $0. 144 | 3} per cent ....-. RS | ee | Boston Advertiser 
Cheese, New York anu Vermont dairy. zood to choice. per 18} .19 | 3 per GODS - cvuinivadualsond a diate a ate Uti d | Do. 
ound 
Che: » choice Northern factory, per pound... 7 ieee 093 00) | 4 per ont... .5.50.2.].. 260: do .---------| New England Grocer 
Cheese, choice Northern factory twins. per pound_._.-....-- | . 09} . 103 | S per cent...........- HOO cocticewewccncs | Do. 
Cheese, good, per poun a a a ae . 08} 08} 3 per cent. vesbaleaened CO ncosndssendaeue Do. 
Cheese, Western choice, per pound SGiitcaden eviaieiadl . 08} 08} ee OE CONES nc ccc ctaleccun ED a natinauecddusemat Do. 
Chee SAGO, POF POUNG... ....-- .. nccncccacn . “a | .10 - 10} | 21 per cent aaah RP cccteeeas*acus Do. 
Butter, », new, per Ec cop homra dare niceties inoteiead uae 27 3 15 per oom bia sedan a iciaa aaa ataeaeed Do. 
Butter, } thern creat ", second, per pound ‘ ht - 20} | 23 lt Bee GOING: sca sencentunn ~~ evonnvonael Do. 
Butter, Western creamery, second, per pound ............--- Se Ecomcoe aio tara egeie os Cnet iuceminiabin eas Do. 
Butter, fancy dairy, per p oun -24 | 11 per cent aja ..do . pad a ema Do. 
Butter, choice dairy, per poun ; PENSE OSES Ok 1 Te Oe COs ness cect OP cusdiccesencdae Do. 
Butter, We stern imitation ana ry, per pound... ..... ‘ alOn | Bee DONS} cctindcucoPaaencn ot a ee Do. 
Butter. wked, per pound 18 9 per cent = ee a i a Do. 
Butter, butter. per pound.___.- Na bebe See a 15 | 42 per cent...........|. OO 6 cote wiameies Do. 
Pea bei ifornia hand picked, ] Sa seittininnemeete | em! Lae 240° i Boston Advertiser. 
Peas ? ern, per bushel a nde ae ee eee | 1.00 | 8 percent -._..... Sa, | Ree | Do. 
Pe ern, per bushe ie 1.17 IZ PETCONS .......nc0 cae cece aipatmaineneds Do. 
Hay » prin per ton 7 s a E.OU 1 7 DOr CONG S. ecscaneen 300 DOT COREG .. nnccvens Do. 
Hay » good, per ton in sngaiamenteeekanl } 15. 50 10 par cent ........ ee ie eh Stel Do. 
Hi: oO nat per ton | 12, 50 ods eS Se | ER AE a | Do. 
Cx n kiln dried, for export, per barrel 3.07) | 19 per cent a Se > teks ownce wnat Do 
( ag mee, WOT DOETEL .. -cicnwcnccences ens 1.49 | 30 per cent UN ob ediaidhieees whee Do. 
Cr l, choice granulated, per barrel cami taed al ei 4.12} | 25 per cent SDN cache esieatiieh Staal Do. 
Pe x cuts, per 100 pounds pins ant ae ta Soe | 15.37 | WOE CONS c. cndiencccl sn ccce OP ..3 cauebc asics Do. 
Pork, short cuts, per 100 pounds. ...........0..-..-cc0--- F | 15, 62 ) | SS aN Do. 
Pork, backs, per 100 pounds_...........--- ‘ _| 15.87 | 17 per cent .........-.. Pc cpasecsianan Do. 
i lean, ends, per 100 pounds -__.....----- et ot a oe 17.12 | 30 per cent ss asulieneliaingee ee sc waanmandes Do. 
P 1 per 100pounds _.__.....-...---------- oe oa Cees 13. 50 8 per cent - = Pe Ae Do. 
Por] ‘ A RENO EI i Pee ed oon oes 14.50 | 16 per cent --- edie ee, once ess Do. 
Por 1 oe Fe ene a EES Pe 12. 00 | 4} per cent Rexsos OR a Do. 
Por) rib, per pound as oe ae ee eee aa as a 10} | W per cent .....- .do vevkink pane Do. 
Pork, sausage. per pound...... ene conn nnee cece ccccee .09) | 11 per cent -.- ao Re Les Do. 
Hams, sm« isi lers, per pound.......-------ccccceceeee .08) | 9 per cent .- __..| 150 per cent .......-.- Do. 
Hams, corned, pe yund PAPUA RRS ie PETS OF | Tee Cent..............].< 2.60 Nas uarig rs Do. 
Hams,smoked rit Se ae es ae .08 | 6.6 per cent .._..-- done Oe cs do cenneeaeen Do. 
Hams, pressed, per EER A SEO UR EST. 12/9 Dee COU seo ces sees a i tutl co skankeon Do. 
Corn beef, extra pl a » and extra famil y per 100 pounds ---.-. 11.75 | 34 per cent........... | 100 Per CONE .....<sa0- Do. 
Corn beef, plate, per 100 pounds ...... 2... Jhectannne amen 11.26 | @ per cent.........-- aeccte Pi essceviawice Do. 
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Comparison of wholesale prices of common commodities, etc.—Continued. 
Average Average » ; Effect of the M Aut? -j 
/ price, Sep- price, Sep er cent of advance | “y" eee ae : 
Articles. I" tember, 5 tember, ix 1 ‘pri 1c< ley ai = , mat n trad 
1890 | 1891. ee 
<smsittinineiitialgicaaiiiiatiiigiina tallies — . econo 
Corn beef, extra mess, per 100 pounds.-_........--- bicie dace $07. 50 209. 75 ) per cent 100 pe ; ‘ . f 
Corn beef, mess, per 100 pounds-.-.....-----..-- Si ia ae ! 7.09 1,25 do o ? Ne f 
Corn beef, hams, per barrel _. - ae Saee . 16. 00 18. 00 12 per cer . do ‘tas ; 
Corn beef, tongue, _s a a SS oR a eee | 18.75 | 24. 00 2 per cent - do : Do i 
Tripe, half barrel .. .-..-...- -- .-4---22--4---«+-<--- are 32 3. 62 il per cent .__...___- __do Do 
Fresh beef, choice ste¢ , per pound - hae ee | . 073 . 094 | 21 per cent an do a Do 
Fresh beef, good snedium. Der Wem. 2.2... 2-5 Se OF | -O7} | 17 per ce aS do aa Do 
Cc RR eS) ee ee 0573 06; | 6 per cen ios do } D 
Fresh beef, extra heavy hinds, per pound _-_. ee . : .10 12; | 15 per cent _........-- SO a ae olen Do 
Fresh beef, good medium, pr roe sat deadline nk O95 | 1h] SS do } Do 
Fresh beef, heavy fores, pe: ind % a 0D | 053 ) f. | a oe _.do Do 
Fresh beef, common to good le res, per pound atl cit ants - O43 O45 | 8 per cent re BO cena De 
Fresh beef, light fores, per pound nae a Sees | - 03% | . 04 14 per cent : do Nd Do 
Fresh beef, rattles, per pound 7 ; ; } . O24 . O4 % per cent........... Jae eae Do 
Weel, FeSteen TACT, DOT POU «gc cccitncadcsccecescsncsccee . 093 . 10} 10 per cent. -_. cans do ie Do 
Veal, others, per pound een Uiiscesialeeationa = . 064 O07 7 per cent... .- do 7 Le ae Do 
Veal, choice Brightons, per pound ela a 09} | . 10) 104 per cent oe aa? 2 i De ; 
Fish, cod, large Georges, packed, per pound cata ar : 055 | 068 | 174 er ¢ ent... ak do Se New England Grocer f 
Fish, cod, boned, pure Georges, per pound SERPS A ee | -O8} | .08; | 4.3 per cent _._..._.- _.ao oN Do 
Fish, smoked medium herring, per box ca sams amos -19 | 5) per cent ; do ee Do 
Fish, smoked medium herring, No. 1 small, per box __-- a 17 1 3 pe r cent ; -sisalcasail a: cig = Do 
Pickles, sweet, mixed, per barrel anes | 17. 00 6p er cent 30 per cent | Do 
Pickles, Crosse & Blackwell's, quart “4 dozen in cases. a 5. 90 8 percent _.__- aii do , | Do 
Pickles, Crosse & Blackwell’s, pints, ‘SB domen in cases } 3.50 | 9 percent a ‘ do RC Do 
Pickles, Crosse & Blackwell's pints, 8 dozen in cases-_--_-- 2.10 16 per cent ois } do he } Do 
Wheat, germ meal, Fould’s, 24 2-pound packages cascaal 2.70 | 8 percent ___.. 2» per cent } Do 
Cracked wheat, Bowdlear, per barrel 200 poumds._........__-- } 6.50 | 4 percent section ee eae Do 
Cracked wheat, Bowdlear, per 105-pound papers. _.._...- 2.45 | 3 percent es do aan ; Do 
Shoe buttons, J. P. No. 1, red label, per gross. -._.........- 2. 00 19 per cent seca Increase __.. | Shoe and Leather Re- 
| porter 
Shoe buttons, J. P. No. 2, green label, per gross lei 6 per cent... sib a ss Do 
Shoe buttons, F. F. K. machine buttons, bulk adieu 9 per cent bina ci aciac : Do 
Shoe buttons, F. F. K. machine buttoms, card __.-...-..-- {8 per cent ‘ ak Do 
Serge, 18-thread, per yard i ; eae tial ‘do Ee . Do 
Serge, 16-thread, per yard oes niall tite ae ‘ 4 per cent._....- ...d0 a are Do 
Serge, 14-thread, lasting, per yard. -..................-...-. vi 24 per cent ai do oe aad Do 
Serge, 12-thread, lasting, per yard aici ai titans toe ael .674 | 21 per cent iid tane SEES Do 
Shoe drills, 500, bleached, per yard -U09 as per cent. .......... oO 2, Do 
Shoe drills, 500, brown, per yard..._.................--.-..-... . 09 23 per cent......... do Do 
Fortland cement, barrels 2 ae ‘ : 2. 40 3 per cent.....- : — Commercial Bulletin 
The McKinley tariff has aivanced the dut y on fiax, not hi wckled, 12 per cent., On hackled 68 per cent., and on manufactured from flax about 20 
per cent. American linen manufacturers using imported flax make the below-named articles, and to smali de have increased prices as follows 
Linen towels, per dozen i ; — 1.00 1.25 | 25 per cent 
Si tc ee ar 2 ara carer cena lair inert creda arasceee Sesser 1. 50 1.70 13 per cent. 
Do s 2, 0O 14 per cent.___. ae Za c 
Huck. towels, per dozen . 2. 30 15 per cent_- a cn neil enh ek apes cmuiicel 
ND Saag aes we 3. 85 If per cent a aoe | 
Napkins, per dozen a cnirneedaa aaa . 82 1.07 per cen : | 
Table damask, per yard ae . india ancinekeieg aah 20 r 16 per cent 
Do pe cae sciasibediasiepid aa tigtociaieoaaaaa nial tsiabiennimaiaias cael oO | .do be Pauakaes nae 
Do ; EE ata } . 40 t 15 per cent nde = Sal 
Linen towelings | . 05 05} 5 per cent wi ea ; 
Do Ae 07 083 | 17 per cent--- p nes eee ae ee 
ree a a a 10 . 10) 12 per cent 2 
Do . arinlammseni 12 . 13¢ | 10 per cent_.......-. 
Chenille table covers .75 1.00 | 33 per cent 
Do . 1.50 1.75 16 per cent 
Table cloths, eacl 7 | 90 20 per cent 
I aa arian iiaetiaiaaiisd 1.00 } 1.15 15 per cent 
Do . diane a ah : i é nos 1.25 1. 40 ie per Cems... «<<... 
In reg ee es vbove, the St vens linen works refuse to quote prices except to the trade; they, however, admit that th 8 
McKinley law went into effect, or a short time before, and that those prices stan i unchanged 
AGS TSE, Gl, Ta, ROAD cana cc ckictsencsusmas aire ae ee ae $2. 60 26 per cent esas 140 per cent : Dennison & ¢ 
Tissue paper, 90X, ream sie wicss acne <n bataaiaeaabinars acne weed 3.50 | 27 per cent chee do Do 
Tissue paper, B. Reis IIs SION he cicaccnsictiatatasiaiinasindeiaii aaa | 3.75 25 per cent_-_... 7 do... Do 
ENS Wen dae Gig SOO. 2, POW a5. ccc uncncquncnasawsdascauees 175 | 5, 50 Mn NE UN ds tienes Pcs ee ’ Do 
Tissue paper, 3 Seis eter aera Sinead theists 6.00 | 6.75 12 per cent__._... ( Do 
“Of 120 grades of tissue paper, 5 only are cited, but in every case the wholesale and retail price has been advanced about 20 1 ntona verag iS 
shown by Dennison & Co.’s printed price list. His last list is headed thus: ‘Owing to the increase in the duties on tissue papers, under the McKinley 
we are forced to make new price on tissues as below.’”’ 
Mr. VEST. If time permitted I could produce extract after | It has naturally been an object with many branch » sh 
extract from various trade journals, showing that material has | ;2°% eee os Bow Se ee ee een ae 
1 : ‘ - t lonIsts p > archants § ng th sta ne ot 
greatly deteriorated since the passage of the McKinley act. ffect. In looking into some of these statements the fact has been brought 
Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will permit me, right in the line | out that not only did the new tariff bill produce “ McKinley prices,” bu 
of what he has been saying, as one of the results of the provi- | (pat nas aise race oo wntotenix Lili figures has caused a deterioration 
h4 7 : . . . tv ee , 4 ‘ vy « ant te ya se UL i S t ‘ l 
sions of the McKinley tariff act in producing a deterioration in | of the quality of many goods. 
the quality of goods in order to meet the higher prices demanded This is known among dealers, as has been learned in the course of exten 
for them, I will ask, with the Senator's permission, to have in- | © ane Wile 2 acleamrinen ee ee eoeee eee 
serted in his remarks an article from the New York Eve ning ully the ne replies were made by wholesalers and retailers alik 
Post on the tariff tax paid in quality, based upon interviews ae ee jth - ‘era Nee —— - = au tele vs ee ordi 
» y . sate . nary clothing which had been affected by the McKinley bill. The reply 
with - re -hants, proving the truth of the statement made hy the from one of the best-known retailers of this city, was a courteous after ‘ 
writer of the article. | give the considered information, but it was coupled with the statement that 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. | any comparative table would be utterly misleading and practically valu 
The article is ¢ , arene | less. His statements, in effect, were as follows: 
Che article is as follows: While the McKinley bill had in many instances raised the price of articles 
TARIFF TAX PAID IN QUALITY—A DEVICE TO EVADE THE ISSUE OF M’KIN | ®5 Purchasers were aware, its results had been quite as tive in another 
LEY PRICES—ORDERS TO MANUFACTURERS TO DEGRADE QUALITIES IN | WY. Ina word, there had been a gradual change and adjustment to meet 
ORDER TO KEEP DOWN THE COST TO CONSUMERS—SOME EXAMPLES— the McKinley bill, not so much by any general advance in pi ices of goods, as 
WHY CONSUMERS HAVE HAD NO BENEFIT FROM THE ABNORMAL PRODU¢ by a deterioration in the quality of the goods themselves. There had been 
TION OF COTTON AND WOOL. a change not only in prices, butin quality. Goods had been degraded, and ? 
Since the last Congressional elections there has been a d isposition on the “cheaper” stuff substituted for the “dearer” stuff. The merchant con 


part of practical Republican politicians to deny that the Mc Kinley bil l in 
creased prices, notwithstanding Senator ALDRICH’s admission that “for a 
time’’ prices must be higher under such legislation, and Maj. MeKinley’s | 
own declarations in favor of dearness as an Amer ican characteristic to be 
cultivated. 

The parts of the report of the Senate Finance Committee on the effect on | 


tinued 
THE CHANGE TO “CHEAPER” GOODS 





To give you a comparison of prices on the same or similar f good 
| would be impossible. I have in mystore to-day hardly a line ods of th 
| same class as I had before the McKinley bill was passed n found 





that if we had been selling a dress goods, say for #1 a yard before the McKin 


prices of tariff legislation which have been published have had this purpose. ' ley bill, there was a strenuous objection, especi ully ‘ft m women, when we 
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attempted to charge more for the identical goods. What could we do? We 
asked the manufacturers if they would not make us a line of goods as nearly 
like the old line as possible and to sell for the same price. As there was in- 
creased duty to pay, that meant a cheaper line of goods. There was not the 
slightest fraud. The manufacturer got no more profitnordid I, The people 
through the McKinley bill assented to increased duties, but objected to in 
creased prices. There was but one choice, to give ‘cheaper’ goods. 

This has been done in many ways. In the case of dress goods a fewer 
number of threads was used and lighter goods made. Then the coloring 
matter was inferior and the machines were driven at a higher speed, with 
the result of greater production at an expense of quality. In many cases it 
would take an expert to detect the difference. It exists, however, and can 
be told in the wearing qualities of the goods. People, although they can find 
ro particular cause for complaint, instinctively feel that they are being 
swindled. Senator CARLISLE, with a committee, came to me ona similar 
object of inquiry and I made similar statements to him.” 

Other retailers made like statements. They said that the McKinley bill 
had brought about a change in quality rather than in prices. 

DEPENDENCE OF AMERICAN PROSPERITY ON BRITISH DEPRESSION. 


Among the wholesale trade there was practically the same reply. One 
man, a protectionist, already referred to, insisted that the foreign manufac- 
turers paid the duties; that owing to ‘depression in Europe, they preferred 
to sell to America at a loss rather than to close their mills. He was asked 
how it would be when European prosperity permitted the sale of native 
goods in Great Britain at a profit, thus withdrawing from America the priv- 
ilege of buying goods at less than cost price. The reply was a reluctant ad- 
mission that then the McKinley bill would really advance prices. 

Among those who have furnished much information to Senator VEST and 
to WILLIAM M. SPRINGER and various members of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, is Daniel McKeever of No. 476 Broadway. Said Mr. McKeever: 

‘It is quite true that many people are obliged to wear ‘cheaper’ materials 
at the same price on account of the McKinley bill. The foreign consu)ner 
gets only the benefit of the reduction in price of woolen and cotton. Cotton 
Was never socheap as at the present time, and wool is also very cheap, largely 


owing to the heavy Australian clip. With cotton and wool so abnormally | 


cheap, why should not clothing be cheap? Senator ALDRICH, in his report, 
— with great satisfaction to the fact that under the McKinley act many 
kinds of cloth and clothing in general have not been advanced in price, and 
in a few instances have even slightly declined. Why should there not be a 
large decrease in price with cotton below the cost of production? 

‘But have we got the benefit of cheap cotton and wool? We have not, but 
the foreign consumer has. With cheaper materials itis readily seen that it is 
practically an advance to sell goods at the same price. 

“INCREASED IMPORTS OF ‘ CHEAP’ GOODS. 


‘Still there have been many advances. Certain woolens that cost 4 cents a 
yard less in England two years ago than now, cost here 50 cents a yard more 
now. Others have increased 40 cents in the two years. I maintain that peo- 
ple nowin many instances get ‘cheaper’ goods at the same price as two 
years ago. This deterioration of goods is shown in the consular reports of 
Bradford, England. In May, 1890, there were exported to theUnited States 
£2,700 worthof cotton lining. In May, 1892, there were exported to the United 


States £14,400 worth of the same kind of lining. There was exported to the | 


United States in May, 1890, £180,000 worth of woolen lining, and in May, 1892, 
£94,000 of woolen lining. In other words, woolen lining had decreased to 
one-half, while the cheaper substitute had increased more than fivefold. 
That was one of the results of the McKinley bill. In June, 1890, £4,000 of 
cotton lining were exported from Bradford to the United States, and in June, 
1892, £12,500. The relative tigures for woolen linings were £250,000 and £92,- 
000.” 

Mr. McKeever showed a sample of worsted which serves as the working- 
man's holiday suit, on which the price in England had been decreased 12 
cents in the last two years, but Which had increased 13} cents in this coun- 
try, making a virtual increase of 25 cents a yard. This is one of the many 
cases Where the foreign consumer gets the benefit of the low cost of cotton 
and wool, but where the American consumer does not. It will explain in 
many instances why certain goods do not seem to have been advanced in 
price. The fact that many people get absolutely cheaper goods will explain 
the same thing in other instances. Mr. McKeever continued: 

LIGHTER WORSTEDS. 


* Instead of people being able to buy worsted suits of 16 to 18 ounce weight 
goods, they are obliged to pay the same price for goods weighing from 12 to 
14 ounces, and lined with cotton instead of wool. There is this same differ- 
ence in weight in many instances in outer garments. That in many cases 
has been the result of the McKinley bill. Where decreased cost in raw ma- 
terials did not allow the manufacturer to offset its workings an inferior 
quality of goods was made. In many cases, of course, there has been a 
marked and appreciable increase in the price of goods.”’ 

Another importer said: “There is no doubt that the McKinley bill has 


been met by the device of making an inferior quality of goods. Here isa | 
sample of goods that I buy in England for 44 cents a yard. The English wo- | 


man pays 75 cents a yard retail. I pay 4¢ cents for it, then I pay 33 cents 
pound-weight duty, 22 cents ad valorem duty, 3 cents to get the stuff, then 10 


per cent commercial cost, making a total of $1.12. Suppose the retailer | 


makes the same per cent profit here as in England, then the American wo- 
man will pay $1.87} per yard for what the English woman pays 75 cents a 
yard.” 

INFERIOR CHEAP DRESS GOODS. 

In dress goods it was said there had been the same kind of degredation, 
especially in some of the more common fabrics. In many kinds of cash- 
meres an inferior grade had been substituted at the same prices as before 
the McKinley bill, because, as it was alleged, women would not submit to 
an advance. 


In ivory Buttons it was said that on account of the practically prohibitive | 
duty a vegetable ivory was being used. Samples were also shown where | 


thinner pieces of real ivory were used. 

Said another merchant; ‘*The cry was raised that ‘cheap clothing makes 
cheap men,’ but I hardly think that the American people will tolerate a doc- 
trine of dearness which simply means an increased price for the same quality 
of goods.” 


Mr. VEST. 
with me is worth all the theory in the world in regard to this 
tariff matter. [have heard so much theory,so much speculation, 
and so much generalization that I distrust to a considerable ex- 
tent all of it. [would rather have the practical experience of 
a single merchant or consumer, whom I[ knew to be reliable, 
than all the theories that could be advanced. 


Take the single article about which we have heard so much | 


and upon which there is an enormous increase in the tariff duty, 
buttons, which enter into the every-day life of the poorer classes 
of people throughout the country. 
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In talking with a colleague here as to the practical operations 
of the tariff act, we concluded to apply to merchants in this city, 
und -r the shadow of the Capitol, toascertain what had been the 
effect of the McKinley act. We applied t» a firm which both 
retails and wholesales, and they arealsoimporters. So the Sen- 
ator from Texas[Mr. MILLS]and 1 went to Woodward & Lothrop, 
the largest wholesale and retail dealers in dry goods in this city. 
I believe they are high tariff menand Republicans; I have heard 
so, though I never inquired into that. We submitted to them 
the question in regard to the effect of the duty imposed by the 
McKinley act upon buttons, taking the line of buitonsin ordinary 
use by the people, and here is their reply, made out by Mr. Wood- 
ward: 

Lines— 

The Senator from Rhode Island will understand what I mean— 


Lines. 


8-10.| 12. ] 14 | 16 | 18 | 20 | 2 | 24. 
Oo ge i ta =e rore Ube a | | 
Former cost, duty paid ....... 80.45 80.45 ($0.50 #C. 45 |90.50 |80.50 $0.50 30.70 
Present cost, duty paid ...._.- | . 80 -90 | 1.00 | 1.00 | 1.04 | 1.16 | 1.20 | 1.25 
| | | } 


That is worth more than all the learning of the schools as to 
the practical operations of this law. We are told now that this 
act will accomplish the extraordinary feat, unheard-of before in 
economic history, of putting up the price of labor and putting 
down the price of the product; yet right here, at our own door, 
as to an article which is used by every man, woman, and child 
in the United States, we find that it has more than doubled in 
price to the actual consumer right here under the shadow o/ the 
Capitol and within reach of the statue of Freedom which pr- sides 
over it. What does the Senator from Rhode Island say to that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not hear the statement. The Senator 
from Missouri referred to some newspaper article; I think proba- 
bly the quotation may have been taken from some Sunday paper 
in Boston, possibly the Globe. 

Mr. VEST. Itwas from the Boston Advertiser and the Ameri- 
can Grocer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It quotes those papers as authority. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator can disprove it if he pleases; he has 


| the opportunity. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri stated that I was 
a lawyer, but I am not. I think, however, I have heard the 
maxim falsus in uno, falsus inomnibus. I have shown that every 
statement presented the other day in the speech of the Senator 
from Missouri was at wide variance with the facts. I do not 
propose to follow that up indefinitely. I stated that this mis- 
representation was perennial. There are hundreds of men en- 
gaged in every community all over the United States in getting 
up just such statements as that. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Iam not aware tha! the State of 
Rhode Island can produce any man whose ipse dixit will avail 


| against anybody's assertions to the extent of shutting out all tes- 


i : 
| timony. 





Mr. President, one ounce of actual experience | 








Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island has made a:ser- 
tion after assertion without proof. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I furnished the proof for every one. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, he has put in the evidence of men who were 
particeps criminis in trusts, men who made the trust, men who 
are the criminals themselves, and who say now they have iioth- 
ing to do with the trust, and [ bring here the statement of the 
Cutlery Company, which hecan not deny, and confront him with 
their own testimony in 1890, and he says that they could not do 
what they wanted todo. They tried to steal, but they could not. 
That is the Senator’s argument. But when [ bring here proof 
from the firm of Woodward & Lothrop, in this city, given tothe 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] and myself, the Senator from 
Rhode Island says he does not hear that. His ears are stuffed 
with cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
buttons have advanced in price. 
that pearl buttons have advanced. 

Mr. VEST. Whatadvanced them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty. Pearl buttons had bsen made, in 
Austrian prisons before the passage of the act of 189), by the most 
degraded set of people in the world and at prices for wages which 
no American could afford to take. 

More than seventy-seven establishments are now running in 
the United States producing pearl buttons by American labor. 

Mr. VEST. Still they charge for them three times what they 
are worth. 

The Senator admits that it was the duty which has increased 
the price. Iam glad he makes that admission. That explodes 
the old fallacy and humbug that the tariff has nothing to do with 
the price. We have always been told heretofore that it was the 
foreigner who paidit. The Senatorfrom Rhode Island once said, 


I now hear the Senator’s statement that pearl 
Thave no doubt about the fact 
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and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has repeated it | Fifty-first Congress when the tariff bill was under discussion, in which you 


here over and over again, that the importer paid the increased 
price for the privilege of getting into our markets. Now the 
Senator admits, like an honest man, that the price has been ad- 
vanced because of the duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri actually proved 
that that was the fact by his own argument. 


| 


Mr. VEST. I thoughtI had proved it long ago, as a matter | 


of course. Iam glad to hear the Senator, who is an expert in 
this matter, say that is the resuit as to one article anyhow. If 
there is any man in the United States idiot enough to believe 
that the tariff is put on for any other purpose except to increase 

rices to the consumer, he ought to be disfranchised for life. 

fe would be a disgrace to the suffrage of this country. If itis 
not put on for that purpose, what is it put on for? Is it put on 
for spectacular or ornamental purposes? What is it put there 
for if it is not to put up prices to the consumer? 

The Senator from Rhode Island has made some reference to 
Mr. Daniel J. McKeever. I wrote to Mr. McKeever that the 
Senator from Rhode Island denied his statement. I knew in ad- 
vance he would doit. The Senator says he isnota lawyer. He 
has all the habits of alawyer. I thought I recognized in him a 
brother of the same profession. [Laughter.] SolI got ready for 
himinadvance. I wrote to Mr. McKeever, and here is his reply: 

NEW YORK, July 12, 1892. 

My DEAR Sir: I have your favor of yesterday, and also the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD with copy of your speech on the tariff. Of course it is very 
easy for Mr. ALDRICH tosay my statement is untrue, but that does not make 
itso. There is no question whatever that the prices to the foreign consumer 
on all dry goods have decreased. The reason is the immense depreciat ic m 
in the price of cotton and the large reduction in the price of wools. Togive 
you data of the prices paid here and in England on dry goods would not be 
practicable, because ‘‘dry goods”’ covers a vast number of articles, and Ican 
only speak of course of such articles as I deal in. 

The statement I prepared for Mr. SPRINGER is correct, and to-day if I were 
to prepare a simiiar one it would show more unfavorable to the American 
consumer, because, even since I prepared that statement to Mr. SPRINGER, 
the foreign prices have fallen off considerably. . 

As an illustration of how the foreign consumer gets the benefit of the re- 
duced prices in cotton and wool, yet owing to the workings of the McKinley 
bill the American consumer does not, Iinclose you a sample of a worsted 
coating used very largely for workingmen’s suits, weighing 16 ounces to the 
running yard and 56 inches wide. 

There itis. There is the article. (Exhibiting.) 

These goods cost in England early in 1890 3s 2d, or, say, 77 cents in Ameri- 


can currency, per yard. Under the act of 1883 this stuff would cost, landed | 


here, about #1.29 per yard net. This same article is purchased to-day in 
England at 2s. 8id. or, say, 65 cents, still under the act of October 1, 1890, it 
costs, landed here, net, $1.42}, so that, although wool has decreased and the 
foreign consumer gets the benefit of such reduction, yet the American con- 
sumer has to pay to-day as much, if not more, than he did under the high- 
priced wool and cotton. 
Yours, truly, 
DANIEL J. MCKEEVER. 
Hon. G. G. VEST, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. President, we have heard here over and over again that 
the effect of the McKinley act was to decrease prices, and, as I 


asserted and made me believe that the foreigners paid ourtaxes. I also read 
your speech as presiding officer of the Republican national convention at 
Minneapolis, in which you asserted again that the foreigner paid our taxes. 
My mother sent me a dozen pair of socks from Ireland a few days ago, each 
pair being worth about 20 cents. My cousin, who brought them to me, had 
to pay 25 cents a pair tariff duties on the socks at the New York custom- 
house. Will you please be kind enough to tell me to what foreign govern- 
mentI shall apply to have that % refunded to me? If the foreigner pays 
the tax, as you say he does, I am entitled to get my money back, but I do 
not know just exactly to what foreign government to apply, and Il hope you 
will be kind enough to inform me by return mail. 
* Yours truly, 
MICHAEL DORAN. 

“Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY.” 

This is a very pretty little object lesson, and should not b2 lost sight of by 
people whoare laboring to understand the tariff question 

[ have no doubt the Senator from Rhode Island will answer 
that. He will show beyond any question here that the tariff 
duty was not 25 cents a pair: he will show that it was 15 cents, 
or 10 cents, or perhaps 5 cents a pair. [Laughter.] But the 
principle remains. Where is Michael Doran to get his money 
back? He has paid the money and got the socks, and now he 
simply asks, for information,to what foreign government he shall 
apply in order to have his money refunded. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from Missouri please read Mr. 
McKinley's reply? 

Mr. VEST. If it ever comes, I will. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the duties upon hardware, to 
which I alluded a few minutes ago. As I said,I can only obtain 
information sporadically. [ have no bureau to help me. [have 
no asscciation of protected manufacturers to assist me. I can 
simply make inquiries on the highways and byways, and occa- 
sionally find a witness who can give me information. Here isa 
letter from Mr. Saxton, who has been greatly maligned in the 
Senate as an importer. He is at the head of the firm of Alfred 
H. Field & Co. He says: 

NEW YORK, July 1, 1592. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I have yours of 23th ultimo, received thls morning 
Iam unable to go into the matter you write about as thoroughiy as I 
would like. I am temporarily somewhat of an invalid. and two of my force 
who could render me etficient help are away sick. I therefore do the best I 
can under the circumstances. I inclose you a prospectus of The United 
States Cutlery Company, a new combine or trust made possible by the Mc- 
Kinley bill. You will be interested in reading the document and comparing 
its statements of great prosperity before as well as after the passage of the 
McKinley bill with the statements made before the House committee of the 
last Congress. It was then their interest to claim the largest possible in 
vestment of capital and the smallest possible production. 

You will no doubt remember I demonstrated beyond any doubt whatever 
that their claim of production was enormously too little: whether they placed 
their investment at too higha figure or not I have nomeans of determining. 
At any rate, the combined investment of the four companies, Miller Bros. 
Cutlery Company, New York Knife Company, Ulster Knife Company. i. e. 


| Dwight Divine, and the Walden Knife Company, according to their own 


said, to put up the price of labor. Mr. McKeever states here | 


that the foreign prices have fallen off, and he gives the specific 
fall in the prices of that article of goods in England. If they 
have fallen it is because cotton has gone down in price and wool 
has gone down in price, and we all know that tobe the fact. But 
does the tariff permit that to go to the benefit of the American 
consumer? Does the tariff permit the American consumer to 
participate with the foreign consumer in the benefits that come 
from the decreased price of this article? On the other hand, 
the actual proof shows that the price, while it has gone down in 
England, has gone up in the United States. 

If any additional argument were necessary upon the point con- 
ceded by the Senator from Rhode Island, I would read this slip, 
which I cut the other day from a paper, as to who pays the tariff 
tax. Itis so apposite to the whole question that I can not re- 
sist the temptation: 

WHO PAYS THE TARIFF TAX? 


There isa street-car driver in Washington named Mike Doran, says the 
Waghington correspondent to the Republic. He is a native of Ireland and 
has been in this country about six years. He isa pretty bright fellow, is a 


statement in 1890 was $400,000. (See Tariff Hearings. Committee Ways and 
Means, Fifty-first Congress, first session, Mis. Doc. 176, page 72 

I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will take it down so that 
he can refer to it. 

You see they are now offering this investment for sale for $1,600,000, or four 
times the amount of the original cost, and claim they can pay dividends of 
8 per cent on $800,000, and 15 per cent on $800,000, making 46 per cent on the 
original investment, and they claim, ‘The prices upon cutlery have never 


| yet reached those which could have been asked by the increased rate of 


tariff.” 

In other words, they have never put it up as high as the tariff 
justified, and yet they have made 46 per cent upon their invest- 
ment of $400,000! 


These fellows tried to make out before the Committee on Ways and Means 
that under the old tariff all the cutlery concerns were failing (see page 74. 
Tariff Hearings), and yet they say in their prospectus: “The business of 
these companies (manufacturing 65 per cent of all the pocket cutlery made 
here) has steadily increased year by year, and the net profits of these com 
panies for a period of over three years are largely in excess of the sum neces- 


| sary to have paid 8 per cent dividends upon $800,000 preferred stock (double 


close reader of the newspapers, and a careful observer of everything that is | 
going on. During the past year Mike has been paying a good deal of atten- | 


tion to the tariff question and has been led away by the theories of the Re- 
ublicans that protection was a good thing for the poor man and helped to 
eep up wages. 


An incident occurred within the past week or ten days that has made Mike | 


somewhat skeptical. He had been told, by the Republicans of course, and 
by McKinley in particular, that the foreigners paid our taxes. McKinley 
said so in his Minneapolis speech and Mike believed him at the time. About 
ten days ago a cousin of Mike’s arrived in this country. He brought a pres- 
ent from Mike’s mother to her son, consisting of twelve pairs of woolen socks 
which she herself knitted for him. It is safe to say that the value of the 
socks was about 20 cents a pair, but when Mike’s cousin arrived at the cus- 
tom-house he was assessed 25 cents a pair tariff duty on socks. When he 
came to Mike he showed his receipt from the custom-house officers for the #3 
that he had paid for the dozen socks, and Mike, of course, had to refund the 
money tohim. This set Mike thinking, and on the suggestion of a friend, 
with whom he conferred, he addressed the following letter to Governor Mc- 
Kinley on the subject: 


the amount of capital invested).”’ y s 

Linclose you copy of an article furnished the Evening Post, January 9, 
1892. This shows you the advances made up to January 15, 1891. These fig- 
ures are taken from actual purchases and quotations made to my house, and 
tell their own story. 

[Slip inclosed. ] 
A MKINLEY DEMOCRAT— PROTECTION STARTED A NEW INDUSTRY AT LIT- 
TLE FALLS, N. Y¥., AND MADE CONVERTS. 
COLUMBUS, OHIO, March 21, 

Governor McKinley has received a big pocket knife, the first made by the 
Cattaraugus Cutlery Company, whose factory was opened at Little Falls, 
N. Y.. asaresult of the McKinley law. With the knife came a letter say- 
ing: 

“TI voted the Democratic ticket for nearly thirty years, but a drive through 
New England in the year 1890, past idle cutlery factories in Bridgeport, Nau- 


| gatuck, Union City, and Torrington, together with the nearly paralyzed in- 


‘DEAR SIR: Tread your speeches in the House of Representatives during the | 


dustries of Lakeville, Northfield, Thomaston, and Shelburne Falls, convinced 
me of the error of my ways. 

“T found old friends, who were good mechanics in our line, driven by the 
cheap Dutch knives, which were on sale in every city and hamlet through 
which I passed, out of profitable employment and seeking work as common 
laborers, ditch-diggers, and coal-heavers. Grass grew around many of the 
doors of factories. 

** Passing through the towns, I heard Bill McKinley and the McKinley bill 
talked of on everyside. Iwas first convicted, then converted, and, like Saul 
of Tarsus, the scales fell from my eyes and I saw the parties contending 
over American industries in their true light. 

‘Thanks to your efforts, the McKinley law was enacted, and hard times in 
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our line of industry are past. Trade is good, wages are good, our little town 
has nearly doubled its population in two years, and we believe it will double 
again in two years more 

‘Hoping in the near future to address you at the Executive Mansion, W ash- 
ington, D. C., instead of Columbus, Ohio, we remain 

‘Yours sincerely, 
“J. B. F. CHAMPLIN, 
‘For Cattaraugus Cutlery Company.” 

The tbliowing shows the advances on breech-loading shotguns, the sorts 

used by the fellows who “ wear cheap clothes:”’ 


' 
Foreign Cost under Cost under 


cost. old tariff. new tariff. 





Cheapest breech-loading 





cheux action A $4 36. 00 $7.5 
Cheapest breech-loading shotgun, complete 

back-action locks : ea dae 6.10 8.50 10. 00 
Cheapest breech-loading shotgun, complete 

har locks __- E eatin take aaa 7.42 10. 40 14. 40 


| 
| 








There were four to one of these cheap guns sold to all others. The object 
ofthe American gunmakers was not to put the tariff where they could make 
these guns, for they do not intend to make them; but to put it where these 
guns could not come in, and compel purchasers to take their high-cost guns, 
the effect of which, no doubt, ts that lots of people go without these cheap 
gtins on account of the high cost under the McKinley bill, and the Ameri- 
can manufacturers sell some more of their higher cost guns than they other- 
wise would 

Linclose you a cutting containing a letter from Champlain, of the Catta- 
raugus Cutlery Company, which has its significance when compared with 
the statement in the prospectus of the United States Cutlery Company, as 
to the prosperity of cutlery manufacturers before the McKinley bill went 
into operation. Champlain made about all the money he has got in selling 
“cheap Dutch knives."’ He is now, however, thankful to McKinley for com- 
pelling all who buy his knives to put money in his pocket. 

As you are doubtless aware, I handle foreign goods for home trade and 
American goods for export trade. As I demonstrated in the last debate by 
imformation furnished Senator CARLISLE, I can purchase many sorts of goods 
for export much cheaper than they are selling to the home trade for. Iam 
Importing foreign goodsand paying the new duties (nearly 100 per cent) and 
freely marketing them at the advance cost and a proper margin of profit, 
and while the tariff considerably disturbed matters during 1890, mainly be- 
cause so many goods had been purchased on speculation to come in before 
the tariff went into operation, yet in 1892, so far, Lcan report that my sales 
have been 30 per cent to 40 per cent greater than for some years back, show- 
ing that the people are paying the extra cost whether the goods are imported 
or made here. 

As I am not, therefore, competent to intelligently go beyond the goods I 
handle, I am taking the liberty of sending your letter to my good friend, 





|} ture. 


| sold to Mexico, Australia, South Africa, and South America, 


Mr. I. W. Morton, of the Simmons Hardware Company, of St. Lonis, with | 


the request that he send you any information in his power. There is no 
doubt that in the main lines of hardware, which are made here, trade is very 
unsatisfactory. and this seems to be the case in all trades. I shall be very 
thankful when the Government can see its way clear tostop trying to regu- 
late the business interests of the country, leaving that to be regulated by 
the natural laws of trade and commerce, and confining itself to its proper 
functions of seeing that every man, woman, and child is properly protected 
in their pursuits and are placed on an absolute equality one with another. 
If I was a protectionist I should go in for Farmers’ Alliance. If any class 
of people need governmental aid more than another it is the farmer, I think. 
Very sincerely yours 
A. H. SAXTON. 

Hon. GEO. G. VEST. 

In addition to this, I desire to have printed in the RECORD 
the article sent by Mr. Saxton to the Evening Post, in regard to 
cutlery, to show other increases in price; also two letters from 
one of my constituents, of the Simmons Hardware Company of St. 
Louis, the largestestablishment of the sort in the United States. 
Mr. Morton is my personal and also my political friend, and he 
dissects absolutely and analytically the effect, in his line of busi- 
ness, of the McKinley act, and shows how an increase of prices 
has come upon all his importations to his customers in the West 
and Southwest. I shall not weary the Senate or myself by read- 
ing these letters 7n extenso, but will put them in the REcorRp for 
the adverse criticism of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

A FEW WORDS ABOUT CUTEERY. 
NEW YORK, January 9, 1892. 
To the Kiitor of the Et ng Fost: 

DEAR Sin: [notice in your issue of the 8th instant a letter from X. & Y. 
relative to a statement which appeared in the Press, that ‘“‘no one has heard 
of any advance in prices of cutlery in consequence of the McKinley bill.” 
it is a Well-known fact that about the time this bill went into effect the As- 
sociation of American Manufacturers of Cutlery was holding frequent ses- 
sions in New York with a view of “ regulating”’ prices, and as a result of 

heir conferences I submit some figures giving the details of afew patterns 
of American knives, as follows, viz: The prices I paid for them prior to Oc- 
tober &, 1890, and that which was fixed by the association at various times 
[Per dozen. ] 





. 
Prior to etober 10 a0 letoher 1a 12x | annary 1% on lAAc . 
October &, 1890, | Octeber 10, 18% _— » 1890. \Ja luary 15, 1891.!Advance. 
inlets ‘eeanalains ‘ 
Per ce nt. 
$1. 6 $1.75 #2. 00 82. 25 37 
>. O1 3.10 3.47 3.50 20 
3.75 } 3. 95 4. 05 4. 50 20 
4.25 | 4.50 5.13 6.70 60 
7. 65 8. 45 9.00 10. 00 33} 


These are no special cases; but a similar advance took place over the whole 
line of several hundred patterns, and as the McKinley bill became operative 
October 6, 1800, it is significant that within four days a marked increase in 
American goods was announced. When they reached the January prices I 
had but little interest in them, as I was convinced that the burden-bearing 
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consumer would rebel and either make his old knife whittle a little longer 
or go without, if asked to purchase at the retail prices which would pay 
the dealer a profit on the above costs. 

As an indication of the “ we-are-on-top-now ’’ position which the Associa- 
tion of American Cutlery Makers assumed, I will add that I was solicited 
to purchase goods at the advanced prices with the guaranty that if within 
areasonable time I could buy from any member of the association at less 
price L should be reimbursed any excess I had paid. 

Yours, respectfully, 
“CUTLER.” 


St. Louis, July 11, 1992. 


DEAR SiR: Mr. Saxton incloses me a letter to him asking for some infor- 
mation regarding the tariff on articles in our line, which letter should have 
been answered sooner had I not been away on a short vacation. Mr. Saxton 
informs me that he has given you full information in reference to cutlery 
and guns, and as you are thoroughly familiar with the tin-plate measure, it 
leaves little for me to say, inasmuch as we now import no articles of hard- 
ware whatever outside of cutlery and guns, with the exception of Peter 
Wright's anvils and Chesterman’s tape lines, both of which sell entirely on 
their name, they having a reputation of a century or more behind them. 

The position taken by the importers of cutlery is now thoroughly proven 
by the prospectus of the United States Cutlery Company, which, by the way, 
I notice with pleasure you made good use of in your answer to Senator HALE. 
I regret exceedingly that I can not give you any information that will be of 
any advantage to you whatever in regard to hardware, but the facts are that 
outside of perhaps four or five items, there is in my opinion, nonecessity for 
any protection, and my views in this particular are thoroughly concurred 
in by Mr. J. B. Sargent, of New Haven, Conn., who is the largest manufac- 


| turer of a general line of hardware in the United States, his several cata- 


logues, representing over a thousand pages of goods of his own manufac- 
It can be shown conclusively that hardly no items in our line need 
For instance, files, saws, and bolts are largely exported and are 
It goes with- 
out saying that this being the case, there ts no necessity for any protection, 
yet this protection is soextreme that in the case of boltsand files it amounts 
to as much as the goods are sold for in this market. To give you a clearer 
idea of this, I will take the article of files, and name the most staple in the 
list, from. 3} to 12 inches, which are viz: 


30 cents. 33 cents. 38 cents. 
Regular taper -__....3}-inch. 4inch. 4}-inch. 


35 cents. 75 cents. 
Wcents. Wcents. $1.03 


protection 


46 cents a dozen. 
5-inch. 














6! cents. $1.46 a dozen. 








I ited ecanisc aigatocekcoe 6-inch. 8-inch. 9inch. 10-inch. 12-inch. 
73 cents. $1.36 


Above these sizes { have placed the selling price of the manufacturers, 
which, by the way. is not a special one, but such as they sell regularly to 
the ordinary jobbing trade. Below I have placed the specifie duty on each. 
The relation of prices to duties would be about the same on fully seven- 
eighths of the entire line; that is, in point of value of purchase. 

On cut tacks the duty is nearly as great as the staple ordinary sizes, which 
comprise the bulk of the purchase on them, are sold for. 

Fine door locks, axes, hatchets, and various tools are also largely exported. 


| The duty on wire nails, 2 inches and longer, is $1.75 per keg. The price at 








the mills for quite a while until very recently, has been as low as $1.50 a keg 
for the base size, which would make such sizes as all are familiar with, viz: 
#2.25, 6-penny, 2inches; #2.10, 8penny, 24 inches; #2, 10-penny, 3 inches; #1.85, 
20-penny, 4 inches. 

The argument which is freely offered by strong protectionists that as long 
as goods are exported the duty cutsno figure whatever, is a dangerous one, 
as it enables manufactures in thiscountry to combine and inflate prices more 
readily. lam told by a manufacturer whose authority should be excellent, 
that it costs no more to make steel rails than it does to make steel billets. 
That the latter have been selling as low as 22.50, while the former have 
been held firmly from $28 to #30, is a commentary on our present system. 

The manufacturers of screws have manipulated their lists ina certain ratio 
in consideration of the tariff, and are now selling their goods at enormous 
profits, the prices prevailing to-day being fully 70 to 75 per cent more than 
the goods have been sold at formerly. This is all accomplished by an un- 
derstanding of the manufacturers, which the former and present tariff of 
from 5 to 14 cents a pound permits. 

[ think that people generally have a slight conception of the prices ere 
vailing on goodsin general in our country. Take, for instance, our own line 
of goods. As an illustration, our output last year was 110,000,000 pounds, 
and our sales $8,000,000, consequently we received for our goods of all kinds, 
pocket cutlery, table cutlery, and fine goods included, 7} cents per pound. 
This will give you a very clear indication of what these large duties in our 
line as arule amount to. In a nut shell, they are extreme and almost en- 
tirely unnecessary. 

I vealize that I have not given you any information that will in any way 
be of benefit to you, but the lack of it is simply in consequence of the line of 
goods we handle being of such a nature as not toneed, practically speaking, 


| any protection whatever. 


Yours, truly, 
L W. MORTON 
Hon. GEORGE G. VEST, Washington, D. C. 


St. Lovurs, July 19, 18092. 

DEAR Sir: In answer to yours of the 16th instant, I beg leave to say that 
it is not in my power to give you the specific information that you desire. 
Not that there is any lack of inclination, or that I would not cheerfully un- 
dertake any detail work necessary to accomplish this were it in my power to 
do so. As written you in my previous letter, the only articles that we im- 
port of any consequence are cutlery and guns. Our entire purchases out- 
side of these two items and Peter Wright's anvils and Chesterman’s tapes, 
would not exceed #5,000, and this amount would be made up chiefly of spe- 
cialties. 

I can answer your question in regard to cutlery and guns very specifically. 
The prices that are prevailing on these goods in foreign countries are just 
what they were before the recent tariff went into existence. Our prices are 
increased by precisely the additional tariff. There seems to be a very mis- 
taken idea prevailing among the masses that there is a possibility of con- 
siderable expansion or detraction in the way of prices, regardless of the 
amount paid for the goods. This can clearly be demonstrated to the con- 
trary by an analysis of some of the statements of the largest jobbing firms. 
For instance, such firms as H. B. Claflin & Co., Thurber, Whyland & Co., 
and ourselves will show only a net profiton sales of from 1} to 3} per cent. 
The best regulated firms of the United States have their business so ad- 
justed that it is impossible to decre¢ prices to any appreciable extent. 
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The retail prices of our goods vary very materially according to location, 
but outside of the very largest cities there are, as youare quite well aware, 
very few merchants Who make more than an ordinary salary, and theiridea 
of profit is always a certain per cent on the prices they pay, according tothe 
character of goodsthey sell. We, and all other hardware men, are ignorant 
of the prices of the goods we handle (excepting what few we import 
Vailing in foreign countries from the fact that we have no occasion wh: 
ever to look into them, as were it possible for the manufacturers of for 
countries to sell these goods here, we would be solicited for orders. Had 
known in time your desire in this direction, I could have given you exactly 
the information that you wish, as our Mr. Meier, our third vice-president, 
left for Europe about two months ago. He is thoroughly informed in reg urd 
to prices, and although a Republican would have taken pleasure in ferret- 
ing out both the wholesale and retail prices prevailing abroad. Without 
a positive knowledge on the subject.{1 feel quite confident from my conver- 
sation with various parties from the old country, that the retail prices on 
our line of goods, taken as a rule, are very much less in this country thenany- 
where else, and the reasons for this are obvious. _ 

In the first place, they have no manufacturers in our line of goods com- 

aring with such firms as Sargent & Co., of New Haven, Conn.; Russell & 

Srwin, of New Britain; Reading Hardware Company, of Reading, Pa.; P. & 
F. Corbin. of New Britain, all of whom make a very varied line of hardware, 
and H. Disston & Sons, who make the manufacture of saws a specialty 
All these manufacturers and many more in our line have a very large ex- 
port trade. Mr. J. B. Sargent, of Sargent & Co., spent almost a year in 
Japan, his time being principally employed in selling his product ther 
and, as a consequence, that firm to-day enjoys a very large export trade to 
that country. ae 

3oth the jobbing and retail business in foreign countries is done on a very 
small scale, which is not conducive to cheap prices. 

I regret exceedingly that I can not give you the specific information that 
you desire, but am sure that now I have explained our position a little more 
fully, you can well understand why that information is not at my command, 
nor do I believe it is at the command of any hardware man in the United 
States unless you should happen to find one who has made this a particular 





study and gone outside of his regular business to obtain information, which | 


is not apt to be the case as our business is so full of detail that it is a perfect 
tyrant to one’s time 
Yours, truly, 
I. W. MORTON. 
Hon. GEORGE G. VEST, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. President, I commenced by saying that I did not propose 
toanswer the Senator from Rhode Island as to detail, and I have 
done so to a much larger extent than I intended. The Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] will attend to that portion of the 
argument of the Senator in regard to the evidence that was 
brought out by the subcommittee of the Committee on Finance 

I have only to say in regard to the issue, which I am glai to 
see is at last under discussion in the Senate of the United States, 
that the Democratic party recedes not one hair’s breadth from 
the position taken in its recent platform; that we are prepared 
to meet the protection party of the United States upon that issue 
in every township, county, and State in the Union, and we shall 
cheerfully abide by the result. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me simply to make 
a statement? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Although the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], in discussing the result of the recent investiga- 
tion made by the subcommittee of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, stated many conclusions from which I totally dissent, I 
refrained from interrupting him, because of the character of the 
speech he was making, which was such that I thought it would 
be scarcely fair to break the thread of his argument. 

I desire now simply to say that I shall seek an opportunity be- 
fore the final adjournment to respond to at least that partof his 
speech; and as I shall be compelled to speak without manuscript 
and deal with quite a large mass of statistics, I trust that the 
same courtesy will be extended to me, and that I shall not be in- 
terrupted by Senators on the other side. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not propose to enter at any 
length into this debate. As I came into the Chamber half an 
hour ago, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEstT], in alluding to 
the troubles at Homestead and the difficulties between the em- 
ployer and his workmen there, was tempted, as are the leaders 
of his party everywhere throughout the country, including his 
candidate for the Presidency, to claim that the grave and un- 
fortunate occurrences there are attributable to the policy of the 
Republican party, and that relief to the American laborer can 
only come from the abolition of the doctrine of protection and 
for the laborer to be consigned to the mercies of the Democratic 
party. 

I think, especially as the days have gone by, deepening the 
interest which the whole country has felt in the tragic affair at 
Homestead, that there has been a disposition to put it above and 
beyond party and to generally lament the occurrences which 
have taken place there, and that thoughtful men have indulced 
in the hope that out of it would come an adjustment. 

I do not think the American people to-day believe that the 
system of protection which the Republican party believes in has 
brought about the condition at Homestead or that a Democratic 
success in the election would prevent such thingsoccurring here 
and there. But if I were to argue that question it would be as 
a Republican, and therefore what I should say would be dis- 
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| counted as partisan, as ths country will discount what the Sena- 


tor from Missouri says about 
is made by 
gaining some advantage. 


However, the 


this matter 


and the allusion that 
his candidate for the Presidency with the hope of 


circumstances have been com lupon b 
men whoare neither Democrats nor Republicans. Ihave here 
the utterances of a man who has given hisdays and nichts for 
years to the study ofthe great juestions that underlie t problems 
of labor and the relations of laborers to their employers and of 
the employer to his employés, and incidentally what course th 

laborer shall pursue with relationto the contlicts between the 
two great parties. 
Mr. Powderly, a nam» almost as well known to-day by the fire- 
| sides of workingmen as any other in America, perhaps as famil 
iarly known, has taken occasion to comment upon this subjec 


and I commend to my friend from Missouri and to other Sena- 


tors in this discussion who seek to gain a party advantage, wha 
Mr. Powderly has said. I ask the Secretary to 1eal what [ send 
to the desk, commencing with the utterances of Mr. Powderly 
and following down. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Partisan papers are endeavoring to make political capital out of the ter 
rible scenes which took place at Homestead the other day. The Democratic 
papers are vehement in their denunciation of the Republican party for 
enacting a tariff law under which protection was afforded to manufac 


turers 


| There is no love for workmen in the hearts of these editors; a desire to 


serve party interests alone actuates them. Let us review the situation in 
brief. Tariff laws could not be passed withouc discussion, and in all of the 
debates which took place in Congress over the Mills and McKinley bills I 


| can not find that a single amendment was offered by a Democrat to give the 


workmen a certain portion of the tariff when collected 

The Mills bill and the McKinley bil! differ very little in the duty on steel 
rails, plates, etc. One was a Democratic bill, the other a Republican. The 
McKinley bill reduced the duty on the articles manufactured at Homestead 


and Democratic papers, in asserting that the trouble at that point is due to 
the McKinley bill, are but condemning the very thing that they themselves 
advocate and on which they base their claim to power—a reduction of the 
tariff. The Pinkertons existed before the Mills bill was introduced in Con 
gress, and that institution continues to flourish now that the McKinley bill 
is in force. Whether the tariff went up or down, disputes between employe1 


and employed would continue. Workingmen are not the fools that politi 






cians believe them to be, for we do not feel that the coming of the millen 
nium depends upon the way Congress legislates on the tariff 
If our Democrats who are so eager to make political capital out of this dif 


ficulty willlend me their ears, I will whisper to them that Representative 
WATSON of Georgia has had ameasure before Congre four or 
ve months which aims at the abolition of the Pinkertons as a factor in the 
industrial life of the United States. The Democratic party has a sweeping 
majority in Congress: it has a full knowledge of the acts of the Pinkertons 
on previous occasions. I have presented evidence enough to Congress to 
prove that Pinkerton is an enemy to American liberty. That Democrati 
tmajority snowledge of the existence of WATSON’s bill, and it hasup 
nttime dillied and dallied with it, and has no idea of passing it 
petitioned for redress,’’ have endeavored to get the ear 
our repeated petitions have been answered only by repeat 
r) and civil war at Homestead 

Mr. HALE. I leave the 
ocratic Senators and Demo 
derly upon this question. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I have 
part in adiscussion in which giants like the Senator from Rhode 
{sland [Mr. ALDRICH] and the Senator from Missouri| Mr. Vi 
participate. My only temptation to occupy the attention of the 
Senate for a few minutes is suggested largely by the participa 
tion of the Senator from Iowa | Mr. 
and the remarks of the Senator from Maine | Mr. H 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the Republican party is 
responsible for events like that which occurred at Homestead. 
I believe the Republican party is responsible for having prom- 
ised the country that it would render by its legislation such 
events impossible and unnecessary. 

The Republican party, since it ceased to be a patriotic war 
party, has been a mere devotee to the old policies that were ex 
ploded by the war. The tariff party, the protection party, came 
into the Republican organization without patriotism, without 
the slightest interest in the great controversy that was carried 
on in regard to slavery and [t was simply indiffer- 
ent, and itunited with the Republican party b .atthetime. 
it could secure the aid of the Republican party in the advance- 
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Senator from Missouri and Dem- 
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ment of its own selfish interests. There never was a party in 
this country so utterly selfish, so utterly unpatriotic, s» utterly 


indifferent to the national welfare as the protection party. It 
has pretended to be patriotic, but its pretense was profitable. 
It pretended to assist in the suppression of the rebellion, which 
belongs to the past, but its pretense was simply that it might 
find sale for its goods. It had nosympathy with the great strug- 
gle that enlisted the patriotism of the American people. For 
this I beg to refer to the authority of Mr. Blaine, who has aptly 
characterized the accession of the protection party to the great 
party that struggled for the maint2nance of the Union in times 
that have happily passed. 

This party, I speak of the protection party, by the combina- 
tion of extravagant professions of patriotism, which I hay 
nied toit, and by appeals to the passions an 


» de- 
f 


iprel idic 5U 


f the past 
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has been able to control the American mind. In addition to 
those professions of patriotism it has been lavish with its prom- 
ises. What has it promised? It has promised to the specula- 
tive wealth of the country abundant profit. It has promised to 
the labor of the country liberal wages. It has abounded in the 
most liberal promises. Thus by combining the patriotic preju- 
dices of the American people and these extensive promises of 
advantage to both capital and labor it has so maintained sub- 
stantially the control of the country. 

Now that its promises have been shown to be fallacious it 
quietly turns to the country and says ‘‘ We are not responsible 
for these conditions. It is true we have offered advantages to 
capital, and we have permitted extensive organizations in the 
country that are too powerful now to be resisted. We have in- 
vited laborers to trust us. They have all failed, and now weask 
to be delivered, and say that these are consequences which no 
human being could foresee and against which no human wisdom 
could provide.” 
tion. 

The Senator from Rhode Island sent to the Secretary’s desk 
some time ago and had read an extract from a speech of his own 
in which he said that as far as legislation could secure these 
beneficial results the Republican party was pledged to that re- 
sult. 
by the Republican party that legislation can control these causes 
that exist outside of and independent of legislation. Protection 
has disturbed and it still disturbs the industry of the country. 
So far as my observation goes it has been mischievous all the 
time in its attempts to meddle and control the natural forces. 

Now, in Rhode Island, judging from the argument of the Sen- 
ator from that State, protection may be valuable, I do not know. 
He is said to be an expert, and I yield my own judgment to an 
expert upon subjects like this. But the Senator from Iowa de- 
fends protection. He does so, if he would reflect, with the dis- 


tinct knowledge that protection has never benefited an interest | 


in his State, and that protection has been, sofar as we can judge, 
positively prejudicial to all the substantial and important inter- 
ests of the State of lowa. Why dolI state that? Becaus2 Iowa 
and Illinois are separated by the Mississippi River. Our indus- 
trial interests are nearly identical. There may be exceptional 
instances more numerous in Illinois than in Iowa where protec- 
tion may' have afforded temporary aid, but the truth is that 
whether I am to attribute the present condition of things in the 
West to the policy of protection or to the fallacy of the promises 
of protection is not very material. It has accomplished nothing 





It illustrates the insane childishness of prote>- | 


Mr. President, the profound fallacy lies in the belief taught | 
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ised an advance in our farm products. Wheat we were told 
would advance. The domestic markets we were told would ad- 
vance. The condition of prices in the West is an answer to that 
promise. It has not been fulfilled. 

But, Mr. President, there is another fact that is equally con- 
spicuous, and one of which I have some personal knowledge. 
There is connected with the farms of the West and the South a 
very large number of laborers who are not organized and who in 
the nature of things can not organize. They are scattered on 
the larger farms and isolated, and are able to form no concert 
between them. Owing to the condition of crops in the West and 
in the South, those laborers are illy rewarded; their wages are 
small; and quite remunerative employment is almost impossible 
among that classof men. They live on the farms and must re- 
main there substantially, because to remove from the service of 


one man to thatof another is not to change their condition. They 
are all over the country. Their number I do not know. What- 


ever has been promised to what is termed skilled and organized 
labor, there has been promised to these men much. But what 
have they realized? They are to-day barely able to live. They 
work a greater number of hours than any other class of laborers. 
They live more cheaply than other laborers. They dress worse 
than other laborers. They toil from the rising of the sun to the 
going down thereof. Yet the agricultural States whose indus- 
tries are mainly carried on by this class of men are invited by 
the Senator from Rhode Island to devote themselves and their 
earnings to the promise, fallacious it is true, of furnishing better 
wages to the skilled laborers connected with the large establish- 
ments. 

I repeat what i have said before, that in regard to the tariff 
of 1890, or any tariff which promises beneficial results as the re- 
sult of bounties or protection to this class of labor and to the farm 
labor, men have not been able to keep their promises; they have 
not done so; and it is shameful that men should promise advan- 
tages to these men from legislation like this. We know it is 
impossible. We know the benefits have never been realized. 
We know they never will be realized, because it is beyond the 
domain and possibilities of legislation. I do not interfere with 
controversies such as those which the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land and the Senator from Missouri have engaged in, for I feel 
but little interest in them. I know that for the agricultural 
States to permit themselves to be hoodwinked and blinded and 
shackled and borne at the service of protection is but little short 


| of—I will not say crime; oh, no—but it is a shameful folly that 


for the States represented by the Senator from Iowa and myself | 


in part. 
What is the actual condition of things there? 
the attention of the Senate to another fact. 


I beg to call | 
In all the compara- | 


tive analyses of the rate of wages and the price of products in | 


nected with the manufacturing interests of the country, but the 
fact is that the farming interest and-those connected with it have 
been promised advantages from protection. 
can not be denied that the promise is utterly fallacious. It has 
accomplished nothing. The farmers in the McKinley act were 
honored by an exceedingly liberal tariff upon wheat and upon 
the products of the farm with the knowledge that it was a mere 
delusion; that there was no competition in our ports between 
foreign farm products and ours. Yet the farmers were told, 
Have you not these large duties upon wheat and your eggs and 
your butter and horses and all these things? Competition was 
impossible with those industries in this country. Mark, Mr. 
President, I am not pretending that protection has produced this 
result. I am only insisting that protection is a fallacy, a fraud. 
{t promises that which is beyond human power. It promises 
that which legislation can never attain. There is its fallacy. 


It is a fact which | 


In that way the popular mind has been deluded by this specious | 


term, ‘ protection to American industries.” 
Mr. President, the world has been governed very much by the 


mere jingle of words, and no word has jingled more frequently | 


and more fallaciously than the word *‘ protection” that is so 


often vaunted in Republican platforms and Republican publica- | ; , 
| words, that we should open our ports to the importation of for- 


tions. How is it now? Weare told that the tariff upon wool 
was demanded by the Ohio wool-growers, by what has been so 
aptly termed the ram-growers of Ohio: that they demanded pro- 
tection. According to the reports it has not benefited them, but 
in Illinois and Iowa, where wool of adifferent class is produced, 
it has declined steadily since the passage of the McKinley act. 





[In 180), I speak now of matters within my personal knowledge, | 


having some connection with the peculiar wool-growing interest 
of Illinois, wool was sold, such as we produced, at 26 cents in the 
fleece. In 1891 the same crop was sold at 24 cents. In 1892 the 
same clip from the same sheep with such additions as have been 
added by mere growth, sold for 21 cents a pound. Now, the 
promise was that that wool, in common with other wool, would 
advance as the result of the McKinley tariff. We were prom- 





the farming interests of the West should permit themselves to 
be hoodwinked and blinded and deceived and robbed by this mis- 
erable system which promises so much and which has realized 
nothing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
PALMER]seems to regard the few observations I made as entirely 


England it is confined alone to the wages of thos2 who are con- | unjust to the agricultural interests of my State and of his. 


Either I wholly misapprehend the question or else the Senator 
from Illinois wholly misstated it. 

The Republican party, as I understand it, is in favor of such a 
general arrangementas respects the tariff as will keep the labor- 
ers of the United States employed in some capacity. I do not 
know how it may be in Illinois, but in my State they have rather 
an intelligent idea that the more people in the United States 


| who are employed in other occupations than farming so much 


the better it will be for those who are employed on the farms. 
They have another idea, which is that if we open up the great 
area of the United States to the competition of all the people of 
the world it will not be very long until as laborers our people 
will be in the same condition as laborers in other countries who 
compete with them. They have that general idea. It may be 
a delusion; itmay be afraud; but the intelligent farmers of Lowa 
are laboring under that delusion. 

Now, the policy of the Senator from Illinois, as illustrated by 
his observations and as illustrated in the last national Demo- 
cratic platform, is, as I understand him, that the revenues of 
this country which are necessary to carry on the Government, 
to pay pensions, etc., should not be raised by means of a tariff, 
unless they are raised wholly for purposes of revenue; in other 


eign goods and foreign countries, unimpeded to all the labor of 
the world outside. That I understand to be the Senator’s pop- 
osition. That being his position, I want to say to him that I do 
not believe he can induce any great number of the farmers of 
Lowa to follow him in it. ot 
What is the Republican position on thisquestion? It issimply 
that here we are, 65,000,000 people, not all living in Iowa or all 
living in Illinois, but living in varied climes extending from 
ocean to ocean. The Republican position, as I understand it, is 
that these 65,000,000 people, so far as they can, ought to have 
their industriesdistributed so as to keep them all employed, that 
the men who make our shoes, who make our clothes, who make our 
articles for general use, whether of hardware, or of iron, or steel, 





4 
3 
§ 

















1892. 





should continue in that employment at a rate of wages which 
will enable them to live comfortably; and that in doing that, 
inasmuch as we are obliged to have a revenue to carry on the 
Government, we should so adjust that revenue as to enable our 

ople to produce the things which they need at this scale of 

iving and this rate of wages in competition with people who do 

not have this scale of wages and who do not live as our people 
do. That I understand to be uhe Republican position and all 
there is of it. That is the Republican position with regard to 
the existing tariff. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from lowa 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator if he will consent to a rate 
of duty equal to double the amount of the difference in the cost 
of wages in this and in other countries for labor? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am speaking of such a rate of duty as will 
equalize conditions as they exist in this country compared with 
conditions in other countries. I understand that was the aim 
and purpese of the McKinley act, so called. 

I stated awhile ago, in response to the Senator from Missouri, 
that there were some rates of 7 in that act which I believed 
too high, and he seemed to imply 
against it because of that. I do not so understand my duty as 
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agriculturists prospering because other portions of the country 
prosper which are not engaged in agriculture. 

Where does the vast portion of our products in Iowa find a 
market? It is true a great deal of it finds a market in Europe, 
but we find a market in States of this Union that do not produce 
the things we produce, but which do produce the things we con- 
sume. It has been shown by irrefutable evidence that as respects 
the things which the farmers of lowa consume the effect of the 
law of 1890 has not been to increase prices, the argument of the 
Senator from Missouri to-day to the contrary notwithstanding: 
The subcommittee upon the Committee on Finance, consisting 
of three Republicans and two Democrats, took the prices of two 
hundred and fifteen articles for a period of eighteen months, all 
being articles of necessary consumption, and it is disclosed with 
absolute unanimity in regard to those articles, the pric’s of 
which were taken in seventy different places, that, with the ex- 
ceptionof the products of the farm, there has been a reduction of 
prices since the passage of the tariff act of 1890. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Itisnot proper, I think, that that statement should 
go without qualification and explanation. [am not a member 


| of the Committee on Finance, and was not on the subcommittee, 


that I ought to have voted | 


respects a vote upon a question such as the tariff. Where there | 
are three or four or five hundred different articles and I find one or | 


two or a dozen of them higher than I think they ought to be, I 
do not understand that therefore I shall vote against the whole 
scheme of the tariff. I am frank to say that one of the articles 


which I thought was too high in that tariff was tobacco, which | 


was an agricultural product, and yet I did not choose to vote 
against the bill because my individual judgment was that that 


rate was too high, nor did I vote for it with the idea that there | 


would be a large importation of wheat if we did not have a duty 

onit. Yet under the conditions that exist in the country north 

of the Dakotas I think a duty on wheat is a wise thing to have. 
Mr. DAVIS. Especially on barley. 


Canadian farmers on equal terms as respects barley, where we 
imported 11,000,000 bushels of barley before the present tariff 
law was passed and which importation has been greatly reduced? 
Js he in favor of legislation, I should like to know, which will 
allow the Canadian farmer, who pays no taxes here, who does 


not support our schools, who does not contribute to our pensions, | 


to come in open competition with our farmers in the production 
of barley, or eggs, if you please, or agricultural productions that 
are common alike to the Canadian Dominion and our own country? 
Is he ready to submit that question to the farmers of Illinois and 
Towa? 

It is perfectly well known that until the tariff of 1890 the Cana- 
dians furnished New England with their horses, practically, and 
yet we increased the duties on horses so that the farmers of Iowa 
and the farmers of Illinois, who raise fine horses, can compete 
with the people of the Dominion of Canada on just and equal 
terms as respects the production of horses. So when you come 
to take the agricultural schedule by and large, the act of 1890 


was intended to benefit, and it did benefit, the agriculturists of | 


the States of Iowa and Illinois; and itis not an easy thing to make 
them believe that a duty on barley,or a duty on horses, or on 


cattle, is a fraud upon them, it enabling them to embrace a por- | 


tion at least of the market for these articles in our own country. 

I know perfectly well that this has been a political question 
for many years. The Senator from Illinois greatly mistakes his- 
tory if he supposes that the Democratic party has always beena 
free-trade party. What was the policy of that party no longer 
ago than 1888? I am sorry that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] is not here at this moment, because he rather intimated 


that [had changed my mindin maturer years. [havenotchanged | 


my mind half as often as the Democratic party is changing it 
upon this very qustion of the tariff. In 1888 the Democratic 
party tried to be a protection party as respects these very ques- 
tions. [t was not then willing to fling its banner to the breeze 
upon free trade as it has flung its banner to the breeze in 1892 in 
favor of free trade. I see the Senator from Illinois was not in 


of course, buf I understand from the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
CARLISLE], who is a member, that those two hundred and fif- 
teen articles were not articles protected, or that come within the 
provisions of the McKinley act, and that among those articles 
is included sugar and other articles which were put upon the free 


| list by that act. The point I make is that the two hundred and 


fifteen articles are not protected articles, all of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. VEST. Therefore the statement of the Senator from Iowa 
makes a false impression. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will make my statement clear. 
Here was a subcommittee of the Committee on Finance which 


| was instructed by the Senate to make an inquiry as to the effect 


| 





| of the McKinley act upon prices, and that committee met to- 
gether and agreed upon two hundred and fifteen articles which: 
| were articles of necessary consumption in the family. 

Mr. ALLISON. Andon barley. Does the Senator from Illi- | 
nois want the farmers of Illinois to come in competition with the | 


Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will not leave his state- 
ment just as he has made it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is on the committee. Perhaps 
my statement is not exactly correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘‘An inquiry as to the effect of the McKinley 
act on prices.” The resolution was largely broader. 

Mr. ALLISON. LIagree tothat. I, of course, did not mean to 
confine it to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator did not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot wish to put the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, nor any Senator, nor myself into a false position respect:- 
ing the inquiry, but it was to discover the course of prices dur- 
ing a period of eighteen months, beginning, if I remember 
rightly, in June, 1889, before the passage of the McKinley act, 
and continuing for a year after the passage of the act. What I 
mean to say is, that the testimony in seventy different cities of 
the United States, taken together, by and large, of the two 
hundred and fifteen articles, disclosed the fact that there was 
not an increase of prices, but a reductionof prices. Now, that 
is true, and that was true in face of the fact that a good many of 
the articles were agricultural products, which showed an in- 
crease of 18 percent, but the total average wasa reduction. 
Have I stated that correctly? The report is in the hands of 
every Senator, and if I have not stated it correctly I can b cor- 


| rected by the report. 


| 





accord with his party in 1888. He did not believe then that | 


these industries and this labor of ours should be so protected as 
to defend them against labor in other countries and as their own 
platform declared. But now the Democratic party has come over 
to his position, which is that all tariff legislation is unconstitu- 
tional which has not in view revenue and revenue only. 

So, Mr. President, when I speak for the people of Iowa upon 
this question I speak for them as citizens of a common country, 
having interests in common with all the people of every part of 
this country, as a common nation and a common people, and as 


Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, the subcommit- 
tee having charge of thisinvestigation, as the Senator has stated, 
designated two hundred and fifteen articles which they supposed 
entered into very general if notuniversal consumption and wou'd 
give a fair indicia as to the average expense of the average fam- 
ily. Very many of these articles are such as are not affected in 
any degree whatever by tariff taxation. Many of them are on 
the free list, while quite a good many of them are affect-d by 


| tariff legislation. The subcommittee selected such agencics as 


they thought to be absolutely impartial and fair, which agenci’s 
were instructed toascertain retail prices at the various points des- 
ignated for the Ist of every month from June, 1890, until the last 
of September, 1891. The subcommitte reported to the full com- 
mittee; that is, they transmitted the finding of facts by these 


| employed agents and reported them to the full committee, which 


are submitted to the Senate and to the country for whatever 
they may be worth. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Those are the factsexactly with regard to that 


| investigation. 





Mr. ALLISON. Those are the facts, stated in a different form 
by the Senator from Tennessee, but it is a fact in addition that 
these prices were gathered, under the direction of the Commis- 
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sioner of Labor, in seventy different places at the same moment 
and by differentagents. However, [only mentioned this for the 
purpose of calling the attention of the Senator from Illinois to 
the fact that this robbery, if robbery it be, has not been enhanced 
by the passage of the act of 1890; that that robbery began away 
back beyond 1890; that itis not a new thing; and that the general 
effectof the act of 1890 has not been to increase the cost of living 





to the people of the State in which I live or the State in which | 


the Senator lives. 


Undoubtedly when the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] | 


addresses the Senate upon this subject he will show that there 
has been an increass perhaps in the price of certain articles, 
which are included in the tariff, as there has been an increase in 
the price of articles which are not included in the tariff. 

I did not intend to go into the discussion of that report when 
Irose, and merely stated it for the purpose of showing to the 
Senator from Illinois, if I can, that as respects this general sub- 
ject Tam not in favor of a system of legislation for collecting 
revenue which robs my people for the purpose of putting money 
into the pockets of other people, whether they live in Illinois, 
or New England, or Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, the tariff act which we passed was the best re- 
sult of a long debate upon that question. The sugar duty was 
an important element in it, as it is an important element in the 
cost oi living to every family; and it was reduced, as the ~enator 
from Minnesota [Mr. DAVIS] reminded me a moment ago, to a 
nominal cost. It was put upon the free list and»reduccd to the 
extent of the duty. The Senator from Missouri takes, and very 
properly from his side of the argument, a highly intelligent gen- 
tleman in New York who produces here a single article of cloth- 
ing and shows that that article sold in England plus the duty 
costs so much here. But unfortunately for that gentleman he 
does not show what that article is sold for here. Ido not know 
as respects that particular article, but I will venture the state- 
ment that it sells here for a less price than it sold for before the 
duty of 1890 was put upon it. 

So there may be and doubtless are exceptional cases in the 
tariff. TheSenatorfrom Missouri has all these exceptional cases. 
Pearl buttons are introduced here as an illustration of the enor- 
mous increase of the tariff. Everybody knows that we increased 
the duty on pearl buttons. I thought we increased it too much 
and [ still think so; and yet it turns out that by the encourage- 
ment.of that industry in the United States pearl buttons are now 
not very much higher in this country than they were before the 
addition to the duty was made. The pearl button industry is a 
new industry that is growing very rapidly in our country, and 
it is an exception to the general situation as respects the tariff. 
It is an exception to the rul There may be here and there, as 
the Senator picks out, certain articles of clothing that have been 
advanced in price, but taking the whole range of prices in the 
United States I venture the statement that they are lower now 
than they were in 1889. 

Mr. VEST. Are they lower here than they are in Europe? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not suppose they are, but they have not 
beex increased in price; they have been reduced in price under 
our competition. 

The Senator from Missouri seemed to indicate that because I 
made some observations about wool in 1870 I have perhaps 
changed my mind on that subject; thatit was inconsistent. Mr. 
President, I donot sounderstand it. Certainly the Senator from 
Missouri, if [ am to be judged by the Democratic policy on this 
subject, has changed more rapidly and more frequently than I 
have. 

In its platform (I repeat what I said a moment ago) it was in 
favor of limited protection in 1888. It is for free trade in 1892. 
Was the Senator for that platform in 1888 and is he for this one 
in 1892? If so, in four years the Senator shows some little in- 
consistency, which I do not care to discuss. But I wish to em- 
phasize my understanding of the position of the Republican 
party upon this question, that it favors such asystem of revenue 
as respects foreign imports as will discriminate in favor of our 
laborers and against laborers producing the same things in 
other countries, and in addition to that it is in favor of such ad- 
ditional percentage as will equalize conditions in this country 
as compared with the condition of laborers in other countries. 
That is all there is of it. The position of the Senators from 
Missouri and Illinois, as illustrated here to-day, favors the un- 
impeded importation of these competing articles without re- 
straint and without limitation, as declared in their platform of 
1892. A wayfaring man can see that if that is done it will be 
but a brief space when our laborers will be reduced to the level 
of the laborers of other countries. 

Mr, President, Il have said more than I intended to say on this 
subject to-day. I was wholly unprepared to go into this debate 
and no expectation that | should be called on to participate in it. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa has 
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not met as I think, the points that I make against the theory and 
results of protection. He states his creed. Itis a beautiful one. 
I recollect early in my political life I was met by a conundrum 
in this form: ‘‘It being the true intent of this act not to support 
slavery or carry slavery into any State or Territory, to leave 


| . . . ° ° . 
| the people thereof perfectly free to regulate their own institu- 


tious in their own way,subject to the Constitution of the United 
States.” I never found yet aclear answer to that conundrum. 
I am as little able to analyze and understand the confession of 
faith of the Senator from Iowa. 

My proposition is that these declarations of purpose are as fu- 


| tile as anything in human nature can be. The Republican party 


in 1890, as I understand it, enacted a tariff law which met the 
wishes and purposes of the party. It involved everything that 
the party desired to accomplish. It was a realization of all that 
the party had promised to the country, and the promise was the 
result which the Senator from Iowa to-day says is the purpose of 
the party now. I have called the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the promises have failed. 

The Senator says that the tariff upon horses was intended to 
enabie his constituents tosell the fine horses that are bred upon 
the prairiesof Iowa. Doesnot the Senator know that the prices 
of horses in lowa were never as low as they are to-day? I be- 
lieve it is a facet (the Senator can satisfy himself of it by an in- 
quiry) that the prices of horses in lowa are lower to-day than 
they ever were at a previous period in hier history since the an- 
cient time. Farm products are in the same condition. 

The Senator says that the tariff act has lowered the prices of 
many things. Mr. President, names do not always signify the 
same thing. What changes have been produced in manufac- 
tured products in modern times by the introduction of machinery 
or improved machinery, and by the use of new material, by the 
skill with which cottcn is combined with wool and wool with cot- 
ton, I know not, but itis true. Ishould want to know of the gen- 
tlemen who investigated the prices whether they satisfied them- 
selves that the articles bore the same name at the different periods. 
I ask the Senator from Kentucky to give the dates. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The investigation as to retail prices began 
in June,1889. Thatisasfar back aswe went. Wealsoeonducted 
an investigation, the result of which has not yet been reported, 
toascertain the wholesale pricesof a large number of staple arti- 
cles since 1840, a period of fifty-odd years. That, however, as I 
said, has not yet been reported to the Senate. 

Mr.PALMER. I know of one farm product upon which there is 
a very large duty. I donotknow thatl ever felt more humiliated 
than [ was in 1888 in witnessing the practical operation of the 
duty upon potatoes. [was at the townof Sycamore, in the north- 
ern part of the State of Illinois, one of the most intelligent com- 
munities in the State. I stopped with a friend whose views were 
very pronounced. He said: ‘*Come here; let me show you some- 
thing.” Isawan Irish laborer traveling from store to store, and 
the potatoes he bought had upon them a duty of 25 cents a bushel, 
I believe. My friend said, in language more emphatic than I 
will repeat, ‘‘ What a tariff this is,'that never operates except in 
time of famine!” When there was a famine in this country, and 
this Irish laborer traveled about hunting potatoes with a bucket, 
he was paying a duty of 25 cents on the bushel, as I recollect it. 
That was temporary. 

[ want to say again to the Senator from Iowa that however 
patriotic it may be to sacrifice the interests of a State to the 
general good or to the fancied good of the whole number, it is a 
degree of patriotism beyond my conception. 

Mr. CARLISLE. With the permission of the Senator from 
Illinois .I will state that although the McKinley tariff act in- 
creased the duty upon potatoes, this investigation shows that 
they were over 14 per cent lower in price at the close of the in- 
vestigation than they were in 1883. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then the tariff is not a tax? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The tariff did not increase the price of 
potatces for very obvious reasons—because this country produced 
all it wanted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas about to suggest to the Senator from 
Illinois that in potatoes, unless there is a famine, we generally 
produce all we need. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator from Iowa know that there 
was a potato famine in this country in 1888? 

Mr. ALLISON. There was. 

Mr. PALMER. Potatoes were imported from Ireland as well 
as from Canada. 

Mr. HISCOCK.. Does the Senator from Illinois think that in 
Illinois the price of potatoes was increased by the tariff? 

Mr.PALMER. Idosay in 1888 the price wasincreased largely, 
because I have described an instance where I saw a man with a 


| bueket in his hand going from shop to shop. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I understand all about the bucket, and I un- 


| derstand about his going from one place to another to gather 





ee 
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them up, a potato at a time, but I do not see how that logi- 
cally proves that the price was inereased by the tariff. 

Mr. PALMER. Itinereased the price. [t absolu tely increased 
the price. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. PALMER. 
from Manitobs 

Mr. HISt nes aoe recollection is that those potatoes came 
from Europe. I think they were imported from Europe during 
that time. 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not from Canada. 

Mr. PALMER. The tariff, then, took bread out of the mouths 
of these hungry people, and made them pay an extra price. 

Mr. HISCOCK. | remember the discussion we had here when 
it was insisted that the effect of the tariff was to increase the 
price to the extent of the tariff upon all of the goods produced in 
this country of the same class and chara@ter, the same articles, 
and some one upon this side asked a question of the other side, 
whether that rule ayplied to potatoes, and I think it was disputed 
then. 

Mr. PALMER. I speak ofa fact within my knowledge. That 
after all brings me to my principal objection to this delusive 
doctrine of protection. Itisafraud. Itisasham. It promises 
what no legislation can ever achieve. [tis an attempt, by tak- 
ing hold by legislation of the vast interests involved in our for- 
eign commerce as well as our domestic production and com- 
merce, to control these mighty conditions; and the result has 
been that no public good has been produced. My observation is 
that it has enabled particular persons to accumulate large for- 
tunes. It has no doubt benefited many: but as a fact it isnot in 
the power of human legislation to fulfill the promises of the pro- 
tection party. Therefore [ take it that the Democratie doc- 
trine that tariffs shall be levied for revenue only furnishes the 
only solid, sensible ground for the imposition of tariff duties 
upon imports, because we have seen that these efforts are falla- 
cious. I shall not trouble the Senate now with an attempt to 
show the particular conditions and circumstances all over the 
country where the protection policy has failed. It is a signal, 
outrageous, shameful failure. The only surprising thing to my 
mind is that men still talk about it as having in it any element 
of good. Is this country of ours, with 65,000,000 inhabitants, 
which has just commenced its career practically of the commer- 
cial domination of the world, to still consent to wear the shackles 
of childhood? 

I tell you, Mr. President, in my judgment the remedy for our 
condition is not to attempt to build a Chinese wall around us 
and secure a little two-penny protection for some two-penny in- 
terest as compared with the whole product of the country. 

Thatis not the policy of a great nation like ours. It is that 
we look abroad over the world with our 6° 5,000,000 inhabitants, 
with resources that have noexample in history. No country 
in the world has the resources of this, and instead of adopting 
this timid policy, let us seek the commerce of the world. Let 
us have the largest freedom of trade, the largest freedom of in- 
dustry. I venture to say that that will be the solution of this 
trouble very soon. The old policies that existed years ago are 
passing away with the old men and with the wolves, and the 
a and the Indians, and new policies are being inaugurated 

based —— the present condition of this magnificent continent 
which the Nor = Americans will at no distant day dominate. 

Mr. HISCOC!] I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of exe noutive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
the resolution was taken up for debate only. It will lie on the 
table. The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘ options ” 
and “ futures.” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and 
requiring such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain 
products to obtain license, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the Senator from New York will with- 
dy ~ that motion for a few moments. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield to the 
jee of the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Were there foreign potatoes there? 
Foreign potatoes were brought from Canada, 


Oh, they were. 


A message from the Hot ise Of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the second committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 18, 44, 78, and 109 to the bill (H. R. 9284) making 


appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 


bey R. 


| and for other purposes: in which it requested the coneurr 


the fiseal year ending 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amen dment of the Senate to the bill 
$122) to prohibit the use of one-horse cars within the limits 

f the city of Washington, after the Ist day of January. 1893, and 
fo r other’ purposes F 

T r¢ gs ssage further announced that the House had posses a 


bill . R. 7726) reserving from entry certain lands in Okl ahoma, 
enc 


y June 30, 1892, and for prior years, and for 


| of the Senate. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 267) for the preservation of the public peace and the pro- 
ection of property within the District of Columbia. 
_ONE-HORSE CARS IN WASHINGTON. 
sLAN submitted the 


Mr. McM!] following report: 


Th ymmittee of conference on the disagreeing v 









otes of the ty us 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 8122) an “A ibit 
the use of -horse cars Within the limits of the city of Washinct fter 

| the ist day of t Ji anuary, 1898, and for other purposes,’ having met, after ful 
and tree conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to thei 


‘tive Houses as follows 


i the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same 





JAMES McMILLAN 
B. W. PERKINS 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
J. E. COBB, 
P. 8. POST, 
Managers on the part of the Hous 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires no ac- 

tion on the part of the Senate. 
BUILDING STONE ON PUBLIC LANDS. “ 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1273) *‘to authorize the entry 
of lands chiefly valuable for building stone under the placer-mining laws,’ 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House and agree to the same 





WM. M. STEWART, 
R. F. PETTIGREW 
WM. B. BATE. 
Ma Wye) oO th part of t/ . f 
THO. C. MCRAE, 
J. W. BAILEY, 
Mar 1g273 0 thie part os the Ho 
was concurred in. 
PENSIONS TO ARMY NURSES. 


I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro 
F. T904 
t. 72 


The report 


Mr. DAVIS. 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. 
sion to army nurses. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 


W hole, proce 





granting pen- 


; . ; ¢ T 
as in Commlttee of the 
T 


‘ded toconsider the bill, which had been reported 


from the Committee on Pensions with an amend nt, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That all women employed by the Surgeon-General of Army as Lurses, 
under contract or otherwise, during the late war of the » rebellion, or who 


were employed as nurses during such period by authority which is recog 
nized by the War Department, at a who rendered actual service as nurses in 
attendance upon the sick or wounded in any regimental, post, ¢ AMP, OF gel 

eral hospital of the armies of tl :e United States for a period of Six month 

or more, and who were honorably relieved from such service, or who, prior 
to the completion of such term of service, were disabled in such service and 
honorably relieved by reason of such disability, and who are now or may 
hereafter be unable to earn a support, shall, upon making due proof of the 
fact according to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may provide, be placed upon the list of pensioners of the United States and 
be entitled to receive a pension of #12 per month, and such pension sha 

— nee from the date of the filing g of the applic Ltio n in the Pension Office 








after the passage of this act: Provia That no person shall receive more 
than 0 = e nsion for the same period. 
Sec. 2. That no fee, compensation, or allowance shall be paid to, received, 


or acce Ks by any agent, attorne vy; or other person instrumental in the pros- 
ecution of any claim for pension under this act; and any person who may 
make any claim upon any applicant for any fee, compensation, or allowance 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined not ex 
ceeding $500, or imprisoned at hard labor not exceeding one year, or both, in 
the discretion of the « rourt; and it shall be the duty of the Interior and War 
Departments to render all pr er aid to applicants under this act 

The PRESIDENT pro ti mp 
ment proposed by the 
substitute. 

Mr. BERRY. Does that propose to pay a pension of $12 a 
month to nursesduring the late war? Does it ously to all nurses? 

Mr. DAVIS. No; it grants a pension toall nurses who, under 
contract or authority from the office of the Surgeon-General or 
other recognized military authority, served for six months and 
were honorably discharged. It also grants a pension to those 
who did not serve so long, but were disabled in the course o! 
duty. It confers this pension only upon those who are in need 
and dependent upon their own exertions for support. 


The question is on the amend- 
Clomanittec on Pensions in the nature of a 
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Mr. BERRY. 


been honorably discharged are to get a pension absolutely 
whether they are disabledor not? Is it aservice pension to that 
class? 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis nota service pension. They must be de- 
pendent upon their own exertions for support. 

Mr. BERRY. If I understand the Senator's statement, the 
difference between those who served for six months and those 
who served for a less time—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Those who served less than six months can only 
get a pension in case they became disabled in the service. 

Mr. BERRY. - How as to the others? 

Mr. DAVIS. 
pendent upon their own exertions for a livelihood. 

Mr. BERRY. If they are dependent they get the pension 
whether disabled or not. Is that correct? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Do I understand the Senator tosay they get the 
pension whether disabled or not? 

Mr. DAVIS. The persons who served six months and are de- 
pendent upon their own exertions for support get $12a month 
whether disabled or not. 

Mr. BERRY. Then itis a service pension to those who are 
unable to make a living? 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator's abstract curiosity having been 
satisfied, I suppose it is. 

Mr. BERRY. At $l2a month? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes,sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill passed the Senate once before. 

Mr. DAVIS. The same bill passed the Senate two years ago. 

Mr. BERRY. Is this a House bill? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, and the substitute reported is more 
carefully guarded than was the bill as it came from the House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


First, do I understand the Senator to say that 
all those who were employed by the Surgeon-General and had | 


They must have served six months and be de- | 
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| 


| roll. 





bill as it eame from the House, which is the same bill that passed | 
| reason that is urged in favor of a pension. 


the Senate in the last Congress. 

Mr. BERRY. Ican not help what passed in the last Congress, 
so far as my own vote goes. There area great many bills which 
passed the Senate and the other House, too, during the last Con- 
gress for which I was not responsible. 

It seems to me a strange proceeding that these persons, who 
are not soldiers, should be put upon the pension roll at $12 a 
month, while the old soldiers who served long before these serv- 
ices occurred were only put on the pension roll at $8 a month. 
That is one thing that [ can not understand about it. 


It seems to me also that therecan be no justice in placing per- | 


sons upon the pension roll who were not soldiers, but were simply 
nurses during the late war. 
tice or equity a claimant can be put upon the pension roll and 


I can not see by what rule of jus- | 


continued there to increase the enormous pension list which we | 


already have. 

Something over two years ago when the bill which the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. DAVIS] had in charge passed, I stated 
that, in my opinion, if that bill became a law, inside of three 
years the cost of pensions to this Government would be $150,- 
000,000 a year, and within five years it would reach the enor- 
mous sum of $200,000,000 annually. WhenI made that state- 
ment the Senator from Minnesota ridiculed the idea, and said 
that it could not amount to any such sum, that it would never 
(as I remember his speech) reach $150,000,000. Yet to-day it has 
reached $150,000,000, and the present Commissioner of Pensions 


boasts that he has been putting pensioners on the rolls at the | 
rate of one for every twenty-two seconds during the last year, | 
as I remember the statement, and there is not a Senator on this | 


floor who doubts that within the next two years it will go to the 
sum of $200,000,000 annually. 

Tot satisfied with this, they are seeking to increase that list 
now by attaching to it persons who were not soldiers; who 
were simply nurses during the war. How far that principle may 


extend, as to what numbers may be able to prove that they acted | 
in the capacity of nurses—and this bill applies to some I under- | 


stand who were not appointed by the Surgeon-General—no man 
can tell and no one can know. 

The proposition is to place these nurses on the roll at $12 a 
month, and I apprehend that if the Republican party is con- 
tinued in power and we have the same Pension Committee we 


| pension rolls of the country. 
The bill reported is a substitute for the | 


going, but what the end will be no man can tell unless a check 
is put on this system somewhere 

I am opposed to pensioning army nurses. These ladies, it 
may be true, did many acts of kindness, and Senators can make 
an appeal for them with great sympathy, but there is no prece- 
dent in the past for pensioning them, and I venture to say that 
there is no country in the world where any, save and except 
those who were actual soldiers, are ever put upon the pension 
I, for one, am opposed to the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not exactly understand the ground upon 
which this bill is advocated, or why army nurses should be se- 
lected out of a great number of worthy women, noble women, in 
this country who are daily making their busines® in life that 
of ministering to the sickness and distress of humanity. 

If I understand the rationale, the raison détre of the pension 
law and the pension system of the country, it is that the soldiers 
who performed serv:ce in the Army, taking their lives in their 
hands, risking life an® limb, have performed an extraordinary 
service, which the country properly recognizes by protecting 
them from want by moderate pensions where they are disabled 
or where, in case of service pension, they have become old or 
where they are unable tosupport themselves. But the duty and 
service performed by an army nurse differs in no respect from 
that performed daily by the worthy women in our hospitals who 
are day and night ministering to the sick, disabled, and wounded 
who need their kind and womanly ministrations. The service 
of a nurse in an army hospital does not differ in peril from the 
services of women to-day who in this city and in every city of 
the land are performing like services; and the great body of 
trained nurses in this country have just as much ground for ap- 
peal to the American people to pension them when they become 
unable to earn their living, or are disabled from any cause, as 
these worthy women who are now sought to be placed on the 
I do not depreciate their patriot- 
ism nor detract at all from what is due to them on account of 
the services they have rendered; but they stand apart from every 


I see no reason why the labor of the country, why the woman 
who works for her living at her sewing machine early and late 
should contribute any portion of her earnings, however small, 
to support her sister who has done aservice no more worthy and 
no more deserving of regard than that which she herself is per- 
forming. It is different with the pension of a soldier. 

I know how many things go to the support of an application of 
this kind. It appeals to the chivalry and appeals to the gal- 


| lantry of the men of the country, and we are all willing to doa 


kindness for thes people; but we are doing it not out of our 
pockets, but out of the pockets of the American people. We are 
trustees here of an express trust, and have no right to dissipate 
in this way the fund with the protection of which we are charged, 
however small the item may be. 

I therefore am opposed to the passage of this bill, however 
unpopular such a position may be. Although the amount of 
money may be small, it is opening up a line of conductin regard 
to the pension business which will plague us in the future. I 
agree with what the Senator from Ationaent he. BERRY] has said. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I had sincerely hoped that the 
necessity would not devolve upon me of saying anything in sup- 
port of this measure. It is known to some that I rise to address 
the Senate with great reluctance on all occasions; and inasmuch 
as session after session since I have had the honor to hold the 
very onerous position of chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions we have been passing individual bill after individual bill, 
putting these women on the pension roll by name in each special 
case without objection; and especially considering that this 
same bill passed the Senate two sessions ago after much discus- 
sion, I had hoped not to hear the character of objections which 
have been advanced against it. 

Mr. President, those who have had opportunity to know are 
fully aware that there is a vast difference, inappreciative to the 
Senator from Delaware, between the services which nurses in 
civil life perform in city hospitals and the services of those 
women who followed our Army into the field, who were the very 
angelsof battle anddesolation. Theservices of those two classes 
of women can not be for a moment compared. In civil life the 


| whole ranks of womanhood are drafted upon to render that care, 


have now when these nurses are placed on the roll the effort will | 


be made to increase these pensions from $12 to $15 a month. 
I know, Mr. President, it is said that it is not popular to speak 


against any class of pensions which any individual may come be- | 
fore Congress and ask, but it seems 10 me that there ought to be | 


some limit, there ought to be some time when this expense is to 
be discontinued, and we ought not to be adding additional classes 
year by year until the pension list is almost bankrupting the 
country in which we live. Senators know to what extent it is 


| 


| 


but in the Army they were ‘‘like angel visits, few and far be- 
tween.” They were implored by those in the front to come and 
render their service of benefaction and care. They did not do 
it in the bosom of peace; it was done sometimes under fire, in 
hospital tents, under every disadvantage, rendering to the sick 
and wounded soldiers those ministrations of mercy which come 
from none but women’s hands; and not only to the soldier of one 
side, but to the soldier of both indiscriminately. In the hos: 
pitals he was clad in the blue and he who was clad in the gray 
received their ministering care. 











1892. 





This bill provides for no indiscriminate pension of this class 
of women. It provides for the pensioning only of those who 
were employed by the Surgeon-General, or by some other rec- 
ognized military authority, and who under that employment 
served six months. It does not provide for those who, yielding 
to a mere impulse, may have rendered the service of a nurse to 
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a soldier, but those who placed themselves under contract and | 


discharged military service. 

Mr. CULLOM. With the leave of the Senator, I have heard 
it stated that the bill will include only between two hundred 
and three hundred nurses, not over three hundred at the outside. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will come to that in a moment. The years 
have rolled by. We have been putting army nurses individually 
on the pension roll for fifteen years; the remainder of them have 
grown old, many of them are over 70; and the question is whether 
we shall do that by one comprehensive act of legislation, which 
we do by special acts just as fast as they come up and apply for 
pension. 

I took particular pains two years ago, and I have taken par- 
ticular pains on this occasion, to find out how many will be bene- 
fited by the restricted provisions of tnis bill. 

Mr. BERRY. How many does the Senator state? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave not stated yet. I had the pleasure of a 
very long conference this morning with Miss Clara Barton, who 
has given this subject particular attention. She says the num- 
ber will be between two hundred and three hundred, certainly not 


to exceed three hundred. Howdothey know? The Ladies’ Re- | 


lief Association have these women on their pension rolls now, 
and are relieving them all over the country. They are listed, 
rostered, and known by name, their needs are known, their rec- 
ord is as well known as that of any soldier in the Army; and if 
we are going on to put these ladies on the pension roll by special 
bill time after time, as fast as the bills can be presented and the 
services proved, why not do it by one comprehensive general act 
as proposed here? 

Mr. GRAY. I was not aware—if I had been it would have 
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chairman of the Committee on Pensions, for $20 or $25 a month for 
those nurses. [remember a large number of them were brought 
in, and finally, with the codperation of some members of the 
Committee on Pensions, failing todefeat the passage of the bills, 
we got a rule partially established fixing the pensions at $12 per 
month. 

If there has been asolitary nurse bill presented since then 
which has not gone through, I am not aware of it. I think at 
least seven or eight or ten such bills have gone through this 
session. Here is a House bill now on the Calendar, Order of 
Business 1065, which I have just happened to cast my eye upon, 
to pension an army nurse at $12 per month. I thinkat this ses- 
sion probably one or two such bills have gone through at $18 
per month. 

Mr.SAWYER. I think not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought on> or two had gone through. 
I know that in the Fiftieth or the Fifty-first Congress the Pen- 


| sion Committee rather fixed upon the rule of not going above 


made no difference—that these army nurses were being pensioned | 


singly by separate bills as fast as they made application. The 
Senator from Minnesota says they are. If that beso they have 
gone through like many other pension bills, without much ob- 
servation by anybody. 

Mr. DAVIS. Where they have proved their service. 

Mr. GRAY. After they have proved a particular service. I 


do not know what that may be, but I suppo-e one which entitles | 


them to a pension on the ground of particular service. I pre- 
sume that to be the case. That does not affect my objection to 


this bill; my objection is not because of the amount. [ suppose | 
if there are only three hundred the amount will be small, but the | 


principle is a dangerous one, one which can not be acceded to 
without granting the principle that we should pension all per- 


sons who have performed any service in the work of humanity | 
| and 420 colored, making a grand total of 6,284. 


when they become old and unable to support themselves, 

I can not see from what the Senator from Minnesota says, not- 
withstanding the gallant way in which he has come to the de- 
fense of this proposition, any difference in the service performed 
by these army nurses from that which is performed daily by 
trained nurses in hospitals all over the country. Both minister 
to suffering humanity, both stand by the bedside of suffering 
and disease day and night, and their ministrations are unceas- 
ing and are productive of the greatest benefaction to humanity. 
In the one case and the other the ministration is the same. 

If an army nurse has performed an exceptional service, has 
been under fire, as the Senator from Minnesota says some of them 
have, let a special case be made, and I shall make no objection to 
her being pensioned, but if her service is just that which any 
woman performs when she is ministering in the hospital to the 
sick and the wounded, then I can see no reason why she should 
be treated differently from the vast number of worthy women 
who are doing similar service. 

It may be that it is right to pension all such women, and there 
is a proposition now in England to pension them, in which the 


Government has a share, but it is partly voluntary, by which the | 


trained nurses, when they get to a certain age, shall be pen- 


sioned—a great and noble charity not only of the Government, | 


but of the benevolent all over the United Kingdom. This is not 
that. This is a pension pure and simple; a pension to a class of 
worthy people, but not more worthy than thousands of others 
who are performing like service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, I believe it was, the first special bills were brought into 
the Senate to pension army nurses. I made as determined {: 
fight as I could against the principie and policy of granting pen- 
sions to army nurses by special bill or otherwise. I continued 
that fight, I think, in the Fiftieth Congress. The bills were 
generally broughtin, as the Senator from Minnesota remembers, 
when the then Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. BLAIR] was 





the rate of $12 per month, and that has been the rule since. 

When the first bill was introduced on the subject of granting 
pensions to nurses,a very comprehensive bili, in my judgment it 
would have included cooks and everybody of that kind. We had 
considerable wrangling over it here in the Senate, and I took 
some pains to get at all the data in regard te the question of 
army nurses. [ have quite a mass here which I have collected 
at different times from the War Department. I have all the or- 
ders which were issued by the War Department authorizing the 
employment of army nurses, and also the pay they received. 
Some of them were paid 40 cents a day, and other rates of com- 
pensation were paid. The whole question | have got together 
as fully as I could. 

[ also have had made ‘'a classified schedule of female hospital 
employés as shown by the records on file in the Record and Pen- 
sion Division, War Department,” that shows under the different 
heads of nurses, cooks, matrons, laundresses, and undetermined, 
the number under all these various heads. 

When we come to the nurses—and this bill includes only the 
nurses who were hired under contract—there were 497 white and 
281 colored, making 778 in all hired under contract. Of those 
who were volunteers, 64 werg white and none colored. 

Miss Dix, who had a great deal to do with hospitals during the 
war, and who was specially authorized by the War Department 
to employ nurses, had 371 white nurses and no colored. Of the 
Sisters of Charity there were 248 white and no colored. The 
Sanitary Commission had 31 white and no colored nurses. The 
Christian Commission had 2 white and nocolored. By order of 
the Surgeon-General there were 95 white nurses and | colored; 
total 96. Then there were ‘ undetermined,” that is, where it 
was not specified by what particular authority they were em- 
ployed, 4,556 white and 138 colored nurses, making a total of 
4,694 ‘*undetermined.” So that the totals would be 5,864 whites 


[also have under the same heads, cooks, matrons, nurses, 
‘undetermined ” with this note attached: 


The figures given above do not represent the total number of females em- 
ployed in the hospital service during the war, but only those whose names 


| have been found of record. Many records are missing and others are so 


imperfect that the information they contain is but of little value. The total 
number of femaleemployés of each class was undoubtedly much larger than 
stated above. 

This was made April 10, 1890. Asamatter of course, it included 
all borne on the rolls at any time, including those who died during 
the war, all who have died since, and everything of the kind. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, it is with- 
out any reference to the length of service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This includes all whose names appear. As 
I have stated, it is the number of names that appear upon all of 
these rolls in the Department so far as they have been found. 

Mr. DAVIS. Now, I beg leave to say that the considerations 
advanced by the Senator from Missouriin the table he has read, 
which we have heard before, were very potent in shaping the 
bill under present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will let me go on and make 
my statement I think he will find out why I read it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As TI stated before, the first bill which was 
introduced would have included, in my judgment, all the nurses’ 


names on that list, and it was against that that I made a very ‘ 


determined fight. 

[ will say that the substitute now reported by the committee, 
as the Senator from Minnesota will say, is asubstitute which was 
offered to the bill which is known as the Blair bill, and that sub- 
stitute was prepared for the express purpose of limiting and re- 
stricting the persons who would be the beneficiaries under the 
law to the nurses named here. I offered the substitute and it 
was accepted by Senator Blair as a substitute to be offered by ‘ 
himself, and it was passed in the last Congress. 
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Now, I want to call attention to the difference between these 
two bills. The House has passed a bill providing: 

That any woman who served as an army nurse in the actual personal care 
and nursing of the sick and wounded during the civil war, either in field 
or general hospitals of the United States, and who continued in such care 
and nursing of the sick and wounded not less than six months, and who is 
without other adequate means of support than her own daily labor, shall, 
upou making due proof of the fact, according to such rules and regulations 
as the Secretary of the Interior may provide, be placed upon the pension roll 
of the United States and be entitled to receive #2 per month, and such pen- 
sion shall commence from the dats of filing the application in the Pension 
Office after the passage of this act: Provided, That any pension granted, un- 
der any former law, to any applicant under this act, shall terminate from 
the date of commencement of the pension under this act: Provided further, 
That no person now receiving a pension, as army nurse, under any special 
act, shall be entitled to receive a pension under this act. 

Here is the substitute reported by the Senate committee: 
That all women employed by the Surgeon-General of the Army as nurses, 
under contract or otherwise, during the late war of the rebellion, or who 
were employed as nurses during such peried] by authority which is recog- 
nized by the War Department, and who rendered actual service as nurses 
in attendance upon the sick or wounded in any regimental, post, camp, or 
general hospital of the armies of the United States fora period of six months 
or inore, and who were honorably relieved from such service, or who, prior 
to the completion of such term of service, were disabled in such service and 
honorably relieved by reason of such disability, and who are now or may 
hereafter be unable to earn a support, shall, upon making due proof of the 
fact according to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may provide, be placed upon the list of pensioners of the United States and 
be entitled to receive a pension of $12 per month, and such pension shall 
commence from the dateof the filing of the application in the Pension Office 
after the passage of this act: Provided, That no person shall receive more 
than one pension for the same period. 

Here is a provision which led toconsiderable controversy, and 
[am exceedingly gratified to see that the Pension Committee 
have ingrafted it in the bill. 

S 2. That no fee, compensation, or allowance shall be paid to, recetved, 
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raccepted by any agent, attorney, or other person instrumental in the pros- 
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where they had served six months and were dependent; and 
after testing that time and again, the bills getting through at 
twenty or twenty-five dollars, [ thought it was better that a gen- 
eral bill should be brought in which should be guarded as 
closely as possible to bring these pensions down to $12 and cut 
down the pension fees. 

Mr. BERRY. I simply wish to say one word. I have no 
doubt but what the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAVIs| is eon- 
vinced in his own mind that the number to be pensioned under 
this bill will not exceed two hundred and fifty, but I confess that 
any prediction ast to what a pension billis going to cost, made 
prior to the time of its passage, does not have the same weight 


| with me that it did when I first came here. 


I remember very distinctly that the late distinguished Presi- 
dent of the United States, Mr. Garfield, said that the pension roll 
had now reached to about $39,000,000, and that he wassatisfied we 
had reaclted the maximum that would ever be paid for pensions 
inany one year. [ think also that my distinguished friend from 
Minnesota, when the dependent-pension bill was passed, did not 
give much credit to my prediction, when [ said that the time 
would come under that act when we should pay $200,000,000 an- 
nually, and within three years we should pay $150,000,000. I 
think he did not give much credit to that statement, but pre- 
sented figures here tending to show that it would cost far less 
{ remember that the predecessor of the Seuator from 
New Hampshire made a prediction that the dependent-pension 


| bill would cost less than $100,000,000 all told; and yet, Mr. Pres- 


( 
ecution ofiany claim for pension under this act; and any person who may | 


nake any claim upon any applicant for any fee, compensation, or allowance 

ll be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined not ex- 

f 0, or imprisoned at hard labor not exceeding one year, or both, in 

the discretion of the court; and it shall be the duty of the Interior and War 
Departments to render all proper aid to applicants under this act. 

That is a very just provision, and it will not enable the claim 

agents and pension sharks of Washington, when this bill has 

been passed, to write to these women and children that they have 





ideut, none of those predictions came true. 

I do not thoroughly understand the provision of the bill as to 
nurees employed by competent authority recognized by the War 
Department. Under that provision I predict that every nurse, 
whether white or colored, employed by a lieutenant, a captain, 
or a colonel during the entire war will come in and prove aclaim 


| to pension under this bill, which the Senator from Missouri says 


secured the passage of the law, as they are claiming to have done | 


with a bill which recently became a ‘law. 
has been dene by a gentleman who, I thought, was above it; but 
a! tter from him has been published broadcast in the RECORD, 
and speaks for itself, claiming that he managed to get it through, 
and to which I believe the Senator from Vermont|Mr. PRocrToRr], 
on the Military Committee, referred the other day. 

This bill is as closely guarded, inmy judgment, as any bill can 
be which allows pensions to army nurses who served six months 


{ am sorry to say this | 


or became helpless by reason of disease prior to that time and | 


are dependent. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to the principle. 
continuously opposed to the principle. L[ opposed the principle 
O1 F 
but when I have made my fight upon the floor of the Senate time 
after time and have always been beaten, and it has become an 
established practice of the Committee on Pensions to pass these 
private bills, then I thought it was simply a saving of labor to 


I have been | 


nsioning a large class of pensioners who are upon the roll: | 


the committee to place the investigation of who these army 
nurses were upon somebody else than simply to leave it upon ex 
parte testimony taken in the form of affidavits, and presented to 


the Pension Committee. 
bill as closely as possible and restricting it to those who might 
be found by the record or by competent evidence and to the sat- 


It was with a view of guarding this | 


isfaction of the War Department to have been in the service, that | 


{had this bill prepared. 

[ say frankly that I am opposed to the policy of pensioning 
persons who were not in the actual military service of the United 
States; but when the House of Representatives by a decisive 
majority of both political parties and when the Senate for years 
has constantly passed all these private bills, Ithoughtit better to 
pass ageneral bill. I fought here for two or three years until | 
finally got these pensions down to $12. Then I thought it was 
better to let them go at $12 than to let them go at $20 or $28. 

Mr. DAVIS. I must beg leave tocorrect the Senator. Those 
private bills have not all been passed without exception. There 
have been many adverse reports. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I mean where the ser\ 
as the Senator has said. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not mean that private pension bills 
for army nurses have been passed any more than other private 
pension bills. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
not mean it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. I opposed every kind of pension to 
nurses. The issue was made upon pensioning them as nurses 


vice was shown, just 


That is what the Senator said. I know he did 


is so well guarded. What is competent authority—what officer? 
Why not confine it to those employed by the Surgeon-General? 
Why leave that catch in the bill? 

The principle of the whole bill iswrong. The idea of extend- 
ing pensions to any one except soldiers, as I said awhile ago, I 
do not believe was ever proposed by any Government prior to 
the time of the Forty-ninth Congress, as the Senator from Mis- 
souri says, and then it was intended to be applied to these who 
were actually disabled, and yet we have before us this evening 
a pension bill which practically gives a service pension to all 
those who were employed in the capacity of nurses and those 
who were hired to go out and nurse the sick and wounded dur- 
ing the war, and who no doubt performed valuable service. No 
one denies that; but it is the principle of extending this pension 
roll against which I protest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Imove that the Senate insist on its amendment 
to the bill, and askfor a conference with the House of Represent- 
atives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
DAVIS, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. VILAS were appointed. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now.I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I appeal to the Senator from New 
York to yield to me to make a report from a committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
York yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution this day submitted by Mr. ALLEN, 
reported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be author- 
ized to continue its investigations, with all the duties and powers authorized 
by the resolutions of the Senate relating to that committee of July 31, 1888, 
December 6, 1888, December 4,1890, September 23, 1890, and February 14, 1891, 
during the coming recess, and report to the next session of the Senate; the 
expenses of such investigations to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the object of continuing that com- 
mittee? Has it any work to do? 
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Mr. JONES of Nevada. Thecommittee has been continued for 
three or four years and now asks to be continued during the com- 
ing recess. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We had better make itastanding commit- 
tee if itis going to work for all eternity. Isimply wish to say 
that the expenditures will be pretty high if all these special 
committees are continued during tl 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am informed that the expenses of 
this committee are merely nominal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreecin 
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the recess. 


to the resolution. 
Che resolution was agreed to. 
EMPLOYEES IN CHARGE OF MALTBY BUILDING. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the follow- 
ine resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That until further ordered the Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to 
employ, in addition to the existing force, one messenger in charge of Maltby 
Building : ie rate of $1.800 per annum; one janitor at the rate of $1,000 
one engineer at the rate of #1,200 per annum; one fireman at the rate of U0) 
per annum; one conductor of elevator at the rate of $800 per annum, and 
four laborers at the rate of $720 dollars each perannum,; also during the ses- 
sions of the Senate four messengers atthe rate of #1,440each perannum,; two 
firemen at the rate of $800 each per annum, and one conductor of elevator at 
the rate of #800 per annum, to be paid from miscellaneous items on account of 
Maltby Building 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I ask for the immediate considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

By unanimous consent,the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. PASCO. I desire toask whether this resolution provides 
simply for a continuation of the present force or is it an addition 
thereto? 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. It is a continuation of the present 
force when the Senate is in session and reduces the force during 
the recess. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3240) to facilitate the 
enforcement of the immigration and contract-labor laws of the 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I[ will yield if there is to be no discussion 
upon the bill, which has been heretofore read and considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by him? 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the Senator will yield to me to move 
an executive session. ‘There are several nominations whi 
should be confirmed. 

Mr. COKE. I withdraw my motion for that purpose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In at the Senate proceedto the con- 
sideration of executive 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the co: 
sideration of executive After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, July 27, 1892, at 12 o'clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate July 26. 1892. 





MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Truxtun Beale, of California, to be minister resident and consul- 
general of the Unit States to Roumania, Servia, and Greece. 
This nomination is made necessary by the change in grade of 
this mission under the late diplomatic and consular appropria- 
tion act. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

John F. Henry, jr., of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to sueceed Charles EF. Stott, removed. 

Eben Demarest, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the districtof New York, in the State of New York. 

1ed. 


to succeed Eugene W. Pratt, resig 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Philip Smith, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for tl] 
of Peoria, in the State of Illinois, to sueceed Albert L. Schim 
resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Leonard W. Corbett, to be postmaster at Santa Paula, in the 


county of Ventura and State of California, in place of Caspar 
Taylor, resigned. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Robert H. Barton, to be postmaster at Moscow, in tl 
of Latah and State of Idaho, in the place of Arvid Hinman, d 
ceased. : 

John L.Chapman, to be postmaster at |] iston, in the county 
of Nez Pere and State of Idaho, t place of Luther D. 
s0ice, deceased 

Gus Mulholland, to be postmaster at Gallup, in the county of 
Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico, the appointment oi 
a postmaster for said office having. by law. b t n t 
President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Brewer Seott, to be p stmaster at Bennett, in the « ty of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appoint: of apost 
master for the said office having, by law, becom ed in ¢ 


resident onand after July 1, 182. 


James J. Cox, to be postmaster at Howard, in the « nty o 
Miner and State of South Dakota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, b>come vested in tl 
President on and after July 1, 1892. 

COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 

A. Barton Hepburn, of New York, to be Comptroller of 1 

Currency, to succeed Edward S. Lacey i 


’ A 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Er ~yptiory An? frane en firm I by #7 Sona 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT 
George Shiras, jr., of Pennsylvania, to be associate justice of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION 
] 
i 








Charles F. Markell, of Maryland, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the Unite States to Bra 
CONSUL. 
Soren Listoe, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States 
as Dusseldorf. 
PROMOTIONS IN TH ARMY. 
Arti l ry ay 
18. Cad hamberlaine, to be additional second lieu- 
tenant, instead of second lieutenant in the infantry arm 
Caralyy « 
| t. Co Georg B Sana Ninth Caval: to be colone 
M Reul Bernard, Eight Cavalry, to be lieutenant-col- 
( i 
Capt. Moses Harris, First Cavalry, to be major. 
irst Lieut. John Pitcher, First Cavairy. to be cap ain. 
Second Lieut. John T. Haines, Fifth Ca to : 
tenant 
SSISTAN COT! i > c ) = 
John Ramsey ( New J: é ) iss a CO mr of « 
oms t Jer-ey ( N J R } | 
S of New York 
PROMO N [ tINI [OS s | 
5 t Sure. ¢ Gui ) ( ) 
passed as ant surgeon in the Ma Sery ( 
it States 
POS t 
Walter D. Stinson, to be postmast at Au sta { ( nt 
of Kennebec and State of Mai 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, Jul) » 1892 
The House met at ll o'cl a Prave R H. Ct : 
r, D. D. 
Che Journal of th ) of y \ ud and ¢ 
m1 U i 
I ( SEN B - 
Ch SPE KER lair { Ho ‘ ly ni eso 
ref d as indica 
reso on (S. RR. 10 at ) 5 
im tO 1 LO t cu” ! \ bah 
2 author the See of Wa » correct 
record of Ca Edward WI ‘ifty-sixth New 
teers—to the Committ on Military Affairs . 
131 r the relief Adolph Losehmidt—to the Co 
ilitary Affairs. 
A bill (S. 1137) for the erection of aj ic building at tl 
city of Walla Walla, in the States of Washington—to the Com- 


Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, BUFFALO, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3463) to 
fix the limit of cost of the United States post-office building at 
Buffalo, N. Y. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of that bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. WATSON. 
matter. 
ing. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Theregular order is equivalent to an objec- 
tion; and the bill will be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

ENTERTAINMENT GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

The Speaker laid before the House a concurrent resolution of 
the Senate; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That per- 
mission is hereby granted to the ladies of Washington to give a reception in 
the rotunda of the Capitol, September 19, 1892, to the members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, the Woman's Relief Corps, and all other visiting or- 
ganizations who may attend the national encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic in September next. 

The SPEAKER. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following com- 
munication; which was read: 

DEAR Sirk: In pursuance of a resolution unanimously adopted by the 
citizens’ executive committee having in charge the reception and entertain- 
ment of the twenty-sixth national encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republicin Washington, D. C., commencing the 20th of September next, I 
have the honor to extend an invitation to the honorable Speaker and such 
members of the House of Representatives as may be designated by commit- 
tee or otherwise to be present and participate in the reception and other cer- 
emonies on that occasion. 

I have the honor to remain, very respectfully, yours, 
JOHN JOY EDSON. Chairman. 

Hon. CHARLES F.. CRISP, 

Speaker, House of Representatives, United States Capitol. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker,I desire to offer in connec- 
tion with that communication a resolution. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved. That the invitation of the citizens’ executive committee having 
in charge the reception exercises 

Mr. WATSON (interrupting the reading). 
leged matter? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. WATSON. 





Is that a privi- 


It is not. 
I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is equiv- 
alent to an objection. The resolution and letter will be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 





Mr. Speaker, I would like to examine that | 
We can not understand what is going on from the read- | 


This resolution will be referred to the Com- | 


| Texas [Mr. SAYERS] demanded the previous question. 





The SPEAKER laid before the House the following requests | 


for leaves of absence: 

By Mr. CuTTING, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

By Mr. COOLIDGE, for one week, on account of sickness. 


By Mr. LAYTON, for the remainder of the session, on account | 


of sickness. 

By Mr. BRICKNER, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

By Mr. BAKER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I also ask indefinite leave of absence for 
my colleague, Mr. CAPEHART, On account of important business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to interpose objection to any leaves of 
absence at this time except on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the leaves of ab- 
sence requested by members on account of sickness will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Georgia has demanded 
the regular order. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to appeal to the gentle- 


COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the call of committees for reports be dispensed with, and that 
committees having reports to present be authorized to file them 
with the Clerk of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
asks unanimous consent to dispense with the call of committees 
for reports, and that members having reports to present be per- 
mitted to hand them to the Clerk. Is there objection to that 
request? 

There was no objection. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the resolu- 
tion that was offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] yesterday relative to the Senate amendments to the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“To pay to the widowof M. H ford, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of Michigan, $5,000. 

“To pay to the widow of John R. Gamble, late a Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of South Dakota, $5,000. : : 

To pay to the widow of Leonidas C. Houk,. late a Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of Tennessee, $2,777.78, and to John L. Hudiberg, guar- 
dian of Annie Houk and Eddie Houk, two minor children of the said Leonidas 
C. Houk, for their use and benefit #2,222.22; in all, $5,000. 

To pay to the widow of John W. Kendall, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of Kentucky, #4,945.24. 

To pay to the widow of W. H. F. Les, late a Representative in Congress 
from the State of Virginia, $5,000. ; ; 

To pay to the widow of Francis B. Spinola, late a Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of New York, %5,000. 

To pay to the legal heirs of E. T. Stackhouse the amount of salary for the 
unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-second Congress, 
#4,014.10. 

To pay to the widow of James Phelan the amount of salary for the unex- 
pired term of his service as a member of the Fifty-first Congress, $463.37. 

The SPEAKER. On this resolution the gentleman from 
Pending 
that the gentleman from Iowa |Mr. HAYES] moved to lay the 
resolution upon the table. A vote having been taken upon that 
proposition, the noes had it, and the House refused to lay the 1 eso- 
lution on the table, whereupon the gentleman from lowa|Mr. 
HAYES] entered a motion to reconsider that vote, and that is 
the question now before the House. On that question the yeas 


| and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


Mr. Speaker —— 
For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
[ rise to inquire if the gentleman voted in 


| the negative? 


The SPEAKER. He did. 

Mr. SAYERS. He changed his vote. 

The SPEAKER. On that question the yeas and nays are or- 
dered. As many as favor the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to lay this resolution on the table will, 
when their names are called, say ‘‘ay;” those opposed, ‘* no.” 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 81, nays 109, 
not voting 138: as follows: 


YEAS—81. 

Andrew, Curtis, Lagan, Quackenbush, 
Atkinson, Dalzell, Lapham, Raines, 
Barwig, Daniell, Lind, Ray, 
Bentley, Dingley, Little, Reilly, 

| Bingham, Dolliver, Lockwood, Robinson, Pa. 
Bowman, Durborow, Lynch, Rockwell, 
Brosius, English, Magner, Russell, 
Buchanan, N. J. Fitch, Mansur, Scull, 
Bynum, Flick, McGann, Shonk, 
Cable, Geissenhainer, Meredith, Stephenson, 
Cadmus, Griswold, Mitchell, Stone, W. A. 
Jampbell, Grout, O'Neill, Pa. Stump, 
Caruth, Harmer, O'Neill, Mo. Tracey, 
Causey, Harter, Outhwaite, Walker, 
Chipman, Hayes, Lowa Page, R. I. Weadock, 
Clancy, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Wheeler, Mich. 
Coburn, Henderson, Ill. Paynter, Whiting, 
Coombs, Hopkins, Ill. Perkins, Youmans. 


man from Georgia to withdraw the demand for the regular order | 


for afew moments, so that I may ask consent for the reference 
of certain claims to the Court of Claims, under the provisions of 
existing law. I will state that these are claims which have been 
carefully examined and reported on by the War Claims Com- 
mittee of the House, they have been pending here for years and 
years—one of them being in favor of the wife of a brigadier- 
general in the Federal Army—and a refusal to refer them amounts 
practically to an absolute denial of justice, inasmuch as the evi- 
denee in their support is fast disappearing with the progress of 
time. I only ask that they ba referred to the court. 

Mr. WATSON. I demand the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair of course can not control the mat- 


ter. The regular order is insisted upon by the gentleman from 
Georgia, as the Chair understands. 
| did demand the regular order. 


Mr. WATSON. 


Covert, Hull, Post, 





Crosby, Johnson, N. Dak. Powers, , 

Cummings Jolley, Price, ; 
NAYS—109. ; 

Alexander, Bullock De Forest, Greenleaf, 3 

Amerman, Bunn, Dickerson Hallowell, a 

Babbitt, Busey, Dixon, Halvorson, 

Bailey, Butler, Dockery, Hamilton, 

Bankhead, Byrns, Dungan, Hare, 

Blanchard, Caminetti, Edmunds, Harries, 

Blount, Cate, Ellis, Heard, 

Branch, Clarke, Ala. Enloe, Henderson, N. CG. 

Breckinridge, Ark. Clover, Epes, Holman, 

Bretz, Cobb, Ala. Everett, Hooker, Miss. 

Brookshire, Cobb, Mo. Fithian, Houk, Ohio 

Brown, Crawford, Forman, Johnson, Ohio 

Brunner, Culberson, Forney, Johnstone, S. C, 

Bryan, Davis, Gillespie, Jones, 

Buchanan, Va. De Armond, Grady, Kilgore, 
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Kribbs, MeMillin, Seerley, Turner, 
Kyle, McRae, Shell, Turpin, 
Lane, Montgomery, Shively, Van Horn, 
Lanham, Moses, Simpson, Warner, 
Lawson, Ga. Otis, Snow, Watson, 
Lester, Ga. Page, Md. Sperry, Wheeler, Ala. 
Lester, Va. Parrett, Stevens. Williams, N. C. 
Long, Patterson, Tenn. Steward, Ill. Williams, II1. 
Mallory, Patton, Stewart, Tex. Wise, 
Martin, Pearson, Stout, Wolverton. 
McCreary, Pierce, Taylor, Ill. 
McKaig, Sayers, Terry, 
McKeighan, Scott, Tillman, 

NOT VOTING—1338. 
Abbott, Cowles, Ketcham, Rusk, 
Alderson, Cox, N. Y. Lawson, Va. Sanford, 
Allen, Cox, Tenn. Layton, Smith, 
Arnald, Craig, Pa. Lewis, Snodgrass, 
Bacoh, Crain, Tex. Livingston, Springer, 
Baker, Cutting, Lodge, Stahlnecker, 
Bartine, Doan, Loud, Stockdale, 
Beenan, Donovan, McAleer, Stone, C. W. 
Belden, Dunphy, McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Belknap, Elliott, McDonald, Storer, 
Beltzhoover, Enochs, McKinney, Sweet 
Bergen, Fellows, Meyer, Tarsney. 
Bland, Fowler, Miller, Taylor, Tenn. 
Boatner, Funston, Milliken, Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Fyan, Moore, Taylor, J. D. 
Bowers, Gantz, Morse, Taylor, V. A. 
Brawley, Geary, Mutchler, Townsend, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, Newberry, Tucker, 
Brickner. Gorman, Norton, Wadsworth, 
Broderick, Hall, Oates, Warwick, 
Bunting, Hatch, O’ Donnell, Washington, 
Burrows, Haugen, O’Ferrall, Waugh, 
Bushnell, Haynes, Ohio O'Neil, Mass. Wever, 
Caldwell, Hemphill, Owens, White, 
Capehart, Herbert, Pattison, Ohio Wike, 
Castle, Hermann, Peel, Willcox, 
Catchings, Hitt, Pendleton, Williams, Mass. 
Cheatham, Hoar, Pickler, Wilson, Ky. 
Chapin, Hooker, N. Y. Randall, Wilson, Wash. 
Clark, Wyo. Hopkins, Pa. Rayner, Wilson, Mo. 
Cockran, Houk, Tenn. Reed, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cogswell, Huff, Reyburn, Winn, 
ja Johnson, Ind. Richardson, Wright. 
Coolidge, Kem, Rife, 
Cooper. Kendall, Robertson, La. 


So the motion to reconsider was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until further 


Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentue 


notice: 


Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. MILLIKEN. 
Mr. GANTZ with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTIN é. 
Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Hurr. 
Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 
Mr. COWLES with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MorRSR. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. ENOcCHS. 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 
Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BoweERrs. 

Mr. MOoRE with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
Mr. LAYTON with Mr. Currina. 
Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN. 
Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania with Mr. PIcKLER. 
Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 


ky. 


Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
Until Wednesday next: 
Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. BURROWS. 


For this day: 


Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. ENLOE. 


Mr. TUCKER with Mr. 


LIFE. 


Mr. OWENS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts with Mr, 
Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 


On this vote: 


Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. SMITH. 
Mr. CRAIN of Texas with Mr. CALDWELL. 


LODGE. 


Mr. SAYERS. 


E I move the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution. 


XX11I—426 


| from Michigan [Mr. WHITING] moves to amend that 
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Mr. WEADOCK. Pending that I move that the House take 
a recess until to-morrow morning at 9 o'clock. 

Mr. WHITING. I move to amend that by making the hour 
to which the House will take a recess at haif past 9 to-morrow 
morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
demands the previous question. Pending that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. WEADOCK] moves that the House take a 
recess until to-morrow morning at o'clock. and the gentleman 
by making 


it half past 9 o'clock to-morrow morning. ‘The vote will first 


| be taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan 
|[Mr. WHITING]. 


The question b-ing taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. WEADO ‘K), there were 
11, noes 134. 3 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. 

Mr. SAYERS. 


ayes 


No quorum. 
Yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was takea: and the 


not voting 149; as follows: 


Alexander, 


Andrew, 
Atkinson, 
Babbitt, 
Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Beeman, 
Bentley, 
Bingham. 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Bowers, 
Bowman, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Brunner, 
Bryan. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va. 


Ark 


| Bullock, 
| Bunn, 


Burrows, 
Busey, 
Butler, 


} Bynum, 


Byrns, 


} Cable 


; 
Causey, 
( 


Caruth, 
‘ate, 


*heatham, 


| Clarke, Ala, 


Clover, 
Cobb. Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coombs, 
Crawford, 
Crosby, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Baker, 
Bacon, 
Bartine, 


| Belden, 





Belknap, 
Beltzhoove r. 
Bergen, 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Bunting, 
Bushnell, 
Caamus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Capehart, 
Castle, 


| Catchings, 
| Chapin, 


Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wyo. 


| Coburn, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | 


Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 


' Coolidge, 


YEAS—1. 
Brosius 
NAYS—178. 
Culberson, Jolley, 
Daniell, Jones, 
Davis, Kem, 


De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Dixon 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Dungan, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, 

Epes, 

Everett, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Gillespie, 
Grady, 
Greenleaf, 
Griswold, 
Grout, 
Hallowell, 
Halvorson, 
Hamilton 
Hare, 

Harmer, 
Harries, 
Harter, 
Haynes, Ohio 
Heard, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hen‘lerson, N.C 
Henderson, Il. 
Hermann, 

Hitt 

Holman, 
Hopkins, Il 
Houk, Ohio 
Hull 

Johnson, Ind 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnstone, S.C. 


Nilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 
Lagan, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lapham 
Lawson, Ga 
Lester, Va 
Lester,Ga 
Lind, 
Little, 
Lockwood. 
Long, 
Lynch, 
Mallory, 
McAleer, 
McCreary 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
Me Millin 
McRae, 
Meyer, 
Mitchell. 
Montgomery 
Moses 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Pa 
O'Neill Mo 
Otis 
Outhwaite 
Page, R.I 
Page, Md 
Parrett 
Patterson 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton 
Perkins 


Tenn 


NOT VOTING —149 


Cooper, 
Covert, 
Cowles. 
Cox, N. Y. 
Cox, Tenn. 
Craig, Pa. 
Crain, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Curtis, 
Cutting, 
Dalzell, 
Doan, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Elliott, 
English, 
Enloe, 
Enochs, 
Fellows, 
Fitch, 
Flick, 

F< »wiler, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gantz, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Hall, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, lowa 
Hemphill, 


Herbert 
Hoar 
Hooker, Miss 
Hooker, N. Y 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, Tenn. 
Hutt 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kendall, 
Ketcham. 
Lawson, Va 
Layton, 
Lewis, 
Livingston 
Lodge, 
Loud, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, 
McClellan, 
McDonald 
McKinney, 
Meredith, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Moore. 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Newberry, 
Norton, 
O'Donnell 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass 
Owens, 


re were—yeas 1, 


Pierce 
Powers 
Price, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines 

Ray 

Reed. 
Robinson, Pa 
Russell, 
Sayers, 
scott 

Seull. 
Seerley, 
Shell,” 
Shively, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Snow. 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Steward, Ill 
Stewart. Tex 
Storer. 
Stout, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Terry, 
Townsend, 
Turner, 
Turpin, 

Van Horn, 
Walker, 
Warner 
Watson 
Wauch, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Wheeler, Mich. 
White, 
Wike, 
Williams, N.C. 
Williams, Il 
Wolverton, 
Youmans. 


Pattison, Ohio 
Peel 

Pickler, 

Post 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reilly 

Rey burn, 
Richardson, 
Rife 
Robertson, La. 
Rockwell 
Rusk. 
Sanford, 
Shonk, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stockdale 
Stone, C. W 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, V.A 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 

W adsworth, 
Warwick, 


nays 178, 
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Washington, Willcox, Wilson, Mo. Wright. 
Weadock, Williams, Mass. Wilson, W. Va 

Wever, Wilson, Ky. Winn, 

Whiting, Wilson, Wash. Wise, 


So the motion of Mr. WHITING was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced, on this vote: 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. CRAIN of Texas with Mr. CALDWELL. 

TheSPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEADOCK] that the House take 
arecess until 9 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that motion will be 
withdrawn. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the demand of 


the gentleman from Texas[Mr. SAYERS] for the previous question | 


on the resolution offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 13. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. No quorum. 

Mr. SAYERS. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

yause.| I withdraw that, and ask for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAyYEs] to act as tellers. 

The House divided; and tellers reported—ayes 160, nogs &. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. 
number, and the yeas and nays are refused; the ayes have it, 
the previous question is ordered, and the question now is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, amotion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees, Mr. 
SAYERS, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. DINGLEY. 

ONE-HORSE CARS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


{After a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 26, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish toknowif I am correctly informed 
that the right to use overhead wires has been extended to the 
company operating a road on the extension of Seventh street. 

Mr. HEARD. That is the Petworth, Brightwood and Ta- 
koma Park Railroad? It has; and since that time both Houses 
have agreed to a bill for the Great Falls and Washington Rail- 
road, permitting them to use the overhead wire. In fact, I state 
to the gentleman, upon my own responsibility, that there has 
never been a refusal of authority on the part of Congress to use 
the overhead wire on railroads outside of the city. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With that statement 
the report. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I only want to make a 
statement to this effect, that I offered the amendment which was 
ingrafted in the bill allowing the use of overhead wires. Isimpl¢ 
desire to emphasize, as I did the other day when a similar bili 
was up, the necessity of rapid transit over the street railroads in 
this District. Again I want to emphasize that fact by saying 


[am satisfied with 


| that there is no city in the United States of similar population 


on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8192) to prohibit the use | 
of one-horse cars Within the limits of the city of Washington after the Ist | 
day of January, 1893, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free | 


conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same. 
JNO. T. HEARD, 


J. E. COBB, 
P. S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
B. W. PERKINS, 
ISHAM G, HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement was read, as follows: 
The only amendment proposed by the Senate is to strike out of the bill the 


amendment adopted in the House which provided that any street railway 
company operating a line of road in the District of Columbia may use over- 


Kight gentlemen have arisen, nota sufficient | 





head wires for the propulsion of its cars outside the boundary street of the | 


cities of Washington and Georgetown. 
refused by Congress to any company applying for it, the Senate conferees 


This privilege having never been | 


insist that general legislation upon this subject may well be omitted from | 


this bill, the object of which being simply to forbid the use of one-horse or 
*‘bob-tail”’ cars in this city after the ist day of January next, and in this view 
the House conferees concur and recommend agreement to the Senate amend- 
ment 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to pro- 
hibit the use of one-horse cars in the city of Washington after 
next January. At the time the bill was pending in the House 
an amendment was proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. WASHINGTON| I believe [or Mr. MCMILLIN], authorizing 
any street railroad company operating a railroad within the 
District to use overhead wires on such roads as are outside of 
the limits of the city of Washington and Georgetown. Congress 
never having refused to grant that permission to any company 
that applied for it, the Senate insisted that it was not necessary 
to insert it in this bill, and the gentleman who offered the amend- 
mcntin the House I have seen since this amendment was adopted, 
and since this conference was ordered, I believe, and he agrees 
that as Congress has just granted the privilege to two companies 
outside of the limits of Washington and in the District to use 
overhead wires, he is not disposed to insist upon the retention 
of his amendment in the bill. I therefore move the previous 
question upon the report. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before the previous question is ordered — 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman desires to be heard,I with- 
draw the demand for the previous question. 


that has so abominable a street-car system as the people of this 
District suffer from, and we do need rapid transit over these 
streets. I give notice again that if the other lnes in this city 
have not an improved system of rapid transit within the next 
six months, I shall renew my efforts, and shall not cease until it 
is given the people over the streets in this District, but knowing 
that we were getting near the end of the session, and to avoid 
crippling that bill, I have consented to allow the bill to go through 
the conference withovt insisting upon my amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to detain the 
House by a controversy upon any proposition that is asserted by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, but I do not believe, and will not 
assent to the correctness of the statement that this city has the 
worst street railroads in the United States: and I assume here 
to say that within the past five years no city has probably so 
much improved its street railroads as the city of Washington, 
and I further believe that within a year this city will have the 
best system in operation of any city in the United States. Iask 
for a vote. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion tor econsider the vote by 
which the report of the committee of conference was agreed to 
was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of itsclerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6183) to amend the national-bank act in provid- 
ing for the redemption of national-bank notes stolen from or lost 
by banks of issue; 

A bill (H. R. 9022) to provide for the examination cf certain 
ofiicers of the Marine Corps, and to regulate promotion therein; 


| and 


A bill (H. R. 7218) to amend an act authorizing the appoint- 
ment of receivers of national banks, and for other purpcses, ap- 
proved June £0, 1876. 

[It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1438) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, widow of the 


| late Admiral S. P. Carter; in which the concurrence of the House 


was requested. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1084) to remove the charge of desertion now 


| standing against Michael Keefe, deceased; 


A bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of James B. Blue, adminis- 
trator de bonis non of the estate of Solomon Blue, deceased; 
A bill (H. R. 2932) for the relief of Charles T. Garrard, de- 


| ceased: and 


A bill (S. 3211) to authorize the establishment of an academy 


| and gallery of art in the District of Columbia. 


POLICE LAWS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 267) for the pres- 
ervation of the public peace and the protection of property in 
the District of Columbia. I alsoask consent that the reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, as it is quite Jong and is simply a 
modification of the existing police laws of the District so as to 
makethem uniform. ItisaSenate bill, and it has already passed 
the Senate. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have very great confidence 


in the judgment of my friend from Alabama, and I know that he 
is always accurate in relation to these matters, but I think that 
a bill involving the police regulations of this city and District 
ought to have at least one reading in the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. | 
The bill was read, as follows: 


! 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to 
destroy, injure, disfigure, cut, chip, break, deface, or cover, or rub with or 


otherwise place filth or excrement of any kind upon any property, public or 
private, in the District of Columbia, or any public or private building, s ue, 
monument, office, dwelling, or structure of any kind, or which may be in 


course of erection, or the doors, windows, steps, railing, fencing, bal onies, 
balustrades, stairs, porches, or halls, or the walls or sides, or the walls of an} 
inclosure thereof; or to write, mark, or paint obscene or indecent words or 
language thereon, or to draw, paint, mark, or write obscene or indecent fig- 
ures repres¢ nting obscene or indecent objects; or to write, mark, draw or 
paintany other word, sign, or figure thereon, without the consent of the owner 
or proprietor thereof, or, in case of public property, of the person having 
the charge, custody, or control thereof, under a penalty of not more than? 
for each and every such offense. 

Sec. 2. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to destroy, 
break, cut, disfigure, deface, burn, or otherwise injure any building ma 
terials, or materials intended for the improvement of any street, avenue, 
alley, foot pavement, roads, highways, or inclosure, whether public or pri 
vate property, or remove the same (except in pursuance of law or by con 
sent of the owner) from the place where the same may be collected for pur- 
poses of building or improvement as aforesaid; or to remove, cut, destroy, 
or injure any scaffolding, ladder, or other thing used in or about such build 
ing or improvement, under a penalty of not more than #25 for each and 
every such offense. ° 7 

SEc. 3. Thatit shallnot belawfulfor any person or persons within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to throw any stone or other missilein any street, avenue, | 
alley, road, or highway, or open space, or public square, or inclosure, or to 
throw any stone or other missile from any place into any street, avenue, 
road, or highway, alley, open space, public square, or inclosure, under a 
penalty of not more than % for every such offense. 

Src. 4. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to set up or 
fly any kite, or set up or fly any fire balloon or parachute in or upon or over 
any street, avenue, alley, open space, public inclosure, or square within the 
limits of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, under a penalty of not 
more than #10 for each and every such offense. 

Srec.5. Thatitshall not be lawful for any person or persons tocurse, swear, 
or make use of any profane language or any indecent or obscene words, or 
engage in any disorderly conductin any street, avenue, public space, square, 
road, or highway, or at any railroad depot or steamboat landing within the 
District of Columbia, or in any place wherefrom the same may be heard in ¢ 
any such street, avenue, alley, public square, road, highway, or in any such 
depot, railroad cars, or on board any steamboat, under a penalty of not ex- 
ceeding #20 for each and every such offense. 

Src. 6. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to congregate and assemble at the corners of any of the 
streets or avenues,orin any street, avenue, or alley, road, or highway, or onthe 
foot-pavements or flag footways of any street or avenue, or at the entrance 
or on the steps, cellar doors, porches. or porticos of any public or private 
building or office, or at the entrance of any public or private building or of- 
fice, or at the entrance, or in, on, or around any of the inclosures of the Cap- 
itol, Executive Mansion, public squares, District buildings, Judiciary square, 
or at the entrance of any church, schoolhouse, theater, or any assembly 
room, or in or around the same, or any other public or private inclosure 
within the said District. and be engaged in loud or boisterous talking, or to 
insult or make rude or obscene comments or remarks or observations on 
persons passing by thesame, or in their hearing, or to so crowd, obstruct, or 
incommode the said foot-pavement or flag footway, or the entrance into or 
out of any such church, public or private dwelling, city hall, Executive Man- 
sion, Capitol, or such public inclosure, square or alley, highway or road, as 
to prevent the free and uninterrupted passage thereof, under a penalty of 
not more than #25 for each and every such offense 

Sec. 7. That it shall not be lawful for uny prostitute or lewd, women toin- 
vite, entice, persuade, or to address for the purpose of inviting, enticing, or 
persuading any person or persons, in or uponany avenue, street, road, high- 
way, open space, alley, public square, or inclosure in the District of Colum- 
bia, to accompany, go with, or follow her to her residence, or to any other 
house or building, inclosure, or other place, for the purpose of prostitution, 
under a penalty, if the person su invited, enticed, or persuaded, or addressed 
for the purpose of inviting, enticing, or persuading shall be an adult, of not 
more than #25 for each and every such offense, and if the person invited, en- 
ticed, or persuaded, or addressed for the purpose of inviting, enticing, or 
persuading be a minor, under a penalty of no more than $50 for each and 
every such offense. And it shall not be lawful for any prostitute or woman 
of lewd character to invite, entice, or persuade, or address for the purpose 
of inviting, enticing, or persuading any person or persons from any door, 
window, porch, or portico of any house or building to enter any house, or 
go with, accompany, or follow her to any place whatever, for the purpose of 
prostitution, under the like penalties herein provided for the same disorderly 
conductin the streets, avenues, roads, highways, or alleys, public squares 
open places or inclosures 

Sec. 8. That all vagrants, idle and disorderly persons, persons of evil life 
and fame, persons who have no visible means of support, persons who are 
likely to become chargeable to the District of Columbia as paupers, or drunk 
in or about any of the streets, avenues, alleys, roads, or highways, or public 
places within the District of Columbia, or loitering in or about tippling 
houses, all suspicious persons who have no fixed place of residence or can 
not give a good account of themselves, persons guilty of cpen profanity or 
grossly indecent language in or on any of the streets, avenues, alleys, public 
places, roads, or highways of said District; all public prostitutes, and all 
such persons who lead a notoriously lewd or lascivious course of life, shall, 
upon conviction thereof before the police court of said District, be required 
to enter into security for their good behavior for the space of six calendar 
months. Said security shall be in the nature of a recognizance to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to be approved by said court in a penalty not exceeding 
$200, conditioned that the offender shall not, for the space of six months, re- 
peat the offense with which he is charged, and shall in other respects con- 
cduct himself properly. 

SEc. 9. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to make any 
obscene or iniecent exposure of his or her person or their persons in any 
street, avenue. or alley, road or highway, open space, public square, or in 
closure in the District of Columbia, or to make any such obscene or indecent 
exposure of por in any dwelling or other building or other place where 
from the same m be seen in any street, avenue, alley, road, or highway. 
open space, public square, or inclosure, under a penalty not exceeding $259 
for each and every such offense. ; ae 

Sec. 10. Tht it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to entice, in- 
duce, urge. or cause any dogs to engage in a fight in any street. alley, road 
or highway, open space, or public square in the District of Columbia, or 
to urge, entice, or cause such dogs to continue or prolong such fight, 
under a penalty of not more than $5 for each and every offense; and any | 
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person or persons who shall induce or cause any animal of the dog kind 
run after, bark at, frighten, or bite any person, horse, or hor 

tle of any kind, or other animals lawfully passin 
any street, avenue, road, or highway. or alle) 





. COWS, « 
g along or standing in or on 


in the District of Columbia 

















shall fort and pay for every such offen Sum not ex ne ®% 

Sec. 11. That it shall not be lawful for any person.or persons to moles 
disturb any congregationeng nany iousexercise or proceedings in 
any church or place of worship in the! of Columbia: and it shail be 
lawful for any of the authorities of said e r cause to be ar 
rested any person or persons so offending nd ta or them to the 
nearest police station, to be there held for trial; ‘ ) or persons 
violating the provisions of this section shall forfeit and pay a fine of not 
more than #109 for every such offense , 

Sec, 12. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to ride or 
drive any animal of the horse kind in or on any street, avenue, or alley of 
the cities of Washington or Georgetown at a rate of speed miles 
per hour, nor cause any such a i 


cities at a rate of speed exceeding 









such animal in or on any r« or 
lumbia lying outside of sai iti i 
Any person violating any of the provisions of this act shall forfeit 
pay a fine or penalty of not more than *25 foreach and every such offens 
13. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to girdle 
break, wound, destroy, or in any manner injure any of the trees now grow 





ing or pianted and set, or which may hereafter be planted and set on any of 
the public grounds, open spaces, or squares or on any private lot. or on any 
of the streets, or avenues, roads or highways, in the District of Columbia, 
on any of the boxes, stakes, or any other protection thereof, under a penalty of 


| notexceeding $50 for each and every such offense; and if any person or persons 


t 
shall tie or in any manner fasten a horse or horses to any of the trees, boxes 


or other protection thereof on any sireets or avenues, roads or highways 
on any of the public grounds belonging to the United States, or on any of 
the streets, avenues, or alleys, in the District of Columbia, each and every 
such offender shall forfeit and pay for each offense a sum not exceeding 810 

Sec. 14. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons within the 
limits of the District of Columbia to kindle or set on fire, or be present, aid 
ing, consenting, or causing it to be done, in anystreet, avenue, road, or high 
way, alley, open ground, or lot, any box, barrel, straw, shavings, or other 
combustible, between the setting and rising of the sun; and any person of- 
fending against the provisions of this act shall on conviction thereof, forfeit 
and pay a sum not exceeding #10 for each and every offense. 

SEc. 15. That the provisions of the several lawsand regulations within the 
District of Columbia for the protection of public or private property and the 
preservation of peace and order be, and the same are hereby, extended to all 
public buildings and public grounds belonging to the United States within 
the District of Columbia. And any person guilty of disorderly and unlawful 
conduct in or about the same, or who shall willfully injure the buildings, or 
shrubs, or shall pull down, impair, or otherwise injure any fence, wall, or 
other inclosure, or shall injure any sink, culvert, pipe, hydrant, cistern, lamp, 
or bridge, or shall remove any stone, gravel, sand, or other property of the 
United States, or any other part of the public grounds or lots belonging to 
the United States in the District of Columbia, shall, upon conviction thereof, 
be tined not more than $50. 

Sec. 16. That if any person shall drive or lead any horse, mule, or other 
animal, or any cart, wagon, or other carriage whatever on any of the paved 
or graveled footways now made or which may hereafter be made in and on 
any of the aforesaid public grounds, or shall ride thereon, except at the in- 
tersection of streets, alleys, and avenues, each and every such offender shall 
forfeit and pay for each offense asum not less than one nor more than five 
dollars. 

Sec. 17. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to play the 
game of foot-ball, or any other game with a ball, in any of the streets, ave 
nues, or alleys in the cities of Washington and Georgetown; nor shall it be 
lawful for any person or persons to play the game of bandy, shindy, or any 
otber game by which a ball, stone, or other substance is struck or propelled 
by any stick, cane, or other substance in any street, avenue, or alley in the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, under a penalty of not more than 
for each and every such offense. 

Skc. 1&. Thatall prosecutions for violations of any of the provisions of any 
of the laws or ordinances provided for by this act shall onducted in the 
name of and for the benefit of the District of Columbi: nd in the same 
manner as now provided by law for the prosecution of « ses against the 
laws and ordinances of the said District. Any person convicted of any vio- 
lation of any of the provisions of this act, and who shall fail to pay the fine 
or penalty imposed, or to give security where the same is required, shall be 
committed to the workhouse in the District of Columbia for a term not ex 
ceeding six months for each and every offense 

SeEc. 19. That all laws or ordinances, or parts of laws or ordinances, now 
in force in the District of Columbia inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act, or any part thereof, are hereby repealed 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask the previous question on the 
third reading of the bill. . 

Mr. DICKERSON. Before the gentleman insists on that, I 
wish to ask him whether this bill does not provide that all the 
fines and forfeitures shall go to the District fund exclusively? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Ido not remember 

Mr. DICKERSON. That is what I understood from the read- 
ine of the bill. I do not think it ought to be so. The Govern- 
ment pays half the expenses of the District, yet it gets no part of 
these funds. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I do not think i> bi 
change in the existing law in that respect 

Mr. DICKERSON. I do not know about the é¢hange, but I 
think that is an unfair provision. However, I will not insist 
upon the point now. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed: and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 




















Is there obj ction to the present c ynsidera- 


makes any 
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REPRINT OF BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. McKAIG (from the Committee on Printing) submitted the 
following: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the bankruptcy bill (H. R. 9348) and accom- 
panying report be printed for the use of the House, and be distributed equally 
among members through the document room. 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the resolution to print 
5,000 copies of the bankruptcy bill (H. R. 9348) and accompanying report, beg 
leave to report the same back to the House with the amendment “that the 
same number of copies of the views of the minority be printed to accompany 
said bill and report.” 

The Public Printer estimates the cost of reprinting the bill and accom- 
panying report and the views of the minority at #437. 


The resolution was adopted. 
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Mr. McKAIG moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- | 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider | 


be laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. 
cordance with the special order of the House. 
with the Committ2e on Territories. 


The Chair will call the committees in ac- 


RESERVATION OF LANDS IN OKLAHOMA. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, by order of the Commit- 


tee on Territories, I call up the bill (H.R. 7726) reserving from 
entry certain lands in Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The call rests | 


Be it enacted, etc., That in all lands in the Territory of Oklahoma hereafter | 


opened to settlement there shall be reserved from entry section numbered 6 
in each township, where not otherwise disposed of, for the use and benefit of 
the various State institutions, to be available when said Territory shall have 
become a State, and until said lands are sold they may be leased for the 
benefit of the public schools of said Territory in the manner authorized by 
law for the leasing of school lands in said Territory. 

SEco., 2. That any person who has made entry in said Territory of less than 
160 acres of land lying along the border of an Indian reservation shall be 
permitted to enter adjoining factional lands within such reservation when 
the same is opened to settlement, which shall in addition to the original en- 
try make in the aggregate not more than 160 acres, or a quarter section of 
land, and such person shall have a preference right for twenty days within 
which to make such entry. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, to save the reading of 
the report I will make a brief statement of the purpose and ob- 
ject of this bill. The bill is intended to give to Oklahoma ina 
measure what has been given to all the States that have been 
admitted into the Union, to wit, a certain acreage of land to be 
ultimately used for the erection of public buildings. In most of 
the new States 500,000 acres have been given for public building 
purposes, for State capital, penitentiary, deaf and dumbschools, 
and asylums, and similar public institutions. The rule hereto- 


fore has been for Congress not to set aside these lands until the | 


Territory has been admitted as a State, and then, in the enabling 
act, to provide for this grant, but if we wait until Oklahoma is 


ready for admission there will be no public lands from which to | 


donate even 100,000 acres, much less 500,000 acres, for this pur- 
pose. 
try and settlement in the Territory such lands as may be ac- 
quired from the Indians. 

For instance, in the Cherokee Outlet and other Indian reser- 
vations one section of land in each township is reserved. Com- 
puting all the lands that may hereafter become a part of Okla- 
homa this reservation of one section in each township will ag- 
gregate about 290,000 acres. Nothing can now be saved of such 
lands as have already become a part of the Territory. They 
have already been entered on and taken up. 


Therefore this bill is simply intended to reserve from en- | 
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i | Amountof 
| land re- 
Name of reservation. Acres. | Population. ——_* 
jacres toeach 
| ndian. 
| 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe* ___..._...- 4, 297,771 3, 329 552, 640 
emees (00 MAW) ........cca-.oecce aun 100, 137 198 31, 680 
i 206, 466 325 52, 000 
Kiowa and Comanche...............- 2, 968, 893 3, 064 490, 240 
SII 6 ceri een Gee ee 90, 711 76 12, 160 
SD Lenucgun$eedenaanen ee i eae 1, 471, 058 1,509 241,440 
a ee | 129, 113 358 57, 280 
I etre i ee ee ee 283, 020 #O4 128, 640 
| ae ERE Ear ete teats Be cee ee 101, 894 605 96, 800 
oie an Re eee 743, 610 1, 047 167, 520 
CORPOIO COMINOEFT og cc cccnccaccsececcas 6, 022, 754 |eaneee-------- ER eee: 
a 16, 314, 427 | 11,315 1,810, 400 


* Unallotted and unreserved lands will be open to settlement some time in 
April, 1892. 
+Cession of surplus unallotted land concluded and pending in Congress. 


The bill further provides that this land shall not be sold, but 
shall be leased in quantities and for short periods in accordance 
with existing law, the rental proceeds to become a part of the 
school fund. The second section of the bill provides for giving 
to Oklahoma 5 per cent of the proceeds of all lands sold by the 
United States in that Territory for the benefit of the common- 
school fund. This has been done for all the new States after ad- 
mission into the Union. The same reasons exist for giving this 
to the Territory of Oklahoma which demand the reservation of 
lands for State institutions. If we wait until Oklahoma shall be 
admitted as a Stat? to make this provision, there will be no fund 
out of which to make it. The lands will all have been sold and 
paid for. 

By reference to the tables it will be seen that after the satis- 
faction of the Indian claims there will be left, according to the 
estimate of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, nearly 
11,000,000 acres of land which will become ultimately a part of 
the Territory of Oklahoma, and from which this reservation 
may be made. In other words, supposing the reservation to be 
one thirty-sixth part of the whole, there will be a total reserva- 
tion of about 290,000 acres, a little over one-half of what has 
heretofore been reserved and given to all the States which have 
been admitted into the Union in the last forty years. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If I understand correctly, the custom has 
been to set aside two sections, sections 16 and 36, in each town- 
ship. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
purpozes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. By the organic act sections 16 and 36 
were reserved for school purposes; but the reservation we ask 
for in this bill is not for school purposes. This reservation of 
section 6 in each township is for the purpose of setting aside a 








That is done now for public school 


| certain quantity of land which can not, as I have shown, exceed 
| 290,000 acres, to be donated to the Territory after it becomes a 


The total acreage | 


which may yet become a part of the Territory after the Indian | 


titles shall have been extinguished is 16,314,427. From this we 
must deduct the amount of land that will be required for allot- 
ment to the Indians, and also the entire Cheyenne and Arapa- 
hoe Reservation. That would leave 10,737,896 acres out of which 
to make the reservation of each sixth section under this bill. 
In other words, one thirty-sixth of about 11,000,000 acres would 
be reserved, or say 290,000 acres in round numbers. 


The following letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs | 


sets forth these facts in detail: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 12, 1892. 

Sik: Pursuant to the request contained in your letter I inclose herewith 
@ tabular statement showing the various Indian reservations in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma not open to public settlement, the area of each in acres, 
number of Indians on each, and the amount of lands that would be required 
to allot 160 acres to each Indian. 

This statement is made to show the amount of land that will be required 
to make allotments of 160 acres to each Indian as you requested; but your 
attention is invited to the fact that by the agreements with the Kickapoo 
and Tonkawa Indians provision is made for allotments of only 80 acres to 
each of those tribes. (See Senate Ex. Doc. No. 13, Fifty-second Congress, first 
session; and House Ex. Doc. No. 72, Fifty-second Congress, first session.) 


Very respectfully, 
i — T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 
Hon. JOSEPH E. WASHINGTON, 
House of Representatives. 


State, the land then to be used for the erection of public build- 
ings, in order that the people of the Territory may have a fund, 
as it were, from which to begin the construction of their public 
buildings, instead of incurring a bonded indebtedness for that 
purpose. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The provision here is for leasing. 

Mr.WASHINGTON. I wasabouttostate that the bill provides 
that the lands reserved may be leased by the Territorial Legis- 
lature for the benefit of the public schools in the manner and for 
the time authorized by law for the leasing of the school lands 
comprised in sections 16 and 36. Existing law allows these lands 
to be leased only in small quantities, not more than a quarter- 
section to any one individual, and only for ashort period of time. 
[ repeat, they are to be leased under the gen>ral laws now pre- 
vailing in the Territory in regard to the lease of school lands; 
so that the Territory can not part permanently with the title of 
the land and can not allow it to go into the hands of any sort of 
syndicate. The bill has been guarded as thoroughly as possible. 

It is also provided that from the sale of all lands which shall 
hereafter become a part of this Territory, 5 per cent of the pro- 
ceeds shall b> set aside to create a schoo! fund for the Territory 
of Oklahoma. In this respect the measure follows the general 


| law heretofore in force us regardsall the other Territories upon 


their admission into the Union, with this difference, that in re- 


| gard to the other Territories the 5 per cent arising from the sale 
| of public lands has been donated to the Territory after admis- 


sion. The necessity for donating this 5 per cent to the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma prior to admission arises from the fact which 
I stated just now, that the moment any of these rich lands,which 
are now part of Indian reservations, the title to which the United 
Stats is acquiring from time to time by treaties with the dif- 
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ferent tribes, are opened to settlement, that moment every acre tion, and he has asked avery long and involuted one. 


of it is taken up under the homestead or preémption laws. Of 
course, therefore, in the natural order of events, either by home- 
stead entry or by direct purchase, this land will be taken up and 
the funds paid into the Treasury of the United States, and if we 
wait until Oklahoma comes in as a State there will be no fund 
from which the 5 per cent or any other per cent may be devoted 
to school purposes can be derived. Therefore the committee 
thought it wise, and at the same time but just to Oklahoma, to 


put her on a footing with the other Territories, and let this 5 | 


per cent fund begin to accrue at present. Only the interest of 
this fund is to be used by the people of the Territory. 

Mr. BERGEN. I donot understand why we should undertake 
to apply by this bill a different rule to Oklahoma from that 
which has been applied in regard to other Territories admitted 
into the Union. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
away to hear what I said inexplanation of the bill. 
to apply the same rule to Oklahoma which has prevailed hereto- 
fore. 


Perhaps the gentleman was too far 


to the Territory until after admission. In every Territory here- 
tofore admitted there has been an immense body of public lands 
open to settlement; and in some of these the 5 per cent arising 
from the sale of those lands after the admission of the State has 
produced a school fund often amounting to perhaps a million 
dollars. 

To illustrate my meaning I will read to the gentleman the fol- 
lowing statement which gives the— 


Proceeds of the sale of public lands in the following Territories. 


Dakota: 
BE ndannaks $2, 563, 769. 50 





1, 447, 399. 87 








7, 276, 923. 66 





Five per cent of this sum would yield $363,846.18. 
New Mexico: 


SN st ai Ral a he ee te ee 81, 093. 91 
SE Eee ee Se ee Re aes TS BE Ee 75, 436. 89 
as Oak a ina ca diel ea hia i en eee eee ae 80, 011. 86 
edi cna uctndvuden biabinnlc neds dda enaaadent ee ede ead 83, 382. 89 
UE Snwiktinkincnatbdauaciieiagtreenetickdnkae cktas eaak mantels 92, 509. 76 


412, 435. 31 


Washington: 
itaniddddiitia canteen nadia mee tie wae wae Teams coe 327, 753. 18 
Be in sis Gineaiad gd eais eel aia dea eae aa ee ea 246, 015. 88 
OE eee Oe OEE ee ee ee eee 363, 461. 99 
BN abinichiah diciwrsackihniai ied mateo bccn gah acaninas aargaakcniedia atk ak a alee eco 445, 894. 41 
PO tirnavannyadacihudiod phe uee semana a ceed aeaeae 644, 282. 69 





2, 027, 408. 15 
Five per cent of this sum would yield $101,370.40. 


AGGREGATE. 
a aa aE re se a 7, 276, 923. 66 
MI I tos oe sii acing aac ale arid a eS ee oe 412, 435. 31 
i bdniald cae ba bbiarabes ns bas edeitraceranessoned 2, 027, 408. 15 


9, 716, 767. 12 

This is a partial table, embracing only three Territories. If I 
had the time to gather the figures from the Land Office reports 
I could show even more startling results. If we wait until Okla- 
homa is admitted into the Union as a State before giving her 
the benefit of the 5 per cent arising from the sale of public lands 
within her borders, in all probability she will not get a dollar, 
because her lands will all have been taken and sold and paid for 
and the proceeds turned into the United States Treasury. This, 
in my judgment, will be the case even should Oklahoma be ad- 
mitted within the next two years. . 

Mr. BERGEN. Suppose that to be s9, how is the case differ- 
ent from that of other States which have been admitted into the 
Union? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. We think there is a very great differ- 
ence, because Oklahoma, one of the richest and most rapidly 
growing of all our Territories, would, unless the reservation now 
proposed be made, be deprived of all national aid from this source 
for educational purposes. 

Mr. BERGEN. But as I understand our law heretofore has 
given to the State upon its admission 5 per cent of these land 
proceeds for educational purposes. Now, why do we adopt in 
this case a different rule in regard to Oklahoma? 

There is another point which the gentleman has not covered 
in his answer. I want to know why we forego half of the public 


lands which the Government has heretofore claimed for its bene- 
fit? Two hundred and ninety thousand acres, as I understand, 
are only about half the number of acres that we would have if 
the same rules were adopted in regard to Oklahoma that has 
prevailed in regard to other Territories admitted as States. 

[yielded to the gentleman toask a ques: 


Mr. WASHINGTON. 


We propose | 


In the case of other Territories admitted as States the 5 | 
per cent arising from the sale of public lands has not been given | 





| information upon this subject. 


| that which belonged to the original thirteen colonies. 


Whom 
does the gentleman mean by “ we”? 

Mr. BERGEN. Congress—you and me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Then the gentleman misunderstands 
the proposition. It is not proposed to give ‘* you and me ” any- 
thing whatever. The gentleman from New Jersey evidently 
does not understand the bill. If he will send over here I will 
give him a copy. 

Mr. BERGEN. 
was saying. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The bill is to set aside one section, 
every sixth section, of the remaining public lands in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma out of which to create a fund in land, if we 
may use the expression; to be applied in this Territory for the 
purpose of erecting public buildings—asylums, universities, 
etc.—when it shall have been admitted as a Stat» into the Union. 

Mr. BERGEN. Iso understood. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. This land is to be donated to Oklahoma 
when she becomes a State for the erection of her public build- 
ings, just as was done in the case of other Territories; and the 
amount which she can get under the provisions of this bill can 
not exceed a total of 290,000 acres of land. Now, the State of 
Wyoming and the State of Idaho got about 500,000 acres of land 
on their admission for public-building purposes. Nevada and 
Colorado and the other new States got a similar amount for simi- 
lar purposes. But there is not in this Territory enough publie 
lands remaining to give Oklahoma, if we reserve only one sec- 
tion in each township, more than 290,000 acres, and if we wait to 
donate the lands for her public buildings until she becomes a 
State there will be no land left out of which to make the donation 
or which can b> applied to a fund for erecting these publie bui!d- 
ings and endowing these educational and charitable institutions 
owing to the peculiarly rapid settlementand development of that 
Territory. We therefore ask Congress to set aside from entry 


I supposed I understood what the gentleman 


» | or purchase or settlement this much land for Territorial pur- 
| poses, and give to the Legislature of the Territory the right to 


lease it out temporarily and to devote the funds arising there- 
from to the free public schools in the Territory. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the gentleman able to state that the 
United States has purchased any new lands and donated them 
directly to the new States on their admission? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, 1 donot think that the United 
States has ever acquired any lands except by purchase, barring 
We got 
all of our public lands by purchase in one way or another. It is 
not necessary for me to recite the Louisiana purchase, the Florida 
purchase, the land secured from Mexico as indemnity under the 


| treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo—all of these lands, which consti- 


tute the public domain, cost us money, and I may add some blood 
also—all the Indian lands which, after having been set aside as 
reservations have been ceded back to the United States, have 
been, practically speaking, bought back from the Indians. In 
many instances land boughtfrom France or Spain has been given 
to the Indians, or exchanged with them for some territory they 
were holding, and later on the same land has been bought back 
again. So that in many instances lands have been bought twice 
by the Government. This bill, I will state, does not work any 
hardship to the people of the United States at large 

Mr. HARVEY. Let me state— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to complet? my inquiry for in- 
formation. 

Mr. HARVEY. The lands which were purehased by the 
United States, say, for instance, in Kansas, were donated to that 
State for the purpose specified by the gentleman from Tennes:ee. 
They were purchased in this way: Indians who possessed large 





reservations in that State were given in exchange for them siin- 
ilar reservations in the Indian Territory. So we have had 


dumped down on us about all of the Indians in the country, and 
the condition of things has necessitated the assumption o! pe- 
culiar burdens on the part of those persons who have gone there. 

The Indians who have taken allotments of land, take them 
free from taxation for twenty-five years. And yet we are obliged 
to educate their children, and have no right to tax them for any 
such purpose. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I only desired to complete an inquiry for 
[understand the gentleman from 
Tennessee to say that this Cherokee Outlet, which is to be pur- 
chased, would be set aside, or part of it, under the provisions of 
this bill, for the use of the new State of Oklahoma when admit- 
ted into the Union? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will state in reply to the question of 
my friend from Missouri that the bill contemplates that all lands 
which may hereafter become a part of the Territory of Okla- 
homashall be subject to the provisions of this bill. That of course 
will include the Cherokee Strip when the agreement now pend- 
ing is ratified. It can not operate on the Indian lands. It can 
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not operate on lands in Texas or in New Mexico; and there are 
no public lands which can become part of the Territory of Okla- 
homa except such parts of the Indian reservations therein as the 
United States may acquire title to hereafter. 

Mr. DICKERSON. 
be given to Oklahoma as compared with those given to the other 
States to which the gentleman has referred? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That will be a very difficult question 
to answer. If I were to undertake to answer it I should have to 
do some guessing. The lands in Oklahoma are more valuable 
as a whole than those in any other Territory, taken as a whole. 
which has been admitted into the Union in the last thirty or 
forty years. 

But Lapprehend that the 290,000 acres which this bill would 
set aside for Oklahoma, would be practically equal in value to 
the 500,000 acres given to the other new States for similar pur- 
poses. Of course the Governmentprice onall the lands hitherto 
has been the same, that is to say so far as the Government is 
concerned, the average price has been $1.25 per acre. Oklahoma 
would get according to that calculation only the value of 290,000 
acres of land at $1.25 per acre, whereas the other Territories 
when they became States, got 500,000 acres of the value of $1.25 
an acre. 

Mr. DICKERSON. 
$1.25 per acre? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Certainly, not; the bill does not fix 
the price at which the lands shali be sold. In fact, the lands 
can not be sold at all until the Territory becomes a State and 
the minimum price at which they may be then sold can be fixed in 
the act admitting the Territory to the Union. Under this bill 
these lands can only beleased. They can te leased only in small 
quantities to any one person and for a very limited period. The 
object carefully guarded by the committee was to prevent the 
lands, if they are donated and reserved tothe Territory, from 
falling in the hands of syndicates or of large capitalists; so that 
eventually they may, if sold at ail by the Territory, become the 
homes of small farmers. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Will not that be most likely to result in 
giving to Oklahoma a public building fund at least twice as large 
as that of the State of Nevada or the State of Wyoming? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ido not think so, because the State of 
Nevada, the State of Wyoming, and the State of Idaho got nearly 
double—and perhaps before we get throughit will turn out that 
they got more than double—the acreage that Oklahoma will get 
under this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Were not those lands largely valueless? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ido not think so. | have not been so 
informed. In the case of the other Territories my recollection 


Will the sale be limited to a price of 


W hat is the relative value of the lands to 
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| the pressure of holding it back from settlement until the people 


| wanting homes would pay that price for itand take it as it comes. 


Mr. DICKERSON. It would not take much legislation. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. So much that you could not pass a bill 
through the House to that effect—to charge $10 per acre for pub- 
lic land in Oklahoma—in my judgment. 

Mr. Speaker, if there is no further desire for debate, and if no 
other gentleman wishes to ask questions, which [ will gladly try 
to answer, I would like to have a vote upon the bill. I demand 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands 
the previous question upon the bill and pending amendments to 
engrossment and third reading. 

‘he previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tir 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Tvyield to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. TERRY] to call up a bill. 

RATES OF RAILROAD FARE IN INDIAN TERRITORY AND OKLA- 
HOMA. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H.R. 
8507) to put in force in the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory the law of the State of Arkansas entitled ‘‘An act to reg- 


ae 
> 


| ulate the rates of charges for the carriage of passengers by rail- 


is that they had the right to select their lands wherever they | 


saw fit, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
In this case the bill sets aside the sixth section in each township, 
so that the Territory must take the land as it comes. 

Mr. DICKERSON. The rapid settlementof this Territory in- 


dicates that the lands are so valuable for agricultural purposes | 


that they are apt to be taken up before the Territory becomes a 
State, and, therefore, as | understand, it was thought necessary 
to make a special provision in regard to this. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In answer to that question I will say 
that the value of the land has something to do with the rapidity 
of settlement, but my friend from Kentucky [Mr. DICKERSON] 
should remember that the pressure for homes isa hundred times 
greater to-day than it has ever been before in the history of this 
country; and that is perhaps the chief reason why nearly all the 
lands of Oklahoma are taken up and entered the very day they 
are opened. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Now, that produces a demand for this 
Jand: and I will ask you if the effect of it is not that the land is 
really to-day worth about $10 per acre? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The Government is not proposing to 

to 


sell the land for that price. The Government is proposing 
sell it at a dollar and a quarter an acre, and the gentleman 


ought not to insist that the people of Oklahoma be charged for 
this land at a fictitious valuation of $10 an acre when the Govy- 
ernment is offering it to all at $1.25 per acre. I do not think 
there is any force in that argument, with all due respect to my 
friend. 

Mr. DICKERSON. You restrict the sale and provide that it 
shall not take place except at $10 an acre. Now, I will ask you 
how much time it will require to bring it up to $10? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. [ can not answer that question, and 
besides this bill d 
land. The Territory can not sell it at any price. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Do you not know that the land will be 
worth $10 an acre right away? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 1donotknow that. If thatis soit will 
be all the better for the Territory. But the United States Gov- 
ernment can not get that much for it. 


0 


‘s not fix $10 or any sum as the price of this | 





roads,” approved April 4, 1887. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the act of the General Assembly of the State of Ar- 
kansas, entitled “An act to regulate the rate of charges for the carriage of 
passengers by railroads,’ approved April 4, 1887, as hereinafter set forth, be, 
and the sameis hereby, adopted and put in full force in the Indian Territory 
and Oklahoma Territory, and shall take effect and be in full force therein 
from and after the passage of this act; the said act of the General Assembly 
of the State of Arkansas being as follows: 

“That the maximum sum which any corporation, officer of court, trustee, 
person, or association of persons operating a line of railroad in this State 
shall be authorized to charge and collect for carrying each passenger over 
such line within this State, in the manner known as first-class passage, is 
hereby fixed at— 

‘**On line of railroad 15 miles or lessin length, 8 cents per mile. 
over 15 miles in length, and less than 75 miles in length, 5 cents. 

‘**On lines over 75 miles in length, 3 cents per mile; and for carrying chil- 
dren in charge of an adult there may be charged and collected one-half of 
the above-named rates for such of said children as mav be under the age of 
12 years and over the age of 5 years; and for such of said children as may be 
under the age of 5 years no charge whatever shall be made beyond what is 
collected from the adult or adults who may have charge of them: Provided, 
That any railroad company may charge the sum of 25 cents for the carriage 
of any passenger Who may get on or off a train at other than a regular sta- 
tion: Provided further, All passengers who may fail to procure regular-fare 
tickets shall be transported over all railroads in this State at the same rate 
and price charged for such tickets for the same service. 

“The number of miles in any railroad shall be held to include the entire 
length of said railroad, Whether wholly within the State or extending be- 
yond the limits thereof, and any branch railroad operated by the same per- 
son orcorporation operating any main line shall be held to constitute a _— 
of said main line for the purpose of determining the length of said main line, 
for the purposes of this act. 

“Suc. 2, That each passenger who shall pay fare at the rate specified in 
section 1 shall be entitled to have transported along with him, on the same 
train, and without any additional charge, 150 pounds of baggage, to consist 
of such articles as are usually carried by ordinary persons when traveling; 
and payment of fare, at the rate specified in section 1, shall entitle the per- 
son paying the same to be transported, without additional charge, over any 
bridge or ferry or through any tunnel that may be used by the person afore- 
said, to make a continuous line between the points on said line of railroad 
between which the passenger may have acquired the right to be carried by 
payment of fare at the rate aforesaid. 

“Sec. 3. Any of the persons or corporations mentioned in section 1 that 
shall charge, demand, take, or receive from any person or persons aforesaid 
any greater compensation for the transportation of passengers than is in 
this act allowed or prescribed, shall forfeit and pay for every such offense 
any sum not less than $50, nor more than $300, and the costs of suit, includ- 
ing a reasonable attorney’s fee, to be taxed by the court where the same is 
heard on original action, by appeal or otherwise, to be recovered in a suit at 
law by the party aggrieved in any court of competent jurisdiction. And 
any officer, agent, or employé of any such person or corporation who shall 
knowingly and willfully violate the provisions of this act shall be liable to 
the penalties prescribed in this section, to be recovered in the same manner. 

‘So. 4. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act be, and the 
some are hereby, repealed, and that this act take effect thirty days after its 
passage.” 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the whole object of this bili is 
simply to provide that railroads in Oklahoma and the Indian 
Territory shall not charge to exceed 3 cents per mile for pas- 
senger rates. That is the law ina number of the neighboring 
States, and all the recent enactments of Congress granting rights 
of way through the Indian Territory contain this limitation. 
There are only two railroads in the Territories in question that 
sharge to exceed 3 cents per mile for passenger fare. They are 
roads that obtained their right of way before the custom of limit- 
ing the rate of charges was adopted here in Congress. These 
two roads are the Missouri, Kansas and Texas, and the St. Louis 
and San Francisco. All the other roads through the Territory 
charge only 3 cents per mile, and it is nothing but a matter of 


On lines 


/ common justice, and in the interest of the public, that these two 


roads should be required to charge no more than the roads Con- 


Congress could not stand | gress has since chariered through that country. 
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Mr. BRETZ. What do you mean by that 8 cents a mile? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I understand that the rate 
is fixed according to the length of the road. For instance, in a 
short distance 8 cents a mile is permitted. 

Mr. TERRY. That is on a 15-mile road. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Have you examined the 
charters which have been granted of recent years to ascertain 
whether by this you by implication raise their rates for a mini- 
mum distance? 

Mr. TERRY. I will state to the gentleman that I am advised 
there are no 15-mile roads or 75-mile roads in the Indian Terri- 
tory, out inasmuch as we were simply extending over that Terri- 
tory the law of the State of Arkansas, I just incorporated that 
law as it stands in our statutes, in order that the House might 
see what it was. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Ido not understand your 
bill as to whether it relates toaroadof 15 miles long or to a ride 
of 15 miles long. 

Mr. TERRY. To encourage the building of short-line roads 
in our State. They allow 15-mile roads to charge 8 cents a mile. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Then a 15-mile ride on a 
hundred-mile road would be at the rate of 3 cents? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. If the gentleman will aliow me a question. 
Suppose these short roads become partof a longerroad by lease? 

Mr. TERRY. If ashort road is simply a spur or branch of 
another road, it does not come within this S-cent fare atall. That 
is specifically defined in the bill, and that is the reason | tried to 
get the attention of the House to the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. But if these short roads should be leased? 

Mr. TERRY. Where they are operated under one company 
it goes at the rate of 3 cents. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think you ought to have that stricken out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me to ask him another question; is not the power in the 
Oklahoma Legislature to pass a law of this kind? 

Mr. TERRY. I suppose they have, inthe exercise of regular 
legislative powers wherever they have such, and make use of 
them; but inasmuch as Congress has seen proper in all bills that 
now pass through here to impose a 3-cent limit, we thought it 
would be nothing but proper that the people and the traveling 
public should have the benefit of this legislation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. ButIunderstand the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma to have a regular Legislature. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not think they acted upon this matter. 
They got into some kind of a row there over location of the 
capital. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The reason I asked was be- 
cause I read something about ‘‘ home rule” in the Chicago plat- 
form. 

Mr. TERRY. Task for the previous question on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to bs engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
UTAH EXHIBIT AT WORLD'S FAIR. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up for consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 7827) to enable the people of the Territory 
of Utah to provide for the collection, arrangement, and display 
of the products of said Territory at the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position of 1893. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill to enable the people of the Territory of Utah to provide for the co! 
lection, arrangement, and display of the products of said Territory at the 

World’s Columbian Exposition of 1893. , 


Whereas the governor of the Territory of Utah is vested with the power 
of an absolute veto, and no law can be enacted by the representatives of the 
people without his approval; and 

Whereas the thirtieth session of the Legislative Assembly of Utah passed 
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a bill appropriating the sum of #50,000 for making a suitable presentation of | 


the wealth and resources of the Territory at the World’s Columbian Expo- 
— to be held in the city of Chicago in 1893, which bill the governor vetoed: 
anc 

Whereas no session of said Assembly under existing law can be held be- 
fore the year 1894; and 

Whereas the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah has memorial- 
ized Congress to enact a law providing for an adequate presentation of its 
Wealth and resources at said World's Columbian Exposition: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That for the purpose of exhibiting the re- 
sources, products, and general development of the Territory of Utah at the 
World’s Columbian Exposition of 1893, acommission is hereby constituted, 
to be designated The Board of World’s Fair Managers of Utah, which shall 
consist of fifteen citizens, to be organized and continue its duties as here- 
inafter provided. 

Sec. 2, The members of said board shall consist of H.C. Lett, George W. 


| organize by the election of a president, a vi 
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Thatcher, Richard McIntosh, E. B. Critchelow, Frank W. Jennings, Mrs. W 
N. McGinnis, John Carter, W. H. Rowe. P. T. Farnsworth. Mrs. A Cc 
Woodberry, Mrs. F. S. Richards, William Creer, Edwin Kimball, A.C. |} 
and D. H. Peery, jr., who shall meet at such time as they may appoi 






1b and 
ident, a secretary, and a 
treasurer. The treasurer of said board shal e a bond to the Territory in 
the sum of $100,000, with at least two sufficient sureties, to be appré 
governor, for the proper performance of his duties. Eight mé mi 
board shall constitute a quorum for the trat 






ved by the 
ers Of sala 


saction of business. The board 









shall have power to make rules and re for its own nmen 

provided such rules and regulations sh conflict with the regulations 
adopted under the Act of Congress for th vernment of said World’s Co 
lumbian Exposition. Any member of the imay be remov tany time 





by a majority vote of said board for cause. Any vacancy which may oceur 




















in the membership of said board shall be filled by a ma iid board 
Sc. 3. That the members of the board appointed i \ ar 
not officers thereof shall not be entitled to any comp I ser 
ices out of the Territorial treasury, except their act xpel yr trans 
portation and the sum of 34 per day for subsistence ea they are 
necessarily absent from their homes on the business of said boa ie 
Sec. 4. That the board of World's Fair managers i ) sn i 
to appoint an executive commissioner and fix his salary, which shall pay 
able monthly out of the appropriation hereinafter made; and said executiy 
commissioner shall be authorized and required to assume and exercise, sub 
t to the supervision of said board, all such executive powers and fun 
OnS aS may be nece ry to secure a complete and creditable disp!ay of the 





e 
interests of the Territory atthe World’s Columbian Exposition of 18¥3; and 
3 the executive agent of said board, he shall have personal chat of the 
icitation, collection, transportation, arrar ment, and exhibition of th 
objects sent under the authority of the Territory to the World's Columbi 
Exposition of 1893, and of such objects sent by individual citizens of 1 
ritory as may be by them placed in hischarge. He shall make a repo 
bourd monthly, and shall hold office at the pleasure of the boar 





ige 

































SEc. 5. That the Worlid’s Columbian commissioners from the Territory 
Utah shall be ex officio members ol the board of World’s Fair managers for 
the said Territory. 

Sec. 6. That the said board shall have charge of the inter oO T 
tory and its citizens in the preparation and exhibition, at the World's ¢ 
lumbian Exposition of 1893, of the natural and industrial products of tl 
Territory, and of objects illustrating its history, progress, moral a ma 
terial welfare, and future development, and in all other matters relating 1 
the said World’s Columbian Exposition; it shall comm ate with the o 
ficers of and obtain and disseminate through the Territory all 1 sary in 
formation regarding said Exposition, and in general have and exercise full 
authority in relation tothe participation of the Territory of Utah and its cit 
izens in the World’s Columbian Exposition of 1893. and to do and perform al 
other acts and things necessary in the premises: Provided, / Chat the 
work of said board shall be confined within the Territory of th, except 
When it may be absolutely necessary for members thereof t 
tive commissioner at Chicago 

Sec. 7. That the said board shall make a report ofits } elit nd ex 
penditures from time to time to the governor, and tin writ 
ten request, to be by him transmitted to the Legislature, t 
suggestions as he may deem important regarding prov ns for a compl 
and creditable representation of the Territory at the World's Columbian E 


position of 1893. 
SeEc. 8 That to carry out the provisions of this act the 











much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated l ie treas 
ury of said Territory of Utah, and the Territorial auditor is hereby author 
ized to draw his warrant upon the Territorial treasurer for the sum, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, on the requisition of said board, signe 
by its president and secretary and accompanied by estimates of the expens 
to the payment of which the money so drawn is to be applied; andt re 
ritorial treasurer is hereby authorized to pay the same from the sum so ap 
propriated, and no deficiency whatever for which said Territory \ lia 
ble shall be created by said board: Provided, That for the years 189? and 1893 
ere shall be levied and directed to be assessed and collected an! yan ad 
em tax on all taxable property in Utah Territory for Territorial pur 
poses of two and one-quarter mills on the dollar, in the place of ty I s 


he dollar as now provided by law 
Sec. 9. That this act shall take effect from and after 


ts upproval!l 


During the reading of the bill 
Mr. WASHINGTON said: Mr. Speaker, ask unanimous con- 


sent to dispense with the further reading of the bill. I+ is sim- 
ply a copy of an act passed by the Legislature of the Territory 


of Utah to provide for an exhibit at the Chicago World's Fair. 

Mr. AMERMAN. Who is to pay the expenses? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The Territory of Utah will pay every 
doliar of the expense. 

Mr. DOCKERY: Does it involve any charge against the 
Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Not a dollar; and I can state in 
minutes the reason why the billis before the House. But I ask 
unanimous consent to dispense with the further reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that unless my friend has some very 
special reason a bill like that ought to be read. 

The SPEAKER. There is not very much more of the bill to 
be read. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Inasmuch as this may set a bad precedent, 
I object. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I withdraw the request. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is entirely local 
to the Territory of Utah, and itis only before this House because 
of the fact that the Territorial Legislature of Utah and the gov- 


| ernor disagreed in regard to the manner of appointing the com- 


| 
} 
j 
} 


missioners named in the bill to carry out the purpose and object 
of the Legislature of the Territory, which was to make a Terri- 
torial exhibit at the World’s Columbian Exposition at Chicago. 
The governor of the Territory vetoed the bill, because he said 
the bill named, as it does, some six or eight commissioners, and 
that the naming of commissioners was contrary to the organic 
act of the Territory; that under the organic act of the Territory 
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the governor was the sole and only power to appoint all Terri- 
torial officers. Therefore he vetoed the bill. Under the organic 
act the veto of the governor of that Territory is >. The | 
Legislature can not pass any bill over his veto. The Legisla- 
ture may be ready to unanimously vote for the passage of a bill 
which the governor has vetoed, but notw ithstanding ‘such ama- 
jority the Legislature would be powerless. Hence no course 
was left to them but to come to Congress and ask us to legalize 


the act of the Territorial Legislature of Utah appropriating | 


$50,000 out of the Territorial treasury, and appointing a num- 
ber of commissioners, whom I am informed by the best citi- 
zens of the Territory are impartially selected from Republicans 
and Democrats, from Gentiles and Mormons alike, to carry out 
the purposes of the act. That is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Under the organic act, does 
the power of appointment lie in the governor of the Territory? 

Mr.WASHINGTON. The governor takes that position. He 
claims that the commissioners could not be created or named by 
the Legislature. There are a number of decisions of the courts 
throughout the country to the contrary, interpreting just such 
provisions as that which is contained in the organic act of the 
Territory of Utah, but the question is a debatable one. The au- 


thorities differ, although we have a greater number of authori- | 


ties to sustain the position taken by the Territorial Legislature 
that they could create these commissioners, and name them in 
the act. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What Iam endeavoring to find 
out is whether there is an attempt on the part of the Legisla- 
ture to take away from the executive the power to make these 
appointments. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No, I can not say that there was. The 
Legislature in both branches passed the bill without objection, 
and named the commissioners, just as in the bills which we are 
asked to pass here. We frequently pass bills through Congress 
naming commissioners to carry out the will of Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Certainly. I will always yield with 
pleasure to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who yielded to 
me so graciously on one occasion when [ wanted to defend my 
State from what I considered an unjust charge made by him. 

Mr. DALZELL. As I understand this matter, the Legislature 
wanted to appoint commissioners, and the governor wanted to 
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seemed to set a limit upon the compensation to be paid to the 
commissioner who is to reside in Chicago, or to the other officers. 
There does not seem to be any limitation as to the amount which 
the board may vote to them. Am I correct as to that? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I can not state positively until I look 
at the bill. The bill is before the House just as it was passed by 
the Territorial Legislature,and we may presume that they guarded 
the expenditures carefully. My recollection is that the amount 
to be paid to the commissioner at Chicago is limited in the act. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I did not bear the limita- 
tion. Iam quite confident there is no limitation as to the amount 
that may be paid to the other officers. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If my friend from New Jersey will 
permit asuggestion, may we not assume that the men who are 
paying these » taxes are very likely to guard against any undue 
expenditure? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Oh, but we are called upon 
to legislate upon this matter now on account of their disagree- 
ment at home, and we want to base our judgment upon ascer- 
tained facts. Another question. I see that this bill doubles 
the tax rate, raises it from 2 mills to4 mills. Is that increase 
deemed necessary in order to raise this $50,000? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That was considered necessary by the 
Legislature in order to raise this fund of $50,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. It does not interfere with 
the regular rate, except for the purpose of raising this loan? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Notatall. It does not interfere with 
any other tax in the Territory, and unless this bill becomes 
operative the additional tax does not become operative. The 
object of the provision was to guard against creating a bonded 
debt upon the Territory. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous 


| question on the bill. 


appoint commissioners; neither would yield to the other, and | 


this bill was brought in to solve the difficulty. Now, are the 

commissioners here named the ones that the governor wanted, 
‘are they the commissioners that the Legislature wanted? 
aa. WASHINGTON. The gentleman's statement of the case 

is about as fair as could be made, down to the point where he 


asks whether these are the commissioners that the governor | I : 1 6 | 
[ think that the governor wanted to appoint some of | &X* utive agent of said board, he shall have personal charge of the solicita- 


wanted. 
these named in the bill; but I think he wanted also to appoint 
certain other persons. It was not the persons named in the act, 
as I understand it, to which the governor objected, so much as 
to the legality of the act creating and at the same time nomi- 
nating the commissioners. The governor took the position that 
the Legislature might create an office, but that the governor 
alone could nominate the officer and the Legislature could affirm 
or reject his appointee. Here is what he says in his veto mes- 
sage: 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Salt Lake City, Utah, March 10, 1892. 

Sir: Lreturn C. F. No. 29, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the collection, 
arrangement, and display of the products of the Territory of Utah at the 
World’s Columbian Exposition of 1893, and to make an appropriation there- 
for, and to provide for an additional levy of Territorial taxes.”’ 

The provisions of the act with regard to the appointment of Territorial 
commissioners seem to me to be in conflict with section 7 of the organic act. 
If it is amended in this respect I will approve it. 


Iam, very respectfully, 
ARTHUR L. THOMAS, Governor. 
Hon. W. H. KING, 
President of the Council, Salt Lake City, Utah. 


Section 7 of the organic act, to which the message refers, reads: 
Sec. 7. That all township, district, and county officers not herein other- 


wise provided, shall be appointed or elected, as the case may be, in such | 


manner as shall be provided by the governor and the Le gislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Utah. The governor shall nominate and, by and with the 
advice of the Legislative council, appoint all officers not herein otherwise 
provided for. * * * 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, are the commissioners here named 
the commissioners that were named by the Legislature? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They are the commissioners named by 
the Legislature. I think it would have been alittle better if the 
Legislature and the governor could have agreed upon the matter 
at home so that their linen would not have to be washed here; 
but they could not agree, and they ask us to pass this bill so that 
the Territory may have an exhibit at the World’s Exposition. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
from the reading of the bill that the compensation of the com- 
missioners is limited to their tr: avelling expenses and $4 a day 
for subsistence, but I did notcatch anything i in the reading which 


| 








| a vice- president, a Se cretary, and a treasurer.’ 


Mr. BUCHANAN of NewJersey. Before I vote for the bill I 
would like to be better satisfied as to the limitation upon the 
compensation to be paid to these parties. We are getting very 
careful in these latter days, since we passed our economical res- 
olutions at the beginning of the session. | Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If the gentleman will get a copy of the 
bill he will see that section 4 regulates the salaries. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. The World's Fair managers fix the 
salaries. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
lows: 

That the board of World's Fair managers is authorized and directed to ap- 
point an executive commissioner and fix his salary. which shall be payable 
monthly out of the appropriation hereinafter made; and said executive com- 
missioner shall be authorized and required to assume and exercise, subject 
to the supervision of said board, all such executive powers and functions as 
may be necessary to secure a complete and creditable display of the interests 
of the Territory at the World’s Columbian Exposition of 1893; and, as the 


Section 4 of the bill provides as fol- 


tion, collection, transportation, arrangement, and exhibition of the objects 
sent under the authority of the Territory tothe World’s Columbian Exposi- 
tion of 1893, and of objects sent by individual citizens of the Territory as 
may be by them placed in his charge. He shall make a report to the board 
monthly, and shall hold office at the pleasure of the beard. 

The bill does not fix this salary, but leaves to the commis- 
sioners the power to fix it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Thatsettles that office, but 
how about the others? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. There is no other salary to be fixed; 
there are certain allowances to the commissioners for traveling 
and other expenses. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The bill provides that the 
board shall elect certain officers; and there is a provision that 
the members of the board who are not officers shall not be en- 
titled to compensation, I believe. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Section3 provides ‘‘ that the members 
of the board appointed under this act who are not officers 
thereof shall not be entitled to any compensation for their serv- 
ices. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. What will these other offi- 


dv 


| cers get? 


Mr. WASHINGTON. The only other officer, asI understand, 
is the commissioner to reside at Chicago. The provision of sec- 
tion 3 is: 

That the members of the board appointed under this act who are not offi- 
cers thereof shall not be entitled to any compensation for their services out 
of the Territorial treasury, except their actual expense for transportation 
and the sum of & per day for subsistence for each day they are necessarily 
absent from their homes on the business of said board. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Section 2 provides, after 
naming the commissioners, that they ‘‘shall meet at such time 
as they may appoint, and organize by the election of a president, 
” Now, there is 


nothing in this bill, so far as I see, to prevent this board from 
voting ‘whatever salary they may ‘please to this secretary and 
treasurer. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I should think we could afford to leave 


this matter to the control of the people of the Territory. If 
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Be, 





1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6809 





they care to make an exhibit at Chicago, they, of course, would | 
not be willing that the $50,000 appropriated for the purpose should 
all be expended by the commission in salaries. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But if we are to pass this 
bill it ought to be put in a satisfactory shape. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Theauthorities of Utah have not asked 
us to adopt any restriction in this matter. If the gentleman | 
wants to submit any provision of that kind, the bill is open to 
amendment. I did not suppose any objection of that kind would 
be raised, because there is no purpose to spend any money need- | 
lessly in salaries. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I was only trying to under- 
stand the effect of the bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. [ask for a vote. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be engrossed | 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WASHINGTON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


STATUTES OF INDIAN AND OKLAHOMA TERRITORIES. 


| 
| 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Iyield to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas |[Mr. TERRY]. | 
Mr. TERRY. I call up from the Committee on Territories 
the bill (H. R. 9175) to put in force in the Indian Territory and | 
Oklahoma Territory, certain laws of the State of Arkansas. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe following laws and acts of the State of Arkansas 
be, and the same are hereby, adopted and put in force in the Indian Terri- 
tory and Oklahoma Territory, to wit, first: 


“Act LXI. 
**An act to provide for the protection of servants and employés of railroads, 


‘*SECTION 1. Whenever any railroad company or any company, corporation. 
or person engaged in the business of operating or constructing any railroad 
or railroad bridge, or any contractor or subcontractor engaged in the con- 
struction of any such road or bridge, shall discharge, with or without cause, 
or refuse to further employ, any servant or employé thereof, the unpaid 
wages of any such servantor employé then earned at the contract rate, with- 
out abatement or deduction, shall be and becomedue and payable on the day 
of such discharge or refusal to longer employ; and if the same be not paid 
on such day, then, as a penalty for such nonpayment, the wagesof such sery- 
ant or employé shail continue at the same rate until paid: Provided, Such 
wages shall not continue more than sixty days, unless an action therefor 
shall be commenced within that time. 

“SEc. 2. That no such servant or employé who secretes or absents himself 
to avoid payment to him, or refuses to receive the same when fully tendered, 
shall be entitled to any benefit under this act for such time as he so avoids | 
payment. 

“ SEco. 3. That any such servant or employé whose employment is for a defi- 
nite period of time, and who is discharged without cause before the expira- 
tion of such time, may, in addition to the penalties prescribed by this act, 
have an action against any such employer for any damages he may have | 
sustained by reason of such wrongful discharge, and such action may be 
joined with an action for unpaid wages and penalty. 

‘Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 


passage. 
‘‘Approved March 25, 1889.” 
Second: 


“Act LXVILI. 


“An act to require railroad companies to furnish double-decked cars for the 
shipment of sheep and hogs, and providing a penalty for failing so to do. 
“SECTION 1. Thatall railroad companies, priyate companies, or individuals 

owning or operating a railroad or railroads in the State of Arkansas are re- 

quired to furnish a sufficient number of double-decked cars for the shipment | 
of sheep or hogs to supply the demand for such cars on their respective lines, 
and to allow shippers to load both decks in said cars with sheep or hogs to 
the aggregate extent of 20,000 pounds, which cars so loaded shall be received 
and transported by such railroad companies or private companies or indi- | 
viduals as one carload of stock; and it shall not lawful for said railroad 
companies, —— companies, or individuals to charge or receive for the 
transportation of a doubledecked car of sheep or hogs not over one-fifth 
more than is charged by such companies or individuals for a carload of stock 
other than sheep or hogs. 

“Sxc. 2. Should any railroad company or private company or individuals | 
owning or operating a railroad or railroads in the State of Arkansas refuse 
or neglect to furnish cars as provided in the preceding section, it shall not be 
lawful for them to charge or receive for the transportation of a car of sheep | 
or hogs more than one-half the rate charged for the shipment of a carload of | 
stock other than sheep or hogs. 

“*Sgc. 3. This act shall be in force from and after its passage, and all laws 
in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 

“Approved March 25, 1889.” 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, this isa bill which I think should at 
once commend itself to the sense of justice of any man who will 
examine its provisions. The object of the first clause is that 
employés who may be discharged from the service of any rail- | 
road company or other corporation, contractor, or subcontractor, 
or person engaged in operating or constructing any railroad or 
railroad bridge, may have his wages paid at once upon his dis- 
charge. Intheabsence of a provisionof this kind a person under 
those circumstances is sometimes required to lie around perhaps 
for a month, so that he is either thrown upon the charity of the 
community or must leave without receiving his wages. I think 
any man who believes in the principle that ‘ the laborer is 
worthy his hire,” and that the payment of a poor man’s wages | 
should not be delayed, must see the obvious justice of this pro- 
vision. 

The second provision of the bill is to require railroad companies | 
to furnish double-decked cars for the shipment and txansporta- | 





tion of sheep and hogs. This is a provision already in force in 
many of the States, and its propriety will be readily understood. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. As I understand, when we 
erected the Territory of Oklahoma we extended over that Ter- 
ritory the laws of Nebraska. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether he has made any investigation as to whether the laws 
of Nebraska, which were extended over Oklahoma by our organ- 
izing act, contain any regulations on the subject of this bill, and 
if so, whether the regulations now proposed to be enacted are 
less Or more severe. 

Mr. TERRY. I can not answer the gentleman's question. I 


| can state that the first branch of this legislation is in the inter- 
| est of laboring men, the poorer classes. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I understand all that, and 
lam in hearty sympathy with the object of the measure; but I 
would like to know whether there was any legislation on this 


| subject in the State laws which were by our organizing act ex- 


tended over the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. TERRY. To the best of my knowledge there is no such 
legislation. If there had been this bill would not have been de- 
manded. As Iam anxious to get this bill through in the little 
time remaining to our committee, I ask the previous question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If the gentleman will withhold the 
previous question for one moment, I will state to the gentleman 
from New Jersey that the statutes of the State of Nebraska are 
no longer in force in Oklahoma. The Territorial Legislature 
enacted a code of laws; but it was not a perfect code; many pro- 
visions which it should have contained were omitted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. And we are legislating in 
place of the Territorial Legislature? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Weare now piecing out their legisla- 
tion; and this is not the only case where we have had to do so; 
for that Territorial Legislature of Oklahoma spent nearly its 
whole time, I am informed, in quarreling about where the capi- 
tal of the Territory should be located. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the word ‘ not,” in line 57, is ob- 
viously a typographical error, and I move to strike it out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. ‘ 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9284) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following confer- 
ence report on the sundry civil bill: 

[For report, see Senate proceedings of yesterday. | 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read the statement accompa- 
nying the report. 

The statement was read, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7520) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year 1893 submit the following written statement in ex- 
planation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended inthe 
accompanying conference report as to each of said amendments, namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: Appropriates $80,000, instead of $100,000 as 
proposed by the Senate, for the expenses of an international monetary con- 
ference. 

On amendment numbered 2: Appropriates #50,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for expenses of the United States and Mexican boundary survey 

On amendment numbered 3: Appropriates $250,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for providing naval and coaling stations. 

On amendment numbered 4: Appropriates $10,000, instead of $15.000as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for the Columbian Historical Exposition at Madrid, 
Spain. 

On amendments numbered 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30, relating to public buildings: Apropriates, 
as proposed 7 the Senate, $21,000 for construction, repair, and preservation 
of public buildings in Alaska, and covers into the Treasury the unexpended 
balances of appropriations previously made for this purpose; $25,000 for pub- 


| lie building at Aurora, Ill; #7,500 for public building at Atlanta, Ga.; $5,000 


for public building at Beatrice, Nebr.; $30,000 for public building at Cedar 
Ravids, Lowa: #20,000, instead of #25,000 as proposed by the Senate, for public 
building at Cincinnati, Ohio; %50,000, instead of #75,000 as proposed by the 
Senate, for public building at Chicago, Ill.; $10,000, instead of $20,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for marine hospital at Detroit, Mich. ; #25,000 for public 
building at Lansing, Mich.; %6,000 for public building at Erie, Pa.; $135,000 
for public building at Allegheny, Pa.; $10,000, instead of #20,000 as proposed 
by the Senate, for public building at Minneapolis, Minn.; $65,000, instead of 
#100,000 as proposed by the Senate, for public building at New York; 15,000, 
instead of #75,000 as proposed by the Senate, for public building at Norfolk, 
Va.; $200,000, instead of $400,000 as ope by the Senate, for public building 
at Omaha, Nebr. ; $40,000, instead of 375,000 as proposed by the Senate, for public 
building at Sioux City, lowa; $0,000, instead of $75,000as proposed by the Sen- 
ate. for public building at Sioux Falls, S. Dak.; 50,000, instead of $100,000 as 
proposed by the Senate, Eheae. building at Troy, N. Y.; #250,000, as proposed 
by the House, instead of $500,000 as proposed by the Senate, for the new post 
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office building in Washington City; $12,000, instead of $8,000 as proposed by 
the House and #20,000 as proposed by the Senate, for repairsof the Treasury 
building; and $240,000, instead of $230,000 as proposed by the House and #250,- 
000 as proposed by the Senate, for repairs and preservation of public build- 
ings; and limits the per diem compensation of superintendents and others 
employed in connection with public buildings to $6 per day, except that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion, is authorized to pay, in cities of 
80,000 or more inhabitants, a sum not exceeding $ per day for such services. 

On amendments numbered 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 
48, and 49, relating to light-houses and other aids tonavigation: Appropriates, 
as proposed by the Senate, $4,300 for fog-signal at Buffalo Breakwater, Lake 
Erie; $10,000 for range light for Port Penn, Del.; $1,000 for St. Simons range 
beacon, Georgia; $5,000 for St. Marys River range lights, Michigan; $1,000 for 
Frankfort Pierhead fog bell, Michigan; $1,000 for Lime Kiln Crossing light- 
ships, Detroit River; $1,500 for range lights above Grassy Island, Detroit 
River; $8,600 for Detroit River light vessels; $1,500 for range light on Mama- 
juda Island; 2,500 for range lights at Grosse Isle, Detroit River; $25,000 for 
light-ship at Bar Point, Lake Erie; $1,200 for Superior Bay Lights, Wiscon- 
sin; $70,000 for Nantucket New South Shoal light-ship, Massachusetts: $500, 
as proposed by the House, instead of $1,000 as proposed by the Senate, for 
roadway to Cape Mendocino light station, California; $3,000, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $4,500 as proposed by the Senate, for increasing height 
of tower or removing obstructions to the present light at Key West light 
station, Florida; authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the use of $60,000 
heretofore appropriated for Eleven Foot Shoal light station, Michigan, for 
the construction or purchase of one or more light-ships for service on the 
Great Lakes; strikes out the appropriations, proposed by the Senate, of $60,000 
for Grays Harbor light and fog signal, Washington, $6,000 for additional aids 
to navigation in Tampa Bay, Florida, and $95.000 for tender for the ninth 
light-house district. 

On amendments numbered 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, and 55, relating to the Light- 
House Establishment: Authorizes the use of $300, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $100, as proposed by the House, for purchase of technical and 

»rofessional books and periodicals outof the appropriation for supplies of 
ficht-houses, and #,000, as proposed by the Senate, for photolithographs, 
charts, and illustrations for publications of the Light-House Board; limits 
the number of light-house keepers to 1,250, as proposed by the Senate; au- 
thorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the lighting of channels in St. Louis 
and Superior Bays, at the head of Lake Superior; and appropriates $280,000, 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $278,000, as proposed by the House, for 
lighting of rivers. 

On amendments numbered 56, 57, and 58: Increases, as proposed by the 
Senate, the compensation of the assistant superintendent of the Life-Saving 
Service for the coasts of Rhode Island and Long Island from $1,000 to $1,200. 

On amendments numbered 59, 60, and 61: Increases the appropriations for 
expenses of engraving and printing $82,000, on account of the fifteen days’ 
additional leave of absence to employés of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, and authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, ®,000 of the appropri- 
ation to be used for preservation and repair of buildings. 

On amendments numbered 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 
77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, and 96: Increases 
the appropriations for the Coast and Geodetic Survey $18,700 over the amount 
given by the House, instead of $45,200, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 97: Strikes out appropriation of $1,800, proposed 
by the Senate, for the purchase of 600 copies of Heyl’s Digest. 


On amendments numbered 98, 99, 100, and 101: Increases the appropria- | 


tions for the National Museum $18,500 over the sum given by the House, 
instead of $42,000, as proposed by the Senate. 


of #29,000, as proposed by the House, and $%74,500, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the Zodlogical Park; requires that the estimates therefor shall here- 
after be submitted with those of the District of Columbia, and that a de- 
tailed report of the expenditures shall be made annually to Congress. 

On amendment numbered 105: Appropriates #10,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $5,000, as proposed by the House, for the Astrophysical 
Observatory. 

On amendment numbered 105: Appropriates $12,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of #20,000, as proposed by the Senate, for international ex- 
changes. 

On amendment numbered 107: Appropriates $40,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $35,000, as proposed by the House,'for continuing ethnolog- 
ical researches. 

On amendments numbered 108, 109, 110, and 111: Increases the appropria- 
tions for the Fish Commission $22,500 over the sum given by the House, in- 
stead of $45,000, as proposed by the Senate. ° 

On amendments numbered 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, and 119: Makes ap- 
propriations for fish hatcheries, as follows: Three thousand dollars at 
Northville, Mich.; $10,000 in Vermont; $15,000 in Lake County, Colo. ; $20,000 
in Montana and Texas; and $3,000 for inquiry and report as to locating fish 
hatcheries in South Dakota, Iowa, Nebraska, Tennessee, and the State of 
Washington, and strikes out the appropriation proposed by the Senate of 
$8,000 for the fish hatcheries in Maine. 


On amendment numbered 120; Strikes out the appropriation of $3,900, pro- | 


posed by the Senate, for repairs to office building of the Fish Commission. 


On amendments numbered 121 and 122: Strikes out increase of $16,000, pro- | 
posed by the Senate, in the appropriations for the Interstate Commerce Com- | 


mission. 

On amendments numbered 134 and 135: Provides, as proposed by. *% Senate, 
that no officer or employé of the United States shall receive any aaditional 
pay or compensation because of services connected with the World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition, « * strikes out the provision of the House prohibiting 
the detail of any officer of the Army from any work as a civil engineer in 
connection with said Exposition. 

Cn amendment numbered 136: Appropriates $25,000, instead of $50,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for detecting and punishing persons guilty of violating 
the internal-revenue laws. 

On amendment numbered 137: Appropriates %60,000,as proposed by the 
House, instead of $70,000,as proposed by the Senate, for contingent expenses 
of the independent Treasury. 


On amendment numbered 138: Appropriates $1,000, as proposed by the Sen- | 


ate, to recoin uncurrent minor coins. 

On amendment numbered 139: Appropriates $50,000, instead of ‘845,000, as 
proposed by the House, and $60,000, as proposed by the Senate, for distinctive 
paper 

On amendment numbered 140: Appropriates $580,000, instead of 3625,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, and $550,000, as proposed by the House, for pay of as- 
sistant custodians and janitors. 

On amendments numbered 141, 142, and 143: Appropriates, as proposed by 
the Senate, 5,000, instead of $4,000, as proposed by the House, for salary and 
expenses of inspector of furniture. 

On amendment numbered 144: Appropriates $180,000, instead of $200,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, and $175,000, as proposed by the House, for furniture 
tor public buildings. 

On amendment numbered 145: Appropriates $750,000, instead of $775,000, as 

roposed by the Senate, and $725,000, as proposed by the House, for fuel, 

ghts, and water for public buildings. 
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On amendment numbered 146: Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by the 
oa instead of $60,000, as proposed by the Senate, for vaults, safes, and 
OcKS, 

On amendment numbered 147: Appropriates 4,000, as proposed by the 
instead of $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for plans for public build- 
ngs. 

On amendment numbered 148: Appropriates $70,000, instead of 875,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, and $60,000, as proposed by the House, for suppress- 
yng counterfeiting and other crimes. 

On amendment numbered 149: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the Senate, for compensation in lieu 
of moieties. 

On amendments numbered 154 and 151: Appropriates $1,200, as proposed by 
the House, for serai-annual meetings, instead of $2,500, as proposed by the 
Senate, for quarterly meetings of local appraisers of customs. 

On amendment numbered 152: Strikes from the bill, as proposed by the 
ee the provision reducing the compensation of special agents of the 

reasury. 

On amendments numbered 153 and 154: Appropriates $100,000, instead of 
$160,000, as proposed by the Senate, and $60,000, as proposed by the House, for 
enforcing the Chinese exclusion act. 

On amendments numbered 155 and 156: Restores, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, provision for the agent and assistant agents at the Alaska seal fish- 
eries, except that their allowance for traveling expenses is reduced from 
#600 to $500: and strikes ont the provision proposed by the Honse, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to detail for servicein Alaska not exceed- 
ing two of the Treasury special agents. 

On amendment numbered 157: Repeals the act authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to gather information as to the fur-seal interests in the 
region of Alaska, to take effect from July 1 next, instead of upon the passage 
of the act, as proposed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 158: Appropriates 95,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for protection of salmon fisheries in Alaska. 

On amendment numbered 159: Strikes out appropriation of #5,000, pro- 
posed by the Senate, for temporary employés in the Sixth Auditor’s Office. 

On amendments numbered 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, and 167, relating 
to the District of Columbia: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, $9,000 
for special police foree during the encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic; $500 additional compensation for the inspector of stuuanions, and 
#939 for a deputy marshal in the police court; $300, instead of $1,200 as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for furnishing addition to the police-court building; 
and #4,368 for a board of revision, equalization, and appeals, to revise and 
equalize the assessment of 1892, and continuing the assessment of 1889 for 
the fiscal year 1893; authorizes the location of Hancock Circle at or near the 
intersection of Sixteenth street and Morris street, and strikes out the ap- 
priation of $31,000, proposed by the Senate, for the purchase of-a site for a 
hospital for contagious diseases. 

On amendment numbered 168: Appropriates 50,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $75,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the quarantine 
service. 

On amendment numbered 169: Appropriates $100,000, instead of $200,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for the prevention of epidemics. 

On amendment numbered 170: ga age $5,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of %8,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs of Interior 
Department buildings. 

On amendments numbered 171 and 172: Strikes out appropriation of $7,035, 
proposed by the Senate, for the Pension Office building, and the increase of 





: | $10,000 for Work on the Capitol. 
On amendments numbered 102, 103, and 104: Appropriates $50,000, instead 


On amendments numbered 173 and 174: Appropriates, as proposed by the 
Senate, $2,375 for repairs to the stearn-heating machinery of the Senate wing 
of the Capitol and 97,496.06 for improving ventilation and drainage of the 
Capitol building. 

On amendments numbered 175 and 176: Strikes out increase of $5,000, pro- 
posed by the Senate, in the appropriation for improving the Capitol grounds, 
and , ppropriates 500 for repairs of the engine-house and Senate and House 
stables. 

On amendments numbered 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, and 184: Strikes outthe 
increase proposed by the Senate of $50,000 in the appropriations for salaries 
and commissions of registers and receivers, $25,000 for contingent expenses 
of Laud Office, and $2,000 for reproducing plats of surveys. 

On amendments numbered 185, 186, 187, and 188: Appropriates $375,000, in- 
stead of $450,000 as proposed by the Senate, and $200,000, as proposed by the 
House, for surveying public lands, and authorizes the use of $75,000 of said 
sum, a8 proposed by the Senate,*instead of $40,000as proposed by the House, 
for examination of publicsurveys. 

On amendment numbered 189: Appropriates $125,000, instead of $250,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for the survey of lands lying within the limits of 
land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads. 

On amendments numbered 190 and191: Appropriates #20,000, as proposed b 
the Senate, instead of #2,052,as proposed by the House, to survey the bound- 
ary line between Nebraska and the State of South Dakota, 

On amendment numbered 192: ‘Strikes out the appropriation of $15,000 
proposed by the Senate for surveying the Crow Indian Reservation. 

On amendments numbered 194, 195, 196, and 197: Strikes out the appropri- 
ations proposed by the Senate, amounting to $950,000, for continuing the 
work of the Eleventh Census, the same having been provided for on the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; and inserts a provision, as proposed by 
the Senate, continuing available during the fiscal year 1893 the appropria- 
tions heretofore made for printing the reports of the Eleventh Census. 

On amendmentsnumbered 198 and 199: Appropriates $1,368, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $760, as proposed by the House, for the Supreme Court 
Reports. 

Gn amendments numbered 200, 201, 202, and 203, relating to the Govern- 
ment Hospital for the Insane: Appropriates $16,000, instead of $20,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and $12,000, as proposed by the House, for general re- 
pairs and improvements; strikes out the appropriation of $68,250, proposed 
by the Senate, for additional accommodations for the epileptic insane; and 
appropriates 5,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $7,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for inclosing the new farm. 

Onamendments numbered 204 and 205: ape $2,000, instead of $4,000, 
as proposed by the Senate, for repairs and improvement of buildings and 
grounds of the Institution for the Deaf and Dumb. 

On amendments numbered 206, 207, 208, 209. 210, 211, and 212: Appropriates 
#30,000, instead of $32,809, as proposed by the Senate, and 224,500, as proposed 
by the House, for the Howard University. 

On amendments numbered 213, 214, 215, 216, and 217: Appropriates $53,025, in- 
stead of $55,325, as proposed by the Senate, and %51,525, as proposed by the 
House, for the Freedman’s Hospital and Asylum. 

On amendment numbered 218: Strikes out the appropriation of 4,000, pro- 
posed by the Senate, for prosecuting an inquiry as to certain lands granted 
the State of California. 

On amendment numbered 219: Makes the appropriation of %30.000 for the 


| Hot Springs Reservation available only in the discretion of the Secretary of 


the Interior. 
On amendments numbered 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, and 229, relat- 
ing to the Rock Island Arsenal: Strikes out the appropriations proposed by 
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the Senate of $7,800 to complete shop K, $8,750 to complete storehouse K, and 
$32,580 for a hospital; appropriates $10,000, instead of $15,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, and $3,000, as proposed by the House, for machinery and shop 
fixtures; #6,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 29,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for general care and improvements, $10,000, instead of $15,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, and %5,000, as proposed by the House, for expense of 
maintaining and operating thedrawbridge; appropriates $50,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for overhauling and reconstructing the floor systems of the 
bridges connecting the arsenal and the cities of Rock Island and Davenport. 

On amendment numbered 230: Strikes out appropriation of M,000, proposed 
by the Senate, for the arsenal at Columbia, Tenn. : 

On amendment numbered 231: Appropriates 50,000, instead of 360,00, as 
proposed by the Senate, and $40,000, as proposed by the House, for repairs of 
arsenals. 

On amendments numbered 232 and 233: Appropriates $2,500, as proposed by 
the House, instead of 5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the care and 
improvement of the Monument grounds, and $2,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $1,000, as proposed by the House, for the purchase and repair 
of tools for the public grounds in Washington. 

On amendments numbered 234, 235, and 236: Appropriates #20,000, instead 
of $26,000, as proposed by the Senate, and $16,000, as proposed by the House, for 
care, repair, and refurnishing the Executive Mansion; %5,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of #4,000, as proposed by the House, for care and repair 
of greenhouses; and $2,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $3,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for renewing the superstruetures of greenhouses 
connected with the Executive Mansion. 

On amendment numbered 23: Appropriates #1,500. as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $1,000, as proposed by the House, for departmental! tele- 
graph lines. 
~ On amendment numbered 238: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, to complete the fish ways at the Great Falls of the Potomac. Es 

On amendments numbered 239 and 240: Appropriates $00,000, instead of 
$500,000, as proposed by the Senate, and 350,000, as proposed by the House, 
for buildings at and enlargement of military posts, and authorizes, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, the use of $50,000 thereof at Fort McKinney, Wyo., and 
that the appropriation heretofore made for the military post at Helena, 
Mont., may be used when title to the land shall have been acquired, not only 
for locating the post and constructing the buildings, but in providing proper 
sewerage and water supply; and that the Secretary of War may establish a 
military post at a pomt near the northern frontier, if suitable land be do- 
nated free of cost to the Government therefor. 

On amendment numbered 241: Appropriates $7,990.60, as proposed by the 
Senate, for the Army and Naval Hospital! at Hot Springs, Ark. 

On amendments numbered 242 and 244: Appropriates #45000, instead of 
$60,060 as proposed by the Senate, and $0,000 as proposed by the House, for 
improving the Yellowstone National Park, with the requirement that #15.- 
000 thereof may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended for 
the construction of a road from the Upper Geyser Basin to Snake River, and 
strikes out the appropriation of #27,500 proposed by the Senate for certain 
specitic roads in said park. 7 

On amendments numbered 245and 246:° Makes appropriation for the Chick- 
amauga and Chattanooga National Park, as proposed by the Senate, avajl- 
able for the construction of observation towers and the purchase of certain 
sites for two of them, and authorizes the payment of $500 to the disbursing 
officer of the War Department for disbursing appropriations for said park. 

On amendment numbered 247: Appropriates #10,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of #30,000 as proposed by the Senate, for headstones for 
graves of soldiers. 

On amendment numbered 248: Authorizes as proposed by the Senate, the 
printing and binding of 500 copies of the Rebellion Reeords for the use of Sen 
ators and members of the Fifty-second Congress. 

On amendment numbered 249: Strikes out the appropriation of $15,000, 
proposed by the Senate for a public building at Fort Monroe, Va. 

On amendment numbered 250: Appropriates $30,000, instead of #60,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for military buildings at Omaha, Nebr., and limits 
the cost of the same to not exceeding $60,000. 

On amendments numbered 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 259, and 260: Ap 
apropriates $79,900, instead of $82,000, as proposed by the Senate, and $79,301) 
as proposed by the House, for expenses of the military prison at Leaven 
worth, Kans. 

Ou amendments numbered 261 and 265: Appropriates %6,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, for a wharf at the Soldiers’ Home at Hampton, Va., and strikes 
out the appropriation of $16,000 proposed for a permanent kitchen at the 
Soldiers’ Home at Santa Monica, Cal. 

On amendment numbered 266: Requires, as proposed by the Senate, that 
one-half of any sums retained by State homes on account of pefisions re 
ceived from inmates shall be deducted from the moneys paid by the United 
States toward aid of said homes. 

On amendment numbered 267: Appropriates $435,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $600,000, as proposed by the Senate, for soldiers’ claims 
for back pay and bounty, 

On amendment numbered 268: Strikes out the provision proposed by the 
Senate authorizing the Postmaster-General to pay #1,500 to officers and em 
ployés of the Post-Office Department for services rendered in preparing the 
postal laws and regulations. 

On amendment numbered 269: Strikes out the provision proposed by the 
Senate for a stenographer and typewriter to be selected by the Secretary of 
the Navy. 

On amendment numbered 270: Appropriates $1,500, instead of $3,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for the Utah Penitentiary. 

On amendments numbered 271 and 272: Appropriates $25,000, instead of #30, - 
000, as proposed by the Senate, and #20,000, as proposed by the House, for ex 
penses of defending suits in claims against the United States, and strikes 
out the provision proposed by the House that %5,000 of this appropriation 
shall be expended in making defense in claims arising under the Bowman 
and Tucker acts. 

On amendment numbered 273: Appropriates $35,000, as proposed by the Sen 
ate, instead of $30,000, as proposed by the House, for expenses of prosecution 
of crimes. 

On amendment numbered 274: Appropriates $35,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for expenses of courts 
in Utah. 

On amendment numbered 275: Appropriates $4,000,as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the Industrial Home in Utah. F 

On amendment numbered 276: Appropriates #22,500, instead of $30,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, and $15,000, as proposed by the House, for expenses 
in defense of Indian depredation claims. 

On amendments numbered 277, 278, 279, 280, 281, 282, 283, 284, 285, 286, 287, 288, 299, 
290, 291, 292, 293, 294, 295, 296, and 297: Strikes out the inerease proposed by the 








Senate of $940,400 in the various items providing for the expenses of United | 


States courts, and also strikes from the bill all new legislative provisions 
inserted therein by the House with reference to expenses of the United 
States courts 

On amendments numbered 298, 299, and 300: Strikes out the appropriation 
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proposed by the Senate of one year’s salary to the widows of the late Chief 
Justice Waite and Justices Miller and Bradley of the Supreme Court 

On amendment numbered 301: Appropriates 36,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for materials for folding for the Senate. 7 

On amendment numbered 302: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate 
requiring that the construction of the Library building shall continue in 
charge of Gen. Casey until its completion. 

On amendment numbered 303: Appropriates %,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $3,000, as proposed by the House, for the B iti nic Garde 

On amendment numbered 304: Strikes out the prov i I 
House limiting the number that may be published of certain rey 
gress. 
_ Onamendments numbered 305 and 307: Makes atransposition of paras raphs 
in the bill. 
_On amendment numbered 306: Strikes out the provision propose 
Senate reviving the appropriation of #250,000 made by the sundry civ 
1891 for purchase of a new site for the Government Printing Om \ 
suspended in the sundry eivil act for 1892. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree upon the following 
amendments, namely; : 

Onamendments numbered 124, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, and 133 





r the 





d by the 


tfor 








: increasing 
the appropriations for the Government Exhibit at the World’s Columbian 
Exposition, and for the expenses of the World’s Columbian Commission, to 
the extent of $408.000. 

On amendment numbered 177, appropriating #1,2 r addiditional police 
force in the Capitol building on the occasion of the encampment of the Grand 
Army of the Republic and the amendment of the House thereto, prohibiting 
the employment of Pinkerton police: and 

_On amendments 309, 310, and 311, appropriating, as proposed by the Senate, 
#5, 103,000 for the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

The amendments of the Senate added to the bill as it passed the House, 
exclusive of $5,103,000 for the World’s Columbian Exposition, the sum of 
*6,931,977.08. Of this sum itis recommended thatthe House shall agree to 
>~,357, 996.66 and that the Senate shall recede from #,134,780.37. The amend 
ments upon which the conference committee have been unable to agree in- 
volve $409,200 in addition to the sum of %,103,000 for the World’s Columbian 
Exposition. 





0) for } 


W. S. HOLMAN, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS 

HENRY H. BINGHAM 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move the previous question on the report. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Let us have order so that weean 
hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves the previous question, 
which of course means on that part of the report which has been 
agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Before that is done I wish to ask the 
gentleman aquestion. I understood you had agreed that I might 
have some time on this matter? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will be glad if possible to accommodate the 
gentleman. 

[ wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Ohio de- 
sires to make some remarks on @ provision which has been agreed 
upon in conference, so far as the conferees could commit the two 
Houses, in reference to a provision for taxation in this District; 
and inasmuch as that is a pertinent inquiry and the only point, 
I understand, which it is desired to discuss [ am willing to yield 
to the gentleman, if there is no objection, a reasonable time. 
How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. About twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the billto what extent debate is to be allowed on al! the points 
wherein the conferees have agreed? The gentleman has asked 
the previous question; and while | take no exceptions to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Ohio, yet he was the only person to 
whom a concession was made before the conference committee: 
he had a hearin~, and I hardly think it would be entirely fair to 
allow one side oi a proposition to be presented in this manner 
and no time allowed tothe other side on any of these questions 
which the conference committee have agreed upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest that the debate continue 
during this afternoon on these items, as well as on the items on 
which the conferees have failed to agree, and that the voting 
commence at half past 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not wish a vote on the 
report of the committee? 

Vr. HOLMAN. Of course, I would like to have the vote on 
that, but it involves a matter at issue to which the gentleman 
from Ohio has referred. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
tion and adopt the report first. 

Mr. McCREARY. [wish toask the gentleman from Indiana, 
inasmuch as it is impossible to hear anything here, if I under- 
stand him correctly he moves the previous question on that part 
of the report of the conference committee wherein there is an 
avreement? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the motion. 

Mr. McCREARY. It covers all of the items agreed to in con- 

| ferenc>. Now, what are the items on which there is still a dis- 
agreement? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, those pertaining to the Government 

| exhibit, those that pertain to the Columbian Exposition, and the 
item in regard to the Capitol police. These are the only matters 
not agreed to, 


Let us vote on the previous ques- 
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Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. You mean the amendment reiat- 
ing to the employment of the Pinkertons? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I desire to know here, in view of the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, why we can not agree on 
all of these items where an agreement has been arrived at, at 
once? 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Would not that be the regular | 


order, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The order for the previous question on the 
adoption of the report would prevent the gentleman from Ohio 
from getting any relief in the matter to which he has referred. 
I therefore suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that he might 
yield to him the time desired, and after the expiration of the 
time then demand the previous question on the adoption of the 
report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In that event I would have to concede the 
same amount of time to some gentleman who would be opposed 
to these items. 


But I will make this suggestion to the House, that I yield fif- | 
teen minutes to the gentleman from Ohio and fifteen minutes to | 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], after which 
a vote will be taken on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Letthe previous question be con- 
sidered asordered after the thirty minutes have been consumed. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There has been so much confusion in the 
House that we can not hear what is going on, not a word of it. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is simply a | 


report of a conference committee which is a partial agreement, 
and the question now before the House is when the vote shall be 
taken on those questions on which an agreement has been 
reached. The gentleman from Indiana has yielded fifteen min- 
utes tothe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON] and fifteen min- 
utes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. BINGHAM}, at the 
end of which time he states that he will demand the previous 
question upon the amendment, the effect of which, if adopted, 
will be to bring the House to a direct vote on that part of the 
report which is an agreement, and leave open for further consid- 
eration all those other matters which have not been agreed to. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the at- 
tention of this House to one provision in the sundry civil bill, 
as I want you to understand what youare votingon. It isamend- 
ment 166, regulating tax assessments in the District of Colum- 
bia. I say to you that this is a direct steal; no other words suit 
it. No other name will describe it properly. Itis a proposition 
to abolish the present assessment that has just been partially 
completed, that will amount to something like $300,000,000, and 
go backs to the assessmentof three yearsago that is$145,000,000. 
In other words, they propose, now that they have made a better 
assessment than the old one, one that will raise $2,000,000 more 
than they need, so they say, to go back to an assessment that is 
manifestly unfair, one under which some property is assessed for 
more than it will bring in the market; and I think one-third of 


the property in the District is so assessed; while at the same | 


time property on F streetand valuable property generally is as- 
sessed at less than 20 per cent, and in some cases less than 5 per 
cent of what it would sell for. It is simply the work of a real- 
estate despotism here that control things. They control the 
city government, and they have the ear of the Senate, and they 
propose to perpetuate this steal, which is against the interest of 


the small property-owners, in the interest of the men who own | 


valuable property. This provision has been put in this bill 
against the wishes, as I understand it, of the conferees on the 
part of the House, but they yielded to it partly under a misap- 


prehension, thinking they were curing the difficulty by some | 


amendments, and they yielded too much. 


Mr. HOLMAN. There were some important amendments | 


made, as the gentleman is well aware. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. There were some important amend- | 
ments made, but the worst feature remains in the bill; and while | 


it is aserious matter to ask you to nonconcur in that report, I 


do ask this House to vote it down in order that you may have an | 


opportunity to instruct the conference committee to make the 
right kind of anamendment. It is a matter of sufficient impor- 
tance to warrant this House in such an extreme measure. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The feature you have spoken of I suppose is | 


the one you complain of? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. It is the one feature, amendment 
number 166. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is only one feature. That amend- 
mentembraces quite anumber of propositions. The gentleman’s 
complaint is that the conferees on the part of the House ought 


not to have consented to the provision that makes the levy of 
the tax upon the basis of the assessment made three years ago. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I complain of that, and incidentally 
of the way in which they organized the board to correct the 
presentassessment. Onthe other hand, if I can have this report 
voted down,I propose to offer asubstitute of about the same length 
which provides for the curing of this difficulty. About three or 
four months ago the House and the Senate passed a bill, making 
all taxes due in November on the outlying districts outside of 
the cities of Georgetown and Washington payable in May, so 
that the entire tax, instead of one-half being due in November, 
and one-half in May, was made payable in the month of May. 
Now, this amendment of mine proposes that the balance of the 
taxes shall be remitted for November and made payable in May, 
and that a board of equalization similar to the one which the 
Senate recommend, shall hear the complaints of citizens for six 
months, and equalize the assessments as far as possible, and that 
the entire amount shall be due the Ist day of next May. Itisa 
great deal better to postpone the payment for a short time of the 
first half of the assessment, upon part of the property, than it is 
to collect the whole tax on a false basis for another year, a basis 
which virtually puts $2,000,000 into the pockets of the real-estate 
ring of this city, and Lhope the House will vote down the confer- 
ence report with a view of having a hearing on this particular 
feature. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire not to exceed five minutes’ time. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON] appeared before the 
conference committee and was heard there. The conferees on 
the part of the House sought, so far as they could, to engraft 
upon the Senate amendment the provisions which the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON] desired. 

Now, that the House may thoroughly understand this matter, 
in order to carry out in full the views of the gentleman from 
Ohio, it would be necessary for the General Government to ad- 
vance to the District of Columbia the taxes which might be due on 
the Istday of November, for the reason that the board of appraise- 
ment which he sought to have appointed, and for whose appoint- 
ment the conferees on the part of the House have provided, 
could not take action upon the new assessment in time to collect 
the taxes which become due on the Ist dayof November. Now, 
one of the questions with the conferees was whether the General 
Government should advance the taxes which will fall due on the 
lst day of November, expecting to be remunerated on the Ist 
| day of April following, or whether they shall allow the taxes to 
| be collected under the present assessment for the present year, 
| and then for the fiscal year 1894 collect the taxes under the new 
assessment, which adds largely to the values of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. MayI ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, in accordance with the views 
expressed by the gentleman from Ohio, the conference report 
| provides for a board of revision and equalization. This board 

is to be paid wholly out of the revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia. Now, the only thing of which the gentleman complains is 
that the report does not provide that the present assessment — 
that is the new assessment—shall go into immediate effect, and 
that the Government shall take out of its own funds money sufli- 
cient to tide over the District of Columbia until the Ist day of 
April next. 
{r. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then the only difference you make 
is that the Government must advance money enough to meet the 
| expenses necessary to carry on this Government, admitting at 

the same time that it is on a wrong basis. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the gentleman from Alabama ever been 
on a conference committee on an appropriation bill? 
| Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, | do not believe I have. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has he ever had his entire way upon any con- 
ference committee, or has he been sometimes compelled to yield 
somewhat of his own views in order to reach an agreement? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I understand that you do not object 
to this question on its merits? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. You say that it will require the ad- 
| vance of some money on the part of the Government? 
| Mr. SAYERS. Ido. 
| Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. It will require the advance of $600,- 
| 000 or $700,000 for six months? 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe so. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. And the amendment which I pro- 








ee 








ose carries that. Now, it is better to advance $600,000 or $700,- 
for six months—and it will really average about three 

months—instead of our putting about $2,000,000 into the pockets 
of taxpayers who do not pay their share. 

Mr. SAYERS. : : 
on that proposition, because I agree with him. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I know. 

Mr. SAYERS. I only wish the House to know that the con- 
ferees on the part of the House have done the best they could. 
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| 


The gentleman can raise noquestion with me | 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Jf the gentleman willallow me another | 


question there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is it true that the only case you make 
here is that you have done the best you could in the way of a 
compromise? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. And you admit that your compro- 
mise is upon a false basis? 

Mr. SAYERS. Notentirely. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then it is a right basis? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman can not propound a question 
to me and answer it, too. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I want to know what your view is? 

Mr.SAYERS. My view is this. 


That while it would have | 


been better to have levied and collected the taxes under the new | 
assessment than under the old, the conferees have done the best | 
they could, the Senate insisting upon every portion of their | 


amendment, except that which they have yielded, I have no 
hesitancy in recommending to the House that it adopt the con- 
ference report in that particular, because I do not believe that 
if we were to go back that we could do one whit better. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. You yielded to the Senate conferees 
because you could not oppose them successfully. 

Mr. SAYERS. To acertain extent. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is the size of it. 
have another conference report and other conferees. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly, and I will propose to send the gen- 
tleman from Alabama there as a conferee and let him try it 
alone. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If you did you will receive a report 
from ‘‘ the gentleman from Alabama” based upon right and not 
upon compromise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You would have another disagreement. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let him try it once. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to state to the House that the di- 
vision of ime was a parliamentary division, and this side of the 
House retained its fifteen minutes simply to protect itself should 
there be any assault reflecting upon it inits concurrence in these 
amendments of the Senate. As to this being a ‘‘ steal.” as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Ohio|[Mr. JOHNSON], that sugges- 
tion we can properly leave with the distinguished gentlemen on 
the other side who have taken part in the conference in behalf 
of the House. If the gentleman from Ohio feels disposed to 
make that reflection upon Judge HOLMAN and Governor SAyY- 
ERS, I think their long and honorable record in this House is 
the best answer that can be made. 

Further, Mr. Speaker, the bill which this House sent to the 
Senate contained no provision in reference to thisquestion. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON] was fully heard upon his 

roposition by the conference committee, and if there has been 
aches on the part of anyone in the consideration of this ques- 
tion, it has not been on the part of the Senate. 

Now, astep further. The gentleman trom Ohio [Mr. JOHN- 


Then let us | 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] gave me every consideration, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SAYERS. I may not have acted as ably or been as in- 
fluential with the committee as the gentleman from Ohio, but 
I was certainly as candid and honest in my efforts as he could 
have been. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] accorded me every courtesy. But for him 
I should not have had a hearing at all. When | came into the 
room I was notified by the chairman of the committee that I 
could only have five minutes upon a subject that I could not do 
justice to in that time. But I made the best of the time. The 
‘funrest” of which I spoke was manifested by the Senate mem- 
bers of the committee, not by the House conferees. I do not in- 
tend to reflect upon the gentleman from Texas |Mr. SAYERS] at 
all. I repeat that I should have had no hearing but for him. I 
now ask the House to vote down this report in order that we 
may pass upon this question intelligent]y. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
0.1 the adoption of the report. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, 
and the Speaker deciared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. [ askfor a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 43. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I call for tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were refused, only 12 members voting in favor thereof. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
ference report was adopted, and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments that 
are undisposed of. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. DINGLEY (when amendment No. 127 was read). Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CHEATHAM] 
has an amendment which he desires to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] 


| has the floor. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
for information? 

The SPEAKER. That is all; simply that the House may un- 
derstand the situation. 

The Clerk continued and completed the reading of the Senate 


Are these amendments being read simply 


| amendments remaining undisposed of. 


SON] was the only gentleman who was heard in the conference | 


committee upon any of the contested paragraphs in the bill. He 
was given a fair hearing. The subject was fully understood by 
the committee, and the Hous? conferees in presenting the re- 


port to the House felt, and I personally felt (having made in- | 
quiry of the members of the Committee on the District of Co- | 


lumbia), that this was a good adjustment of legislation covering 
this question. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, how much time have 
I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Iwill consume only a portion of it. 
It is true that I was accorded a hearing before the conference 
committee. 
five minutes, and Ido not think I consumed that time. 
showed very great unrest 

Mr. REED. They had aright todo that. [Laughter.] 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio is doing 
himself an injustice. - 
sulted with me and then prepared his amendment, and that, 
through me, he had every opportunity, so far as I could secure 
it for him, to insist upon engrafting his views on the sundry 
civil bill. 


They 





He knows that he came to me and con- | 


| 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope that we shall come 
to some understanding with regard to the debate. I suggest 
that the remainder of this day be devoted to the discussion, and 
that the voting on the several propositions begin at half past 11 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House 
that so far as discussion of the several propositions in question 
is concerned, there is nu disposition upon this side of the House 
to indulge in any debate. Gentlemen upon this side are per- 
fectly willing to vote now. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ** Vote!’’] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there are several gentlemen 
who desire to be heard upon this bill. [Renewed cries of ** Vote!” 
‘**Vote!”] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, does the Chair recognize me 
for one hour at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman is entitled to an 
hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I should be very glad if we could agree 
upon the time for debate. There are several gentlemen here 
who desire to address the House. 

Mr. OATES. I did not understand clearly the proposition of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My proposition was that the debate on these 
amendments continue during the remainder of to-day’s session, 
and that the voting begin at half past 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. OATES. I suggest that the gentleman omit the latter 
part of his proposition, fixing the hour of half past 11 o'clock to- 
morrow fora vote. We canagree to-morrow on atime for voting; 
let us not agree on that now. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Asit isthe purpose of the gentleman from 


: | Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] toavail himself of his privilege of an hour, 
They notified me when I came in that I could have | 


which would extend this debate until 4 o'clock, and an hour 


| would be exhausted by this side in response, we, therefore, on 


this side will concur in the gentleman's proposition that a vote 
be taken to-morrow at half past 11 o’clock upon the points in 
disagreement between the two Houses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon the several amendments made by the 
Senate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. 


Upon the several amendments made by the 


The Chair will submit the proposition. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Before that proposition is put the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. CHEATHAM] has an amendment 
which he desires to propose—— 

The SPEAKER. There are several gentlemen desiring to 
offer amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And we should now determine whether these 
amendments had better be offered before the debate is entered 
upon, in order that we may understand the several propositions 
to be submitted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. LIsubmit to the gentleman from Maine that 
the amendments might be printed in the RECORD if the vote is 
to go over until to-morrow; that they be read for informa- 
tion in the time of the member offering them. It would not be 
well, probably, to allow every amendment printed to be consid- 
ered pending. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why not allow gentlemen to print in the 
RECORD amendments which they propose to offer? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Thgt was mysuggestion, that amendments 
be printed in the RECORD, but not be considered as pending 
until formally offered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If all debate is to be closed at half past 11 
o’clock to-morrow there will be no opportunity for debate on 
amendments which may be offered then. It is desirable, there- 
fore, they should be submitted beforehand, in order that there 
may be an opportunity to discuss them. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. There no is objection to that, 
- seems to me, since we have the afternoon, at any rate, for de- 
pate. 

Mr. PIERCE. 
to speak print their speeches in the RECORD? 
prepared to vote now as we shall be at any time. 
is right!” and ‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”’] 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 
Chair will submit the request of the gentleman from Indiana. 
The request, as the Chair understands, is that all debate on the 
Senate amendments and amendments that may be offered to those 
amendments be closed this afternoon, and that a vote be taken 
on the Senate amendments and all pending amendments thereto 
beginning at half past 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. Does the 
Chair correctly state the gentleman’s proposition? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the proposition. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understood the gentleman's proposition to 
be that the debate should extend until half past 11 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; until the adjournment to-day. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Does the gentleman's proposition contem- 
plate the printing of proposed amendments in the RECORD? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has not yet been submitted. 

The SPEAKER. In regard to amendments, the Chair would 
like to suggest that any gentleman who may get the floor in his 
own right will have the right to offer an amendment to any one 
of the propositions now pending; but if the House makes an 
agreement that gentlemen may send up and have printed in the 
RECORD any amendments they desire tooffer, without any limit, 
the House, when the hour for voting comes, may be confronted 
with a very large numberof amendments whic h, under the rules 
and under the or dinary practice, would not be before the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not think that was in contemplation. 

The SPEAKER. For instance, the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] will be entitled to an hour; and while on the floor 
he may offer an amendment or'yield to another gentleman to do 
so. At the end of his hour the Chair would recognize a gentle- 
man on the other side for an hour; and he could offer an amend- 
ment or yield for an amendmentto any one of the pending prop- 
ositions. If at the expiration of that time the previous question 
should be demanded and ordered it would cat off the right of 
everybody else to offer amendments. But if gentlemen are per- 
mitted to send up to the desk any amendments they may desire 
to offer and have them printed in the RECORD, how is the Chair 
to determine whether any particular amendment is pending? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not press any proposition of that kind. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Would it bein order, Mr. Speaker, | 
to move for a vote at once on these Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] 
is entitled to the floor for one hour; and there is no method 
known to the Chair by which the House can force a vote until 
the gentleman has used his hour. At the conclusion of that 
hour some gentleman might obtain the floor and demand the 
‘previous question; and then a vote could be had. e 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Speaker, I believe there has been ob- 
jection to the proposition I submitted. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think not. 
objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. 
tion. 


Why not vote now and let gentlemen who want 
We are as well 
[Cries of ** That 


I have not heard 


{ hope it will be submitted again. 
{t was submitted, and there was no objec- 





Mr. GOODNIGHT. That is a mistake; it was objected to. 

The SPEAKER. There has been so much confusion that it is 
difficult to tell whether gentlemen objected or not, and so the 
Chair will again submit the proposition. The gentleman from 
Indiana asks, as the Chair understands it, that all debate on 
these Senate amendments and amendments thereto may be lim- 
ited to the session of this day, and that the vote be taken thereon 
beginning to-morrow at half past 11 o’clock. Is there objection? 

aa HENDERSON of Iowa. And the time to be equally di- 
vide 

Mr. SAYERS. Before that is done, Mr. Speaker, let me ask 
aquestion. If that arrangement was made would it interfere 
with a presentation of the conference report on the general de- 
ficiency bill within that time? I desire to inform the House that 
I am expecting that bill every moment, and I wish to present the 
report as soon as it arrives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I hope there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that there will be an exception in its 
favor. 

Several MEMBERS. No objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes, of course, there will 
be no objection, as the report will take but a few moments prob- 
ably to dispose of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let that be the understanding. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that will be the 
understanding. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr.Speaker, under the request 
of the gentleman from Indiana is it the understanding, if that be 
acceded to, that the previous question shall be ordered on all of 
these Senate amendments, so that we can come to a direct vote 
at the time he names? 

The SPEAKER. The practical effect of the request submitted 
by the Chair, in the judgment of the Chair, would be that at 
the time of adjournment this evening the previous question 
would be ordered upon these amendments of the Senate and all 
amendments that may be offered thereto—the Chair holding 
that an agreement that at a given time a vote shall be taken, is 
equivalent to the ordering of the previous question. That would 
be the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. At what time is the vote to be taken? 

The SPEAKER. At the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Indiana, at half past 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr.OATES. Mr. Speaker, itis unnecessary to proceed further; 
because if this voting is to ba begun at an earlier hour than 12 
o’clock I shall obj ect. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from fndiana to 
modify his request so as to let the debate run until 12 o’clock, 
with the understanding that the previous question be ordered 
and a vote taken at 12 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour would necessarily con- 
sume some time, and the Chair thinks that gentlemen ought to 
be here at 11 o’clock to-morr ow—— 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems that we can not come 
to any agreement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can give notice when he will 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 
half past eleven to-morrow—— 

Several MEMBERS. Say twelve. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well, then, I will say at 12 o'clock to- 
morrow I will demand the previous question. 

I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
S} ker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I want to ascertain, if possible, before the 
discussion commences, about the offering ‘of amendments. Has 
any agreement been made in that regard? 

The SPEAKER. It does not seem possible to reach any agree- 
ment in the House to-day. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. When will ith 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the gentleman gets the floor, 
either in his own right or when it is yielded to him by some 
other gentleman, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
one minute now. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 21, page 129, strike out the word 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


Then I will give notice that at 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 


e in order to offer an amend- 


I will yield to the gentleman from Alabama 


Then I desire to offer the amendment I 


“million.”’ 


I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


CoBB] for an amendment. 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary in- | The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this amendment is 


quiry. Is it understood, in case the gentleman from Indiana 


yields for two amendments, that we will not be cut off in our 


right to yield for amendments on this side? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no, it would not interfere with that 
right. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest, in response to 
the inquiry of the gentleman from Iowa, that amendments may 
be pending in the second degree, and it will be only fair that the 
gentleman should have the privilege of yielding to some one to 
offer an amendment in that degreeif he desires, so that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana might not during his time, by yielding to 
others, exhaust the right of amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That was the object of my in- 
quiry. 

' Mr. HOLMAN. But of course there must be some time when 
a gentleman can offer amendments. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But we do not want you to cover 
the whole ground. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You might allow two amendments to be 
made to each paragraph, and cut this side off from all opportu- 
nity. 

The SPEAKER. Of course under the rules, there is a time to 
offer amendments, but what the Chair suggested, which was only 

rompted by the question of the gentleman from Iowa, it might 
»e possible by the gentleman from Indiana yieldingin this man- 
ner for amendments that the right of amendment would be finally 
exhausted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ever. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). 
up or down by the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not see how it could be avoided, Mr. 
Speaker. Any gentleman who gets the floor has the right to 
offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. He has the right to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, if I may be allowed to say so, 
the proposition is perfectly simple, and I am sure will appeal to 
the gentleman’s fairness. Under the rule he is entitled to his 
hour. The understanding is that this side is to have its hour, 
following, and that a vote be reached at a very early hour to- 
morrow. The gentleman, under the rule, however. during his 
hour, might yield for the admission of amendments to every 
paragraph—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. What does my friend propose? 

Mr. BINGHAM. My proposition is that there shall be such 
a division that this side shall not be excluded from its privilege 
to amend simply because the gentleman can exclude us under 
his right to an hour. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the matter can be settled very 
readily if the gentlemen will suggest what amendments they de- 
sire to offer. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina {[Mr. CHEATHAM] has an amendment that he desires to offer. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Gentlemen have their remedy by refusing 
to order the previous question, so as to continue to offer amend- 
ments, if they wish to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But we want to bring this question toa con- 
clusion. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Thenyoudonot want to offer as many amend- 
ments as you thought you did? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Our proposition is a perfectly fair one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not consume the time of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] any further. I wish to say that 
the amendment which I see in the hands of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Coss] will not at all interfere with any amend- 
ments that gentlemen on the other side may desire to submit. I 


I do not see how that could be avoided, how- 


Until some of them were voted 


not in order except by unanimous consent. 
ment to the pending amendment. 
Mr, HOPKINS of Illinois. I make the point of order on that 


It is not an amend- 


amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the right of amend- 
ment is clearly defined under the rules. It is the right to offer 
an amendment and an amendment to the amendment, a substi- 
tute and an amendment to the substitute. This does not seem 
to be either. The amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]}. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, ir view of the fact that 


| there was expressed, a few moments ago, a desire on the part of 


a large number of members to vote upon the propositions can- 
tained in this conference report, I feel somewhat embarrassed 
in attempting to discuss one of the amendments, but I have not 
taken much of the time of the House, and I beg its indulgence. 
[ regard the chief propositions that we are to vote upon as one 
of the most audacious pieces of legislation that has been at- 
tempted during my service in this House. While the Treasury 
of the United States is almost empty, it is proposed to vote from 
the possessions of the United States certain abraded coins, to 
the amount of $5,000,009, and vote that sum into the coffers of a 
Chicago corporation. The treasure that is to be thus donated 
represents $5,000,000 of the people’s money. This proposition 
includes the taxing of the people from fifteen to twenty-five mil- 
lions of dollars. Let me have the attention of my own side of 
the House to this view of my objections to this Senate amend- 
ment. 

How are all the funds of the Government collected? 

In taking $5,000,000 collected from the people for this purpose, 
you gentlemen, who denounce continually the wrongs of a pro- 
tective tariff, must bear in mind that you take from the pockets 
of the people from $3 to $5 to go into the pockets of the favored 
interests each time $1 goes into the Treasury. We were not 
surprised that during the last Congress reckless appropriations 


| were made, because one of the purposes of that Congress seemed 


to be to deplete the Treasury of the United States to such an ex- 
tent as to afford a pretext to increase the rate of taxation. 

Bear that in mind, gentlemen upon this side of the House, be- 
cause upon you the duty devolves to determine this question, 
you will rightfully be held responsible for the result. I bring 
you to-day greeting from the so-called ‘ billion-dollar Congress”’ 
that you shall not do this thing. If you do this thing you repeal 
the law which, in the very act establishing this Exposition, they 
made to prevent its being done. That Congress refused to do 
thisthing. That Congress, in the very law that it passed favoring 
the Columbian Exposition, distinctly and repeatedly pledged the 
Government of the United States, and pledged the people of the 
United States that no more than $1,500,000 should be taken out 


| of the Treasury of the United States for this Exposition. They 


ask that the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. | 


Cops] may be sent up and read at this moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is only endeavoring to accommo- 
date both sides in this matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. We have but one amendment to 
offer on our side. 

The SPEAKER. What is this amendment which is now sent 
up? Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to allow theamendment to be offered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will not at all interfere with any amend- 
ment that gentlemen on the other side desire to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


* By Mr. Coss of Missouri: 

“Amend Senate amendment numbered 309 by adding to the end of said | 
section, after the words ‘city of Chicago,’ ‘And provided further, That the sal- 
ary of Miss Phoebe W. Cozzens, secretary of Board of Lady Managers, to the 
amount of 86,417.60, be paid to her out of the money or moneys appropriated 
for the World's Fair Exposition, Chicago, 1892-'93.’” 


went further. They made other similar declarations in that 
bill. They can claim credit for having passed a well-guarded 
bill. They made restrictions therein that prevent us from ap- 
proving the Senate amendments, unless we repeal their pro- 
visions; unless they trample upon their pledges in order to do 
so, the Republican members of that Congress now here can not 
vote any further appropriations. 

When that bill was under consideration it was carefully scanned 
by all the members of both sides of this House, and they found 
in it safeguards placed there to prevent profligate and extrava- 
gant appropriations hereafter of the people’s money. In section 
18 you will find clearly and strongly stated: 

That the United States shall not be liable on account of the erection of 
buildings or expense of the Commission, or any of its officers or employés, 
or on account of any expense incident to or growing out of the said Exposi- 
tion, of a sum not exceeding in the aggregate $1,500,000. 

If, then, this Congress does that which is here proposed to do, 
‘“‘agree to the Senate amendment,” you must repeal that portion 
of the bill which came tous from the “ billion-dollar Congress.” 
It provides further— 

That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any liability of 
the United States, direct or indirect, in any debt or obligation incurred, nor 
in any claim for aid or pecuniary assistance from Congress or the Treasury 
of the United States in support of or liquidation of any of the debts or obli- 
gations created by said Commission in excess of the appropriations made 
by Congress. 

It provided further— 

That the United States shall notin any manner nor under any circum- 
stances be liable for any subscription to the capital stock. 


Can language be stronger? 

What is this proposition for $5,000,000 but to make the United 
States liable for a subscription to the stock of that amount? 

The law runs: 


That the United States shall not in any manner nor under any circum- 
stances be liable for any subscription to the capital stock, for any certifi- 
cate of stock, bonds, mortgages, or obligations of any kind issued by said 








corporation, or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses of any kind whatever 


attending such corporation or accruing by reason of the same. 


I congratulate the remnant of the Fifty-tirst Congress that is 
upon this floor upon their passage of this well-guarded measure; 


and I will say to the majority upon my side of the floor, do not 
forget that if you trample upon this bill as thus presented, this 
law as made by a Republican Congress, you become responsible 
to the people in such a way as may have fearful results. You 
lose all the advantages you might claim for economy in this re- 
gard, and establish a precedent that will forever stand as a se- 
vere rebuke to one of your chiefest declarations of principles. 

I know that if gentlemen will listen to the paid agents of this 
corporation that have thronged the corridors of this House for 
days, they will hear that it is necessary for this Congress to pass 
this bill in order to win Illinois into the Democratic column. 
Since I have been here there have been few questionable appro- 
priations considered upon the floor of this House when it was 
not argued that local interests of a political character would be 
subserved by their passage. The men who wanted it to succeed 
would, upon the Democratic side of the House, argue that it was 
necessary for Democratic success; while their confederates would 


go over to the Republican side and tell them it must succeed in | 


order that there should be Republican success. Such innocent 
duplicity would amuse if it were not too despicable. 


This measure comes to us from the Republican portion of Con- | 
| pay that money back, but I intend to vote for this appropriation, 


gress, the Republican Senate has forced it upon an appropriation 
bill, where it does not belong, and they are shrewd enough to 
know whether by voting this $5,000,000 to the Exposition Com- 
pany the Democratic party is going to be helped to carry the 
State of Illinois. They would not vote one cent of it if there 
was any danger of it having that result. 

But, Mr. Speaker, whether that be true or not, if it be neces- 
sary that we should take $5,000,000 out of the Treasury to enable 
the monopolist, the tax-gatherers, the tribute-gatherers, Ishould 
say, of the country, to take from the earnings of the people fifteen 
or twenty millions more in order to carry the State of Illinois 
for the Democratic party, let that State stay in the Republican 
column from now untildoomsday. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. It is very likely to do that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not know about the likelihood. I 
have seen indications in that as in several other States that the 
people were breaking away from their old affiliations; and I 
think they will be the more likely to come into the Democratic 
party if it adheres to its cardinal principles of economy and just 
taxation in its legislation. 


What is the a for this appropriation? Who tells you 


that it is necessary? Why, the people that are directly pecuni- 
arily interested in having the appropriation made! 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Was there not a committee 
sent out there to investigate the 
man from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] was chairman? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
that any such appropriation as this is necessary. 
tee does not recommend it. 
porting this measure say that the honor of the country is in- 
volved, that the National Government has so involved us that 
we must make this appropriation. When we ask them how the 
National Government has involved us, they say it is by inviting 
foreign nations to participate in this celebration—that those for- 
eign peoples having been invited, it is necessary for the Govern- 
ment to make this large appropriation in order that they may 
be suitably received and entertained. 

Mr. Speaker, the law passed by the Fifty-first Congress, with 
all its restrictions on expenditures, authorized the President in 
behalf of the Government and people of the United States to 
invite foreign nations to take part in the said Exposition and 
appoint representatives thereto. So that no new step has been 


taken in that respect; no new obligation has been incurred. | 


When the bill was under discussion here every prominent Rep- 
resentative from the State of Illinois of both parties insisted 
that they did not need, that they did not expect, that they did 
notintend to ask anything but the honor of having the Exposition 
at Chicago. They said they did not want us to appropriate any 
money other than as provided in that bill; that they could fur- 


nish all the money that was necessary; that if ten millions were | 


required they could furnish it; that if twenty-five millions were 
required they could and would furnish it. The record is full of 
their declarations of that kind, repeated in many different forms 
of expression. 

Thos» 


those gentlemen, because they may have personally good reason 
to change their minds; but they are to be taken as a part of the 
debate which occurred at the time when the bill was under con- 
sideration, tending to show the meaning and spirit of the law 
They 


as it was regarded by the lawmakers who enacted it. 
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surely were not intended to deceive anyone into supporting the 
measure. 

Mr. BOATNER. Did the gentleman from Ohio vote for the 
original bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I voted for the original bill. I voted 
that the Fair should go to Chicago; but if I had suspected that 
Chicago would violate her pledges and come back to the Con- 
gress of the United States to attempt to extract money from the 
Treasury beyond the amount carried in the bill I never would 
have voted for Chicago. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
voted for Chicago because I wanted the foreigners that might 
come here to get far enough inland to see our power, our peace- 


| ful, marvelous prosperity, our greatness and our glory, and also 


because I wanted to give some of our fellow-citizens who live 
east of the Hudson River and who think there is nothing great 
or good on the western side of it an opportunity to get out and 
learn for themselves that thereis. [Laughter and applause. | 

If this Columbian Exposition corporation had come to Con- 
gress and asked for a provision chailer to that which was put in 
the law in relation to the Centennial Exposition at Philadel- 
phia, lending $1,500,000, as was suggested by my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. O’NEILL] the other day, I might have voted 
for it; but I do not approve of the Government entering into 
such operations. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. Yes, you made Philadelphia 
i o_o notwithstanding that fact. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a Chi- 
cago paper which contains some remarks concerning this Con- 
gress which are not very pleasant or agreeable reading, soI will 
pass over that portion of the article, because I do not desire to 
appeal to anything but reason and principle in my opposition to 
this measure. 

A MEMBER. Read it all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No,I will not. Iwish, however, toshow 
you how they regard this matter of this appropriation in Chi- 
cago. 

A MEMBER. What is the paper? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Chicago Herald. It says: 


Chicago has never failed in any undertaking; she has never made a prom- 
ise she has not fulfilled in letter and spirit. These stains Congress has puton 


| the nation’s escutcheon Chicago will efface. 


| send back to those people upon which they can act. 


uestion, of which the gentle- | 
| ample, and, as I said before, if the Treasury had the money lying 
I do not find that that committee say | 
That commit- | 
But some gentlemen who are sup- | 


declarations are not to be taken as particularly binding | 


| for 5,000,000. There will be no difficulty in disposing of the bonds. 


Well, let us give her the opportunity. The paper in this article 
does present a simple, plain, business proposition which we can 
It says: 
Bond the buildings and the gate receipts 
It will 


become the personal interest of every citizen of Chicago to see to it that this 
money is raised. No one among the most conservative of financiers doubts 


Eight million dollars are needed. 


| or ever has doubted the substantial nature of such security. 





No, I think not, Mr. Speaker. I think the security is good and 
idle and they wanted a loan without interest, and were willing 
to pledge this security for its return before there was any divi- 
sion of either assets or dividends among the stockholders, some 
might have been willing to vote for such a loan, who would not 
approve the stock subscription. 

I read again from the article: 

Three million dollars must be raised in another way. France placed her 
tickets on sale in advance of her last Exposition and realized $4,000,000 on 
them. Wecando nearly as well, even so late as this. 

As the Exposition proper will not open until next May, there 
is time for this plan or others. 

The article goes on to explain the details of the methods by 
which they can raise this money. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it 
is obvious that there is no necessity to take from the people of 
the United States these $5,000,000, and I want it borne in mind 
that in making such an appropriation we would be authorizing 
the tribute-gatherers of the United States to gather from $15,- 
000,000 to $20,000,000 more from the people while collecting this 
five millions. Such a wrong can not be necessary in order to 
secure the success of this great, noble, glorious, enlightened en- 


| terprise, the glory of which was and is so great that Chicago ~ 
_sent her representatives here to beg the American Congress to 
| confer it upon her. 


From the beginning I have earnestly desired the success of 
this celebration in which all of us are so deeply interested. But 
Iam not willing to violate the greatest of all blessings which 
have sprung from the event whose four hundredth anniversary 
we are about to celebrate, in order that the promoters of the 
business enterprise connected therewith may be relieved of part 
of their responsibility or insured their profits. 

Chicago herself, Illinois herself, the great Northwest itself, if 
placed upon their own resources will do what the law requires, 
and I suspect there will be some of their citizens who will here- 
after be just a little ashamed that they at firstthought of putting 
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their hands into the Treasury of the people and taking out funds 
for this purpose. ; 

Mr. Speaker, I have heard no reason offered for this appro- 
priation other than those to which I havealluded. I know that 
in certain localities citizens are desirous of making a great ex- 
hibit and thus have become somewhat involved as well as in- 
terested, and have been taught that the Government has pledged 
its financial aid in this matter. Thence they have requested 
their Representatives to support the Senate amendments. Lot 
them now seek to understand the law under which this institu- 
tion was organized and have pointed out to them those three 
specific provisions of the bill forbidding us to make this appro- 
priation—pledging the Republican Representatives not to vote 
any more money, and forbidding the Democracy todo it, lest they 
violate their faith—and they willchange their views. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent to submit a confer- 
ence report on the general deficiency bill, it being understood 
that no part of the time consumed in acting on this report shall 
be taken out of the hour of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will 
be made. 

Mr.SAYERS. Isend the report to the desk, and ask that the 
statement of the conferees be read, and that the report itself be 
published in the RECORD. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee on conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate numbered 18, 44, 78, and 109 to the 
bill (H. R. 9284) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for pricr years, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 44 and 109. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
insert the following: 

‘* Payment to the Pacific railroads: The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to cause a careful examination to be made of the 
claims heretofore reported to Congress for services performed for the Goy- 
ernment by the several Pacific railroads, their branches and leased lines, as 
set forth and describedin House Executive Documents numbered 71 and 122, 
and Senate Executive Documents numbered 132 and 135, Fiftieth Congress, 
second session; House Executive Documentsnumbered 144, 174. and 394, and 
Senate Executive Documents numbered 210 and 211, Fifty-first Congress, first 
session; House Executive Documents numbered 167 and 171, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, second session; and House Executive Documents numbered 94, 192 
199, 205, 216, and 258, and Senate Executive Documents numbered 123 and 140. 
Fifty-second Congress, first session, and shall ascertain the amounts respect- 
ively due, if any, for services over the aided and non-aided or leased lines of 
said roads, and the relation of said roads to their branches and leased lines 
respectively, and report the same to Congress at the beginning of its next 
session.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 78: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, 
and agree to the same. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

W. S. HOLMAN, 

NELSON DINGLEY, Jr. 
Managers on the part of the House. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following statement of the House conferees was read: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 
44, 78, and 109, to the general deficiency bill. submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report, namely: 

On amendment numbered 18: Authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to cause careful examination to be made of the claims heretofore 
reported to Congress for services performed for the Government by the sev- 
eral Pacific railroads, their branches and leased lines, and to ascertain the 
amounts respectively due, if any, for services over the aided and nonaided 
or leased lines of said roads, and the relation of said roads to their branches 
or leased lines, respectively, and report the same to Congress at the begin- 
ning of its next session. 

On amendment numbered 44: Strikes out the appropriation of 2,521 pro- 
posed by the Senate for additional compensation to the Assistant Attorney- 
General in charge of Indian depredations claims for the fiscal year 1892. 

On amendment numbered 78: Appropriates, as proposed by the House, for 
payment to the widows or legal heirs of deceased members, the balance of 
the salary for the unexpired terms of deceased members, not exceeding 5,000 
in any case. 

On amendment numbered 109: Strikes out appropriation of $737,785.05 pro- 
posed by the Senate for the payment of French spoliation claims. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates %5,900,319.20; being $323,589.33 
pe than as it passed the Senate and $1,081,087.85 more than as it passed the 

ouse. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

W. S. HOLMAN, 

NELSON DINGLY, JrR., 
Managers onthe part of the House. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire only one word in explana- 
tion of this report. As the bill passed the House the appropri- 
tions contained in it amounted to $4,819,231.35. To this amount 


| which they are compelled to purchas>. 
| dition they appeal to the Democratic party to rectify their great 
| wrongs. ‘They desire means and measures of relief, and ask us 





of conference the Senate yielded net $1,501,932.40, leaving a bal- 
ance, which is carried by the bill, of $5,900,319.20. I move the 
adoption of the report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before that is done, will the gentleman 
permit one question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Indian depredation claims, I believe, 
have been concurred in? 

Mr. SAYERS. The House concurred in that item. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As toa part of those claims the time for 
appeal has not yet expired? 

Mr. HOLMAN. As toa large portion of them. 

Mr.SAYERS. The House concurred in that amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As I understand, this Congress provides 


| for the paymeat of those claims before the expiration of the 


time within which, by the original act, they were to have been 
reported to Congress, and also before the expiration of the time 
within which the cases could have been appealed to the Su- 
preme Court by the officers of the Government. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that to be the effect of the 
amendments adopted by the House. The House conferees did 
not in the conferenc?s concur in the amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is true, they did not: and they were 
right in that. ; 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentlemanfrom Tennessee will remember 
that the House voted directly on that proposition and concurred 
in it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I remember that. I am not undertaking to 
fix any responsibility upon the conferees. I simply wanted to 
comment on the fact and to state that I ac not think there is 
any justification for concurrance in that ame‘ment 

Mr. DINGLEY. Butit was done by adirect - che House. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, the matter a’ at which the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has spoken was fully 
discuss<d in the House and intelligently voted upon: it has been 
finally settled. If time were allowed, the suggestions made by 
the gentleman as to the merit of this amendment could be fully 
and satisfactorily explained and answered. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of con- 
ference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the tabie. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama |Mr. WHEELER]. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it became the 


| duty of a committee of which I was amemb_r to prepare and re- 


port the measure to the House which is now under considera- 
tion. It is prop2r that I should state the reasons which imp?! 
me to oppose the appropriation of $5,000,000 for the Exposition 
which is to be held in the city of Chicago. I will not now dis- 
cuss the constitutional question. The condition of the country is 
a sufficient reason to compel my disapproval of the bill. There 
is distress; there is unrest throughout the rura! districts of our 
land. 

These people—honest, good, industrious, and frugal farmers 
in an almost agony of distress and despair appeal to us for relief. 
They look with bleeding hearts upon their families, noble women 
and excellent children deprived of all luxuries, with scarcity of 
comforts, and in many instances scarcity if not absence of neces- 
sities. These families were once prosperous and happy. Now 
they are in debt, the farm under mortgage, and deprivation meets 
their gaze no matter where they may look or whither they may 
go. These men are intelligent. They know that this condition 
is the result of Republican legislation. [Applause on the Demo- 


| cratic side.] 


They know that the banking system of the Republican party 
has concentrated all the money in the land far beyond the reach 
of farmers. They know that the Republican system of taxation 
has for years drawn from the sweat of their brows the millions 
which have been poured into the Treasury and they know that 
the billions of appropriations have tended to further enrich the 
wealthy people inourland. They know that the tariff legislation 
has decreased the price of farm products which they have to sell, 
and in many cases increased the price of manufactured articles 
In their distressed con- 


to enactthem into laws. They are in financial distressand they 
ask us for financial relief. 
The great heart of the Democratic party, which has always 


| sympathized with the laboring people—the producers of all the 


the Senate added in specific appropriation $2,083,020.34, and also | wealth of which America so proudly boasts — listens to their ap- 
an inde‘inite appropriation of about $500,000. In the committee | peal, but, with a Republican Senate and Republican President, 
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We are powerless. 
bed of a child for whom she would gladly give her life is often 


compelled to only answer its appeals with a tear and a broken | 


heart,and so the great Democratic party can sometimes only 
suffer the anguish of anxiety for a people whose wrongs they can 
not right and whose sufferings they can not heal. In the face of 
this condition, in the face of these demands for relief, we are 
asked to take $5,000,000 of the hard-earned money and give to a 
rich corporation, composed very largely of men of wealth, some 
of them possessing untold millions. 

The people of the country feel that there isa crisis upon them. 
The Minneapolis: convention announced that the force bill was 
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The gentleman from Alabama said that [had 


| opposed giving the people information about the elections bill. 


| 


to be the leading feature of the catalogue of principles upon which | 


the Republican party seeks a continuance of power. The force 
bill is but another way of declaring theintention of placing man- 
acics upon one-half of our country. The candidate nominated 
there had for two years declared for the force bill, and since 
the convention adjourned has repeated the declaration. Theex- 
pressions which from time to time escape the lips of leading Re- 
publicans are but the outeropping of a fearful determination 
which is deep-s2ated in their breasts. There has been a great 
effort to lead the people into the delusion that the force bill is 
‘dead, but those who know the lust of power which controls every 
element of the generals of that party cannot '3 deceived. Our 
third party friends of the South seem to have allowed themselves 
to bs deluded by the siren’s song. 

They assert on this floor the force bill is dead, and that it can 
not be revived. Do notour third party friends of the South know 
that the unity of the Southis the only possible means of our sal- 
vation, and yet these gentlemen follow Senator PEFFER, who 
says in effect that his use of the subtreasury is to break the solid 
South, and this would enable the Republican party to manacle 
and trample our people under foot as they did when they held 
the Southern States in their power. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

hir. WHEELER of Alabama. I can not yield. [ would like 
to vield to my friend but my time is too limited. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I merely desired to put a question for informa- 
tion I wish toknow what the gentleman means when he speaks 
of the ‘‘third party.” To what party does he refer? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Your leader in this House op- 
posed a measure, the purpose of which was to give the people 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Georgia 
knows what I meant. I regret very much that I can not yield 
to him further, I have so little time. He objected to the people 
having an opportunity to see the force bill. He objected to its 
being printed. 

Mr. WATSON. 
statement. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I trust that my friend will 
excuse me. I did not intend to speak of my friend at all, but it 
has been brought out in the colloguy. I referred to my friend 
in the kindest spirit possible. He has been led into a delusion. 
I would gladly yield tomy friend, but I must complete my speech. 

Mr. WATSON. Weil, youhave made an incorrect statement, 
and I thought possibly you would be willing to correct it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, I said that you opposed the 
resolution to print the force bill for distribution. 

Mr. WATSON. That statement by itself and without more 
is not true. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, I can not enter into a 
colloquy with you now. I am engaged in business for the South- 
ern people. [Applause and laughter. |] 

I assure my friend that I will not do him injustice. 

If my friend will refer to the RECORD of July 15 he will find 
that he opposed a resolution unanimously reportéd from a com- 
mittee of this House which proposed to print 10,000 copies of the 
force bill at an expense tothe country of only $294. The gentle- 
man who reported the resolution explained the propriety and 
necessity of the resolution. He said, addressing himself directly 


Just wait now a moment and let me make my 


| to the gentleman from Georgia, I read from page 6842: 


Now, I will call the gentleman's attention to the platform of the Repub- 
lican party in Minneapolis as bearing upon the question whether it was in 
the province of this House to place before the country the question of this 
very matter that we have here for consideration. Since the adoption of the 


| Republican platform at Minneapolis I understand, not only from Democratic 


Congressmen upon this floor, but from Republican Congressmen also, that 
there is a constant and steady demand for the election law. 


The gentleman from Georgia[Mr. WATSON] will recollect that 
he said we might as well print 100,000 copies of Washington's 


| Farewell Address. And he also asked the gentleman from Mary- 


information with regard to the character of the election bill | 


int-nded to be forced upon them. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Does the gentleman refer to the Prohibition 
party. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; he refers to the party of 
which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] is the leader. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is the People’s party, not the third 
party. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. When we met here last Decem- 
ber it was my hope we would all vote together. [ have never 
voted for any measure which was not Demoeratie and which was 
not for the benefitof the people. 
Directory I saw that my friend from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] was 
a Democratic elector for the grand old State of Georgia in 1883, 
and that he was elected to Congress as a Democrat from the dis- 
trict in which I was born and around which the dearest recollec- 
tions are associated. 
could lend jhis influence to strengthen a party whose leaders 


When [read the Congressional | 


When I read this I could not believe he | 


| of Jefferson's first inaugural? 


were sdeking to divide the white people of the Southern States, | 


and I still believe that when my friend refleets he will not do it. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, what other evidence have we of this pur- 
pose to revive and pass the force bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire tosay that Governor Vifer 
never used language such as that quoted by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. He does not deny it. 
PEFFER has never denied it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
it, too, if he were present. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not yield to these gentle- 
men. They do not like this sort of speech 1 know. They donot 
like for their plans to be developed. 

I do not suppose that Senator PEFFER ever said this to the 
Southern people or intended they should hear that he said it; 
but I have the statement in my hand which for a year or more 
has been printed in thousands of papers, and I never saw or heard 
of adenial. It says: 


Senator 


But [ deny it, and he would deny 


The Alliance would deserve the gratitude of the whole nation if it should | 


succeed in breaking the solid South, although it failed in everything else. 
If the Alliance fails to get the subtreasuryand succeeds in breaking the solid 
South, then it has done the noblest work of all 

Mr. WATSON. As you alluded to me, will you allow me to 
make a correction? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


Yes, sir. I will yield to my 


friend from Georgia with great pleasure. 


| that the force bill was dead. 


land if he would accept an amendment to print an equal number 
Now, I do not think my friend 


| will insist that there is anv immediate demand for the printing 


of extra copies of either Washington’s Farewell Address or 
Jefferson's first inaugural. They are excellent papers, but they 
can be found in every public and nearly every private library in 
the United States, and most of our people know Washington's 
Farewell Address, and very few people know much about theforce 
bill. 

Again, after it being explained that the people felt a great in- 
terest in the matter and desired to have copies of the force bill, 
Mr. WATSON said: 


If we can print copies of a bill on a dead issue like that— 


Andafter being told that the force bill wasa live and powerful 
issue, he said: 


an issue which could not be passed then on account of defections in the Re- 
publican ranks, and in the face of the defections in the Republican ranks it 
can not be revived. 


My attention was also called to a newspaper interview with 
Mr. WATSON, in which he is reported as expressing his opinion 
I do not mean to criticise my 
friend, but my purpose in speaking is to convince him and other 
people from the South that the force bill is not dead, but on the 
contrary is the principal issue in the campaign, and the issue 
which is dearest to the hearts of that wing of the Republican 


| party which now controls that organization. 


[t was for this reason that [ desired to have a word to say to 
thos» of our friends in the South who imagine that the force 
bill is dead and that the South is in no danger of its enactment. 
[ ask them to look at the recent action of the Republican party. 


| Why was the Gladstone of that party repudiated and why was 


; one in that convention? 


| 
| 


President Harrison nominated at Minneapolis? Why were such 
menas Edmunds, Lincoln, Evarts, Gresham, and other eminent 
Republicans not considered in that great convention ? 

Why was James G. Blaine, the ablest, most popular, and most 
adored statesman of the Republican party, voted down three to 
Did not his position on the force bill 
have some influence in that matter? Did not the fact that Har- 
rison openly declared for this law in its most hideous form give 
him votesin that body, and did not Mr. Blaine’s declared opposi- 
tion to that unconstitutional and revolutionary measure account 
inadegree for this gentleman’s not filling the measure required 
for the purposes contemplated by this great party. 

Why was a change made in the chairmanship of the com- 
mittee? 
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Why was Senator Quay discarded? He who in 1888 accepted | 


the leadership of adefeated and disheartened party, and by match- 
less generalship changed despair into confidence, disaster into 
success, and defeat into victory. This man,a Fouché in manipula- 
tion, a Talleyrand in diplomacy, anda Napoleon in political admin- 
istration was sent to the rear because he ventured to differ with 
President Harrison and his chosen cohorts on thisquestion. He 
believed that this land should be governed by the people and 
Harrison wished to make it a government to be controlled by 
bayonets. Senator QUAY opposed the force bill and incurred 
the displeasure of the man who has assumed to be the autocrat, 
but who very soon will be called the marplot, of the Republican 
party. 

Why did Mr. Harrison and his party friends select Thomas H. 
Carter to preside over the campaign committee and rule its 
destinies. It was not because he was with the party upon silver 
legislation which they hold tosotirmly. During his entire ca- 
reer in Congress he was an out-and-out advocate of free coinage, 
and was at daggers’ points with President Harrison upon that 
question. 

The reason, Mr. Speaker, why Mr. Carter was chosen as chair- 
man and Mr. McComas as secretary of the Republican campaign 
committee was more probably due to the fact that they were in 
full accord with the President upon the force-bill iniquity and 
fully accorded with him in his desire to stifle the voices of free 
Americans with bayonets in the hands of Federal soldiers. 

The platform adopted at Minneapolis distinctly avers that the 
party is in favor of the force bill, which Republican leaders ex- 
ercised all their powers to enact into law during the last Con- 
gress, and every member of the Fifty-first Congress will remem- 
ber the earnest advocacy of both Mr. Carter and Mr. McComas 
for that infamous measure. 

The record of that Congress, which I hold in my hand, testi- 
fies to their devoted efforts in behalf of the law to substitute force 
in the place of right, power in the place of justice, and slavery 
in the place of freedom. On June 25, 1890, RECORD page 6505, 
Mr. Cannon offered a resolution— 

That immediately after the adoption of the resolution the House proceed 
to consider the election bill. 

The vote was taken and recorded, page 6510, and Mr. Carter and 
Mr. McComas both voted for it. 

On thirteen distinct votes, every vote taken on that subject, 
Mr. McComas and Mr. Carter were recorded in favor of the 
bill, and when—— 

Hr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I rise to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. I wish to ask if that is the reason he opposes the appro- 
priation to the World’s Fair? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I can not have my time frit- 
tered away and destroyed inthat way. [Laughter and applause. | 

On July 1, page 6849, Mr. Lehlbach’s amendment was voted on 
to make the law general and apply to all the States, Mr. Carter 
and Mr. McComas both voted against it. On page 6874 the vote 
was taken upon an amendment by a Democrat, which required 
the actual results of elections to be reported to Congress. Mr. 
Carter and Mr. McComas both voted against it. 

Mr. Rowell’s amendment, placing the power of appointment 
of commissioners in one judge, instead of requiring concurrence 
of two was voted on page 6930. Mr. Carter and Mr. McComas 
both voted for it. 

On July 2, 1890, page 6935, Mr. SPRINGER moved to lay the 
bill and amendment on the table. Mr. Carterand Mr. McComas 
both voted against it. Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the 
vote and Mr. Rowell moved to lay Mr. SPRINGER’S motion on the 
table. Mr. Carter and Mr. McComas both voted for Mr. Rowell’s 
motion. 

Mr. HEMPHILL then, page 6936, offered an amendment placing 
some restrictions in the bill. 

Mr. Carter and Mr. McComas both voted against it. Mr. 
SPRINGER moved, page 6937, to reconsider the vote, and Mr. 
Rowell moved to lay Mr. SPRINGER’S motion onthetable. Mr. 
Carter and Mr. McComas both voted for Mr. Rowell’s motion. 

*age 6937, the Speaker announced that the question was on 
the engrossment and third reading of the biil. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved tolay the billonthe table. The Speaker 
ruled the question out of order. Mr. SPRINGER appealed. Mr. 
Rowell moved that the appeal be laid on the table. Mr. Carter 
and Mr. McComas both voted for Mr. Rowell’s motion. 

On page 6938 Mr. Carter said: 

I observe that on the recapitulation my name does not appear. I was in 
my place and voted “ay” on the first roll call. Iwishto have my vote so 
recorded. , 

Page 6938. Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the appeal was laid upon the table. Mr. Grosvenor made 
a point of order on Mr. SPRINGER’S motion. The Speaker sus- 
tained the point of order. Mr. SPRINGER appealed. The 
Speaker declined to entertain the appeal. 
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Mr. SPRINGER said: 

This is the first time in the history of this Government that a motion to 
reconsider has been declared dilatory and ruled out of ordei 

Mr. SPRINGER moved that the House adjourn. Mr. Carte: 
and Mr. McComas both voted against it. : 

Page 6939. The vote was taken on the engrossment 
reading of the bill. Mr. Carter and Mr. MeComas bot 
the affirmative. 

Page 6939. On motion to recommit the bill, Mr. Carter and 
Mr. McComas both voted against it. 

Page 6940, Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote. Mr. 
Rowell moved to lay Mr. SPRINGER’s motion onthe table. Mr. 
Carter and Mr. McComas both voted for Mr. Rowell’s motion. 

The bill was then read (page 6940). Mr. WHEELER three sepa- 
rate times made the point that the bill was being readin the ab 
sence of a quorum. 

age 6941, the bill was voted upon. Mr. Carter and M 
McComas both voted for the bill. 

[t will be seen that the leading features in the platform of the 
Republican party are force bill, bayonets, soldiers, and marshals. 
The distinctive features in the candidate are force bill, bayo- 
nets, soldiers, and marshals, and that both the chairman and the 
secretary of the campaign committee, the political commanding 
general and his chief of staff, are marked by no characteristics 
so prominent as their advocacy of force bill, bayonets, soldiers, 
and marshals. 

Can anyone doubt but that this campaign is the last desperate 
struggle on the part of imperial Republicans to destroy free 
institutions and trample under their feet the liberties of the peo- 
ple and the Constitution of Adams, Madison, Washington, and 
Franklin? 

When Mr. McComas took the floor he announced in the first 
part of his speech—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I make the point, Mr Speaker, 
that the gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (continuing). He says this is a 
National Government. 

You all remember Mr. McComas’s speeches on the election 
bill, declaring that this is a national central Government, nota 
federation of sovereign States. On page 6675 he said: 

Ours is 2 National Government. 


He also said: 

Weare elected to meet here as the representatives of the people of the 
United States, and not as delegates from each State. 

In denouncing universal suffrage Mr. McComas said: 

The government of the great cities under universal suffrage is the most 
serious problem of the North and Wes?. 


VI 


This language must mean that Mr. McComas does not believe 
in a government of the people, which can only be possible under 
the principle of universal suffrage. It is remarkable that a rep- 
resentative of the people should rise on the tioors of Congress to 
argue that honest white men of the North and West should have 
any voice in the Government. And yet this is the man selected 
as one of the high priests of the Republican party. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. IL insist upon th> point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DockERY). What is the 
point of order? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (continuing). It will b2 observed 
that Mr. McComas charges ‘‘ that the mass of good citizens in 
our great cities forget their municipal! obligations and surrender 
not only to local misgovernment, but at the same time surrender 
the machinery of national elections to corrupt control to bribery 
and fraud.” 

The proof is overwhelming that the machinery of these elec- 
tions have been under the control of such corrupt Republicans 

as Davenport and Blocks-of-five Dudley and other Republicans 
of like character. It is no doubt true there have been frauds, 
but these frauds have been perpetrated by Republicans and in 
the interest of the Republican party. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
will desist. A point of order is made by the gentleman from [1- 
linois, which he will state. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The point I make is this: The 
gentleman who has the floor is not in order. This isnot general 
debate. He has no right to inject such a speech here. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, the gentleman will find 
that the facts I am presenting to the House sustain my argument 
if he will desist in his interruptions and let me go on with my 
speech. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Iclaim that he has no right to in- 
dulge in that character of discussion. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Oh, know youobject. Youare 
one of the leaders who sought to force that legislation upon the 
country. [Laughter and i But the gentleman will see 

| the pertinency of my remarks as I go on. 
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Mr. McComas then with great emphasis, page 6677, proclaimed 
that — 

Nothing but the strong hand of a centralized power will overcome the | 
abuses. 

Mr. Tillman resented some of Mr. McComas’s allusions to South 
Carolina, and said: 

Nearly every decent man in South Carolina is a Democrat, and will so re 
main until you cease trying to put white men under negroes. 


Mr. McComas continued in speaking against the South, and 
said: 

1 will not weary you by recounting the other old slave States which have 
taken home rule away from the people to secure a pure white-man’s govern- 
ment and exclude the blacks. 

Mr. McComas then continues his denunciation of the South 
in these words: 

Fourteen years of white supremacy in these States with the white man’s 
arty in full control have passed, and these State governments are as far 
rom pure government as when they began. 

The only thing which Mr. McComas mentioned as causing a 
lack of purity in these governments is the fact that the ignorant 
negroes have not been allowed to control them. The language 
he used was: 

This exclusion of the blacks has intrenche1i corruption everywhere when 
in power. 

In other words that the corruption which is alleged to exist 
simply exists because the blacks are not the controlling element 
in the Southern States, and that is the man who was made chief 
of staff, the von Moltke of the Republican party. 

Mr. McComas then continues his argument that agovernment | 





in the South which is not controlled by blacks is not free. He | 
says: 

When free government was sacrificed to get pure, pure government by the | 
whites, the policy of repression of the black man led to oppression of all | 
laboring men, white and black. 

Mr. McComas then proceeds to argue that the State governments 
of the South, under which a noble, chivalrous, and Christian p2o- | 
ple have built up a marvelous prosperity upon the wrecks, finan- 
cial, industrial, and political, are abject failures. These wrecks | 
upon which we have built the governments so denounced by the | 
gentleman were wrought by and due to the wrongs inflicted by | 
the negro governments which are apparently so much admired | 
by Mr. McComas, and these prosperous States, controlled by | 
white men, compare in his mind unfavorably with the negro 
governments which he seems so desirous of having established. 
Mr. McComas admits that the negro carpetbag governments 
were corrupt, but still they were more pleasing to him than to | 
see white men controlling the Southern States. Mr. McComas 
says—page 6678: 

You may compare the corruption of the carpetbag governments, when the 
blacks were in the thick gloom of ignorant citizenship; when the reckless- 
ness and adventure which follow in the track of war— 

He says you may compare such governments with— 

States upholding the government of the white man’s party unobstructed 
during fourteen of the best of years of peace and gooa will. 


Mr. McComas then says: 

Which of them is the most disheartening failure? Surely, the failure of 
the white man’s party government is abject. 

Then he goes on to show that these corrupt governments, 
under negro rule, were better governments than the white man’s 
governments, which have built up the great prosperity which 
has astounded the world. 

Mr.STEPHENSON. I should not think you would beso hard 
up down there then. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We were prosperous until the 
Republican party took hold four years ago, and that has brought 
us back into a condition of business depression. Mr. Cleveland 
restored us to a condition of prosperity which reminded us of | 
the happy and prosperous days prior to 1861, when we were 
under‘a pure Democratic Government. You are dragging us 
down again. That is why we want a Democratic President. | 
That is why all Southern people who love their country are Demo- | 
crats. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. You will have to wait a good while. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Untilnext March. [Applause.] 
1 admit it seems a long while to us, but it will come. 

Mr. Speaker, I wondered at the reckless assertions of Mr. 
McComas. 

It ts hardly possible to conceive of such enormously gross mis- 
representations. The negro governments were placed in power 
in the South pursuant to Federal election laws enacted by Con- 
gress. In six years they reduced us from comparative prosper- 
ity to almost abject poverty, and their corruption was so vile as 
to be condemned by the world; while during the short time 
white men have controlled they have built up a prosperity | 
hardly equaled at any period or in any country. While Mr. Mc- | 
Comas must know that young men from the North have flocked 
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into the South, becoming leaders and acquiring fortunes, he 
says: 

It is the white man’s government of the South that repel the vigorous 
youth of the North. 

Mr. SPRINGER (page 6679) interrupted by stating that his 
remedy was with the people who hold the elections. Mr. Mc- 


| Comas replied: 


The gentleman says his remedy is with the people who hold the elections. 


| My remedy is, under God, as to the election of national Representatives by 


Congressional power. 
Mr. McComas closed his speech with these words: 


I denounce you and those like you, because in the Southern States you do 
not treat the white man and the black man alike. [Cries of ‘That's it!” 
and applause on the Republican side and in the gallery. ]} 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the sentiments expressed upon the 
floor of Congress by the man Mr. Harrison has selected as his 
confidant and adviser. 

Mr. McComas proves that Republicans designed the bill to 
assist them in fraud. The bill as reported by the Republicans 
authorized the Federal supervisors to simply certify which can- 
didate was elected, and that certificate authorized the holder to 
participate in the election of the Speaker and other officers of 
the House. There can be no doubt but that the supervisors 
would be corrupt Republican partisans of the Davenport, Dud- 
ley stamp, and there can be no doubt bat that the law was de- 
signedly framed to make it certain that these corrupt men would 
give certificates to a majority of the candidates for election, 
without regard to the number of votes; and therefore every 


| House would be Republican and the country would have an in- 


tensified repetition of the ‘‘ Reed” billion-dollar Congress; only, 
it would become each year worse, more corrupt, more arrogant 
and more extravagant, more disregardful of the people’s rights 


| and liberties, and utterly disregardful of the Constitution. 


To place some check upon these opportunities of corruption of 
these corrupt men the Democrats of the committee having the 
bill in charge proposed to amend by providing that the actual 


| returns of the number of votes cast should be tabulated by the 


chief supervisor and forwarded to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, so that when these supervisors forwarded false 
certificates of election the accompanying returns of the number 
of votes cast would disclose the fraudulent character of the cer- 
tificate. I read the amendment from page 6850 of the RECORD. 
It is as follows: 

Sec, 15. From the returns of the supervisors the chief supervisor shall tab- 
ulate and forward to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, to be by 
him submitted to the House, the results as they appear therefrom in each 


| Congressional district under his jurisdiction in which this act has been en- 
| forced. 


Mr. McComas was the first toarise to oppose this amendment. 
Its adoption would embarrass the supervisors in their manipula- 


| tions. It would compel them either to accompany their false 
| certificate with a false return which could be exposed, or if they 


sent a corr.ct return it would at once contradict their false cer- 
tificate. Mr. McComas says, page 6857: 

It takes away the right of organization of a House of Representatives and 
provides that, in every case in which the law (if it becomes a law) shall be 
applied. the returns shall be made to the Speaker of the House by the chief 
supervisor. * * * 

Mr. McComas; then asks the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HEMPHILL]: 

Does not this amendment provide that in every case where there has been 


| a national supervision the returns of the election for that district shall be 
| made to the Speaker of the House? 


To which Mr. HEMPHILL replied: 

It provides that the returns as tabulated by the chief supervisor shall be 
forwarded here to be laid before the House—not the certificate of election, 
but the tabulated returns. 

And on page 6858, Mr. McComas says: 

There is no reason why there should be a supervision at all unless it is to 
have some effect in results. 

This shows that the purpose of the advocates of the bill was to 
place it in the power of supervisors to certify enough Repub- 
licans to elect a Republican Speaker before the fraudulent char- 
acter of the certificates could b2 developed. This is the result 
which Mr. McComas tells his party associates is the object of 
the bill; and he tells them the bill would be useless unless such 


| a result could be obtained. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Are you for this appropriation, or 


'against it? I would like to know that. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iam explaining why I can not 
vote for it. Iam giving one of the many reasons why the ap- 
propriation should not be made. 

i. BURROWS. Itis very clear. Is that the best reason 


you can give? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am well aware that the gen- 
tleman and his Republican friends do not like speeches which 
portray their party friends as the world see them. It may not 
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ea | 
amaze them. but it will astonish the law-abiding people of the | also reduces the already too much reduced currency by $5,000,- 
United States when by this method I inform them that even the | 000, and it does it in the same extravagant way that the Repub- 
infamous force bill which Mr. McComas so earnestly advocated | 


was not sufficiently extreme and tyrannical for this chief of staff of 
the Republican party. Mr. McComas insisted upon carrying the 
usurpation still further. On March 3, 1890, he introduced bill 
No. 7712, which gave Congress unheard of and grossly unconsti- 
tutional power, all in addition to the powers granted by the 
force bill. 

This supplementary bill sought to repeal and uproot the laws 
of sovereign States and substitute for them unconstitutional en- 
actments of the most partisan Congress that ever existed in this 
country. It sought to break down the representative principles 
of ourGovernment. Itsought to give improper powers toaClerk 


of the House of Representatives, and would make Congress the | 


irresponsible master of the States and the people. 

The Democratic members of the committee presented a very 
able report, in which they showed the atrocious character of Mr. 
McComas’s bill. I invite Democrats to read this report. Mr. 
Frank, a Republican member of the committee, refused to join 
Mr. McComas and his revolutionary associate. Mr. Frank op- 
posed the bill with a supplemental minority report, in which he 


showed that the bill took legislative power from the people with | 


regard to matters in which the voice of the people is best heard 


by giving the power to theStates. He said that the bill was un- | 


warrantable, *nexcusable, unconstitutional, and odious, and 
would not be sustained by right-thinking people. Mr. Frank, 
who, as I repeat, was an earnest Republican, closed his report in 
these words: 

Section third of the bill, to my mind, is inexcusable ani unwarrantable. 
Inexcusable, because its very purpose is apparent to maintain present rep- 
resentation in Congress by a drastic measure so violent as to annul the 
solemn legislative enactments of four States—Ohio, Maryland, Kentucky, 
and Tennessee. Unwarrantable, not because Congress can not pass re- 
strictive measures, but unwarrantable because the constitutions of very 
many States inhibitsuch legislation, and the mind naturally revolts at a law 
which destroys the validity and effect of what has been done by another law 
under which people are justified in acting, and by virtue of which certain 
rights have arisen. 

My opinion is that this sort of legislation is odious, and, when the purpose 
is so manifest, will not be sustained by right-thinking people. This section 
does not ‘‘make or alter” any regulation, but seeks to repeal regulations, 
expressly prescribed by the State Legislatures, new and duly elected, and 
substitute therefor and make operative prior enactments of those States 
which have been repealed. Iseriously doubt the legal right to do this under 
the constitutional power reserved to Congress, but I have no doubt of the 
impropriety of this effort so to do. 

When Congress, for the first time in a hundred years, seeks to exercise 
the power vested by the Constitution, there ought to besome overwhelming 
necessity for the legislation. I have yet heard no reason given for this 
measure which can possibly commend itself to my judgment, and submit 
these views humbly, confident of the good judgment of my colleagues in the 


final result. 
NATHAN FRANK. 


It will thus be seen that Mr. McComas'’s bill was so obnoxious 
that some Republicans who were willing to support the force 
bill were nevertheless compelled to use this strong language in 
opposing this fearful iniquity. This, Mr. Speaker, is the record 
of the man who was made the chief of staff—the Von Moltke of 
this campaign. I think with all this it will hardly be contended 
that the force bill is a thing of the past and not to be feared, 
and that therefore the South ought to feel no apprehension at 


the election of an administration headed by Mr. Harrison, and | 


in which these gentlemen, Mr. Carter and Mr. McComas, would 


lican party doeseverything. Three million dollars’ worth of sil- 
ver, bought to-day, would make these coins, and by taking 
$3.000,000 of greenbacks out of the Treasury and going into the 
marketand buying $3,000,000 worth of silver, you can make these 
coins of precisely the same fineness, because $3,000,000 worth of 
standard silver would contain precisely the same amount of sil- 
ver that there is in $5,000,000 of this kind of subsidiary coin. 
Therefore, you lose $2,000,000 by adopting the plan proposed by 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of 
opposing this appropriation of $5,000,000 for the Columbian Ex- 
position. In doing so I would like to be understood clearly as 
being in favor of the Chicago Exposition being, as it ought te 
be, a great success, of being the grandest, most thoroughly na- 
tional and international Exposition that the world up to this date 
has seen. It should present in epitome and in full detail the 
progress of civilization and the advancement of all mankind in 
every clime and country and from every quarter of the globe. 
But this should not he done at the expense of the taxpayers and 
toiling mas:es of the United States. The scope of the Exposition 
may have been greatly broaden2d beyond the original plan. Con- 
gress is not to blame for that. 

It was not the intention of Congress when the bill was passed 
locating this Exposition at Chicago that it should be maintained 
and conducted at the expense of the taxpayers of the Union. 
In proof of this assertion, I need only refer gentlemen on this 


| floor tothe debates which were had at the time the Exposition bill 


was passed. I will quote from the language of the eloquent and 
illustrious leader of this House [Mr. SPRINGER] to show that 
when we were asked to locate this Exposition at Chicago we were 
assured the taxpayers of the Union would not be asked or ex- 
pected to foot the bills of the Exposition. I will read from the 
ReEcorp of the Fifty-first Congress, first s>ss‘on, page 1612, from 
the speech of Mr. SPRINGER, who said: 

Contrast this with the Chicago proposition. Five million dollars have 
been subscribed by the citizens, all of which is collectable, and the local 
board can and will raise five millions more by loan, and the city will give 
the site free of charge. We do not propose to tax our people, the masses, to 
pay for the Fair. Our men of means have subscribed the amounts which are 
required. Notso in New York. When the rich men of that city desire to 
raise money for such purposes they proceed to tax the people to pay the ex- 


| penses. [ hold in my hand a statement to this effect, signed by Samuel W. 


be a controlling element. I think the issues in this contest are | 


now well defined. It is the people and liberty and free govern- 
ment and the institutions of our fathers on one side and force 
bills, bayonets, and tyranny on the other. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this man, Chief of Staff McComas, together 
with Captain-General Carter, are to be the trusted men in this 
Administration. They are now marshalling their forces, while 
some of our people are lulling us or trying to lull us to sleep, and 
saying that the force bill is dead. 


his Administration, this | 


party, this campaign, and what will follow if a Republican is | 


elected? Let mesay to my Republican friends who stand before 
me, it will be force bill, bayonets, soldiers, tyranny. That is the 


pone shown by your platform, shown by your candidate, shown | 


y his utterances, shown by his determination, and shown by the 
leaders you have selected to lead in this great battle which is to 
terminate next November. 

Mr. Speaker, with this crisis be‘ore us, can the people take 
money from the Treasury for the purpose proposed by this bill? 


Mr. Speaker, this is a question of life and liberty on one side and | 
death and tyranny on the other; and yet leaders of this third | 


party are going to the South and are asking our people to divide, 
telling them that there is no danger, and their leaders on the 


floor saying here that there is no difficulty about the force bill | 


and no danger about it, and that it isdead. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another serious objection to this 
appropriation of $5,000,000, to which I made some allusion a week 
ago. Besides taking $5,000,000 of currency to make 10,000,000 
souvenirs, and thus taking $5,000,000 of the people’s money, it 


| 


Allerton, Senator C. B. Farwell, and Potter Palmer, each of whom is able 
to pay the whole sum himself. 

Mr. F1tTcH. Read it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will; it is as follows: 

‘CHICAGO, February 20, 

‘In addition to five millions stock now subscribed there is, we think, no 
doubt five millions in bonds can readily be placed here for the World's Fair. 

“SAM’L W. ALLERTON. 
“C. B. FARWELL. 
“POTTER PALMER.” 

Mr. FLOWER. Yes, mortgage your subscription. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, it is better to do that than to tax the people, the toil- 
ing masses, to pay for the Fair. If this is not enough to make the Fair at 
Chicago the greatest success ever achieved heretofore in any country, we 
can fall back on the great State of Illinois, the fourth State in the Union, 
which does not owe a dollarof State debt. Illinois will see toit that the Fair 
is not a failure. 

But Chicago’s proposition is ample to secure success. It is this: Ten mil- 
lion dollars inmoney anda site, while New York's proposition, when reduced 
to the real purposes of the Fair, means only $5,000,000 and the site. 

And such asite! There would not be room enough for an exhibition of the 
fat cattle which one of our Western States could produce. The West wants 
a site large enough to exhibit the best specimens of the agricultural products 
and live stock of the whole American continent. We will ask no money 
from Congress except what will be required for the buildings and exhibits 
of the Government. Five or six hundred thousand dollars will be ample for 
this. But I would be willing to deal as generously by this World’s Fair as 
we did by the Philadelphia Exposition of 1876. 


These were Mr. SPRINGER’S words. We have dealtas liberally 
by the Chicago Exy osition as this House dealt by the Philadelphia 
Ex; osition in the centennial year, and more liberally, because 
we have already given them $1,500,000 to make a Government 
exhibit. Not one cent of this sum are they under any obligation 
whatever to return. This is greater liberality than was shown 
the Centennial Exposition at Philadelphia. Congress gave only 
$500,000 to make the Government exhibit at Philadelphia: in 
addition Congress loaned $1,500,000 to the Centennial Exhibition. 
The loan was made a preferred debt on all the surplus funds of 
that Exposition and was returned to the United States Treasury 
in full. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to state that 
it was not given to the Exposition? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. [have only five minutes, and. much to 
my regret, I can not yield. ' 

This appropriation, by the language used, would make the 
Government a stockholder like any individual subscriber to the 
stock of the corporation. If the Exposition should prove a finap- 
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cial hoss, the Government, in morals and equity if not in strict 
construction of law, would be bound to make good her propor- 
tionate part of that loss. Of course the Government could not 
be sued like the individual stockholders in the World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition corporation, and her part of the loss would 
never be paid unless Congress should appropriate the money. Ii 
we put the Government in the attitude of a stockholder and a 
loss should be incurred everybody knows that a powerful lobby 
would haunt these halls for months, clamoring for another ap- 
propriation to meet the deficit. 
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Mr. Speaker, I will read the act approved February 16, 1876, | 
phia Exposition, decided that Congress had a constitutional right 


making an appropriation for the Centennial Exposition. Its 


language is too plain to require comment. It is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $1,500,000 to complete the Centennial 
buildings and other preparations, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
outof any moneysin the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
which shall be paid on the drafts of the president and treasurer of the Cen- 
tennial Board of Finance, one-third immediately after the passage of this 
act, and the remainder in four equal monthly payments: Provided, That in 
the distribution of any moneys that may remain in the treasury of the Cen- 
tennial Board of Finance, after the payment of its debts, as provided for by 
the tenth section of the act of Congress approved June 1, 1872, incorporating 
said Centennial Board of Finance, the appropriation hereinbefore made 
shall be paid in full into the Treasury of the United States before any divi- 
dend or percentage of the profits shall be paid to the holders of said stock: 
Provided also, That the Government of the United States shall not, under 
any circumstances, be liable for any debt or obligation of the United States 
Centennial Commission or the Centennial Board of Finance, or any payment 
in addition to the foregoing sum. 


The language of this act shows that the money was a loan. 
The Supreme Court, in a suit brought to recover it, so decided. 

What are the facts in regard to the New Orleans Exposition? 
Cougress again made a loan. 
The act stipulates that in the distribution of the assets of the 
Exposition after its close, after paying the current expenses of 
administration, the amount appropriated by the United States 
shal! be repaid in full before any dividend or percentage of profits 





This time $1,000,000 was given. | 


or assets shall be paid to the holders of said stock or contributors. | 


The act also provides in specific terms that the Government of 
the United States shall not under any circumstances be liable 
for any debt or obligation created or incurred by the Cotton Cen- 
tennial Exposition. 

{ will read in full these parts of the act. They are as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $1,000,000 be, and the same is heréby, ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the public Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, as aloan to the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, 
to be used and employed by the board of management thereof to augment 
and enhance the success of the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial 
Exposition in such manner as said board of management may determine and 
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taxes gathered from the people of thiscountry, to aid the Chicago 
Exposition, how can we justify ourselves in refusing the same 
treatment to those suffering farmers, who plead for loans on such 


security as they can offer? Sir, I believe that it is unconstitu- 
tional and bad policy even if the Treasury was overflowing with 
surplus funds to collect money from the people by taxation and 
then lend it to either a corporation or an individual. 

I have just cited two instances in which this has been done. 
While that shows that a majority may vote away the people's 
money, it does not make the act constitutional. It is claimed 
by many that the Supreme Court, in the case of the Philadel- 


to make the loan. That is not true. That question was not be- 
fore the court. The constitutionality of the act was not called 
in question in the suit. The court was asked to construe the act 
and decide whether, in making the appropriation, Congress had 
made a gift or taken stock, and should therefore stand on the 
footing of all other stockholders or contributors, or whether 
Congress had made a loan, which must be a preferred debt on 
the surplus earnings. The court decided that the act intended 
* make a loan which must be refunded, and it was repaid in 
full. 

I regard such appropriations as against sound public policy. 
Had I been here, feeling as I do to-day, 1 should have voted 
against the loan to both the Philadelphia and the New Orleans 
Expositions. I have voted against every proposition which has 
been advanced since I have been a member of this body to give 
or lend Government aid to States or communities which have 
been the victims of flood or drought or other disasters. It may 
seem harsh, but, sir, I feel that | have no right to be generous 
at the expense of the taxpayers of the country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ILask the gentleman from Indiana] Mr. 
HOLMAN] to yield to me two minutes more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is impossible. Every minute is given to 


| others. 


in accordance With the provisions of this act. 
* * * cS ES * * 
And provided further, That in the distribution of the amounts that may | 
remainin the treasury of the board of management after the payments of 
the current expenses of administration the amount of the appropriation 


hereinbefore made shall be paid in full into the Treasury of the United 
States before any dividend or percentage of profits or assets shall be paid 
to the holders of said stock or contributors: Provided further, That the 
Government of the United States shall not, under any circumstances. be 
liable for any debt or obligation created or incurred by the World's Indus 
trial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, or its board of management, or for 
any sum whatever in addition to the amount appropriated by this act: and 
that adequate space, to be determined by the President of the United States, 
for such exhibitsasthe Government of the United States may see proper to 
make at said exposition, shall be furnished free of all charge by said board. 


This $1,000,000 was for the purpose of making a suitable Gov- | 


ernment exhibit and at the same time was made as a loan—not 
as a gift—and not make the Government a stockholder in 
the corporation, Had the New Orleans Exposition been a finan- 
cial sueeess the Government would have been reimbursed in full 
or at least to the extent of the profits. This appropriation to the 
New Orleans Exposition was regarded by all patriotic men on 
this floor at the time it was made—as in facta gift. Very few 
believed that the New Orleans Exposition would be a financial 
success, and most of those who voted for the bill regarded it as 
a proper thing for the United States to do—in order to help re- 
habilitate the waste places in the Southern States, and to aid in 
veloping their mining, manufacturing, and other enterprises, 
which had boen paralyzed and prostrated by the devastation of the 


did 


civli War, 

The circumstances are changed to-day. Chicago, by virtue of 
the fact, of which we in every section of the Union are proud, 
that she is one of the richest and most promising cities in the 
land, asked for and was given this International Exposition. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Then I ask unanimous consent to be 
allowed three minutes. I do not often trouble the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope that will be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that he may be allowed three minutes 
more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
tion to the hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no o 
time shall be granted to this side. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I do not think any objection will be 
made to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the request will 
be for an additional six minutes: three minutes to be given to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, and the same amount to the other 
side. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, I want to make one other state- 
ment. [Iam sorry to say that I have seen extracts reproduced 
purporting to come from nearly every paper printed in Chicago 
reflecting upon the Representatives from the Southern States 
who oppose this appropriation and charging that they are fight- 
ing Chicago for sectional reasons. [ deprecate such charges. 
As far as we are concerned in Tennessee and in the States south of 
us I denounce such assertions as without foundation and utterly 
untrue. If there is one section of this nation more loyal than 
any other to the flag that floats over this Capitol it is that sec- 
tion in which [ was born and which in part I represent here to- 
day. 

There are no people who h 


That will be in addition to the hour. 
Do I understand that that will be in addi- 


It is not tocome out of the hour. 
} if that much further 


yyection 


ave 
way 


more at heart the interest, the 


| prosperity, the advancement and the general welfare of the 


' Union than those I represent. 


Her representatives pledged themselves thatif this honor should | 


be granted to their city this great Exposition would be conducted 
without one dollar of expense to the taxpayers and laborers of 
he forty-four other States. On that condition we gave it to 
them. On that condition and promise we should rest. 

Mr. ', to-day we find the oppressed and deeply debt-rid- 
den agriculturists asking Congress to come to their rescue and 
relief by measures proposing to make them Government loans 
upon their lands, and to make advances on their crops placed in 
storehouses constructed by the Government. 
scend our constitutional power and make this loan, out of the 


tu 


svea e 


If weshould tran- | 


This is our country. Thank 
God it is our Union, and its honor, its glory, its phenomenal 
achievements, whether wrought in Maine, in Illinois, or in Cali- 
fornia, make our hearts beat with pride. We have aright to 
construe questions which arise here according to our interpre- 
tation of the Constitution and according to our ideas of what is 
right and just without being either lectured or scolded. 

I for one must protest against the charge that we are narrow 
and sectional being flung at us, in this House and out of this 


| House, every time we dare oppose an appropriation which we 
H ; y t dare oppose ppropriat hic} 


| think unconstitutional. 





Are we never to be admitted into full 
fellowship in the Union again? Will the time nevercome when 
it will be no longer insinuated or charged that we are actuated 
by improper, selfish, or sectional motives in all we do? I say 
a great outrage is committed by the reiteration of these slanders. 
Examine the vote in detail that has been cast on all proposi- 
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tions concerning Chicago and the Exposition. It will show that 


| 

| that these appropriations have been made at the d: 
many of the Representatives from the Southern States, notably | 

| 


Republican Administration through its various bureaus. E1 
forced by the powerful support of a Rep 
onded in this House by a compact 
| tude of the Democratic sid 
ance, but for the reasons 


mand ‘Ol a 


those from Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas, have done every- 
thing in their power to locate the Exposition at Chicago and to 
appropriate all the money that has been asked to make this pro- 
posed Exposition a success. 


blican Senate and se¢ 
’ minority The atti- 


has been one of resist 


and able 
> of the Housk 
mentioned 


entorced by the cry that 


7 
: 
, 
A 
“4 


I would commend to our ¢ ‘hieago friends the old maxim, ‘*‘ vin- | we would stop the wheels of government, our efforts have been 
egar never catches flies. You can not get Southern votes for | ineffectual. 
this appropriation by having Chicago newspapers denounce us| _ [| ask this question in all sincerity. kine there been a single 
‘ as bitter sectional partisans. | instanee during this session when the question has been be 
Mr. Spe aker, it has been claimed that Illinois may go Demo- | tween a large appropriation and a small one that the Republican 
cratic if we vote this five millions? .Whatanargument. I have | side of this House did not favor the higher one? I wait fora 
no doubt the Republicans have been told that if they will vote | reply! It is importantif sucha thing has occurred that it should 
as a unit for the appropriation Lllinois will go Republican in No- | be mentioned now, as I propose to use this statement in tl 
vember. Are we to buy States by unconstitutional appropria- | canvass. No reply: there is not an instance nor has there been a 


tions to vot for one party or the other? 
too much respect for the sterling 


God forbid. I have | single suggestion of 


economy. 
. honest Democracy of Lllinois | and efforts 


toward sSeconomwy 


rhe resistance to expenditures 


iave invariably been made on this 


to believe that one vote will be change .d whether this amount | side of the House, and the co intry knows i : 
q is appropriated or not. I earnestly desire that the Columbian If they have succeeded in swelling the appropriations wit 
Exposition may be the largest and most successful the world has | view to bring our party into discredit, it will certainly react 
4 yet seen. Lw wuld be delighted to see [Illinois cast her electora on them and no effort should be spare d to acquaint the people 
é ’ vote for the Democratic candidate for President in November. | with the true situation. Had our party been i. control of the 
oS but [ can not consent to vote for this appropriation to accom- | Government, and if these expenditures had been made to sus- 
plish either result. | tain a Democratic Administration, then we should have be 
{Here the hammer fell.] | justly held culpable. It is not reasonable to suppose that 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I presume that there is nota 
7 gentleman upon this floor, whether he be in favor of the appro- 
4 priation provided for by this Senate amendment or opposed to 
it, who is not impressed by the lack of generosity displayed by 
the city of Chicago in the matter of the demand which she now 


should go further than was necessary in the 
an adverse Administration, and the critics 
jority whenever appropriations were under discussion fully sus- 
tains that assumption. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


way of sust aini o 


attitude of the ma 


makes after the honor of the Government has become in a meas- Mr. HOLMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
ure involved in the success of the Exposition. Georgia [Mr. WATSON}. 
Extracts have been read from the act passed by the Fifty-first Mr. WATSON. I yield my time to the gentleman from Kan- 


Congress, authorizing it, in which it is plainly stipulated that 
there shall be no de mand upon the General Government for as- 
sistance, except for the nationa] exhibit, for which about two 
and a half millions have been contributed. Extracts from de- 
bates unerringly point to the same conclusion. As collateral 
proof I point to the fact that while the location was in discus- 
sion, and the city of New York was considered, it was under- 
stood that her contribution of ten millions was a contribution 
with no stipulation that the Government should be expected to 
recoup her to the value of one dollar, or render any ; 
In the measure before us it is provided that the Government 
shall, to the extent of her contribution, when the final distribu- 
tion comes, share equally in the loss, not only with the people 
of Chicago who have subscribed to the stock to the extent of fiv: 
millions, but also with the city of Chicago in her contribution 
of five millions, putting the Government upon the same basis of 
dividends of and thus securing to themselves a larger 
dividend. 

They entirely 


assistanc 


‘ Tt. 
assets, 


leave out of the calculation the enormous bene- 
fits which will accrue to that locality. Doubtless most of the 
money was subscribed by the citizens on account of the benefit 
that it would bring to them in the enormous amounts that would 
be spent in construction and by visitors. Chicago as a munic- 
ipality will profit by the permanent improvements for which a 
very large portion of the money will be spent. Her merchants 
will reap a permanent advantage in the fact that it will bring to 
them a permanent and large share of the distribution of merchan- 
dise to Mexicoand Central America. These are large advantages 
and should be taken into account by Chicago in her deman 
outside assistance. ; : 

The most that they should ask should be aloan, to be paid back, 
if possible, before anything is paid on the ten millions which the 
have put into the enterprise. I ask them to accept that propo- 
sition, which I would unhesitatingly favor, and not attempt to 
force a contribution under the threat that the Government may 
be brought into discredit if their exactions are not complied 
with. 

I hope, sir, that the managers of this enterprise will change 
the amendment so as to make it a loan, which we can well afford 
to make and which they can well afford to receive upon the terms 
indicated. Now, sir, I wish to refer to another que stion, which 
[ have waited for an opportunity to do before the close of this 
session. 

ltepublican papers and members of that party are referring 
with great glee to the possibility that the appropr iations of this 
Congress may equal, if not surpass, those of the F ifty-first Con- 
Members on this side of the House have experienced a 
certain amount of humiliation on that account, and it has been 
echoed in the newspapers of our party. 

It isto be greatly regretted that with all the efforts of the 
Democrats in this House the appropriations have been so far 
above our expectations, but where does the responsibility rest? 
Gentlemen must not forget, 


s for 


ress, 
Ss! 


nor permit the country to forget, | 


sas |Mr. OTIS]. 

Mr. OTIS. Mr. Speaker, » phase of this questio 
pce has struck me as very peculiar. In the earl 
session we were called upon to vote onthesilver bill. Theagri- 

ultural and industrial classes of this country were asking that 
we should give them the free coinage of the white metal: but 
gentlemen on both sides of this House, by their action her 
feated that proposition. Yet we are asked to-day by 
same identical gentlemen to come up and coin silver for the ben- 
efit of the Chicago corporation known as the Columbian Exposi- 


: 
there is one 


yy Uee- 


wlimost the 


tion. Will these gentlemen explain to us how and why it is 
law ful and proper to coin this abraded silver for the benefit o} 
the Columbian Exposition and at the same time wrong and un- 


lawful to eosin silver for the benefit of the agricultural and in- 


dustrial classes of this country? For my part, [ can not see 
where — make the distinction, or where they draw the line. 

But, they say, this ec inage will be in limited quanti y. Grant 
it; but the } princip! e isnotaffected. If iti eht to coin $5,000,- 
000, why is it not right to coin whatever amount of silver may b 


presented at the mintsof the country? 
Another question which suggests itself is 
ion come in the ae of a loan, conforming to th 
n taken in the case of the Philadelphia Expositioi 
the gentleman from Pennsy lvania | Mr. O” Why 
has not fh *n asked in the same form in which it 
was extended to the New Orleans Exposition or to the Centennia 
at Philadelphia? Why is it not asked in the shape of a loa 
Because, forsooth, as the gentleman from Alabama | Mr. 


why has not this 
pr posit up e . 
acti . referred 
to by NEILL. 


: ; 
is assistance ber 


OATES 


said the other day, some gentleman here found that in voting a 
loan they were doing a thing they did not like to stand by. 
They were recognizing the principle in accordance with whic 


the agricultural classes of the West are to-day demanding tha 
you shall loan money to the farmer upon his land or upon his 
crops. if you give aid to this Fair in the shape of a loan, you 


make a precedent; aan recognize a prine ag that you u are afraid 


to come up to and face here on the floor of the ise.. That 
seems to be the reason ver daakoncoons tha sasa loan [ might 
have been persuaded to vote for this proposition in that form, 


the Government 
the 


horn. 


but I never can support it as a 
to take stock in a corporat 
ernment would come out—"' at 
1y mind this is as the ge 


proposition for 
for we all know whe 1" 
the little end of the 
ntleman from Ohio has 


ion: Gov- 


To n ust stated, 


one of the most gigantic swindles ever perpetrated upon this 
Congress. Why have our corridors been crowded? Why have 
telegrams been passing here as thick as butterflies in summer? 
Why is it that every strong influence is brought to bear upon 
members to induce them to vote for this appropriation? We 
are told that the honor and the credit of this great nation are 
at stake. I would like to know who it is that maintains the 
honor and credit of this great nation. Is it not the ind 


classes of this country; and are you not claiming that this Ex- 
position is especially in their interest 


{ am not opposed to this Exposition, but in favor of it. 1 
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glad when Chicago succeeded in securing it. She is the most 
representative city of our Republic. She stands in the center 
of our country, midway between the East and great West; and I 
was thankful when she was recognized as the place where this 
great international Exposition was to be held. But Chicago 
must learn one thing which she does not seem able to appreci- 
ate—that her greatness, her wealth, her power have been given 
her by the farmers of the great West,who stand back of and be- 
hind her,who have poured their millions into her coffers to make 
her what she is. I tell her to-day that she must not seek to ap- 
propriate the money of the people wrongfully and unjustly, or 
to carry on this Exposition through the agencies which have 
been attempted here. Why 
Chicago during the time we were asking for the passage of our 
silver bill put in a burlesque bill on that very question, a bill 
which stands in the RECORD a monument to go down in history 
to his disgrace? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. CHEATHAM] for debate and for the purpose 
of submitting an amendment. 

Mr. CHEATHAM. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Senate amendment 127, line 6, by striking out ‘‘twenty”’ and in- 
serting ‘seventy.’ 

Amend Senate amendment 128, page 42, line 9, by inserting the following: 

“That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be ap- 
propriated for the purpose of collecting, preparing, and publishing facts and 
statistics pertaining to the moral, industrial, and intellectual development 
and progress of the colored people of African descent residing in the United 
States, covering a period from January 1, A. D. 1863, to January 1, A. D. 1893, 
and to be published as a part of the United States Government exhibit at 
the World’s Columbian Exposition; said sum hereby appropriated to be 
immediately available, and to be expended for the purposes aferesaid by 
and under the direction and supervision of the said board of control and 
management of the United States Government exhibit aforesaid.” 

Mr.CHEATHAM. Thatisthesame amendment, Mr. Speaker, 
that [ offered some time ago when this bil! was under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not hear the reading of that distinetly, 
but out of abundant caution 1 reserve the point of order upon it. 

The SPEAKER. 
bill as to amendments. 
amendments of the Senate. 
Committee of the Whole but in the House. 
so far us the House for the present purposes of this statement is 


The House is now considering certain 


concerned, represent original matter, just as though this were | , 
| acted upon by the conferees, they reported it back, agreeing to 


an original bill composed of these amendments as sections. The 
right of amendment exists as to these amendments precisely as 
it would exist if this were a bill now pending in the House. The 
right of amendment under the rule is confined to an amendment, 
an amendment to the amendment, a substitute, and amendment 
to the substitute. There is now pending to this provision one 
amendment. 


The Chair will state the condition of the | 


They are being considered, not in | 
Thes2? amendments, | 
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yas it that the gentleman from | 








If the gentleman from North Carolina desires to | 


offer an amendment to that amendment or a substitute that | 


But it would not be in order to offer a dis- 
It 


would be in order. 
tinct amendment to another one of the Senate amendments. 


must then be either an amendment, an amendment to the amend- | 


ment, or a substitute, or an amendment to the substitute in or- 
der to be admissible under the rule. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the gentleman from North Carolina 
proposes to amend the Senate amendment numbered 127, and 


at, 


| time the amendment was read. 





JULY 26, 


have anamendment pending tosection 1 and an amendment to that 
amendment, or you could have pending a substitute for such 
amendments and an amendment to the substitute, which would 
exhaust the right of amendment under the rule. 

Any other rule would require each one of these Senate am »n I- 
ments to be considered separately—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. But, Mr. Speaker, are they not to be con- 
sidered separately? Can I not, or any other member, demand 
separate consideration of each one of them? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can have a separate vote of 
course. But the gentleman from Indiana might demand the 
previous question on all the amendments of the Senate, and it 
would operate on all of them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the previous question has not yet been 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been ordered, and therefore they 
ave amendable under the rule, but amendable as though it were 
a Senate bill comprised of these various sections, and not as 
though each section was a different bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hardly understand the 
distinction which has been drawn. Certainly it was in the power 
of the House, when the matter was brought up, to require that 
each separate amendment of the Senate should be read and 
acted on separately, subject to amendment when it is under con- 
sideration. Butfor the sake of furthering matters, when these 
amendments were being read, I asked the question for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether this reading of the whole of the 
Senate amendments was for information only, and would cut off 
the right of amendment if that right was not availed of at the 
{ supposed, from the answer 
given, that that right would not be cut o by this reading, or 


| Otherwise I should have asked that each separate amendment 
| as read should be considered by the Hous? and acted upon by 


the House at the time, so that the amendments if necessary 
could be offered and considered. It was to avoid such a s‘tua- 
tion as that which the Chair now suggests, where by offering 
two amendments the whole number, thirty or forty, of these Sen- 
ate amendments could be shut off, that I made that sugy<stion. 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair see if the Chair can not make 
plain the position it takes in regard to this matter. Suppose the 
House was considering a bill which had been passed, and sent to 
the Senate, and which was amended by the Senate, as in this 
case, and returned to the House for consideration -—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. But if the Chair will pardon me, this is the 
case of a bill which has been in conference, and having been 


certain amendments of the Senate and disagreeing to certain 


| others, namely, Senate amendments No. 127 and 128, and so on. 


Now, I take it that when these amendinents were reported as 
disagreed to, and the House was acting on those which had been 
di agreed to, that I had the right as a member of the House to 
demand separate action on any of them. 

The SPEAKER. Separate consideration? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Separate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to have the gentle: 
man point to any rule that bears out that suggestion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly, it has been the practice of the 
Hou-e, when amendments have ben reported in that way, dis- 


| agreed to, a ter they had gone to conference, to take up each 


alsoamendment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128. | 


The SPEAKER. Exactly. But there is now pending one 
amendment to this pending proposition. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Toamendment numbered 127? 

The SPEAKER. 
be a pending amendment in the third degree to each of the Sen- 
ate amendments, any more than there could be such an amend- 
ment in the same degree to different sections of the same bill. 

Mr. CHEATHAM. 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. 
HEAD] has an amendment pending. 
lect its terms. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
North Carolina is to an amendment numbered 1 
ment 128. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair does not understand 
that the amendments are in order to each of these Senate amend- 


The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
The Chair does not recol- 


To what Senat2 amendment is it offered? 
To Senate amendment numbered 308. 

But this amendmentof the gentleman from 
27 and amend- 


ua 


ments asdistinet propositions, all to be pending at the same time. 
The Chair understands the rule to be as to amendments in this | 
case eractly as though each amendment were @ separate section 
of a bill pending in the House. 
tion in that case? 
to section No. 1 and tosection No.2 at the same time. 


Now, what would be the condi- 
You could not have pending an amendmet 
You could 


May I ask what amendment is now pend- | 


amendment separately and act upon it. 

The SPEAKER. They stand before the House precisely as 
though no conference had ever been ordered. They are open to 
amendment, they are open to rejection, they can be agreed to or 


| divagreed to. 


The Chair does not think that there could | 


Mr. DINGLEY. But supposing, when the first amendment 
had been read. that I had immediately offered an amendment to 
it: would I not have had the right to debate upon that, and to 
take a vote of the House, before we proceeded further? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, any more than you 
wou'd if you should pass any kind of a bill, send it to the Senate, 
and the Senats put on anumber of amendments. The bill comes 
back to the House and the House proceeds to consider it. What 
would be the status. then, if the gentlemen having it in charge 
demanded the previous question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. T simply offer the suggestion; and I think 
the practice has been almost uniform to take up amendme t by 
amendment, after a disagreement has been reported upon dis- 
tinct amendments. 

The SPEAKER. There must be a separate vote upon each if 
desired, but the gentleman will see at once—— 

Mr. DINGLEY (interrupting). Was not this the course pur- 
sued on the deficiency bill when it was under consideration 
before? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can see at once that if the 

_view which he entertains is the correct one, it would place the 
House in this situation, that as to every amendment that might 








eae, 
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be pending before it, there would be separate consideration. It | Mr. HOLMAN. Simply to be pending, but to go no futher: 


would require a separate ordering of the previous question upon | 


each amendment. It would permit the amendment, in an in- | 


definite degree, of every amendment; so that it seems to the 
Chair that it would be out of the power of the House to trans- 
act the business of the House in the ordinary way in which such 
business is transacted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, may it please the Chair, does not this 


stand on substantially the same footing as a bill, when reported | 


from the Committee of the Whole, with a large number of amend- 
ments adopted by the committee, which may be adopted by gen- 
eral consent in gross, but if there isa demand fora separate vote 
upon each, a separate vote must be had on each amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that this stands 
more in the situation of propositions in the House that have been 
reported from the Committee of the Whole; because under the 
rules these have had their first consideration in Committee of 
the Whole. When the Committee of the Whole rises, it reports 
to the House, for instance, twenty amendments toa pending bill. 
It is in the power of the gentleman having the bill in charge— 
and it is the practice—to demand the previous question on the 
pending amendments, although there may bea hundred of them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. And it isin the power of any gentleman to 
say ‘‘I demand a separate vote” upon this, that, or the other 
amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. 

TheSPEAKER. The same right toamend those amendments 
exists in the House when reported from the Committee of the 
Whole as would exist in the House now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only in that case the previous question has 
been ordered and in this case it hasnot beenordered. I beg the 
pardon of the Chair for offering this suggestion as to the dis- 
tinction. Of course an amendment can not be offered after the 
previous question has been ordered by the House; but the pre- 
vious question not having been ordered on these several amend- 
ments, the point I raise is as to whether or no an amendment 
would not be in order as to each of the several distinct proposi- 
tions? Otherwise an amendment and an amendment to an amend- 
ment, offered by the gentleman who gets the floor at the start, 
would cut off the right of every other member of the House to 
offer any amendment as to these thirty or forty propositions. 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. Itis in the power of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] now to demand the 
wrevious question upon the amendment that is pending, and 

ave it voted down and get it out of the way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ThenI suggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that he do that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I demand the previous question upon the 


amendment of the gentleman from Alabama |Mr. BANKHEAD]. | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] demands the previous question upon the pending 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. BANK- 
HEAD]. 

Mr. FITCH. Let us have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 21, page 129, strike out the word * million.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


will not demand the previous question on that amendment at | 


this time, becaus> while no specific agreement was made, there 
was a general understanding that debate was to run during this 
afternoon, and that no vote was to be had until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman has the right to get this 
amendment out of the way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In order to solve this question, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
CHEATHAM] be permitted to offer the amendment which he has 
sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from North Carolina[Mr.CHEATHAM] 
may be permitted to offer and have pending amendments to the 
Senate amendments. Is there objection? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Let them be read. 

The SPEAKER. They have been read. One of them is quite 
long, but they can be read again. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is simply proposed that the gentleman 
from North Carolina be permitted to offer and have pending 
amendments which he had previously offered. 

The amendments were again read. 


and I think that, out of abundant caution, I shall make the ques- 
tion of order upon the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. That is the very question that the gentlé- 
man desires to have determined now. Thedifticultyis this: That 
if the gentleman's amendments are not in order under the ruling 
of the Chair, by reason of the fact that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama is pending, and can not be p nding 
until that amendment is acted upon, the gentleman can no get 
in an amendment, and, in orler to enable him to do so he must 
have a vote on the amendment of the gentleman from Ala>ama 
between now and 12 o‘clock to-morrow. If there be no objcetion, 


| the Chair will recognize the gentleman, and his amendments 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina de- | 


sires to have these amendments pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. To be voted upon to-morrow at 12 o’clock or 
afterwards. 


will be considered as pending, together with the others. until! to- 
morrow. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that I do 
not think the colored people ought to be treated any different to 
any other part of the people of the United States, I will make 
the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speake, as a matter of fair dealing in 
this House, I want to suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] this situation: When unanimous consent was 
asked. I said to the House that the gentleman from North Car- 
olina had amendments he desired to offer—the amendments 
just read—and, if the agreement that was to be entered in 
would have cut off the opportunity for offering these amend- 
ments I should object to it. I wished to understand whether or 
not he would be permitted at the proper time to offer his am =nd- 
ments when the tim» expired to-morrow. and I received an 
answer that he would. On that account I withdrew any objection 
to the arrangement which was made. Now, I appeal to ths gen- 
tleman, in the interest of fairnessin this matter, considering the 
misunderstanding that has occurred, that the gentleman from 
No: th Carolina be permitted by unanimous consent to over his 
amendments and to have them pending, as they would have been 
pending if I had objectei to the unanimous consent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There was no arrangement made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There wa; no arrangement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should have objected to any arrangement. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no arrangement. Debi:te is 
just running on, the gentleman from Indiana having tiken the 
floor for an hour. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman has lost no right. He has 
been called upon to make no sazrifice. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If that be the fact, I will make no further 
obiection. I was out of the House at the time, but I understand 
thatthe arrangement had been made. 

Mr. FITCH. The gentleman from Indiana simply gave no- 
tice when he would ask for the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ThenlI have no doubt the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] will give an opportunity to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to offer his amendments; and I shall 
ask that the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, as I understand that he will withdraw 
the demand for the previous question and yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina to move the amendments. so that there may 
be an opportunity for the House to act upon them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that addressed to me? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I addressed that inquiry to the gentleman 
from Indiana because he will have the right at the close of this 
debate to move the previous question. I ask him before the 
closing of debat2 that an opportunity may be offered to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina to move his amendments? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course what is fair and proper will be 
agreed to, but I donot know the effectof one of the amendments, 
ani whether it is an increase or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It increases the appropriation $50,000. Itis 
simply a request to have an opportunity to vote upon it. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I give notice that I will 
make any objection I can parliamentary against this amendment 
to the biil, because I do not believe, so far as the law is con- 
cer.ed, we ought to recognize color. So far as that is concerned 
they ought to be treated as American citizens without any refer- 
ence to their color. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the census has collect2d statistics on 
whit» and colored citizens. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Iam in favor of a general census and an 
ordinary classification of the people, but here is a specific law 
for the purpos: of treating the colored people as we do Indians. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; notat all. 

Mr. DICKERSON. ‘They do not occupy the same position 
under the proposed provision, and | am in favor of treating them 


| like myself, sir. 


prey ious 


Mr. BINGHAM. I withdraw the demand for the 
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question. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois |/Mr. TAYLOR}. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, Ladmire consistency, 
but not the kind of consistency dealt in by my friend from Ala- 
bama {[Mr. WHEELER] who,as [ believe he says, has made three 
specches against this appropriation. By the RrcoRD of the 


Fifty-first Congress I find that this same gentleman voted to lo- | 


cate the Fair at Washington, where it would have been neces- 
sary to make an appropriation of ten or fifteen million dollars. 


That is the consistent record of the gentleman from Alabama on | 
He is not against an appropriation for the Fair, 
but he is against an appropriation when the Fair is located at | 


this question. 


Chicago. 
My friend from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] consumed about half 


his time in telling this House that the Fifty-first Congress, in | 


passing the World's Fair act, not only passed it but locked the 
door so that no further action could be taken. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is not that correct? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 
tend to be so understood. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, Ido. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. You are too good a lawyer not to 


; 
know that whatever act may be passed by Congress, the next 


Congress, or even the same Congress, may by a subsequent act 
alter or amend it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
practically a proposition to amend or repeal the law passed by 
the last Congress. 

Mr. TAY LOR of Lllinois. I can not yield. 
proposition was that because we put into that bill a limit of a 
million and a half, therefore there could be no law passed mak- 
ing a further appropriation for this purpose. That is a position 
that can not be maintained. Ifit could be maintained, we would 
not be here asking for another act. The gentleman and I will 


agree upon One proposition, that the law of last year carries only a | 
million and a half dollars, and that no money beyond that can 


be obtained for the Fair from the Treasury without further ac- 
tion by Congress. 


. . , ry - 
My friend from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] told the House | 
that there had been a million and a half dollars appropriated for | 


this Fair. There has not been a single dollar appropriated for 
the Fair, not adollar. Every dollar that has been appropriated 


here has been appropriated to pay the salaries and expenses of | 


your own agents and for your own Government exhibit. Nota 
single dollar has been appropriated for the Fair. 

Now, let us see what the condition really is. 
first Congress met, it was confronted by the people from all over 
this country asking that a Fair should be held to celebrate the 
discovery of America, and Congress decided that there should 
be a Fair. 
decided that the Fair should bo held at Chicago, and after we 
had fixed upon the place we passed a bill defining what Chicago 
should do and what this nationshoulddo. If any gentleman will 
rise in his place, although lhave only a few minutes, I will give 
him a minute of my time to tell me whether Chicago has not 
lived up to everything in the bill. 
that bill that the people of Chicago have not lived up to I want 
some one to state it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They have notlived upto the one which 
forbids them from coming to Congress again for any further ap- 
propriation or subscription. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 
bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Look at sections 18, 19, and 20. 

Mr. TAYLOR of illinois. There is no such provision in the 
bill. The bill says that Chicago shall furnish $10,006,000. 

Mr. LITTLE. ‘At least $10,000,000.” 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Well, at least $10,000,000, and she 
has furnished that, and more. 
nish another dollar. The trouble is that the gentleman has got 
into his head that this isa Chicago Fair. Itisnot. It is ana- 
tienal Fair. Youappointed your agents toconduct it. It isnow 
beivg held under the direction of commissioners appointed by 
your own action. 

The President of the United States, by your direction, has in- 
vited the nations of the world to visit your Fair, not Chicago's 
Fair, and, as | am told, about sixty of those nations have ac- 
cepted the invitation. Therefore, after Chicago has complied 
with everything that is required of her by the law,she comes to 
you again and says that she wants some additional assistance, 
because the action you have taken has increased the expense of 


There is 


no such provision in the 


this Fair beyond what was expected by Chicago or by the coun- | 


try. Sir, none of the local directory are here. It is your own 
agents that are asking this appropriation; it is your own men 


who are conducting this Fair that are asking thisappropriation. | 
Now, is it just to lean back and say thatsimply because this Fair | 


scribe conditions for its management. 
F | in saying on what days its gates shall open and on what they 
What I meant to say was that this was | 


The gentleman's | 


When the Fifty- | 


If there is one provision in | 


Chicago did not engage to fur- | 
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is located at Chicago the people of that city must take care of it, 


| that the people of Chicago must take care of the World’s Fair 


and the nation’s Fair? Thatis not an equitable proposition or 
one upon which any fair-minded man can stand. Mr. Speaker, 
how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The gentleman has consumed 
nine minutes. He has one minute remaining. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ulinois. I yield that one minute to my col- 
league, Mr. Scorr, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes more to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Scorr], giving him six min- 
utes in all. 

_Mr. SCOTT. Mr.Speaker, Iam sorry I have not a little more 
time upon this proposition. Itseems to me that in this whole dis- 
cussion the position taken by those who oppose this appropriation 
is wrong. We have heard it declared here on all sides that a 


| ** private corporation,” a private enterprise is to be favored by 
2 island Government appropriations. 
It is not correc t, and you do not in- 


Mr. Speaker, that proposition can 
not be maintained. This Columbian Exposition is not a private 
enterprise. Itis an enterprise that was begotten by the Con- 
gress of the United States and approved by the President. Itis 
an enterprise that is in every feature, in every part, essentially 
and wholly national. This House has seen fit in this bill to pre- 
It has joined the Senate 


shall be shut. If the original act creating and locating the Ex- 
position and assuming the right to regulate its management do 
not make it national, what could be done that would? 

It has been urged here that if money be taken from the Treas- 


| ury of the United States for this Exposition it is toaid a Chicago 
| corporation. 


In the first place, there is no such thing as a Chi- 
cago corporation connected with this undertaking. There is an 
Iliinois corporation that is acting in conjunction with the Com- 
mission created, appointed, and supported by the United States 
Government. ThisCommission iscontrollingin the various de- 
partments and isacting inharmony with the corporationorganized 


| under the laws of Illinois that has up to this time furnished all 


the money to prepare for the Fair. The Governmentappropria- 
tion has merely sustained the Federal Commission, and provided 
for its own exhibit. All the money for the preliminary prepara- 


| tions for the Exposition have come from sources other than the 


Government. 

The President of the United States, by authority of Congress, 
has invited the nations of the world to Chicago because Con- 
gress said that the World’s Exposition in America should be 
located there. If it had gone to New York, would the gentle- 
men from that great State and that great city be urging that it 
was a New York Exposition? Hardly. If it had gone to any 


| other city of this Union many gentlemen who are here insist- 
There wasacontest as tothe place; but it was finally | 


ing that this is a Chicago Exposition and that it is a local af- 
fair would be loudest in contending that it is a national con- 
cern and the honor and the credit of Government are pledged 
for its success. It makes a great difference whose oxis gored. I 
therefore ask members to take a view of this matter divested 
of its local aspects. 

I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to discuss this appropriation upon 
political grounds. The gentleman from Ohio|[Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
saw fit to allude to the question in that aspect. He said that if 
it was going to benefit the Democrats in Illinois, as has been 
claimed here, the Republicans in this House would not favor this 
proposition as they do. ButIsay to gentlemen on the side of 
the House to which I belong, we must recognize the fact that if 
there is any politics in this matter gentlemen on the Republican 
side have had the sagacity to see that there is nothing to be 
gained by standing in the way of this great World’s Exposition. 


| Those of us who live in the Northwest, in Illinois, in Wisconsin, 


in Michigan, and in the country tributary to Chicago will feel 
the crushing weight of whatever truth there is in the charge 
that the Democratic party is standing in the way of the progress 
of the country. 

A Republican Senate has passed this measure and sent it here, 
where it issupported by the Republicans of this House. If the 
Democrats defeat it they must take the responsibility of the 
criticism that will follow. That is why the Democrats of L1li- 
nois and the Northwest do not desire to put this question on 
political grounds. And Iam notdoing so. We had hoped that 
this appropriation might be viewed solely in the light of na- 
tional honor and credit. Had itnot been for the position taken 
by the gentleman from Ohio I should not allude to this matter. 
But if there is a political phase of this bill, as is made to appear 
here to-day, it is that the Republicans see the political advan- 
tage to them in supporting the measure rather than defeat- 
ing it. Ido not believe that this House will take the risk of 
crippling this great Exposition. The supreme moment ought 
not to be permitted tocome. The Government should be will- 
ing to provide ample means to enable the peoples of the earth 
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to look upon the most marvelous nation which has existed since 
creation’s dawn. The gentleman from Ohio {Mr. OUTHWAITE} 
says that it isa mere private corporation asking this aid. He 
overlooks the fact that the National Commission created by Con- 
gress is urging this appropriation that the Exposition may be 
all that the people of this country demand it shall be. — 

Some gentleman says: ‘‘ How about the Constitution?” Asto 
the constitutional question I will say, let the gentlemen thus 
solicitous settle that question when they vote for river and har- 
bor bills, and for other enterprises which are not recognized 
specifically by name in the Constitution. There may be ques- 
tions of that kind raised here by some gentlemen, but Lam not 
going toargue them. Theclause of the Constitution providing 
for the expenditure of public moneys for the general welfare of | 
the United States is sufficiently broad to include this great un- 
dertaking. This House, the Senate, and the President evi- 
dently so construed it when the law was passed establishing the 
National Commission and appropriating money therefor. The 
Exposition being a public enterprise and for the benefit of the 
whole people, is clearly within the seope of the Constitution and 
not within its inhibition. 

{t is insisted that Chicago will receive benefitfrom the World's 
Fair. This is conceded. The same applies to the improvement 
of every river and harbor and every public work in the country. 

‘he people living in the vicinity where public improvements 
are made receive largest benefits. This, however, does notren- | 
der it improper on that account to make the improvement. The 
legitimate purpose of any expenditure of public money is that it 
be primarily for the benefit of the people. That individuals or 
municipalities may reap incidental benefits can not be urged 
against it. To do so would defeat every public improvement. 

[t will hardly be seriously contended that the great Exposi- 
tion to commemorate the four hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of the New World and display the achievements, pres- 
ent great power, and future illimitable possibilities of this mod- 
ern Hercules among nations is not chiefly for the public welfare 
of our country. That conceded and other considerations must 
intluence gentlemen in denying Government aid at this time. 

It has been clearly shown that Chicago has done more than 
she agreed. Few cities could or would have done as much. 
More than ten millions have been provided. Illinois has appro- 
priated $800,000. Much of this, probably about one-third, comes 
out of the taxpayers of Chicago. Now, to carry on the prepa- 
rations on the scale prescribed by the Federal Commission and 
to meet the reasonable and just expectations of the most pro- 
gressive of peoples, even more than these large sums raised by 
Chicago and Illinois is absolutely demanded to insure such suc- 
cess as alone would comport with our dignity and greatness. 

it is sincerely to be hoped, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen will 
rise above questions of mere local consideration and vote the as- 
sistance so imperatively demanded, that this Exposition may 
truly display the greatness of our great country. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, understand the objections to 
this appropriation are twofold: First, that we have no power 
under the Constitution to appropriate money for purposes of this 
kind; next that if we have constitutional power, we ought not 
to exercise it. I propose, Mr. Speaker, to discuss these two ques- 
tions in their inverse order. The argument made by gentle- 
men who cite the declarations of members from Illinoisand Chi- 
cago in the last Congress that Chicago would not ask any ad- 
ditional appropriation, but would be perfectly satisfied if the 
Government would pay the expense of its own exhibits, would 
be overwhelmingly sufficient as a reason why we should not vote 
this appropriation if this were aChicago fair. But, Mr. Speaker, 
it is not a Chicago fair. This isnot a question which affects the 
local interests of the citv of Chicago, or even of the State of Illi- 
nois. It is an international exhibition, to which the Government 
of the United States has invited the nationsof the world. 

[t is an exhibit to which the nations of the world have been 
invited by the President of the United States, acting pursuant 
to the authorization given to him in a special act of Congress, 
and for this reason, sir, the Congress of the United States can 
not shirk its duty in respect to this international exhibit, because 
of the fact that some members in this House from the city of 
Chicago declared on this floor that that city would ask no addi- 
tional aid from the General Government. Considering as I do 
that the national honor is concerned in this matter, and that it 
shall be the greatest international exhibit of the age, which it was 
intended to be, and which gentlemen opposing it here on this 
floor say they want it to be, I, sir, feelit to bea duty on my part, 
and the duty of this Congress, to give to its assistance all of the 
aid that is neceseary. 

Again, sir, something has been said about the politics of the 
situation. The delegates from the States of the gentlemen who | 
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are here opposing this proposition voted in the city of Chicago, 
in the formation of a national Democratic platform, in favor of a 
declaration that Congress should extend whatever aid may b 
necessary to make this international exhibit a success. So that 
even from a party standpoint the party is committed toit. In 
my judgment it ought to be treated as a nonpartisan question, 
one in which the Democratic party should do its duty to the 
whole country by promoting and carrying to a suceessful con- 
clusion a celebration, an international exhibit in which all parts 
of the country are equally interested. That is all I desired to 
say upon that particular branch of the subject, and I will now 
address myself to the question of the constitutional power of 
Congress to make this appropriation. 

Mr. Speaker, many Democrats, I regret to say, are as much 
afraid of what is knownas the general-welfare clause of the Con- 
stitution asa moon-eyed horse is of a stumpon theroadside. They 
do not want to talk about it, or admit that there is any force 
or effect init. They do not want to admit that the language 
means anything or is entitled to any force in the determination 
of the powers which exist in Congress under the Constitution 
| am not one of them, and take the Constitution as it is, not as 
some think it ought to have been, and propose to give effect to 
every line and sentence it contains. The fact is, that the arti- 
cle in which it is to be found, the taxing clause, was originally 
reported without these words. It originally read: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises to pay the debts and provide for the common defense of the 
United States. 

That article was amended so as to read: 

Src. 8. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im 
posts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States. 


And then follow, Mr. Speaker, the paragraphs of section 8 
enumerating the powers conferred on the General Government 
specifically. It was insisted for along time, and isnow contended 
by some political writers, that the power of appropriation is 
limited under the Constitution to the execution of those powers 
which are specially conferred on the Congress of the United 
States. But as stated by Mr. Madison, in referring to this arti- 
cle of the Constitution, if that be the correct construction, it ab- 
solutely eliminates the potent words which were added to the 
article by the framers of the instrument themselves. If such 
construction is to be adopted, all of the meaning, force, and effect 
of the words “‘ and general welfare of the United States” placed 
in the article by the founders of the Government are removed. 

[tis argued on the other hand that thisis an independent grant 
of power. If that contention were correct, the other grants o 
power would be entirely unnecessary; because this grant would 
embrace all enumerated powers and Congress would have the a 
thority toenact such legislation in that line as it thought woul 
provide for the common defense and general welfare. Itseems to 
me, sir, that the true and proper construction of the words is that 
they were designated as a limitation or direction of the taxing 
power—a limitation of the taxing power which carries with it the 
power of appropriation—*‘ to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United States,” and a 
direction of the taxing and approprjation power to the same ob- 
jects and purposes. 

Giving it this construction we reach the intention of the fram- 
ers of the instrument themselves, to confer on the Congress the 
power to deal with the immense number of questions which it 
was foreseen would arise, and which are not covered by the ex- 
press grants contained in the succeeding paragraphs of the Con- 
stitution, but which do provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a 
question? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to ask this question of the gentleman 
from Louisiana: Conceding that the power to appropriate the 
public moneys is as unlimited as he asserts, how will he answer 
this point, that this is not an appropriation but aloan; or rather 
it makes the United States a stockholder in this Illinois cor- 
poration? 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have not contended 
or argued that the power of taxation is unlimited, or that the 
power of appropriation is unlimited. 

Mr. BAILEY. I say, unlimited, as you argue. 

Mr. BOATNER. I say that no authority for appropriation is 
to be found, except in the taxing clause of the Constitution, and 
that the taxing clause of the Constitution imposes the same lim- 
itation upon the power of appropriation as it does upon the powe! 
of taxation. As we have no power to levy taxes except to pay 





| the debts and to provide for the common defense and the general 


welfare of the United States, so we have no power to appropri- 
ate the money thus ievied except for the same purposes; and the 
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limitation in the Constitution to which I call the gentleman's 
attention is a limitation addressed to legislative discretion and 
to the consciences of the legislators. The question then, under 
my construction, would be whether the object of this appropri- 
ation is one which provides for the general welfare of the United 
States. Ifitis, why, it isa legitimate and proper subject of legis- 
lative appropriation. I[f itis not, then the limitation in the Con- 
stitution would prevent us from making any appropriation in its 
aid. 

Now, answering the question of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 


BAILEY}, I say that itis an elementary rule of construction that | 
the greater always includes the less, and as we have the unques- | 
tioned power under the Constitution to make an absolute donation_| 


of any amount of public money which we see proper to this en- 


terprise, and to this Exposition at Chicago, we have for the same | 


reason the right to give aid upon any terms which we may dic- 
tate. 


right. 
Now, my friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES], in an argument 
which he addressed to this House a few days ago, has placed this 


apvropriation upon the line and the level of the demand of cer- | 


tain of our fellow citizens, who desire the Government to open a 


general mortgage office and loan money upon all the real estate | 


in the United States, and a great pawnshop to loan monzy upon 
all the corn, oats, wheat, cotton, etec., which may be presented: 
and he says that if we make this appropriation to the World's 
Fair at Chicago, we will be unable to answer the demands of 


those who advocate these measures, because, he says, if we have | 
the authority to loan to the Chicago Exposition without secur- | 
| not have incorporated in the bill that it shall be a loan. 


ity, we have, for a stronger reason, the authority to loan to the 
farmer upon the security of his products. 


Mr. Speaker, it appears to me that the gentleman hasentirely | 
ignored the essential difference which is created by this limita- 


tion of power in the Constitution, or it seems to have escaped his 
attention; and that is, that the United States may raise money 
by taxation, in order that it may pay the debts and provide for 
the common defense and the general welfare of the United States; 


and the limitation is that this money shall be appropriated to | 
those objects of public utility which promote and provide for | 


the general welfare; the dividing line being, does the proposed 
appropriation address itself to the promotion of individual gain 


not give the aid; if the latter, it is not only our right but our 
duty to do so. 

Therefore, as this Exposition is a matter of national and inter- 
national importance; as we have invited the nations of the world 
to come and see the advances which we have made in science, 


art, manufacture, and agriculture; as we have invited them to | 
bring to us the evidences of their advances in the same lines: as | 


it is in the promotion of commercial intercourse and the general 


interchange of commodities between other nations and our own | 


country, it is nota private matter, it is not for private and in- 
dividual gain, but is one of those objects of public concern, in 
providing for which we previde for the general welfare of the 
United States. 


In the brief time allowed me it is impossible to discuss so im- | 


portant a question freely or as I should like to do. The State 


which I have the honor to represent in part has for years asked | 


legislation on the broad lines I have indicated, and it has been 
granted. 


fit for human habitation. 


otherwise destroy it, and I can not adopt a rule of construction 
as applicable to Chicago which would be destructive if applied 
to the Mississippi. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield three minutes tothe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |[Mr. O'NEILL]. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. 


who last addressed the House need not be raised at all. Con- 
gress has voted aid, both in the way of loans and in the way of 
gifts, tosuch expositions as this. The parties who were man- 
aging the Philadelphia Centennial Exposition supposed Con- 
gress had given a million anda half of dollars to that enterprise: 


but through the interposition of Mr. SPRINGER, a member from | 
Illinois, there were words incorporated into the act which were | 
afterward construed by the Supreme Court of the United States | 


to mean that the million and a half was a loan and that it must 
be paid back. 


Next we appropriated $1,000,009 to the Exposition at New Or- | 


leans. I am quite sure that the wording of that act was “a 





We have the right to loan upon terms; we have the right | 
to give upon terms, or we have the right to appropriate out- | 
| priation. 
| showed five members against it, and it had a great effect upon 





But for the beneficent legislation of Congress in grant- | 
ing us appropriations to assist us in preventing disastrous floods, | 
large areas of my State and the Mississippi Valley would be un- | 
We have found the power to protect | 
that great valley from the ravages of the floods which would | 
| dent on the 12th instant, and not having been returned by him 
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loan,” and yet it has turned out to be a gift. You have heard 
of no one endeavoring to have that money paid back. No offi- 
cer of the Government and no member of Congress has volun- 
teered to go into the Supreme Court of the United States to 
test the question, and so we have made both a loan and a gift, 
practically; and I do not doubt the power of this House to make 
this a gift. I proposed that it should be a loan, and I am sorry 
to say that but few members voted for my amendment. The 
Centennial Board of Finance, which was the body of men that 
made that Exposition the great success that it was, came here, 
session after session, until within a few years past, and asked 
Congress to repay the million and a half to that Centennial 
Board of Finance. They did not give it up until at last they 
became satisfied that Congress would not doit. The affairs of 
the Centenntal Board of Finance were wound up afew weeks ago 
by act of Congress and by the signature of the President. 

Now, the State of Illinois is to be congratulated upon the fact 
that the entire membership from that State favors this appro- 
Upon the vote the State of Pennsylvania at that time 


carrying the Springer amendment. I voted that this Exposi- 
tion should be in New York, not because I felt any sting at the 
action of Mr. SPRINGER years ago in this House, but because it 
was nearer to Philadelphia. It would have been within 90 
miles of the city of Philadelphia, within two hours’ ride by two 
great railroad lines, and because of that Philadelphia would 
have profited indirectly by its being held in New York. I may 
say at last I am happy it went to Chicago; that it went to anen- 
terprising, courageous people, who will make it a success; and 
to-day I am ready to vote the money, to make it a gift, as I can 
i hope 
that this House will stand by the Senate amendment. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On July 25, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 5997) to amend section 2 of anact approved May 
14, 1880, being ‘‘An act for the relief of settlers on public 
lands;” 

An act (H. R. 8579) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to in- 


and profit, or is it a matter of public concern, not intended to | corporate the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of 


put money into the pocketsof individuals? If the former, under | 
the limitation upon the taxing and appropriating power, we can | 


Jolumbia;” 

An act (H. R. 5446) to provide for the care of dependent chil- 
dren in the District of Columbia, and to create a board of chil- 
dren's guardians; 

An act (H. R. 1105) for the relief of Henry S. Cohn, late of the 
One hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 3496) for the relief of A. S. Lee; 

An act (H. R. 2370) for the relief of Nathaniel Lang; 

An act (H. R. 3310) for the relief of Jerome H. Biddle; 

An act (H. R. 5091) to amend an act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Tennessee River, approved August 
9, 1888; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 80) authorizing the acceptance of 
medals presented to the officers and crew of the United States 


| steamship Baltimore by the King of Sweden; 


An act (H. R. 9324) to enforce reciprocal commercial relations 
between the United States and Canada, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2100) for the relief of Julius C. Zanone, only heir 
of John B. Zanone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski County, IIl., 
deceased; 

An act (H. R. 6073) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
provide mail service, and for other purposes; and 

An act (H. R. 6142) for the relief of J. D. King. 


{NoTeE.—The following bill having been presented to the Presi- 


to the House of Congress in which it originated within the ten 
days prescribed by the Constitution, has become a law without 


| his approval.] 


Anact (H. R. 1239) for the relief of the Mobile and Girard Rail- 


| road Company. 
Mr. Speaker, the constitu- | 
tional question which has been referred to by the gentleman | 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles: when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6183) to amend the national-bank act in providing 
for the redemption of national-bank notes stolen from or lost by 
banks of issue; and 

A bill (H. R. 9022 to provide for the examination of certain of- 
ficers of the Marine Corps and to regulate promotions therein, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing vctes of the two Houses 
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on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1273) to authorize 
the entry of lands chiefly valuable for building stone under the 
placer-mining laws. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk's desk, referred to their appropriate Calendar, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 

LOWERING THE HEIGHT OF A BRIDGE PROPOSED TO BE 
STRUCTED ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 
Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri, from the Committee on Interstat2 
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CON- | 


and Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. | 


$657) to provide for lowering the height of a bridge proposed 
to be constructed across the Ohio River between Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and Covington, Ky., by the Cincinnati and Covington 


Rapid Transit Bridge Company; which was referred to the Houss | 


Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
RESTORATION OF WIDOWS OF UNION SOLDIERS 
TO THE RIGHT OF PENSION. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 7217) to restore 
widows of Union soldiers and sailors to the right of pension; 
which was referred to the Committze of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the Hous2 do now adjourn. 

PERSONAL REQUESTS OF MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending that motion, the Chair 
will submit the following personal requests of members: 

I ask permission to withdraw papers filed with the Committee on Military 
Affairs in connection with House bill 3717. 


AND SAILORS 


M. G. WRIGHT 

Mr. HARTER asks leave of absence for Thursday and Friday, 
on account of important business. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH, indefinitely, on accountof sickness in his 
family. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, for two days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions asks the House to recom- 
mit to that committee the bill (H. R. 1783) to pension Honora 
Shea, reported to the House adversely on July 16, 1890. 

Mr. HARTER requests unanimous consent to print remarks 
on House bill 7845 in the RECORD. 

Mr. LIND requested that he be permitted to insert in the 
RECORD the views of the minority with his remarks made yes- 
terday. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. 
requests will be granted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must object to those leaves of absence be- 
ing granted except in cases of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
absence on account of sickness will be granted. 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
any of the other requests? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; I do. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. There are several miscellaneous 
requests. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to any leave of absence, except on 
account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
any of the other requests? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Qh, no! 

The SPEAKER pro tenpore. 
cept the leaves of absence not on account of sickness, will be 
granted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

RECOMMITTAL OF BILLS. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bills H.R. 9540 and H.R.8368 be recommitted to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, they having been reported by mis- 
take. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Without objection these several 


Does the gentleman object to 


Does the gentleman object to 


Without objection the leave of | 


Then these several requests, ex- | 
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sions: A bill (S. 2272) granting a pension to Harriett W.St2vens. 
(Report No. 2055.) 
By Mr. JOLLEY, from the same committze: bill 


A S. 509) 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. Matlock. (Re- 
p rt No. 2056.) : 

By Mr. MCKINNEY, from the same committee: 

A bill (S, 3052) granting a pension to Nettie N. Seaver. (Re- 


port No. 2057.) 
A bill (H. R. 1858) granting a pension to Mary Martin. 


s Report 
No. 2058.) 


A bill (H. R. 5463) granting a pension to Harriett T. Vosburgh. 
Report No. 2059.) 
A bill (H. R. 8564) restoring Julia L. Roberts, late Julia L. 


Doty, to the pension roll. (Report No. 2060. 

A bill (H. R. 9330) granting an increase of pension to Watson 
S. Bentley. (Report No. 2081.) 

By Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee 

A bill (H. R. 8824) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller. 
Report No. 2062.) 

A pill (S. 3166) 
No. 2063.) 

By Mr. SNOW, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 5666) granting a pension to George L. Frymire. 
(Report No. 2064.) 

A bill (H. R. 6816) 
port No. 2065.) 

By Mr. HARRIES, from the same committee: 


for the relief of Betsey McGeorge. (Report 


granting a pension to Guy W. Gibson. (Re- 


5 


A biil (S. 1254) granting a pension to Anson Northrup. (Re- 
port No. 2066.) 

A bill (S. 1786) granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie Gray. (Re- 
port No. 2067.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 9647) granting a pension to Honora Shea. (Re- 


| port No. 205: 





The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was then agreed to; and accord- | 


ingly (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIU, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committces, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. VAN HORN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


A bill (H. R. 6101) inereasing the pension of Charles Reese, late 
a captain of Company D, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
t-er Infantry. (Report No. 2070. 

A bill (H. R. 1272) granting a pension to Mary D. McChesney. 
(Report No. 2071. 

A bill (H. R. 3253 
Report No. 2072.) 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee 


to increase the pension of William G. Smith. 


on Claims: 


A bill (H. R. 7351) for the relief of S. Wachner. (Report No. 
2073. ) 

A bill (H. R. 8499) for the relief of S. Kirkpatrick. (Report No. 
2074.) 


By Mr. WILSON of Missouri. from the Commmittce on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2778) granting a pension t> Anna FE. Barnard. (Re- 
pori No. 2076.) 

A bill (S. 453) granting a pension to Eliza Conroy. 
No. 2077.) 

By Mr. BOATNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary: A 
bill (H. R. 9364) to relieve John Henry Ley, of the District of 
Columbia. (Report No. 2078.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1535) to increase the pension of Andrew J. 
(Report No. 2080.) 


Report 


a4 
MNOonroe, 


A bill (S. 3267) granting a pension to Margaret A.Flinn. (Re- 
port No. 2081.) 
A bill (S. 1770) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene. (Re- 


port No. 2082.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (S. 2778) 
granting a pension to Annie E. Barnard, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A resolution requesting the Committee 
on Agriculture to report on condition of forestry reservations 
in California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PAGE of Maryland: A resolution for providing for the 
printing of eulogies upon the Hon. lphraimn K. Wilson, late a 
Senator from the State of Maryland—to the Commiitee on Print- 
ing. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A resolution upon the acceptance of 
the invitation of the citizens’ executive eommitt°e in charge of 
the national encampment committee of the Grand Army of the 


| Republic—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause1lof Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 9668) for the relief of the heirs 
of Zebulon Parker—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McGANN: A bill (H. R. 9667) for the relief of William 
Loughman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R.9666) for the relief of Joseph 
Hamilton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Petition of Local As- | 


sembly 486, Knights of Labor, of Russellville, Ark., against an 


appropriation for the Columbian Exposition—to the Select Com- | 


mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 
sy Mr. COBURN: Affidavit relating to House bill No. 9570— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr.CLOVER: Petition of citizens of Winfield, Kans., ask- | 


ing that no legislation be had on opening or closing the World’s 
Columbian Exposition on Sunday nor any other law enacted 
looking to a union of church and state—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. CRISP: Resolutions unanimously adopted by the citi- 


zens’ executive committee having in charge the reception and | 


entertainment of the twenty-sixth 
Grand Army of the Republic the 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: 
Pa., asfollows: Petition of the Presbyterian, of the United Pres- 
byterian, of the Reformed Presbyterian, of the Baptist, and of 
the First Christian, all against the sale of intoxicating liquors 


national encampment of the 
20th of September next—to 


at the World's Fair—to the Select Committee on the Columbian | 


Exposition. 

Also, protest of members of the African Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of New Brighton, Pa., against the sale of intoxicating 
liquors at the World’s Exposition—to the Select Committee on 
the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of 42 members of the P. Y.P.C. Y.’s 
residing in Kansas, asking that the Columbian Exposition shall 
be closed on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
bian Exposition. 

By Mr. HARRIES: Paper accompanying House bill 7304, for 
the relief of Richard Howard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Affidavits in support of the pen- 
sion claim of Mrs. Eliza Fish, to accompany House bill %518—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. LAWSON of Georgia: Papers in the claim of Joshua | 


Hill, of Morgan County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr.STOUT: Petition of O.S. Tiff and others, of Montrose, 
county of Genesee, Mich., against Sunday closing of the Colum- 


bian Exposition—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- | 


position. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of the Stereotypers’ Union No. 
13, of Denver, Colo., that no legislation be enacted in favor of 
either opening or closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: Protesting resolution of En- 
campment No. 98, Union Veteran Legion of St. Joseph, Mo., 
against the removal of charges of desertion unless upon some 
frivolous technicality—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7726) reserving from entry certain lands in Ok- 
lahoma, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions of the Emmet 
Associates of Milford, Mass., in regard to the imprisonment in 
England of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, and praying that steps be 
taken for his release; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the passage of any legislation clos- 


ing the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was | 


ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of legislation closing the World’s Columbian 
Exposition on Sunday and prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors thereat; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented memorials of 410 citizens of 
Branch County, Mich., remonstrating against the commitment 
| of the United States Government to a union of religion and the 
state; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I presenta petition numerously signed by 
citizens of Yonkers, N. Y., in reference to the imprisonment in 
iingland of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, a citizen of the United States. 
I will state that the Committee on Foreign Relations have a 
great number of these petitions in behalf of the pardon of Dr. 
‘Thomas Gallagher, but have not yet reported upon them because 
there is doubt as to what the legislative power has to doinsuch 
| questions as a matter of comity with aforeign government. No 
report has been made, but a great number of petitions of this 
kind have been sent to the committee. This petition comes to 
me from the Speaker of the House—a petition sent to that body 
|} also. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Pilgrim Congre- 
| gational Church of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
opening of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. VEST presented a memorial of 212 citizens of Sedalia, Mo., 
remonstrating against the passage of any legislation closing the 
| World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered 
| to lie on the table. 
Mr. PALMER presented the petition of J. H. Tompkins and 
other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., in regard to the labor 
troubles and the employment of Pinkerton detectives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
| Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition in the form of resolu- 
tions adopted by the Portland (Oregon) Federated Trades’ As- 
sembly, July 14, 1892, praying Congress to appoint an investi- 
gating committee to inquire into and ascertain the causes which 
led to the late labor troubles in the Coeur d’Alene mining re- 

| gion, Idaho, and denouncing the employment of Pinkerton and 

| Thiel agency men, or other nonresident persons, as peace offi- 
cers in labor troubles; which was referred to the Committee on 
Edueation and Labor. 

Mr. RANSOM presented sundry telegrams from citizens of 
| Goldsboro, Wadesboro and Kinston, in the State of North Caro- 
| lina, remonstrating against the passage of the antioption bill; 
| which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 39 members of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of Winthrop, Lowa, praying that the 
World’s Columbian Exposition be closed on Sunday and that the 
sale of intoxicating liquors be prohibited thereat; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of citizens of Woodburn, Hartley, 
Grand Junction, and Ruthven, all in the State of Iowa, remon- 
| strating against the commitment of the United States Govern- 
| ment to a union of religion and the state by the passage of any 

legislation closing the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sun- 
| day: which were ordered to lie on the table. 
| He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 86, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Creston, Iowa, remonstrating against the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion against the military record of 
| soldiers of the war of the rebellion except upon evidence that 
the case isa just and meritorious one; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of North Dakota, praying for the passage of the antioption bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 559) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co., re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

| Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
| ferred the bill (S. 1565) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford, 
reported it with anamendment, and submitted areport thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Mary O’Con- 

| nor, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 
PUBLIC FOREST RESERVATIONS. # 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. PAp- 
DOCK on the 22d instant, reported it without amendment, and it 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the bill S. 3225, entitled ‘‘ A bill to provide for 
the establishment, protection, and administration of public forest reserva- 
| tions, and for other purposes,’’ together with the writtenreport of the Com- 
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mittee on Agriculture and Forestry accompanying the same, be printed and 
placed in the document room of the Senate for the use of the Senators, 1.000 
copies of which number shall be for distribution by the Committee on Agri 
culture and Forestry. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE SITE. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution: which was referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and is hereby, authorized to 
sit during the coming recess for the performance of any and all duties devolv- 
ing upon it under the law, and for the purpose of continuing investigation 
under concurrent resolution of March 9, 1892, with a view to the selection of 
asite for the Government Printing Office and to make report thereon, and to 
employ astenographer, the expenses thereof to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 

CLERK FOR SENATOR VANCE. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to 


| 
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Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to re- | 


por the following resolution: 
Resolved, That authority is hereby given to ZEBULON B. VANCE, a Senator 


from North Carolina, to employ a clerk during the recess of the Senate; and | 


the Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized and directed to pay such 
clerk the usual per diem compensation out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate. 

T ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada reports 
the resolution? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, it is an original resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to nem. con. 

COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 

trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 


ferred the resolution submitted by Mr. PLATT on the 21st in- | 


stant, reported it without amendment, and asked for its present 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories, or any subcommittee thereof 
appointed for the purpose, are hereby authorized during the recess of Con- 
gress to visit the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and Oklahoma 
for the purpose of obtaining information with regard to the resources, pop- 

lation, and condition of said Territories, and as to the propriety of the ad- 
rmilssion of the same as States, and that the expenses of said committee be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be printed and lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will go over. 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred a resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Montana |[Mr. POWER] and reported from the Committee to Ex- 
amine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, to report it 
with a substitute, and recommend the passage of the substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, whose duty it shall be toinvestigate the operations 
of the United States Geological Survey, the efficiency and utility of such Sur 
vey, together with the progress made and economy observed inits work; that 
said committee is authorized to sit during the sessions and the approaching 
recess of the Senate; may employ aclerk and a stenographer, send for ] 
sons and papers, and administer oaths, the expenses of suchinvestigation to 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be printed so that we can see ex- 
actly the scope of it. It can be called up in the morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
go over. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iask the Senator from Missouri if he has 
any special objection to the resolution respecting the Geologica! 
Survey. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not tell exactiy until I see the scope 
of the resolution. It can be printed and brought back here ina 
short time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam compelled to go away to-day, and that 
is the reason why I ask. 

Mr.COCKRELL. We can have a special order made to have 
it printed and brought back in afew hours’ from the Government 
Printing Office. TheSecretary can have the printing made spe- 
cial and have it sent to the office, and it will be immediately 
brought back, so that we can see what it is, and it can be called 
up atany time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request for immediate print- 
ing will be complied with, and the resolution will lie on the table 
for the present. 


I 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3477) to provide for do- 
ing away with certain grade crossings on the lines of the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad in the city of Washington, D. C., 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3478) relating to the regis 


tration of trade-marks; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3479) to amend the patent laws; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Patent } 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3480) providing for the 
construction of an administration building for army purposes at 
Fort D. A. Russell, Wyo., and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

NAVAL REVIEW IN NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. HALE introduced a biil (S. 3476) to change the date of the 
naval review in New York Harbor; which was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr. HALE. [ask that the bill may be put upon its passage 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 8 of the act of Congress of April 25, 1890, pro- 
viding for the naval rendezvous and review in Hampton Roads, and in New 
York Harbor, in April, 1893, is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

_* That the President is hereby empowered and directed to extended to 
foreign nations an invitation to send ships of war to join the United States 
Navy in rendezvous at Hampton Roads, in April, 1893, and proceed thence 

at such time during the month of May or June, as may be designated by 
Secretary of the Navy, to New York Harbor to hold a review.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. As this isa bill just introduced, I should 
like to have it explained. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to explain it. The only opportunity 
of passing itis in this way. The provision in the original act 
is in these words: 
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That the President is hereby empowered and directed to hold anayal re- 
view in New York Harbor, in April, 1893, and to extend to foreign natio1 
au invitation to send ships of war to join the United States in ré 


dezyvous at Hampton Roads and proceed thence to said revi 


The Seeretary of the Navy upon examining this law is doubt- 
ful whether under the language he could hold any review ex- 
cept in April, which of course is not agood time so far as the sea- 
son and the weathergo. The whole thing ought to be reversed, 
that is, the review held at Hampton Roads, as provided here, 
with the rendezvous of ships and foreign ships, and then pro- 
ceed to New York and have the review part held later, in thi 
discretion of the Secretary, in May or in June. This is only to 
me-t that difficulty. The Secretary of the Navy is in favor of 
it and has writtena letter to that effect, and the only oppor- 
tunity of doing it isin this way. It might go until next winter 


but the invitations to be given, as in all such eases, are formal 
and exact to foreign nations, and therefore the bill should pass 
at the present time if at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the bill changes only one 
word, from ‘‘April” to ‘* May,” in the old law. 

Mr. HALE. That is all. It simply gives the discretion 
which the Secretary finds is not confided to him by the law. 

ir. ALLISON. I do not know that I shall oppose the bill, 


but the law providing for the naval review in April was intended 


to so arrange the whole disposition of this affair as not to inter- 
fere with the opening of the Exposition on the first day of May. 
If the bill introduced by the Senator from Maine shall pass as 
I ie law it seems to divide the Exposition dur- 
ing the months of May and June, having one part of it going on 
in Chicago and another part of it going on in the neighborhood 
of New York City. I do not know whether that is wise or not. 
Certainly this is the first time I have heard of the proposition. 
Mr. HALE. That has been taken into consideration by the 
Navy Department. Of course, whenever the review is held, the 
distinguished visitors and persons participating in it will go to 
Chicago and be present at the opening of the Fair there and for 
some time afterwards. This is not intended in any way tointer- 
fere with that. The ships will be here and remain on the coast 
through April and May, and after Chicago has been visited and 
attended to, then the formal technical review can be held in the 
month of May. Possibly the Secretary might do this without 
‘hange, but the Senator will see that the language of the 
law might forbid that: 

That the President is hereby empowered and directed to h a naval re 

view in New York Harbor in April, 1893. 











A Secretary might take the discretion of saying that it would 
be a nominal review, and as the shipswere there he would hold 
the real review, the real spectacle, the real pageant later; but 
to save any difficulty of that kind, this amendment of the law is 
introduced, not to interfere in any way with the Exposition at 
Chicago, but to join with it and to go with it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be true, but this is a matter which 
seems to me requires some little attention and consideration. | 
do not know but that itis all right, but it seems to me that it 
is to extend the naval review into parts at least of two months. 






Sa 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I know very well that when the measure 
was adopted the word ‘‘ April” was put in purposely and with 
the express design to confine this naval display to that month. 
Therefore, I think it would not be right to pass the bill until 
the President of the Columbian Exposition, who, I believe, is in 
the city, or at least he has been here recently, and the Senators 
from that State can be consulted. My impression is, that this 
would not be keeping good faith with the general managers of 
the Exposition, who expect to have the whole of the time b2- 
tween the Ist of May and the Ist of October, without any com- 
petition with the naval review, which was to be in April specifi- 
cally by the terms of the law. I should like to have the opin- 
ions of the Senators from Illinois. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, this is a matter which can be done 
only by unanimous consent. I conferred with what members of 
the Naval Committee I could find upon the floor, and they all 
said it was a proper thing, so that the bill has the informal in- 
dorsement of the Naval Committ2e. But it can only be done by 
unanim-us consent. The bill may lie on the table for the pres- 
ent, and I am not certain that I shall call it up again, because 
if there be any such objection as the Senator from Ohio sug- 
gests, nobody wants to make any friction or get up any dilfer- 
ence bstween these two features. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 


DISTRICT BRIDGES. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 110) con- 
ferring the control of the bridges in the District of Columbia on 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask for the immediate consideration of 
the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the control of bridges in the District 
of Columbia is hereby conferred on the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and they are hereby required to make such proper regulations as 
they may deem necessary for the safety of the public using said bridges, and 
for the lighting and the police control of the same. 

Src. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. VEST. Does the joint resolution come from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. McMILLAN. A similar measure was introduced here 
some six weeks ago and passed the Senate as an amendment to 
the District appropriation bill. By some mistake it was left out, 
and I am introducing it again. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator say that it has passed the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It passed the Senate as an amendment to 
the District appropriation bill, but by an error it was left out. 


[t is simply to give the District Commissioners the control of the | 
bridges. For instance, in the case of along bridge like that over | 


the Eastern Branch, where now, under the old law, a hundred 
years old, passengers are compelled to cross by walking their 
teams, they can trot slowly if the Commissioners allow them to 
do so, and the same way in regard to some of the other bridges, 
bridges half a mile long, where all the tzams are obliged to walk. 
This is to give them power to go at a more rapid rate of speed. 
The engineers of the District say the bridges are perfectly safe, 


and it is quite proper, they say, that the Commissioners should | 


have this power. 


Mr. VEST. Then, as I understand the joint resolution, it | 
simply goes to the control of the bridges and not as to any change 


in structure? 


Mr. MCMILLAN. No, just the control of the bridges; that is | 
all. It has nothing to do with the construction of the bridges. | 


Tne VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution, it is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I doubt whether the bridge under which 
the water main across Rock Creek passes ought to be placed 
under the Commissioners. I think that ought to be left under 
the Engineer Corps, as it has been for so long, which has charge 
of all the water works. I move an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the name of that bridge? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Aqueduct bridge, the bridge down on 
Pennsylvania avenue, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to insert ‘‘except the Aqueduct 
bridge across Rock Creek.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. You might call it the Pennsylvania ave- 
nue bridge across Rock Creek. I think that would be the proper 
way to describe it. 


Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the joint resolution it 
merely places the control of these bridges in the hands of the 
District Commissioners. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. [donot see why this bridge should be ex- 
c>pted from that control. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The water main is not under the control 
of the District Commissioners. Thatis under the Engineer Corps, 
and not the Commissioners. It is a separate officer entirely 
who has charge of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Therefore the Commissioners ought not 
to be able to do as they please with the bridge resting upon 
that great main. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Irises to inquire under what rule we are 
proceeding now in the cortsideration of this business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By the unanimous consent of the 
Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw all unanimous consent so far 
as I am concerned, pursuant to the noticel gave. Measures can 
not come here just from a committee and get the full considera- 
tion of the Senate while this record lies here with the work of 
months, passed by committees of this body, who have the right 
of way, and for that Calendar I intend to assert the right of 
way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution, and it will be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


DISTRICT CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolutions; which 
were referred to the Committze to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to ascertain and report tothe 
Senate the amount of the capital stock, bonds, and other evidences of debt 
issued by each and one incorporated company in the District of Columbia; 
the amount actually paid for said stock and bonds; the amount and value 
of the property acquired by each of saidcompanies; the amount of gross re- 
ceipts aud expenditures by said corporations for each year during the oo 
ten years; the dividends paid to stockholders during the same period, and the 
amount and disposition of any surplus fund; the amount of taxes paid each 
year; and to further ascertain and report what, if any, additional tax should 
be levied and collected from said corporations, and what further provisions 
should be made for the better regulation and control of said corporations. 

Resolved, That said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall have au- 
thority to send for persons and papers, administer oaths to witnesses, and 
take testimony during the present session or during the approaching recess 
of Congress, and to employ a clerk and stenographer; th: expense of the in- 
vestigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


ELLIS ISLAND IMMIGRANT STATION. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I submit a resolution and ask to have it lie 
| over. I may wish to call it up to-morrow in order to submit 
| some remarks upon it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate a statement as tothe operations of the Department at 
Ellis Island in receiving immigrants from foreign countries, and the condi- 
tion a ear of the buildings and other accommodations there for 
said service. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [I ask that the resolution may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go over as requested by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocTOR]. The resolution will lie 
on the table for the present. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. BATE. Iask to be relieved from further service upon 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
to be excused from further service upon the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the Senator from Tennessee is excused. 

Mr. BATE. I ask that the Chair may fill the vacancy, and I 
| beg leave to suggest tothe Chair thatthe Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. PUGH] be substituted. I have the permission of the chair- 
man to make the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
leave that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] assume the 
| place vacated by him upon the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

The Chair hears no objection, and the substitution will be made. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6793) to pro- 
vide for semiannual statements by foreign corporations doing 
business in the District of Columbia. 

| The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
| the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7294) granting 
pensions to army nurses, agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senat> on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
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had appointed Mr. MARTIN, Mr. BUTLER, and Mr. JOLLEY 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
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The message further announced that the House had passed the | 


following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: ‘ f ’ j 

A bill (H. R. 8507) to put in force in the Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma Territory the law of the State of Arkansas entitled 
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China, as well asfrom all the other countries of the world, making 
exhibits of their peculiar workmanship and manufacture. Un- 
less this resolution is passed, it seems to me that we strike a fatal 
blow at the success of this Fair, and it is of such great importance, 





| although this session is nearly over,a; to warrant the immediate 


| 


consideration of this resolution by the Senate. I therefore shall 


| move to take up the joint resolution. 


“An act to regulate the rates of charges for the carriage of pas- | 


sengers by railroads,” approved April 4, 1887; and 
A bill (H. R. 9175) to put in force in the Indian Territory and 


Oklahoma Territory certain laws of the State of Arkansas. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 6183) to amend the national-bank act in provid- 
ing for the redemption of national-bank notes stolen from or lost 
by banks of issue: 

A bill (H. R. 9022) to provide for the examination of certain 
officers of the Marine Corps, and to regulate promotion therein; 

A bill (H. R. 9172) to incorporate the Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway Company; and 

A bill (H. R. 9284) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

FOREIGN EXHIBITORS AT WORLD'S FAIR. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 106) authorizing for- 
eign exhibitors at the World’s Columbian Exposition to bring 
to this country foreign laborers for the purpose of preparing 
for and making their exhibits. I have an amendment which | 
shall offer which I think will meet all objections to the measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I object to its considera- 
tion now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator would kindly hear what 
is to be said about the measure. It is quite impossible for us to 
invite foreigners here and not permit them to bring their own 
peculiar workmen with them to put up their own exhibits. It 
is very unkind. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have stated substantially the reason why 
the joint resolution should be passed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from South Dakota that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President. a single word. I want to 


| call the attention of the Senate to the fact, as to the appeal of 
| the Senator just now, that if there was an emergency, the Sen- 


Mr. VOORHEES. We have all worked through this session 


of Congress. The result of our labors is on this Calendar. 
Senators coming here from committees, morning after morning, 
get up and ask that the fresh work they bring in shall be con- 
sidered and have the right of way over the results of the labors 
of the entire session. Ifother Senators are willing to sit by and 
see it done, very contrary to my usual custom here I do not in- 
tend todoso. It is not fair, it is not considerate, it is not just, 
it is almost impolite. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say in reply to the Senator from 
Indiana that I know of no instance where [ have reported a bill 
that was not of general interest and of no personal interest what- 
ever to me, and asked the consideration of it under the circum- 
stances stated by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator from South Dakota thinks 
that I have any reference to him personally, he could not pos- 
sibly make a graver mistake. This objection of mine does not 
relate to individuals, whether they are large or small. It is to 
a rule of conduct that is set up here not merely by him, but by 
dozens of others. It called forth my objection yesterday, and 
the attempt of the Senator to consider it personal is futile, and 
I might say something stronger. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. lI object to the consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this resolution—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I object to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I appeal to the Senator from Indiana, inas- 
much as he has made his statement, whether he will not kindly 
hear the other side for a few moments? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I conceive it almost impossible to con- 
duct the World’s Fair unless this joint resolution is passed. Un- 
der the contract-labor law of this country and the Chinese-ex- 
clusion act no skilled laborers from foreign countries can be 
brought in for the purpose of preparing and conducting the ex- 
hibits. Such laborcan not be secured in this country. Weshall 
have exhibitors from Egypt, Persia, Turkey, India, Japan, and 
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ate has been in session [ do not know how long—and I sha’! not 
stop to count up, but many months—and every consideration 


| pointed out by the honorabie Senator from South Dakota has 


been present to his mind, or might have been, or ought to have 
been, months ago, and there is no need for anyone to come for- 
ward in the closing hours and say if this is not done and if that 
is not done something dreadful will happen. We have been 
here for the consideration of these things long before to-day, 
and while we have been at work on other matters on this Calen- 
dar the Senator from South Dakota had full notice months aco, 
so far as the exigencies and demands of the World’s Fair are 
concerned. I shall ask for the yeas and nays on this motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow m2 to say a word— 
[ think he is a fair-minded man—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I try to be, but the line has to be drawn 
somewhere. 

Mr. CULLOM. It so happens that those in authority in con- 
nection with the Exposition sent resolutions similar to the one 
just introduced to my colleague, [ think to the Senator fro.n Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE!, and to myself, but for some unaccounta- 
ble reason they were not received. Hence it was that the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the committee and of ourselves failed to 
be called to this subject until very recently, the managers of the 
Exposition supposing that we had attended to it. 

I hope under the circumstances, and in view of the great im- 
portance of this sub‘ect, the Ssnator will yield and allow the joint 
resolution to pass. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It would be difficult for the Senator from 
[liinois to appeal to me on any questioninvain. I with iraw my 
objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam very much obliged to the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection being withdrawn, 
the joint resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hopeafter this joint resolution is dispos -d 
of there will b2 unanimous consent that the Calendar may be 
proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution (S. R. 106) authorizing foreign exhib- 
itors at the World’s Columbian Exposition to bring to this coun- 
try foreign laborers for the purpose of preparing for and mak- 
ing their exhibits. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer anamendment, to come in at the 
end of the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be state. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the joint resolu- 
tion the following proviso: 

Provided, however. That no alien shall, by virtue of this act, eiter the 
United States under contract to perform labor, except by express permis- 
sion, naming such alien, of the Secretary of the Treasury; and any such 


alien Who may remain in the United States for more than one year after the 
close of said Exposition shall thereafter be subject to all the processes and 
penalties applicabie to aliens coming in violation of the alien contract labor 


laws aforesaid. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the committee any further amend- 
ments? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have another amendment which I wish 
to offer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after * eighty-five,” it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘prohibiting the importation of foreigners 
under contract to perform labor, and the acts of Congress pro- 
hibiting the coming of Chinese persons into the United States, 
and the acts amendatory of these acts;” so as to read: 

That the act of Congress approved February 26, 1885, prohibiting the im- 
portation of foreigners under contract to perform labor, and the acts of 
Congress prohibiting the coming of Chinese persons into the United States, 
and the acts amendatory of these acts, and the acts amendatory thereof, shall 
not be so construed, etc. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have another amendment which will 
remedy that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I think there is too much in that amend- 
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ment already, as the Senator will see if he will have it read 
again. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
reads: 

That the act of Congress approved February 25, 1885, prohibiting the im- 
portation of foreigners under contract to perform labor, and the acts of Con- 
gress prohibiting the coming of Chinese persons into the United States, and 
the acts amendatory of these acts, and the acts amendatory thereof, shall 
not be soconstrued, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
atory thereof.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theclause proposed to be amended 
by the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERE. It is proposed to amend the clause so as 
to read: 

That the act of Congress approved February 26, 1885, prohibiting the im- 
portation of foreigners under contract to perform labor, and the acts of 
Congress prohibiting the coming of Chinese persons into the United States, 
and the acts amendatory of these acts, shall not be so construed, etc. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Have the committee amendments been 
agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendments will be considered 
as azreed to if there be no objection. The Chair hears none; 
and they are agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihaveanother amendment, but it relates 
to striking out a portion of the preamble. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not come up yet. 
on the preamble at present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the committee amendments 
have been agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have been agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ holder,” 
to insert ‘‘ who is a citizen of a fcreign nation.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 8, after the word “ holder,” 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ who is a citizen of a foreign 
nation;” so as to read: 


I ask that the amendment be again read. 
As proposed to be amended, the clause 


Strike out the words “‘ and the acts amend- 


Shall not be so construed nor shall anything therein operate to prevent, 
hinder, or in anywise restrict any foreign exhibitor, representative, or cit- 
izen of a foreign nation, or the holder who is a citizen of a foreign nation, 
of any concession or privilege from the World’s Columbian Exposition, etc. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is right, I think. 

The amendment was ayreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 11, after the word ‘‘ of,” I move to 
insert ‘‘ their respective.” 
Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We do not want an Englishman to come 
here and hire a Chinaman. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, line 11, before the word ‘ for- 
eign,” it is proposed to insert ‘*‘ their respective;” so as to read: 

From bringing into the United States under contract, such mechanics, 
artisans, agents, or other employés, natives of their respective foreign coun- 
tries, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, this joint resolution is un- 
doubtedly necessary in the condition of our statutes, in order 
that those invited to come here from abroad to exhibit, may 
bring with them the proper workmen and servants. Those per- 
sons who are brought with them are really a part of the exhibit, 
as much so as the goods they bring with them. 

This is an occasion of fraternity among the nations, a mutual 
comparison of their progress 
the good feeling which ought to prevail between them. 

The joint resolution is necessary, but I am sure that posterity 
will not read with pride a resolution which grants to workmen 
gracious permission to come here, and tells them they must get 
out within a year afterwards. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
preamble. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to amend the preamble. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Ciitkr CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out the fourth and 
fifth paragraphs of the preamble, except the word ‘‘ Therefore. 

Mr. COCKRELL 
in which the preamble is left. 

Mr. CHANDLER. |! would say that there have been two 
prints of the joint resolution. Difficulty has grown out of the 
fact that some lines of the preamble hau been transferred to the 
second page. As I understand the motion of the Senator from 
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in civilization, and an increase of | 


The question is on agreeing to the | 


[ confess I do not understand the condition 
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South Dakota, the chairman of the committee, it is to strike out 
| the fourth and fifth clauses of the preamble. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It had better be read as it stands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand it is to strike out the fourth 
and fifth clauses. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
amble. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Except the word ‘“ Therefore.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the preamble be read as it stands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The preamble will be read as it 
now stands. 
| The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas under and in pursuance of the act approved April 25, A. D. 1890 
the President of the United States has invited the governments and citi, 
zens of foreign nations to participate in the international exhibition au- 
thorized by the act above recited; and 

Whereas the invitations so extended have been accepted by the several 
nations, and space for installing foreign exhibits has been applied for and 
duly apportioned, and concessions and privileges granted by the Exposition 
management to the citizens and subjects of foreign nations; and 
| Whereas for the purpose of securing the production upon the Exposition 
| grounds of scenes illustrative of the architecture, dress, habits, and modes 
of life, occupation, industries, means of locomotion and transportation, 
| amusements, entertainments, etc., of the natives of foreign countries, it has 
| been necessary for the World’s Columbian Exposition to grant concessions 


and privileges tocertain firms and corporations conceding the right tomake 
such productions: Therefore, etc. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
| preamble as amended. 
The preamble as amended was agreed to. 
| On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, the title was amended so as 
| to read: ‘‘A joint resolution authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the World’s Columbian Exposition to bring to this country for- 
eign laborers from their respective countries for the purpose of 
preparing for and making their exhibits.” 

HIGHWAYS IN ARID REGIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheCalendar is now inorder. 
first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the general order—House bills? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar is in regular order 
under Rule VIII. The first bill will be stated. 

The bill (S. 3071) reserving easements for common highways 
in the arid Statesand Territories was announced as first in order. 

Mr. SANDERS. This bill was reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands and was before the Senate the other day and 
read. It was reported with amendments. It led to some dis- 
| cussion, but Ido not think it met with any opposition. If itshall 
/ seem to lead to any discussion now,I shall not ask that it be 
| pressed, 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
now? 

Mr. SANDERS. No further than that according to the terms 
of the bill, so far as settlements shall progress, it will afford op- 
portunity for locking up streams and also for preventing the 
laying out of roads during the vacation of Congress. I am will- 
ing it shall go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
out prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

JAMES L. TOWNSEND. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask leave to call up a bill which went over 
without prejudice during my accidental absence one day two or 
| three weeksago. It is Order of Business 631, Senate bill 2298. 
| By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2298) for the re- 
| lief of James L. Townsend. It proposes to correct the military 
| record of James L. Townsend, late captain of Company B, Four- 
teenth Connecticut Volunteers, and to grant him an honorable 
| discharge as of said company and regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

IMMIGRATION AND CONTRACT-LABOR LAWS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senate to take up at this time 
Order of Business 820, being the bill (S. 3240) to facilitate the 
enforcement of the immigration and contract-labor laws of the 
United States. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, if a man be not consistent 
in this world what shall he be? If he does not take care of his 
own record, who will? Pursuant to what I have heretofore said, 
I adhere to the Calendar. I know that my reputation for ami- 


The fourth and fifth clauses of the pre- 





The 





Is the bill of any special importance just 


I think the bill had better go over with- 


The bill will be passed over. 


» | ability and concession is so great that every Senator in this 


| body presumes that i will yield, but I can not do so. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the next 
| bill on the Calendar in order will be stated. 
MASONIC RELIEF ASSOCIATION. 
The bill (S. 2946) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incor- 
porate the Mas: nic Mutual Relief Association of the District of 
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Columbia,” approved March 3, 1869, was announced as next in | 
order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider it. 

Mr. SANDERS. Unlessthere is someurgency for the present 
consideration of this bill to be stated here, 1 shall object to its 
consideration. If there is any urgency, I will withdraw the ob- 
jection to hear what it is. 5 

Mr. McMILLAN. In the absence of the Senator in charge of 
this bill, I can only say that this is a local matter of some im- 
portance. This association desires the law changed in one or two 
respects—first, to allow any member of the association, whether 
he happens to be a member of the board of directors or not, to 
hold the office of secretary; and second, to allow the company to 
pay to beneficiaries not to exceed $1,000, instead of $1,800 as at 
present. 

Mr. SANDERS. Are those the only changes? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Those are the only changes involved, as I 
understand. 

Mr. SANDERS. We have spent a great deal of time within 
the last three weeks dealing with loeal corporations in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and I suppose every Senator feels the pressure 
for the consideration mentioned by the Senator from Indians 
[Mr. VOORHEES}. 

A number of years ago the Congress of the United States as- | 
sumed to pass a general law applicable to corporations, their cre- | 
ation, and the conduct of their businessin the District of Colum- 
bia, which may or may net have been wide enough for the 
purposes for which corporations are desirable here. The law is 
found in volume 16 of the United States Statutes at Large, and 
was passed twenty-two years ago. If itis desired tochange that 
law, that is well; if it is desired to repeal it, that is well; but 
why every time it is desired that some new right shall be granted 
to a corporation they shall come here and ask legislation of us, 
to the exclusion of public business that is of consequence to the 
country at large, I can not see, and [ do not approve of that con- 
dition of affairs. 

This law was passed not merely to provide for railroad cor- 
porations, but for manufacturing corporations, for benevolent 
corporations, and for every form of corporate existence which 
has grown up in recent years, I regret to say, very much, in my 
own judgment, contrary to what the public interests require. 

i do not believe that it is wise to incorporate any body of men 
except for the fulfillment of a public function, but | am impor- 
tuned to withdraw this objection because the matter is a small 
one, and therefore of no consequence; and yielding to the weight 
of that appeal, I withdraw the objection. / 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from New York will have 
his opportunity to debate if the Senate shall determine to take 
up the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I had a distinct understanding that this bill 
should not be taken up in the absence of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE}. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Onthe contrary, the distinct understand- 
ing was that the bill would be taken up at the earliest possible 


moment, and notice to that effect was served by me on the Sen- 
ator from New York a month ago. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not talking aboutthe Senator from New 
York. Lam talking about the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask——~ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate can only proceed by unani- 


mous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to make a statement in regard to this 
bill, with the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have already objeeted to any debate on 
the motion; but Ido net want to preclude any statement the 


| Senator may wish to make unless it be in the nature of debate, 


Mr. HARRIS. 


f debate is not to be general, | object to am 


| debate. It must be free to all or to none. 


The first amendment was, after the word ‘‘seetion,” at the end | 


of line 46, to insert ‘and by adding a proviso;” so as to read: 


Also in section 5, by striking out the words “eight hundred” before the 
word ‘‘dollars"’ at the end of the section, and by adding a proviso, so that 
the section shall read. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 61, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
to insert: 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to impair 
the obligations of the Masonic Mutual Relief Association existing at the 


time of the approva! of this act to pay to the persons mentioned in this se 
tion an amount not exceeding $1,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HUDSON RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the Senate do now proceed 
to the consideration of Order of Business 746, being the bill (S. 
2626) to authorize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Com- 
panies to construct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson 
River between New York City and the State of New Jersey. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill notwithstanding the objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill, the title 
of which will be stated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. The 
title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cote’ CLerk. A bill (S. 2626) toauthorize the New York 
and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Hudson River between New York City and the 
State of New Jersey. | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The question 
is on the motion of the Senater from Kentucky to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill, the title of which has been stated. [Put- 
ting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [{Mr. MORRILL]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question if present. I believe the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] announced a pair with 
some Senator on this side of the Chamber. If agreeable to him, 
I suggest that we transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave an impression that I should pre- 
fer the pair to stand for to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I announce my pair with the Senator 
from Vermont {/Mr. MORRILL}. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina|Mr.VANCE]. Not know- 
ing how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). [haveageneral pair 


| with the junior Senator from West Virginia|Mr. FAULKNER], 


and therefore withhold my vote. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If hes 
were present I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wasealled). Has the Senator 
from Georgia |Mr. GORDON} voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WARREN. Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], but being informed by his colleague 
[Mr. WOLCOTT] that he would vote ‘‘yea” if present, I vote 
**vea.” 

Mr. DAVIS. Lam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 


| TURPIE}. 


Mr. PUGH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] to the Senator from Colorado |[Mr. TELLER] 
and vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. [transfer my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON] to the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA], and I vote “‘yea.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE], but on this question I have voted because the 


| Senator from Maine left a memorandum with me when he left 


the city to the effeet that his understanding was that this bill 
would not be taken up at this session. He being the chairman 
of the committee which reported the bill adversely, I have taken 
the liberty of voting ‘‘ nay ” on this proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. I being paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont {Mr. MORRILL] and the Senator from Michigan |Mr. Mc- 
MILLAN] being paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
|Mr. VANCE], we have agreed to transfer our respective pairs 


| and record our votes. I vote ‘‘yea.” 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I vote ‘* nay.” 
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The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—28, 
Alien, Cockrell, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Pugh, 
Berry, Daniel, Hunton, Sanders, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Jones, Ark. Vest, 
Brice, Felton, Kyle, Walthall. 
Call, Gibson, La. Manderson, White, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Md. Perkins, Wolcott. 

NAYS—20. 
Al ‘ison, Hawley, Paddock, Ransom, 
Carey, Hiscock, Palmer, Sawyer, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Peffer, Sherman, 
Cuilom, McMillan, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Gorman, Mitchell, Proctor, Washburn. 

NOT VOTING—40. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Irby, Squire, 
Blodgett, Frye, Kenna, Stanford, 
Bubler, Gallinger, McPherson, Stewart, 
Canieron, George, Mills, Teller, 
Casey, Gordon, Morgan, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Gray, Morrill, Vance, 
Davis, Hale, Pasco, Vilas, 
Dawes, Higgins, Power, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Hill, Quay, Warren, 
Dolph, Hoar, Shoup, Wilson. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2626) to author- 
ize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between 
New York City and the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I am a little surprised at this 
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bill coming up, not that I wish by that remark to impute any | 


desire to take any advantage or any wrongdoing on the part of 
the Senator from Kentucky, who moves that it be taken up, but 
for the reason that the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
who has been known to be very positively against the passage 
of this bill during the present session, left the city, I am sure, 
with the belief that it would not be taken up. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
Mr.CULLOM. Yes. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
sion to advise both the Senator from Maine, the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, and the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock], that this bill would be taken up, or at least that I 
should make the effort to take the vote of the Senate upon it. 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, as I said in the outset, I dis- 
claim any possible suggestion that the Senator has taken advan- 
tage of the absence of the chairman of the committee; put hay- 


ing the honor of sitting near by that Senator when he is in his | 


seat, I got the impression from him by frequently asking him 
from time to time about the bill, that he had noexpectation that 
it would come up during the present session. I know he felt a 


very great interest in the defeat of the bill which has just been | 


read, during this session of Congress. 
Mr. President, I shall not undertake to argue the merits of 
the two bills, but simply to give a history of the controversy 


which has been going on, for the present session at least, in ref- | 


erence to the pending bill. 
To begin back of that, [ think it was about two years ago that 


the Congress of the United States passed a bill chartering another | 


company to build a bridge over the Hudson River some 2 or 3 
miles distant from the proposed location of this bridge, if it 
should be built. The parties interested in the other charter 
have been at work very earnestly, I think, trying, in the first 


place, to secure such a bridge as would be approved by the Sec- | 
In the effort to | 
do that almost a year’s time was consumed, and I do not know | 
but more, before such plans of the bridge as were presented to | 


retary of War under the provisions of the act. 


the Secretary of War were made satisfactory to him and secured 
his approval. The time in which that was required to be done 


ran almost up to the beginning of the present session of Congress, | 


probably within three or four months of the time when this ses- 
sion of Congress began. 

Then this bill came in, providing for chartering another com- 
pany. The Committee on Commerce had a hearing upon the 
subject early in the session, and almost unanimously, if I recol- 
lect rightly, the committee decided that such acharter should 
not be granted at thistime. After that action was taken by the 
committee adverse to the bill, time passed on, and not very long 
ago a new movement was made in favor of this bill, and it was 
asked of the committee that another hearing should be given. 
Then a full hearing was given to all those. I think, who desired 
to be heard, and the committee again decided adversely to the 
bill. Consent, I think, was given that the bill should be reported 
back adversely, and on request it went on the Calendar. And 
we find it here to-day. 

So far as | am concerned, I believe it would be impracti- 
cable to build both these bridges at this time. Either of the 


Will the Senator permit me a moment? | 








Through abundant caution I took oceca- | sence, as I wish to address the Senate at length on the same. 
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bridges, as I recollect the testimony, will cost from $30,000,000 
to $60,000,000, a very large sum of money. Possibly that may 
include the right of way, but either of these bridges will cost a 
vast sum of money. I think the testimony shows that perhaps 
two of them at this time would not be sufficiently sustained to 
justify their construction. 

So the committee determined that it would not be right, after 
the parties getting the first charter should have succeeded in 
getting their plans approved and ready to go to work, and to 
rais> the money necessary for the construction of the first bridge, 
that the Congress of the United States should rush in so soon 
after that and, in view of the great expense to both, charter an- 
other company. On that ground, the Committee on Commerce 
decided that this charter should not be given at this time. 

So far as I am concerned, I have no interest as to which one 
of these bridges shall be built. I should be glad in the interest 
of commerce if both of them were built, but I do not believe, 
with the testimony before me, that both of them can be built at 
this time; and I think it would be unfair to the first parties,who 
are in the midst of raising the money, to charter the other com- 
pany and thereby embarrass the first company before they raise 
the money or have had a reasonable time within which to raise it. 

So I am opposed to the bill, as I was in committee, and I shall 
vote against it in the Senate. If subsequently it shall be ascer- 
tained that the first company can not raise the money, or if it 
shall be ascertained that both bridges are needed, I shall be 
willing to charter them both. Until that time arrives, however, 
I think we should not doit. I merely suggest these facts briefly 
as my reason for opposing the bill at this time. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, in view of the statement of 
the Senator from Illinois |Mr. CULLOM], as well as that of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], as to the agreement 
about the consideration of this bill, my statement in regard to 
the understanding of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] was 
possibly a little too broad. I have sent for the memorandum- 
which he left with his clerk for me when he left the city, with, 
out my being able to see him. Here is the memorandum: 

I hope you will not allow the New York bridge bill to come up in my ab- 
I do not sup- 
pose its friends will try to have it considered at this session. 

Therefore, when I stated that he had an understanding that 
the bill would not be taken up, I probably made that too strong. 
He expressed the hope that it would not come up in his absence, 
as he desired to address the Senate at length upon the bill, being 
opposed to its passage. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Maryland if the chairman of the committee has not gone home 
to be absent for the rest of the session? 

Mr. GORMAN. Sol understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam prepared to say that the Senator’s wife 
was taken ill, and while he did not expect on the night before 
last to leave the city, yesterday morning, on account of the ex- 
treme heat and the condition of Mrs. Frye, who was taken ill, 
the Senator determined to depart from the city with her imme- 
diately. He does not expect to return, because he supposes the 
Senate will very soon adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. There is a certain amendment to this bill which 
was offered by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], 
who is detained from the Senate by sickness, which should be 
placed upon the bill, and I therefore now offer the amendment, 
which is in the nature of a substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill, and insert: 

That the New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies, incorporated by 
the States of New York and New Jersey and existing under the laws of said 
States, are hereby authorized to construct, operate, and maintain a bridge 
across the Hudson River between New York City, in the county and State 
of New York, and the State of New Jersey, subject to the laws of said 
States, respectively, upon the following terms, limitations, and conditions: 

First. That said bridge shall be located at such point in the said city be- 
tween Sixty-fifth street and Seventy-second street and such point north of 
the southerly line of the township of Union, in the county of Hudson. State 
of New Jersey, as shall be selected by the Secretary of Warupon such exam- 
inations, hearings, and reports as he shall hereafter prescribe. 

Second. That the companies may lay upon or over such bridge railroad 
tracks for the use of raiiroads, and locate, construct, and maintain such 
connections as are necessary and a> 0 with railroads at the ends of said 
bridge, or approaches thereto: Provided, That any railroad on either side of 
said river shall be permitted to connect their tracks with said bridge tracks, 
its approaches and connections, and shall have equal right of transit for 
their rolling stock, cars, passengers, and freight upon equal and equitable 
terms, and if a dispute as to the equality or equity of the terms shall arise, 


it shall be submitted to and decided by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sioners of the United States, under such rulesand regulations as they may 


| prescribe. 





Third. That any bridge built under the authority of this act shall be coni- 
structed at such elevation as the Secretary of War shall approve and re- 
quire: Provided, however, That it snall afford under any conditions ot load 
or sooner ure a minimum clear headway above high water of spring tides 
of not less than 150 feet; and all the plans and specifications, with the neces- 
sary drawings, of said bridge shall be submivted to him for approval, and 
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before such approval the construction shall not be begun; and should any 
change be ‘ani in said plans during the progress of construction such 
changed plans shall be submitted to him and approved by him before made; 
and the said bridge shall be constructed with a single span over the entire 
river between towers or piers located between the shore and the established 
pierhead lines in either State, and no pier or other obstruction to naviga- 
tion of a temporary or permanent character shall be constructed in the 
river between said towers or piers. 


Fourth. The companies operating under this law shall maintain on the | 


bridge, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights and signals 
as the United States Light-House Board may prescribe. 

Fifth. The company or companies availing themselves of the privileges of 
this act shall not charge a higher rate of toll than authorized by the laws of 
the States of New York and New Jersey. 

Sixth. That said company or companies shall be subject to the interstate- 
commerce laws and to all amendments thereof, and when such bridge is con- 
structed under the provisions of this act it shall be a lawful military and 
post road and a lawful structure. 

Seventh. The company or companies availing themselves of the privileges 
of this act shall file an acceptance of its terms with the Secretary of War, 
and shall submit tothe Secretary of War, within one year after the passage 
of this act, for examination and approval, drawings showing plan and loca- 
tion of the bridge; and the construction of said bridge shall be commenced 
within one year after the location and plans have been approved by the Sec- 
retary of War, and somanees within four years from said date; otherwise 
this act shall be null and void. 

Eighth. The right to amend, alter, modify, or repeal this act is hereby re- 
served, and nothing herein shall be construed as a repeal or interference 
with any right to build a bridge across the Hudson River heretofore granted 
by Congress to any company or bind this or any other Congress not to ex- 
tend or renew the same. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs inthe chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 


Mr. HiSCOCK. Mr. President, I had hoped this bill would | 


not be pressed at this session for reasons which I will state; and 
it perhaps is proper—I feel quite sure it is—that I should call 
the attention of the Senate to the history of this measure. 

The bill was presented to the last Congress substantially in 
the same form as we have it here, and certainly without any in- 
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fluence on my part, without any argument being made on my | 


part, the Committee on Commerce reported unanimously against 
it. 
not to have the sanction of that committee before the Senate. 
At this session of Congress a bill substantially in the form of 
this, at least for the same purpose, was again presented to that 
committee, and again after very careful consideration, as I was 
informed, the bill was reported adversely. Then, or some time 
after that, this bill was introduced by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. ‘ 

Mr. President, I do not question the power and the right and 
the duty even under certain circumstances of the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky to present a bill and champion a meas- 
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by proxy, but they believe that he is always able to voice his 
own sentiments and support the measures that he is in favor of. 

Neither of the Senators from New Jersey are here. I am 
authorized to say of one that he is opposed to the bill . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me to say just 
there, that I have the authority of the other Senator from New 
Jersey to say that he is warmly in favor of it? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If we go into that question, I must say acain 
that New Jersey is not so far from here but that upon a measure 
of this kind if the Senator from New Jersey was very warmly 
in favor of it, he would be very likely to be present. 

I do not claim, Mr. President, that it is unusual—no, I will 
withdraw that remark—I do not claim that it is inappropriate 
for the Senator from the State of Kentucky to take charge of 
legislation which affects the city of New York and Jersey City, 
and the States of New Jersey and New York. I am notarguing 
against that; and I suppose that some time, believing that the 
Senators from Kentucky do not know about the bridges in Ken- 
tucky or what bridges should be built, in the absence of the dis- 
tinguished Senator who has charge of this measure and of his 
distinguished colleague, I shall stand here upon the floor and 
advocate a measure affecting the commerce of that great State 
in their absence. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not questioning the propriety —— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Simply to say thatif the time shall come 
when Kentucky can not take care of her own interests, and needs 
the assistance of the Senator from New York, I trust it will 
come speedily: otherwise he will likely not be here. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, Mr. President, I regret that my friend 
from Kentucky should say that it was necessary to banish me 
from this honorable body, and I regret that the Senator from 


| Kentucky should feel that it is necessary to institute a compari- 


They investigated the measure and concluded that it ought | 


| bridge is proposed to be located. 


ure affecting the rights of the two States of New Jersey-and | 


New York, the Senators from those two States not caring to in- 
troduce the measure, or at least not introducing the measure. 


J may supplement that by saying here to-day that this bill is | 


pressed in the absence of both Senators from New Jersey and of 
my distinguished colleague [Mr. HILu]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator permit me to ask a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the Senator from New York 
know, by referring to the bill which I hold in my hand, that it 
was introduced by me upon the 18th day of March of this year, 
when his colleague was notin the Senate and had not been here, 
at that colleague’s request? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no knowledge that it was introduced 
at my colleague’s request. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator has the knowledge now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My colleague was a Senator then, I think, 
_— I know that he is a member of this body now, and is not 

ere. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is he in favor of this bill or not? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not know. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the Senator know that his col- 
league appeared before the Senate Committee on Commerce and 
made an argument in favor of this bill? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know whether he is in favor of it or 
not. That is my statement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know that the Senator's colleague ap- 
peared before the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, and 
made an argument in favor of this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Whether he is in favor of this bill at the 
present time or not I do not know. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will inform the Senator that he is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say, however, in respect to my 
distinguished colleague, in reference to his support of any meas- 
ure here or elsewhere, those who differ with him most radically 
have never believed that he needed upon any question to speak 


son between himself and myself and between himself and his col- 
league and myself and my colleague about our capacity to repre- 
sent our respective States. Iam surprised that this discussion 
should run in that direction, that there should be this interest, 
this feeling in respect to this measure. I do not understand it. 

Mr. President, I said that it seemed to me proper that I 
should state the surroundinys of this measure. Let me go alit- 
tle further. In 1890—July 11, 1890, 1 think it was—Congress 
passed a law incorporating a bridge company to build a bridge’ 
across the Hudson River within about two miles of where this 
That company was organized. 
I think I am justified in saying that the gentlemen who were at 
the head of that enterpris2 were distinguished as men of energy, 
of wealth, and of very high character. 

The president of the company is Jordan L. Mott, who is also 
president of the J. L. Mott Iron Works. The vice-president is 


| Edward F.C. Young, who is also president of the First National 


Bank of Jersey City, N. J., the leading financial institution of 
that State. The treasurer of the company is Charles J. Canda, 
ex-Treasurer of the United States at New York, and president 
of the Canda Stock Car Company. The following are the mem- 
bers of the board of directors: James Andrews, Thomas F. Ryan, 
William Brookfield, and Samuel Rea. The following are among 


| the incorporators and stockholders: John King McLanahan, of 


Pittsburg; Garrett A. Hobart, of Paterson, N. J., leading citi- 


| zens of those places; F. W. Roebling, who, with his father, con- 
| structed the Brooklyn Bridge; Henry Flad, of St. Louis, Mo., 


a member of the Mississippi River Commission and a civil engi- 


| neer of eminence; Gustav Lindenthal, a prominent civil engi- 


neer: A. G. Dickinson, William F. Shunk, chief of engineers for 


| the Intercontinental Railway; Philip E. Chapin, Malcolm Gra- 


| 


ham, and Charles F. MacLean, of New York. 

That company organized by the election of officers and a sub- 
seription of $1,000,000 to the capital stock, 5 per cent of which 
was paid in. They have completed the p‘ans of their bridge: 
they have been furnished to the War Department, and this was 
done within six months after the passage of the act. Extensive 
hearings were held by the Board of Engineers in New York, the 
plans modified in accordance with their report, and finally ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War. 

An action was brought in relation to the condemnation of land, 


| and it was decided; and the representatives of the company are 


| build that bridge. 


now in Berlin, Vienna, London, and Paris, negotiating bonds to 
None of the stock has ever been offere. fer 


| sale outside of the organization. 


| 


| do not undertake to say 


Immediately that enterprise was launche] under the circum- 
stances I have stated, this second enterprise is started—why I 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please sus- 
pend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays be- 
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fore the Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options” 
and *‘futures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and 
requiring such persons engaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] that the bill and 
the pending amendments be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the pending measure be 
laid aside temporarily until the bill on which the Senator from 
New York was addressing the Senate may be completed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill(H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘options” and ‘‘futures,” 
imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring such 
dealers and persons engaged inselling certain products to obtain 
license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President. I propose to detain the Senate 
just long enough to make a brief presentation of the reasons for 
my vote on this bill and the amendments proposed to it. 

The pending bill is claimed by its advocates to be fully justi- 
fied as a constitutional measure by the first clause of section 8, 
Article I, of the Constitution, which is in these words: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States. 

In the debate on the oleomargarine bill in 1886, I gave with 
some elaboration my reasons for opposing the use of the taxing 
power of the Government for any other purpose than that of 
raising revenue, and my opinions have undergone no change 
since that time. The avowed purpose of that bill was to ham- 
per, obstruct, and, if practicable, destroy the manufacture of 
oleomargarine, a pure, healthful, and nutritious article of food 
desired by our people, because an economical substitute for but- 
ter, in order that the butter-making industry should have no 
competition for its products in our markets. 

[ held then, as I hold now in respect to the pending bill sent 
here from the House, in which there is to be found no single 
provision under which anybody will claim that enough revenue 
will be raised to pay 10 per cent of the expense of enforcing it, 
and which uses the taxing power solely for the purpose of destroy- 
ing what is admitted to be a great evil existing in some of the 
States, that it was a plain and palpable misuse and perversion 


of the great power to ‘‘lay and collect” taxes, vested by the | 


Constitution in the Congress for the sole purpose of raising 


revenue for the support of the Government. 


taxing to death—out of existence—the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine; but was amended in the Senate so that it does produce a 
little revenue, perhaps $1,000,000 annually, and that comes out 
of the poor people of the country who are not able to buy giit- 
edge butter. 

It will be remembered that when this bill passed all sorts of 
devices were being resorted to by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to get out in circulation among the people a surplus of revenue 
then locked up in the Treasury, amounting to $150,600,009 or 
thereabouts. The taxing powers of the Government were used, 
of course, not to raise revenue, of which we had at that time an 
embarrassing surplus, but for the protection of butter-makers 
against competition by destroying the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine. The bill now before the Senate imposes a tax on “‘ op- 
tions and futures” dealers, which it is admitted by all and de- 
nied by none will destroy and extirpate the business in the 
United States without producing one dollar of revenue. The 
taxing power was not vested in Congress for any such purpose; 
and such use of it would be a perversion so clear and manifest 
from its original design as to show an unmistakable disregard 
of constitutional obligation. 

The framers and advocates of this bill do not claim or pretend 
that Congress possesses, under the taxing clause, the constitu- 
tional power to deal directly with this subject and prohibit the 
‘options and futures” business; but, in order to accomplish the 
same purpose indirectly, desire to exercise the taxing power 
granted to Congress not for this, but for an entirely different 
purpose. This bill is constitutional solely on the ground that 
its object and purpose is to raise revenue. On any other hy- 
pothesis it is utterly unconstitutional. It is a fact of common 
and public notoriety, one known of all men who have ever read 
the bill, that it will destroy the very subject-matter posed to 
be taxed, making the collection of revenus under it impossible. 

We all know this to be the natural and reasonable and inev- 


hen the oleomar- | 
garine bill was reported from the House, it provided simply for | 
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itable result of the bill if it becomes a law. To place such an 
enactmentonour statute book, claiming it to be a revenue meas- 
ure, will in es be to perpetrate a legislative fraud, to 
record a legislative falsehood. Our Federal Government is one 
of granted, enumerated, and limited powers. He who would 
claim Federal jurisdiction over a subject must be able to put 
his finger on the clause of the Constitution containing the grant 
of power over it, or must show that its exercise is necessary and 
proper in order to effectuate a granted power. This is a prin- 
ciple repeatedly announced by Chief Justice Marshall in constru- 
ing and applying the Constitution. Asa rule of construction it 
is nowhere questioned. Justice Matthews, in delivering the 
opinion of the court in Barber vs. Crowley, and Soon Hing vs. 
Crowley (113 United States Reports), says: . 

When we consider the nature and theory of our institutions of vern- 
ment, the principles upon which they are supposed to rest, and review the 
history of their development, we are constrained to conclude that they did 


not mean to leave room for the play and action of purely personal and arbi- 
trary power. 


This utterance of the organ of the Supreme Courtof the United 
States is based on the universally admitted fact that specitic 
grants of power, limited to well-defined subjects-matter, the ag- 
gregate whole covering the entire field of Federal action, leav- 
ing nothing pertinent to the national welfare uncared for or un- 
provided for, are plainly made and set forth in our Constitution. 
There is no room left for the action of arbitrary power; for by 
express provision of the tenth amendment to the Constitution 
‘*The powers not delegated to the United States by the Consti- 
tution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States 


| respectively, or to the people.” 


Powers not granted in the Constitution but exercised by Con- 
gress can not be otherwise than invasions of the reserved rights 
of the States: and such is the character of the proposed exercise 
of power in the pending House bill. Under the power to “ lay 
and collect taxes,” it proceeds to lay the taxes in such mode 
as to destroy utterly the power to collect them, and to establish 
irresistibly the conclusion that the object of the bill is to destroy 
the subject-matter of the proposed tax and not tocollect revenue. 

Thus to pervert the great taxing power, granted solely toe raise 
revenue for the support of the Government, and make of it an 
engine of destruction to be used at the will of Congress, would be 
a naked usurpation and exercise of arbitrary power and change 
this Government from a constitutional one to a government of 
Congressional majorities. For it must be remembered that the 
taxing power vested in Congress is universal, and reaches every 
citizen and all his property, subject only to the limitation that 
it shall be exercised only for the support of the Government and 
shall be uniform throughout the United States. If this great 
all-pervading power can be perverted as proposed by the House 
bill for purposes of destruction, not to raise revenue, in this in- 
stance. why may it not be used in the same way in any or all 
other instances? 

If Congress possesses the power to tax out of existence one 
business, it equally possesses the power to destroy all or any 
other by taxation. Under this construction of the Constitution, 
the great mass of powers not delegated to the National Govern- 
ment nor prohibited to the States, but expressly reserved by the 
tenth amendment to the States respectively or to the people, 
commonly knewn as the polics powers of the States, will be held 
solely by the sufferance and at the will of Congress. 

If the power to lay and collect taxes may be perverted as pro- 
posed in this bill from its purpose as arevenue-raising power, to 
the accomplishment of objects foreign to and not embraced in its 
scope or design, the other great grants of power to Congress in sec- 
tion 8, Article I,of the Constitution, may be similarly employed, 
thus covering the entire field of governmental agency, including 
as well the powers reserved to the States and the people as those 
granted by the Constitution to Congress. No more complete 
revolution can be brought about in our Government than can be 
accomplished through this method. I hold, Mr. President, that 
Congress ean not constitutionally do through indirect means that 
which can not constitutionally be done directly; in other words, 
that under the pretext of exeeuting its powers Congress can not 
deal with subjeets lying outside of its jurisdiction. In MeCul- 
loch vs. Maryland, 4 Wheat., Chief Justice Marshall, diseussing 
the powers of Congress, said: 

Should Congress, in the execution of its powers, adopt measures which are 
prohibited by the Constitution, or should Congress, under the pretext of exe- 
cuting its powers, pass laws for the accomplishment of objects not intrusted 
to the Government, it would become the painful duty of this tribunal, should 


a case requiring such a decision come before it, to say that such an act was 
not the law of the land. 


The Supreme Court of the United States have repeatedly held 
that the Stat> statutes intended as an indirect means of invading 
Federal jurisdiction, will be inquired into as to motive and de- 
sign and held of no effect, though apparently constitutional on 
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their face. In Morganvs. Louisiana, 118 U.S. R., Justice Miller, 
giving the judgment of the court, said: 

In all cases of this kind it has been repeatedly held, when the question is 
raised whether the State statute is a just exercise of State power, or is in- 


tended as a roundabout means to invade the domain of Federal authority, 
this court will look into the operation and effect of the act to discern its pur- 


pose. 
The same great judge said in the Passenger cases (7 How.): 
In whatever language a statute may be framed, its purpose must be de 
termined by its natural and reasonable effect. 
Construed by this rule, the House bill can not stand for one 
moment as a proper exercise of constitutional power. 


The nat- | 
ural and inevitable effect of the bill, if passed, will be to destroy | 


| 
| 
| 





the subject on which the tax is levied, so that the collection of | 


revenue will be impossible, thus demonstrating that the taxing 
power has been perverted from its legitimate function to the 
accomplishment of ends foreign to those for which it was vested 
in Congress. 

The claim made by the Senator from Minnesota, that the tax- 
ing power may be constitutionally used, whether revenue may 
be naturally or reasonably expected to be realized from a meas- 
ure or not, is opposed to all reason and all authority, except that 
which would render nugatory and useless and unnecessary the 
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Judge Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution, says 
on the same subject: 


If the clause to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States is construed to be an independent and 
substantive grant of power, it not only renders wholly unimportant and un- 
necessary the subsequent enumeration of specific powers, but it plainly ex- 
tends far beyond them and creates a general authority to pass all laws 
which they may deem for the common defense and general welfare. Under 
such circumstances, the Constitution would practically create an unlimited 
national government. The enumerated powers would tend to embarrass 
and confuse, since they would only give rise to doubts as to the true extent 
of the general powers. 

Again says the same learned author in the succeeding section: 

lor what purpose could the enumeration of particular powers be inserted 
if these and all others were meant to be included in the preceding genera! 
power? Nothing is more natural or common than first to use a general 
phrase and then to qualify it by a recital of particulars. But the idea of an 
enumeration of particulars which neither explain nor qualify the general 
meaning, and can have no other effect than to confound and mislead, is an 
absurdity which no one ought to charge on the enlightened authors of the 
Constitution. It would be to charge them with either premeditated folly or 





| premeditated fraud. 


seventeen other grants of power to Congress found in the same | 


section of the Constitution with the grant of the taxing power, 
and enable the Government to be administered and run on that 
grant of power alone, without reference to the other grants. <A 
construction of the Constitution which would authorize Con- 


revenue, any purpose which in its judgment would promote the 
‘“‘eommon defense and general welfare,” rejecting the other 
grants of power as surplusage, is one which no Democrat can for 
a moment consider, much lessaccept. 
the argument of the Senator from Minnesota would lead to if 
pushed to a logical conclusion. 

The established canons of construction, which require all the 
parts of an instrument harmonized and due force and significance 
given to each part, to the end that the entire instrument may 
speak the true intent and meaning of the parties to it, are ig- 
nored in this argument, as is the great principle repeatedly de- 
clared by the Supreme Court that all the powers of our Govern- 
ment are limited and defined, have boundaries beyond which no 
governmental power can go. Possessed, according to thistheory, 
of unlimited taxing power, and itself the sole judge of what is 
required by the ‘‘ common defense and general welfare,” there is 
no right of the citizen or the State. no object of government, be- 
yond the power of Congress. Congressional power under this 
theory is unqualified and unlimited. With the vast treasure of 
the country at its command and the right to pervert the taxing 
power to the accomplishment of any object it maw deem neces- 
sary to the ** general welfare,” who can define or fix any limit or 
boundary to the power of Congress? 

Hear what one of the very greatest judges who ever adorned 
our Supreme Bench, Justice Miller, has saidon this subject. In 
Loan Association vs. Topeka, reported in 20 Wall., Justice Miller 
said: 

It must be conceded that there are such rights in every free government 
beyond the control of the state. A government which recognized no such 
rights, which held the lives, the liberty, and property of its citizens subject 
at all times to the absolute disposition and unlimited control of even the 
most democratic repository of power, is, after all,but a despotism. Itistrue 


that it is the despotism of the many—of the majority, if you choose to call 
it so—but it is none the less despotism. It may well be doubted if a man is 


This is substantially what | 


to hold all he is accustomed to call his own, all in which he has placed his | 


happiness, and the security of which is essential to that happiness, under the 
unlimited dominion of others, whether it is not wiser that this power should 
be exercised by one man than by many. The theory of our governments, 
State and national, is opposed to the deposit of unlimited power anywhere. 
The legislative, executive, and the judicial branches of these governments 
are all of limited and defined powers. 


Says Pomeroy in his work on Constitutional Law, ‘a standard 
authority in our courts and law schools: 


Congress has power to lay and collect taxes, etc., to pay the debts and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States. Do 
these two clauses contain two separate and distinct powers, or is the latter 
a@ limitation upon the other? 
language confer upon the Legislature a general faculty of taxation and also 
another general capacity to pay public debts and provide for the common 
defense and the general welfare; or does it confer a limited power of taxa- 
tion by restricting the purposes for which taxes may be laid and confining 
them to the payment of debts and provision for the common defense and 
general welfare? The latter construction has been almost universally 
adopted, although the language, taken apart from the other, is susceptible 
of the other construction. 


But, again— 


Says the same author— 


if the construction should be adopted which regards the second clause as an 
independent grant of ——-, it would im effect be making our General Goy- 
ernment unlimited. Providing for the common defense and general welfare 
includes everything which any government could possibly do, and a grant 
of power in these broad terms would be the same as making Congress om- 
nipotent, equal in extent of its functions to the British Parliament. 


Mr. Madison, one of the fathers of the Constitution, univer- 
sally admitted to have been one of the most active and perhaps 
the most influential man who labored in the formation of the 
Constitution and in procuring its adoption, in a speech delivered 
in the Congress of the United States on the subject of the fish- 
ing bounties, among other things said on the point under dis- 
cussion here: 

I, sir, have always conceived—I believe those who proposed the Constitu- 


tion conceived, and it is still more fully known and more material to observe 
that those who ratified the Constitution conceived—that this is not an in 


3 . | definite government, deriving its powers from the general terms prefixed to 
gress to use the power to tax to accomplish, without regard to | 


the specified powers, but a limited government, tied down to the specitied 


powers which explain and define the general terms. 
Again, in the same speech, he says: 

There are consequences, sir, still more extensive, which, as they follow 
more clearly from the doctrine combated, must either be admitted or the 
doctrine given up. If Congress can employ money indefinitely to the general 
welfare and are sole and supreme judges of the general welfare, they may 
take the care of religion into their hands, they may appoint teachers in every 
State, county, and parish, and pay them out of the public Treasury; they 
may take into their own hands the education of children, establishing in like 
manner schools throughout the Union; they may assume provision for the 
poor; they may undertake the regulation of all roads other than post-roads, 
in short, everything, from the highest object of State legislation down to the 
most minute object of police, would be thrown under the power of Congress 
for every object I have mentioned woul admit of the application of money, 
and might be called, if Congress pleased, provisions for the general welfare 

Continuing, in the same speech, he says: 

In short, sir, without going further into the subject, which I should not 
have here touched at all but for the reasons already mentioned, I venture to 
declare it as my opinion that were the powers of Congress to be established 
in the latitude contended for it would subvert the very foundations and 
transmute the very nature of the limited government established by the 
people of America; and what inferences might be drawn or what conse 
quences might ensue from such a step it is incumbent on us all to consider. 


Last, but not least, I read the recorded opinion of Mr. Jefferson 
on this subject, expressed in a letter dated June 16, ISIT, ad- 
dressed to Albert Gallatin. 

Mr. Jefferson says: 

You will have learned that an act for internal improvement, after passing 
both Houses, was negatived by the President. Theact was founded avowedly 
on the principle that the phrase in the Constitution which authorizes Con 
gress ‘‘to lay taxes to pay the debts and provide for the general welfare” was 
anextension of the powers specifically enumerated to whatever would pro- 
mote the general welfare, and this you know was the Federal doctrine. 
Whereas our tenet was, and, indeed, it is almost the only landmark which 
now divides the Federalists from the Republicans, that Congress has not un 
limited power to provide for thegeneral welfare, but were restrained to those 
speciticaily enumerated, and that, as it was never meant that they should 
provide for that welfare but by the exercise of the enumerated powers, so it 
could not have been meant that they should raise money for purposes which 
the enumeration did not place under their action. 


These authorities, if they establish anything, Mr. President, 


| make manifest the proposition that the powers of Congress must 


be confined in their execution to the purposes for which they 


| were granted, that they can not be diverted or perverted to the 


In other words, does the Constitution by this | 


accomplishment of other and differentobjects. Theconstruction 
which would justify the use of the taxing power as proposed in 
this bill would, in the language of Mr. Madison, place under the 
power of Congress ‘‘ everything, from the highest object of State 
legislation down to the most minute object of police.” The re- 
mainder of the constitutional grants of power could be rejeeted 
as so much surplusage, and the government administered on this 
one power unaided by any other. A precedent which would set 
at naught the counsels of Jefferson, and invite the consequences 
so vividly portrayed by Mr. Madison in the speech from which I 
have just read, such as this bill would be, is one I can not aid in 
establishing and against which I will always protest with both 
voice and vote. 

Again, Mr. President, the tax laid in this bill being imposed 
under clause 1, section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, already 
quoted, is required by said clause to be ‘‘ uniform throughout 
the United States.” To be uniform, there must be no excep- 
tions or exemptions. In a report heretofore made from the 
Judiciary Committee of this body to the Senate on another ques- 
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tion, it is held that a tax to be uniform throughout the United 
States must possess the following qualities: 


1. Itis atax at the same rate on the same thing throughout the United 
States. It can not be specific in one portion and ad valorem in another, nor 
higher in one part than in another. 

2. The tax must be levied on all persons having or holding the same thing, 
without discrimination. Some may not be taxed at one rate and some at 
another rate; nor some not taxed on the same thing in the same quantities. 
If a certain quantity be exempt in the hands of one taxpayer, the same ex- 
emption must be for all. 

3. The tax must be levied according to the above rules throughout the 
United States. So that a law which would levy an excise tax and provide 
expressly that it should not be levied in a part of the States would be uncon- 
stitutional. 

Testing the bill by these rules and by the generally accepted 
signification of the word ‘‘ uniform,” it is perfectly clear that it 
is not constitutional because not uniform in the imposition of 
the tax. The imposition of the tax is general on all dealers in 
‘options and futures” until the proviso on page 2, section 2, of 
the bill is reached, when many and large exceptions and exemp- 
tions are made. I read from this proviso to the end of the sec- 
tion: 

Provided, however, That no provision or requirement of this act shall apply 
to any contract or acremen. for the future delivery of any of said articles 
made for andin behalf of the United States, or of any State, Territory, county, 
or municipality, with the duly authorized officers or agents thereof, nor to 
any contract or agreement made by any farmer or planter for the sale and 
delivery at a future time, or within a designated period, of any of said arti- 
cles belonging to said farmer or planter at the time of making such contract 
or agreement, and which have been grown or produced, or at said time are 
in actual course of growth or production, on land owned or occupied by such 
farmer or planter; nor to ary contract or agreement made with any farmer 
or planter to furnish and deliver to such farmer or planter at a future 
time, or within a designated period, any of said articles which are re- 
quired as food, forage, or seed by such farmer or planter, his tenants, or em- 

loyés, nor to any contract or agreement made with any retail dealer to 

urnish and deliver to such retail dealer at a future time, or within a desig- 
nated period, any of said articles for use in his trade or business as such re- 
tail dealer, nor to any contract or agreement made with any person to fur- 
nish and deliver to such person at a future time, or within a designated period, 
any of such articles which are purchased for the consumption of such per- 
son, his family, guests, servants, or employés, or of any domestic animal or 
animals belonging to such person. 


It isseen frum this proviso that (1) all persons contracting on 
behalf of the United States, of any State, Territory, county, or 
municipality, and, of course, those with whom the contracts for 
future delivery are made, are exempt from the tax; (2) farmers 
and planters and those to whom they may sell forfuture delivery, 
as well as the assignees of these contracts or agreements, are ex- 
empt from the operations of the tax; (3) those who furnish to 
farmers and planters on contracts for future delivery such of the 
prohibited articles as may be needed by them, their tenants and 
employés as food, forage or seed, are exempt from the tax; (4) 
contracts made with retail dealers for future delivery of the pro- 
hibited articles ave exempted from the tax; and contracts for fu- 
ture delivery to a person for his consumption and thatof his fam- 
ily, guests, servants and employés, or any of his domestic ani- 
mals, are also exempt from the tax. 

Uniformity in taxation implies equality in the burden of tax- 
ation. This equality in the burden has been repeatedly held 
judicially to constitute the very substance designed to be secured 

y the rule requiring uniformity. Theentire lack of uniformity 
in laying this tax is so apparent upon the face of the bill as to 
need no argument to illustrate it. Thediscriminations and con- 
sequent inequalities of the burdens of this tax are irreconcilably 
at war with the principle of ‘‘ uniformity ” and equality expressly 
required by the Constitution. 

It needs only to be remembered that this is a tax bill, and 
that the tax must be uniformly laid on all alike to be valid. 
While we all know that the purpose of the bill is to destroy the 
subject-matter of the tax and that no revenue can come from it, 
yet this method of laying a tax for the purpose having been se- 
lected, the work of destruction must be uniform. All must fare 
alike, exactly as if revenue were expected to be realized. So, 
taking the advocates of the bill on their own ground, there 
must be no discrimination to break the constitutional require- 
ment of uniformity. 
proviso to the second section of the bill that there can be no 
controversy about it. 

Contracts for future delivery may be made with retail dealers, 
may be made with a person for articles for consumption in his 
family, by his guests, servants, and employés, and by his domes- 
tic animals; my be made with farmers or planters when required 


by them as fool, forage, or seed; may be made for the United 
States or for any State, Territory, county, or municipality. It 
will be observed tat none of these exempts are required to be 
producers of the prohibited products; yet they gountaxed, while 


all others are taxed. All these are exempt from the tax; and 
this under a clause of the Constitution which provides that the 
tax shall be cqual and ‘‘ uniform throughout the United States.”’ 

Mr. President, the difficulty met in framing a bill to break up 
and destroy ‘‘ options and futures” gambling results not from 
any inherent obstacle in the subject, but from the attempted 


This is broken so openly and clearly in the | 
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perversion of a power granted toCongress for a purpose foreign 
to that for which it is sought to be used. The power to lay and 
collect taxes, etc., was vested in Congress to raise revenue to 
support the Government; but is being used in this bill to destro 
a business admitted to be essentially vicious and bad in itself, 
but so mixed and interwoven with other business which is proper 
and legitimate that the one can not be destroyed in that mode 
without destroying or greatly impairing the other; because under 
the rule of uniformity prescribed by the Constitution the tax 
must be laid on alike. Inthus laying this tax honest commerce 
will be obstructed. 

In order to collect it and prevent evasions of the law, revenue 
officials will swarm all over our country annoying and harassing 
in the most exasperating manner the great body of our people; 
and the dockets of our Federal courts will overflow with prose- 
cutions growing out of it. Honest men who have all their lives 
been accustomed to perfect freedom of trade and commerce, will 
find themselves compelled to loiter around the offices of petty 
ofticials awaiting their opportunity to pay $2 for a license to sell 
a bale of cotton, a few hundred pounds of pork, a few bushels of 
wheat ov oats or corn or barley or rye, or a lot of bacon. Hun- 
dreds of thousands of good, honest people of our 65,000,000 in- 
habitants, not intending to violate any law, will be ensnared in 
the pitfalls of this complicated bill if it passes, and made liable 
to ruinous prosecutions and penalties. ; 

The bill assumes to interfere with the fundamental right of 
the people to do their own trading in their own way, its many 
and complex provisions involving serious disturbances of the 
trade relations and commercial habits and customs of our peo- 
ple, harassing them with uncertainty as to their rights and ob- 

igations in the everyday transactions of life; and all invented 
for the purpose of getting in a devious and crooked way at a 
comparatively small number, who ought to be and can be reached 
by straightforward, honest, and direct methods, and an end put 
to their evil doings without involving and worrying inn t 
people. The bill gravely licenses a business which notoriouSly 
it is its purpose and intent to suppress, as a crime against the 
country and its great agricultural interests, as wellas a national 
scandal. Itis not a reputable thing for the Congress of the 
United States to do, to pass such a bill and it ought to be de- 
feated. The farmers of the United States are entitled to a more 
respectful recognition than this nondescript bill would give 
them. 

The Senator from Mississippi has proposed an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute for all of the House bill except the first 
three sections, which in my judgment is a more complete and 
efficacious remedy for the evil proposed to be eradicated than 
the House bill. It will in no way interfere with legitimate com- 
merce nor involve innocent people; and, so far as I can see, it is 
free from constitutional objection. The power to pass it is de- 


rived from clause 3, section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, 
known as the commerce clause. I do not propose to discuss the 
question of the constitutionality of this amendment. This has 


been done ably and exhaustively by the Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. GEORGE]. I can add nothing to hisargument, which to my 
mind is unanswerable. 

It is impossible for any man who has read the testimony taken 
by the twocommittees of the House and Senate in respect to deal- 
ings in options and futures and the damages they inflict on the 
country, or who heard the presentation of the facts in respect to 
them made with such rare ability and force by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], himself a commercial man, a man 
of affairs and business, thoroughly informed on this subject, not 
to be impressed with the conviction that agreat wrong has been 


| and is being done the farmers and planters of the United States 


by this ‘‘options and futures” business, and that it is a most in- 
jurious obstruction to fair and honest interstate and foreign com- 
merce in our great grain and cotton crops. 

It lies with Congress to decide on the facts and say whether 
or not this ‘‘ options and futures” business is an obstruction to 
commerce, whether or not prices are manipulated and markets 
are controlled to the injury of producers and shippers; and de- 


| termining this question in the affirmative, as I believe they can 


not fail to do, their right to remove the obstruction, and their 
duty to do it, is as clear and plain as it wasto remove a mud bar 
which obstructed commerce at the mouth of the Mississippi or 
the sandbar which obstructscommerce inGalveston Harbor. It 
would be strange indeed, when we are appropriating every year 
20,000,000 on river and harbor bills for the removal of obstructions 
tocommerce, if we did not have the power to deal with obstruc- 
tions at New Orleans, Chicago, and New York to our interstate 
and foreign commerce infinitely more injurious and dangerous 
than all the rocks and shoals and snags in our rivers and streams. 
The commerce clause of the Constitution is the source of the 
power to pass river and harbor bills, and river and harbor bills 
are passed to remove from our waters obstructions to foreigz 
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and interstate commerce; and that same commerce ciause ten- 
ders to Congress the power to remove the obstruction to com- 
merce created by “‘ options and futures ” dealings, and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi, based on that clause, will 
accomplish the result thoroughly, and I hope will be passed. 
The admitted power of Congress to remove obstructions to com- 
merce carries with it the power to declare what is an obstruc- 
tion, and from this declaration, on a matter within its jurisdic- 
tion, there can be no appeal from the judgment of Congress. 

When honest people are laboring in the cotton fields of the 
South under a tropical sun and in the wheat fields of the North- 
west in snow and ice, producing the great staples which clothe 
and feed the world, which bring to our shores annually the 
golden treasure which forms the basis of our currency and pre- 
serves the balance of trade to our country, who give life to com- 
merce and honest thrift to industry, they should be protected 
by the laws of the country at least from robbery and spoliation. 
The trained body of experts comprising the cotton exchanges 
and boards of trade, the men who manipulate the markets and 
make and report prices, who, without owning a bushel of wheat 
or abale of cotton, debauch and wreck both foreign and domestic 
markets, where alone these great products may be sold, by sell- 
ing for future delivery five or ten times the quantities of each 
raised in the world, and then beating down the prices so as to 
realize great profits to themselves while ruining honest labor 
and destroying real and honest capital employed in their pro- 
duction, should have the heavy hand of the law laid on them 
and be treated like the wrongdoers they are. 

The Senator from Missouri says to enact laws to do this will 
be class legislation; so it will, because it will be directed against 
a criminal class. In that sense it will be class legislation, but 
in no other. Legislation which protects honest labor and hon- 
est capital against raiders, marauders, and gamblers, has never 
before in my knowledge been combated as antagonistic to Dem- 
ocratic principles and the Jeffersonian theory of government. 
I agree with the Senator from Missouri in all he says against 
the fraudulent use of the taxing power in the House bill; I re- 

at I will not support that bill, can not do it; but differ with 

im and hiscolleaguesas widely as are the poles apart, when they 
become the apologists and defenders of the class of people who 
in this ‘‘options and futures’ business are, in my judgment, 
making war on the great agricultural interests of this country. 

Men who rattle faro chips and play with loaded dice, clothed 
in purple and fine linen; who grow sleek and fat and rich while 
the producers and laborers on the farm, whose products are the 
stakes played for, are daily becoming poorer; when it is shown 
conclusively, as has been proved to the Senate, that their gam- 
bling devices are disturbing and unsettling the general commerce 
to the detriment of all the great interests of the country, should 
be taken by the throat and suppressed through the uttermost 
power which can be constitutionally exercised by Congress. 


They are obstructions to fair and legitimate and honest com- | 


merce, and their practices should be suppressed and wiped out. 
I again say, Mr. President, that the substitute offered by the 
Senator from Mississippi goes directly to the evil; and if passed 
into law, as it ought to be. will extirpate it root and branch. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, anxious as I have been and 
am that a vote on the pending bill might be reached at the earliest 
possible moment, I have refrained fromcontributing to delay in 
reaching that consummation by occupying the time of the Senate. 





| 





The power invoked by the supportersof the bill as it came from 
the House and as already amended in the Senate is what is 
known as “‘ the taxing power.” To this answer is made in ad- 
vocacy of the alleged unconstitutional nature of the measure: 
First, that the taxing power of the Constitution can not be em- 
ployed by Congress save for one purpose, namely, that of rais- 
ing revenue; and second, that the pending bill, while profess- 
edly, as it is claimed, is a revenue measure, has for its real 
purpose, not the raising of revenue by licensing and taxing cer- 
tain business transactions, but rather the absolute prohibition 
of such transactions, and is therefore, as it is claimed, a perver- 
sion of power. 

If the first proposition, therefore, is true, that the power of 
Congress under the taxing clause is confined to laying taxes for 
revenue only, and if it be true, as claimed by the objectors to 
this bill, that it is apparent on its face that this is an attempt to 
employ this power for a purpose other than that of raising 
revenue; then, whether it be called an unconstitutional exer- 
cise of power, or, as characterized by John C. Calhoun in 1832, 
a ‘violation or perversion, the most dangerous of all, because 
the most insidious, and difficult to resist,” I concede the pend- 
ing bill should not receive the sanction of Congress, although 
it may be couched in such terms and enveloped in such phraseol- 
ogy, its real purpose be obscured by such recitals as might com- 
pel the supreme judicial tribunal to regard it as a revenue bill 
pure and simple, thus throwing it beyond the power of that tri- 
bunal to pass upon the question of its constitutionality. 

Having said this much, therefore, by way of premise, I now 
come to consider briefly the nature, scope, and general extent, 
together with the limitations thereon, of what is called ‘‘ the 
taxing power” of the Constitution. 

The Constitution, in making grants to and defining the powers 
of Congress, in section 8, Article I, of that instrument, provides, 
among other things, as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States; * * * to regulate commerce 
pes foreign nations and among the several States and with the Indian 

eS. 

While section 2, Article I, provides, among other things, 
that— 

* * * Direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several States which 
may be included within this Union, according to their respective numbers, 
etc. 

While section 9, Article I, among other things, provides as 
follows: 

No capitation, or other direct tax, shall be laid, unless in proportion to the 
census of enumeration hereinbefore directed to be taken. 

And again— 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 


Whatever power, therefore, Congress has to lay, either for 


| revenue or any other purpose, what may be termed either a tax, 


Nor would I now interpose but from the fact that I am a mem- | 


ber of the committee reporting the bill, and the further fact 
that its constitutionality as it stands is vigorously assailed, not 
only by the united minority of that committee, 4 

one member of the majority, the present acting chairman, as 
also by others on this floor. 

In this state of the case it has seemed to me but appropriate 
that I should call attention to such considerations asin my judg- 
ment may be properly urged in opposition to these constitutional 
objections and in support of its constitutionality. 

hat I shall have to say at this time, therefore, shall be di- 
rectly solely to a résumé of such arguments as have heretofore 
beenemployed by eminent constitutional lawyers, and such as may 
occur to me, which may be properly urged in support of that con- 
struction of the taxing power of the Constitution as will tend to 


tutionality. In this connection, moreover, I must be permitted 
to say, following in the footsteps of the distinguished junior Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON]. whatever of doubt may have 
been suggested as to the constitutionality of this bill by the very 


able speeches of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. WHITE], the | 


Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock], and others, I shall resolve in favor of the 
bill and give it my cordial support, leaving the question of con- 
stitutionality to be finally determined by that common arbiter— 
the Supreme Court of the Unired States. 





duty, impost or excise, must be derived from one or the other, 
or all taken together, of the clauses just quoted. 

This power of taxation has relation to two general classes, 
known as direct and indirect taxation. The only direct taxation 
authorized in express terms by the Constitution is a capitation 
tax, although that instrument in the clause ‘‘no capitation, or 
other direct tax,” etc., clearly recognizes that under the pre- 
ceding general power ‘to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises.’ Congress may impose a direct tax in other forms 


| than that of capitation; but the Supreme Court of the United 


it by at least | 


States has defined very clearly the objects to which a direct tax 
may be applied, namely, capitation and land, and of course in 
all such cases, this character of tax, whether capitation or other- 
wise, must be laid in proportion to the census of enumeration 
provided for in the Constitution; such direct taxes, moreover, 
must also ‘‘ be apportioned among the several States, according 
to their respective numbers;” while all other species of taxation, 
whether regarded as taxes, duties, imposts, or excises must 
come under the head of indirect taxation. 

What, then, is the scope of this power and what, if any, are the 
limitations, and under which of these classes does the taxation 


ang : > A | proposed in the pending bill come? But before proceeding to 
vindicate the pending bill against every objection to its consti- | 


analyze the words of the grant and the limitations thereon, | 
lay down the broad proposition that the power on the part of 
Congress to lay an indirect tax, whether coming under the con- 
stitutional designation of taxes, duties, imposts, or excises, is 
not by any fair construction of the Constitution limited to but 
one purpose, namely to that of raising revenue, but extends to 
every other purpose which in the judgment of Congress, which 


| in the discretion of the legislative department of the Govern- 


ment may be necessary or proper to provide for the payment of 


the nation’s debts, and “for the common ¢efense and general | 


welfare of the United States;” provided always that ‘all such 
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duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States;” and provided also that no such tax or duty shall 
be laid on articles exported from any State. 

In assuming this position and in defending the proposition just 
stated, I do not, nor is it at all necessary for my present purpose, 
insist on the doctrine that the clause in the eighth section, ‘* and 

revide for the common defense and general welfare of the 

nited States,” is in and of itself an independent and substan- 
tive grant of power, under and by virtue of which the General 
Government becomes one of general and unlimited powers, not- 
withstanding the subsequent enumeration of certain specific 
powers, but I shall for the present and for the purposes of the 
argument [| am now making, concede that these words * and pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States,’ are so connected with the words of the same section 
which precede them, namely, ‘‘ the Congress shall have power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises,” as to con- 
stitute a qualification of or limitation on the latter, and that the 
whole clause taken together should be read as though the words 
‘*in order” were inserted as a connecting link between the two 
parts of the whole sentence and as though it read as follows: 

fo lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, in order to pay the 
Senane provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 

Having therefore conceded to this clause the construction 
claimed for it in all the history of the past, both before and since 
the war, by the most ultra of the strict constructionists of the 
country, having conceded for the argument that Congress in or- 
der to provide for the common defense and general welfare is not 
wholly unrestricted, but must employ for such purpose some one 
of the enumerated express grants of power or of an implied grant 
resulting necessarily from some one of the express grants, I now 
come to consider the scope of the taxing power under the Con- 
stitution in the light of the construction just stated of the gen- 
eral welfare clause. 

And here let me inquire, upon what authority, by virtue of 
what terms of the Constitution, in obedience to what words of 
limitation or restriction, do you insist that the power of Con- 
gress to lay taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, or any one of 
these, is restricted to the one purpose of raising revenue? In 
what article, or section, or phrase, or clause of the Constitution 
do you find any words which, properly construed, either alone 
or in connection with the whole instrument, limit the power of 
Congress, as expressly given in the eighth section, to lay taxes. 
duties, imposts, and excises, to the one purpose only, that of 
raising revenue? If any Senator who resists this bill on the 
ground of its unconstitutionality can point me toany such provi- | 
sion, then and only then, shall I be willing to coneede that this | 
general power, which all must concede exists, to lay taxes for 
the purpose, among other things, of ‘‘ providing for the common 
defense and general welfare,” must be limited in the accom- 
piishment of such purpose to the sole means of raising revenue. 

But L assert with all confidence and without fear of successful 
contradiction that no sueh limitation can be found either di- 
rectly or indirectly within the folds of the Constitution or in any | 
judicial opinion, and that this isso, whether the power to lay taxes 
for the purpose of providing for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare is general or is only to be implied in the exercise of 
some one of the specially enumerated powers of Congress. There 
are, however, it must be conceded, certain limitations on the 
taxing power, but one of these is not that it shall be limited to | 
the sole purpose of raising revenue. 

What are these restrictions or limitations? They are plainly 
indicated in the Constitution, and the rule of construction in 
this, as in all like cases of constitutional and statutory construc- 
tion, cxpressio unius exclusio alterius, must apply. he limita- 
tions on the power to lay a capitation or other direct tax are 
different from those imposed on a tax other than direct, or on 
duties, imposts,and excises. The former, a direct tax, can, as 
is made plain by the Constitution, only be laid,even for the pur- 
pose of providing for the common defense and general welfare, 
by being apportioned among the several States according to 
their respective numbers, nor can such a tax be laid, except in | 
proportion to the census of enumeration provided for in the Con- 
stitution; while the power of Congress to lay any duty, impost, 
or excise is subject to another and entirely different limitation, 
and that is that all these ‘‘shall be uniform throughout the 
United States;” while in the third place, any other tax, which 
is not a direct tax within the meaning of the Constitution and 
yet is not a duty, impost, or excise within the meaning of those | 
terms as employed in section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, 
seems to be subject to none of the limitations imposed on what are 








known as capitation or other direct taxeson the one hand, or what | 
are designated in the Constitution as ‘‘ duties, imposts, and ex- | 
cises,” on the other hand. In other words, on such a tax, if sueh 

@ tax there can be, and it has been held by the Supreme Court | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Pepe 


JULY 27, 





of the United States there can be, it must be held either that 
neither of the limitations applied to direct taxes, or to duties, 
imposts, and excises, can apply, or otherwise, as it has been inti- 
mated by the Supreme Court of the United States, either the 
limitations applied to direct taxes, or those applied to duties, 
imposts,and excises, can be made to apply as Congress may in its 
good judgment determine. 

These and these only then are the constitutional restrictions 
on the powers of Congress to lay taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, save and exeept that general limitation, which is con- 
ceded, that the exercise of this power shall only be employed in 
order ‘‘to pay the debts, and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States,” subject to the ad- 
ditional restriction that ‘‘no tax or duty shall be laid on any ar- 
ticles exported from any State.” But in all these restrictions and 
limitations which the framers of the Constitution have thrown 
around the power of Congress to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
osts, and excises, is there to be found asingle word or phrase that 
can by any possibility be tortured into limiting this power to the 
sole purpose of raising revenue, or, in other and more appropriate 
words, which limit Congress in the means which it may employ 
in providing by taxation for the payment of the nation’s debts 
and for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States, to that alone of raising revenne? Not one. 

Mr. Justice Story, in his Commentaries, section 970, in sum- 
marizing the arguments on this question, says: 


* * * Ifthe common defense or general welfare can be promoted by lay- 
ing taxes in any other manner than for revenue, who is at liberty to say 
that Congress can not constitutionally exercise the power for sueh a pur- 
pose? No one has aright to say that the common defense and general wel- 
fare can never be promoted by laying taxes, except for revenue. No one 
has ever yet been bold enough to assert such a ie. Different men 
have entertained opposite opinions on subjects of this nature. It is a mat- 
ter of theory and speculation, of political economy and national policy, and 
not a matter of power. It may be wise or unwise to lay taxes, except for 
revenue; but the wisdom or inexpediency of a measure is no test of its con- 
stitutionality. Those, therefore, who hold the opinion above stated must 
unavoidably maintain that the power to lay taxesis not confined to reve- 
nue, but extends to all cases where it is proper to be used for the common 
defense and general welfare. Oneof the most effectual means of defense 
against the injurious regulations and policy of foreign nations, and which 
is most commonly resorted to, is to apply the power of taxation to the prod- 
ucts and manufactures of foreign nations by way of retaliation; and, short 
of war, this is found to be practically that which is felt most extensively and 
produces the most imm: te redress. How, then, can it be imagined for a 
moment that this was not contemplated by the framers of the Constitution 
as & means to provide for the common defense and general welfare? 


But, says one, the power of taxation specified in the eighth 
section of Article I of the Constitution is restricted to such spe- 
cific objects as are contained in the other enumerated powers. 
Whether this is so or not is wholly immaterial in so far as it 
affects the proposition for which Lam contending, namely, that 
Congress in providing by taxation for the payment of the debts 
and for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States is not confined to the sole means of raising revenue. 
Whether the power is general or whether limited to such spe- 
cific objects as are contained in the list of enumerated powers 
the question is still the same, that revenue is not the only or 
exclusive means by which the power can be exercised. 

Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution, in further 
summarizing the arguments adduced in favor of this proposition 
(See. 971), says: 

Now, if revenue be not the sole and exclusive means of carrying into effect 
all these enumerated powers, the advocates of this doctrine must maintain 
that the power is not limited ae prac met of revenne. No man will pretend 
to say that all those enumerated powers have no other objects or means to 
effectuate them than revenue. Revenue may be one mode, but it is not the 
sole mode. Take the power to “regulatecommerce.” Is it not clear, from 
the whole history of nations, that laying taxes is oneof the most usual modes 
of regulating commerce? Is it notin many cases the best means of pre- 
venting foreign monopolies and mischievous commercial restrictions? In 
such cases, then, the power to lay taxes is confessedly not for revenue. If 
so, is = the argument irresistible that it is not limited to purposes of 
revenue 

Take another power, the power to coin money and regulate its value and 
that of foreign coins; might not a tax be laid on certain foreign coin for the 
purpose of carrying this into effect by suppressing the circulation of such 
coin or regulating its value? Take the power to promote the progress of 
seience and useful arts; might not a tax be laid on foreigners and foreign 
inventions in aid of this power so as tosuppress foreign competition or en- 
courage domesticscience and arts? Take another power, vital in the estima- 
tion of many statesmen to the security of therepublic—the power to provide 
for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia; may not a tax be laid 
on foreign arms, to encour the domestic manufacture of arms, so as to 
enhance our security and give uniformity to our organization and disci- 

line? 

° Take the power to declare war and its auxiliary powers; may not Congress, 
for the very object of providing for the effectual exercise of these powers 
and securing a nent domestic manufacture and supply of powder, 
equipments, other warlike apparatus, impose a prohibitory duty upon 
foreign articles of the same nature? If Congress may im any or all of these 
cases lay taxes then, as revenue constitutes upon the very basis of the 
reasoning, no object of the taxes, is it not clear that the enumerated powers 
require the power to lay taxes to be more extensively construed than for = 
poses of revenue? It would be no answer to say that the power of taxation, 
though in its nature only a power to raise revenue, may be resorted to as 


' an implied power to a into effect these enumerated powers in any effec- 


tual manner. That wo' be to contend that an ex power to lay taxes 
is not coextensive with an implied power to lay taxes: that when the express 
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power is given it means a power to raise revenue only; but when it is im- 
plied it no longer has any regard to this object. How, then, is a case to be 
dealt with of a mixed nature, where revenue is mixed up with other objects 
in the framing of the law? 


Mr. Story, after further summarizing the arguments in favor | 


of and against the different constructions placed by constitu- 
tional lawyers on the taxing power of the Constitution (section 
973), says: 

So that, whichever construction of the power to lay taxes is adopted, the 
same conclusion is sustained, that the power to lay taxes is not by the Con- 
stitution contined te purposes of revenue. Im point of faet, it has never 
been limited to sueh purposes by Congress; and all the great functionaries 
of the Government have constantly maintained the doctrine that it was not 
constitutionally so limited. 


in the history of that tribunal has asserted the doctrine, without 
limitation or qualification, that the power to tax involves the 
power to destroy, and hence that the power of taxation when 
exercised for any of the purposes for which it may be employed 
under the Constitution is not confined in the means to be em- 
ployed for such purpose to that of revenue alone- 

Chief Justice Marshall.in McCulloch vs. State of Maryland, 
4 Wheaton, says: 

The power to tax involves the power to destroy. 


In the License Tax Cases, 5 Wallace, 462, the court said: 

The power of Congress to tax is a veryextensive power. It is givenin the 
Constitution with only one exception and only two qualifications. Congress 
can not tax exports, and it must impose direet taxes by the rule ofapportion- 
ment, and indirect taxes by the rule of uniformity. Thus limited and thus 
only, it reaches every subject and may be exercised at discretion. 

In the case of Collector vs. Day, 11 Wallace, 113, the court 
referred to the case of Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, and gave to it the 
same construction as did Chief Justice Marshall in McCulloch 
vs. State of Maryland, and said: 

But we are referred to the Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, in support of this power 
of taxation. That case furnishes a strong illustration of the position taken 
by the Chief Justice in McCulloch os. Maryland, namely, * That the power to 
tax involves the power to destroy.”’ 

The honorable Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], in dis- 
cussing this question, while denying the power under the Con- 
stitution to lay a prohibitory tax upon objects of internal taxa- 
tion, conceded that such power existed in respect to customs 
duties on foreign imports; but how can this be when the clause 
granting the power in the one case is the same identical clause 
from which the power is derived in the other case, unless, in- 
deed, an implied power to lay eustom duties is incidental to the 
express power to regulate commerce. But ‘‘Oh!” says the dis- 
tinguished Senator, ‘‘I find the authority te levy customs duties, 
not under the taxing power, but under the commercial clause 
of the Constitution—the power to regulate commerce among the 
several States,” ete. But conceding this to be so—and I do not 
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express purpose of destroying altogether the institutions which, by any un- 
friendly action of Congress, taken with the express intent of destruction and 
shaped professedly to that end, it would be powerless to reach. It would, in 
other words, be nraking practical application by the Federal Government 
of the legal aphorism that “a power to tax is a power to destroy.” 

And further on in the same article this distinguished jurist, in 
discussing the several kinds of taxation, applies preeisely the 
same rule to an excise tax imposed on an internal product or 
business that he does to animpost tax laid on a foreign produe- 
tion, and in this connection says: 

The several levies are not intended to secure the greatest possibie revenue 
by the equal apportionment of taxation among the objects which might 
properly be, or whichare,in fact, made to bear the burden, but the duties 
laidare designedly made protective and specially beneficial to some classes 





= . — a ‘ : | of property and to some kinds of business,ami this in different degrees, whi! 
3ut the Supreme Court of the United States at divers times | i ' +: - 


only burdensome to others; so that while one article of merchandise wiil 
perhaps be altogether exempted from duty another will pay a duty merely 


| nominal, and still another may be taxed to its full value if it should be 


deny it—mark the grossness of the absurdity to which sueh logie | 


must lead? 
section of the Constitution must be invoked in connection with 
the commercial clause, otherwise it. must be held that the power 
to impose customs duties is an implied one resulting from the 
express power to regulate commerce among the several States, 
and hence the distinguished Senator would hold that an implied 
power to levy a tax authorizes such tax to be laid net merely for 
the purposes of revenue, but for the purpese of crushing out and 
destroying, while he would limit an express power to levy taxes, 
imposts, and duties, to the sole purpose of raising revenue. 

Mr. Story, in his Commentaries (section 971), after eiting the 
various enumerated powers of the Constitution, and showing 
that under each of these there may be an implied power of tax- 
ation, even though the express power did not apply, says: 

It would be no answer to say that the power of taxation, though in its 
nature only a power to raise revenue, may be resorted to as an implied 
power to carry into effect these enumerated powers in any effectual man- 
ner. That would be to contend that an express power to lay taxes is co®x- 
tensive with an implied power to lay taxes; that when the express power is 
given, it means a power to raise revenue only: but when it is implied, it no 
longer has any regard to this object. How, then, is a case to be dealt with 
of a mixed nature where revenue is mixed up with other objects in the 
framing of the law? 





tional expounder?—in a recent article on the subject of Federal 
Taxation of Lotteries, in the April number of the Atlantic 
Monthly, sustains without qualification the position for which I 
am now contending. In that article the distinguished jurist ad- 
vocated the invocation of the taxing power in suppressing lot- 
teries, and among other things, said: 

Why should not Congress, under the power to tax, devise this more effec- 
tive measure? The power is given by the Constitution in ample terms; and 
what the tax should be or what should be selected as the subjects whereby 
to measure the burden would, asin other cases, rest in diseretion. It might 
be laid upon the institution itself, upon its corporate officers, upon its agen- 
eles, upon the tickets sold—in short, upon all the means by which the busi- 
ness is carried on; and it might make such exactions from the management 
as would atleast. be equal to any profits that could possibly be expected to 
follow from the conduct of the business. Such taxation would of course 
contemplate no revenue to the Government. It would be immposed for the 


tither the taxing power as expressed in the eighth | 


thought that the general good of the country will best be promoted by deal- 
ing thus diversely with ditferent subjects. 

This meets the objection of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
WHIFfE| and the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock}, both 
of whom insisted that a difference was to be drawn between im- 
posts laid on direct importations and excises laid on internal 
business. Here is what Judge Cooley says: 

Precisely the same difference, determined on precisely the same reasons, 
will be found in the case of excise duties. One busimess will be charged a 
light tax because benefits are expected to result directly from it; and 
another will be charged a heavy tax, because, though tolerated, the business 
is expected to be to some extent, at least, injurious, or if not injurious, to 
be peculiarly burdensome to the Government im the matter of regulation 
and protection. Indeed, im some cases where duties are laid, revenue is no 
part whatever of the motive for imposing a particular duty but it is made 
so high that it is expected to preclude all importation, and therefore pro 
duceno revenue. A person objecting to the duty may complain that it vio- 
lates the true principles of government, but he would hardly venture to at- 
tack it as being so distinctly beyond the constitutional power of Congress 
that in the eourtsit might be assailed as wanting in legal validity. He may 
question its policy, but he cam not well question its constitutionality 

It. was in pursuance of such a construction of the taxing power 
of the Constitution as I am now contending for that Thomas 
Jefferson, as President of the United States, concurred in im- 
posing a tax of $15,000,000 upon the people of this country in 
1803; not because the revenue was needed for the expenses of 
the Government, but to provide, by and through the purchase 
of Louisiana, territory for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States. And when this very question of 
the purchase of Louisiana was under discussion in Congress, Mr. 
Rodney, a distinguished lawyer of Delaware, and a friend of 
Thomas Jefferson and supporter of his administration, cited and 
relied upon the taxing power of the Constitution to justify this 
purehase. Clearly the primary purpose of Congress in laying 
this fifteen-million-dollar tax, was not revenue to meet the Gov- 
ernment’s expenses, but on the contrary it was the laying of a 
tax for the purpose of providing by other means than that of 
merely raising revenue, for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States. 

It is conceded that the tax imposed by the pending bill is not 
a direct tax, but an excise or indirect tax,and that therefore to 
meet the requirements of the Constitution it must be uniform 
throughoutthe United States. It isproper to inquire, therefore, 
what is meant by this phrase. What constitutes ‘ uniformity” 
within the meaning of this constitutional phrase, amd does the 


| proposed tax come within the rule? 


Mr. PALMER. With the permission of the Senator from 
Oregon, I will ask his attention to the eleventh section of the 
bill on the point of uniformity. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not remember at this momen* the pre- 
eise provisions of the eleventh section, but [ have generally ex- 


| amined the bill. 


Mr. PALMER. May I read the section to the Senator? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 
Mr. PALMER. It is as follows: 


Sre. il. That neither the payment of the taxes hereinbefore provided nor 
the certificate issued by the collector of Internal revenue under this act shal! 
be held to exempt any person, association, copartnership, or corporation 
from any penalty or punishment now or hereafter provided by the laws of 


‘ . : : ows ‘ | anv State or Territory for making, transferring, or assigning contracts or 
Judge Cooley—and who will question his ability asa constitu- 


agreements such as are hereimbefore defined as * options " or ** futures” con 
tracts or agreements, or in amy manner to authorize the making, transfer- 
ring, or assigning of such contracts or agreements within any State, Terrt- 
ritory, or locality contrary to the laws of such State, Territory, or locality 

Mr. MITCHELL. MayT inquire of the Senator what is the 
precise point he makes why that is a violation of the rule? 

Mr. PALMER. The point is that in States like [llinois, as I 
shall show when [ have an opportunity to address the Senate, 
there can be no license under this bill in which the excise does 
not operate in the State aecording to the laws of that State 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will agree that Federal 
taxation can not interfere im any respect with the right which 


| may properly belong to or attach to the Legislature of any State 





to levy @State tax. So far as that is concerned, it is not the in- 
tention of this bill in any respect. to interfere with the right of 


sree - 
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the State even to impose taxes on all that is taxed by the bill 
for State purposes. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will allow me I will state that 
Illinois being one of the States in which options are forbidden, 
this bill does not license options in that State. 

Mr. CULLOM. If my colleague has not the Illinois statute 
before him I will read the section. Will the Senator from Ore- 
gon allow me? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. The section of our State law reads as follows: 


GAMBLING IN GRAIN, ETC., SECTION 130.—Whoever contracts to have or 
give to himself or another the option to sell or buy, at a future time an 
grain, or other commodity, stock of any railroad or other company, or gold, 
or forestalls the market by spreading false rumors to influence the price of 
commodities therein, cr corners the market or attempts to do so in relation 
to any of such commodities, shall be fined not less than $10 nor more than 
#1,000, or confined in the county jail not ——— one year, or both; and 
all contracts made in violation cf this section shall be considered gambling 
contracts and shall be void. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator think that applies to 
options and futures as recognized by the pending bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Itseems to me almost if not quite as broad as 
the bill under consideration. 

Mr..PASCO. May I interrupt the Senator from Oregon a 
moment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
if thatstatute is ever enforced in his State. 

Mr. CULLOM. lam not advised fully on that question. I 
think there have been suits under it at different times, but just 
what was the nature of them I could not say, because I have been 
out of the State very much of the time for many years. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me to 
answer the Senator from Florida, I will state that the statute has 
been quite as well enforced as the act of Congress against trusts. 

Mr. PASCO. And no better? 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me further I will 
state that there are a number of decisions in our State supreme 
courtunder that provision of law which I suppose grew out of 
suits brought under that statute. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. If the Senator will permit me, I 
will ealk attention to the case of White vs. Barber, decided in the 
State of Illinois to the effect that such options are unlawful by 
the statute. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The point the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
PALMER] makes is that being prohibited by the State of Illi- 
nois the provision of this bill is not to apply to cases of that 
kind, and therefore it is not uniform. 

Mr. PALMER. It destroys uniformity, for it will not operate 
in Illinois. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There may be something in that worthy 
of consideration, and the bill, of course, issusceptible of amend- 
ment to avoid any question of that kind. I am, however, now 
discussing the general question as to what is meant by the word 
‘‘uniformity ” in the Constitution of the United States. 

* The authority upon this _— of the taxing power both in the 

elementary works and in the judicial records is meager. Simi- 
lar provisions, however, are to be found in the constitutions of 
many of the Sates, and have been construed quite frequently by 
State courts. In some of the States the provision is that *‘ taxa- 
tion shall be equal and uniform throughout the State,” as in 
Texas, California, Louisiana,and Virginia. In others, that ‘‘ the 
Legislature shall provide an uniform rule of taxation,” while in 
others it is provided ‘‘the rule of taxation shall be uniform,” as 
in Michigan, Wisconsin, and Ohio; while in other States the 
same general principle is stated in different phraseology, as in 
Illinois, Tennessee, Connecticut, and Massachusetts. 

What is meant, then, by the clause in the Constitution of the 
United States that all ‘‘duties, imposts, and excises shall be 
uniform throughout the United States?” Equality and uni- 
formity were the predominating ideas operating on the minds of 
the framers of the Constitution, especially in relation to the 
geographicalaspectofthecase. The great purpose of theseveral 
limitations and restrictions placed on the taxing power was that 
taxation might bear with equality and uniformity on all of the 
States rp orgie A For this purpose mainly was the provision 
inserted that ‘‘ capitation and other direct taxes” should be ap- 
portioned among the States according to their respective popu- 
lation. For the same purpose it was provided that no tax or 
duty should be levied on articles exported from any State; and 
finally, for the same purpose was the provision inserted that all 
duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States. The uniformity spoken of here has reference, 
therefore, mainly to equality among the several States of the 
Union. Itis more than this. Uniformity in taxation implies 
equality in the burden of taxation. (Bank vs. Hines, 3 Ohio, 15.) 
This equality in burden constitutes the very substance designed 








to be secured by the rule. (Weeks vs. City of Milwaukee, 10 
Wis., 258; Sanborn vs. Reed, 9 Minn., 273.) 

Mr. Justice Miller in the Head-Money Cases, 112 U. S., 594, 
after quoting the taxing clause of the Constitution, said: 

The uniformity here prescribed has reference to the various localities in 
which the tax is intended to operate. ‘It shall be uniform throughout the 
United States.” Is the tax on tobacco void because in many of the States no 
tobacco is raised or manufactured? Is the tax on distilled spirits void be- 
cause a few States pay three-fourths of the revenue arising from it? 

The tax is uniform when it operates with the same force and effect in 
every place where the subject of itis found. The tax in this case, which, 
as far as it can be called a tax, is an excise duty on the business of bringing 
passengers from foreign countries into this by ocean navigation, is uniform 
and operates precisely alike in every port of the United States where such 
passengers can be landed. It is said that the statute violates the rule of 
uniformity and the provision of the Constitution that ‘no preference shall 
be given by any regulation of commerce or revenue to the ports of one 
State over those of another,” because it does not apply to passengers arriv- 
ing in this country by railroad or other inland mode of conveyance. But 
the law applies to all ports alike, and evidently Gives no preference to one 
over another, but is uniform in its operation in all ports of the United 
States. It may be added that the evil to be remedied by this legislation has 
noexistence on our inland borders, and immigration in that quarter needed 
no such regulation. Perfect uniformity and perfect equality of taxation, 
in all the aspects in which the human mind can view it, is a baseless dream, 
as this court has said more than once. (State Railroad Tax Cases, 92U.S., 
575, 612.) Here there is substantial uniformity within the meaning and pur- 
pose of the Constitution. 


To secure uniformity, therefore, within the meaning of the 
Constitution, it must be a tax laid on the same thing at the same 
rate, and it must b2 coéxtensive with the limits of the United 
States. Uniformity of taxation requires uniformity not only in 
the rate but in the mode ofits levy. If it isa tax on a certain 
character of business, subject to taxation, such as carrying on 
the business of insurance, the distillery business, the tobacco 
business, the cigar business, the business of stageccaching, or 
dealing in options and futures, the tax to be uniform must be 
made to apply to all persons in all the States of the Union en- 
gaged in such business. The pending bill does this. Therefore 
it is ‘‘ uniform throughout the United States,” and not subject to 
any constitutional criticism on this account. 

But, says one, the limitation on the power of taxation in the 
accomplishment of its constitutional purposes, and in reaching 
the constitutional end of the creation of the power, to the one 
means of raising revenue is to be found, not in any words or 
phrases, express or implied, in the Constitution, but in the very 
definition of the terms “ taxes,” ‘‘imposts,” ‘‘ duties,” and ‘‘ex- 
cises. 

These, itissaid, in their ordinary signification can mean but one 
thing—the raising of revenue—and, therefore, when the Con- 
stitution declared that ‘‘the Congress shall have power to lay 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,” for the purpose of paying 
the nation’s debts and providing for the common defense and 
general welfare, its meaning is precisely as though the clause 
read ‘‘to lay taxes, duties, imposts, and excises for the purpose 
of raising revenue, in order that the nation’s debts may be paid, 
and in order that provision may be made for the common defense 
and general welfare.” I deny the validity of the assumption. I 
deny that the term “tax” or “taxation,” in or of itself, neces- 
sarily means solely a means of raising revenue, but that it may 
be exercised for any purpose which in the judgment of Congress 
may be necessary and proper to aid not only in paying the debts 
of the nation, but-in providing for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in Weston vs, Charls- 
ton (2 Peters, 449), said: 

If the right to impose a tax exists, it isa right which in its nature ac- 
knowledges no limits. 

The same doctrine was announced in the case of Bank of Com- 
merce vs. New York City (2 Black, 631). This doctrine, I take 
it, will not be questioned by any one. 

The power to tax— 

Says Judge Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, 479— 
is one so unlimited in force, and so searching in extent that the courts scarcely 
venture to declare that it is subject to any restrictions whatever, except 
such as rest in the discretion of the authority whichexercisesit. It reaches 
to every trade or occupation; to every object of industry, use, or enjoy- 
ment; to every species of possession; and it imposes a burden which, in 
case of failure to discharge it, may be followed by seizure and sale or con- 
fiscation of property. No attribute of sovereignty is more pervading, and 


at no point does the power of the Government affect more constantly and 
intimately, all the relations of life than through the exactions made under it. 


While Burroughs, in his work on Taxation, Federal and State, 


page 3, says: 

The power of taxation being an incident of sovereignty, is coextensive with 
that of which it is anincident. All subjects over which the sovereign power 
of a state extends are objects of taxation. ‘The subjects are persons, prop- 
erty, and business.’’ Whatever form taxation may assume, whether asdu- 
ties, imposts, excises, or licenses, it must relate to one of these subjects. It 
is not possible to conceive of any other, though as applied to them the taxa- 
tion may be exercised in a great variety of ways. It may touch property in 
every shape, in its natural condition, in its manufactured forms, and in its 
various transmutations. The amount of the tax may be determined by the 
or its use, or its capacity, or its productiveness. It 


value of the property, 
iE the almost infinite forms in which it is conducted; in 


may touch business 
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ywer of the State. as to the mode, form, and extent of taxation, is unlim- | 


ted, where the subjects to which it applies are within her jurisdiction. 


In support of this the learned commentator cites the case of | 


McCullough vs. Maryland, 4 Wheaton, 428; also the case of the 
State tax on foreign bonds, 15 Wallace, 319. 


In the case of the Pacific Insurance Company vs. Soule (7 Wal- | : 
| the taxing power to prohibit that which it had the right to prohibit under 


lace, 443) the court, opinion by Justice Swayne, said: 


Where the power of taxation exercised by Congress is warranted by the 


Constitution as to mode and subject it is necessarily unlimited in its nature. | 


Congress may prescribe the basis, fix the rates, and require payment as it 
may deem proper. Within the limits of the Constitution it 1s supreme in 
its action. No power of supervision or control is lodged in either of the 
other departments of the Government. 


And further onin the same case the court says: 


The taxing poweris given inthe most comprehensive terms. The only 
limitations imposed are: That direct taxes, including the capitation tax, 
shall be apportioned; that duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform; 
and that no duty shall be imposed upon articles exported from any State. 
With these exceptions, the exercise of the power isin all respects unfettered. 


The distinguished Senators from Louisiana [Mr. WHITE] and 
from New York |[Mr. Hiscock] deny that the decision of the 
court in the case of the Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, 8 Wallace, goes 
to the extent of sustaining the doctrine for which I am con- 
tending. Let us see how this is. That was a case where an act 
of Congress—that of July 13, 1866—provided that every national 
banking association, State bank, or State banking association, 
should pay a tax of 10 per cent of the amounts of the notes of 
any State bank or State banking association paid out by them 
after the Ist day of August, 1866; and the first question before 
the court was as to whether this was a direct tax within the 
meaning of that clause of the Constitution which requires that 
‘direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several States, 
according to their respective numbers.” The court held it was 
not. The next question for the court was, whether it was a tax 
on a franchise granted by a State which Congress, upon any 
principle exempting the reserved powers of the States from im- 
pairment by taxation, must be held to have no authority to col- 
lect. This question the court disposed of by holding that the 
tax in that particular case was not laid on the franchise of the 
bank, but on property created or contracts issued under the 
franchise or power to issue bank bills, and that as such this 
property was a proper subject of Federal taxation. 

The next and only remaining question in the case, and the 
one in reference to which the ruling was made, which is now 
invoked in support of the constitutionality of the pending bill, 
was this: It was insisted by the counsel attacking the constitu- 
tionality of the act that the tax was excessive, and so excessive 
as to indicate a purpose on the part of Congress to destroy the 
franchise of the bank, and was for that reason unconstitutional. 
In other words, that it was a perversion of the power of Congress. 
This objection was met by the court, and overruled by the court 


on two very distinct and entirely different grounds, having no | 


connection with or relation to each other. 
must be permitted to remark that in his reference to this case, 
and in his statement as to what was before the court, and what 
was decided by the court, the distinguished Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. WHITE], generally so entirely fair and frank, was 
scarcely wholly free from disingenuity. Ihave too high an opin- 
ion, however, and cherish the friendship of the Senator too 
highly to think for one moment on account of this one seeming 
departure to classify my friend with those described by Hume 
when he says: ‘‘ Persons entirely disingenuous, who do not be- 
lieve the opinions they defend.” 
The Senator, in his speech analyzing this case, and stating 
what was decided, said—I quote from his speech: 
There has been some question raised about the case of Veazie vs. Fenno, 
as bearing upon this issue. J 
yer Cent upon State banks upon their circulation, and did not the Supreme 
Jourt declare that valid? That case is cited as authority now. It is always 
that way. It has been that way since the foundation of the Government. If 
ever a decision is made in any way looking toward the destruction ofthe law- 
ful powers of the States, arguments have always come up to pervert, to ex- 
tend, to vitiate, and to amplify in order that there may be authority for a 


stretch of power and thus take some further liberty from the people. Now, 
what was the Veazie vs. Fenno case? 


Here I call attention to what the Senator from Louisiana de- | 


clared was that case, and I undertake to say that while he stated 


And right here I | 
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upon the statute was this: That this statute was unconstitutional because 
it taxed a State corporation. 

When that went to the court what diditsay? The Constitution haslodged 
in Congress the power to regulate currency. In the exercise of that power 
Congress has authority to wipe out a State corporation by taxation. True 
the court, arguendo, said that it was either a tax ora prohibition. If a pro- 
hibition, the constitutional authority lying back of the statute was found— 
where? In the clause delegating toCongress the power to regulate the cur- 
rency. Ifa tax, it was not illegal, because Congress had the power to use 


another provision of the Constitution. 

The case does not cover the question now here. It does not intimate the 
power to surreptitiously use the taxing power which is nere presented. It 
is true the court, arguendo by the Chief Justice, made use of expressions 
which may be misconstrued and which are now used to support the conten- 
tion that Congress has, by pretending to tax, the power to destroy every 
limitation found in the Constitution. This case does not sodecide. It seems 


| to me that ends this contention. 


It is said, Why, did you notimpose a tax of 10 | 


one branch of the case correctly he entirely omitted to state the | 


other ground upon which the act was held to be valid. 
was that case? The Senator said: 


I a nothing which can throw more light upon a case than the brief of 
counsel. 


I will say right here that I think the decision of the court 
throws more light on a case than the brief of counsel, so far as 
that is concerned. 


In the discussion of that case there was no statement by counsel that the 
question involved was the perversion of the taxing power. The attack made 


What 


Now, Mr. President, any person, either lawyer or layman, 
reading the above, would unquestionably conclude that the only 
contention before the court was that the act under consideration 
vas unconstitutional, to use the language of the Senator, ‘‘ be- 
cause it taxed a State corporation,” and that the act was held 
to be constitutional because the Constitution had lodged in 
Congress the power to regulate the currency, and that in the ex- 
ercise of that power Congress had authority to wipe out a State 
corporation by taxation. Very true; the court did decide all 
that; but that, Mr. President, was only one of the reasons, and 
this, too, the last one given by the court in support of the consti- 
tutionality of the statute then under consideration. 

The honorable Senator overlooked the fact—not intentionally, 
but failed to notice it, all the same—that before passing to the de- 
cision cited by the Senator, the court had on other and entirely 
different grounds sustained the constitutionality of the act. This 
is made plain by a reference to page 548 of the opinion, and to 
this I attract the special attention of the distinguished Senator 
and the Senate. I quote now, not from the brief of counsel, but 
from the opinion of the court. Says Chief Justice Chase: 

It is insisted, however, that the tax in the case before us is exessive, and 
SO excessive as to indicate a purpose on the part of Congress to‘dcstroy the 


franchise of the bank, and is, therefore, beyond the constitutional power of 
Congress. 


That was the question before the court. The question was not 
solely, as stated by the Senator from Louisiana, as to whether 
Congress had the power to tax a State corporation, but the con- 
tention was that the tax on those bank notes was not only ex- 
cessive but so excessive as to indicate a purpose on the part of 
Congress to destroy the franchise of the bank, and for that rea- 
son it was beyond the constitutional power of Congress. Then 
Chief Justice Chase further says: 

The first answer to this is that the judicial can not prescribe to the legis- 
lative department of the Government limitations upon the exercise of its 
acknowledged powers. The power to tax may be exercised oppressively 
upon persons, but the responsibility of the Legislature is not to the courts, 
but to the people by whom its members are elected. So if a particular tax 
bears heavily upon a corporation, or a class of corporations, it can not, for 
that reason only, be pronounced contrary to the Constitution. 


And then the court, after stating the above and passing from 
this decision, used the following language: 
But there is another answer. 


The court had already given one answer why that act was con- 
stitutional, placing it upon certain specific grounds that had no 
connection whatever with the banking system of'the States; and 
then the Chief Justice says: 

But there is another answer which vindicates equally the wisdom and the 
power of Congress. 

And then follows that portion of the opinion cited, or referred 
to by the distinguished Senator from Louisiana, showing clearly, 
and beyond the possibility of successful contradiction, that the 
constitutionality of the act was sustained, not upon one ground 
alone, but upon two separate and distinct grounds. 

The Senator from New York also dismissed the Veazie Bank 
sase With still less ceremony than did the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana. Little more than a wave of the hand was vouch- 
safed from that distinguished source. On my calling. his atten- 
tion to it in the hope of eliciting the views of the distinguished 
Senator as to what precisely the court did decide in that case, I 
was met with this vague and unsatisfactory answer: 

I have read that case. We have all read it I must say to the Senator 
from Oregon we are all familiar with that case. I do not understand it as 
he does. 

And with no elucidation or statement I was left and the Sen- 
ate was left, in utter and absolute ignorance of just how the Sen- 
ator from New York does understand that case. 

And right here, Mr. President, before passing from consider- 
ing that portion of the speech of the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. WHITE] relating to the Veazie Bank case, I must be per- 
mitted to place that Senator on the witness stand in support of 
the doctrine, as to the right to prohibit any particular thing, that 
Congress has the power to employ the taxing power for some 
other purpose than that of raising revenue, or,in other words, 
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to use the taxing power in order to prohibit. [I quote a sen- An act (S. 1230) amending the act of October 1, 1890, entitled 
tence from the Senator's speech. In reeiting what he under- | ‘‘An act: to provide for the examination of certain officers of the 
stood the court decided in that case, and after declaring that the | Army, and to regulate promotions therein; 
court said, arguendo, that it was either a prohibition or a tax, An act(S. 1295) to authorize the construction of jetties, piers, 
he says: and breakwaters at private expense in the Gulf of Mexico at the 
If a tax, it was not illegal, because Congress had the power to use the tax- | mouth of Ropes Pass, in the State of Texas; 
Eira et Peay warn) ~~ henge it had the right to prohibit under another | An act (S. 2470) to amend the Articles of War, and for other 
_In this view, therefore, if my distinguished friend from Mis- ieee 3154) to amend section 9 of the aet for the relief of 
sissippi is right, that Congress under the commercial power may | certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the 
prohibit options and futures, then it is clear the taxing power | wa, with Mexico passed March 2, 1889; and 
a i | . a ’ 
may be employed to tax them outofexistence. == = | An aet(S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to nav- 
Judge Cooley, in his work on Constitutional Limitations, in | igation at Tamape Bey. Florida 
discussing the powers of Congress under the taxation clause of | © P y ? 
the Constitution, page 484, says: | FRANCIS A. E. BRLOT. 
Strong as is the language employed to characterize the taxing power in Mr.SAWYER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 


some of the cases which have considered this subject, subsequent events i dagen a 4 
le ~~ consider at this time the bill (S. 1662) for the correction of the 


havedemonstrated that it was by no means extrav t. An enormous na- 
tionaldebt has not only made imposts necessary Ww in some cases reach military record of Francis A. £. Briot. It is only a short bill, 
to remove a charge of desertion. 


several hundred per cent of the original cost of the articles upon which they 
By unanimous consent, the Sena‘e, as in Committee of the 








are imposed, but the systems of State banking which were in force when 
the necessity for contracting that debt first arose have been literally taxed 


outo! existence by burdens avowedly imposed for that very purpose. Whole, proceeded to conside™ the bill, which had been reported 
_And in support of this view the distinguished commentator | from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment to 
cits the ease of the Veazie Bank, 8 Wallace: add to the bill the words ‘‘ to date March 24, 1862,” so asto make 


pen has the aaneeesoa power, - - Supreme Court | the bill read: 
of the United States has it has, to employ the taxing power . . 
of the Constitution to support and uphold the national-benking | 2%; suatet. ic. Tass tho Secretary of War bo, and he hereby 1s, ax: 
system of the country, even to the extentof crushing out the life | the name of Francis A. E. Briot, late a private in Company G, Seventeenth 
of State-bank issues, then it would seem to follow necessarily that | Wis ose van ees eat ta dace March of 1802 en Be as member of 
that same power could be not only constitutionally but properly vet, G 
and appropriately invoked to provide for the general welfare of The amendment was agreed to. 
the United States by laying burdensome excises on the business The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
of options and futures, which all here seem to agree in denounc- | amendment was concurred in. 
ing as inimical in their influence and threatening imminently The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
or highest degree to that eae welfare. the third time, and pas;ed. 
Congress may constitutio impose imposts—a eustoms 
tax ahaa far cecal that state for fae one and not for ee, eee 
the purpose of revenue, but to promote the general welfare of Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 3368) to create 
the United States by taxing to death foreign importations, which | a national highway commission and to prescribe its duties. The 
come in competition with the products of our own country. in | Committee on Interstate Commerce report a substitute, to strike 
order to protect American manufacturers and American labor, | out all after the enacting clause and insert what [ ask to have 
as the Supreme Court of the United States has held it constitu- | read. 
tionally can do, then [ invoke in the name of thatsame Constitu- The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
tion the power and the right to lay an excise tax on a business | Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? The 
that has grown up in this country, which strikes a deathblow in | Chair hears none, and it is before the Senate as in Committee of 
its pernicious effects at the great agricultural industries of this | the Whole. 
country; which is daily and hourly inflicting fatal stabs at the The amendment of the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
general prosperity of the country: which, in its very nature, was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
aszails with deadly effect the general welfareof the United States, | at a national highway commission, to be composed of two Senators, five 
and a business which no Senator on this floor, of any political | members of the House of Representatives, and five citizens appointed by the 
Pag, has tho courage to rise ip. hie place and defend. EP Raat Se Oiled BEBE sol ioe far a ingeevcana at 
If Congress can, constitutionally, as it has done, throttle the | copecinliy the best method of securing a proper exhibit at the World's Co- 
great trust cobra; if it can, through the instrumentality of the | tumbian Exposition of approves appliances for road-making, and of pro- 
toning ape aes = it has done, poetess the people of this country SEC a SF ee eeiaien anal neal tie OF acine a the office of the 
from the gigantic frauds perpetrated on them by the manufacture World's Columbian Commission, im Chicago, at noon on the 2ist day of Oc- 
and sale of oleomargarine; if it can by virtue of the taxing power | tober, 1992, and shall make a preliminary report to Congres at the begin- 
oromote the general welfare of the Uuited States by laying pro- | ning of the next session, covering its recommendations respecting the 
ibitory duties on foreign importations, then I invoke that same | P°S!tion and its general plan of inquiry an? action. 
constitutional power in aid of the interests of 25,000,000 of peo-| Mr. GRAY. Is that bill before the Senate? 
ple interested in agriculture in this country and whose interests Mr. CULLOM. It is. 
constitute so important a factor in the general welfare of the Mr.GRAY. By unanimous consent? 
United States. | Mr.CULLOM. Yes, there is nothing objectionable in it. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. | Mr.GRAY. Idid not understand thequestion. [thought the 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. | Senator asked to have it considered and that the question would 
i. PRUDEN, one of his seeretaries, announced that the Presi- | 7 we to a vote of the Senate, or I should certainly have 
dent had on the 26th i ) i - | objected. 
ing act and joint aoe senstnly tiethanssine emetaaanaael | Soe, CULLOM. The bill proposes a mere committee of inquiry. 
An act (S. 1793) to legalize the deed and other records of the | 2 does a cost the Government a cent. There is no appropria- 
Office of Indian Affairs, and to provide and authorize the u | tion in it. 7 
a seal by said office; and a emnernnt | Mr.GRAY. I —— understand that the bill was taken up. 
A joint resolution (S. R. 104) giving authority for the erection | I objeet to its consideration. ; 
hauseaai wenetae the ills faation of the cin of Washington Mr.CULLOM. I think the Senator had better allow it to 


during the encam ynt of the Grand A: of the Republic dur- | P&8s. 
ing September, 1892. | Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 


The message also announced that the President had on this ware object to the consideration of the bill? 





day approved and signed the following acts: | Mr.GRAY. Lobject. Po 
An act(S. 620) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to promote the | _ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 


adininistration of justice in the Army,” approved October 1, 1890; | Senator from Delaware to object to the further consideration of 
An act (5.621) to provide for the collection, custody, and ar- | the bill. 7 ‘ 
rangement of the military reeords of the American revolution | Mr. CULLOM. I believe I have no right to move to proceed 
and the war of LS12: , | to its consideration at this time? ; ; 
An act (5, 898) to furnish the Gettysburg Battlefield Memorial The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill re- 
Association at Gettysburg, Pa.,with specimens of arms, aceouter- | Sumes its place on the Calendar? 
ments, etc., used by the armies in the battle of Gettysburg for | CABLE BETWEEN SAN FRANCISCO AND HONOLULU. 


exhibition and preservation at the Gettysburg Museum; : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 


An act (5. 1059) to define the grade of eertain medical officers ‘ : I 
of the Army, and for other purposes; lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
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was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Itransmit herewith, with its accompaniments, areport from the Secretary 
of the Navy of the results of the survey made pursuant to the act of March 
2, 1891, ‘‘ To enable the President to cause careful soundings to be made be- 
tween San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the kingdom of the Hawaiian 
|= sant for the purpose of determining the practicability of the laying of a 

zT% SC tween those points. 

ene Tee ; BENJ. HARRISON, 


Washington, D. C., Juiy 27, 1892. 
ALEXANDER SHIELDS. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was— 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from 
further consideration of the petition and papers of Alexander Shields, and 
that they be withdrawn from the files of the Senate. 


DEALING IN “‘OPTIONS” AND ‘‘ FUTURES ” 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘options” and ‘ fu- 
tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requir- 
ing such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain prod- 
ucts to obtain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I desire to ask the attention 
of the Senate to a single point in the pending bill. I ask the 
Secretary to read section 130 and section 137, A, B, C, and D of 
the Illinois statutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Gambling in grain, etc. §130. Whoever contracts to have or give to him- 
self or another the option to sell or buy at a future time, any grain, or other 
commodity, stock of any railroad or other company, or gold, or forestalls 
the market by spreading false rumors to influence the price of commodities 
therein, or corners the market, or attempts to do so in relation to any of 
such commodities. shall be fined not less than $10 nor more than $1,000, or 
confined in the county jail not exceeding one year, or both; and all contracts 
made in violation of this section shall be considered —s contracts, and 
shall be void. Pickering ef al vs. Cease, 79 [1l., 328; Pixley et al vs. Boynton 
et al, 79 Ill., 351; Sanborn ef al vs. Benedict, 78 I11., 309; Walcott et al vs. Heath, 
78 T11., 433. 

* * 


§137 a. Penalty for keeping bucket-shop. 1. Be it enacted by the people of 
the State of Illinois represented in the General Assembly, That it shall be un- 
lawful for any corporation, association, copartnership, or person to keep or 
cause to be kept within this State any bucket-shop, office, store, or other slace 
wherein is conducted or permitted the pretended buying or selling of the 
shares of stocks or bonds of any corporation or petroleum, cotton, grain, 
provisions or other produce, either on margins or otherwise, without any in- 
tention of receiving and paying for the property so bought, or of delivering the 
property so sold; or wherein is conducted or permitted the pretended buying 
or selling of such property on margins; or when the party buying any of such 
property, or offering to buy the same, does not intend actually to receive the 
same if purchased or to deliver the same if sold; and the keeping of all such 

places is hereby prohibited. And any corporation or person whether acting 

dividually, or as a member, or as an officer, agent, or employé of any cor- 
poration, association, or copartnership, who shall be guilty of violating this 
section, shall upon conviction thereof, be fined in any sum not less than #200 
and not more than $500; and any person or persons who shall be guilty of a 
second offense under this statute, in addition to the penalty above prescribed, 
shall, upon conviction be imprisoned in the county jail for the period of 
six. months, and if a corporation shall be liable to forfeiture of its charter 
And the continuance of such establishment after first conviction shall be 
deemed a second offense. (1.) 

137 b. What necessary to commit offense—accessory. 2. It shall not be 
necessary, in order to commit the offense defined in section | of this act, that 
both the buyer and the seller shall agree to do any of the acts therein pro 
hibited, but the said crime shall be complete against any corporation, asso 
ciation, copartnership, or person thus pretending or offering to sell or thus 
pretending or offering to buy, whether the offer to sell or buy is accepted or 
not; and any corporation, association, copartnership, or person who shail 
communicate, receive, exhibit, or display, in any manner, any such offer to | 
so buy or sell, or any statements or quotations of the prices of any such 
property, with a view to any such transaction as aforesaid, shall be deemed 
an accessory, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined and punished the 
same as the principal, and as provided in section 1 of this act. (1.) 

137 c. Duty of commission merchant, etc., to furnish written'statement of 
names of parties. 3. It shall be the duty of every commission merchant, 
copartnership, association, corporation, or broker doing business as such to 
furnish, upon demand, to any customer or principal for whom such com- 
mission merchant, broker, copartnership, corporation, or association has 
executed any order for the actual purchase or sale of any of the commodities 
hereinbefore mentioned, either for immediate or future delivery, a written 
statement containing the names of the parties from whom such property 
was bought, or to whom it shall have been sold, as the case may be, the time 
when, the place where, and the price at which the same was either bought 
or sold; and in case such commission merchant, broker, copartnership, cor- 
poration, or association shall refuse promptly to furnish such statement 
upon reasonable demand, the fact of such refusal shall be prima facie evi- 
dence that such property was not sold or boughtin a legitimate manner. (1.) 

137 d. Fining owner of property—Duty of courts to charge grand juries. 
4. Whoever knowingly permits any of the illegal acts aforesaid in his build- 
ing, house, or in any outhouse, booth, arbor, or erection of which he has the 
care or possession, shall be fined not less than $00 nor more than $1,000; and any 
penalty so adjudged shall be a lien upon the premises on or in which such 
unlawful acts are carried on or permitted. Itis the intention of this act to 
prevent, punish, and prohibit within this State the business now engaged in 
and conducted in places commonly known and designated as bucket-shops, 
and also to include the practice now commonly known as bucket-shopping by 
persons, corporations, associations, or copartnerships, who ostensibly carry 
on the business or occupation of commission merchants or brokers in grain, | 
provisions, petroleum, stocks, and bonds. And it shall be the duty under | 
this act of all the judges of the several circuit courts in this State and of the 
judges of the criminal court of Cook County, at every regular term thereof, 
to charge all regularly impaneled grand juries to make due investigation 
and report upon all violations of the provisions of this act. 


The Secretary will read as re- 


od * * * & 
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Mr. PALMER. The questionof the constitutional propriety, 
if I may use that phrase, of employing the taxing power as a 
means of suppressing such offenses as are defined in the first and 
second sections of this proposed act has been so thoroughly dis- 
cussed that I shall not go into that subject. It would be but a 
mere repetition, and perhaps [I should notsucceed as well as did 
the original reasoners in stating it. 

I regard the proposed act as a perversion of the taxing power 
not to be justified by any sound system of reasoning. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon |Mr. MITCHELL] concedes one proposition, 
that excises, or duties, or taxes, or whatever these may be termed, 
must be uniform. The proposition I seek to maintain by the 
reading of the [Illinois statutes is that this bill on its face is not 
uniform. I read section 11 of the bill: 

Sec. 11. That neither the payment of the taxes hereinbefore provided nor 
the certificate issued by the collector of internal revenue under this act shal 
be held to exempt any person, association, copartnership, or corporation 
from any penalty or punishment now or hereafter provided by the laws of 
any State or Territory for making, transferring, or assigning contracts or 
agreements such as are hereinbefore defined as ‘‘ options” or ** futures’ con 
tracts or agreements, or in any manner to authorize the making, transfer 
ring, or assigning of such contracts or agreements within any State, Terri- 
tory, or locality contrary to the laws of such State, Territory, or locality; 
nor shallthe payment of the taxes imposed by this act be held to prohibit 
any State, Territory, or municipality from placing a tax or duty on the same 
trade, transaction, or business for State, Territorial, municipal, or other 
purposes. * 





The last clause of course is unimportant. If the language of! 
the section had been— 

That neither the paymant of the taxes hereinvefore provided nor the cer- 
tificate issued by the collector of internal revenue under this act shall be 
held to exempt any person, association, copartnershin, or corporation from 
any penalty or punishment now or hereafter provided by the laws of the 
State of Illinois for making, transferring, or assigning contracts or agree 
ments such as are hereinbefore defined as ‘“‘options ”’ or “futures” contracts 
or agreements, or in any manner to authorize the making, transferring, or 
assigning of such contracts or agreements within the State of Illinois, con 
trary to the laws of that State— 

If that had been the language of the section noone would claim 
that the law was uniform in its operation, because it would be an 
exemption of a State by express terms, and the authority read 
by the Senator from Oregon requires that duties or excises like 
these shall be levied upon all persons alike, which is of the very 
essence of taxation, that it shall be uniform and equal. The 
Constitution requires uniformity. 

Can it make any difference whether the State of Lllinois is 
mentioned in terms or whether the State of Illinois is deseribed 
by such terms as exclude the operation of the act in the State. 
Surely there can be no difference. Now, Illinois is not the only 
State. I believe in the State of Minnesota options and futures 
have never b2en condemned by law unless they are condemned 
as wager contracts; but can it be claimed that in this proposed 
law the principle of uniformity is observed’ It seems to me 
that nothing is clearer, and it is only a waste of tims to attempt 
to support a proposition which is self-evident and does not ad- 
mit of any higher degree of proof than is afforded by this state- 
ment. 

Mr. President, a single other argument and I shall be through 
with the subject so far as Iam concerned. I regard it as one ot! 
the misfortunes of the times that the police powersof the States 
are so little respected by the Federal Government or so little re- 
spected by Senators from different States represented in this 
Chamber. Whatever may be true in regard to the nonenforce- 
ment of these laws, they are enforced as far as public sentiment 
demands their enforcement. I grant that this law is not rigidly 
enforced in the State of Illinois—no part of itis. Is it believed 
by the Senator that a Federal law would be better enforced, con- 
ceding the power of Congress to invade the States to punish gam- 
bling?—because I do not know why the Senator from Minnesota 


| might not draft a bill punishing card-playing and every form of 


gambling, which is no doubt injurious to public morals. 

It is a difference only in degree; but if the taxing power jus- 
tifies this invasion of the State is there any limit to the power 
of Congress to invade the police authorities of the State? I had 
supposed that the Constitution limited the power of taxation to 
the raising of money, and I suppose that is still true. I suppose 


| that where Congress possesses a general power over a subject it 


may select its own method, and I grant that, as in the case of the 
tax upon the circulation of State banks, as an incident to some 
of its powers Congress might properly impose that tax. I sup- 
pose that under the right of Congress toregulate commerce with 
foreign stateseven discriminating tariff duties may be imposed. 
I have been prepared to concede all these things, but I am ut- 
terly at a loss to understand how it is that Congress can do by 
indirection what it can not do directly. 

I put the question to the Senator from Minnesota or from Ore- 
gon: Can Congress define and punish gambling in the States? 
No. Does not this bill define that which is gambling, and does 
Yes. Can Congress, then, 
acquire jurisdiction by selecting a constitutional mode of doing 
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an unconstitutional thing? Is it a possible conception to a law- 
yer that by the mere choice of the mode of doing it Congress 
— one the power to do that which it could not do di- 
rectly? 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will admit, I suppose, that 
Congress can levy a tax on the business of an insurance company 
in a State? 

My. PALMER. I admit that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator admits that? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir; I admit it cheerfully. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the difference, I inquire of the 
Senator, so far as the right to tax business is concerned, between 
the case of a company organized to carry on the business of in- 
surance in a State, or a person in his individual capacity carry- 

‘ing on that business in a State, and a person engaged in carry- 
ing on the business of futures and options? 

Mr.PALMER. Mr. President, the difference is between frank- 
ness and honesty on the one side and indirection on the other. 
Congress may impose a tax upon employers. It has exercised 
that power and itmay do so hereafter. But here is a case where 
gentlemen confess that it is acrime which they are seeking to 
suppress, and they seek nothing else to suppress. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will agree that the courts 
have held that it was immaterial, and therefore it does not take 
the subject out of the pale of taxation. 

Mr. PALMER. I will submit to the Senator from Oregon 
this naked question: Would he be willing to simply tax this 
particular form of crime? Would he license it to the extent of 
encouraging it or authorizing it? Does not the Senator know 
that he is attempting to do by indirection that which he under- 
stands can not be done directly? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwould not tax toencourage it, butI would 
tax to discourage it. 

Mr. PALMER. You would not tax it but authorize it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No. 

Mr. PALMER. Then it isa bill intended to define, punish, 
andsuppress. Here isan instance where Congress has attempted 
to do by indirection what the Senator confesses it can not do di- 
rectly. In order to accomplish this end the Senator coolly and 
frankly tells us that the a. of taxation is seized and per- 
verted to a purpose altogether foreign to the nature of the power 
that Congress may grasp the polic2 powers of the State, and it 
admits of no limitation, according to his theory. But, enough 
of that. 

Mr. President, there is another view of this case which I think 
worthy of very great consideration. It is the tendency of mod- 
ern society to delegate to others the duty of enforcing the laws. 
An ideal republic would be that in which the people make the 


laws and enforce them by officers elected and aided by the zeal- | 


ous encouragement of the people themselves. But the tendency 
is to offer to the people every inducement or many inducements 
to abandon the voluntary enforcement of their own laws. 

In Illinois we have a statute which is rigid enough, and if it 
were enforced would suppress this evil within the limits of that 
State. By the way, I suppose Illinois is exempted from the op- 
eration of this bill. But, I ask, what advantage is promised by 
the adoption of a Federal law in order to effectuate this object? 
Is it because the Federal officers are more earnest, more zealous, 
more efficient in the enforcement of laws than are the officers and 
people of the States? Is that the theory upon which this goes? 

The means by which the people of the States enforce their 
laws are popular means. They select their own officers, and 
they are to a large extent under the control of public opinion. 
The only ground for referring this proposed Federal law is that 
a system more despotic than the — system may be inflicted. 
It is that it may be done by marshals appointed by the President 
and confirmed by the Senate, and by deputy marshals, who are 
to be appointed by the marshal himself. It is, in short, to take 
from the people of the States the enforcement of their own laws, 
and not only to take from them the enforcement of their own 
laws, but it is to discourage them; it is to teach them to look to 
these despotic agencies as the means of enforcing the laws. 

Every step that is taken in that direction is a misfortune to 
free government. I will oppose this bill, if upon no other 
ground, upon the ground that it is the substitution of despotic 
means for the enforcement of law among the people who have 
the right to enforce their own laws by their own agencies. It 
isa lesson in the wrong direction. You may safely turn the 
people of the States over to the miseries resulting from the non- 
enforcement of their own laws. Indeed, there is no better les- 
son than that. It is the philosophical theory that the people 
shall enforce their own laws, and then if the people suffer from 
the nonenforcement of laws, the people bear the consequences. 

These movements, in the direction of taking from the people 


| country called genericlly the Pinkertons. 





power and substituting despotic agencies for the popular agen- 
cies that belong to State government, are some of the saddest 
indications of the decay of free government in this country. 

[ received a letter the other day from avery respected friend. 
[ had said to him ‘‘ We have laws in Illinois to punish these 
offenses.” ‘Ah,’ said he, ‘‘ but in order todo this we must have 
the strong arm of Federal power.” This movement from various 
directions toward the strong arm of the Government in the ad- 
ministration of the police system of States, I believe is a lesson 
in an immoral and unwise direction and that it ought not to be 
encouraged. 

If the people of Minnesota are a patriotic people why is it that 
they do not pass alaw to suppress these evils, and then enforce 
the law? Why, I ask the Ssnators from that State, is not that 
done? Why is it that in Oregon they do not vass such laws if 
they regard these matters as evil, and then enforce those laws? 
Why, in any and all States of the Union is not that done? Be- 
cause, ’1r. President, we are being taught to look to the Federal 
power; we are taught to be fond of thestrong methods of Federal 
authority. 

I regard our system of government as perfect as human ingen- 
uity can devise. The powers of the Federal Government have 
been given to it for general purposes, and I have on all occasions 
during my life stood by the fullest enforcement of the power of 
the Federal Government conferred upon it for wise purposes. 

I never mes there was the slightest likelihood of any con- 
flict between Federal and State authorities where both systems 
were understood. I never supposed there was any danger. I 
had supposed that the preservation of the independence of the 
States—I use that term in its constitutional sense—was of vital 
importance to the unity of the Republic. I had — osed that 
self-government is the great end to be secured in this country. 
I deprecate and deplore every indication of any tendency on the 
ae of the people to abandon the free popular methods that have 

eretofore characterized our history and to resort instead to 
thes despotic agencies. 

Why are they despotic? They were not intended for a purpose 
like this. Our fathers are not to blame if we, their sons, pass 
laws that send into the States a crowd of officeholders to inter- 
fere with the business of the people, to go out from the seats of 
Federal courts and arrest citizens and take them one or two 
hundred miles and try them before juries of strangers where they 
are without friends, without assistance, without sympathy. I 
say if we do that the fathers who framed this Republic are not 
to blame. We are the men who are perverting and destroying 
our own institutions by sapping from our political system the 
lifeblood of self-government—self-enacted and self-enforced laws. 
That is a radical vice. 

Mr. President, we speak of this new element of force in the 
What is the objection 
to that force? Because it is a lawless authority. It interferes 
with popular rights. And thus we goon. Could we have en- 
dured that a moment if our people were alive to the value of self- 
government? It would not be tolerated for an hour. Itis the 
habit of our poor. and it is growing to be a fatal habit, to de- 
pend upon others for the accomplishment of wholesome, judicious 
laws. The tendency of this bill, aside from its unconstitution- 
ality, is to encourage that growing feeling toward social help- 
le-sness and toward dependence upon despotic agencies outside 
of and beyond the people themselves. 

Mr. SAWYER. [ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of private pension bills on the Calen- 
dar that have been favorably reported. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope the Senator will withhold his re- 
quest. J shall be inclined to yield for that purpose a little later. 
I understand there are one or two Senators who desire to speak 
before the bill is brought to a vote, and I should like to agree 
upon some time, perhaps to-morrow, when we can take a vote on 
the bill and amendments. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Does the Senator from Louisiana object 
to fixing a time later? 

Mr. WHITE. I object to fixing a time. 
mous consent. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then, as no Senator is prepared to go on 
this afternoon, I have no objection to yielding to the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin iMr. SAWYER]. However, before we 
go to that order (I do not know whether it requires unanimous 
consent or not; if it does not I shall not press it this afternoon) 
I should like to have a vote on the amendments offered by me 
some days ago to perfect the bill, so that we can have a new 
print, showing the condition of the bill as its friends will en- 
deavor to pass it later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the 
Senator that the pending motion is to commit the bill to the 
Committee on Finance with instructions. 


I object to unani- 
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Mr. WASHBURN. I know; but I suppose by unanimous con- 
sent the bill may b2 perfected. 

Mr. GORMAN. t L 
perhaps it would be better for him to wait until to-morrow, when 
the Senator from Colorado[Mr. V |. notic 
to commit the bill to the Committee on Finance, will be in the 


Chamber. H can renew his request to-morrow. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Then I will yield to the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 


WILLIAM R. STEINMETZ. 


I ask unanimous consent to call up for pre3- 
2379) for the relief of William R. 


Mr. GORMAN. 
ent consideration the bill (S. 
Steinmetz. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proce2ded to consider the bill. Itauthorizes the President 
of the United States to nominate and, by and with the advice of 
the Senate, to appoint Capt. William R. Steinmetz, United States 
Army, retircd, a major on the retired list of the Army, with the 
rank and pay of that grade from February 26, 1891, under the 
provisions of section 3 of ‘‘An act to provide for the examination 
of certain officers of the Army, and to regulate promotions 
therein,” approved October 1, 1890. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator from Maryland 
whether that bill has been duly reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes: it was reported by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. DAVIS], and a written report was submitted, 
No. 832. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY COMMISSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 3368) to create a national highway commission and to pre- 
scribe its duties. It is the bill which was under consideration 


some time ago when the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] ob- | 


jected. 

Mr. GRAY. Inow withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection being with- 
drawn, the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. The substitute reported from the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. « 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read at length the third 
time. 
The bill was read the third time at length, and passed. 
CABLE BETWEEN SAN FRANCISCO AND HONOLULU. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 


there be printed 1,000 copies of the report of the results of the survey made | 
arch 2, 1891, *‘toenable the President to cause care- | 


pursuant to the act of 
ful soundings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the 


Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpose of determining the prac- | 


ticability of laying a telegraph cable between these points;’’ 300 copies to be 
for the use of the Senate, 400 for the House, and: for the Navy Depart- 
ment; the cost of the same to be paid from the unexpended balance of the 
money appropriated for this survey. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills this day received from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories 

A bill (H. R. 8507) to put in force in the Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma Territory the law of the State of Arkansas, entitled 


‘*An act to regulate the rates of charges for the carriage of | 


passengers by railroads,” approved April 4, 1887; and 
A bill (H. R. 9175) to put in force in the Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma Territory certain laws of the State of Arkansas. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of private pension bills on the Cal- 
endar unobjected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, 


and the first private pension bill on the Calendar favorably re- | 


ported will be proceeded with. 
ELLEN WILLIAMS. 
The bill (S. 842) granting a pension to Ellen Williams was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 


X XITI——-429 


I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that | 


WOoLcorr], who made the motion | 
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upon the pension roll the name of Ellen Williams, lat nurse of 
| Company A, Second Regiment Colorado Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. . 

HARRISON DE F. YOUNG. 

The bill (S. 1098) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
De F. Young was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Harrison De 
i’. Young, late a captain Second Regiment of New Hampshire 
Volunteers, at $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he now re- 
ceives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask th2 Senator fran New 
Hampshire {Mr. GALLINGER] how much pension the captain 


now receives? 
He is receiving $24 at the present time. 


Mr. GALLINGER. g $2 
In further explanation I will venture to say that during the last 
Congress a bill was introduced proposing to pension him at $50 
a month, but it was amended so that he should receive the rate 
to be allotted by the board of medical examiners. He has had 
two examinations since. Tho> first board awarded $51, and the 
second one $55. Notwithstanding that, the Bureau of Pensions. 
for some reason or other, probably for the reason that they do 
not agree that all his disabilities are due to army service, have 
rejected a further increase beyond $24. It is a very just bill, 
and ought to be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engross:d for a third reading, read the third time, 
| and passed. 





COL. WILLIAM H. BROWNE. 

The bill (S. 3396) granting a pension t» Col. William H. Browne 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, inline 8, beforethe word ** dollars,” to strike out 
| “seventy-five ” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

lie it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Col. William H. Browne, . 
late of the Second Brigade, Third Division, Sixth Army Corps, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $0 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered t» be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA R. HITCHCOCK. 

The bill (S. 3253) granting a pension to Martha R. Hitchcock 
vas considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was feported from the Committee on Pensions with 
aan amendment, in line 13, after the words ‘‘ at the rate of,” to' 
strike out ‘' $1,200 par annum” and insert ‘* $50 per month;” so 
| as to make the bill real: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ¢ 11 he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj, ct to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha R. Hitchcock, 
widow of the late Ethan Allen Hitchcock, an officer who served throughout 
the Seminole and Mexican wars and became acoionel and brigadier-general 
by brevet in the regular Army, and was honorably discharged as major- 
general of the United States volunteers after the close of the war for the 
Union and a service of nearly forty-four years in the armies of the United 
States, and to pay her a pension from the passage of thisact at the rate of 
$50 per month. “ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

C. G. M’KNIGHT. 

The bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to C. G. McKnight was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of C. G. MeKnight, late assistant 
surgeon United States Voluntzers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
| and passed. 
| STARK FRAZIER. 


read 


The bill (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to Stark Frazier was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Stark Frazier, of Brooks County, 
Ga., late a private in Capt. Isaac McCreary’scompany of cavalry 
from Sumter County, Ga., in the war of 1836, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA M. KENNEDY. 

The bill (H. R. 6106) granting a pension to Lydia M. Kennedy, 

sister of Abram Kennedy, was considered as in Committee of the 
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Whole It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Lydia M. Kennedy, dependent sister of Abram Kennedy, late a 
member of Company K, Third Regiment New York Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. BREWER. 


The bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to William H. Brewer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William H. Brewer, late 
a private in Company C, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSANNA DAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 6561) granting a pension to Susanna Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Susanna Davis, of the city of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia, widow of William Da- 
vis, late a private in the United States Marine Corps, and who 
served in the Indian war in Florida, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN MERCER. 

The bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to John Mercer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of John Mercer, of Brooks County, 
Ga., late a private in Capt. Redding’s company of the First Flor- 
ida Cavalry in the war of 1836, at $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALLIE M. SWIGART. 

The bill (H. R. 3167) restoring the pension of Sallie M. Swigart 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
restore to the pension roll the name of Sallie M. Swigart, widow 
of Uriah R. Swigart, late of Company L, Second Regiment Iowa 
Cavalry, to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. SIPP. 

The bill (H. R. 7235) granting a pension to Mary A. Sipp was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Sipp, widow of 
Andrew M. Johnson, late of Company F, Thirty-first Regimeri 
of lowa Infantry, and who as such widow was allowed a pension 
heretofore, and to pay her $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JULIA S. TOMPKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Julia S. Tompkins 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Julia S. Tompkins, an army 
nurse, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORINDA LEACH. 

The bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Orinda Leach, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll thename of Orinda Leach, dependent mother 
of Charles H. Leach, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment of 
Vermont Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM OSCAR STANLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 8241) granting a pension to William Oscar Stan- | 
It proposes 


ley, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
to place on the pension roll the name of William Oscar Stanley, 
of Des Moines, Lowa, imbecile son of Nathan T. Stanley, late of 


Company H, Eighty-second Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volun- 
teers, and to pay him a pension of $10 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third realing, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES W. KIRTLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirtley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of James W. Kirtley, a sol- 
dier of the Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension of $20 per 
month from and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. NOBLE. 
The bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. Noble, mother of 
James Dunn, jr., late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment of 
Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARION C. GURNEY. 

The bill (S.3265) granting a pension to Marion C. Gurney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Marion C. Gurney. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill ought to be amended. 

. a PADDOCK. The Secretary has an amendment at the 
esk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6,after the name ‘‘ Gurney ” insert: 

Widow of Capt. James W. Gurney, of Company E, One hundred and twen- 
ty-seventh Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry in the last war. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MISS ADDA BOODGER. 


The bill (H. R. 5766) granting a pension to Miss Adda Boodger, 
of Lockport, N. Y., was announced as the next pension bill on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

ANNA M. HOLSTEIN. 


The bill (H. R. 8316) granting a pension to Anna M. Holstein, 
a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Anna M. Holstein, a hospital nurse during the war of the re- 
bellion, on the*pension list, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLORENCE ESTHER WILLIAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Florence Esther 
Williams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a pri- 
vate in Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 
was announced as the next pension bill in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that bill be passed over for the 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill wil! be passed over. 

MARY J. CORCORAN. 

The bill (H. R. 8971) granting a pension to Mary J. Corcoran 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mary J. Corcoran, of Jack- 
son, Mich., widow of Henry Corcoran, late of Company E, 
| Twelfth Michigan Infantry, and to pay ber a pension of $8 per 

month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,ordered 
to athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN GOFF. 

The bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Ellen Goff was con- 
| sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Ellen Goff, of Battle Creek, Mich.., 
widow of George H. Piper, late orderly sergeant of Company I, 
| Thirty-third Missouri Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $)2 
| per month. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES REED, JR. 

The bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to James Reed, jr., was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
| on the pension roll the name of James Reed, jr., who enlisted in 
‘the United States Navy June 26, 1838, and served on the ships 
| Columbus, Ohio, and Hudson, and was discharged from the latter 
vessel November 15, 1838, by order of the Department, he being 
unfit for service on account of a rupture. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmert, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KATIE ALLEN. 

The bill (H. R.8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls the name of Katie Allen, the widow of Albert 
L. Allen, who was pensioned by special act of Congress, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 














1892. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATHAN FALKNER. 

The bill (H. R. 4385) to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline 
County, Ark., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nathan Falk- 
ner, of Saline County, Ark., who served in the Florida Seminole 
war of 1836, as private in J.C. Blount’s company, Alabama regi- 
ment, and that the said Nathan Falkner be paid a pension of $15 
per month. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT S. CAMPBELL. 

The bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell, 
veteran of Seminole war, 1837, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension rolls the 
name of Robert S. Campbell, lateoprivate in Capt. Rosel’s com- 
pany, Snodgrass’s regiment of mounted volunteers, in Seminole 
war, 1837, and to pay him a pension of $15 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARY MURRY. 

The bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Murry was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary Murry, mother of Martin 
Murry, late a private in Company B, Twelfth Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
an passed. 

SARAH C. HOLLAND. 


The bill (S. 3337) granting a pension to Sarah C. Holland was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Sarah C. Holland, dependent 
mother of John Wells, late a private Company G, Second Min- 
nesota Volunteer Infantry, at rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MRS. MARY ANN ROSS. 


The bill (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, for- 
merly Coats, late of Pike County, Ill., but now of Marceline, Mo., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, for- 
merly Coats, of Marceline, Mo., who was a nurse in the medical 
department of the United States volunteers, and pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. WILLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll,for injury to the right eye, the name of James 
H. Willey, of Waltham, Mass., late of Company G, Richardson 
Light Infantry, attached to Seventh Battery Light Artillery, 
Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AUGUSTUS G. CARY. 

The bill (S. 2648) granting a pension to Augustus G. Car? was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Augustus G. Cary, late first lieu- 
tenant, United States Revenue Marine, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MRS. JENNIE B. MORRIS. 


mT . g f NvC : ‘ . 

The bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie B. Mor- 
ris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the words “ late a,” to strike out 
**teamster in the Twenty-sixth ” and insert “ private in Com- 
pany I, Sixth,” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ Volunteers,” to 
insert ‘‘ Cavalry;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs, Jennie 
B. Morris, of Des Moines, Polk County, lowa,as the widow of George H. Har- 
ris, late a private in Company I, Sixth Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her afull widow's pension from and after the passage of this act 
and during the continuance of her present unmarried state. 


Theamendment vas agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


Che amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 


| be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH HARLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

lhe bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘ pension,” to insert 
‘at the rate of $8 per month;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
Harley, former widow of Hugh Gillespie, of Company K, Ninth Regiment 


United States Infantry, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $8 D r month 
as the widow of a soldier of the Mexican war 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to b2 engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW KRAMER. 

The bill (H. R. 2164) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Kramer, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll Andrew Kramer, late a 
private of Company E, First Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, 
in the war with Mexico, and pay him, on account of total blind- 
ness, a pension of $20 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH L. RONALDSON. 

The bill (H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. Ronald- 
son, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah L. Ronaldson, 
widow of Mathew Ronaldson, late a first lieutenant io Com pany 
b, First lowa Cavalry, and pay her a pension of $15 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senats without amend:uent, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY C. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith was 
announced as the next pension bill in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

ELIZA SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Eliza Smith, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Eliza Smith, who was the widow 
of Frederick Sheckler, late orderly sergeant of Company K, One 
hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY J. ALVIS. 

Che bill (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension rolls Henry J. Alvis, of Montrose, lowa, a private 
in the service of the United States in the Seminole Indian war, 
in Col. Lindsey's regiment, Louisiana Volunteers, and pay him 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDISON M. COPEN. 

The bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Addi- 
son M. Copen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place upon the pension roll the name of Addison M. 
Copen, late of Company I, United States Dragoons, Mexican 
war, at $20 per month, the same to be in lieu of all pensions 
hertofore granted to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE W. TENNIS. 

The bill (S. 2039) granting a pension to Catharine W. Tennis 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Catharine W. Tennis, step- 
mother of Francis Tennis, late a private in Company D, Eigh- 
tieth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read 





6852 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
SAWYER July 26, 1892: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2039) grant- 
ing a pension to Catharine W. Tennis, have examined the same and report: 


The beneficiary was the stepmother of Francis Tennis, late a private in | 


Company D, Eighteenth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. There issworn proof 
that she was married to the soldier’s father in 1855, one of the affiants hav- 
ing witnessed the marriage ceremony, and that since her husband's death 
she has not remarried. The soldier died at Farmington, Miss., in August, 
1862, while in the service. 

There is no doubt of the claimant’s having filled the place of a mother to 
him, or that he acknowledged his duty to her as son and contributed to her 
support as long as he lived. 

There is sworn proof also that she has no property, that she is very poor, 
70 years of age, and in feeble health. 

The general laws do not recognize her claim, but there are many instances 
in which stepmothers in like cases have been pensioned by special act. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ANNA MORGAN BURNS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to call up the bill (H.R.7146) to 
aon Anna Morgan Burns, which was passed over under 
Rule [X. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator if the bill he desires to 
call up is within the order made by the Senate, to consider un- 
objected pension bills? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is under Rule IX. 


Mr. SAWYER. The order to consider unobjected cases ha; | 


been completed, and we can take it up. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator withhold his motion for 
a few minutes? 

Mr. PERKINS. There are two or three Senators who wish 
to have little bills passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
withdraw the motion? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know the bill the Senator from Nebraska 
wishes to call up. I hold the report in my hand. 

Anna Morgan Burns, the daughter of the deceased soldier, was born Sep- 
tember 24, 1871, and is 20 years of age. It is shown in evidence that she isa 
helpless invalid from consumption. 

There is no evidence that she inherited it. It is acommon, 
ordinary disease, which people take. I do not propose to pen- 
sion children 20 years of age because they may have pneumonia, 
or typhoid fever, or anything of that kind; and this is only sim- 
ilar toit. I propose to discuss this bill when it comes up and 
have it passed upon a yea-and-nay vote. I appreciate very fully 
the pressure that is brought to bear in this case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the consider- 
ation of the bill indicated by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now I ask the Senate to take up—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not through. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator need not discuss the bill; he can 
just object to it, and it goes over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri does not wish 
to discuss the bill when he objects to its consideration. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to show to the Senate some of the | 


yathetic appeals that are made in behalf of persons who are 
Pl 


seeking sp.cial legislation here and to show how they censure | 


and criticise anyone who has any scruples about any private bill 
that is pressed here. It makes no difference what on earth it is, 
if they can get a grab at the Treasury they think it is perfectly 
justifiable, upon the flimsiest pretext on the face of God’s green 


earth: and any man who opposes such a bill is put down as a | 


hard hearted, cruel wretch. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not care to take upa minute of the time 
of the Sonate except to answer what the Senator from Missouri 
says in reference to the absence? of heredity of this trouble: 

Dr. H. E. Leach testifies that he has been the medical cdviser of the peti- 
tioner since 1881; that she is suffering from chronic pharyngitis and phthisis 
of hereditary origin as well as other troubles; and that she is perfectly help- 
less, and has been for some time. 


I happen to have some knowledge of this case. It is a case 


that app-als to the sympathy of everybody who has any interest | 


ina soldicr who has rendered service to his country. This girl 
is utterly and entirely helpless, and in poverty. 

The grandfather, upon whose aid she was dependent for main- 
tenance when the report was written, has since died, and she is 


at the merey of strangers. It happens that she is only able to | 


live at all because a colored woman who had lived in the family 
for many years is her friend and is supporting her by her own 
effor‘s—a poor woman. If there is any case that appeals to the 
sympathy of everyone it is this case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Theve is no doubt of its appealing to sym- 
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pathy, and that is what it does appeal to very strongly; but the 
question is one of principle. 
Mr. PADDOCK. But my friend knows 
Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will wait a moment, I wish 
to state this proposition. I have watched these cases closely. 
Iam not a member of the Committee on Pensions. We haveex- 
| tended the pension law to every possible class of people, in my 

judgment, to whom it ought to be extended, unless you intend 
| to include army mulcs and horses. Where the child of a soldier 
_is by reason of birth, disability, non compos mentis, or so en- 
| feebled as not to be able to earn a living, or anything of that 
| kind, where it is hereditary or inherited, not the fault of the 

child in any way, we by general law continue the pension to the 
| child after it becomes 16 years of age, and where the general law 
does not reach the case we pass special laws, but that is only 
done in exceptional cases. There has never been a bill passed 
here unless it was under color of something else—and I do not 
believe the Committee on Pensions would report a bill of that 
kind—there has never been a bill passed here to pension a child 
_after she became 16 years of age where she was only disabled 
from some ordinary disease. It must have been something that 
was inherited, something that has been and is continuous. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. Is this debate in order? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Missouri certainly is a 
fair man, always. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The debate is proceeding by unani- 
| mous consent. 
| Mr. PADDOCK. He certainly ought not to make that state- 
| ment in the fac2 of the testimony which I have presented here 
| by a medical expert of high reputation, Dr. H. E. Leach—a 
| plain statement, asquare statement—that this trouble is a hered- 
itary trouble: that it is 

Mr. COCKRELL. Inherited from the great-granddaddy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Consumption is considered hereditary. It 
attacks the great grandfather and then goes down to the gi and- 
child, skipping two or three generations. Now, I went to know 
if this is inherited? 
| Mr. PADDOCK. The evidence 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will get the evidence to 
show that this is inherited from the father, and that she has had 
it all her life, it places it on an equality with the other cases, 
and I will withdraw all objection to the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is no question of that from the re- 
port itself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report does not show that to be the 
case. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The whole evidence is in that line. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I renew my motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator to allow me to call up a 
bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yield for that purpose, if it takes no 
time. 

Mr. PADDOCK sutsequently said: Mr. President, I feel very 
anxious about the passage of th» bill to which the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] objected, I think, through er- 
ror, and I desire to assure him thatif he will withdraw his ob- 

| jection on account of the element of heredity in the matter of 
this disease, I will secure the testimony he requires. If 1 donot, 
| I shall consent to the reconsideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I understand the Senator, the report 
| shows that the disease is of a hereditary origin. That may ga 
back to the grandfather. Iunderstand the Senator is acquainted 
with the family, knows all the facts in addition to what has been 
stated here, and that evidence can be produced that the disease 
| was inherited from the immediate parent. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that it is one of those inherited disa- 
bilities disabling continuously, and which comes within the rule 
which the Committee on Pensions has adopted in such cases. 
While I do not think the principle which the committee has 
| adopted is correct, and I do not assent to that, yet as thatis the 
rule by which they are guided, I shall not interpose an objection, 
but will allow the bill to pass. Then I shall enter a motion to 
| reconsider, and insist upon the motion if the Senator does not 
produce satisfactory evidence of the statement he makes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection being withdrawn, 
the bill is before the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
| The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
| sider the bill. It proposes to place the name of Anna Morgan 
| Burns, the invalid daughter of the late Capt. James Burns, of 
the Fifth United States Cavalry, upon the pension rolls, and to 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
|” ‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
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dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 


and passed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion made by the Senator 





from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to reconsider the vote by which | 


the bill passed will be entered. 


IMMIGRATION AND CONTRACT-LABOR LAWS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senate to proveed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3240) to facilitate the enforcsment of the 
immigration and contract-labor laws of the United States. The 
bill was read the other day and various amendments were agreed 
to. I wish to reconsider the vote by which several amendment; 
were agreed to the other day in order to have those amendments 
disagreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Commitice of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
affirmation” were stricken out and the word “ declaration ” was 
inserted; so as to read: 

Each list or manifest shall be verified by the signature and the declaration 
of the master or commanding officer. 

I move to reconsider the vote by which the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask thatthe amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In line 9, of section 2, 1 move to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment inserting the word ‘‘ attested 
by” instead of the words “‘ taken before” was agreed to. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, theamendment should be disagreed 
to, so as to read: 

Taken before the United States consul. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Insection 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘ make,” 
the word ‘‘ declaration ” was inserted in place of ‘‘ oath or affirma- 
tion.” I move thatthe vote by which the amendment was agreed 
to be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Those are all the amendments I wish to 
have disagreed to. The bill has been read, and the other amend- 
ments stand agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish toask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire for an explanation in regard to some amendments which 
were proposed. Has there not been an amendment on the first 
page of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was an amendment agreed to au- 
thorizing the master or the officer first or the officer second in 
command to verify manifests. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Since this bill was last called up I have 
received information to the effect that it will amount to nothing 
if you insert what is proposed and strike out what we have here, 
‘*delivered to the proper inspector:” 

It shall be the duty of the master or commanding officer of the steamer or 


sailing vessel having said immigrants on board to deliver to the proper in- 
spector of immigration at the port lists or manifests. 


If you are going to dispense with anything going through the 
commanding officer, it is said that will simply nullify the whole 
thing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whoever says that is mistaken. This is 
to verify the manifests of the immigrants who go on board the 
ship. They are to be made out in convenient lists, not exceed- 
ing twenty persons on each list, and it will be very inconvenient 
to require the commanding officer to verify every one of the 
lists. Therefore it is provided that the commanding officer or 
the officer next in command, or the officer next to him in com- 
mand may verify these various lists; and the protection to the 
United States is just the same, whether the commanding officer 
or the two officers next to him verify the lists, while it would 
be very inconvenient, when a thousand immigrants are going 
on board a ship, to require the commanding officer to examine 
and inspect every one of those immigrants and to verify every 
one of the manifests. The bill is strict enough with these 
amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be strict enough, if it is not too 
strict; but no bill is strict enough which does not keen out of 
this country all paupers and diseased persons and criminals. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam glad to hear the Senator say so. This 


bill is a step in the right direction, and it was agreed to by every 
member of the Committee on Immigration in this body, and it 


was unanimously agreed to by the Committee on Immigration of | 
the House of Representatives. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read 
the third time, and passed. 


The question is on the engrossment 


DISTRICT CORPORATIONS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. 
mit a report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
absence of objection. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. Treport from the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate a resolution 
referred to that committee, with a recommendation that it pass. 
I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered 


I ask permission at this time to sub- 


The r 


port will be received in the 


by unanimous consent, and 


| agreed to, as follows: 


In section 2, line 8, the words ‘‘oath or | 


| taxes paid each year; and to further ascertain and report what, 





Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to ascertain and report to 
the Senate the amount of the capital stock, bonds, and other evidences of 
debt issued by each and every incorporated company in the District of Co- 
lumbia; the amount actually paid for said stock and bonds: the amount and 
value of the property acquired by each of said companies; the amount of 
gross receipts and expenditures by said corporations for each year during 
the past ten years; the dividends paid to stockholders during the same 
period, and the amount and disposition of any surplus fund; the amount of 
if any. ad 
ditional tax should be levied and collected from said corporations. and what 
further provisions should be made for the better regulation and control of 
said corporations. . 

Resolved, That said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall have au- 
thority to send for persons and papers, administer oaths to witnesses, and 
take testimony during the present session or during the approaching recess 
of Congress, and to employ a clerk and stenographer; the expense of the in 
vestigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 


Mr. COCKRELL. As that resolution has been agreed to, | 
should like to suggest to the members of the committee who may 
bs appointed, that they not only ought to go back ten years in 
their report, but they ought to give us a history beginning with 
the organization of every single corporation in the District of 
Columbia, tracing it from the act of incorporation down to the 
present time, so that we may have them in successive order, and 
may know what they have done. We have to legislate in regard 
to these corporations, and we ought to have that information, 
and the proposed investigation can develop itand get it together 
very realily. 

PUBLIC PARK AT WALLAWALLA, WASH. 


Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Order of Business 994, being Senate bill 2578. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill S. 2578) granting the use 
of certain lands in Wallawalla County, State of Washington, 
to the city of Wallawalla, for ths purposes of a public park. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That there is hereby granted to the city of Wallawalla, in the State of 
Washington, the right to occupy, improve, and control for the purposes of a 
public park, and for no other purposes whatever, the following piece or par- 
cel of land situated in the county of Wallawalla, and State of Washington, 
and described as follows, namely: All that triangular portion of the Wal- 
lawalla military reserve at the northerly corner thereof, and separated from 
the main body of said reserve by a long-established county highway, and by 
the line of the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company’s railroad track, 
and containing about 28 acres, on the following conditions: 

First. That before beginning any use or improvement of said land that the 
said city shall present to the Secretary of War detailed plans of such im 
provement and receive his approval thereof. 

Second. That said city shall have and exercise power to make and enforce 
police regulations concerning said tract. 

Third. That the United States reserves to itself the fee in said tract and 
the right to resume possession and occupy any portion thereof whenever in 
the judgment of the President the public interest may require, without any 
claim for compensation to said city for improvements thereon or damages 
on account thereof. 

Mr. ALLEN. Whenever the word **Wallawalla” occurs in the 
body of the bill and in the title the second **w” should be a capital 
letter, as it is a compound word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be so amended 
in the absence of objection. The Chair hears none. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PETER LIGHT. 
I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
2798. 


Mr. PALMER. 
sideration of Order of Business No. 1055, Senate bil 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committze of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2798) for the relief of 
Peter Light. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
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with an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ discharge,” to 
insert ‘‘as of date December 20, 1864: Provided, That no pay, 
compensation, allowance, or pension shall accrue to any one by 
virtue of this act;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to issue to Peter Light, late a private in Company A, Four- 
teenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, an honorable discharge, as 
of date December 20, 1864: Provided, That no pay, compensation, allowance, 
or pension shall accrue to any one by virtue of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thebill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PITTSBURG, COLUMBUS AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Order of Business 1070, being Senate bill 2601. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 2601) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to grant the right of way to the Pittsburg, Co- 
lumbus and Fort Smith Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,” was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment tostrike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

‘That the Kansas City, Pittsburg, and Fort Smith Railway Company, acor- 
poration created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Kansas, be, 
and the same is hereby, invested and empowered with the right of locating, 
constructing, equipping, operating, using, and maintaining a railway, tele- 
graph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, beginning at a point 
on the south line of Cherokee County, in the State of Kansas, and running 
thence in the most practicable route through the Indian Territory, by the 
way of a point at or near Tahlequah, to a — on the Arkansas River near 
fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, with the right to construct, use, and 
maintain such tracks, turnouts, sidings, and extensions as such company 
may deem to its interest to construct along and upon the right of way and 
depot grounds herein provided for. 

Sec: 2. That said corporation is authorized to take and make use, for all 
purposes of a railway and for no other purposes, a right of way 100 feet in 
width through said Indian Territory, and to take and use a strip of land 250 
feet in width, with a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way, for 
stations, for every 10 miles of the road, with the right to use additional 
grounds where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be necessary for the con- 
struction and maintenance of the roadbed, not exceeding 100 feet in width 
on each, side of said right of way, or as much thereof as may be included in 
said cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said addition of land shall be 
taken for any one station: And provided further, That no parts of the lands 
herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the company, and 
they shall not be used except in such manner and for such purpose only as 
shall be necessary for the construction and convenient operation of said rail- 
way, telegraph, and telephone line, and when any portion thereof shall cease 
to be used, such portion shall revert to said nation or tribe of Indians from 
which the same shall have been taken. 


Sec, 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands | 


held by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usages of 
any of the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, 
full compensation shall be made to such occupants for all property to be 
taken or damage done by reason of the construction of suchrailway. Incase 
of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant, such compensation 
shall be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested referees, to 
be appointed, one (Who shall act as chairman) by the President of the United 
States, one by the chief of the nation to which said occupant belongs, and 
one by said railway company, who, before entering upon the duties of their 
appointments, shall take and subscribe, before a district judge, clerk of a 
districtcourt,or United States commissioner, an oath that they will faithfully 
and impartially discharge the duties of their appointments, which oath, 
duly certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior within sixty days from the completion thereof; and a 
majority of said referees shall be competent to act in the case of the absence 
ofa member, after due notice; and upon the failure of either party to make 
such appointment within thirty days after the appointment made by the 
President, the vacancy shall be filled by the district judge of the court for 
the western district of Arkansas or the district court of Kansas, upon the 
application of the other party. The chairman of said board shall appoint 
the time and place for all hearings within the nation to which said occupants 
belong. Each of said referees shall receive for his services the sum of $4 per 
day for each day they are engaged in the trial of any case submitted to them 
under this act, With mileage at 5 cents per mile. Witnesses shall receive the 
usual fees allowed by the courts of said nation. Costs, including compen- 
sation of the referees, shall be made a part ofthe award and be paid by said 
railway company. Incase the referees can notagree, then any two of them 
are authorized to muke the award. Either party being dissatisfied with the 
finding of the referees shall have the right, within ninety days after making 
of the award and notice of the same, to appeal by the original petition to the 
United States court at Muscogee, Indian Territory, which court shall have 
jurisdiction to hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition ac- 
cording to the laws of the State of Kansas provided for determining the 
damage when property is taken for railroad purposes. When proceedings 
have been commenced in court the railway company shall pay double the 
amount of the award into court to abide the judgment thereof, and then 
have the right to enter upon the property sought to be condemned and pro- 
ceed with construction of the railroad. 

Sec, 4. That said railroad company shall not charge the inhabitants of 
said Territory a greater rate of freight thanthe rates authorized by the laws 
of the State of Kansas for services or transportation of the same kind: Pro- 
vided, That passenger rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. 
Congress hereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and 

asseugers on said railway and messages on said telegraph and telephone 

ines until a State government shall be authorized to fix and regulate the 
cost of transportation of persons and freight within its respective limits by 
said railway, but Congres; expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate 
at all times the cost of such transportation by said railway or said company 
whenever such transportation shall extend from one State into another or 
shall extend into more than one State; Provided, however, That the rates of 
such transportation of passengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the 
rates above expressed: And provided Jurther, That said railway company 


shall carry the mail at such prices as Congress may by law provide, and 
until such rate is fixed by law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of 
compensation. 

Sec. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, for the benefit of the particular nations or tribes through whose 
lands said line may be located, the sum of #50 in addition to compensation 
provided for in this act, for property taken and damages done to individual 
occupants by the construction of the railway for each mile of railway that 
it may construct in said Territory, said payment to be made in installments 
of $1,250 as each working section of 25 miles of road is graded: Provided, 
That if the general council of either of the nations or tribes through whose 
land said railroad may be located shall, within four months after the filing 
of the maps of definite location, as set forth in section 6 of this act, dissent 
from the allowances provided for in this section, and shall certify the same 
to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation to be paid to such 
dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act shall be deter- 
mined as provided in section 3 for the determination of the compensation to 
be paid to the individual occupants of lands, with the right of appeal to the 
courts upon the same conditions, terms, and requirements as therein pro- 
vided: Provided further, That the amount awarded or adjudged to be paid 
by said railway company for said dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu 
of the compensation that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive 
under the foregoing provisions. Said company shallalso pay, so long as 
said territory is owned or occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary of 
the Interior the sum of #15 per annum for each mile of railway it shall 
construct in the said Territory. The money paid to the Secretary of the 
Interior under the provisions of this act shall be apportioned by him in 
accordance with the laws and treaties now in force among the different 
nations and tribes according to the number of miles of railway that may 
be constructed by said railway company through their lands: Provided, 
That Congress shall have the right, as long as said lands are occupied and 
possessed by said nation or tribe, to impose such additional taxes upon said 
railway as it may be deemed just and proper for their benefit; and any 
Territory or State hereafter formed through which said railway shall have 
been established may exercise the like poweras to such part of said railway 
as may be within its limits. Said railway company shall have the right to 
survey and locate its railway immediately after the passage of this act. 

Sec. 6, That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its lo- 
cated line through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of each of 
the nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located, and 
after filing said maps noclaim for a subsequent settlement and improve- 
ment upon the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against 
said company: Provided, That when a map showing any portion of said 
railway company’s located line is filed as herein provided for said company 
shall commence grading said located line within one year thereafter, or said 
location shall be void; and said location shall be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, in sections of 25 miles, before construction of any such sec- 
tion shall be begun. 

Sec. 7. That the officers, servants, and employés of said company, neces- 
sary to theconstruction and management of said road, shall be allowed to re- 
side, while so engaged, upon said right of way, but subject to the provisions 
of the Indian intercourse laws and such rules and regulations as may be es- 
tablished by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said inter- 
course laws. 

Sec. 8. That the said railway shall build at least 100 miles of its railway in 
said Territory within three years after the passage of this act and complete 
main line of the same within one year thereafter, or the rights herein granted 
shall be forfeited as to that portion not built. That said railway company 
shall construct and maintain continually all fences, roads, and highways, 
crossings, and necessary bridges over said railway whenever said roads and 
highways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way or may 
be by the proper authorities laid out across the same. 

Sec. 9. That the said Kansas City, Pittsburg and Fort Smith Railway Com- 

any shall accept this right of way uponthe —- condition, binding upon 
itself, its successors and assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, nor as- 
sist in any effort looking towards the changing or extinguishing the present 
tenure of the Indians in their lands, and will not attempt to secure from the 
Indian nations any further grant of land or its occupancy than is herein- 
before provided: Provided, Thatany violation of the conditions mentioned 
in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights and privileges of 
said railway company under this act. 

Src. 10, That all mortgages executed by said railway company conveying 
any portion of its railway, with the franchises, that may be constructed in 
said Indian Territory shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, 
and the record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and 
shall convey all rights and property of said company as therein expressed, 

Src. 11. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act, 
and the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or 
transferred in any form whatever except as to mortgage or other liens that 
may be given or secured thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘ A biil togrant the right 
of way to the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Fort Smith Railway 
Company through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” 

TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT DEPOSIT, ALA. 


Mr. MORGAN. ILask unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business 1039, being House bill 7974. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 7974) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near 
Deposit, Ala., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FORT MAGINNIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. SANDERS. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Order of Business 650, being Senate bill 566. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 566) to provide for the 
disposal of the abandoned Fort Maginnis military reservation in 
Montana, under the homestead and mining laws, for educational 
and other purposes, was ecousidered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 
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Mr. SANDERS. The committee has reported an amendment 
as a substitute for sections 1 and 2 of the bill, which I ask to have 
read. ; ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out sections 1 and 2 
of the bill, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause the lands embraced within the abandoned Fort Maginnis 
military reservation in Montana to be regularly surveyed by an extension of 
the public survey over the unsurveyed portions thereof. 

Src. 2. That there be, and there is hereby, granted to the State of Montana 
the use of one section (in square form) of said reservation, to be selected so 
as to embrace all buildings or improvements constructed upon said reserva- 
tion for the use of said post, together with the water right belonging to and 
used by the same, to be used by said State for educational purposes, and to 
revert to the United States whenever such use shall cease. 


And insert: 

That upon approval and acceptance by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office of the survey of the (abandoned) Fort Maginnis military reser 
vation in Montana, heretofore ordered by the Secretary of the Interior, there 
be, and is hereby, granted to the State of Montana so much of said reserva 
tion in legal subdivisions as shall amount to 1,280 acres, to be so selected by 
the governor of said State of Montana as to include the buildings and other 
improvements thereon in use by the military authorities heretofore, so far 
as the limitation of 1,280 acres will permit, and also the water right and ditch 
heretofore in use at said military post and appertaining thereto, the said 
land, water right, and ditch so being granted to said State in trust for the sup- 
port of its institutions of public charity or education, or for use by the same 
under the direction and authority of said State, and the same shall re¥ert to 
the United States when such use shall cease. ; - : 

The governor shall make report in duplicate of his said selection, in writ 
ing, over his hand and the seal of said State, describing the lands selected. 
and shall file one with the surveyor-general of said State, who shall trans 
mit the same to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the other 
shall be filed in the United States land office in the district of lands in which 
such reservation is situated, and preference right for sixty days thereafter 
shall be given to any person or persons legally qualified to enter any of said 
land under and according to law who had improved and were in actual pos 
session thereof at the time said reservation was created. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
tuted for. 

Mr. SANDERS. It is a substitute for sections 1 and 2 of the 
bill. The first section requires the Secretary of the Interior to 
cause the lands to be surveyed, and he has already done so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator what is 
the meaning of the last clause here of the proposed amendment? 
I do not understand it. It reads: 

The governor shall make report in duplicate of his said selection, in writ 
ing, over his hand and the seal of said State, describing the lands selected, 
and shall file one with the surveyor-general of said State, who shall transmit 
the same to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the other 
shall be filed in the United States land office in the district of landsin which 
such reservation is situated, and preference right for sixty days thereafter 
shall be given to any person or persons legally qualified to enter any of said 
land under and according to law who had improved and were in actual! pos 
session thereof at the time said reservation was created. 


11} ; 
subDstl- 


I do not understand what that is 


Does that give a preference right to the 1,280 acres the State 
is to take? 

Mr. SANDERS. I was going to offer an amendment to the 
amendment which would make it more clear. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want tounderstand that more distinctly, 
because if that be the case I shall certainly have to object to 
the bill. 

Mr. SANDERS. Ihave an amendment which will meet the 
point the Senator makes and confine that right of selection to 
the other land. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I ask the Senator if the amendment he 
has already proposed is a committee amendment? 

Mr.SANDERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr.WALTHALL. From the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes, sir; from the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. WALTHALL. According to the Calendar the 
reported favorably without amendment. 

Mr. SANDERS. I saw that statement there, but this bill was 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands, who recom- 
mended this amendment. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Is the last amendment the Senator pro- 
posed also a committee amendment? 

Mr. SANDERS. That amendment simply makes 
more plain the fact that the right of selection is reserved to such 
individuals as prior to the creation of this military post may 
have occupied that ground with theintent of entering it. It con- 
fines their right to go only upon such’ portions of the reserva- 
tion as are not selected by the governor for the State. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the amendment ought not to come 
in this section of the bill, but should come in the third section, 
because it would not be right toleta man who may have camped 
there one night or who may have camped there for a month or 
two before a military reservation was made and then moved 
away, or anything of that kind, to come in now and take a part 
of this valuable reservation. The exception ought to come in 
the third section, which provides how the remainder of the 
land shall be disposed of, and then there would be no question 


bill was 


No, sir. 
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that it would not be applicable to the 1,280 acres which the State 
is to get. 

Mr. SANDERS. I think if the amendment is r 
tor will see that itcovers his point precisely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ of the 
remainder,” before the words ‘of said land” in the proposed 
amendment; so as toread: ee 

Legally qualified to enter any of the remainder of said land w 
cording to law who had improved and were in actual posse 
the time said reservation was created 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that come in as a proviso to section 3, 
and it will be all right. 

Mr. SANDERS. Very well. Th 
ment, and will move it to section 3. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And strike out of the second section the 
words ‘‘ and preference right,” and insert the proviso at the end 
of seetion 2, and the Senator will have it all right. 

Mr. SANDERS. I move to strike out of the amendment the 
words ‘‘and preference right for sixty days thereafter shall be 
given to any person or persons legally qualified to enter any of 
said land under and according to law who had improved and 
were in actual possession thereof at the time said reservation 
was created,” and insert at the end of section 3 what I send to 
the desk. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I think it proper to say, since [ asked the 
Senator from Montana |[Mr. SANDERS] whether his first amend- 
ment was a committee amendment, that I have examined the 
report and find he is correct about it. I was misled by the Cal- 
endar where [ saw the statement that the bill was reported with- 
out amendment. 


ad the Sena- 


r and ac- 


on thereof at 


nl withdraw that ar 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] as modified will now be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

And provided further, That preference right for sixty days after such se 

is hereby given to any pers r persons 





lection by the governor of the State 
legally qualified to enter any of the remainder of said reservati 
cording to law who had improved and were in actual possess 
the time said reservation was created 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. This amendment, together with 
the previous amendment submitted by the Senator from Mon- 
tana, will be considered as agreed toin the absence of objection. 
The Chair hears no objection, and they are agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to he engros 
the third time, and passed. 


“and 
f 


unde 





ac 
at 


“1 for a third reading, read 


SAMUEL HOWARD. 
I. ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
of Calendar No. 1103, being House bill 


Mr. HARRIS. 
consideration at this time 
3888. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3858) for the relief 
of Samuel Howard. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the words ‘* sum of,” to strike out 

‘950 and insert ‘'692;" so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
authorized and directed to Samuel Howard, of Henderson Cou! 
the sum of $692, outofany money inthe Treasury not otherwise app 
in full for property from him by the forces of the United Stat 
to the use of the Army of the United States. 


Mr. PASCO. 
ing of the bill. 
words ‘‘ pay to.” 

Mr. HARRIS. 

‘pay,’ in line 4. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word ‘‘to,” it is pro- 
posed to insert the word *‘ pay;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ishereby, authorized to pay 
Samuel Howard, ete 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. After the word ‘* property,” in line 7, 
has been omitted in the printing 

Mr. PASCO. After the word 
7, [ move to insert the word ‘‘taken:” so as to read ** 
property taken.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and t 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and pas-ed 





There are one or two inaccuracies in the print- 
In the fourth line there should be inserted the 
to,” the word 


After the word * simply insert 


a word 


‘ property,” at the end of line 
in full for 
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Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senat2 request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Pasco, 
Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. MITCHELL were appointed. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I now renew my motion t9 proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [ask the Senator to yield to me for the 
consideration of a bill of but a dozen lines. I think there can 
be no objection to it. 

Mr.SAWYER. Ihopethe Senator from Minnesota will yield 
to the Senator from South Dakota, and after that insist upon his 
motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will withdraw it temporarily. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 3206, 

Tiere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3206) to dispose of that 
portion of the Fort Randall military reservation which lies in 
the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend at the end of the bill, in 
line 12, after the name ‘‘ South Dakota,” by inserting ‘‘ there- 
for.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests to the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota that the word ‘ South” should appar- 
ently be inserted, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ Dakota.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made in 
the absence of objection. The Chair hears none. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DEALINGS IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I now insist on my motion for an execu- 
tive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before putting the question on the 
motjon of the Senator from Minnesota, the Chair will lay before 
the Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 7845) defining * options” and 
“futures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and re- 
quiring such persons engaged in selling certain products to ob- 
tain license, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proczeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in exceutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, July 28, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 





. NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received by the Senate July 27, 1892. 


MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Watson R. Sperry, of Delaware, to be minister resident and 
consul-general of the United States to Persia, vice Truxtun Beale, 
nominated to be miaister resident and consul-general to Rou- 
mania, Servia, and Greece. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 27, 1892. 


COMPTROLLER OF CURRENCY. 


A. Barton Hepburn, of New York, to be Comptroller of the | 

Currency. 
MINISTERS RESIDENT AND CONSULS-GENERAL. 

Truxton Beale, of California, to be minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States to Roumania, Servia, and | 
Greece. 

This nomination is made necessary by the change in grade of | 
this mission under the late diplomatie and consular appropri- 
ation act. | 

Watson A. Sperry, of Delaware, to be minister resident and | 
consul-general of the United States to Persia. 
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CONSUL. 


Francis B. Loomis, of Ohio, now commercial agent of the 
United States at St. Etienne, to be consul at that place. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 
Eben Demarest, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York. 
John F. Henry, jr., of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
—— in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Philip Smith, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Peoria, in the State of Illinois. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Leonard W. Corbett, to be postmaster at Santa Paula, in the 
county of Ventura and State of California. 

Robert H. Barton, to be postmaster at Moscow, in the county 
of Latah and State of Idaho. 

John L. Chapman, to be postmaster at Lewiston, in the county 
of Nea Perces and State of Idaho. 

Gus Mullholand, to b2 postmaster at Gallup, in the county of 
Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico, 

Brewer Scott, to be postmaster at Bennett, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

James J. Cox, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county of 
Miner and State of South Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 27, 1892. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. 
CUTHBERT, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WATSON. I rise to a question of personal privileg>. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
after the Speaker's table is cleared. 


SEMIANNUAL STATEMENTS OF FOREIGN CORPORATIONS DOING 
BUSINESS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6793) to 
provide for semiannual statements by foreign corporations doing 
business in the District of Columbia, with a Senate amendment. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment, and I yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FELLOws| to explain the purpose of the measure. 

The SPEAKER. This isa House bill with a Senat2 amend- 
meht. The Clerk will report the amendment, so that the House 
may understand it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 20, after the word *‘ District,”’ insert: 

» Provided, That fraternal, beneficiary associations, or societies doing buati- 
ness on the lodge plan and paying death benefits, be exempted from the 
provisions of this act.” 


M:. FELLOWS. Mr. Speaker, the amendment practically 
explains itself. The original bill provided that insurance com- 
panies, banking corporations, etc., incorporated under the laws 
of any of the States, but doing business in the District of Colum- 
bia, sha!l semiannually publish in the papers a statement of 
the condition of their affairs. The Senate amendment simpl 
exempts from the operation of that act those organizations whic 
give benefits under the lodge plan to their own members, and 
where the records are contained within the files of the lodge or 
association itself. Such associations are not within the purpose 
of the original bill, and the Senate amendment seems to be a 
wise and proper one. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMOUNT OF REQUISITIONS UNPAID IN LAST FISCAL YEAR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to resolu- 
tion of July 19, 1892, information relating to what amount of req- 
uisitions for payment of agit eeu ys made by Congress for 
the various branches of the public service were presented to, or 


_ were pending in, the Treasury Department during the fiscal year 


1892, for which warrants or drafts were not issued in payment 


prior to July 1, 1892; which was referred to the Committee on 


| Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











SENATE BILL REFERRED. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1438) 
ranting a pension to Mrs. Martha Custis Carter, widow of the 


| 





| 
| 


ate Rear-Admiral S. P. Carter—referred to the Committce on | 


Pensions. oa 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands that the gentleman 


from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] rises to a question of personal priv- | 


ilege. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, in the course of yesterday's de- 
bate the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], who was 
making his second speech on the subject of the Chicago Fair—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I will correct the gentleman. It 
was his third speech. 

Mr. WATSON (continuing). All of them amusing as well as 
instructive, and all of them dealing with questions other than 
those concerning the World’s Fair—— 

A MEMBER. Against the Fair. 

Mr. WATSON. He said he was againstthe Fair; but itis very 
hard to prove it from any internal evidence in the speeches, 
however. I say, inthecourse of hisremarks the gentleman from 
Alabama saw fit to allude to myself. At the time he did so [ 
sought to correct the gentleman, because his statement was not 
very full and not veryaccurate. He, however, declined to yield, 
and what he said was so comparatively unimportant that I yielded 
my five minutes’ time to the gentleman from Kansas {| Mr. Oris] 
who occupied it. I find by referring to this morning's REcoRD, 
however, that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
has, over night, made an attack which he did not make when we 
were face to face together yesterday afternoon. The gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] has prepared over night an at- 
tack which, if it had been made upon the floor of the House, 
would have been answered; answered promptly, and answered 
fully. 

ao, Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that the gentleman from 
Alabama is a man of courage and of honor and of truth, a man 
who would like to be fair; but I submit to him and to the House 
that those portions of his remarks which were not delivered, 
but which have been put into the RECORD, are not fair. The 
gentleman from Alabama a few days ago told us that the three 
things especially taught at the Military Academy at West Point 
were these: 

Thou shalt not lie. 

Thou shalt not steal. 

Thou shalt not be afraid. 

I would not for my life charge the gentleman with doing either 
one of those three things. He was astudent at that honored 
institution, and I have no doubt he well learned those lessons. 
Yet I submit to him that, inadvertently at least, he has been 
guilty, by telling half the truth, of not confining himself to the 
first lesson. He has been guilty, by attempting to take away 
the good name of a political party, by misrepresentation, of un- 
wittingly violating the second instruction; and by being terribly 
afraid of an issue which died nearly two years ago, when the 
Republican farmers of the West struck its death blow at Ocala, 
he has been guilty of violating the third. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here are the words which he put in over 
night, which were not delivered upon the floor of the House at 
all. They were the busy attacks which his fertile brain con- 
jured up in the calm retirement of his closet. Hesaw lastnight 
how much better he could have fought than he fought during 
the afternoon. In other words, the further apart we were the 
madder he got and the more vigorous was his assault. Here is 
what the gentleman from Alabama says: 

When we met here last December it was my hope we would all vote to- 
gether. I have never voted for any measure which was not Democratic and 
which was not for the benefit of the people. When I read the Congressional 
Directory I saw that my friend from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] was a Demo- 
cratic elector for the grand old State of Georgia in 1888, and that he was 
elected to Congress as a Democrat from the district in which I was born and 
around which the dearest recollections are associated. 

Mr. Speaker, that was not said upon the floor of the House; 
and yet this campaign speech, the third of its kind, this third 
and last installment, I presume to hope, of the gentleman's at- 
tack upon the Chicagd Fair, contains this talk which, by itself, 
would be misleading and injurious. The gentleman says he 
hoped we would all vote together. Lrespectfully challenge that 
gentleman to point out any vote of mine upon this floor which 
has not been strictly Democratic. I respectfully challenge the 
gentleman to point out any vote here on which we have differed, 
where the difference is not to his disadvantage and not to mine. 
The gentleman may perhaps say that I did not enter the Demo- 
cratic caucus and vote for the distinguished gentleman who now 
presides over the deliberations of this House; but if he means 
to say that that is an unpardonable political sin, he has made a 
direct attack upon the Democratic presidential ticket. 
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Mr. MEREDITH. Oh, we will pardon you. Come with us. 

Mr. WATSON. Well, if there is any man to whom that par- 
don would be worth the paper upon which it is written that man 
is not the “gentleman from Georgia.” I say, Mr. Speaker, if 
that be an unpardonable political crime, the gentleman from 
Alabama {[Mr. WHEELER] has attacked the Presidential ticket 
of his party, because Mr. Adlaidaho Stevenson in 1879 (so late as 
that) refused to enter your Democratic caucus, refused to vote 


| for your Democratic nominee for Speaker, staid outside of the 


Democratic caucus of the House of Representatives, and con- 
sorted with those despised lepers who have been denounced as 
‘*Greenbackers,” and whose doctrines to-day, I say without the 
slightest reservation, are, on the financial question, the founda- 
tion of our party. Now, if it be a crime in me, a poor little pri- 
vate Representative from the State of Georgia, what was it in 
Mr. Adlaidaho Stevenson, the candidate for the Vice-Presideney 
on the Democratic ticket? : 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Did Mr. Stevenson ever cast a 
vote that was not strictly in accordance with Democratic prin- 
ciples? 

Mr.WATSON. Now,I say that the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER] in the boisterous riot of his industry, in his 
second attack on the Chicago Fair, makes a most serious attack 
upon the tail of the Presidential ticket of the Democratic party. 

On page 7367, the gentleman from Alabama says on passage of 
the bill (the reapportionment bill favorable to the Republicans) 
113 Democrats voted against, and 114 raseally R»publicans voted 
for and 13 leprous Greenbackers voted with the Republicans. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman should quote my language 
correctly. 

Mr. WATSON. Now, Mr.Speaker, one of those thirteen gen- 
tlemen was Mr. Adlaidaho Stevenson, who is a candidate on the 
Democratic Presidential ticket. Deny it if you dare, and I will 
prove it on you right herein the House of Representatives. So 
that in the boisterous, rampant, and somewhat extravagant in- 
dustry of the gentleman from Alabama he has struck a death- 
blow at the tailend of the Democratic ticket. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] On the opposite side of the page—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Give me the page; I want to 
follow you up. 

Mr. WATSON. You mean that you want to follow me up to- 
night, and that your reply will be in the RECORD in the morning. 
[Laughter.! The wrath of the gentleman from Alabama is of 
that peculiar kind that it grows during the night, like Jonah’s 
gourd, and is as easily cut down the next morning. [Langhter.] 
On page 7484 the gentleman also puts in nearly half a page of 
matter that was not delivered during his address yesterday after- 
noon. It pretends to be an account of my opposition to the reso- 
lution-of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McKAIG] to print 
10,000 extra copies of the force bill. The gentleman’s account, 
unless coupled with aqualifying statement, would be misleading. 
and [ sought to correct him at the time, but he refused to allow 
m> that privilege, a privilege which I have never denied to any 
gentleman upon this floor when I have ben addressing the 
House. 

The gentleman from Alabama failed to state that the House had 
already, by a resolution to which nobody had objected, ordered 
the printing of the usual number of extracopies of that bill, some 
1,650, [ believe, which had been distributed. There was no evi- 
dence whatever that the country was ravenously unsatisfied by 
that supply of extra copies of the bill; there was no evidence 
whatever that the children were crying for that political castoria, 
none whatever. {Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] But immediately upon the heels of the firstextra install- 
ment of this scaly bark of last year’s political campaign, the 
gentleman from Maryland{Mr. MCKAIG] reported a resolution to 
print 10,000 copies of a bill which was intended merely as a poli-' 
tical campaign document, and which the millionaires who contri- 
bute to the Democratic campaign fund ought to have paid for 
themselves. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now. Mr. Speaker, toshow that there was political favoritism 
about it, I moved to supplement the resolution by a provision to 
print an equal number of copies of Jefferson’s Inaugural, adocu- 
ment which the leader of the House, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who made such a vigorous assault upon 
extravagance when it related to Indian children, but made such 
a vigorous vote for it when it related to $55,000,000 for rivers 
and harbors—a document, I say, which the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee assured us was the fundamental document upon which 
Democracy was founded. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] says the people did not want that document. The 
gentleman from Alabama says that there was no desire for copies 
of Jefferson’s Inaugural—— 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. WATSON. I am not discussing the silver bill, [ will 
state to the gentleman from New York. [Lauzhter.] 
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Mr. TRACEY. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
has not stated any question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TRACEY] makes the point that the gentleman from Georgia has 
not stated a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. WATSON. Well, that is perhaps owing tomy lack of fa- 
cility of expression, Mr. Speaker, butI have been making robust 
efforts todo so. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wili state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the mere desire to reply to aspeech made by an- 
other gentleman is not a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will be 
ermitted to goon. The Republicans are very much pleased. 
Laughter. | 

Mr. WATSON. Lobserve that at this particular time it is 
very hard to pleas? the Democrats. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia to the rule. 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, 
the rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their repre- 
sentative capacity only. 

Mr. WATSON. 
the rule. Now, the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. WHEELER]—— 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker,I insist that the gentleman from 
Georgia shall state his question of privilege before he proceeds. 
I think that at this late day in the session we can amuse our- 
selves better than by listening to a controversy of this kind. 

Mr. WATSON... I never claimed, Mr. Speaker, that this 
would be amusing to any Democrat. [Laughter.] 

. Mr. BYNUM. Well, the gentleman is exceedingly amusing, 
and that is all there is in his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The gentle- 
mun from Georgia will state his question of privilege. 

Mr.WATSON. The gentleman from Alabama[Mr.WHEELER] 


had charged ime, on page 7483, with what would be a violation | 


of political honor in not conforming to the conditions of my elec- 
tion. 

On the opposite page he charges me with opposing @ measure 
from motives which were not the true motives, aud I was at- 
tempting to show in reply to both his allegations that the charge 
was not founded on facts. I may not have responded in a man- 
ner which would have been altogether pleasing to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM], but [ did the best I could in my own 
humble way. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I insist that the gentleman 
has not submitted any question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has not stated 
anything, in the judgment of the Chair, which amounts to a 
question of privilege. [Cries of ‘* Regular order!” | 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. [| insist upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rises toa question of per- 
sonal explanation. If he has a question of personal privilege 
the gentleman must submit aresolution. If it be a matter which 
involves a question of privilege, the House can act upon it or re- 
fer it, as the case may be. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, allow me to ask this question: 


Is it nota matter of personal privilege when a gentleman incor- | 


porates in his remarks in the RECORD a political attack upon 


another gentleman who has had no opportunity to reply toit at | 


the time, and which only appears this moment in the RECORD? 
The SPEAKER. 
The gentleman may make some question of privilege affecting 
the printing in the RECORD. 
Mr. WATSON. Because I think I can remember a transac- 
tion which recently occurred in the House under the heading of 
“ Hot Shot for Mugwumps. HOAR and WILLIAMS Shown Up” 


[laughter], which occupied the attention of the House for a con- | 


siderable time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose, as the Chair under- 
stood, to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. WATSON. Yes, sir: and if the gentleman from New 


York will allow me to make it. 1 think I can demonstrate the | 


fact that it is a question of privilege. 

Let me ask, Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to strike 
out this portion of the ReEcoRD to which I have referred? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order for the gentleman to 
make that motion; and it would be for the House to consider it 
or refer it. The gentleman will submit his motion in writing 
if he has one. 

Mr. WATSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I claim that I have the 
right to hold the floor on the simple proposition that the gen- 
tleman from Alabama has, in violationof the rules of the House, 


attacked a colleague by criticising his political integrity and | 


his motive in opposing certain measures, and that under the 
circumstances [ have the right to reply. 


There may be some question of privilege. | 


Mr. Speaker, I will endeavor to conform to | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has not so far 
called the attention of the Chair or of the Hous» to any remarks 
which reflect upon him in his Representative capacity. 

Mr. WATSON. [hadalready read that portion, Mr. Speaker, 
at the opening of my remarks. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And in my absence. 

Mr. WATSON. Well, why were younothere? Youare paid 
$14. day tocome here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, I was working for my constit- 
uents in the committee room. 

The SPEAKER. The House must be inorder, and gentlemen 
will resume their seats. 

Mr. WATSON. If you will tell me how much more than $14 
it will take to bring you here, we will try and make it up by sub- 
scription. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I work from 8 in the morning 
until 12 at night, and that is more than the gentleman does. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will suspend, and the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms will direct members to resume their seats. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does not the rule require gentlemen to 
take their seats and suspend their remarks when they are called 
to order? 

: — SPEAKER. The rule so requires, and the House will be 
in order. 

The Chair will state to the House and to the gentleman from 
Georgia that it is not easy to determine exactly what is or what 
is not a question of privilege, so far as it relates to members in 
their representative capacity. But it is perfectly clear that a 
mere desire to reply to a statement of a gentleman on the floor, 
a mere desire to refute his argument, is not a question of privi- 
lege, and can not be entertained by the House. It is further 
clear that all questions of privilege must be distinctly stated and 


| submitted on motion before the matter is before the House. 


When a proposition is submitted which relates to the privileges 
of the House, it is the duty of the Speaker to submit the ques- 
tion to the House whether it presents a question of privilege or 
not. Now, the Chair would not refuse to submit a question of 
that sort to the House, because, as the Chair has already said, 
it is a delicate question to determine. While the Chair is bound 
to express his own judgment, yet he is willing to be guided by 
the judgment of the House; but there must be some foundation 
for it. If the gentleman from Georgia moves to expunge from 


| the RECORD something in the RECORD that has been placed there 
| without the authority of the House, or in violation of the privi- 





lege of printing in the RECORD, as was the case suggested by 
the gentleman from Georgia when he referred to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, where, under leave to 
print, it was alleged that an abuse of the privilege was taken to 


| assail members of the House—in a question of that sort of course 





it is a question for the House to act upon after the gentleman 
shall have presented a resolution or proposition to that effect. 

Mr. WATSON. Iam perfectly willing for the Chair and the 
House to determine without argument on the following language, 
with the single suggestion that in relation to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. COOPER] the House allowed him to proceed for 
over an hour, when more than once the Chair, when his atten- 
tion was called to the matter, had intimated that the gentleman 
was not proceeding as a question of privilege, and did not confine 
himself to the question, but was attacking the Commissioner of 
Pensions, Gen. Raum. 

Now, I will read this: 


When we met here last December it was my hope we would all vote to- 
gether. [have never voted for any measure which was not Democratic and 
which was not for the benefit of the people. When I read the Congressional 
Directory I saw that my friend from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] was a Demo- 
cratic elector for the grand old State of Georgia in 1888, and that he was 
elected to Congress as a Democrat from the district in which I was born and 
around which the dearest recollections are associated. Whatotherevidence 
have we of this purpose to revive and pass the force bill? 


A rather magnificent leap of logic, but coming from the gen- 
tleman from Alabama it is quite natural. But the point I wish 
to make is this, Mr. Speaker, and upon that I will take the rul- 
ing of the Chair without any more discussion. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, Iam unable to see that the 
gentleman is stating anything in the nature of a question of 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is now stating his question 
of privilege. 

Mr. WATSON. Perhaps if I had knocked out your $2,000,000 
bill yesterday morning you would not have been so hard to see. 

Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, I submit this proposition to the 
Chair, and will take the judgment of the Chair upon it, without 
further comment. When a gentleman, in making up his speech 
for the RECORD, introduces into that speech as new matter a 
statement which virtually charges agentleman on the floor with 
having violated his party obligations, and with having violated 
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his duty as a member, does not that give 
it the next morning? 


Mr. WHEELE R of Alabama. Nothing but the sorest con- 
science on earth could make a man take that view of it. 
Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, that remark, I say, gives me 


the op por tunity to reply. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the statement 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. W HEELER of Alabama. 

ine but a sore conscience—— 
Mr. WATSON. No, that is not what you said. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That nothing but the sorest 


[told the gentleman that noth- 


conscience on earth could make him put that construction upon it. | 


The SPEAKER. Whatever the gentleman from Alabama has 
said is out of order, because the gentleman is not entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. WATSON. What he did say was, that 
sorest political conscience on earth—— 


nothing but the 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I did not use the word ‘‘ politi- 
cal.” 

Mr. WATSON (continuing). Could make a man think there 
was anything in the challenge. That is the construction he put 
— his own attack in the RECORD. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. My remarks about the gentle 
man were intended to be ng a {Laughter. | 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the 
House to the decision of Mr. Spex ed SARLISLE, which seems 
* state clearly, in a very few lines, the rule that has been ob- 
erved in the House on this point. 


A difference of opinion between members as to certain historical facts 
though involving a flat contradiction of each other's statements, did not pre 
sent a question of privilege under Rule IX. 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I bow with great respect to the 
decision of the Chair, simply remarking that I think a great 
mistake has been made, because I was not only going to pull my- 
self out of the hole, but I was also going on to drag out of the 
hole into which he had been placed by the gentleman from Al- 


abama, Mr. Adlaidaho Stevenson, the nominee for Vice-Presi- 
dent on the Democratic ticket 
BANK TAXES, ETC. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker- 
Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker-—— 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL| has a priviledged report. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr.Speaker, on the 16th of July Lintroduced 
certain resolutions of in - iiry, addressed to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which were referred to the Committee on.Ways and 


Means, and as no report has been made and as more than a week 
has elapsed, I have a right, as I understand, under the rule, to 
have the committee discharged and the resolution considered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up the resolution 
and the Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
House of Representatives at the earliest day practicable 

First. The total amount of taxes paid " national banking associations t 
the United States. 

Second. The total amount of taxes paid by such associations, so far 
may be able to ascertain the same, to the several States and mu 
in which such associations are located. 

Third. The total amount of taxes paid 
bankers or associations, under the act of M 
per cent on the amount of not 
out by them after May 1, 1867. 

Fourth. What amount of money has been lost since the organization of 
the national banking system by holders of national-bank notes, by reason of 
the failure of the banks to redeem the same. ; 

rifth. What amount of money was lostduring the period between 1850 and 
the organization of the national banking system by the holders of State 
bank nptes, by reason of the failure of such banks to redeem the same. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to amend that 
resolution by adding another paragraph which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sixth. What amount of net profits was reported by national banks between 
the periods of July 1, 1880, and June 390, 1832, inclusive. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question on the passage ‘of the resolution and the amendment. 


t 


to report io tl 


as he 
nicipalities 


by national banks. State banks 
irch 26, 1867, imposing a tax of 10 
of town, city, or municipal corporations paid 





Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
vield? ; 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not yield. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ithink I have astatement that is } pertinent 


to this resolution, and if the gentleman insists on demanding the | 


previous cuestion, I hope the House will not order it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing that 
requires or justifies discussion of this resolution, and I think the 
time which, under the rule, will be allowed after the previous 
question is ordered, would be sufficient 


me the right to discuss 
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The SPEAKER. The gentle man from P ennsylvania demands 
the previous question on the resolution and amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 123. 

So the previous question was refused. | 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. 
n want? 


announced 


CG alz » 3} tt rel i 
»peaker, how much tim tho 


» does 
crentlema 
Ceuvuchia 


Mr. McMILLIN. I donot ask you for time. The previous 
question not having been ordered, I take charge of the resolution. 


{Laughter on the Democratic side.] 
olution. What time will th: 
sire? 


Mr. 


[ am in control of 
gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 


the res- 


DALZELL. I shall speak in my own right. Mr. Speake 


{[Mr. MCMILLIN withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pene i x. | 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Spe aker, there was no purpose on my 
part in pressing this resolution to question or find fault with the 


action of the Committee on Ways and Means. On the contrary, 
he gentleman from Tennessee will bear me witness, I - oke to 
him = rday about calling this resolution up in the "House, an 1 
he suggested to me that if T allowed it to go over until ieedian wo 
couls “hi 1ave a meeting of the Committee on Ways and Means ‘to 
pass upon it. I waited all yesterday in expec tation of receiving 
a notice of such a meeting, but I received none: and I had no 
reason to believe, after what the gentleman from Tennessee said 
to me yesterday, that he would antagonize the consideration of 
the resolution in the House to-day. And I want to say further 
to the gentleman from Tennessee that there never has been a 
meeting of the Committee on Ways and Means of which I had 
notice that I did not attend when I was in the city. 
On yesterday I was here promptly at the hour fixed for 
meeting, as my friend from Georgia [Mr. 


the 
TURNER] can testify, 


because he and I awaited in the lobby the coming of a quorum. 
| left word in the Ways and Means Committee room that I was 
here ready to respond whenever my presence would make a 


quorum, and I stayed here and received no notice until about 
two minutes of 11 o'clock. So that so far as 1 am concerned the 
ventleman is notjustified in the remarks that he makes as to the 
att>ndance of the Republican members of the committee. 

Now, sir, with respect to this re ion itself, [ am unable to 
eive of any motive that should influence any fair-minded 
man to suppress or to avoid getting the information sought to 
be obtained by the resolution. Legislation issuggested looking 


solut 


Cone 


towards the removal of the tax imposed upon State banks. Such 
egvislation is now before one of the committees of this House. 
Speeches-have been made in this House and in the Senate with 


respect to this question and looking toward a reinauguration of 
the old State bs anking sy stem. The Democratic platform adopts 
in terms the ideas proposed to be enacted by the bills introduced 
here. Now, why, under those circumstances, any man should 
seek to repress information going to enlighten the House and 
uuntry and the people of the country who are to vote upon 


the c 
this question is beyond my conception. I think, Mr. Speaker, 


that it is in the interest of the Democratic party, in the interest 
of the Republican party, in the interest of the voters of the 
country, that that department of the Government which is in 
possession of this information should be called upon to give it to 


this House. 


Mr. TURNER. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 
Mr. TURNER. The gentleman has just said that the Treas- 


ury Department is in possession of this information, including 
statistics of the State banks. I would be glad if he would indi- 
cate the nature of thatinformation. Wasthere ever any record 
of such matters kept in the Treasury Department? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihave been so advised. 

Mr. TURNER. How is it official information? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ll understand that a great mass of informa- 
tion of that kind is embodied inthe reports of the Comptrollers 
of the Currency, extending back through a series of years, and 
is within the reach of the Secretary of the ee and could 
ie easily gathered by some person in his Department, whereas 
it would be out of the reach of the ordinary voter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not the gentleman know that there is 
no law either authorizing or requiring the Secretary of the 
Treasury to obtain or keep the information that is called for in 
this resolution? 

Mr. DALZELI I am not advised on that subject, 
not make any difference, it ms to me, if th: 
Treasury actually has the information. 

Mr.McMILLIN. There is this difference the 
will see: What is in possession of the Government 


but it does 
see Secretary of the 
nan 

as 


gentler 
officials 


,, aS 
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official under the law is reliable data, but anything else would 
be a mere opinion, not being a matter of which he has official 
cognizance. 

Mr. DALZELL. The character of the data would of course 
appear from the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the 
gentleman's suggestion would merely affect the value of the in- 
formation furnished. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

_ Mr. DICKERSON. Does not the gentleman know that the 
Comptroller of the Currency has reported upon this subject 
about all the facts and information in his possession, that he 
goes into detail sufficiently to show how much it cost for ex- 
change, and gives such information as he has with reference to 
the losses of the people by State banks, and also the losses that 
the people have sustained from national banks? He gives all 
that information in his annual report. 

Mr. DALZELL. In the last annual report? 

Mr. DICKERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentlemanis mistaken. I think 
it does not cover all the information that this resolution calls 
for. 

Mr. DICKERSON. It does not cover so much because there 


is no legal authority in the Secretary of the Treasury to gather | 


a large portion of the statistics that the resolution calls for. 


Mr. DALZELL. I reply to that as I replied to the suggestion | 
ennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] a moment | 
ago, that it makes little difference about the legal authority | 
if we actually get the information. The value of the data is a | 


of the gentleman from 


question that will be passed upon in connection with the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, but let us have the data. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Butthere could be no basis at all for such 
areport. Iam not certain about it, but I think,the Committee 
on Banking and Currency asked the Secretary of the Treasury 
for such information, and he said he had no data from which to 
a them the information they desired about the old State 

anks. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, can the gentleman assign any good 
reason why we should not have all the information that is in pos- 
session of the Secretary of the Treasury. ' 

Mr. DICKERSON. I think there is no use to call for it now, 
because it is too late to act upon it. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the information is not there, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior can readily say so in his reply. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I think he has already said so. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I would like to ask this question for 
information: Can this House with any degree of propriety call 
upon an officer of the Government to furnish information which 
it is not his official duty to have and to keep? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, well, thatis a question which the gentle- 


man can answer just as well as I. We might, perhaps, differ | 


about that. 
ion. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Could not the information which the gen- 
tleman desires be obtained in the Treasury Department upon the 
sae plan on which the Secretary of the Interior is now getting 
comparative statements of the work done under this Administra- 
tion and the last, stopping the regular work of the force entirely, 
and giving its time to this service? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman's question is simply an at- 
tempt to get ina little campaign material. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Is not this campaign material that you 
are trying to elicit? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. GOODNIGHT]. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the ques- 
tion I have just asked, I state for the benefit of the House that, 
as I am informed, the Secretary of the Interior, through one of 
his clerks, has issued a bulletin in the shape of a request, which 
has been laid upon the desks of the clerks of the different Bu- 


The question calls simply for an expression of opin- 


reaus, requiring all those clerks to stop their work in their reg- | 


ular Departments and give their time to ascertaining the com- 
parative work done by this Administration and the last, and, 
disregarding the very large increase of force under this Admin- 


istration, are calling for the record of service in the different | 


Departments for the years 1886, 1887, and 1888 of Mr. Cleveland's 
Administration as compared with the years 1889, 1890, and 1891 


of Mr. Harrison’s Administration, and especially asking thatthe / 


work of the last fiscal year be given, and that these returns be 
made in as accurate, abstracted form as may be possible in order 
to be complete, so that the information may be used 

A MEMBER. For campaign purposes? 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Yes, as campaign material. Now, these 
men, as I understand—the gentleman from Pennsylvania prob- 
ably knows the facts better than [—have stopped their regular 
work,are neglecting the public business, and are giving their time 
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YEAS—161. 

Alexander, Crain, Tex. Johnson, Ohio Patterson, Tenn 
Amerman, Crawford, Johnstone, S.C. Patton, 

| Andrew, Crosby. Jones, Paynter, 

| Babbitt, Cummings, Kem, Pearson, 
Bailey, Daniell, Kendall, Pendleton, 
Baker, De Armond, Kilgore, Pierce, 
Bankhead, De Forest, Kribbs, Price, 
Barwig, Dickerson, Kyle, Reilly, 
Beeman, Dixon, Lagan, Rockwell, 
Bentley, Dockery, Lane, Sayers, 
Blanchard, Donovan, Lanham, Scott, 
Blount. Dungan, La ham, Seerley, 
Boatner, Durborow, Lawson, Ga Shell, 
Bowman, Edmunds, Lester, Va. Shively, 

| Branch, Ellis, Lester, Ga. Simpson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. English, Little, Snow, 
Bretz, Enloe, Lockwood, Stevens, 
Brookshire, Epes, Long, Steward, IL 
Bryan, Everett, Lynch, Stump, 
Buchanan, Va. Fellows, Magner, Tarsney, 
Bunn, Fitch, Mallory, Terry, 

| Busey, Fithian, Martin, Tillman, 
Bushnell, Forman, McClellan, Tracey, 
Butier. Forney, McCreary, Turner, 
Bynum, Fowler, McGann, Turpin, 
Byrns, Geissenhainer, McKaig, Van Horn, 
Cable, Gillespie, McMillin, Warwick, 
Cadmus, Goodnight, McRae, Watson, 
Caminetti, Grady, Meredith, Weadock. 
Campbell, Greenleaf, Meyer, Wheeler, Mich. 

| Caruth, Hall, Mitchell, White, 
Castle, Hallowell, Montgomery, Whiting, - 
Cate, Hamilton, Moses, Wike. 
Causey, Hare, Mutcbler, Williams, N.C. 
Chipman, Harries, Oates, Williams, Il. 
Clancy, Hayes, lowa Otis, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Ala. Haynes, Ohio Outhwaite, Wise, 
Cobb, Mo. Heard, Owens, Youmans. 
Coburn, Henderson, N.C. Page, R. I. 
Coombs, Holman, Page, Md. 
Covert, Houk, Ohio Parrett, 

NAYS-—53. 

Atkinson, Grout, O'Neill. Pa. Stewart, Tex. 
Bergen, Halvorson, Payne, Stone, C. W. 

| Bingham, Henderson, Iowa _ Perkins, Stone, W. A. 
Brosius, tt, Post, Sweet, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hopkins, Ill. Powers, Taylor, Il. 
Caeatham, Houk, Tenn. Raines, Townsend, 
Curtis, Huff, Ray, Wadsworth, 
Dalzell, Hull, Reed, Walker, 
Davis, Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. Washington, 
Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, Waugh, 
Doan, coe Scull, Wright. 

| Dolliver, Ketcham, Shonk, 

| Flick, Lind, Smith, 
Griswold, McKeighan, Stephenson, 

NOV VOTING—II4. 

Abbott, Boutelle, Burrows, fone. 
Alderson, Bowers, Caldwell, Coolidge, 

| Allen, Brawley, Capehart, Cooper, 
Arnold, Breckinridge, Ky. Catchings, Cowles, 
Bacon, Brickner, Chapin. Cox, N. Y. 
Bartine, Broderick, Clark, Wyo. Cox, Tenn. 
Belden. Brown, Clarke, Ala. Craig, Pa. 
Belknap, Brunner, Clover, Culberson, 
Beltzhoover, Bullock, Cockran, Cutting, 
Bland, Bunting, Cogswell, Dunphy, 


day after day to preparing this information to be used for cam- 
paign ng 0 ve alone, The gentleman might get, in the same 
way, the information that he desires in this case. 

Mr. MCMILLIN:’f ask a vote on my motion to lay on the 
table. gh, G 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. REED and Mr. DALZELL. Division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 126, noes 38. 

Mr. DALZELL. | call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; 40 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
By an order of the House yesterday, it was provided that at 12 
o'clock to-day the vot2 should be taken—— 

The SPEAKER. There was no order of that kind. Notice 
was merely given of an intention to call the previous question. 
There was no agreement or order. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee to lay on the table the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. BURROWS. As there was some confusion when the res- 
olution was before read, I ask for its re-reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have order so that members may 
hear it. I think if it is understood nobody will object to it. 

Tae resolution, with the proposed amendment, was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to discharge the Committee on Ways and Means from the fur- 
ther consideration of this resolution, and put it on its passage. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] moves to lay 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the table. 


On the latter question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yea3 161, nays 53, 
not voting 114; as follows: 
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Elliott, Lawson, Va. O'Neill, Mo Storer, 
Enochs, Layton, Pattison, Ohio Stout 
Funston, Lewis, Peel, Taylor, Tenn. 
Fyan, Livingston, Pickler, Taylor, EF. B. 
Gantz, Lodge, Quackenbush, Taylor, J. D. 
Geary, Loud, Randall, Taylor, V. A. 
Gorman, Mansur, Rayner, Tucker, 
Harmer, McAleer, Reyburn. Warner, 
Harter, McDonald, Richardson, Wever. 

Hatch, McKinney, Rife, Wheeler, Ala. 
Haugen, Miller, Robertson, La. Willcox, 
Hemphill, Milliken, Rusk, Williams, Mass. 
Henderson, Ill. Moore, Sanford, Wilson, Ky. 
Herbert, Morse, Snodgrass, Wilson, Wash. 
Hermann, Newberry, Sperry, Wilson, Mo. 
Hoar, Norton, Springer, Winn, 
Hooker, Miss. O’Donnell, Stahlinecker, Wolverton. 
Hooker, N. Y. O’Ferrall, Stockdale, 


Hopkins, Pa. O'Neil, Mass. 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

Before the result of the vote was announced— 

Mr.BARTINE. Iam paired onall political questions with the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON]. As this appears 
to be a political question, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. BOWERS. I desire to withdraw my vote. Iam paired 
with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BRODERICK (having voted in the negative). I wish to 
withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. 

Mr. BURROWS (having voted in the negative). Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to withdraw my vote, as lam paired with the gentleman 
from Mississippi {Mr. CATCHINGS]. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. GEARY with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. LAWSON of Virginia with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. ENOCHS. 

Mr.. ALDERSON with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. HUFF. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOWERs. 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. MOORE with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. CUTTING. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN. 

For this day: 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. RIFE. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe the morning hour for 
the presentation of reports has not been dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. It has not b2en. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
=~ — of committees and that reports may be filed with the 
clerk. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think I must object to that, because I want to 
hear what matters are reported. 


Stone, Ky. 


PENSIONS FOR ARMY NURSES. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 729+) 
granting pensions to army nurses, and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. MARTIN, 
Mr. BUTLER, and Mr. JOLLEY as conferees on the part of the 
House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I call for the regular order. 


. 


Mr. WALKER 
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Mr. DICKERSON. Before the regular order proceeds, I would 
| like consent for the consideration of a bill to which there will be 
| no objection—— 
| The SPEAKER. The regular order has been ealled for. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I did not so understand. 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

WALKER] calls for the regular order. 

| Mr. WALKER. I will withdraw the demand for a moment. 

| Mr. DICKERSON. I desire unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a bill which is designed to enable the « iction 

| of a bridge to proceed. The work is not now in a condition to 
go on without some further legislation. 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit 

| gentleman for unanimous consent. 

| Mr. OTIS and Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois ealled for the recular 

| order. 

The call of committees was proceeded with. 





onstr 


the reques 


juest of the 


WARDEN OF UNITED STATES JAIL, ETC. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, moved that 
the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 2429) fixing the salary of the warden of the United 
States jail in the District of Columbia and other employés, and 
the compensation for each, and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RECEPTION GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the resolution in reference to the invi- 
tation of the citizens’ executive committee, to the House, to par- 
ticipate in the ceremonies attending the national encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

‘The SPEAKER. This resolution will lie on the table for the 

| present, to be called up hereafter. 


GRAZING OF CATTLE ON CHEROKEE LANDS. 

Mr. SIMPSON, from the Committee on the Territories, sub- 
mitted a report to accompany the resolution filed July 25, 1892. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain that request 
during the eall of the committees: and besides the regular order 
has been demanded. 

The report and resolution were referred to the House 
dar. 


Calen- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
A message from th> Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Seeretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendment th» bill 
H. R. 7294) granting a pension to army nurses, asked a confer- 
ence with the House on the bill and amendment, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. DAVIS, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. VILAS a3 the con- 
| ferees on the part of the Senate. 
FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing fromthe President of the United States, 
was communicated to the Hous? by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his see- 
retaries, who also announced that the President had approved 

| and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On July 27, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 7322) to authorize and direct the Secretary of 
| the Treasury to pay over certain moneys to the State of South 
| Carolina, as prescribed by the act of August 30, 1890, entitled 
| ** An act to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands 
to the more complete endowment and support of the coileges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established 
under the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 
| 1862: 

An act (H. R. 2713) in relation to the execution of declarations 

and other papers in p2nsion cases; 

An act (H. R. 6891) authorizing the payment of a certificat> 
indebtedness of the District of Columbia, numbered 4987: and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to prepare and send to the World’s Columbian Exposi- 

| tion models, drawings, ete., prepared or invented by women. 

On July 27, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 8124) to» extend the privileges of the transpor- 
tation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port 
of Dunkirk, N. Y.: 

An act (H. R. 7720) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Savannah River; 

An act (H. R. 1777) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of James M. Thompson; 

An act (H. R. 4113) to grant an honorable discharge to George 
W. Barr from the Army; 

| An act (H. R. 4833) to correct the military record of Joseph 
| Wackerly; 


MESSAGE 


of 
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An act (H. R. 2049) for the relief of Aaron J. Oliver; 

Anact(H. R. 5941) to build a bridge across the Tennessee River 
between a point in Whitesburg precinct, in Madison County 
and Morgan County, in the State of Alabama; and 


An act (H. R. 9581) to provide for the improvement of the outer | 


bar of Brunswick, Ga. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles: in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 2298) for the relief of James L. Townsend; 

A bill (S. 2946) toamend an act entitled ‘‘ Anact to incorporate 
the Masonic Mutual Relief Association of the District of Colum- 
bia, approved March 3, 1869;” and 


Joint resolution (S. R. 106) authorizing foreign exhibitors | 


at the World’s Columbian Exposition to bring to this country 


foreign laborersfrom their respective countries for the purpose | 


of preparing for and making their exhibits. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of | 


the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9284) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

A bili (H. R. 9172) to incorporate the Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 6793) to provide for semiannual statements by for- 
eign corporations doing business in the District of Columbia: and 

A bill (S. 267) for the preservation of the public peace and the 
protection of property within the District of Columbia. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call up for consideration the conference re- 
port, Mr. Speaker, on the sundry civil bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
twenty-two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwouldask the Chair if we have not twenty- 
five remaining. Three minutes additional, it will be remem- 
bered, vere given to the other side and also to this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The gentleman 
has twenty-five minutes, adding the three. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iyield eight minutes tothe gentleman from 
Kentucky | Mr. CARUTHI. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I am not one of the members of 
this House who make a speech on the slightest provocation, and 
sometimes on no provocationat all. I have preferred to accom- 
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I believe it has gone beyond the domain of the city of Chicago 
and become a great national enterprise. I see, sir, that forty of 
the States of the Federal Union have made appropriations by 
their Legislatures for exhibits in this national institution, and 
that sixty-eight foreign nations, accepting the invitation, not 
of Chicago, but of the great Republic of the United States of 
America, propose to have exhibits during thattime. I find that 
| the States of the Union have contributed $3,835,000 to this en- 
| terprise, and that so far as other nations of the earth have made 
| appropriations, thay reach the sum of $4,982,000 for the same 
purpose. And shall an institution like this, shall this Fair 
which is to be the honor and glory of America, shall it be sui- 
fered to become a failure and a disgrace on account of want of 
appropriations by the General Government? I say, sir, that it 
| would be a dishonor to the nation should this Exposition fail to 
| be a success. 

Now, we have heard very much said about the constitution- 
| ality of the question that is here involved. It has been said by 
the strict constructionists that we have no right to make this 
appropriation. We have made it in the past to organizations of 
this character, and why we should not make it now, if we have 
before, I can not see. I have heard members arguing on this 
| floor that we have a right to take the money out of the public 
Treasury and invest it for the purpose of making a survey for a 
railroad on South American territory; but they can not find it 
in their conscience to appropriate for a great institution in Amer- 
ica. [have come to the conclusion when [observe the antics of 
those members of Congress who find it so easy to straddle a 
question of this character that it is about true that— 

Little drops of wisdom, 
Great big chunks of gall, 


Make the mighty statesman 
In the Congress Hall. 


{Laughter and applause. ] 

| Ithought that they could take the Constitution and use it for 
one purpose in one day and for another and entirely different 
one on another day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You mean violate it. 

Mr. CARUTH. And [state to my friend that there isno man 
who has violated it any oftener than he has. [Laughter.| 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Point out an instance. 

Mr. CARUTH. My friend, the instances in which you have 
done so are almost as numerous as the sands of the seashore. 
[Great laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Point out one. 

Mr. CARUTH. Idonotpropose to specify, but I have no doubt 
of it. [Great laughter. ] 








plish what work I could do here by the exhibition of results | 


rather than oratory. I had hoped that I would be able to go 


home to my people without further illuminating the pages of | 


the RECORD. 
ure, taken in connection with the vote I have previously given, 
makes it necessary that I should use some words in explanation. 

It is my purpose, Mr. Speaker, to vote toconcur in the Senate 
amendment making this appropriation for the World’s Fair at 
Chicago. Although after careful consideration I had made up 
my mind to sustain the Exposition, I voted on a previous occa- 
sion to nonconcur, for the reason that at that time differences 
were existing between the World’s Fair Association and the 
representatives of organized labor throughout America. I did 
not propose by my vote or influence to countenance the exist- 
ence of any such differences. These differences have now, as I 
understand, been all satisfactorily adjusted, and there is noth- 
ing in the way of my voting for this appropriation if it mects 
the approval of my conscience. 

As an original proposition I never would have voted for the 
location of the World's Fair anywhere had I believed it was to 
be maintained out of the Treasury of the General Government. 
I never voted to locate it in Chicago, although I have much ad- 
miration for that great city. Some of the best blood has been 
taken from the body of old Kentucky and poured into the veins 
of Chicago, and has made her great and famous. 

Mr. YOUMANS. Anda good deal of whisky. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARUTH. Yes, a good deal of whisky has been poured 
in there too, Brother YOUMANS. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in connection with this enterprise some of 
the brighest minds from Kentucky have been employed: they 
have been given positions of high trustand responsibility in con- 
nection with the World's Fair, and they deserve that distinction. 
But I would not have voted, nor would I vote now, for the ap- 

ropriation if | believed this was a Chicago concern. I believe 

t can be said by the promoters of that exhibition: 
No pent-up Utica contracts our powers, 
The whole boundless universe is ours. 


But the vote that I am about to cast on this meas- | 


| 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CARUTH. 
speech. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BowERs]. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, in three minutes I can only dis- 
cuss aggregates and not details. 

I know that nine-tenths of the people of California are in favor 
of the World's Fair and in favor of Government aid toit. From 
the Mexican boundary on the south to the Oregon line on the 
north—in all that 700 miles—on every mountain side, and in all 
the valleys between, the farmers, the fruit-growers, the miners, 
the mechanics, the producers, are preparing for the great in- 
dustrial exposition of the world. It was these people who or- 
dered the California Legislature to appropriate $300,000 for its 
State building and exhibit; and had not those legislators obeyed 
they would have been flayed alive; and the producers are going 
to expend the other $700,000 in showing the world at Chicago 
the productions of that great State. 

I tell you, gentlemen, some of you have gone wrong on this 
matter; you have made amistake; you are not in touch with the 
great heart of the American people. They are a generous peo- 
ple, a proud people, proud and jealous of the honor of this great 
nation. Do not misjudge them; do not misjudge this great en- 
terprise; do not forget that it is to be a grand carnival of in- 
dustry, a toilers’ tournament, not a panorama of scenes in stock 
exchanges, of stock brokers and plungers and middlemen—it is 
to be a gathering of the toilers of the world. Here will come 
the farmer and the miner, the mechanic and the inventor, the 
artist and the artisan, frofn all nations and tribes of the earth. 
The workingmen and the workingwomen will come, bringing 
specimens of their skill and handiwork. It will be the great 
meeting of the toilers of the earth. 

Will you who voted for a forty-million-dollar river and harbor 
| bill have constitutional compunctions when called on to vote aid 
| to the toilers’ meet? Never mind what men said last year, but 


I had not started. I would like to make a 


I move that the gentleman’s time be extended 








1892. 





determine what is the right thing to do now, whatis the duty of 
the hour. 

We know the Fair will not fail. The splendid city of the West 
will maintain the honor of the nation and entertain the world, 
for she has said, ‘‘I will,”swhile perhaps the Congress of the 
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United States wearies a long-suffering people with oft-repeated | 


platitudes about retrenchment and reform. Mes 

Chicago can get along without this appropriation. 
the United States afford to deny it? 

{ ask you, gentlemen, to get into iine with the sentiment of 
the American people on this question. Standin with the work- 
ers—the men and the women who work with their hands, who 
have made the civilized world. Help them to make the grand- 
est exposition of industrial achievements ever seen on earth. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HouK]. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand the act 
of Congress, passed more than two years ago and approved by the 
President of the United States on the 25th of April, 1890, to hold 
the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

This act was passed by a vote of 202 against 48, more than 4 to 
1, and is now in force, with its provisions in large part executed 
and in part unexecuted. Its provisions fix beyond all cavil the 
relation of the Government to this greatenterprise. It declared 
it ‘‘ fitand appropriate” that the ‘* discovery of America should 


But can 


be celebrated,” and thatit should be commemorated by ‘‘anational | 


and international exposition” to illustrate the development of 
the resources.of the United States and the progress of civiliza- 
tion in the New World. 

It further declared that it should have the sanction of the Con- 
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My friend from Kentucky, Governor McCREARY, also voted 
for this act of 1890. 

Mr. McCREARY. I voted for it upon condition that we were 
not to appropriate anything beyond the that we have 
heretofore appropriated. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. You came in with ‘‘a great 
in the index.” You declared it necessary that the enterprise 
should have the “sanction of Congress;” that the President 
the United States should make proclamation, then the 
tary of State, that all preliminary arrangements had been satis- 
factorily made, and that he should formally invite the nations 
of the world and call a grand naval review in the harbor of New 
York. Your Commission has thus far discharged its important 
trust with an ability and fidelity beyond all praise. The enter- 
prise has been advanced to such a stage under their wise and 
liberal supervision as to command unqualified approval; and 
now when they represent to you that an additional sum is neces- 
sary to complete it, I can not believe it possible that an Ameri- 
can Congress will repudiate the obligation to sustain your 


amount 
y 7 o . 
thund: ring 


ol 


Secre- 


| agency and bring disgrace upon your country in the eyes of the 
world. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. BINGHAM. Iyield now tothe gentleman from inois 


[Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HOPKINS ofIllinois. Mr. Speaker, the arguments which 
have been made by the gentlemen who oppose this appropriation 
remind me of a story that I read in my boyhood of a Spanish bri- 
gand who met a divinity student on the outskirts of a deep forest, 
and, by honeyed words and a pleasant manner, induced him to 


| follow him into the depthsof theforest and theresuddenly changed 


gress of the United States, and thatall nations should be invited | 


to participate. It created a corporation to act as its authorized 
agent to be designated the ‘*World’s Columbian Commission,” and 
conferred upon it certain specific powers. Itcalled thatagency 
into existence and provided that it should continue until 1898. 
[t authorized it to accept, for the purposes of the Exposition, the 
site and buildings offered by the Lllinois corporation with a do- 
nation of ten millions of money, all of which had been satisfac- 
torily arranged, and yet in the face of all this, gentlemen on this 
floor are found to assert that the Government of the United States 
is not responsible for the further support of this enterprise. 

Other nations know of no agency on the part of the United 
States Government except the *‘ Columbian Commission.” 

I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that this 
act has gone to every nation in the world that proposes to par- 
ticipate in this Exposition. It has been translated into all lan- 
guages, and those who propose to come here are guided alone 
by its provisions. I regard the honor of this Government com- 
mitted irrevocably to this enterprise, and now involved in this 
appropriation. 

In the five minutes allowed me now I can not enter atany length 
into the discussion of this proposition. I ask you gentlemen to 
remember what you have already done, and how far and how 
completely the Government is committed to this enterprise. 
When my friend from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] calls this pro- 
posed apprapriation ‘'a piece of audacious legislation,” I beg to 
ask him that if the agency he helped toconstitute has proceeded, 
as I have shown, within the scope of its delegated powers, even 
though it has gone beyond the amountof expenditure originally 
contemplated, where he gets his law or his morals that the Goy- 
ernment of the United States can repudiate its responsibility for 
such enlarged expenditure and impose it upon an outside party? 
The ‘‘Columbian Exposition,” your own agency, and not the 
Illinois corporation, represents to you that this additional ex- 
peuditure is necessary. mn 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will youshow me where the agency has 
gone beyond its powers, under the law, and obligated the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. How could they do that? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I do not mean to say that the agency 
has gone beyond its powers; on the contrary, I mean’to say that 
it has acted within the scope of its powers, but now represents 
to you as its principal that a larger expenditure is necessary 
than was originally contemplated. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Read the twentieth section. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Oh, the gentleman is a good lawyer and 
knows that when the law says—— : 
the said Commission shall allot space for exhibitors, prepare a classifica- 
tion of exhibits, determine the plan and scope of the Exposition, and shall 
appoint all judges and examiners for the Exposition, award all premiums, 


if any, and generally have charge of all intercourse with the exhibitors and 
the representatives of foreign nations— 


and the Commission proceeds to the performance of those 
identical duties, and thus incurs an increased expenditure, that 
such action binds the principal. 


his course and took away this student’s money and everything 
that he had. The student protested that he needed the money 
to enable him to prosecute his theological studies and prepare 
himself for the holy life towhich he had dedicated his energies and 
ability. The brigand said to him: ‘‘ My young friend, I admire 
your talents, I love you, and I think you are a fit subject for 
Heaven;” whereupon he fell upon him and murdered him 

So, Mr. Speaker, all of the gentlemen who have spoken in oppo- 
sition to this appropriation have had pleasant words for the city 
of Chicago, and have spoken in praise of this greatnational Expo- 
sition; yet they haveall, by their arguments, attempted to assas- 
sinate the national character of this greatenterprise and reduce 
it to a local and municipal affair. Even soable and intelligent a 
gentleman as the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE], in his 
argument here yesterday, called this a Chicago affair, forgetting 
Mr.Speaker,thatthe Presidentof the United States, by the author- 
ity of the Congress of the United States, and in the discharge of a 
duty imposed upon him, hasinvited all of the civilized nations of 
the world to participate in making it not only anational but an in- 
ternational affair; forgetting that the House the other day bya 
vote concurred in the Senate amendment by which the certifi- 
cates and diplomas and medals awarded to the successful ex- 
hibitors will bear the guaranty and the sanction of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Again, if any further argument is 
required to show that the country can not now recede from ap- 
propriating this money which is asked, it is the argument fur- 
nished by the vote here the other day, in which the very mem- 
bers who are now opposing this appropriation said that this 
great Exposition shall be closed upon Sunday. ‘That 
firmed the national character of this Exposition. 


vote aie 
VOu a 


If it is closed upon Sunday the receipts will shrink at least 
two-sevenths, if not one-third. If this is nota national enter- 
prise what right has Congress to deprive the gentlemen who 


have furnished the $10,000,000 of the power to control that 
money and regulate the question of Sunday closing? Their 
votes can be explained only on the theory of the national char- 
acter of the World’s Fair. How can the gentlemen justify their 
votes now in refusing to appropriate money to carry on this great 
enterprise and make it a success of a truly national character? 

No member who has spoken has denied the claim which is 
made by the National Commission, that under the enlarged and 
extended plans which have been adopted, it is necessary to raise 
from seven to eight millions of money in addition t» the amount 
that was pledged by the city of Chicago. 

Nobody denies that it isimportant that that vastsum of money 
should be so provided that the Commission can use a large portion 
of it between now and the day of the opening of the Exposition, 
yet these men who boast of their pride in the country and speak 
so glibly and so eloquently about the ‘‘ Queen City of the West,” 
are the very men who are attempting to assassinate this enter- 
prise by refusing to vote this necessary appropriation. Not only 
that, Mr. Speaker, but when this question was before the House 
it was shown that the Government exhibit and the necessary ex- 
penses attending it required something like $125,000 more than 
the amount that the House had already appropriated. The Sen- 


| ate proposed that $500,000 should be appropriated for that pur- 
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pose, and yet those very members who say that they hope the 
enterprise will be a great success are refusing by their votes to 


grant the National Commission the money that is absolutely nec: | 


essary to be appropriated in order that the Government of the 
United States on its own exhibit can make a display that will be 
worthy of itscharacter and dignity. I ask these gentlemen—— 

Mr. DOCKERY rose. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. I can not be interrupted. I ask 
these gentlemen, how can they reconcile their votes with the 
language that they use in the phrase, ‘‘ national exhibition?” 
This amount of money that I speak of is something that the 
local board has nothing to do with. This is purely, simply, and 
primarily a national affair. Mr. Speaker, there is no man with 
a thimbleful of brains or a grain of honesty in his composition 


who does not know that this $5,000,000 appropriation asked for | 


here is asked upon national grounds. Why should the city of 
Chicago do more than it pledged itself todo? Why should the 
State of Illinois appropriate more than the $800,000 that she has 
appropriated for a State exhibit? I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio, why should the great Northwest that he mentioned here 
yesterday take the money from the local people there to make 
this Fair a success, when the Government of the United States 
stands back of it, stands responsible for it, and when every 
foreign representative that comes here does so by the courtesy 
and under the authority of the Government of the United States? 


I shall not stop to speak of the benefits that this great enter- | 
[ shall not | 
take the time to show that every individual, East, West, North, | 


prise will confer upon the people of this country. 


and South willbe greatly benefited if this appropriation is made, 
and this Exposition carried out in the truly national spirit pro- 


posed by the National Commission. Everybody who reads or runs | 


knows that fact better than I can express it here to-day; and I 

say that no man who loves his country, no man who takes a pride 

in great national enterprises, no man who desires to se2 the ex- 

hibits of the National Government compare favorably with those 

of other countries can afford to vote against these appropriations. 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 

{Cries of ** Vote!” Vote!”] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe, Mr. Speaker, there are five minutes 
of my time remaining. 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, no fear that the Exposition 
will be a failure, whatever we do about this five-million-dollar 
avpropriation, should terrorize anyone into the support of it. 
The Government has agreed to aa a million and a half. 
The city of Chicago has raised ten millions. The several States 
and foreign governments arespending millions more. Doesany- 
O1e suppose that the five millions added to this bill by the Sen- 


ate could not be raised by pledging the gate fees for it without | 


taxing the people of the United States? 
needed could be obtained without this. 
Sir, let us go back and review the history of this matter briefly. 


No, sir; every dollar 


When it was first proposed to hold this Exposition, several of | 


the leading cities of this country competed for the location. 
New York proposed to furnish all the money needed, without 
even calling on the Government for the million and a halfalready 
appropriated for it at Chicago. But it was sent to Chicago, and 
the million and a half promised. 


‘Then, my esteemed friend, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. Lawler, and | 
others representing Chicago, said if located there the Govern- | 


mnt would not be called on for anything beyond what I have 
specified. 
pledg-: s, we are asked to go to the Treasury of the United States 


and take money collected by taxation from the people and give | 


five millions more to this enterprise. Where is this to stop? 
Have we any assurance that at the end of a hundred and twenty 
Cays, When this Congress reassembles in December, the demand 
will not be repeated and other millions demanded? 

Sir, do you suppose Chicago would ever have obtained that 
sir as against the competitors but for the promise that this de- 
mand on the Government would not be made? If notice had 
been given that five millions more would,ghave to be appropri- 
a‘ed, I am of opinion that it would have gone elsewhere. 

Mr. Speater, when the representative of a great people is 
called upon to make large appropriations out of their taxes, it 
behooves him not only to look to the constitutionality and legiti- 
macy of the expenditure, hut bear in mind their indebtedness 
and the condition of their Treasury. Sir, I went to the Treas- 
ury Department to-day to get this data. I find that there was a 


falling off pf the revenues of the Government in the year just | 


closed as c@mpared with the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, of 
about forty millions in customs, or tariff taxes, and many millions 
in taxes ariting from other sources. Thecondition of the Treas- 
ury is persis. Millions of our bonded debt fell due last year, 
and could nOt be paid on account of the squanderings of the last 
Congress, and creditors had to b2 begged fur time. Meanwhile 
the people have to continue to pay interest on this debt. 


I yield that time to the gentleman from | 


But now, in violation of these statements, these | 
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| When the public debt was created there was a solemn com- 
| pact entered into between the Government and those who loaned 
it money that a certain per cent of it should be paid every year 
| through the operations of the ‘‘sinking fund” established for 
| that purpose. This was done for the double purpose of guaran- 
teeing to the security-holders the payment of their debts and to 
the people ultimate freedom from the bondage of debt. Last 
| year, for the first time, asI now rememb:er, we failed to keep 
| this pledge to the people, and defaulted on the sinking fund to 
| the extent of $11,000,000. This year we will fall behind $40,000,- 
| 000. In other words, if we meet the sinking fund requirements, 
| of forty-eight or nine millions, we will be confronted with a de- 
ficiency of $40,000,000. Still we are asked to take five millions 
from adepleted Treasury and go int» partnership to that amount 
with the Exposition management in running it. Sir, will we 
tax the people to do this? Will we default on our bonds and 
sinking fund to doit? Will we perpstuate our public debt to 
do it? 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is claimed that the money is to be coined 
out of uncurrent coins now in the Treasury. We have been 
urged not to press silver coinage this session. This idea has 
prevailed in view of the President’s well-known intention to veto 
and stop such a measure. 

Are you, gentlemen, going to say by your action that you will 
not coin money to pay our heavy public debt; you will not coin it 
to be used topay the billions of dollars oi mortgages now hanging 
like a pall over our people, but you will coin it and do coin it to 
help carry on this Exposition. Let no such inconsistency char- 

| acterize your action. 

{Here the hammer fell,} 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to get the attention of 
the House to state that on anexamination after the adjournment 
last evening, and on reflection a3 to the proper method to dis- 
pose of the Senat» amendments to this bill, the Chair thinks 
that the statement or decision rendered yesterday was erroneous 
and takes this opportunity, so that no injury may result, to cor- 
rect it. The Chair thinks the proper method tor disposing of 
the amendments is in this manner: In their order as they stand 
in the Senate bill they will be reported by the Clerk. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman in charge of the matter on the con- 
| ference committee to make any motion he pleases in respect to 
suchamendments. Thatgentleman can offer an amendment him- 
self or he can yield to another to offer an amendment, or he 
can demand the previous question. If the gentleman fails to 
yield to some gentleman who desires to offer an amendment and 
demands the previous question, the only remedy that gentleman 
would have would be to ask the House to vote down the demand 
| for the previous question, and if that was acceded to he would 
have an opportunity to offer his amendment. So the Chair 
| thinks the proper method is to take the amendments up in their 
| order and consider them in the manner just suggested. The 
Chair desires to make this statement before consideration be- 
gins, because the judgment last evening on this question was in 
his opinion erroneous. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, Mr. Speaker, we are to understand 
| that the chairman of the Appropriations Committee, in charge 
of this conference report, if he refuses to yield for an amend- 
ment will have the right to demand the previous question; or 
that he would have the right to offer an amendment himself or 
to yield for some other member to offer it? 
| ‘The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And this side of the House desiring to offer 
an amendment, must first vote down the amendment the gentle- 
man has himself submitted, or to which he has yielded, or else 
| vote down the previous question before we can do so? : 
| TheSPEAKER. It is exactly a similar case to the considera- 
' tion of any other bill. The gentleman having charge of a propo- 
sition on the floor of the House has charge of it for the purpose 
of making such motions as are admissible under the rules, and, 
as has been stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that may 
seem to be an unusual rule, but it is not so at all, because the 
whole question isin the power of the House, If the House wants 
the amendment, and the gentleman refuses to yield, if the House 
votes down the previous question it will have a right to the 
amendment; because in that case the control of the matter is 
transferred just as was the case this morning when the resolu- 
tion was pending. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Should the gentleman move an amendment, 
| is it subject to amendment by this side, or is it to be considered 
as an amendment in the second degree? 

Tne SPEAKER. No; it is an amendment in the first degree 
under the rule, and is subject to amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the motion to amend would bein order? 

The SPEAKER. Unless the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. CHEATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask a parliamen 
tary question. What will be the conditionof my amendment of- 
fered on yesterday to appropriate $50,000 of this fund for the pur- 
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pose of showing the industrial development of the co!ored people 
in the South? 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the amendment to which the 
gentleman desires to offer it is up for consideration, if the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will yield him an opportunity for that pur- 
pose he can take the floor and offerthe amendment. If the gen- 
tleman from Indiana does not yield, and demands the previous 

uestion, the only remedy for the gentleman would be to vote 
lows the demand for the previous question, and if that motion 
prevails then the gentleman could offer his amendment. 

Mr. TRACEY. Subject to any point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Of course; subject to any point of order. 
Such amendment must be in order. It must be germane, and 
authorized by existing law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A single further inquiry, Mr. Speaker. The 
Chair does not mean to intimate that if the gentleman from In- 
diana in charge of the bill should move an amendment, it would 
cut off the right to amend on the part of all other members? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all, unless the gentleman demands 
the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Even in that case he would have to move to 
concur. Noother motion, in other words, would take prece- 
dence of a motion to concur with an amendment, except the mo- 
tion to concur? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can move to nonconcur and 
demand the previous question, and the only motion that will 
have priority would be a motion to concur, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Or to concur with an amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. Toconcur. For the previous question would 
cut off the right to amend. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, is there not an amendment 
pending to the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now have reported the first 


4 


amendment, and then the status of the mattercan be ascertained. | 


Mr. BOATNER. Would it be in order, when that amend- 
ment is read, to move to amend the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman gets the floor for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is it not the parliamentary right of any 
member to amend any proposition upon which he is called to 
vote, until after the previous question is ordered? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; but the gentleman will ob- 
serve that if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] when 


one of these Senate amendments is read, yields, for instance, to | 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to offer an 
amendment to the amendmentand then says: ‘‘ Upon the amend- 
ment I demand the previous question,” the gentleman’s amend- 
ment to the amendment could not be considered until the de- 
mand for the previous question had been voted on. 

Mr. BOATNER. But, Mr. Speaker, I understand the parlia- 
mentary condition to be this: We are called upon to vote upon 
a Senate amendment, and there is an amendment to that amend- 
ment pending. Now, can the previous question be called upon 
the Senate amendment, until the House has voted upon the 
amendment to that amendment which is pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentle- 
man’s point. Whenever the point is reached, the Chair will 
rule upon it. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Government exhibit: For the selection, purchase, preparation, transpor- 
tation, installation, care, and custody, and arrangement of such articles and 
materials as the heads of the several Executive Departments, the Smith- 
sonian Institution, and National Museum, and the United States Fish Com- 
mission may decide shall be embraced in the Government exhibit, and such 
additional articles as the President may designate for said Exposition, and 
bo the ree ment of proper persons as officers and assistants tothe board 
of control an 


President, of which not exceeding $,000may be expended by said board for 
clerical services, $316,500. 


The Senat2 amendment to the above is as follows: 


The Clerk will report the first Senate amend- | 


management of the Government exhibit, appointed by the | 


Amendment numbered 134: Strike out ‘three hundred and sixteen thou- | 


sand five hundred,’’ and insert the words ‘five hundred thousand.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Isuppose the proper motion is that the House 
insist upon its disagreement to this amendment of the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. That the House further insist. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make that motion, and upon that I demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House 
these propositions. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
hibit? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 
upon itsdisagreement to the amendment. 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. 


What amendment is that? 
has heretofore disagreed to all 


Upon that I call the 


The Chair will state, so that the House may 
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understand, the effect of this amendment as to the Government 
exhibit. The House appropriated $316,500, and the Senate pro- 
posed to strike out that and insert ‘‘$500,000.”" The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] moves that the House further insist 
— its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and upon 
that—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, a single suggestion before the 
gentleman makes the motion. I do not understand that there 
is any essential difference of opinion between gentlemen in the 
House with reference to this Government exhibit. There may 
be a little difference as to how much money may be needed, but 
[ understand that all are in favor of appropriating whatever may 
be needed for the Government exhibit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, I do not consent, for myself, to extend 
= limit one dollar. We fixed it at a million and a half of dol- 
ars—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Iunderstand the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana is to nonconeur 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nonconcurrence throws the question back 
upon the conferees. The question then will be as to whether 
they shall accept the original amount prop :sed by the House, or 
whether the House conferees shall accede to the increase voted 
by the Senate. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ”’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the House further insist on its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment, and upon that he demands the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No. 127. World’s Columbian Commission: 
mission, #95,500. 

Strike out the words “ ninety-five thousand five hundrei” and insert the 
words “three hundred and twenty thousand.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House insist on its disagree- 
ment to that amendment, and upon that I call the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CHEATHAM. lIask the gentleman’s permission to in- 
troduce an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the House further insist on its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. CHEATHAM. I can not therefore introduce this now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not, unless the previous 
question should be voted down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not object to having this passed over for 
the present. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
equivalent to anobjection. The question ison ordering the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question nowis on the motion that the 
House further insist on the disagreement to this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment numbered 128: In line 7 strike out the words “‘ thirty-six * and 
insert “one hundred and thirty-eight: * soas to read, ‘ of which sum $138,000 
shall be used for the Board of Lady Managers. ”’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
on its disagreement to this amendment, and on that I demand 
the previous question. 

The previous question wasordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the motion to further insist on the disagreement was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 129: ** Provided, That the salaries of the director- 


For the W orld’s Columbian Com- 


| general and secretary of the Commission shall not exceed $8,000 and #3,000 
| respectively per annum.” 


This is for the Government ex- 


My motion is that the House insist | 


The SPEAKER. This amendment is to insert the language 
which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(129) and a sum not exceeding $10,00) may be used by the director-general 
in his discretion for incidental and contingent expenses of his office. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House insist on its disagree- 
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ment to this amendment; and on that I demand the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered; and,under the operation 
thereof, the motion to further insist on the disagreement was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 130: Strike out the words “one meeting *’ and in- 
sert ‘‘two meetings;’’ so as to read: ‘‘Two meetings of the World’s Colum- 
a Commission or of the Board of Lady Managers during the fiscal year 

893."’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
on its disagreement, and on that I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the motion to further insist on the disagreement was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 131: Strike out the following: 

** Provided further, 'That the powers and duties of the World's Columbian 
Commission prescribed in section 7 of the act approved April 25, 1890, to pro- 
vide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America, may be exercised and performed by the Board of Reference and 
Control of the World's Columbian Commission when said Commission is not 
in session.’’ 





Mr. HOLMAN. Iask non concurrence in that amendment, 
and that the House further insist on its disagreement, and on 
that I demand the previous question. 
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The SPEAKER. And tothat the Senate disagreed. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 


| insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and insist 
| on its amendment to the Senate amendment; and on that I call 
| for the previous question. 


The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the motion to further insiston the disagreement to the 
Senate amendment, and upon the House amendment, was agreed 
to. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

r + 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 308: 
_ “SEC, 2, That for the purpose of aiding in defraying the cost of complet- 
ing the work of preparation for inaugurating the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position, authorized by the act approved April 25, A. D. 1890, the Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized and directed to have recoined $5,000,000 in 
half-dollar silver coins from the uncurrent subsidiary silver coins abraded 
below the limit of tolerance now in the Treasury, which coins shall be of 
the same weight and fineness and have in all other respects the same qual- 
ities as the silver half-dollar now authorized by law; said coins shall also be 


| of such design and be stamped and engraved with such inscriptions and de- 


vices as will designate their value as coins of the United States, andal so make 
them suitable souvenirs of said celebration of the four hundredth anniver- 
sary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, and there is 
hereby appropriated from the Treasury the said $5,000,000 so coined; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to pay the same as lawful money to 
the World’s Columbian Exposition monthly in such amounts as may be 


| needed, in his discretion, upon detailed estimates of the expenditures for 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation | | Se i 
| position for opening on May 1, 1893: Provided, That before the Secretary of 


thereof the motion to further insist on the disagreement was 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the language proposed to be stricken out in amendment numbered 
13! insert the following language, amendment numbered 132: 

“There shall be appointed, in addition to the commission authorized by 
the act of Congress to provide for the celebration of the four hundredth an- 
niversary of the discovery of America, two additional commissioners and 
alternates, to be selected from the five civilized tribes in the Indian Terri- 
tory, said commissioners and alternates to be es by the President 
Within thirty days after the passage of this act and with the authority con- 
ferred in said act upon the commissioners appointed under the second sec- 
tion thereof.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. That ought to go to conference, I think, and 
therefore I move to insist on the disagreement; and on that I 
demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the motion to further insist on the disagreement was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 133, commencing with line 9, page 43: And the sums 
herein appropriated for the World’s Columbian Exposition shall be— 


Strike out all after ‘‘ shall be,” as follows: 

(133) deemed a part, and in full, of the sum of $1,500,000, the limit of liabil- 
ity of the United States on account thereof fixed by the act of April 25, 1890, 
authorizing said Exposition— 

And insert: 
in full of the liability of the United States on account thereof for the fiscal 
year 1893. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a proviso to the original proposi- 
tion. I move that the House insist on its disagreement, and 
upon that I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the motion to insist on the disagreement was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 

‘Amendment numbered 177: To enable the board of Capitol police to employ 
additional policemen during the meeting of the national encampment of 
the Grand Army of the Republic in September, 1892, $1,200, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is an amendment to that. 

The Clerk read the amendment to the Senate amendment, a3 
follows: 

It shall not be lawful for any officer of the Government authorized to 
make contracts, nor any Officer in the District of Columbia to contract with 
any person, firm, or corporation who employ Pinkerton detectives, or any 
other association of men as armed guards; and no employés of said Pinker- 
ton Detective Agency or similar agencies shall be employed in any Govern- 
ment service or by any officer in the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that to the Senate 
amendment to the employment of guards in the District of Co- 
lumbia the House has proposed an amendment, which has just 
been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And there was a disagreement. 


> 


the succeeding month certified to him by the president of the World's Co- 
lumbian Exposition, or in his absence or inability to act by the vice-presi- 
dent, and by the director-general of the World’s Columbian Commission, or 
in his absence by the president of the Commission, to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, fur labor to be done, materials to be furnished, 
and services to be performed in prosecuting said work of preparing said Ex- 


the Treasury shall pay to the World's Columbian Exposition any part of the 


| said $5,000,000 satisfactory evidence shall be furnished him showing that the 
| sum of $10,000,000 provided for by the fifth section of the act of April 25, 1890, 








| has been collected and disbursed as required by said act; and that the said 


World’s Columbian Exposition shall furnish a satisfactory guaranty to the 
Secretary of the Treasury that any further sum actually necessary to com- 
plete the work of said Exposition to the opening thereof has been or will be 
provided by said corporation; but nothing herein shall be so construed as 
to authorize the delay or postponement of the preparation of the souvenir 
coins hereinbefore provided for, and there is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to reimburse the Treasury for loss 
on such recoinage.”’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
upon its disagreement. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will remind the House that there 
isan amendment to this proposition pending. The gentleman 


| from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] yielded yesterday to the gentle- 


man from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] to offer an amendment, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 21, page 129, strike out the word “ million,” 50 the provision will 
read, *‘the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to have re- 
coined $5 in half-dollar silver coins,”’ etc 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. <A parliamentary inquiry, 
Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Under the ruling made this 
morning, which seems to be a very proper ruling, is that amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama in order except by unani- 
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] 
yielded to the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. BANKHEAD] to offer 
this amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But when the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] was appealed to by the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. CHEATHAM| to yield to him, he said 
he would do it if there was ng objection, and it was objected to. 
Now, if unanimous consent was necessary in the one case, why is 
it not necessary in the other? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is not necessary. The 
gentleman from Indiana has the right to yield if he desires to 
do so. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Then his calling for objec- 
tion was a subterfuge, was it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 


| on the pending proposition and upon the general question of 


the House insisting on its disagreement. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary 
inguiry. 

‘the SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the previous question is ordered will it be 
ordered on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama|Mr. BANKHEAD] as well as upon the main proposition? 

The SPEAKER, Clearly, upon both. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a substitute, 
which I send to the desk. 
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The SPEAKER. If the previous question is ordered the gen- 
tleman can not offer a substitute. If it is voted down, he can. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iask to have the substitute read for infor- 
mation. . : , 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I object. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, has anyone objected to my 
request? : 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

uiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yesterday,in the opening of the question 
pertaining to amendments to the several paragraphs of this con- 
ference report, the Chair admitted an amendment, which was ac- 
cepted and allowed by the gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. 
HOLMAN], striking out the word ‘‘ million.” When we read fur- 





Cate, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clover, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo 
Crawford, 
Crosby, 
Culberson, 
De Armond, 
DeForest, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Edmunds 


| Ellis 
| Enloe, 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- | 


Epes, 


| AMerman, 


Andrew, 
Atkinson 
Babbitt, 


| Baker, 


ther in the bill and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. | 


CHEATHAM] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not permit this kind of ar- 
gument under the guise of a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
am submitting a point. 

The SPEAKER. The preliminary matters the Chair is al- 
ready informed of. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair will. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well; I will state it as briefly as pos- 
sible. The Chair, I say, admitted an amendment which was ac- 
cepted by the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] to amend- 
ment No. 308. Later the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
CHEATHAM] proposed to submit an amendment, and the Chair 
ruled that he could not submit it because the amendment could 
not be amended—— 

The SPEAKER. Willithe gentleman please state his point? 
The Chair knows what he has ruled. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Chair has receded, however, from his 
ruling made-on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s point? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
made the same ruling in the one case that he made in the other 
the gentleman from North Carolina would have been allowed 
to submit his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. The Chair states to-day just 
what he stated yesterday. The only change is in the decision 
that these matters must be considered separately. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina has exactly the same rights that the 
gentleman from Alabama has. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] yielded to the gentleman from Alabama, and he 
did not yield to the gentleman from North Carolina. That is 
where the distinction is. 

The BINGHAM. He was not allowed to yield, because the 
Chair ruled the amendment out. 

The SPEAKER. The request was made just now and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana did not yield. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the ruling of the Chair to-day is dif- 
ferent from his ruling yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania only 
desires to express his opinion about the ruling of the Chair, that 
certainly is not a parliamentary inquiry, whatever may be his 
judgment about it. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN] demands the previous question on his motion that the 
House further insist upon its disagreement. 

The previous question was ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Will the Chair allow me a moment? 


Page 129, line 21, strike out the word *‘ million;"’ so as to make the provi- 
sion read: ‘‘That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed 
to have recoined $5 in half-dollar silver coins,”’ etc 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If this 
amendment should be adopted, will it still be in order to vote 
down the Senate amendment as amended? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken: and there were—yeas 77, nays 142, 
not voting 109; as follows: 


YEAS—77. 


Alexander, Bentley, Breckinridge, Ark. Bullock, 
Bailey, Blanchard Brookshire, Bunn, 
Bankhead, Blount, Brown, Butler, 
Beeman, Branch, Buchanan, Va. Byrns, 


Bartine, 
Barwig, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 


| Boatner, 


I am making no argument, Mr. Speaker; [ | 


Bowers, 
Bowman, 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Buchanan, N. J. 


| Busey, 


Bushnell, 


| Cable, 


If the gentleman will state his point the | 


The point is this, that if the Chair had 


Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell 
Caruth, 
Castile, 
Causey, 
Cheatham, 
Chipman 
Clancy, 
Coburn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper 
Covert, 
Crain, Tex. 
Cummings 
Curtis, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bacon, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bland. 
Boutelle, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ky 
Brickner, 
Brunner, 
Bryan, 
Bunting, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Chapin. 
Clark, Wyo 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 
Cowles, 
Cox, N. Y. 
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Everett, 
Forney, 
Goodnight, 
Grady, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N.C 
Holman 
Johnson, Ohio 
Johnstone, S. C 
Jones, 
Kendall, 
Kilgore, 
Kyle, 
Lanham, 
Lawson, Ga 
Lester, Va 
NAY 
Dalzell, 
Daniell, 
Dingley, 
Dixon, 
Doan, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan 
Dungan, 
Durborow. 
English 
Fellows, 
Fithian, 
Flick, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillespie, 
Griswold, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hallowell, 





Hare, 
Harries 
Harter, 

Hayes, Iowa 
Haynes, Ohio 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, ILL. 
Hermann, 
Hitt. 

Hopkins, Il 
Houk, Ohio 
Houk, Tenn. 
Hull! 


NOT VOTI 


Cox, Tenn. 
Craig, Pa. 
Cutting, 
Davis, 
Dunpby, 
Elliott, 
Enochs 
Fitch 
Funston 
IFyan, 
Gantz, 
Geary 
Gorman 
Greenleaf, 
Harmer 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hemphill! 
Herbert, 
Hoar. 
Hooker, Miss 
Hooker, N. Y 
Hopkins, Pa 
Huff, 

Kem, 
Lawson, Va 
Layton, 
Lewis. 


s—I4 





Lester, Ga. 
Long, 
Mansur, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
MeRae, 
Meredith, 
Montgomery, 
Moses, 
Mutchler 
Oates 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Paynter 
Pearson 
Pierce, 
Sayers, 


2 


Johnson, Ind 
Johnson, N. Dak 
Jolley. 
Ketcham 
Kribbs 
Lagan, 
Lane, 
Lapham 
Lind, 
Lockwood 
Lynch, 
Mallory 
Martin, 
McAleer 
McClellan 
McGann, 
McKaig 
Meyer, 
Mitchell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo 
Owens, 
Page, Md 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Pendleton, 
Perkins 
Pickler 
Post, 
Powers 
Price, 
Raines, 
Ray, 

Reed, 
Reilly, 
Robinson, Pa 
NG 109. 


Little, 
Livingston, 
Lodge, 
Loud, 
Magner, 
McDonald, 
McKeighan, 
McKinney, 
Miller, 
Milliken 
Moore 
Morse 
Newberry 
Norton, 
O'Donnell, 
O’Werrall, 
O'Neil, Mass 
Otis 
Outhwaite, 
Page, R. I 
Parrett, 
Pattison, Ohio 
Peel, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Before the result of the note was announced— 
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Shell, 
Stewart, Tex 
Terry, 
Tillman, 
Turner 
Turpin, 

Van Horn, 
Warwick, 
Washington 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Williams, N. C. 
Wise 


Rockwell 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Scott, 
Scull, 
Seerley, 
Shively 
Shonk, 
Simpson 
Smith, 
Snow, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Steward, lil 
Stone, C. W 
Stone, W. A 
Storer, 
Stout, 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Lil 
Townsend, 
Tracey, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker. 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
White, 
Whiting 
Wike, 
Williams, Ill! 
Wilson, Wash 
Wright 


Rife, 
Robertson, La, 
Sanford, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky 
Taylor, Tenn 
Taylor, FE. B 
raylor, J. D 
Taylor, V. A 
Tucker 
Warner 
Vaugh 
Wever, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Mass 
Wilson, Ky 
Wilson, Mo 
Wilson, W. Va 
Winn. 
Wolverton 
Youmans. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT said: My colleague from Kentucky [Mr. 


STONE] is paired with the 


MorseE|. 


[Mr. SPRINGER]. 


rc 


rentieman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
If my colleague were present he would vote ‘‘ ay.” 
Mr. BRYAN. 


I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois 


If he were 


propriation and I would vote against it. 
The following pairs were announced: 
On the World's Fair appropriation: 


Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN. 
for the appropriation and Sunday opening 


=? 


against both. 


Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 


the appropriation, Mr. HATCH against it. 


Mr. LAYTON with Mr. CUTTING. 
for the appropriation, Mr. LAYTON against it. 


Mr. MOORE with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 
vote for the appropriation, Mr. MOORE against it. 


Mr. BELTRHOOVER 


with 


present he would vote for this ap- 


Mr. HAUGEN would vote 
Mr. O’FERRALL 


Mr. HARMER would vote for 
Mr. CUTTING would yote 
Mr. CLARK would 


Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. BELTZ- 


HOOVER would vote against thesappropriation, Mr. O'DONNELL 
for it. 


ty ei tN En 
a ee eee 


<6 semaer nerememmiraen Vr + amt OEE er 


crea ES CRETE rs 


ppeame sj amnne. 7 sues 


— 
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Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. SANFORD. Mr. SANFORD would vote 
for the appropriation, Mr. COCKRAN against it. 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. RANDALL. Mr. RANDALL would vote 
for the appropriation, Mr. GANTZ against it. 

Mr. NEWBERRY with Mr. Lewis. Mr. NEWBERRY would vote 
for the appropriation, Mr. LEWIs against it. 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. GEARY. Mr. GEARY would vote for 
the appropriation, Mr. DUNPHY against it. 

Mr. YOUMANS with Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. YOUMANS would vote 
for the appropriation, Mr. FUNSTON against it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. HOOKER 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. STOCKDALE against it. 

Mr. WINN with Mr. WAuUGH. Mr. WAUGH would vote for 
the appropriation, Mr. WINN against it. 

Mr. BRUNNER with Mr. CoOLIDGE. Mr. CoOLIDGE would 
vote for the approriation, Mr. BRUNNER against it. 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. BRICKNER would vote 
for the appropriation, Mr. BYNUM against it. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. ALDERSON would 
vote for the appropriation, Mr. LIVINGSTON against it. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. PATTISON of Ohio. Mr. BLAND would 
vote against the appropriation and Mr. PATTISON for it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisana with Mr. QUACKENBUSH. Mr. 
ROBERTSON would vote against the appropriation, Mr. QUACK- 
ENBUSH for it. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 
would vote against.the appropriation. 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. BACON. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BRAWLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. BRYAN. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. CraiG of Pennsylvania. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana|Mr. HOLMAN] to further insist upon 
the disagreement to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to concur in the amendment, and 
on that I call for the previous question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not necessary to call the previous ques- 
tion. The previous question has been ordered 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The 
gentleman from Indiana{[Mr. HOLMAN] moves that the House 
further insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment: 
and the gen leman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] moves 
that the House recede from its disagreement. Was there 
another motion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania called the 
previous question, but that is not necessary. 

The SPEAKER. No; the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thought it was only ordered on the am2nd- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be on the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course that is entitled to priority. 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk began the call of the roll. 

Mr. HOLMAN (after the roll call had begun). I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The roll call had begun and can not be in- 
terrupted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Indiana rose and 
addressed the Chair before the roll call had begun. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was addressing the Chair before the Clerk 
began to call the roll. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the roll call had been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, of course, accepts the statement 
of the gentleman from Indiana. What is his motion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. To reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not too late. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he rose in time: 
and the Chair of course accepts his statement. The gentleman 
from Indiana moves to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why, Mr. Speaker, he called for the yeas 
and nays himself. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion to re- 
consider). The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
64, noes 92. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


If present, Mr. ABBOTT 


I de- 


I eall for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered. 
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Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. BINGHAM were appointed tellers. 

The House proceeded to divide; but before the division was 
concluded 

Mr. HOLMAN said: I withdraw the demand for tellers. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. As many as favor the motion to recede from 
the disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the 
same, will, when their names are called, say ‘* ay;” those opposed 
‘*no;” and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 105, not 
voting 106; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 

Atkinson, English, Lind, Seerley, 
Babbitt, Fellows, Lockwood, Shively. 

| Bartine, Flick, Lynch, Shonk, 
Barwig, Forman, McAleer, Smith, 
Bergen, Fowler, McClellan, Snow, 
Bingham, Geissenhainer, McGann, Sperry, 
Boatner, Griswold, McKaig, Stephenson, 
Bowman, Grout, Meyer, Steward, Ill. 
Brosius, Hamilton, Mitchell, Stone, C. W. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hare, O'Neill, Pa. Stone, W. A. 
Busey, Harries, O'Neill, Mo. Storer, 
Cable, Harter, Owens, Stout, 
Cadmus, Hayes, Iowa Patton, Stump, 
Caldwell, Haynes, Ohio Payne, Sweet, 
Caruth, Henderson, Iowa Pendleton, Taylor, Ill. 
Castle, Henderson, Ill. Perkins, Townsend, 
Causey, Hermann, Pickler, Wadsworth. 
Cheatham, Hitt, Post, Walker, 
Chipman, Holman, Powers, Weadock, 
Coburn, Hopkins, Ill. Price, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cooper, Houk, Ohio Raines, White, 
Curtis, Houk, Tenn. Ray. Whiting, 
Dalzell, Huff, Reed, Wike, 
Daniell. Hull, Reilly, Wiliiams, IL 
Dinzgley, Johnson, Ind. Robinson, Pa. Wilson, Wash. 
Dixon, Johnson, N. Dak. Rockwell, Wright, 
Doan, Jolley, Rusk, Youmans. 
Dolliver, Ketcham, Russell, 
Dungan, Lagan, Scott, 
Durborow, Lane, Scull, 

NAYS—105. 
Alexander, Crosby, Kem, Page, Md. 
Amerman, Culberson, Kendall, Parrett, 
Andrew, Cummings, Kilgore, Patterson, Tenn. 
Bailey, Davis, Kribbs, Paynter, 
Baker, De Armond, Kyle, Pearson, 
Bankhead, De Forest, Lanham, Pierce, 
Beeman, Dickerson, Lapham, Sayers, 
Bentley, Dockery, Lawson, Ga. Shell, 
Blanchard, Donovan, Lester, Va. Simpson, 
Blount, Edmunds, Lester, Ga. Stewart, Tex. 
Branch, Ellis. Little, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, Long, Terry, 
Bretz, Epes, Magner, Tillman, 
Brookshire, Everett, Mallory, Turner, 
Brown, Fitch, Mansur Turpin, 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, Martin, Van Horn, 
Butler, Gillespie, McCreary, Warner, 
Byrns, Goodnight, McKeighan, Warwick, 
Campbell, Grady, MeMillin, Washington, 
Cate, Hall, McRae, Watson, 
Clancy, Hallowell, Meredith, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clover, Halvorson, Montgomery, Williams, N.C. 
Cobb, Ala. Heard, Moses, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N. C. Mutchler, Wise. 
Covert, Johnson, Ohio Oates, 
Crain, Tex. Johnstone, S. C. Otis, 
Crawford, Jones, Outhwaite, 
NOT VOTING—106 

Abbott, Clark, Wyo. Hoar, Reyburn, 
Alderson, Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Miss. Richardson, 
Allen, Cockran, Hooker, N. Y. Rife, 
Arnold, Cogswell, Hopkins, Pa. Robertson, La 
Bacon, Compton, Lawson, Va. Sanford, 
Belden, Coolidge, Layton, Snodgrass, 
Belknap, Coombs, Lewis, Springer, 
Beltzhoover, Cowles, Livingston, Stahlnecker, 
Bland, Cox, N. Y. Lodge, Stevens, 
Boutelle, Cox, Tenn. Loud, Stockdale, 

| Bowers, Craig, Pa. McDonald, Stone, Ky. 
Brawley, Cutting, McKinney, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dunphy, Miller, Taylor, E. B. 
Brickner, Elliott, Milliken, Taylor, J. D. 
Broderick, Enochs, Moore, Taylor, V. A. 
Brunner, Fithian, Morse, Tracey, 
Bryan, Funston, Newberry, Tucker, 
Bullock, Fyan, Norton, Waugh, 
Bunn, Gantz, O’ Donnell, Wever, 
Bunting, Geary, O’Ferrall, Willcox, 
Burrows, Gorman, O'Neil, Mass. Williams, Mass. 
Bushnell, Greenleaf, Page, R. L. Wilson, Ky. 
Bynum, Harmer, Pattison, Ohio Wilson, W. Va 
Caminetti, Hatch, Peel, Winn, 
Capehart, Haugen, Quackenbush, Wolverton. 
Catchings, Hemphill, Randall, 
Chapin, Herbert, Rayner, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a recapitulation of the vote. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tochange my vote from ‘‘ no” to “ ay.” 

Mr. CLARKEof Alabama. I withdraw my vote, Mr. Speaker, 
being paired with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. PATTISGN] on 








1892. 





all matters affecting the World’s Fair appropriation. He would 
vote for, and I against them. 

Mr. BOWERS. I desire to withdraw my vote. 
with the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BLAND]. 
would vote ‘‘ no” and I would vote ‘‘ay.” 

Mr.GREENLEAF. I desire to state that I am paired on this 
question with my colleague, Mr. HOOKER. If present he would 
have voted ‘‘ay;” I should vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. LOUD. 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. SPRINGER]. If present, he would have voted ‘‘ay,” and I 
should vote in the negative on this motion. 

Mr. BUNN. 
would vote for and I against the appropriation. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mis- 


I am paired 
If present he 


sissippi[Mr. CATCHINGS], and am advised that he would have | 


voted in favor of this motion, as I have voted; but I do not feel 
as though my vote should stand unless I have assurances per- 
sonally from him; and I therefore withdraw the vote. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. My colleague [Mr. STONE of Ken- 
tucky] is paired with Mr. MORSE of Massachusetts. If present he 
would vote ‘‘ no.” 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. PATTISON of Ohio, on all 
matters concerning the World’s Fair appropriations. Mr. PAT- 
TISON of Ohio would vote for the appropriation and Mr. CLARKE 
of Alabama against it. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BUNN, on all questions concerning the 
World's Fair appropriation. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOWERS, until further notice, and on 
World’s Fair appropriations. 

Mr. WAUGH. Iam paired with the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. WINN]. If present he would vote “no,” and I should vote 
for the appropriation. 

Mr. BYNUM. I am paired with the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. BRICKNER], who was called away yesterday because of 
sickness in his family. If present he would vote in favor of this 
appropriation, and I would vote against concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. WISE. My colleague [Mr.O’FERRALL], who is paired, is 
absent on account of sickness. If present he would vote ‘‘ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to reconsider the vote just taken. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And I move to lay that motion on the ta- 
ble, and on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Pending that I move that the House do 
now adjourn; and pending that | move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move to amend that by substituting Satur- 
day next. 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be taken on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas, that when the House ad- 
journs it be to meet on Saturday next. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 3, 
noes 108. 

Mr. BAILEY. No quorum. 
hee SPEAKER appointed Mr. BAILEY and Mr. BINGHAM as 

ers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were 
voting 183; as follows: 





yeas 2, nays 143, not 
YEAS—2. 


I am paired with Mr. FITHIAN of Illinois. He | Bacon, 


Warner, Watson. 
NAYS—143. 

Amerman, Castle, Fowler, Kem, 
Andrew, Causey, Geissenhainer, Kribbs, 
Atkinson, Cheatham, iriswold, Lagan, 
Babbitt, Chipman, Grout, Lane, 
Baker, Clover, Halil, Lapham, 
Bartine, Coburn, Halvorson, Lockwood, 
Barwig, Compton, Hamilton, Loud, 
Bentley, Coombs, Hare, Lynch, 
Bergen, Cooper, Harries, Mallory, 
Bingham, Crawford, Harter, Mansur, 
Boatner, Curtis, Hayes, Iowa Martin, 
Bowman, Dalzell, Haynes, Ohio McClellan, 
Bretz, Daniell, Heard, McCreary, 
Brookshire, Dingley, Henderson,Iowa McGann, 
Brosius, Dixon, Henderson, Ill. McKaig, 
Buchanan, N. J. Doan, Hermann, McKeighan, 
Bullock, Dockery, Hitt, Meredith, 
Busey, Dolliver, Holman, O'Neill, Pa. 
Bushnell, Dungan, Hopkins, Il. O'Neill, Mo. 
Butler, Durborow, Houk, Ohio Otis, 
Cable, English, Bouk, Tenn. Owens, 
Cadmus, pes, ull, Page, R. I. 
Caldwell, Everett, Johnson, Ind. Parrett, 
Caminetti, Flick, Johnson, N. Dak. Patton, 
Campbell, Forman, Johnstone, S. C. Payne, 
Caruth, Forney, Jolley, Pendleton, 


| 
| 


| 
| 


I wish to withdraw my vote, being paired with | 
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Perkins, 
Pickler, 

Post, 

Powers, 
Raines, 

Ray, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rockwell, 
Russell, 
Scott, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 


Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Beeman, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 


| Boutelle, 


Bowers, 

Branch, 

Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 

Brown, 


| Brunner, 


Bryan, 


| Buchanan, Va. 


| tion. 


Bunn, 
Bunting, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Byrns, 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Cate, 
Chapin, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Coolidge, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 


Scull, 
Seerley, 
Shively, 
Shonk, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Snow, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Steward, Il. 


Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stout, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney. 
Taylor, Lil. 
Townsend, 
Tracey, 

Van Horn, 


NOT VOTING—183. 


Cox, N. Y. 
Cox, Tenn. 
Craig, Pa. 
Crain. Tex. 
Crosby, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Cutting, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dickerson, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Ellis. 

Enloe, 
Enochs, 
Fellows, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gantz, 
Geary, 
Gillespie, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Greenleaf, 
Hallowell, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Herbert, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Huff, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 


Kendall, 


No quorum voting. 


Mr. HATCH. 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. HARMER]. 


Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Kyle, 
Lanham, 
Lawson, Va. 
Lawson, Ga. 
Layton, 
Lester, Va. 
Lester, Ga. 
Lewis, 

Lind, 

Little, 
Livingston, 
Lodge, 

Long, 
Magner, 
McAleer, 
McDonald, 
McKinney, 
Me Millin, 
McRae, 
Meyer, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Newberry, 
Norton, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, Md. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pattison, Ohio 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Peel, 

Pierce, 
Price, 
Quackenbush, 


Wadsworth, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Whiting, 
Wike, 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wise. 


Randall 
Rayner, 

Reed 

Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Rife, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Sayers, 

Shell, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Stump, 
Taylor,Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Terry, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, 
Turpin, 
Walker. 
Warwick, 
Wever. 
Wheeler, Ala 
Wheeler, Mich. 
White, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Mass. 
Williams, N.C. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Winn, 
Wolverton, 
Wright, 
Youmans. 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gent!eman 


If he were present he would 


vote for the appropriation for the World's Fair at Chicago, and 


I would vote ag 


ainst it. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. LIND, on all questions for the remain- 
der of this session. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. WALKER, for this day. 

Mr. Scott with Mr. MCKEIGHAN, on the World’s Fair appro- 


priation. 


Mr. WHITING with Mr. OUTHWAITE, on World’s Fair appro- 


priation. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE against it. 
Mr. BUSHNELL with Mr. Fircu, on World’s Fair appropria- 


| FrrcH against it. 
| Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. HALLOWELL, on World’s Fair appro- 


priation. 


Mr. HALLOWELL against it. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


Mr. WHITING would vote for the appropriation and 


Mr. BUSHNELL would vote for the appropriation and Mr. 


Mr. MITCHELL would vote for the appropriation and 


No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY in the chair). No 
quorum ha; voted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I mate that point. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair is compelled to take 
notice of the fact that no quorum has voted when it is disclosed 
upon a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move a call of the House. 

The question b ‘ing ta’ren, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noesseemed to have it. 

On adivision (demanded by Mr. BINGHAM) there were—ayes 70, 
noes 35. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Pending the vote by tellers the 
{Mr. TRACEY] moves that the House 


I demand tellers. 


The SPEAKER pro a 
gentleman from New Yor 
do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pre tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 
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On a division (demanded by Mr. BINGHAM) there were—ayes 
54, noes 60. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tellers are ordered on the mo- 
tion for a call of the House, and the Chair will appoint the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 17. 

Accordingly, a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded toca!l the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Cox, N. Y. Lind, Rife, 
Alderson, Cox, Tenn. Livingston, Robertson, La. 
Allen. Craig, Pa. Lodge, Sanford, 
Arnold, Cutting, Mansur, Snodgrass, 
Bacon, Dunphy, McDonald, Snow, 
Beiden, Elliott, McKinney, Springer, 
Belknap, Enochs, Meredith, Stahlinecker, 
Beltzhoover, Fitch, Miller, Stockdale, 
Bland, Fithian, Milliken, Stone, Ky. 
Boutelle, yan, Mitchell, Storer, 
Brawley, Gantz Moore, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geary, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 


Brickner, 
Buchanan, N. J 
Bunting, 


Gorman, 
Harmer, 
Hemphill, 


Newberry, 
Norton, 
O’Donnell, 


Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Tucker, 


Caldwell, Herbert, O’Ferrall, Walker, 
Capehart, Hoar, O'Neil, Mass. Wever, 
Catchings, Hooker, Miss. Pattison, Ohio Willcox, 


Chapin, Hooker, N. Y. Peel, Williams, Mass. 
Clark, Wyo Hopkins, Pa. Quackenbush, Williams, N. C. 
Cockran, Kendall, Randall, Wilson, Ky. 
Cogswell, Lawson, Va. Rayner, Winn 

Coolidge, Layton, Reyburn, Wolverton, 
Cowles, Lewis, Richardson, Wright. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will now be closed, 
under the rule, and the Clerk will again call the roll. On this 
call excuses for absent members may be rendered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (when the name of Mr. HOPKINS 
of Pennsylvania was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
league [Mr. HOPKINS] be excused. 
illness. 

There was no objection, 


Mr. HALL (when the name of Mr. LIND was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague [Mr. LIND] has gone home ill. I ask 


that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr.Speaker,Iask to have the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] excused. His absence is on account of 
his sickness. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the 


gentleman from Illinois has general leave of absence on account | journed 


of sickness. 

The call for excuses was resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two hundred and thirty-two 
gentlemen have answered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
learue [Mr. FITHIAN] be excused on account of sickness. He 
was sick when he left the Hall. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EPES. Mr. Speaker, three of my colleagues from Vir- 
ginia are absent sick [Mr. TUCKER, Mr. LESTER, and Mr. O’FER- 
RALL]. I ask that they be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the 
pair on file shows that my colleague [Mr. ScoTt] is absent on 
account of sickness. I ask that he b2 excused. 

There was no objection. 

_ Mr. HALLOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague 
j Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania] be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That all leaves of absence except on account of sickness of the 


member are hereby revoked; and the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby directed 
to notify absent members to immediately attend the sessions of the House. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
of his family.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
upon my resolution. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lhope that the House will take notice 
that the gentleman proposes to revoke the leaves of absence ex- 
tended on account of sickness in members’ families. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I know debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Regular order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is it the gentleman from Ohio de- 
sires? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE 


Of course; I move the previous question 


Why. to insert in your amendment, the 


He is confined to his bed by | 
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exception of members who are excused on account of sickuess in 
their families. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was indulging the 
gentlemen, who were trying to arrange their differences on this 
question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have noobjection to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Ohio; and I modify the resolution to the extent 
that it shall also apply to sickness in a member’s family. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania demands the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Division. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why,I accepted your own proposition. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 30. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Spsaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 26. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheChair willappointas tellers 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] and the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

The House again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 65, noes 
25 


I demand the regular order; and 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order at this 


| time to move that the House adjourn? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Imove to dispense with all further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Texas moves 
that the House do now adjourn, and the vote must first be taken 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 53. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BOATNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary: A 


| pill (S. 3331) to relieve and exempt John Henry Ley, of the 
| District of Columbia, from the operation of an act entitled ‘‘An 


act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to 
American citizens.” (Report No. 2083.) 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions: A bill (H. R. 9433) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Mercer 
Slaughter. (Report No. 2084.) 





BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, resolutions of the following titles 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: A resolution that the Sec- 
retary ofthe Interior be authorized to inform the House of the 
steps, ifany, which have been taken to cause the Superintendent 
of the Census, with a view of publishing a bulletin on the sugar 
manufacturing industry in the United States, to apply to the 
American Sugar Refiners’ Company orSugar Trust for proper 
statement of their business (heretofore refused), as provided by 


I move to amend that by inserting “ or | the act of July 6, 1892, requiring corporations to give when de- 


| manded certain information to special agents of the census—to 


the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 
By Mr. YOUMANS: A resolution calling on the Postmaster- 


| General for certain information concerning the selection of a site 


for a post-office at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9669) for the relief of Nancy 
Loslyn—to the Committe3 on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. SEERLEY: A bill (H. R. 9670) granting a pension to 
William Tolle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRYAN (by request): Petition for the issuing of 
money—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Memorial of the Women’s 
Missionary Union, in favor of closing the Columbian Exposition 
on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: Papers in support of House bill 9463, for 
relief—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: Protest of citizens of Sedalia, Mo., against 
the passage of any bill or resolution of Congress requiring the 
closing of the World’s Fair at Chicago on Sundays—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Protestof Knightsof Labor of Portland, 
Oregon, against the World’s Fair until they can be heard—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: Petition of Strawberry Plains 
High School for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Richard Griffiths Assembly, No. 3966, in favor 
of the recognition of organized labor in the management of tlie 


position. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: Four petitions of citizens of Chicago, 
Til., against closing the Columbian Exposition on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 


By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Southern Ute Indians of | 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the reports of the committees of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1273) to authorize the entry of lands chiefly valuable 
for building stone, under the placer-mining laws: and 

A bill (S. 2137) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amending 
the pension law so as to remove the disability of these who, hav- 
ing participated in the rebellion, have since its termination en- 
listed in the Army of the United States and become disabled,” 
approved March 3, 1877. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 7827) to enable the people of the Territory of Utah to 
provide for the collection, arrangement, and display of the prod- 
ucts of said Territory at the World’s Columbian Exposition of 
1893; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senat 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 267) for the preservation of the public peace and the 
protection of property within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 6793) to provide for semiannual statements by 


Bs recog f : I M \ /t© | foreign corporations doing business in the District of Columbia; 
World's Fair—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- | 


and 
A bill (H. R.8122) to prohibit the use of ‘‘ one-horse ” cars 
within the limits of the city of Washington after the Ist day of 


January, 1893, and for other purposes. 


Colorado, in favor of the passage of bill for the ratification of | 
their treaty of removal to Utah, and aletter of Richard McCloud | 


in connection with the same—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. WIKE: Petition of Andrew J. Smothers, a soldier of 
the Black Hawk war—to the Committee on Pensions. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 28, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of John H. 
Schlobohm and other citizens of Yonkers, N. Y., in regard to 
the imprisonment in England of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, and 
praying that steps be taken for his release; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the secretary and ex-secretary of United 
States Council, No. 1, National Provident Union, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., stating that the resolutions regarding the imprisonment 
of Dr. Thomas Gallagher sent to the President of the Senate in 
the name of that council were unauthorized, that the signatures 
thereto are forgeries, and asking the withdrawal of the same. 
The order of withdrawal will be made, subject to the rule. 

Mr. QUAY. I present a petition of Afro-American citizens | 
of the United States, residents of Altoona, Pa., praying that the 
word ‘‘ white” be stricken out of section 6 of the Chinese exclu- 
sion act. As the report upon this subject has been made, I 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. In the absence of the Senators from Colorado, 
I have been requested to presenta memorial of the Stereoty pers’ 
Union, of Denver, Col., remonstrating against the imposing of 
conditions by Congress as to the opening and closing of the 
World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday. I move that the 
memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of citizens of Stephenson 
County, Ill., remonstrating against the commitment of the 
United States Government to a union of religion and the state by 
the passage of legislation closing the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition on Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Port | 
Townsend, Wash., remonstrating against the closing of the | 
Worid’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5781) granting an honorable 
discharge to John H. Randleman, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER (for Mr. DAvis), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie Davis, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SANDERS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


90> 


referred the bill (S. 3279) for the relief of R. Connable & Sons, 


| reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2698) providing for 
the purchase of Temple Farm, at Yorktown, Va., and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3453) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the sale of title of the United States 
in lot 3, in square south of square 990,” approved March 3, 181, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

QUINCY M’NEIL. 

Mr. CULLOM. By request of one of the members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6093) for the relief of Quincy McNeil, I report it with an 
amendment, and he requested me to ask for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill. It is not more than three or four lines 
long. It is to relieve the beneficiary from a military disability. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment was, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ date,” to strike 
out ‘April 4” and insert ‘‘ February 20;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 


| to correct the record of the dismissal of Quincy McNeil, major of the Thirty- 


ninth Regiment of United States Colored Troops, and issue to him an hon- 
orabledischarge from the Army, to date February 20, A. D. 1865. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not suppose it will be necessary, but lest 


| it might, I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
| Hous: of Representatives on the biil and amendment. 


The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAVIS, 
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


JAMES CORRIDON. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Commitiee on Military Affairs, to 
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whom was referred the bill (S. 2820) to correct the military rec- 
ord of James Corridon, Fourth United States Infantry, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3156) to cor- 
rect the military record of JamesCorridon, Fourth United States 
Infantry, to report it favorably withoutamendment. It is avery 
short bill, and there is no objection to it in the world. I askfor 
its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
committed the resolution reported by him July 14, 1892, reported 
it withan amendment, and asked for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved, That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by 
the President of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to investigate and report 
to the Senate the facts in relation to the employment of armed men known 
as “Pinkerton men” or ‘Pinkerton detectives’’in connection with recent 
differences between workmen and omerete, involving bloodshed and loss 
of life, at Homestead, in the State of Pennsylvania, such investigation to in- 
clude the facts in relation to the existence and employment generally of 
such so-called Pinkerton men or Pinkerton detectives in the United States 
since their first appearance therein. 


The investigation shall extend to and embrace the reasons for the creation | 


of the Pinkertou organization, its character and uses; also as to where, 
when, how, and by whom its men have been employed and paid for any serv- 
ices they may have rendered, and under what authority of law, if any, they 
have been so employed and paid. 

Said committee shall also inquire into the merits of the original contro- 
versy concerning wages and the terms of the contract between the employer 
and employed out of which the armed conflict arose which resulted in blood- 
shed, and to what extent that conflict was nae in by persons not 
natives or naturalized citizens of the United States. 

The committee is further instructed to make further inquiry whether any 
private corporation, company, or organization in the State of Pennsylvania 
or other States has attempted to employ force against any of the people of 
said State or of the United States in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, and if so, whether or not armed bodies of men from other 
States were for that purpose taken into such State without the consent of 
the constituted authorities thereof. 

in addition to the testimony and conclusions of fact, the committee will 
consider and report, by bill or otherwise, what legislation, if any, is neces- 
sary to preventfurther unlawful use or employment of such Pinkerton men 
or other similar bodies of armed men for private purposes. 

Said committee, either as a full committee or through subcommittees 
thereof, shall have authority to send for rsons and papers, administer 
oaths to witnesses, and take testimony in Washington or elsewhere, accord- 
ing to its discretion, during the present session or the approaching recess of 
Congress, and to employ a clerk, messenger, and stenographer; the expenses 
of the investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The amendment was to add to the resolution the following: 


Resolved, That said committee shall investigate and report to the Senate 
the facts in relation to the recent differences between workmen and employ- 
ers, and workmen and other workmen, involving bloodshed and loss of life, 
in Shoshone County, in the State of Idaho, such investigation to include the 
facts in relation to the existence and — generally of union miners 
and nonunion miners by employers, and the respective wages of each, and 
what assessment, if any, is made by employers on them or any of them, and 
for what purpose, if any, such assessment is made, and what is done with 
the moneys raised by said assessment. 

The investigation shall extend to and embrace an inquiry as to the claim 
of each of the contending partes: what are their respective rights, and 
wherein, if at ail, they have been challenged or impaired; and if they have 


been so challenged or impaired, whether it has beendone by authority of the | 


United States. 

Said committee shall also inquire into the merits of the original contro- 
versy concerning assessments, Wages, and the terms of the contract be- 
tween employers and the employed in the controversy out of which the 
armed conflict arose which resulted in bloodshed, and to what extent that 
conflict was participated in by persons not natives or naturalized citizens 
of the United States. 

The committee is further instructed to make inquiry whether any private 
corporation, company, or organization of the State of Idaho, or other State, 
has attempted to employ force against any of the people of said State or the 
United States, in violation of the Constitution of the United States; and, if so, 
whether or not armed bodies of men from other States were for that pur- 
pose taken into such State without the consent of the constituted authori- 
ties thereof, and what acts of any of the parties, if any, were in contempt 
of any lawful order of the United States court. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. QUAY. I think the resolution had better go over and 
be printed, 
up for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 

Mr. HARRIS. It will be printed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amended. 

COMMITTEE ON ORGANIZATION, ETC., OF THE EXECUTIVE DE- 
PARTMENT. 

Mr. JONESof Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Hiscock, July 





Is there objection to the present | 


I do not know that I shall object to it when it comes | 


It will be printed as proposed to be | 





14, 1892, reported it without amendment and asked for its pres- 
ent consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures 
of the Executive Departments be, and is hereby, authorized to sit during 
the recess of Congress for the purpose of making examinations and hearing 
neporse from bureau officers as to the methods of conducting business in 
said Departments. The committee is authorized to employ aclerk at the 
pe diem compensation, to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the resolution may lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: Upon astatement of the 
chairman of the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Ex- 
penditures of the Executive Departments, who has to leave the 
city before to-morrow morning, I desire to withdraw my objec- 
tion to the consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing tothe resolution. — 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FOREST RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. FELTON July 
21, 1892, reported it without amendment, and asked for its pres- 
ent consideration: 


Whereas under the provisions of the act of Congress approved October 1, 
1890, certain lands in the State of California were made forest reservations; 
and 

Whereas there were included in said reservation several thousand acres 
of land upon which homestead, preémption, and other settlers had entered 
and made homes and extensive improvements; and 

Whereas said lands referred to are to a very small extent, if any, timber 
lands; but on the contrary, have been, and can be cultivated: Therefore, 

be it resolved, That a committee consisting of three Senators be appointed 
to investigate the matter of tne reservation of said lands and report to the 
Senate what action ought to be taken to protect the rights of any bona fide 
settler Who may be included in said reservation; 

That said committee be authorized tosit during the recess, to send for per- 
sons and papers, and do all things necessary to a full investigation of the 
merits of the case; 

That the necessary expenses incurred in this investigation shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the United States Senate; 

Thatthe said committee shall make a full report at the second session of 
the Fifty-second Congress. 

Mr. KYLE. I object to the consideration of the resolutior. 

Mr. FELTON. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objec- 
tion. I can explain it. Itis very important to my State. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state to the Senator from California that 
I wish to have the resolution go over until to-morrow morning 
for examination. _ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will go over. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3482) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. Sandy; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 3483) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Missoula, Mont.; which was 
reali twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3484) to equalize the fees 
of witnesses and jurors in United States courts in certain States, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice, by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3485) to construct a wagon road 
within and from the Yellowstone National Park, commencing at 
a point on Snake River and ending at a point on river Du Noir 


| Creek, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (5. 3486) to authorize the estab- 
lishmentof post-telegraph service, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 3487) to amend 
**An act to provide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States 
courtin the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 2, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3488) to provide for the improve- 
ment of the building and grounds of the United States court- 
house and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 111) direct- 
ing the payment to the State of Wyoming of the unexpended 
balance of an appropriation made for the payment of the ex- 
penses of the constitutional convention, election expenses, etc., in 
said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 








1892. 





SAFETY OF LIFE IN THEATERS. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3481) to increase the 


safety of theaters and other places of amusement; which was read | 


the first time by its title. 
Mr. GALLINGER. As I desire to ask the courtesy of the Sen- 
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paralyzed by fear that they tried to go up instead of down the stairs. Many 


| Of the bodies found on the stairs between the upper and the middle tiers 


ate to make afew remarks on the subject, I request that the bill | 


may be read in full. , 
The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That on and after the passage of this actno license shall 


showed death from suffocation and no trace of fire. Two prefects of police 
had tried in vain to get exits made all around the building, and after the 
tire the question was again brought up in the Chamber of Deputies, and the 
assertion made that there was not a theater in the city safe except the opera 
house, and people were advised to make their wills before going into them. 


The same writer gives a graphic description of a terrible fire 
which occurred in the Royal Theater, in Exeter, England, in 1888. 


| He says: 


be issued to any theater or other place of amusement in the District of Co- | 


lumbia that does not have a sufficient means of exit to enable the audience | 


to leave the building inside of two minutes. 

Sec. 2. All theaters with movable scenery and border lights, or places of 
amusement holding over five hundred people, shall have the main audi- 
torium within 3 feet of the sidewalk infront of building; and exits as near 


‘This theater had just been rebuilt after a very disastrous fire in the pre- 
vious year. It was crowded with a large audience, and the second act of 
“Romany Rye’ was being played when the gas set fire to the borders, and 
again the stairs were blocked by fainting persons, and those who escaped 
climbed over the dead and dying, and soon a dense mass of men and women 


| Was literally wedged into an immovable mass, and the flames overtaking 


the full width of the building in front as they can be made with safety to the | 


walls; and in addition thereto, ees shall have all sides open into a passage- 
way of not less than 10 feet in widt 

exits from both sides sufficient to allow the audience to leave in case the 
front exits should from any case become obstructed. 

SEc. 3. All balconies or galleries shall have independent exits, which shail 
be of fire-proof masonry, and shall discharge into the street without allow- 
ing the audience to come into contact with those from any other floor or sec- 
tion, and the stairs shall be in duplicate, without any abrupt angles, and 
large enough to allow the audience to leave inside of two minutes. 


, and into this space there shall be opened | 


them they perished. 


Of this fire the London Times said: 
The shrieks of these poor people when they found fire upon them and escape 


| impossible will never be forgotten by those who heard them, and the only 
| Satisfaction to be found was that the awful struggle was soon over. 


Over one hundred and fifty bodies were taken from the ruins, and again a 


| community mourned after their dead and sat down to wait for the hext dis- 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if Ican have the attention | 


of the Senate for a few moments, I desire to submit some facts 
in reference to the burning of theat2rs in thisand other countries 


which I think will be of some interest not only to the Senate, but | 


to the people of the country at large. 


here is great interest at the present time being manifested | 
There is gre Pp g | floor, 129 by 90 feet, with three front doors and one at each side. There were 


in all civilized countries concerning the matter of making places 


them. During the present session of Congress the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN}, the chairman of the 


aster. 

Other fires quickly followed. The next year, in Oporto, Por- 
tugal, one hundred human beings were cremated in the same 
way. 

‘The most appalling disaster of modern times occurred in 1863 
in the Cathedral de la Compania at Santiago, Chile. From the 
same authority that I have heretofore quoted I take the following: 

It was a stone building, with only a wooden altar and roof over a stone 


: . ~~.” | gathered in it for the Feast of the Virgin over 3,000 people, mainly women, 
of public amusement safe to those who may have occasion to visit | cat : 


of all classes. The altar, which was 69 feet high and 30 feet wide, was 


| decorated, and with the ceiling lighted up with lamps hung to the rafters 


Committee on the District of Columbia, has taken great interest | 


in this matter, and through his instrumentality, aided as he has 
been by his associates on the committee and by the press of this 
city, he has succeeded in securing some improvement in the 
places of public amusement in this city, for which we and the 
people at large owe him a deep debt of gratitude. 

But, Mr. President, notwithstanding the improvements al- 


ready made, much remains to be done, and I trust that in the | 
near future the theaters and other places of amusement in Wash- | “5 from the first alarm of danger the roof had fallen in and over 2,500 dead 


ington may be of such a character that they can be attended with- 
out the dread of injury or loss of life that now must attend every 
person who enters them. 


in this and other countries, and it is not of recent origin. For 
instance, in 1772 the theater at Amsterdam was destroyed by fire 
and 800 human beings lost their lives. In the same year the 
theater at Saragossa was destroyed, with 1,000 victims. In 1781 
the Palais Royal of Paris was burned, and 500 lives were sacri- 
ficed; and in 1794 an Italian theater was destroyed, with a loss 
of life aggregating 1,000. 


the world, our own country furnishing its full share of victims. 
The burning of the Richmond Theater in 1811 shocked the na- 
tion. A panic ensued and 72 lives were lost almost in the twink- 
ling of an eye, the governor of the State being among the num- 
ber. In 1886 800 lives were lost in St. Petersburg in a burning 
theater. In 1846 1,769 human beings were sacrificed inside the 


and burning the then customary fluid known as camphene. The hangings 
around the altar took fire, as they had on a previous occasion, and this time 
the audience did not take fright at first, but seeing the fire climb swiftly to 
the ceiling from the altar, they started for the doors inapanic. There were 
no seats or barricades to interfere with their free egress, but they all knew 
that the doors were inadequate, and then reason fied, and all rushed for the 
exits, and when but a few hundred had escaped, the oft-repeated struggle of 
those in the rear for their lives crushed those in the doorways tothe ground 
and the gorge started, and just then the fire, falling from the burning drap- 
eries, fell upon the frantic masses below and fired their clothe: id before 
any relief could be had from the outside there was enacted a sce ompared 
with which Dante’s Inferno was a haven of rest. In less than ufteen min- 


had gone unshriven into the presence of their Maker. 
The city took out from the ruins the next day charred bodies enough to 
make a pile 180 feet long, 10 feet high, and 5 feet wide. They finally regis- 


| tered the names of 2,100 dead, and the correspondent of the London Times 


: : s,s | made the number over 2,500. 
Mr. President, there has been a terrible fatality in theater fires | He; 


Here was the demonstration of what had been seen years before, that peo- 
ple become crazed at the knowledge of danger when they know there is inade- 
quate means for all to escape at once, and so whole families laid down and 
gave up without a struggle, while others fought their way*over the weaker 
till all were on fire together. 


Mr. President, I will not continue the painful recital, of which 
our own country furnishes its fullquota. Statistics show that 35 


| per cent of theaters built are consumed by fire within five years, 


ya'ls of a theater in Canton. In 1881 the Ring Theater in Vi- | 


enna caught fire from an electric wire and over 500 persons were 
asphyxiated. In 1887 the theater in Madras, India, went down, 
and 402 victims were taken from the ruins. 

During that year, and as a resultof the terrible disasters from 
burning theaters, an effort was made in the French Chamber of 


Deputies to compel the purchase of additional ground by the | 


owners of the Theater Comique, so as to provide better means of 
escape in case of fire. 


In asingle month after this agitation had begun this very | 
theater was burned, with a fearful lossof life. From an inter- | 


esting article on this —— in a recent issue of the Washing- 
ton Post, written by a well-known newspaper man, I extract the 
following: 


While the second act of ‘‘Mignon” was being played to a full house, the 
gas jet among the borders fired a — of drapery, and the people at once 
became insane and started a fearful panic, and the narrow passages were 
soon crowded with people, fighting their way out, and the cries of those 
squeezed or tramplad upon were excruciating. In fifteen or twenty min- 
utes the fire was mastered, but the exits and the stairs were a vast charnel 
house. In the upper gallery they were blinded and then suffocated with 
smoke, which filled the gallery with fearful rapidity before they could es- 
cape; others, in the wild rush to the stairs, seemed to have fallen and to 
have been trampled down. The greater number of the dead bodies recov- 
ered showed by their lacerated faces and hands that they were crushed under 
foot by the crowds passing over them. 

In one place were found twenty-seven bodies crushed against each other 
so interlocked as to form a solid mass. Here and there one of the group had 
succeeded in raising a hand above the head; the women for the most part 
had bare heads and loose hair, and their torn dresses showed the struggle 
they had passed through in their attempt to escape. Some persons were so 





From that day to this the holocaust has been continued all over | and it is only a question of time when they will all be destroyed. 


The Bowery Theater in New .York City has been burned five 
times, and many others three times. 

Death comes in several ways. During a panic many are tram- 
pled to death while others are burned, but the largest propor- 
tion are destroyed by the inhalation of smoke, flame, and hot air. 
Bearing on this point the testimony of Dr. W. A. Hammon] is 
of interest. That distinguished physician says, and his utte:- 
ances are in conformity with the observation; of other lading 
medical men: 

The time in which life becomes extinct in a human being from the inha 
tion of smoke or flame varies considerably in accordance with the duration 
of exposure, the amount of smoke present in the atmosphere, and the extent 
to which fiame has beeninhaled. Smokeacts in two ways in causing death 
it takes the place of the air, and it is also itself distinctly poisonous. If 
smoke is present in very large proportion in the atmosphere, suca as it 
would necessarily be ina burning theater, death might be caused in four or 


| five minutes to some persons, while others more robust and less exposed 


would live longer and might escape altogether. 

Flame when inhaled acts differently. It burns the part with which it 
comes in contact, and hence may produce death at once, or it might, if the 
respiratory passages were but slightly touched, excite a comparatively mild 
degree of inflammation from which the patient would recover or die after 
several days had elapsed. 

When people endeavor to escape from a burning building, such as a the 
ater, they are either impacted in an erect posture or they are thrown and tro 1- 
den under foot. In either case they can not breathe, for the reason that they 
can notexpand the chest owing to the pressure to which itissubjected. They 
do not, therefore, die,as is commonly supposed, because there is not air 
enough (although in some cases this factor may have an influence), but 
from the fact that they are literally pressed to death, just as they would be 
if they were out in the open air and heavy weights were piled on the ch st. 

Now, it has been ascertained by experiment and observation that the 
heart stops beyond all possibility of its action being renewed if air be cut 
off from the lungs for a period of five minutes. The greater number of per- 
sons subjected toa complete deprivation of air under the circumstances 
mentioned, would die in from three to four minutes, and very weak persons 
in even a less period. 


I have dwelt on these facts simply to show the necessity for the 
present agitation in this city on this sub‘ect. 
Smoke destroys life in five minutes, and the physically weak 
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will succumb to it ina less time than that, and yet at the be- 
ginning of this session of Congress it took twelve minutes to empty 
Albaugh’s Theater in this city, and all the others were more 
or less defective intheir construction. In some instances the in- 
side of theaters has been a mass of flame within two minutes, 
hence the necessity of having sufficient exits to enable them to 
be emptied in that space of time, as the present bill provides. 

Mr. President, disclaiming any purpose of making criticisms 
upon any given theater to its detriment, except as the public 
welfare demands, I desire to call attention nevertheless to the 
condition of Albaugh’s Theater at the time named. I took oc- 
casion to visit that theater a few weeks ago during the progress 
of a play, and spent the evening in examining it from top to bot- 
tom. I found that in the third tier in that theater there are 
seats for seven hundred persons, which I think will be a revela- 
tion to many members of the Senate. There are exits from that 
tier 18 feet wide, or were at that time. The theater, [ under- 
stand, has since beenimproved. The stairway leading from the 
top to the bottom of the building was 20 feet in width, so that 
that stairway was adequate for those occupying the third tier in 
the theater exits 18 feet, stairway 20 feet. 

We come now to the second tier and we find 640 seats. The 
exits are 18 feet there and the stairway 20 feet in width, so that 
we have including these from the upper tier people pouring out 
of exits 36 feet wide and trying to get down a stairway 20 feet 
wide. 

We come next to the first floor and we find seats sufficient to 
accommodate 1,200 people more. The exits are 18 feet wide on 
that floor, making a total of exits of 54 feétin width, and yet the 
stairway is only 2U feet wide. Sopeople pouring out of the exits 
54 feet in width in the event of a panic or fire in that theater 
would be struggling to get down a stairway 20 feet in width. 

But not only that, when you get to the lower floor, which is 
several feet from the ground, the stairway is decreased to 16 feet 





in width, so that you have there amass from exits on the several | 
floors 54 feet in width, struggling to getdown a stairway 16 feet | 
Who believes this could possibly be done in the event | 
| lect Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. 


in width. 
of a panic or a fire without fearful loss of human life? 

In going through that theatre I saw on the south side of the 
building, on the first floor, the word ‘‘ Exit,” and I thought I 
would look and see what it was. I stepped through it and found 
a narrow, spiral stairway, and after examining it I concluded 
that the legend ‘‘Who enters here leaves hope behind,” might 
well be placed over that stairway. 


narrow, spiral stairway 20 feet to the ground, where they would 
le crushed to peer in a heap; and not only that, the entire side 
of that buildin’ where this exit is was at that time made of pine 
boards and glass, which the strength of two men could have 
pushed out, and in apanic the people would inevitably push their 
way through and plunge 20feet to the ground in amass of strug- 
ling, mangled humanity. 

Through the instrumentality of the distinguished Senator 
from Michigan this theater has made certain improvements, and 
yet, as I understand it, they have had the impudence to say that 
they refuse to make the improvements which have been recom- 
mended by this Congress. They are fighting against the im- 
provements which have been recommended; and I have intro- 
duced this bill to-day simply for the purpose of saying to the Sen- 
ate and to the partiesin interest, that unless those improvements 
are made the bill will be pushed at the next session of Congress, 
and the theater owners of this city may be compelled to spend 
more money than they have yet been asked to spend to secure 
safety to the lives and limbs of the people who frequent those 
places, 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. GALLINGER). 
the bill now? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I fear there is not time. 

Mr. President, I have only to say in conclusion that theaters 
and other similar places of amusement are public places, that we 
have a right to demand that a place where the President of the 
United States and his Cabinet, to say nothing of the people at 
large, have occasion to frequent shall be made reasonably safe 
at least, and that they shall not be in a condition where in the 
event of a panic, not 10 per cent of those in them could by any 
possibility escape. I trust that what I have said to-day, hur- 
riedly it is true, may arouse the Senate to the importance of 
this subject, and that the efforts already partially successfully 
put forth by the chairman and the Committee on the District of 
Columbia may receive the earnest codperation of every member 
of this body. 

M r. CALL. 


o 
D 


Why do you not push 


I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if the bill 


upon which he has just addressed the Senate is a bill which he 
has introduced this morning? 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. CALL. 


It is a bill introduced this morning. 
Then I suggest to the Senator that the matter is 





People are expected in a | 
panic to rush out there and imperil their lives by going down a | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 28, 








of sufficient importance to be passed by the Senate without a 
reference of the bill to a committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That would be extremely gratifying to 
the Senator who introduced it, certainly, and I trust that such 
action may be taken. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, it seems there is a defiance of the 
authority of Congress to prescribe regulations for the safety of 
human life, and I would observe in confirmation of what the 
Senator from New Hampshire has stated, that in the vicinity in 
which I live there occurred in the deadof night afire, supposed 
to result from the operation of the machinery, and it is said by 
those who ought to be well acquainted with the condition of the 
building, that there were there vast amounts of oil and other 
easily ignitible substances, and that it was supplied with am- 
monia through pipes for the freezing process, and that if the 
fire had progressed further and burned downwards, it would 
have destroyed hundreds of people in the immediate vicinity of 
the fire extending along Connecticut avenue and as far as Dupont 
Circle, from the gaseous exhalations which would have been pro- 
duced from the fire and from the shock. 

_ All these things should receive the immediate attention of 
Congress. We ought to have in this District a model govern- 
ment, which would present to the whole country an example of 
what might be done for the promotion of the comfort and safety 
of the people. 

I hope the Senator will ask for a vote of the Senate on the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill had better go to a committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7827) to enable the people of the Territory of 
Utah to provide for the collection, arrangement, and display of 
the products of said Territory at the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition of 1893 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Se- 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
aresolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. WOL- 
coTr and reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was to strike out all after the word ‘‘ resolved” 
and insert: 

That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the President of 
the Senate,whose duty it shall be to investigate the operations of the United 
States Geological Survey, the efficiency and utility of such Survey, together 
with the progress made and economy observed in this work; that.said com- 
mittee is authorized to sit during the sessions and the approaching recess of 
the Senate; may employ a clerk and a stenographer, send for persons and 
papers, and administer oaths, the expenses of such investigation to be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreec to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the members of the com- 
mittee Mr. WoLcoTT, Mr. CAREY, Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. GOR- 
MAN, and Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CULLOM. Some days ago the Senator from Maryland 
{Mr. GIBSON] introduced a bill (S. 3424) for the relief of the Mer- 
chants and Miners’ Transportation Company of Baltimore, Md., 
which, on his motion was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. As amemb>r of that committee, and at his suggestion, 
I ask that the Committee on Commerce be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the ab 
sence of objection. ‘ 


ELLIS ISLAND IMMIGRANT STATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by 
Mr. PROCTOR July 27, 1892: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate a statement as to the operations of the Department at 
Ellis Island in receiving a from foreign countries, and the condi- 
tion - t qgpaamal of the buildings and other accommodations there for 
said service. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the resolution lie on the table for 


the present. It was not my intention to call it up at this time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 





pos 
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COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate | 
a resolution coming over froma previous day, which will be read. | 
The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by | 


Mr. PLATT July 21, 1892: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Territories, or any subcommittee thereof 
appointed for the purpose, are hereby authorized during the recess of Con- 
ess to visit the T V C 
or the purpose of obtaining information with regard to the resources, pop- 
ulation, and condition of said Territories, and as to the propriety of the ad- 


mission of the same as States, and that the expenses of said committee be | 


paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. HARRIS. Has that resolution been reported from the | 


Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

PRESIDENTIAL TERM. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII 
is before the Senate. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 62) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution concerning the eligibility to the office of President 
was announced as the first business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed 
over without prejudice. 

SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF UNITED STATES STEAMER DESPATCH. 

The bill (S. 3138) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck 
of the United States steamer Despatch on Assateague Shoals, 
Virginia, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
HALE May 20, 1892: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S.3138) for | 


the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamship De- 
spatch on Assateague Shoals, Virginia, have had thesame under consider- 
ation, and beg leave to report it back with amendments and recommend its 
passage as amended. 

This bill is exactly in line with the action of your committee in similar 
cases—notably, the Tallapoosa, Vandalia, Trenton, Nipsic, Huron, Oneida, 


Grampus, Washington, and Somers cases—in all of which the bills became | 


enactments with the exception of the Tallapoosa measure now on the Sen- 
ate Calendar. 

In view of the above your committee feel that the relief prayed for and 
proposed in this bill should be granted. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Before this bill is passed, I should like to | 


make some inquiries in regard to the rule to determine the value 


of property lost. I see the bill makes no provision for any rule | 


to determine it. In the Military Committee, in estimating the 
losses of officers and men in the Army, compensation for such 


losses is confined to such things as are actually necessary and | 


proper for them in the service at the time. But the Senator 
who reported the bill is not present, and I ask that it may be 
passed over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. The next bill will be stated. 
HUDSON RIVER BRIDGE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2626) to authorize 
the New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between New 
York City and the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is that bill up for consideration? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itisreachedin regular order on the | 


Calendar. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Itis not the regular order. It goes over. 
Mr. HARRIS. It is reached in the regular call of the Calen- 
dar. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I object to its consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill goes 
over. 
: Mr. HISCOCK. I want it to goto the Calendar under Rule 
X. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar | 


under Rule IX. 
WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 3109) to amend the act incorporating the Wash- 
ington and Georgetown Railroad Company was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word 
** Bridge,” to insert: 

And provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed to au- 


erritories of New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and Oklahoma | 





| thorize this road, or any other railroad, tomake any use for railway purposes 
| of the Aqueduct Bridge, or any portion thereof. 


So as to make the section read: 


_ That the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company is hereby author- 
ized and required to changeits track asfollows: Commencing at M and High 
| streets, in thecity of Georgetown; thence west along M street to the Aque- 

duct Bridge: Provided, That the terminal points hereby authorized shall be 
| located, under the direction of the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, so as not to interfere with access to the said Aqueduct Bridge: And 
provided further, Thatnothing in this act shall be construed to authorize this 
road, or any other railroad, to make any use fur railway purpdses of the 
Aqueduct Bridge, or any portion thereof. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, to change the 
date ‘*1892” to ‘1893 ;” so as to make the section read: 


| Sc. 2. That the changes hereby authorized and required shall be made 

and cars shall be operated on the extension of the line by December 1, 1893; 
and during the laying of said tracks the amount of street to be opened at 
any one time, and the closing of any cross streets, shall be subject to the 
orders of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. Any damages to 
or changes in any underground conduits made necessary by reason of the 
construction of the road shall be made at the expense of the Washington 
and Georgetown Railroad Company. 


' 
-_ 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
|. The next amendment was, to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 
Src. 3. That the construction of said railway on any street where there 
are or may be any mains, fixtures, or apparatus pertaining to the Washing- 
ton Aqueduct shall be subject to such conditions as may be approved by the 
Secretary of War, which conditions must be obtained and be accepted in 
| writing by said company before commencing any work on such street, and 
the operations of said company in respect of the safety of such mains, fix 
tures, or apparatus shall always be subject to the control and direction of 
the Secretary of War and subject to the right of the Secretary of War or 
other lawful public authority to interrupt the construction or use of said 
railway whenever necessary for the protection or repair of such mains, fix 
tures. or apparatus. The said company shall, before commencing work on 
said railway on such street, deposit with the Treasurer of the United States 
to the credit of the Washington Aqueduct such sum as the Secretary of War 
may consider necessary to defray all the expenses that may be ineurred by 
the United States in connection with the inspection of the work of construc- 
tion of said railWay on such street and in making good any damages done 
by said company or its works or by any of its contracting agents to any of 
said mains, fixtures, or apparatus, and in completing, as the Seeretary of 
War may deem necessary, any of the work that the said company may neg- 
lect or refuse to complete and that the Secretary of War may eonsider nec- 
essary for the safety of said mains, fixtures, or apparatus; and the said com- 
pany shall also deposit as aforesaid such further sums for said purposes at 
such times as the Secretary of War may consider necessary: Provided, That 
| the said sums shall be disbursed like other moneys appropriated for the 
| Washington Aqueduct, and that whatever shall remain of said deposits at 
the end of one year after the completion of said railway in such street shall 

| be returned to said company on the order of the Secretary of War with an 
account of their disbursement in detail: And provided also, That disburse 
ments of said deposits shall, except in case of emergency, be madeonly on 
the order of the Secretary of War. The exercise of the rights by this act 
granted are to terminate at the pleasure of the Secretary of War in case of 
persistent neglect by said company or by its successors to make the deposits 
or to comply with any of the conditions, requirements, and regulations 
aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sxc. 4. That Congress hereby reserves the right at any time to alter, amend, 
or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC LANDS FOR PARK IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. MORGAN. laskunanimousconsent to report at this time, 
from the Committee on Public Lands, the bill (H. R. 222) to 
grant certain public lands to the State of Minnesota for perpetual 
use as a public park, without amendment. 1 will remark that 
this bill was formerly reported by me to the Senate, and on objec- 
tion of the Senator from Minnesotait was recommitted. Itis now 
| found to be entirely satisfactory, ana I again report it to the 
Senate and ask its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 222) to 
| grant certain public lands to the State of Minnesota for per- 
petual use as a public park. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CORRECTION OF LAND RECORDS. 


read 


The joint resolution (S. R. 85) to correct a misnomer in the 
records of the General Land Office, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is some disputation about the propriety 
of that joint resolution, which induces me to ask that it may go 
over until December next. I want to sce if the parties can not 
| agree about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will go over. 
| Does the Senator desire it to retain its place on the Calendar? 
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Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


POST TRADERSHIPS. 


The bill (S. 3117) relating to post traderships was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in line 3, after the word ‘‘ that,” to strike out 
‘‘when @ vacancy” and insert ‘‘ where a vacancy now exists or 
hereafter;” and after the word “ appointment,” at the end of line 
5, to strike out ‘‘shall thereupon terminate and the post trader- 
ship at that post shall cease” and insert ‘‘ is hereby terminated;” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That where a vacancy now exists or hereafter occurs in 
the position of post trader at any military post it shall not be filled, and the 
authority to make such appointment is hereby terminated. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. CAREY. I should like toask theSenator from Vermont, 
who reported the bill, what the rule is in reference to these ap- 
pointments? Are post traders appointed for a term or for an in- 
definite time? 

Mr. PROCTOR. They are appointed, as I recollect, for a 
definite time. 

Mr. CAREY. Then the passage of this bill will not necessa- 
rily displace anybody? 


Mr. PROCTOR. It will not displace anybody who is now in 
that position. I wish to propose an amendment in the way of 


an additional proviso. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 


Provided, That in the event of the death of a post trader, his personal re 
resentative shall be allowed by the Secretary of War a reasonable time in 
which to close the business. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


KENTUCKY AND INDIANA BRIDGE COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 3067) granting the right of way to the Kentucky 
and Indiama Bridge Company on and across the grounds of the 
Louisville and Portland Canal, the property of the Government 
of the United States, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That bill is adversely reported. 

Mr. VEST. This bill was reported adversely by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce for the reason that a House bill on the same 
subject had been reported favorably. That bill passed the Sen- 
ate, was signed by the President, and is now a law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then this bill should be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
nitely. 

PURCHASE OF LIBRARY OF LATE GEORGE BANCROFT. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
Order of Business 1011, being Senate bill 2410, which is favor- 
ably reported. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committ2e of the 


The bill will b2 postponed indefi- 








| necessity of any further work of the same kind, 


others bearing the names of men whose monuments stand in the sculpture 
gallery of the Capitol. 

Samuel Adams, one of the leading spirits of the Revolution, constantly in 
receipt of letters of vital importance to the cause of eepeeeeate, was at 
the time of his death in possession not only of letters but of a large number 
of drafts of his own papers and documents, and so much of this collection as 
had been eevee fortunately passed into Bancroft’s hands at an early 
date, and by him had been arranged in chronological order and bound in nine 
folio volumes, containing in all about 1,300 pieces. These papers exhibit the 
discontent at the time of the stamp act, controversies with the colonial gov- 
ernors, relate to the Boston massacre, the destruction of the tea, and the es- 
tablishment of a Congress. 

They are abundant in items such as are sought greedily by the private 
collectors of the country, many pieces having an auction value of hundreds 
of dollars each. 

The breaking and dispersion of a collection so valuable in detail and so 
important in its continuity should not be permitted. There are other col- 
lections of documents and papers, and the Revolutionary patriots repre- 
sented include Washington, Franklin, Jefferson, the Adamses, John Han- 
cock, Warren, Prescott, Putnam, Lee, and others too numerous to mention. 

A most useful and important part of the collection may be generally en- 
titled ‘transcribed documents.” These are the gatherings of copies of pa- 
pers in the archives of Europe, and public and private collections at home. 

‘hey are arranged in chronological order, mostly in excellent bindings in 
_ — quarto volumes. They are convenient of reference and of perpet- 
ual value. 

There are some 450 volumes of such papers. Bancroft and his agents were 
often accorded special privileges. The labor of research and the selection 
of a by a man of Bancroft’s knowledge lends the collection especial 
value, 

Among later papers is the unpublished History of Polk’s Administration, 
comprised in 24 quarto volumes, typewritten, and with Bancroft’s revision. 

The library of books is rich in colonial and Revolutionary history, State 
and local history. A large number of interesting pamphlets have been gath- 
ered in volumes. Authors collaterally essential to the writer of history are 
abundantly represented. 

The executors of the estate of Mr. Bancroft offer the entire collection of 
historical manuscripts, books, and pamphlets for $75,000. 

Mr. A. R. Spofford, the Librarian of Congress, has made himself fami- 
liar with the library and commends its acquisition. His experience and great 
knowledge and conservative action in regard to library purchases lend great 
weight to his indorsement of the proposed purchase. 

he Government is by no means rich in original Revolutionary papers. 
Private demand and at high prices is rapidly absorbing scarce material. 
Sooner or later the National Library will be called upon to gather original 
papers. Delay must reduce the material and increase its cost. The posses- 
sion of a department of historical manuscripts inthe Library of Congress is 
likely to induce gifts and bequests, asis the case with foreign museums. 

Mr. Joseph F. Sabin, of New York, has been for twenty-five years associ- 
ated with the sale and purchase of rare and ,valuable Americana. He has 
carefully examined the Bancroft collection, and considers the price asked a 
reasonable valuation. 

George Bancroft was born in 1800. After graduation at Harvard he re- 
ceived the polish of a European education, and with particular reference 
to the department of history. 

He served the United States Government at various periods. In 1838 he 
was collector of the port of Boston, under Van Buren. Under Polk he was 
Secretary of the Navy, and succeeded in establishing the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis. He exerted his power for the benefit of the Washington Obser- 
vatory. While Secretary of the Navy he gave orders to take possession of 
California in the event of war with Mexico, and as Secretary of War pro 
tempore ordered the marchinto Texas. From 1846 to 1849 he was minister to 
Great Britain, and obtained liberal concessions in connection with the navi- 
gation laws. In 1867 heserved as minister to Prussia, and later to the Ger- 
man Confederation, and in that period acted for the United States in set- 
tling the Northwest boundary question with Great Britain. From Germany 
he obtained a treaty allowing the individual the right of expatriation, and 


| Great Britain then followed Germany. 


From 1834 to 1882 he published and revised the History of the United States 
and the History of the Formation of the Constitution. He was the author 
of numerous orations, and at the request of both Houses of Congress de- 
livered the memoral address on Abraham Lincoln. 

A plea for the Constitution ‘Wounded in the House of its Guardians ” is 


a . ° » } g Ss - k. 
I ask the Senate to consider at this time | “naar i 


Edward Everett says of his History of the United States that— 
“As faras it goes it does such justice to its noble subject as to supersede the 
* * * and will unques- 


| tionably be forever regarded both as an American and an English classic.”’ 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2410) to authorize the | 


urchase of the library of historical manuscripts and printed 
ceake belonging to the estate of the late George Bancroft. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
VOORHEES July 19, 1892: 

The Committee on the Library, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2410) to 


authorize the purchase of the library of historical manuscripts and printed | 


books belonging to the estate of the late George Bancroft, submit the follow- 
ing report: 

The late George Bancroft by his will gives the Government the first option 
to purchase his collection of historical papers and documents. 

An examination of the library results in finding that there are about 20,- 
000 pieces in all, some 14,900 volumes of books and manuscripts and over 
5,000 pamphlets. 


The collection is particularly desirable for the national use, for, as would | 


be presumed, it consists of the materials for writing the history of the United 
States—the working tools of the historian of thecountry. From the issue of 
the first volume of his work to the death of Bancroft one-half a century 
elapsed. With great industry, exceptional opportunities, knowledge to 
select and the aid procured of foreign governments he accumulated a mass of 
historical material which it would seem a patriotic duty to render accessible 
to students and authors, and so far as possible prevent from dispersion or 
destruction such a body of annals of the nation. 

Bancroft’s books abound in marginal annotations by his own hand or that 
ofa secretary. The process of production and revision is exhibited in many 
volumes of different editions of the History. 

Of very great interest are the volumes of the original papers of the com- 
mittee of correspondence (1772), the engine which drew the colonies together 
in the scheme of opposition to Great Britain—documents pronounced by stu- 
dents to be scarcely inferior in interest to the Declaration of Independence— 
many of them the productions of humble men, farmers, and mechanics, and 


| 
| 
| 
| 


In a letter written to Gen. James Grant Wilson, Bancroft says: 

‘*T was trained to look upon life here asa seasonforlabor. * * * Iknow 
the time for my release willsoon come. Conscious of being near the shore 
of eternity, I await without impatience and without dread the beckoning of 
the hand which will summon me to rest.” 

He made his will and gave the Government the opportunity to secure the 
results of his labors as a collector of material for the history of his own 
country. 

The Goverament would be unwise in not preserving a monument to the 
industry of a man of letters, enriching itself with the very words and records 


| of deeds out of which arose the fabric of American Independence. 


Your committee recommenda the passage of the bill. 


Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana if 
there is any amount named in the bill? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, $75,000; and it is a very moderate 
amount, as the Librarian of Congress and other very experi- 
enced book men of the country believe. 

Mr. SANDERS. I did not hear the Senator's statement. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The amount agreed upon is $75,000, which 
is exiremely moderate, in my judgment. Itis the amount fixed, 
however, by Mr. Spofford, the Librarian of Congress, who is 
very experienced upon these subjects, and in'that estimate his 
judgment is sustained by book men of large experience, and my 
own judgment is that it is a very moderate price. I have ex- 
amined the entire collection. We are purchasing a collection 
of very great value on very moderate terms. 

Mr. SANDERS. I do not disagree with the Senator from In- 
diana, but I am constrained to make a single observation. We 


have a vast mass of historical and parliamentary documents, 
which are indexed, and we have pending in the Senate a bill 
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which provides for entering upon the indexing of one portion of 
those documents. Now, they are not aparticle of use to the pub- | 
lie so long as they are buried in an inextricable and confused | 


mass. I only hope when we shall have purchased these docu- 


ments, as I believe we shall, that we shall adopt an intelligent | 


method of bringing to the public the opportunity of ascertaining 
the subjects-matter of which they treat. 


Mr. VEST. I should like to ask of some Senator who knows | 


what the Government paid for the Madison papers and the Jef- 
ferson papers? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I can not answer as to the exact amounts, 
but I have rated this purchase with others having a similar ob- 
ject in view, and it is the most economical purchase I ever knew 
the Government to have a chance to make. I have been con- 
nected with the Library Committee ever since I have been a 
memb:2r of this body. We have purchased the Rochambeau pa- 
pers and the Franklin papers, but the papers alluded to by the 
Senator from Missouri Mr. VEST] were purchased before I c ime 
here. If it isamatter of interest to anyone an examination will 
disclose that this is the most moderate sum ever offered for 
works of similar value. There are over 20,000 volumes con- 
nected with Mr. Bancroft’s library. 


with Mr. Sabin, of New York, and others who have been pur- 


Librarian of Congress, and the only trouble in my mind in mak- 
ing this report was that we were not paying enough to the heirs 
and executors of Mr. Bancroft, but as they were willing to ac- 
cept it, as a matter of course we took themat theirownestimate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was not able to hear the report dis- 


tinctly as it was read, and I should like to ask the Senator from | 
Indiana whether this purchase is to include allof Mr. Bancroft’s | 


bound and printed volumes, and also manuscript collections? 
Mr. VOORHEES. Everything. 
report—which I do not wonder that nobody listened to, because 
it is so hot this morning—he would have known 
Mr. CHANDLER. In view of the statement which the Sen- 
ator now makes, it will not be necessary for me to read the re- 
ort. 
Mr. VOORHEES. 





I had the report read because I thoughtit 


would be of interest hereafter, and that Senators who interest | 
themselves about things of this kind will see just what it is. | 


That report contains a full answer to any question which any 
Senator could ask here as to what this purchase consists of. It 
consists of Mr. Bancroft’s entire literary life, what he left behind 
him. of immenseandinestimable value. Thecollectionof corres- 
pondence during revolutionary times, a single feature connected 


with this library, will, in my judgment, be worth all the money | 
e pay. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I had a painful experience once. I went 


Ww 


to the funeral of Mr. Caleb Cushing—I had been at his house in 
Newburyport before—and I saw then, for the second time, his 
valuable collection of books. 


law. 
would be taken bodily either into the nation’s library or into 
some other library, but I learned to my mortification and humil- 


iation that sometime after it was sold at auction by piecemeal | 
| hours in any one calendar day, and it shall be unlawful for any 
| officer of the United States Government or of the District of 
| Columbia or any such contractor or subcontractor whose duty 
promptly before any portion of it is scattered, as was the library | 


and scattered to the four winds of heaven. 
_ Icertainly am glad that the Committee on the Library of the 
Senate have taken steps to purchase Mr. Bancroft’s library 


of the late Caleb Cushing. 
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I have taken sufficient in- | 
terest to personally examine his collection, and I have talked | 


If the Senator had heard the | 





' ) There was, I think, in his collec- | 
tion every work in any language on the subject of international | 
I took it for granted that that library of Mr. Cushing | 


OS77 


what I have done, made personal examination. For that reason 
I have taken more than ordinary pains to put in the report all 
the facts connected with this library and have had that report 
read, so that it will appear in the RecoRD to-morrow morning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the library of Mr. Bancroft is 
now contained in a fireproof building. 

Mr. VOORHEES. No, it is not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is in Mr. Bancroft’s former dwelling 
subject to destruction by fire at any tim»? r 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUAY. I[ris2 merely to supplement the remarks of the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] by saying that the Joint 
Committee on the Library thought that the question of the pur- 
chase of Mr. Bancroft’s collection was important enough to jus- 
tify the appoint a subcommittee to make a personal inspection 
of the books and manuscripts. This was done, and the Senator 
from Indiana and the chairman of the Joint Committee on the 
Library of the House of Representatives were appointed such 
subcommitte>, and, in conjunction, I believe, with the Libra- 
r-an of Congress made a thorough investigation. There is no 
question in the minds of the committee as to the importance of 
the purchase or the fairness of the price. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


€ nm | dered to be engrossed for a third reading, reai the third time, 
chasing valuable collections all their lives, and likewise with the | 


and passed. 
HOURS OF LABOR ON PUBLIC 


Mr. CAREY. 


WORKS. 


Task to call up Order of Business 982 (House 


| bill 8537). 


Mr. ALLEN. 
ing. 

The VICE-PPESIDENT. The Calendar is in order. The 
Senator from Wyoming {Mr. CAREY] asks unanimous consent to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him, the title 
of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 8537) relating to the limita- 
tion of the hours of daily service o* laborers and mechanics em- 


I thought the Calendar wasin order this morn- 


| ployed upon the public works of the United State; and of the 


District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
conside: ation of the bill? 

Mr. PASCO. I think we had better go on with the regular 
order. There are bills in which all of us are interested, and we 
areawaiting our turns patiently. Isuggest tothe Senator that he 
will get his turn after awhile. 

Mr. CAREY. Iwill state that I have been waiting some time 
for the Calendar to be called. Do I understand there is any ob- 
jection to my request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill named by the Senator from Wyoming? 
The Chair hears none. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the serv- 
ice and employment of all laborers and mechanics who are now 
or may hereafter be employed by the Government of the United 
States, by the District of Columbia, or by any contractor or sub- 
contractor upon any of the public works of the United States or 
of the District of Columbia, is limited and restricted to eight 


Is there objection to the present 


it shall be to employ, direct, or control the services of such 
laborers or mechanics to require or permit any such laborer or 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me one word in reply tothe very | 
just suggestion made by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER]. 

This library is now in this city. It is intact in Mr. Bancroft’s 
former residence on H street, just this side of the Richmond 


mechanic to work more than eight hours in any calendar day 
except in case of extraordinary emergency. o 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, and read the third time. 
Mr. VEST. I should like to make one inquiry. I want to 


Flats, and in that building from room to room I have gone in 


— with book experts,and I know what we are purchasing; | 


know that library is intact as Mr. Bancroft left it when he 


walked out before he died at Newport and turned the key upon | 


it, and we are getting all that is there, manuscripts, printed mat- 
ter, everything. It is there, perfectly safe. 


ceptionally wise man on the subject of books, the Librarian of 
Congress, has done as I have done; he has examined that library 
from room to room, and it fills perhaps more than one-half of 
that entire building. 

This is not buying anything in the dark. The Senator from 
Colorado{[Mr. WOLCOTT], who is a member of the Committee 
on the Library, and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], 
who is chairman of the Committee on the Library, know that I 
am speaking whereof I know. The committee which acts jointly 
with us in the other House has taken similar pains, and Mr. 
CUMMINGS, of New York, a member of that committee, hasdone 


understand the bill; I expect to support it; but the last section 
seems to imply that as to all contracts hereafter made this limi- 
tation of eight hours shallapply. Is it the meaning of the bill, 
for instance, that where under the laws of Congress a contract is 
made or ‘‘let out,” as the expression is, toa contractor, this con- 


| tractor shall not work his men more than eight hours a day? 
I can say, further, that our not merely accomplished but ex- | 


Does that mean by implication to say that it does apply as to all 
these contracts hereafter? ’ 

Mr. CAREY. The law has not heretofore applied to con- 
tractors and subcontractors. 

Mr. VEST. The question I put is, Does the bill mean that 
hereafter where work is let out by contract, the 8hour limita- 
tion binds the contractor? 

Mr. CAREY. It does. 

Mr. VEST. That iswhat Iwant toknow. L[amoniysorry the 
bill does not make that provision specfically; because now it is 
only a matter of inference. I intend to vote for the bill, but it 
seems to me it ought to be specifically stated. I ask the Secre- 
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tary to read the first section. My col- 
league suggests that I am. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first section will be read. 

The Secretary read the first section of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. That is all right. 

The bill was passed. 

MATES IN THE NAVY. 

[ now ask that the next order of business may 


Perhaps I am mistaken. 


Mr. ALLEN. 
be considered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask to go back to abill which was passed 
omer and which, I suppose, has preference over the Senator's 
vill. 

Mr. ALLEN. The bill of the Senator from New Hampshire 
is one which was passed over without prejudice, I understand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mine is next in order on the Calendar, and I 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 825) relating to the pay and retirement of the mates in 
the Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not worth while to read the bill. To 
save the consumption of time its reading may as well be dis- 
vensed with. A similar bill, or a bill practically for the same 
purpose—I have not had time to compare them to see if they 
correspond exactly—was pending inapreceding Congress. That 
bill was laid aside at my instance, as [ desired to make some in- 
vestigation. I have received a number of requests in regard to 
it, but I have not had time to examine the bill fully. It will be 
impossible for the bill to become a law at this session; its pas- 
sage by the Senate will not facilitate it, and it is simply a waste 
of time to consider it now. 


| suggest that it be made the special order for the first Wednes- | 


day after the first Monday in December next. I am anxious to 
have the bill disposed of, but I want to look further into it be- 
fore it is disposed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 28, 





Mr. WARREN. 
Business 1105. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6262) fixing the 
fees of jurors and witnesses in the United States courts in cer- 
tain States and Territories. It provides that jurors and wit- 
nesses in the United States courts in the States of Wyoming, 
Montana, Washington, Oregon, California, Nevada, Idaho, and 
Colorado, and in the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and 
Utah, shall be entitled to and receive 15 cents for each mile 
necessarily traveled over any stage line or by private conveyance 
and 5 cents for each mile over any railway in going to and re- 
turning from court; but no constructive or double mileage fees 
shall be allowed by reason of any person being summoned both 
as witness and juror, or as witness in two or more cases pend- 
ing in the same court and triable at the same term thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


IT 


I ask to call up House bill 6262, Order of 


| ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MITCHELL. In connection with that same matter 


| simply desire to state that the Senate sometime since passed a 


bill somewhat similar to the one just passed. The bill was sent 
to the other House. The House, instead of taking up the Senate 
bill, passed a bill of its own. Now I move that the House be re- 
quested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1842) on the same sub- 
ject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sence of objection. 

YAKIMA RESERVATION, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to call up for consideration Order of 
Business 760, being Senate bill 2292, which is the next in regu- 
lar order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


That order will be madein the ab- 


| sider the bill (S. 2292) to accept and ratify an agreement made 


On the statement of the Senator, who has | 


promised to examine the bill and has not had an opportunity | 


owing to a multiplicity of affairs of his own, I will ask that the 


bill may be made the special order for the first Wednesday after | 


the first Monday in December next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and that order will be made. 

REMOVAL OF PENSION DISABILITY. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted the following conference report; 
which was read: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2137) to 


The Chair 


amend an act entitled “An act amending the pension law so as to remove | 


the disability of those who, having participated in the rebellion, have since 
its termination enlisted in the Army of the United States, and have become 
disabled,” approved March 3, 1877, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 
That the House recede from its amendments. 
A. S. PADDOCK, 
DAVID TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
A. N. MARTIN, 
W. H. HARRIES, 
JOHN L. JOLLEY., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PADDOCK. 

uest. 

Mr. VEST. 
leave the law? 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
sions are concerned. The amendment proposed by the House 
opens the door to persons who were in the class described by the 
Senate amendment. It provides that the persons named in this 
class should be eligible to appointments in the Army. 

The Committee on Pensions not properly having jurisdiction 
of that particular question, the matter being before the Commit- 


I ask the Senator from Nebraska, how does that 


simply removes a disability so far as pen- | ae ; ; ; : 
th ningiy Semerte & SeoeeE cearas pen all, they come within the rule which the Committee on Pensions 


tee on Military Affairs and pending there at the present time, | 


the Committee 
enter upon that line of legislation. There is no objection, I 
think, generally to the amendment by the members of the Pen- 
sion Committees of the two Houses, respectively, but it did not 
seem to be competent for them to undertake it at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

FEES OF JURORS AND WITNESSES. 

Mr. ALLEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from Washington will yield 
to me, | wish to ask him if he will allow me to call up a House 
bill, which will take but a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. | will yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 


| 





on Pensions did not feel that it had warrant to | 


| other purposs. 


with the confederated tribes and bands of Indians occupying the 
Yakima Reservation in the State of Washington, for the extin- 
guishment of their title to so much of said reservation as is re- 
quired for the use of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make 


| the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


| and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday evening when we were consid- 
ering pension bills there were four bills to which I objected, 
simply because I desired time to look at the reports in the cases. 
They are House bills, and I think ought to be disposed of. As 
they were laid over at my request to save the time that would be 
consumed in reading the reports and to give me time to read 
them, I ask that they be considered now. They are Orders of 
Business 1059, 1067, 1096, and 1112. 

Mr. HARRIS. As it is just 20’clock, Lask that the unfinished 
business may be laid before the Senate, and then informally laid 


| aside for the consideration of the pension bills referred to by the 


Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINSin the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options” and “ futures,” imposing special 


. . | tax palers therein, and requiring such dealers and persons 
I move that the Senate concur in the re- | taxes on dealers t nal a ¢, ] 


engaged in selling certain products to obtain license, and for 


Mr. COCKRELL. I find on examination of these bills and re- 
ports that, while the cases are not such as I should support at 


has adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURN. How many bills are there? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Four. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have asked that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside for the consideration of those four House 
bills only. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection; 
and the unfinished business will be temporarily laid aside for 
the consideration of the billsnamed. 

MISS ADDA BOODGER. 

The bill (H. R. 5766) granting a pension to Miss Adda Boodger, 
of Lockport, N. Y., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll, at $10 i month, the 
name of Miss Adda L. Boodger, daughter of William Boodger, 
who served in Company I, of the Ninety-fourth New York In- 
fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY C. SMITH. 
The bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith was 
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considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary C. Smith, the dependent 
and helpless daughter of Michael Smith, a deceased honorably 
discharged soldier, late a private in Company C, One hundred 
and twenty-fifth New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension 
of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY O'CONNOR. 

The bill (H. R. 2428) grantinga pension to Mary O’Connor was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary O’Connor, dependent step- 
mother of Daniel O’Connor, late a private in the Seventh New 
York Heavy Artillery Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN KINNEY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate resumes the con- 
sideration of the regular order, which is the unfinished business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I[ask leave, before we depart from the con- 
sideration of pension cases, to call up the bill (S. 2985) granting 
an increase of pension to John Kinney. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If it takes no time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not suppose it will take a minute. 
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By unanimousconsent, the Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, | 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pen- | 


sion roll the name of John Kinney, late a member of Company I, | . : : rans ih : ct , 
J oy | sideration of the bill (H. R.7845) defining ‘‘options” and ‘‘fu- 


First Regiment of United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico, 
at $12 per month, to be in lieu of the pension he is now reeiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
ANNA MORGAN BURNS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to inquire whether there was a 
formal entry of my motion to reconsider the bill (H.R. 7146) to 
pension Anna Morgan burns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 
Senator’s motion was entered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to withdraw the motion, as I am 
satisfied with the testimony produced by the Senator from Ne- 
braska[Mr. PADDOCK]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider being 
withdrawn by the Senator from Missouri, the bill stands passed. 
TARIFF POLICY. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, after 
the transaction of the routine morning business, I shall ask per- 
mission to make some remarks on the resolution recently intro- 
duced by the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] directing 
the Committee on Finance to inquire into the effect of a policy 
of ‘‘ tariff for revenue only” upon the labor and industries of the 
United States. 

PENSION TO ARMY NURSES. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 8.7294) granting pensions 


to army nurses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 


recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to said amendment with the following amendment: Strike 
out the following words from the Senate amendment: ‘‘or who, prior to the 
completion of such term of service, were disabled in such service and honor- 
ably relieved by reason of such disability;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same 

C. K. DAVIS, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
WM. F. VILAS. 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
A. N. MARTIN, 
WALT H. BUTLER, 
JOHN L. JOLLEY, 

Conferees on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk. announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution providing that the President of the Sen- 
ate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned without day on Saturday, 
July 30, 1892, at 2 o’clock p. m. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House | 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- | 


upon signed by the Vice-President: 
A bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Ellen Goff; 
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A bill (H.R. 1784) granting a pension to James Reed, jr.; 


( 
A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to William H. Brewer; 
A bill (H. R. 2164) granting a pension to Andrew Kramer: 
A bill (A. R. 2397) granting a pension to Stark Frazier: 
A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to John Mercer: 
A bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Orinda Leach: 
A bill (H. R. 3167) restoring the pension of Sallie M. Swigart; 
A bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble: 


A bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Eliza Smith: 

A bill (H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. Ronaldson; 

A bill (H. R. 6106) granting a pension to Lydia M. Kennedy, 
sister of Abram Kennedy; ; 

A bill (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, for- 
merly Coats, late of Pike County, Ill., but now of Marceline, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis; 

A bill (H. R. 6561) granting a pension to Susanna Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 7235) granting a pension to Mary A. Sipp; 

A bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Julia S. Tompkins; 

A bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirtley: 
: A bill (H. R. 8241) granting a pension to William Osear Stan- 
ey; 

A bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell, 
veteran of Seminole war, 1837; 

A bill (H. R. 8316) granting a pension to Anna M. Holstein.a 
hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen; and 

A bill (H. R. 8971) granting a pension to Mary J. Corcoran. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such persons engaged in selling certain products to obtain li- 
cense, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] to refer the 
bill to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that that motion be laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
moves that the motion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoL- 
corr] be laid on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise not for the purpose of debating this 
motion, which I do not wish to do, but [ want to make a state- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable, 
but by unanimous consent the Senator from New York can pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe that there is not a voting quorum 
here pow to consider the antioption bill. I may be mistaken, 
but from the largest vote which we had yesterday and from the 
fact that some of the Senutors who then voted have gone out of 
town, I think such is the case. There are very many Senators 
who are contemplating leaving Washington at a very early 
time, either to-night or to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Unless the Senat> should finally adjourn 
to-night or to-morrow a quorum will be here, for I presume 
Senators will not leave the city until final adjournment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How does the Senator know it? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suppose that to be the case. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I have no doubt there is a voting quorum 
here. If there is not it will soon be determined. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest to the Senator that the considera- 
tion of this bill go over by consent as the unfinished business to 
the first day of the session of Congress in December next. 

Mr. WASHBURN. There will be plenty of time to consider 
that request after we have had a vote on the motion I have just 
made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 


| of the Senator from Minnesota to lay upon the table the motion 
| of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] to commit the bill 


to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CHAN DLER (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion I am paired with the absent Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoupPH]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I consented to 
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE}, who has been 
compelled to leave the city. If he were present I should vote 
‘' nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQuiRre]. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is a misunderstanding al! around 


I am paired with 
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. 
here as to whether the vote is now being taken on the motion 
to refer, or to lay the motion to refer on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated the motion | 
distinetly, and will do so again. The question is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] to lay 
upon the table the motion made by the Senator from Colorado 
{[Mr. WOLCOTT] to commit the bill to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now,I ask consent that the roll call begin 
again after the clear statement of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection it will | 
b2 so ordered. 

The Secretary again proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired, as I | 
stated a moment ago, with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 
I should vote *‘ nay ” if permitted to vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MIuus]. If I have an | 
opportunity to transfer the pair I shall be pleased to do so. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Lam paired with | 
the Senator from Maine |[Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If he were present | 
I should vote ‘‘ vea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Hiuu}. I 
do not know how he would vote on this question. If he were 
here [ should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. 
ent I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Iowa | Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. SQUIRE’S name was called). My col- 
league, Mr. SQUIRE, who is necessarily absent, is paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON], but upon this bill I 
have permission to vote; I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana[Mr. POWER]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘*‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy] on this ques- 
tion. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BERRY. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. If he were present I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Iam paired with the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. Not knowing how he would vote on this 
question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. WILSON] is absent ill. 
He is paired on this question with the Senator from Montana 
{Mr. SANDERS]. I donot know whether that announcement has 
been made or not. 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
aired on this question with the junior Senator from Colorado | 
Mr. WoLcoTT]. Unless I can have that pair transferred with 
some one in favor of the bill I shall withdraw my vote. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to announce the pair on this question 
between my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] and the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will say to the Senator from Kansas 


Tam paired with 





I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


I am paired with 
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(Mr. Davis] on this bill. 





{Mr. PERKINS] that he may transfer his pair with the Senator 
from a [Mr. WOLCOTT] to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GORDON }. 

Mr. PERKINS. That will be entirely satisfactory to me if 
the Senator from Georgia is not paired with some other Senator 
and if he is in favor of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been announced that the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] is paired with the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They vote the same way. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am advised by the Senator from Minne- | 
sota [Mr. WASHBURN] that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gor- 

| 
| 


DON] and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] have the | 
same view on this question. Under those circumstances I vote 
** vea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). On 
heme I believe it was, the senior Senator from Rhode Is- 
and [Mr. ALDRICH] asked me to pair with himon this question, | 
and I said to him certainly I would do so, but that I wished to | 
reserve the right to vote to make a quorum, or something of 
that kind. He remarked that he was very much opposed to the | 
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bill, and he would see if he could not get another pair. I have 
not heard any announcement of a pair with the Senator from 
Rhode Island, but as I told him I would pair with him, and as [ 
suppose he went away with the impression that I was paired 
with him 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Rhode Island told me be- 





| fore he went away that he was paired with the Senator from 


Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] on the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
In his absence I withhold my vote. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay” if he were present. 

Mr. HUNTON. In the arrangement between the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and myself each reserved the 
right to vote to make a quorum. In order to make a quo-um I 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. In arranging my pairs I always reserve 
the right to vote to make a quorum, and if my vote is necessary 
to make a quorum I feel at liberty to give it. I understand that 
it is, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM. It is intimated to me that I am at liberty to 
vote to make a quorum. I therefore vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—32. 


Allen, George, Morgan, uay, 
Allison, Hansbrough, Paddock, Ransom, 
Bate, Hunton, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Jones, Ark. Peffer, Turpie, 
Call, Jones, Nev. Perkins, Voorhees, 
Coke, Kyle, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Dubois, Manderson, Proctor, Warren, 
Felton, Mitchell, Pugh, Washburn. 
NAYS—13. 

Brice. Gibson, La. Palmer, Vest. 
Carey, Gibson, Md. Sawyer, 
Cullom, Hawley, Sherman, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Stewart, 

NOT VOTING—43. 
Aldrich, Davis, Higgins, Sanders, 
Berry, Dawes, Hill, Shoup, 
Blodgett, Dolph, Hoar, Squire, 
Butler, Faulkner, Irby, Stanford, 
Cameron, ye, Kenna, Teller, 
Carlisle, Gallinger, McMillan, Vance, 
Casey, Gordon, McPherson, Vilas, 
Chandler, Gorman, Mills, White, 
Cockrell, Gray, Morrill, Wilson, 
Colquitt, Hale, Platt, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Harris, Power, 


So the motion to lay on the table the motion of Mr. WOLCOTT 
to refer the bill to the Committee on Finance, was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to yield to 
me for just five minutes to have a bill from the other House 


assed. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Iam under the direction and control of the 
Senator from Minnesota, who is the director-general of these 
proceedings. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then I ask the Senator from Minnesota to 
yield. 

“ Mr. WASHBURN. I have no objection if it is agreeable to 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I was about to suggest that it is a very hot 
day to make a speech, and I think it likely if the Senator from 
Minnesota would ask the Senate to indulge him he might get a 
vote on the pending amendment or on the bill itself. I should 
be very glad to yield my privilege of the floor for an efforton the 
part of the distinguished Senator from Minnesota to secure a 
vote on the bill. If thatis not practicable I prefer to go on and 
say now what little I have to present to the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. I suggest to the Senator and to 
the Senate that it is not likely to be any cooler to-morrow than 
it is to-day. Itis an affliction upon gentlemen to be compelled 
to speak upon the bill at this temperature, and those who are 
constrained to listen have to exert the patience of Job. It has 
already been developed by the vote which has been had that 
there is not a quorum of the Senate present to pass the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. There was a quorum voting. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. Tiere was a quorum voting for 
the purpose of making a quorum; but in the event the bill should 
be put upon a test vote it would be made manifest that there is 
not a sufficient quorum here to carry the bill. I suggest to the 
honorable Senator from Minnesota, as we are in the closing hours 
of the session and the heat is intense, that without prejudice to 


| the bill it may go over until the next session, because there are 
| quite a number of gentlemen here who may be disposed to dis- 
| cuss the bill, and Iam sure that at that time there will be no 


purpose to delay it by any parliamentary tactics. 
Mr. PADDOCK. [ hope the Senator will not ask me to yield 
for such a motion. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order, Mr. President. 
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Mr. WASHBURN. We all realize, I think, that the weather | the producer, to deal directly with the latter at his own granary. 
is hot, and it is a very disagreeable time for debate; but the bill | For while they should be thus negotiating, some Pardridge, by 
his manipulations of the market, might make an agreed price 


has now been debated over two weeks. It was delayed for three 
weeks in the Committee on the Judiciary. The people of this 
country are looking to see the bill passed during the present ses- 
sion. 
to expect. g E \ 
this proposed legislation is directed, my own State, in my judg- 
ment, lost on the last crop of wheat from five toten million dol- 
lars. If the bill goes over until the next session the bulk of the 
next crop will go out under the same blighting and depressing 
influences. Therefore, I feel that it is very important to pass 
the bill before we adjourn. We have had no Tugletdtton dur- 
ing this session of so much interest to the producers and the 
legitimate business of this country as the pending bill. As 
it has been discussed fully over und over again, and everybody 
understands its merits and knows whether he is for it or against 
it, it seems to me there is no good reason why we should not 
have a sguare vote upon it. 
day, that to-morrow, say at 4 o’clock, the Senate shall proceed 
to vote on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. WHITE. I object to that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Senator 
from Nebraska is entitled to the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, it had not been my inten- 
tion to address the Senate on this bill. I had thought to con- 
tent myself by voting for such amendments as might be deem2d 
necessary to perfect the measure, and finally to assist with my 
vote in securing its passage. 

I have believed that it was the duty of the Senate to enact this 
measure into law before the present session expires. I still in- 
dulge the hope that this most desirable consummation may yet 
be reached; and I should notnow use amomentof the time of the 
Senate if I believed that thereby I should delay or in the smallest 
degree imperil its passage. 

Impelled by a sense of duty to the great agricultural State 
whieh I have the honor in part to represent here—and [I know 
I shail be pardoned if I say [ believe it to be the greatest and 
best of all in respect of special adaptabilities for successful agri- 
culture, particularly as to those productions the markets for 
which are at the mercy of the ‘‘ options ” and ‘‘ futures ” gamblers 
whom it is sought to restrain by this legislation—I venture a 
few words in voicing its approval of this legislation. 

Mr. President, Senators who are opposing this measure can 
not certainly believe that the ‘‘ options” and ‘futures ” method 
in dealing with any article or any number of articles essential 
to the daily life of everybody, in the production of which nearly 
or quite 25,000,000 of our people are engaged is a legitimate, 
and a good and useful method for regulating such dealings, and 


| 


That is what they desire and what they have good reason | 
Through the operations of the people against whom | 


between them impossible. And if they should finally trade the 
fiction dealers’ quotations for the following day would most likely 
make one or the other party so disgusted with his own judgment 
that he would thereafter join the fictionists himself and take his 
chances in the general gamble with the others. 

Among other useful results which I think would surely follow 


| the destruction of this gambling system, with its constant, ever- 


I renew the request I made yester- | 


varying, and often extreme fiuctuatious, and the return to the 
normal conditions incident to the regular and undisturbed opera- 
tion of the law of supply and demand, there would very soon 
come a distribution of the visible grain supply more widely and 
generally over the country among the mill and other large con- 
sumers and wholesale grain-dealers,whose average reserve hold- 
ings would largely increase, and thus operate equivalently as a 
permanent retirement from the market of a very large fraction 
= each year’s crop. This would help to steady the general mar- 
et. 


This change of trade systems might not caus? an immediate 


| rise of the average level of prices, but it would bring about a 


| intelligently judge of, and safely base calculations on. 


yet their arguments, generally, have been a strong defense of | 


the system. Therefore, I think this defense may very properly 
be considered an indorsement of the same method for all com- 
merce of whatever nature. There appears to be no escape from 
thisconclusion. For certainly if this is a good and useful method 
for the commere in one or several products, by parity of reason- 
ing it must be good for all. 

Mr. President, I believe it would be impossible to conceive a 
more deplorable commercial situation than that into which we 
should be brought if this vicious system should become univer- 
sal as to all articles of commerce. 

Embracing, as it now does, a comparatively small number of 


considerable reduction of the vast army of fiction dealers and 
other middlemen who are now supported at the expense of the 
producer or the consumer, or both, and secure a more even and 
permanent distribution through each and every month of the 
year cf the best- obtainable average annual price, buttressed by 
the natural operations of the law of supply and demand, which 
the producer and the consumer alike could always understand, 
The 
farmer could then obtain from day to day accurate informa- 
tion as to the exact situation, which is now impossible, because 
everything is obscured by the manipulations of the fiction deal- 
ers, who substitute for the legitimate, an enormous fictitious 
supply, the volume of which no man outside the manipulators 
themselves, whose operations are concealed from the general 
public, can possibly have accurate knowledge. Speculation would 
undoubtedly continue, but all transactions would be based on 
actual ownership by the seller and the assured ownership in fact 
by the purchaser of the property involved. Butit would be a fair 
and legitimate speculation in which everyone could have his equal 
chance. Everything would be open to the sunlight of free and 
open and honorable competition. It would not, as is the case 
now, depend upon unknown quantities and factors altogether 
under the control of men who own neither what they sell nor 
what they buy, but combine to control and manage, at times un- 
duly depressing and at others unduly inflating the markets for 
the products of the farmer through their manipulations and deal- 
ings in invisible, intangible, inexistent quantities of the same, re- 
presented by contracts based on fict‘ons, valuable for no purpose 
whatever except to enable the dealers therein to levy tolls first 
upon the producer and afterwards on the consumer for no service 
rendered to either except such as is injurious to both. Com- 
mercial intelligence and judgment would again be reinstated in 
their proper place at the head of the procssion, and the element 
of chance, transferred from the position which it has so long 
held under the sway of the fictionists at the head of the column, 
would take its proper place at the foot of the line. 

Under the present system business judgment respecting values 


| present and prospective based on intelligénce as to the supply 


the products of asingle industry, it has brought that industry | 


to the very brink of ruin, polluting all the streams of legitimate 
commerce leading to andfrom it. It has lowered the standard 


of business morals, made millionaires of the few and paupers of | 


the multitude among whom are found the representatives of 
—— profession, every trade, every vocation, and every social 
class. 

But let us consider specially some of the aspects of the system 
in its relation to the principal subjects named in the provisions 
of the pending bill. 

It can be said among other things of the practical effects of 
this system as to actual grain, that it makes impossible the di- 


rect, free, and safe distribution to, and the storage and holding | 
| always depends on their ability to make the truth appear untruth— 


of the same at points of consumption in nonproducing sections 
remote from the fields of the producer. 
dare not buy at any time in large quantities for future use, and 
therefore his purchases are made from hand to mouth—from day 
to day—the purchaser being constantly subjected to the uncer- 
tainties of a market always manipulated on speculative lines, 
and often compelled himself to protect his temporary holdings 
against the grain gamblera by short sales. In other words, he 
has to become agambler in self defense. In addition to the gen- 
eral demoralization of the markets under this system, it is im- 
possible for the consumer to pass beyond the lines of the great 
army of fiction dealers which holds the field between him and 
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The domestic consumer | 


and the demand is worse than valueless. Indeed, judgment has no 
place in “options” and ‘‘ futures” dealings, and can not be safely 
exercised. Itisa most dangercus dependence. Even those who 
are engaged in legitimate trade when they wish to buy first in- 
quire who is buying and who is selling, with the view of accept- 
ing the market made by the stronger party. What the world 
has to sell or needs to buy counts for very little. The fiction 
dealers make the market, and whoever buys or sells therein must 
accept it. They often make a lower market when the logic of 
events demands a higher one, and a higher market when the sit- 
uation demands alower one. Perhaps this forms the rule rather 
than the exception. Their combinations are formed altogether 
on fictitious, not to say immoral, lines and bases, and their move- 
ments are always enveloped in mystery. ‘Their success almost 


the worse the better reason. When they wish to buy they first 
combine to break prices, flooding the country with false reports 
gathered from the whole world through secret agencies to the 
effect that the promise of the growing crops, or of the harvest 
about to be entered upon, or perhaps already garnered, is phe- 
nomenal, while the truth—most likely better known to them- 
selves than to others—may be that the prospect is poor for an 
average world’s crop. 

When by these artificial means they have succeeded in buy- 
ing themselves full at the expense of the producer, or other 
legitimate owner and holder whom they have frightened into 
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selling, they begin to artificially boom the market by fiction 
purchases until at length they have carried prices far above the 
legitimate level, when they commence to sell to the consumers 
and distributors of actual grain, and to the unfortunate lambs 
-‘aughton the wrong side of the market, whom they have at length 
convinced that a much higher range of prices is sure to come. 
When at length they have closed out at the top of the mar- 
ket with enormous profits their actual grain—which may not in 
fact have exceeded one-fiftieth part of their entire holdings, the 
remainder being in the form of fiction contracts—and have put 
out a large volume of new short sales to the extent of additional 
millions of bushels, they begin by the employment of the same 
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methods to depress the market and induce a lower level of prices | 


that they may cover these fiction sales and garner another rich 
harvest in the way of profits on the bear side of the market. 

In all these turns, whether on the bear or the bull side, 
it generally happens that the producer is the principal sufferer. 
These great deals are not usually attempted by asingle operator. 
Combinations of men with enormous capital, backed by ability 
and courage, undertake and carry them through; buteven these 
great combinations would rarely succeed without the aid of the 
system of ‘‘ options” and ‘‘ futures” dealing now controlling the 
markets. 

The farmer furnishes the substance to be speculated on—his 
labor and his capital have produced it. Almost before all others 
heis entitled to a free and unobstructed market. But alone of all 
legitimate producers he is refused it for his principal products. 
These are taken possession of by a vast army of men who toil 
not, upon whose brows gathers not the sweat of labor with the 
hands which it is appointed unto all men to perform. 

The great mass of them bring almost no capital into their 
partnership with the farmer, with whom, sc far as he is con- 
cerned, the arrangement is involuntary. Their stock in trade 
is wind, which they possess without limit either as to quantity 
or quality. Butwhen they have atlength put the farmer’s grain 
on the market he is wholly unable to recognize it. He finds 
that it has become so swollen by the wind forced into it that for 
every bushel before it left the farm there are now fifty to a hun- 
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But if we go a little further into this matter of the New York 
grain and other sales, we find that the transaction referred to by 
the Senator is not at all exceptional. It is simply a part—and a 
very small part—of the woof and web of the whole system, the 
magnitude of which is appalling. 

As a general rule the leading commercial organizations do not 
keep any public record of the aggregate transactions of their 
daily business. For this reason, it is impossible in most cities 
to present a comparison of the actual cash sales of a given prod- 
uct and the future sales of the same article. 

In New York, however, such a record is kept and it is possible 
to show the extent of this future trading as compared with the 
trade in the actual product. Selecting the case of wheat, it ap- 
pears from the report of the New York Produce Exchange that 
in 1890 there were sold on the floor of that exchange 1,238,327,000 
bushels; of this amount only 22,991,000 represented actual cash 
wheat. In that year the total receipts of wheat in New York 
City amounted to only 15,794,857 bushels, according to the same 
authority, and it thus appears that nearly 100 bushels of future 
wheat, or promises of wheat, were sold for every bushel of the 
actual grain which ultimately reached that market. Again, the 
total crop of wheat in the United States for that year was alittle 
less than 400,000,000 bushels, and it would appear that in the 
New York Produce Exchange building alone the wheat crop of 
the country was sold three times over. 

In 1891, by the same authority, the aggregate sales amounted 
to 1,692,272,000 bushels, while, as a matter of fact, only 63,511,000 
bushels were received in that market during the year. If the 
record there presented can be accepted it would appear that the 
total wheat crep of the country last year was sold two and one- 
half times over in that onemarket. From January 1 of the pres- 
ent year until July 22 the same exchange has a record of sales 
amounting to 840,000,000 bushels. As a matter of fact the re- 


| ceipts in New York during the same period have amounted toa 


drcd, and in the transformation process it has become princi- | 


pally wind. He is assured that this result, which places on the 
market fifty or a hundred bushels of this new variety of wind 
wheat in the place of each bushel of actual wheat which he has 
put into the deal helps to make the market active, that it is an 
inducement to men to buy and sell, and will help to keep up the 
prices of his product. 


little less than 28,000,000 bushels. In one week, that ending 
with February 16, the sales amounted to 32,625,000 bushels, while 
the receipts in the market during the same period were less than 
5,000,000 bushels, and the total stocks of wheat on hand in New 
York, reported four days later, were only 4,460,415 bushels. 
From this it would appear that every bushel of wheat on hand 
in New York had been sold seven times over in a single week. 
Passing to cotton, and relying upon the market returns of the 
Commercial and Financial Chronicle, probably the best private 
cotton authority which can be quoted, it appears that during 


| the first six months of the present year 137,414 bales of cash or 


He can not, however, quite see, if the people in the world 


need about the amount of wheat that the world produces, how 
they are to be induced to buy more by swelling the number of 


actual bushels fifty or an hundred fold by an extravagant use of | 


wind, or how, by thus enormously increasing beyond the actual 
requirement the apparent number of bushels for sale, the world 
can be influenced thereby to pay more for the wheat which it 
does actually require. 

He discovers that it does really make a good deal of fun for 


| every bale received was sold two hundred times. 


the boys who furnish the wind: but somehow, as a rule, he does | 


not seem to strike it rightwhen he sells. 
to the conclusion that he is holding an empty bag while the other 


And he has about come | 


partners in the concern are getting most of the profits and all | 


of the fun without doing any work; and now he wants to change 
partners. Indeed, he does not want any partners at all. 
certainly does not want any more wind. It complicates things 
too much for him to keep the run of the business; somehow, 
when he comes toget hisdividend it seamsasif the other fellows 
had got his wheat and he their wind. He says he wants to go 
back to the old-fashioned plan of everyone selling what he him- 
selfowns. If it is wheat let it be sold for wheat, and if wind let 
it be sold for wind, but do not mix the wind and the wheat to- 
gether and call it all wheat. He thinks this sort of thing leads 
to mistakes about the dividend at the end of the year. 
that the wind dividend does not keep the farm running. He 
wants the man who sows the wheat to reap the wheat and he 
who sows the wind to reap the wind. This is the change we are 
trying to bring about for him by this legislation. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] quotes a New York au- 
thority for the statement that 8,000 bushels of wheat dealt in on 
‘change in that city answered for fifty transactions. By the time 
the 8,000 bushels of wheat had been swollen toa volume of 400,000 
bushels through fifty dealings in options and futures, what had 
become of the law of supply and demand, which is based upon 
that exact quantity in existence from which the draftsfor actual 
use—actual consumption or export—are made when actually re- 
quired for such use? In what state after all of these transac- 
tiéns was the judgment of the farmer and consumer as to the 
present orfuture condition oftheir market? Both would almost 


certainly be deceived asto the volume of the supply and demand 
and both almost certainly led into the market at the wrong 
time. 


He | 


He finds | 


spot cotton were sold in the New York market. During the 
same period the sales of cotton futures amounted to 16,757,000 
bales. As a matter of fact up to that date New York had ac- 
tually received for her own market 83,132 bales. Apparently 
The sales of 
futures in six months represent considerably more than twice 
the total cotton crop of last year, and if the same ratio held good 
for the balance of the year every bale of cotton in the country 
would be sold four times over in a single market. It isa strik- 
ing fact that the smallest sales of futures in any one day between 
January 1 and July 1 were greater than the largest actual sales 
of cotton during any week in that period, and the sales of futures 
in the week within the period in which the smallest transactions 
are recorded are nearly four times as much as the total sales of 
actual cotton during the whole six months. 

The record of the fiction transactions in grain in the great 
Chicago market is a sealed book to the outside world, but enough 
is known to warrant the statement that they are more than 
fifteen times greater than those of New York. 

In his very strong and lucid statement the other day the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], as a result of his 
investigation, placed these sales in the Chicago market at 
twenty times the aggregate of the New York sales. 

The bare stat2ment of these enormous aggregates ought to be 
sufticient to satisfy anyone that this is the most dangerous com- 
mercial evil ever known to the business interests of thistountry 
and that it must in some way be restrained. 

Manifestly it is impossible to form an intelligent judgment 
under such fearfully artificial conditions as these respecting 


| either presentor future markets; and, necessarily, to the farmer 





having the products of his year’s toil to dispose of it must al- 
ways under such a system be simply a guess, a wager, a game of 
chance, as to when and at what price he shall sell. 

Mr. President, it ought to be a sufficient answer, if there was 
no other, to the insistence of our friends who oppose this legis- 
lation that the present system of options and futures dealings is 
necessary as a support to the market for the particular products 
dealt in through it, that the other great products, like wool and 
hay, not so dealt in have an infinitely more steady, reliable, and 
satisfactory market thanthe former. In answer to my interroga- 
tory tomyfriend from Missouri the other day as to this, he said he 
had understood that wool was soon to be brought under this 
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system. My prayer for the wool-growers and the manufacturers | 


who have to buy and use wool is that such a calamity may not 
befall them. ; : 

In answer to the statement of the Senator from Missouri that 
the rules of the New York Exchange require that ‘‘ the buyer 
shall have the right to demand the article sold” and that ‘‘if a 
dealer sells 5,000 bushels of May wheat the purchaser can de- 
mand the delivery of the actual article, and it is bound to be de- 
livered,” I answer that in not one case in a hundred does the so- 
called purchaser make such demand, neither is delivery made, 
desired, or expected by either party to these contracts in one 
case ina hundred, most likely not one in a thousand. Of this 
there is found unimpeachable evidence in the protest of the New 





York Produce Exchange against the passage of the Washburn 


bill addressed to the Senate of the United States. On page 5 
of that report, after giving the form of contract adopted, they 
say: 

If either of the contracting parties desires actual delivery under it, it must 
be made and there is no power extant that can relieve the other from this 
obligation or the damage that may arise from such nondelivery. Itis true, 
however, that at times a large, and during seasons of great activity such as 
we have just been having, a very large proportion of these future transac- 
tions are not consummated by actual delivery, but thisis done by mutual con- 
sent of both parties, and for which an equitable mercantile equivalent is 


the old system of actual deliveries was found to be cumbersome and attended 
with the loss of valuable time and risks. 

After such an admission as to the character of the contracts 
made for ‘‘ futures” by the second largestexchange in the coun- 


try, certainly no one can claim that the transactions referred to | 


are legitimate commercial transactions or indeed anything but 
wagering contracts, no matter how regular they may be in 
form. 

The Senator read, with commendation and unqualified indorse- 
ment, statements made by Representative HARTER of Ohio to 
the effect that— 

Speculative prices, so far as they are effective and powerful. simply deter 
mine the future values of wheat, in which the farmer has no direct interest; 
and yet, even here. speculative values disprove the claims made by the 
friends of this bill; for every year at the season when the farmer is market- 
ing his wheat in large quantities all future or speculative values are higher, 
relatively, than the cash value of wheat, which is always controlled by ac- 
tual sale and purchase of the article itself. Of course, high speculative fu- 
ture values at this season of the year are always calculated to advance the 
cash or farmer's price for wheat. 

Mr. President, with all due respect to the witness called by 
my friend, it is an apparent contradiction to say that ‘‘ the cash 
value of wheat is always controlled by actual sale and purchase” 
of that article, and in the same connection that ‘‘of course high 
speculative future values at this season of the year are always 
valculated to advance the cash or farmer’s price for wheat.” 

Kither it is not true that ‘speculation simply determines the 
future value of wheat in which the farmer has no direct interest,” 
or it is not true, as Mr. HARTER tells us in the same sentence, 
that ‘‘of course high speculative future values at this season 
of the year are always calculated to advance the cash or farm- 
er’s price for wheat. This is an irreconcilable contradiction. 

If high speculative values at this time of year are always cal- 
culated to advance the farmer’s price for wheat, will not low 
speculative values have the contrary effect? 

[ think also that Mr. HARTER’S statement that: ‘‘ Every year 
at the season when the farmer is marketing his wheat in large 
quantities all futures or speculative values are higher relatively 
than the cash price of wheat,” is not warranted by the record of 
prices. In support of this conclusion I submit a table herewith, 
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The middle of the month has been selected for the price dat 
in order to getas far away as possible from the wide fluctuations 


| in ‘‘ futures” so common on the approach of delivery day (at the 


close of the month) of stuff that the purchaser had no desire 


for and that the seller often lacked the ability to deliver. 

If it shall be claimed that the conditions were exceptional in 
1890 and 1891, referring to prices in 1892 we find that on the 16th 
day of April last the price of cash wheat in New York was act- 
ually 7 cents higher than the September option and with the 
carrying charges added was, relatively, 15 cents higher: while 


} on Monday of the current week cash wheat was selling at &84 


while ‘‘futures” for September were selling for 85 cents, the 
absolute difference in price being 3 cents per bushel and thi 
ative difference 64 cents. 

It is perfectly apparent that these conditions must destroy all 
outside investment buying. They enable the *‘ short seller” to 
constantly intimidate the investment buver by offering wheat 
for future delivery for less than its present value, thus making 
it impossible for such investor to secure the interest on his mone) 
and the cost of storage which he is compelled to hire if he is not 
an owner of storage rooms and elevators. 

It would appear that the facts presented by the Senator from 


Lit uiv ; | Missouri Mr -TER’S aut ‘itv. have. in some unaccounta- 
substituted, simply as a convenience to facilitate settlements, Which under | Liss yuri, on Mr. HART ER’S author ity, h ave » INsome unacc un a 
| ble manner, been inverted and the relation between the price o! 


cash wheat and futures placed in reverse positions. These facts 


| show as well that instead of the “futures” always being higher 
| at the season indicated by Mr. HARTER, they have been abso- 


lutely, as well as relatively, lower for the years 1890 and 1891, and 
if the postulate of the gentleman from Ohio is well based that 
‘high speculative future values at this season of the year are 


| always calculated to advance the cash or farmer's price,” then 


the converse must be true and low speculative ‘* future ” values 
at this season of the yearare always calculated to lessen the cash 
or farmer’s price. Therefore, it being shown by the preceding 
quotations that speculative future prices are,as a rule, low at 
the particular season named by Mr. HARTER, it follows that this 
sort of speculation must diminish the price which the farmer re- 
ceives for his wheat, and speculative futures being relatively 
lower than the cash price, with rare exceptions, it follows, from 
the principle formulated by Mr. HARTER, that the farmer does 
after all sell his wheat at prices determined by the price of 
‘**futures” and at a price lower than he would if ** futures ” were 


| not sold. 


Hence, if these facts and conclusions as to the relation of cash 


| and future prices are correct, the hypothetical case of Mr. HAR 


TER, of the purchase of 600,000 bushels of wheat, falls to th 
ground, as the ‘* futures” pric> has been relatively as well as ac- 
tually lower than the cash price, end it is not apparent, at least 
to the nonexpert, how Mr. HARTER could during the past two 


| years have sold May futures against it at a protit of 12 or any 


showing the prices for cash wheat and the prices of wheat ‘‘fu- | 


tures ” upon the Chicago market, during the months of greatest 
activity, from the reports of the Chicago Board of Trade for the 
years 1890 and 1891, as follows: 


| Excess 


| 
} | 
| | 
| | 
| 














| Price of | — of , Snet ; rn 

coon 7. ‘ No. 2 cash whea of cash 
Date. | Cashor Mont h of future wheat for |plus carry-\wheat over 
| _ Spot Gellvery. future de- ing ~ |futures for 
| wheat. mean A éflemamnas cha 

livery. | charges. month 

named. 

a 
1890. | | 

Apr. 16|  9%.983} July .................. #0. 863 $0. 945 | #0. 075 
May 16} WE AO icin haiseds cian .92 | 1.01} 09 
June 16 | .87} | September -....__--_-| 88} . 93h ot! 
July 16 | .863 | December _..._...... 90) 948 041 
Aug. 16| 1.02} | October .._....-.._...| 1. 044 1.063 02 
Sept. 16 | 96} | December ............ 1, 02} 1. 043 OR 
Oct. 16] 1.00; | December ............| 1.08 1. 043 . 01 
Nov. 16] . 88 DOCOTRNG? os .ccscsccaa - 943 - 952 | .O1 
1891. | 7 
Apr. 16} St. eae 1. 06} | 1. 123 . 06 
May 16 | OSS eee | - 984 1.14 153 
June 16 | 972 | September .........../ - 924 1. 04 113 
July 16 | - 863 | December ............ . 87 - 943 073 
Aug. 17 | 1.13} | December _........-..] 1.13} 1. 205 07 
Sept. 16 | .944 | December ..........-. - 97} 1.005 . 023 
Oct. 16 | .963 | December __......_... = 1.014 02! 
Noy. 16 | . 935 December ............ - 94 - 965 . 024 
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other number of cents per bushe!, as there would have boen, after 
paying storage, interest, and insurance, no protit, but on the con- 
trary a loss on any ** futures” price that has obtained during the 
busy marketing months named by him as those in which it wa 
proposed to buy the hypothetical 600,000 bushels, as is shown in 
the following quotations of prices for such months from reports 
of the Chicago Board of Trade: 


} Price of Price of Ex: 
| Price of No. 2 cash wheat 


date No. 2 cash wheat for lus ~ oe 
I over May 
wheat. May carrying Sie 
delivery charges , 
1890 } | } 

August 16 - Sela ieiabecbanea thas tcascllaithe $1. 023 | $1. 07} #1. 163 #0. 004 
MOIR SOc cits cvtcciwndi aniston 98} | 1.02} | 1. 103 | . 08 
i a aici pin aan 1.00; | 1.07% | 1.105 | .03 

| | 
1891. | 

AUUMOBE BF. 22. - cc ccncccscccsssses 1.13} 1.18} 1. 27} .09 

UIE SU sone icin ce eureneien 944 | 1. O4¢ 1 06} | 2 

UNIO Biiciccuackibsaecsmaciecas . 96} 1.04; | 1.07! 024 


These quotations make it clear that there has not, within two 
years, been, in the months named, any time when the “ futures’ 
price was equal to theeash price plus the ordinary carrying charge. 
Respecting Mr. HARTER’S theory of carrying charges, profits, 
ete., on his hypothetical 600,000 bushels futures purchase, a 
friend, who is an expert in such matters, has kindly sent me the 
following: 


Mr. HARTER assumes in his statement recently presented to the Senate by 
Senator VEST that the charge for a period averaging nine months would be 
but 5 cents per bushel, while the regular charge for storage in the public 
warehouses is three-fourths of 1 cent per bushel for the first ten days and 
one-third of 1 cent for each succeeding ten days until December 1, and from 
December | to May 1 the charge is 4 cents, making the entire Storage charge 
for nine months 8} cents, to which add an interest charge (us per HARTER'S 

| statement) of 3.2cents and three-fourths of a cent for insurance, and instead 
of the 5-cent carrying charge of the gentleman from Ohio, we find the ordi- 
nary charge to be 12.28 cents. 
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Hence it is impossible to see how there could have been any 
profit whatever to the investor or speculator in the HARTER hy- 
pothetical actual grain deal unless he owned a warehouse or ele- 
vator. Of course it is well understood that the profits of the 
warehouse owner are to be found only in the storage charge, 
which is less than the published rate. The tendency, therefore, 
of “short selling” is to confine speculation in actual grain to 
those who desire to secure a storage charge which the outside 
investor can not afford to pay, and this throws control, under 
the existing system of the market for actual wheat, into the hands 
of the miller, exporter, and warehouseman and to drive the in- 
vestor from the market for the benefit of that small class of men 
who own storage rooms of great capacity and the owners of pub- 
lic elevators. This results in enabling them to secure practi- 
cally everything in the way of actual grain that comes to market 
in excess of current consumptive requirements at their own price. 
Hence we find that while the short options would afford even the 
elevator owner little or no profit, the long options are what they 
deal in, and the margin on these is usually sufficient to give them 
their interest and insurance and a fair rate of storage. 

Finally, an examination of the summer and autumn prices of 
the May option will confirm the view that while there would be 
a net loss to the outside investment buyer, who must hire his 
wheat stored at the published rate, (the price of the long option) 
is usually just long enough below the price of cash wheat, plus 
the regular carrying charge, to drive the investor out of the 
market, leaving it in control of the owner of storage room. In- 
dications of the control of the cash as well as of the ‘‘ futures ” 
market in the interest of this small class are often to be found 
in items in the daily market reports, wherein it is stated that 
the elevator men are manipulating prices of ‘‘ futures” so as to 


secure carrying charges, making it manifest that the present | 
system is one that inures to the profit of a small class, which is | 


thereby enabled to manipulate the market to their own great 
profit. 

if,as Mr. HARTER assures us, the cash value of wheat is al- 
ways controlled by actual purchase and sale of the article itself— 
which can not be true, if his other postulate is 7. e., that ‘‘Of 
course high speculative futures values at this season of the year 
are always calculated to advance the cash or farmer's price for 
wheat’’—there can be no possible utility in the operation of the 
‘*short seller” and being useless, and their earnings coming out 
of the product as was so ably and clearly shown by the Senator 
from Mississippi the other day, they are a burden and restraint 
upon commerce ani should be relegated to the classification of 
the pernicious, which relegation the public interests generally, 
as i have before insisted, demand to be made. 

The Senator from Missouri arraigns Mr. Whittaker, a packer 
in his own State, and Mr. Pillsbury, a Minnesotamiller, for their 
suspicious interest in this legislation. I donot happen to know 
either of these gentlemen, but I can readily understand why both 
of the classes represented by them would desire always a steady 
market. Indeed, I can think of no class except the farmer him- 
s lf who could more logically or more properly take interest in 
an cffort to at least minimize the influence of this vicious sys- 
tem upon the market in which they have to deal so extensively. 
it is not a low level of prices for the raw material in either case 
that is most dosirab‘e. It isa steady market with infrequent 
luctuations regulated by the law of supply and demand which 
is mostimportant to them, just as it is for the farmer himself. 
Constant and wide fluctuations from wholly illegitimate causes 
are ruinous to ali alike. Under such conditions any observance 
whatever of the law of supply and demand is wholly impossible. 

The menace that our futures and options gambling will be 
transferred to other countries if driven out by this legislation is 
one of the absurdities presented by its enemies. Wheat does not 
goto Eagland and France and Canada to be gambled in, and 
nevercantoanyextent. When this gambling stops in this coun- 
try it will cease everywhere. It is an American institution, and 
ean not b> successfully maintained in any other country inde- 
pendent of this. Foreign wheat dealers come or send here to 
eury on their gambling. And this gambling which is indulged 
in very extensively every year by foreign grain dealers in our 


markets is one of the most hurtful and exasperating phases of | 


this whole system. 
the following correspondence fully describing and proving the 
practice, which was kindly sent me by Mr. C. Wood Davis, a stat- 
istician of national reputation: 


WASHINGTON, D.C., July 16, 1892. 


DEAR Sik: There is one phase of the “option” business, and a most per- 
nicious one, to which I desire to direct your especial attention, and which 
has been unaccountably overlooked; and that is the practice of European 
merchants selling “short” in our markets a quantity of grain and cotton 
equal to their purchases of actual product in Egypt, India, South America, 
and in our own markets. This is done to insure them against possible loss, 
and the extent of this business,so far as the one article of wheat is con- 
cerned, is clearly set forth in the inclosed letter recently received from the 
editor of the Liverpool Corn Trade News which is very generally esteemed 
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as the leading European grain-trade journal, its editor standing very high 
| a8 an authority on all that pertains to the grain trade. 
In my reply, of which a copy is inclosed, I attempt to show what are some 
| of the effects of such foreign * hedging” or insuring ‘‘short’’ sales upon our 
markets and who it is that bears the burden of such insurance without any 
|; compensating advantages, although I have not attempted to show either the 
| extent or baleful effect upon prices of those other “short sales’ made by the 
European upon our markets when he desires to depress values and buy actual 
products in New York, Chicago, and New Orleans at prices intentionally 
made by his sales, pretended to real, of spurious products, as the discussion 
| of that phase of this unnatural system of trading would lengthen the letter 
| too much. “ 
| Very truly yours, 


Hon. A. 


C. WOOD DAVIS. 
S. PADDOCK, 
United Scates Senate. 


CORN TRADE NEWS, 
Liverpool, July 2, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: I have received your late favor with pieasure. I have been 
studying the course of your campaign against fictitious dealing in agricul- 
tural products, a subscriber having sent mea publication containing the 
testimony taken before the Committee on Agriculture, in which by the bye, 
there are one or two kind references to Corn Trade News. If not troub- 
ling you too much you might send mea copy of the evidence, and if you 
could find time to mark the orux of the whole position I would publish it in 
the form of a supplement for the grain trade of Europe. 

; i feel half persuaded to view the matter as you do, but what I would fear 

would be an interference with legitimate enterprise. For instance, C. J. 
| Proctor, one of the three largest grain merchants in Europe, who, I have 
reason to believe from time to time buys or sells futures upon American 
markets, informed me, and I believe him implicitly, that he was never short 
of wheat in his life, but it is plain that he finds it necessary for the safe con- 
| duct of his enormous business to sell short in some markets in order to hedge 
his purchases in others. 

What would have been the position of the grain trade in Great Britain in 
the year 1884 after the change in the level of wheat prices from 55s. per quar- 
ter to 35s. per quarter? The loss which would have been borne by the im- 
porting trade of this country during the three years 1882-1884, inclusive, 
and which exceeded $150,000,000, was fortunately, owing to the system in 
| vogue, distributed among outside dealers and capitalists. Thus the burden 
of the change in the level of prices, which would have absolutely ruined the 
trade singly. was divided among theinnumerable army of grain speculators, 
and, comparatively speaking, little felt by any particular individual. 

Believe me, dear sir, faithfully yours, 
GEO. J. S. BROOMHALL, Zditor. 

C. Woop DAVIS, Esq., 

Washington, D. C. 





THE ARLINGTON, WASHINGTON, D.C., U.S. A., 
July 14, 1892. 

MY DEAR SIR: Referring to your favor of the 2d instant, would say that 
the measure intended to suppress gambling in farm products will come up 
for consideration in the Senate on Monday, the i8th, and is likely to pass at 
an eariy day. 

As desired, Isend you copy of the testimony adduced before the House 
Committee on Agriculture, and also of the hearings had, about the same 
time, before the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, wherein I have marked 
such parts as seem to me to bear most directly on the subject. 

J inclose herewith the report of the House committee, and think you will 
find the subject there treated very clearly and concisely, and possibly from 
that youcan draw a statement in relation to the proposed law which will 
answer for the supplement you propose and give your people a good idea of 
its intent and scope. 

I note all you say about the operations of such merchants as Mr. Proctor, 
and would beg leave to suggest that while he may never have sold more 
grain than he owned—somewhere in the world—yet the most if not all 
of his “hedging” sales have necessarily been made in our markets, which 
have thus been loaded down that he might be insured against loss on pur- 
chases made in Australasia, South America, Eastern Europe, and else- 
where: and this is oneof the grave charges we bring against this system 
of trading, i. ¢., that we are thereby made to underwrite and assume all 
the hazards of the transactions of European dealers in all parts of the world, 
while we receive not the slightest compensation for these involuntary 
risks. 

You ask: 

* What would have been the position of the grain trade in Great Britain 
in the year 1884 after the change in the level of wheat prices from 55 to 35 
shillings per quarter? The loss which would have been borne by the im- 
porting trade of this country (Britain) during the three years 1882 to 1884, in- 
clusive, and which exceeded $150,000,000, was, fortunately, owing to the system 
in vogue, distributed among outside dealers and capitalists. Thus the 
burden of the change in the level of prices, which would have absolutely 
ruined the trade singly, was divided among the innumerable army of grain 
speculators, and, comparatively speaking, little felt by any particular indi- 
vidual.”’ 

Doubtless this vicious system was very serviceable at that particular 
juncture to the British grain trade, but at whose cost? Not only did our 
markets—the only markets in the world where ‘short selling ’’ can be made 
available on a large scale—have to carry all the contracts of the domestic 
‘short seller,’’ but as well the hedging andinsuring sales of every European 
merchant who had bought grain either in our marts or elsewhere in ths 
world. Is it any wonder that our producers object to longer enacting the 
role of the packhouse that shall carry the burdens of the whole grain-trad- 
ing world, taking all the risks and without any chance of sharing in the 
benefits or even receiving the ordinary premiums paid to insurers? 
| Itis, as much as anything else, to prevent our markets being loaded down 
by these insuring short sales of the European merchant, who has bought 
| wheat elsewhere, that this measure is being pressed, as such insuring or 
hedging sales are, in many instances, the proverbial last straw. 

Should your merchants attempt to offer actual Australasian or South 
American wheat in our markets, and thus depress the price of the domestic 
product, you would be confronted with a heavy import duty, but your ficti- 
tious wheat is imported and offered daily in immense quantities, duty free, 
in direct competition with the home product. This is free trade with a lash 
tied to it, and we who produce the wheat, cotton, corn, and pork of Amer- 
ica do not like thus to bear all the burdens and assume all the risks of your 
business operations and be wholly unable to secure the least of the benefits. 
Hence we are very earnest in our desires to limit sales for future delivery to 
such parties as either own the property offered or have acquired the right to 
its future possession by virtue of a contract with the owner. In other words, 
all that the proposed act contemplates is tolimitthe contracts outstanding 
at any given time for future delivery to the product that exists and has an 
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owner. Certainly there can be nothing very reprehensible in this and it can 
work no hardship to confine offers to sell to parties who have acquired some 
right to the thing offered. , 
he proposed law does not interfere with legitimate transactions, but simply 

limits the amount which can be pressed upon the market to the product 
available for delivery, and we hold that this is a laudable restriction, if re- 
striction it is. 7 

If yourintporters and dealers require insurance, why not organize insurance 
companies especially to assume such risks and pay such companies for so 
doing, instead of securing such insurance at the cost of the American farmer, 
whose lines are not cast in the most pleasant places? It seems tome this 
would be mere in accord with the Briton’s, alleged love of fair dealing. 

The only Americans who derive any benefit from this phase of the ‘‘option” 
business—insuring short sales of the European—is the broker who executes 
the order of his transatlantic customers; but this class does derive a great 


| 
| 


revenue from the brokerage on such business, and these are the men, with | 


those who transact a domestic business of the same character, who are now 


raising a great hullabaloo over what they are pleased to denominate inter- 


ference with and restriction upon commerce. It is but natural that they 
should raise this clamor, as the passage of this law will deprive them of a 
great and easily won income, although the plying of their useless vocation 
lessens the selling price of all our great farm staples and diminishes the 
meager return of the cultivator. 

You speak of a fear that such a law might “interfere with legitimate en- 
terprise,’’ and while others entertain the same fear there is nothing in the 
proposed law that will cause any serious interference with any legitimate 


undertaking—certainly not cause half the interference brought about by | 


your revenue and sanitary laws. You absolutely prohibit the sale of adul- 
terated and spurious food products, and visit with severe pains and penalties 
(as do we) the misguided man who attempts to sell spirits or tobacco with- 
out having complied with certain legal formalities and met certain heavy 
excise charges, and I desire to inquire if it is any more an ‘‘ interference with 
legitimate enterprise”’ for us to tax the British grain merchant who avails 
himself of our market to insure himself against loss on grain bought in Rus- 


sia or India? Is it not rather laudable legislation which will protect our pro- | 


ducers from such unfair and price-destroying competition? 

Evidently your people, and possibly yourself, look at this subject solely 
from the standpoint of the dealer and importer, living ina purchasing coun- 
try, hence benefited by low prices; while I look at it from the standpoint of 
the American producer, who has been and still is selling his grain, cotton, 
and meats below the cost of production and who believes that the practice 
of ‘‘short-selling”’ is in some measure chargeable with the low prices he 
has of late years received for his products. 

Iremain, my dear sir, 

Yours, very truly, 
Cc. WOOD DAVIS, 

GEORGE J. S. BROOMHALL, Esq., 

Liverpool, England. 


it is perfectly apparent that to the extent of these short sales 
byforeign holders of wheat in our market they operate as an 
addition to the volume of our actual wheat, and are equivalent 
to the importation, duty free, of that amount of wheat for sale 
in our own markets in competition with our actual grain prod- 
uct. In other words, it is practical free trade employed to in- 
troduce a new and dangerous foreign competitor for our chief ag- 
ricultural product. 

The Senator also spoke of the great Armour deal in pork 
some years since. Why, Mr. President, that very transaction 
would have been an impossibility without the ‘‘ futures” system. 
Mr. Armour found that the gamblers in his pork were making 
his market for him. He preferred to have his market based on 
the legitimate operation of the law of supply and demand, but 
the gamblers would not permif him to do so. And when he 
found that they had been depressing the market by short sales 
of his product he determined to give them a lesson which they 
could not fail to remember for a long time. He adopted their 
method and quietly bought all that the short sellers desired to 
sell, so that when hiscontracts matured he had all there was in 
the market and fiction contracts calling for as much more, and 
so the short sellers were obliged to buy his own pork of him to 
fill their contracts with himself. But if this proposed legisla- 
tion had been enacted prior to that transaction there could have 
been no contracts for sales of another man’s pork except for his 
own account and without such sales that turn could not have 
been made. 

But suppose, on the other hand, Mr. Armour’s interest and in- 
clination at that time had been fora lower level of prices, and he 
had thrown all his enormous rroduct on the market and sold ten 
times as much more for delivery in the future, what would have 
become of the farmers’ hog market? And yetitis not to be forgot- 
ten that the Armour corner, although it temporarily raised the 
price of hogs for the farmer, was an eventual disaster because it 
utterly demoralized the market for along time. The reaction 
was so extreme that that phenomenal bull movement proved 
in the end to be quite as disastrous to the farmer in the long 
run as would have been a similar raid on the bear side, result- 
ing in an extreme decline. 

Does anyone believe that the Chicago Pardridge, the brave, 
alert, unscrupulous, leader of the ‘‘ options ” and “futures ” flock, 
could have succeeded in keeping the grain market in a state of 
utter demoralization, as he has done for along time—himself mak- 
ing the prices for the world—and whether temporarily too high 
or too low, nearly always under conditions most injurious to the 
farmer—if his operations had been regulated and restrained as 
contemplated by the provisions of this proposed legislation? 
Everybody knows that such a performance would have been im- 
possible under such a law as we are now proposing toenact. And | 
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there is no unprejudiced, unbiased man living who is engaged 
in legitimate business—who will not admit that this consumma- 
tion which we seek is more desirable than almost any other that 
can be thought of. ; 

The threats of Pardridge and the others to produce a panic 
and a disastrously lower level of prices if this bill should pass is 
not only an insolence that ought to be sharply rebuked, but it is 
the strongest possible argument for its passage. Undoubtedly 
under present conditions such a plan might be successfully exe- 
cuted, but with some such restraining legislation as this, with a 
compulsory requirement to actually own and have on hand what 
one sells when he sells it and to receive the actual thing bought 
when he buys it, he would find discretion to be the better part 
of valor and not make such an attempt. And if this bill should 
become a law, whoever should undertake such a contract would 
ignominiously fail, bring ruin upon himself and those who should 
follow him, and sooner than perhaps could otherwise be hoped 
the wisdom of this legislation would be proven by its enemies 
themselves. 

The Senatorfrom Missouri[Mr. VEST]says that the New York 
stock market is now ‘“‘ pulseless,” ‘‘ lethargic,” that when there 
is ‘‘speculative activity prices advance.” It is a notorious fact 
that the New York stock market is and has been for years a 
very charnel-house for the hopes, the fortunes,and the reputations 
of the mass who have dealt therein. It has been under the un- 
disputed control of a fewmen. The ordinary laws regulating 
values have exerted very little influence on prices when a few 
great leaders have combined to quizken the pulse of speculation, 
to crcate activity, and make prices advance so as to enable 
them to indulge in short sales at the top of the market to the 
lambs ‘‘lethargic ” from too much shearing. The trouble with 
the New York stock market is that too many lambs have been 
led to the Wall streetslaughterhouse in the recent past. There 
are not enough left now to go around. Our friends over there 
must wait awhile for a new crop. 

Tue present condition of the stock market proves nothing ex- 
cpt that the mass of the speculators of this country have been 
driven out of Wall street by this very system of market fixing 
which makes legitimate speculation impossible. 

There can be found nowhere a better illustration of the hor- 
rors of this whole business—at which this legislation is aimed— 
than this very condition of the New York stock market to which 
the Senator referred in his recent speech. 

Mr. President, there are two other great interests of this coun- 
try which I think would be particularly benefited by remov- 
ing —or at least minimizing the deadly influence of this system— 
I mean the railroads and the banks. Under present conditions 
the volume of grain shipments is irregular and unreliable. Ship- 
ments are constantly subjected to the whims of the gamblers in 
the grain pits and are necessarily irregular in volume and pe- 
riodicity. A mere freak of the market, under the manipulating 
influence of asingle leading speculator, may produce a sudden 
demand for all the rolling stock scattered east, west, north, and 
south over a great system of roadsfor immediate service for the 
removal from interior elevators and warehouses to Chicago and 
other trading centers of the accumulations of grains thereat. 
The assembling of a vast number of freight cars on short notice 
to meet such an emergency is a very expensive perfoymance, a 
great strain upon the company, and injurious to its own business 
and that of its patrons generally. It is at such times that the 
greatest destruction to life and property on these lines occur. 

As I have sa‘d before, the breaking up of this syst>m and a 
return to the governance of the law of supply and demand and 
normal conditions of trade generally would change the rule of 
distribution and result in a more equal division of the grain 
shipments through all the months of the year. Sporadic move- 
ments, such as | have described, would infrequently oceur. The 
business of the so-called granger roads under such conditions 
cou'd be carried on with greater economy and safety, enabling 
the companies to make large concessions to shippers in the way 
of rates and yet receive better remuneration than they now do 
for their service. The use of bank capital in the grain trade 
would then ba secured by the actual grain and distributed among 
a larger number of borrowers, all dealing legitimately and ‘all 
having the best class of security in the form of warehouse re- 
ceipts representing actual grain. Customers’ demands, partic- 
ularly in the case of interior banks, would also be more evenly 
distributed through the business year and their capital could 
thus be more economically, profitably, and securely employed. 
It is perfectly apparent also, if my theory is correct, that this 
change in trade and distribution conditions generally would re- 
sult in very great advantage to borrowers at bank for legiti- 
mate uses in general business and particularly in real-estate trans- 
actions. 

Mr. President, by this bill the broker is presented two alter- 
natives. He can trade to the extent of his ability and desire in 
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all that he owns or that anyone else owns for whom he is agent, 
fre » of tax, or he can trade in ‘‘options” and “ futures” for com- 
modities which neither he nor his principal, be he buyer or seller 


of options or futures, possesses in fact, nor expects to possess act- | 
1ally at any time in the future. 
But in the latter case his dealings under the theory of this 


bill are an assault upon the general welfare, and the public mor- 
als; they are therefore against public policy; they are obstructive 

and a positive injury to internal commerce, and the public 
which r 
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‘ceives this great detriment from a method or system of | 


trade so hurtful; may properly—constitutionally require those | 
who thus deal to pay into the Treasury of the people, in the 
way of excises, such sums as will measurably compensate for the 


great injuries sustained by them; and which, at the same time, 
alternatively, may operat: to prohibit. Tomy mind itis perfectly 
clear that the best, mostdirect, most easily employed instrumen- | 


tality known to the Constitution may be employed to get rid of 
an evil at war with the general welfare. The one proposed by 
this bill not only the best in all respects, but it 
method whereby compensation and prohibition, as the case may 
reguire, can be reached through one and the same constitutional 
proc.s3. There are plenty of decisions to sustain this theory, 
and the duty of Congress in such cases is clearly within these 
lines. . 

It is not necessary, however, for me to elaborate this theory. 
The able argument of my distingiushed friend from Oregon 
{[Mr. MITCHELL] the other day on this very line renders any such 
effort on my part unnecessary. 

Mr. President, it will not do to trifle with this matter. 
bifl must not be set aside because the people who are carrying 
on this business demand to be let alone. 
prayer behind which men profiting by evil methods seek to in- 
trench themselves. 

This fiction trading is the most prolific source of dissatisfac- 
tion, disquiet, and apprehension that has ever existed in this 
country. The bases of many of the colossal fortunes which have 
been the marvel of the present generation are believed by the 
mass of our people to be traceable directly to this system; and 
the f thousands of men all over the country is known to 


ls 


ruin of 
have the same origin. 


The system is universally reprobated. | 


is the only | 


This | 


This is always the | 


| tive, 
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wish to interfere with the business of dealing in options and fu- 
tures, who are of the opinion that this kind of transactions 
should stop and that they should cease to be a part of the busi- 
ness of the country, and they have their choice. They may vote 
for theamendment of the Senator from Mississippi|Mr.GEORGE}, 
which is direct legislation in contravention of the right of 
dealing with options and futures, or they may vote for the 
original bill, which proposes a money tax upon these transac- 
tions. I think such is the policy of both measures that either 
is thoroughly justified not only by the correct construction - 
the Constitution but also by we ll-established precedents in th 
legislation of the country. 

[ know it may be said ‘this is doing by indirection, where the 
taxing power is used, what may as well be done directly. It has 
been said by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. V EST| that this use 
of the taxing power was a subversion or abuse of it, and that it 
was @ devious, unfair use of it; but it has been used in just such 
instances. I might mention many such instances if time did not 
press, where both in the civil and criminal jurisprudence the 
indirect method of reaching an evil has been preferrod by the 
Legislature, both State and nationa! , to the direct and imme- 
diate methods. 

Take an instance which has become very common, and apply 
it to the passage of either of these provisions, and even both 
might become alaw. Suppose that a person were arrested, hav- 
ing become amenable under the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi, it having become a law. He is indicted for dealing 
in futures and options under the penalty of that section. It 
would be necessary to prove in such a case that he had so dealt, 
and the section sets it out very fully, I think, and very fairly. 
The whole question, indeed, was discussed with extreme ability, 
with that philosophic calm which has made the name of the 
Senator from Mississippi already historic in this respect. Sup- 
posing such a person indicted and it were proved that he had to 
do with such transactions, that he undertook to sell wheat that 
he did not own—here is a negative, and a very ponderous nega- 
for proof—wheat that he did not have any interest in, 


| either direct or indirect; that he offered tosell ittoa person who 


And certainly such asystem which all mankind believe to be hurt- | 


ful to legitimate commerce, to public morals, and generally preju- 
dicial to the general welfare ought to receive the attention of 
Congress to the end that at least it may receive the seal of its 
condemnation. 
Mr. TURPIE. 


Mr. President, I concur very heartily with all 


did not wish to buy for any purpose, and who had no interest, 
direct or indirect, in the purchase of wheat for any purpose— 
proof very difficult to be made out. 

I am not certain but that convictions might take place under 
the law, should the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi 
become such; but what I do say is that here is an instance where 


| the indirect method is much more plain and satisfactory than 


that has been said by the Senator from Nebr oie a[Mr. PADDOCK] | 


in relation to the pending measure. 
sound in law and good 
noxious to the 
against it with so much force and sincerity. 

in saying this, I do not altogether agree with what has been 
advanced by some of the fr iends of the pending measure. The 
learned Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] yesterday stated 
the opinion very deliberately that the taxing power itself inde- 
pendently was sufficient to justify this measure or any other 


[ believe that its policy is 
morals, and that the measure is not ob- 


constitutional objections which have been urged | 


whichin the judgment of Congress should be subjected to its | 
operation. I donot believe that the taxing power of the Fed- 
eral Government is so extensive in its functions, but I am of the | 
opinion that when aflirmatively and independently from another 
and a different source power is given to the Federal Govern- 
ment to deal by act of Congress with asubject, Congress has the 
choice of methods and may proceed directly by a penal prohibi- 
tory enactment, or it may proceed indirectly by a measure of 


taxation, and that both are equally legitimate. I think the his- 
of legislation and jurisprudence upon those questions will 
this. 

ke, for instance, the case of Veazie vs. Fenno, so often quoted. 
Congress there had the independent power under the currency 


tor’ 


snoyv 


the direct method, for if an indictment were made under the 
original bill as to the tax, the question and the inquiry would be 
entirely different. The United States district attorney would 
have the revenue collector for the district sworn. ‘* Do you 
know the accused?” ‘* Yes, sir, I have known him. I have 
known him two or three years. I have methimoften.” ‘Have 
you brought your books with you?” ‘Yes, sir, they are in 
court.” ‘Has the accused ever paid the license of $1,000 and 
taken out the proper papers as a dealer in options and futures?” 
The collector answers *‘ No, he has not; he has never been in 
my office on business in his life; he is not a licensed dealer.” 
That is the end of the case: there is a verdict and judgment of 
guilty; and the accused is delivered to the officer and the officer 

‘sasts him into prison, where he may hear somewhat of that wail- 
ing and weeping which has so often been heard from the crushed 
wretches who have been broken on the wheel in the wheat pit 
of Chicago. 

This is one of the reasons why both iocal and national legisla- 
tures have chose ie indirect method of quashing these evils, of 
destroying them and of removing them, instead of the direct 
method. Both are equally legitimate. 

Now, as to the main question, I think there can be no doubt 


| that these practices are destructive of interstate commerce. 


| They 


clause to coin money and under the commerce clause to regulate 
commerce. It had the independent affirmative power to deal 
with this subject, thinking that it would strengthen the public 
credit, that it would promote a better system of currency, that 
it would enable the country to carry more easily the very great 
pecuniary burdens of the war; Congress had the right to sup- 
press the currency of the State banks and might have done it by 
a penal prohibitory statute, or by atax upon their issues. Either 
Wi ritimate. It lay with Congress to prefer, and it did prefer 
to tax theissuessothatthe banks were obliged to wind up their 
business and co out of existence. 

So in this case Lam perfectly clear that Congress kas the in- 
dependent power to deal with the practice of dealing in options | 
and futures as deleterious to and destructive of legitimate inter- 
state commerce, and not only to deal directly with the evil as 
such and make it a crime but also to deal indirectly with it by 
imposing a tax destructive of its operations. 


Both of these measures ar 


here preferred by Senators who 


are destructive of interstate merchants, absolutely destruc- 
tive of them. There is a very large zone of States in the West 
and Northwest which are tributary to Chic ago. There are Ohio 
and Indiana. I do not speak of Illinois, for I spe a. = inter- 


state trade and a cycle of States, going to the extreme far West, 
that are tributary to that great me tropolis of the lakes, all of 


them drawing their supplies from what may be called the circuit 
of delivery of the city of Chicago. 

Men from those States go to that city to deal in the ordinary 
manner, to purchase their goods for their stores. While there 
they hear talk about enormous gains on the corn exchange and 
in the wheat market. They are a class of men quite numerous, 
too, engaged as merchants, I might say country merchants, who 
have an ambition to figure, and, indeed,a very great desire to 
figure, as operators upon these boards. When this talk comes 
to the ears of such a dealer his ordinary business becomes tame, 
dull. He no longer takes any interest in it; cares not what 
amount of calico he buys or at what price; all the ordinary goods 
and wares in which he has dealt for years lose their interest for 
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him, and he goes and ventures and ventures, ventures until his 
whole credit and stock are gone as margins. 

You may visit hundreds of cities, towns, villages, and hamlets 
in Indiana and adjoining States in that region of which I have 
spoken as being tributary to Chicago, and in every one of them 
you will find some victim of this business of dealing in options 
and futures. In every business street of such city, town, village, 
or hamlet you will tind the commercial bones of the broken 
bankrupts, whitening and bleaching from the effects of that ruin 
which has overtaken them. 

It is not only destructive of the persons engaged in interstate 
commerce; it is also destructive very largely of the farmers, a 
class specially interested in this bill, even from a more extended 
view. 

I have known many a farmer in its very toils, one to whom 
cards would be no kind of temptation, who would not be at ail 
tempted by the green cloth, by the roulette, by the rouge et noir. 
But such a one, visiting Chicago out of curiosity or for any so- 
cial or public purpose, as many gatherings are held there, is ap- 
proached with talk about wheat, invisible wheat; talk about corn 
invisible corn; and talk about oats, impalpable oats. He has al- 
ways been familiar with these products, having, indeed, been en- 
gaged perhaps somewhat in the business of buying and selling 
them at home. He is deluded and snared and finally takes one 
option, and then another, and then another, until the old plan- 
tation acres, forest, fountain, improvements, home, homestead, 
are all swallowed up in this whirlpool of bankruptcy and de- 
struction. 

Sir, there is not a more disastrous, more ruinous practice to 
legitimate interstate commerce, more disastrous or ruinous to 
agriculture, both directly and indirectly, than that practice, 
made penal and denounced by this bill. 

I have heard from gentlemen who live inthe Southern portion 
of our country that during the palmiest days of what was called 
the ‘‘ peculiar institution,” slavery, persons who bred slaves for 
the market or persons who made a business of buying and selling 
men and women, although they might accumulate large wealth 
in that business, although they might accumulate much muney, 
and could have a certain standing among their neighbors and in 
the business community where they resided, still there was as 
to such persons always a certain social disparagement, a brand 
fixed upon them by honor, by conscience; a brand I think very 
creditable to the society which tolerated thatinstitution. These 
men were permitted to transact their business. Their contracts 
were regarded as legal, but they themselves were stigmatized as 
engaged in an illicit traffic. 

Now, sir, all traffic is not legitimate although the law may 
allow it. Tbe gambling in farm products is not honorable al- 
though the law may have allowed and winked at it. The gam- 
bling deal is not really a business transaction at all, and I believe 
that in a quarter of a century from now the same odium and dis- 
favor will attach to the gambling speculator in human food and 
to the gambling speculator in farm prodtcts as formerly at- 
tached to the slave-trader and the slave-breeder of the South. 

Men will wonder that such practices were ever tolerated? 
Twenty-five years from now, in my judgment, men will whisper 
as they say: '‘ Why, it is true these practices did produce enor- 
mous evils, but they arose very shortly after the close of the great 
civil war; our people were too much engaged in healing the wounds 
of war, inrestoring the abraded business relations which that con- 
vulsion had brought upon us, and in seeking new avenues of inter- 
course and a new status of trade and of labor; our people were 
too busy to attend to what might be deemed the smaller morali- 
ties of the market. But in 1892, after public attention had been 
called to this subject, there was very short shrift made of the 
gamblers in human food. We passed a law absolutely prohibit- 
ing it. They were visited with an overthrow irrecoverable.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1273) to authorize the entry of lands chiefly valuable 
for building stone under the placer-mining laws; 

A bill (H.R. 3156) to correct the military record of James 
Corridan, Fourth United States Infantry; 

A bill(H. R.4385) to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline County 
Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 4667) to incorporate the Maryland and Washing- 
ton Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey, 

A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Addison 
M. Copen; and 

A bill (H.R. 7974) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near Deposit, Ala. 
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FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives: which 
was read: ) 

Resolved by the House of Repres fatives (ti S¢ 
President of the Senate and the Spea 
clare their respective Houses adjour 
1892, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is usual to refer such aresolution toa com- 
mittee of this body. I think, under the circumstances, however, 
it is not necessary to make a reference at this time, as the chief 
impediment now in the way of final adjournment is the passage 
of the sundry civil appropriation bill. Whenthat bill shall have 
been passed I take it that the two Houses can adjourn within a 
very brief period: but until that bill shall have been passed it 
seems tome that it would be unwise to take action respecting an 
adjournment, as it is impossible to adjourn until that bill i 
pass 2d. : 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 

Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: After consultation with the 
members of the Committee on Appropriations I will move that 
the resolution respecting final adjournment be referred to that 
commitiee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, if there be no objection. Thi 
Chair hears none, and it is so referred. 

HEIRS OF JOHN R. TREUTLEN. 

Mr. HUNTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R.4993) for the relief of the heirs of 
John R. Treutlen. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes pay to the 
heirs of John R. Treutlen, late an employé in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, $333.33, being the difference in the salaries paid to 
laborers and that paid to messengers, which latter office he filled 
from the 7th day of April, 1881, to the 17th day of December, 
1881, performing all the duties of messenger and receiving only 
the pay of laborer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FOREST RESERVATIONS. * 

Mr. FELTON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
table the resolution reported this morning from the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
relating to the investigation of forest reservations in California. 


‘ é '), That the 
of the House of Representatives de 


d Without day on Sa July 30, 





















The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Whereas under the provisions of the act of Congre appro O rl 
1890, certain lands in the State of California were made forest 1 ‘rvations 
and 

Whereas there were included in said reservation several th: ind acres of 
land upon which homestead, preémption, and other settlers had entered ar 
made homes and extensive improvements; and 

W hereas said lands referred to are to a very small exte if any, timber 
lands: but. on the contrary, have been and can be cultivated: Therefore 

Be it resolved, That a committee consisting of three Senators be appointed 
to investigate the matter of the reservation of said lands and report to the 
S ute What action ought to be taken to protect the rights l na fide 
settler Who may be included in said reservation 

That said committee be authorized to sit during the recess, to i for per 
sous and papers, and do all things necessary to a full inv igation of t 
merits of the case; 

rhat the necessary expenses incurred in this investigation shall be p 
out of the contingent fund of the United States Senat 

That the said committee shall make a full report at the s nd n of 
the Fifty-second Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In pursuanceof the resolution just 


passed, the Chair appoints as members of the committee the 
Senator from California [Mr. FELTON], the Senator from South 
Dakota |[Mr. KYLE], and the Senator from Alabama [{[Mr. Mor- 
GAN|. 

DISTRICT CORPORATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. GORMAN, Mr. MCMIL- 
LAN, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. BRICE as the mem- 
bers of the s:lect committee to investigate and report as to the 
capital stock, bonds, and other evidences of debt of incorporated 
companies in the District of Columbia, ete. 

PORTRAIT OF GEN. GEORGE H. THOMAS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask leave to call up for present consid- 
eration the bill (S. 680) to authorize the purchase of Lawrie’s 
picture of Gen. George H. Thomas. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, it has never been my 
ood fortune to see this portrait of Gen. Thomas, painted by Mr. 
Lawrie. I presume, from the affirmative action taken by the 
Committee on the Library, that it is a work of great merit. I 
am aware of the fact, however, that in the Capitol, and I think 
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in the room of the Committee on the Library, there is a portrait 
of Gen. George H. Thomas, painted by a Kentucky soldier, a 
comraie and companion of Gen. Thomas, who was not only a 
most excellent soldier but a great artist. It was his misfortune 
after he had painted this picture to become totally blind by rea- 
son of a wound received in battle while serving under Gen. 
Thomas, 

That picture, painted from life, is a most lifelike portrait of 
that distinguished soldier. My impression is that the Senate of 
the United States twice, and I think the other House once, 
passed a bill or bills providing for the purchase of that picture. 
I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana at this time why 
it is that that picture seems to have ‘‘ gone glimmering,” and to 
be heard of no more, while the Government is now about to pur- 
chase a picture by another artist of this celebrated Union sol- 
dier? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will answer as nearly asI can. I have 
great sympathy for Mr. Price, who painted the picture alluded 
to by the Senator from Nebraska. He has always insisted upon 
a pr.ce, however, which I thought was beyond its merits. He 
has insisted 0. five or six thousand dollars, and would have 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have been on that committee all the 
time and I have talked with Mr. Price over and over about it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam sure that Gen. Price, when here 
himself, told me, and [ communicated the fact in more than one 
interview to the Senator from Indiana, that $2,500 would be sat- 
isfactory. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Thathas certainly escaped my recollection. | 


The Senator from Kentucky of course is correct. That picture, 
however,is not equal totheotherasaworkofart. There isin the 
great career of Gen. George H. Thomas enough to justify the pur- 
chase of more than one portrait of him—s2veral more than one. 


He was one of the great historic figures that towered up during | 


the war of the rebellion—a man of Southern birth, a Virginian, 


with strong sympathies and ties for his State, who cast his lot | 


with the Union cause and distinguished himself at every step 
he took. 
This is no bar to the purchase of Gen. Price’s picture—the gen- 


tleman whom the Senator from Nebraska alludes to. He isa} 


blind man, it is true, andI repeat I have every sympathy for 
him, and I would under proper circumstances be willing to make 
that purchase; but I think, in securing at least one, Lawrie’s 
should be the first. 

I have in my hand the following letter from Maj.Gen. Howard: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE EAST, 
Governors Island, N. Y., June 2, 1892. 


JULY 28, 


certifying to the correctness and value and merit of this paint- 
ing. In doing this I only repeat what I said when I rose, that I 
do not disparage the work of the unfortunate man in whom the 
Senator from Nebraska and the Senator from Kentucky are in- 
terested and in whom I am interested. The price had escaped 
my recollection until the Senator from Kentucky mentioned it. 
I shall be perfectly willing at the next session to purchase that 
portrait also. Two oil paintings of aman like Gen. George H. 
Thomas are a very slight tribute to his transcendent merits and 
abilities. One should be placed in this Capitol for the young 
and rising generation to look on as they pass through a; an ex- 
ample of manly merit; another by all means should be put in the 
War Office, which his services so greatly honored in his life- 
time, 

So I wish to assure the Senator from Nebraska that I am inno 
sense antagonizing the painting by Mr. Price. I would gladly 
have it. It is a work of fidelity, without being a great painting. 
I have no doubt of its being a work of fidelity. Itisa plain wors, 
but a good, strong work, and the Government ought to have it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish simply to make a suggestion to 


| the Senator from Indiana, and to put him in possession of cer- 


tain facts of which he does not know. 

As IT have said, Gen. Price was the colonel of a Kentucky regi- 
ment, and served with great distinction during the war in the 
Army of the Cumberland, commanded in the greater part of its 
eventful history by Gen. Thomas. This is, [ think, the only 
portrait (unless another that is now in the capital of the Stat» 
of Tennessee is an exception) painted from Gen. Thomas in his 
lifetime. He gave the sittings to this comrade of his. I am not 
a sufficient judge of art to know whether it is a great painting 


| or not, but certainly, as the Senator from Indiana has said, it is 





My DEAR SiR: I understand that you have just introduced a bill for the | 
purchase by the Government of a portrait of Gen. George H. Thomas. The | 


portrait was painted by Alexander Lawrie, esq. 

Just before the painting was completed [ visited Mr. Lawrie’s studio with 
Gen. William D. Whipple, then the adjutant-general of the division. We 
enjoyed our inspection of the portrait very much. It appeared to me to be 
as true a likeness as any I had seen, and gave markedly the peculiar char- 
acteristics of our noble and beloved general. 

iam glad you have this matter in hand, and hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the passage of your bill. 

Very truly, yours, 
OLIVER O. HOWARD, 
Major-General, United States Army. 
Hon. DANIEL W. VOORHEES, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


i read that for the purpose of showing that we have not pro- 
ceeded in any careless way. Gen. Howard knew Gen. Thomas 
intimately, long and well. 

The artist in this case is one of the best trained and most dis- 
tinguished artists in the profession. Ihave here a biography of 
him in brief, showing where he pursued his studies and in what 
other works he has distinguished himself. 


| one that is painted with great fidelity. It is a most exec:+llent 


likeness of Gen. Thomas. 

It was my fortune to serve with that great Virginian for nearly 
four years; I saw him almost daily, and I never have seena pic- 
ture of Gen. Thomas so lifelike as the one by Gen. Price. Its 
merit was such that years ago, immediately after the termina- 
tion of the war, the Society of the Army of the Cumberland, in- 
stituted in Nashville by Gen. Thomas himself, passed a resolu- 
tion recommending to Congress that it purchase this most 
excellent portrait of the old chief and commander of the Army 
of the Cumberland. If the Senator from Indiana has ever known 
that fact Iam sure he must have forgotten it, and perhaps the 
mention of it now will recall it to his mind. I think I stated to 
him in private conversation years ago that this was the fact and 
that the Society of the Army of the Cumberland had made the 
recommendation that this portrait of a soldier by a soldier should 
be possessed by this country. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, my relations with Gen. Thomas 


; commenced in 1862 and I served with him, under his command, 


[am doing only what I conc2ive to be my duty, Mr. President. | 


The Committee on the Library, in looking over the portraits 
maie of Gen. Thomas, thought this was the best and that it 
could be'secured at a reasonable rate. 

There is another portrait I should like to speak well of, and 
that is the one painted by Miss Ransom. I have great respect 
for her. : 

[ have discussed this question often with artists and with their 
friends. The great difficulty about artists 1s that they are 
prone to ask more than the Government is willing to give. Iam 
not ready to say that they ask more than their work is worth. 
[ have no right to thus depreciate their estimate of their own 
work, But this Government is a bear on the market in works 
of art. Wedo not profess to pay large prices. Paintings are 
brought here with the expectation of getting $10,090 for a work. 
They get down to $5,000, and then down to $3,000, or a little be- 
low that perhaps, and then we buy them. 

[ think in honor to the memory of Gen. Thomas it would be 
well to secure this painting. More than that I can not say. I 
produce here a brother officer who served with Gen. Thomas, 


for two years of the war. I saw him almost daily. 

I have examined these portraits with the most earnest desire 
to satisfy myself as to which represents I think one of the great- 
est men the country has produced, certainly a man whose moral 
qualities were unsurpassed. I knew Col. Price, too. I have no 
doubt that the most accurate representation of George H. Thomas 
as we saw him from day to day is in the portrait of Gen. Price. 
It attempts simply to delineate the man a; he appeared to his 
friends and comrades from day to day. I think it is deficient in 
artistic style, and yet I regret to say it, because it is as artistic as 
the man was himself. He was remarkab‘e for the plainness of his 
manners and his dress, and I must say that when I saw the pic- 
ture of Gen. Thomas in the rooms of the Committee on the Li- 
brary I was impressed with its representation of the George H. 
Thomas we saw from day to day. 

[ was called upon then to examine the very magnificent pic- 
ture by Miss Ransom. It is an admirable painting, far s:ipe- 
rior, I think, tothat by Gen. Price in artistic execution. It is 
George H. Thomas the hero; not as he wa; to those who saw 


| him from day to day, but as he was in the realization of an artist 


of very rave excellence. Itisaheroic portrait. Without clai:- 
ing at all to be an artist or a judge of artistic works, I found it 
almes’s impossible to avoid expressing my preferesce for that 
picture. There was so much that was attractive in its style and 
in i's excellence of execution that I hesitated, but yet I must 
say it was not the man I knew. 

Now, in regard to the portrait proposed to be purchased in the 


| pending bill, I think that is excellentalso, but I must confess that 


if the task of making this purchase was conferred upon me, I 
would buy the picture of the great soldier, the true man, the de- 
voted patriot: | would take the one that exhibits him as I saw 
him day by day and week by week, on the march and in battle 
and elsewhere. It is a reproduction of the man; not the manon 
dress parade or review, but the man aswesaw him. Thatis my 
summary of these pictures. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I am indebted to the 
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Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] for having made it 
unnecessary for me to make any statement as to the merits of 
the painting or the merits of the man when he calls the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the portrait of Gen. Thomas which was 
ainted by Gen. Price, and I am also indebted to the Senator 
rom Illinois [Mr. PALMER] for the testimony he has borne to 
the lifelikeness that portrait impresses you with when you see it. 


I am sure from the statement made by the Senator from IIli- | 


nois that there would be a vacuum left unless both of these por- 
traits are purchased. He describes the one as the representa- 
tive of Thomas the hero, and he describes the other as the 
correct lifelikeness of the soldier ashe knew him in service dur- 
ing those years of war. ; ; 

Now, if it meets the views of the Senator from Indiana, who 
reported the bill from the committee, I will move to amend it. 
The amendment I have interlined in the copy of the bill I send 
tothe desk. The effect of the amendment if agreed to will be 


| 
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Mr. WASHBURN. I made the motion to strike out section 
12, giving as the reason that there was noessential use for it and 
it might embarrass the operations of the law somewhat. I think 
there is no reason why it should not go out of the bill, and I 
think it had better go out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment striking out section 12 as amended. _ 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section will b2 read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 12. That every person, association, copartnership, or corporation, ex- 


| cept as hereinbefore provided in section 2, who shall make any contract or 


to purchase both of these portraits and raise the sum from $3,000 | 


to $5,000, putting the purchase price of each at $2,500. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in the 
chair). The Secretary will state the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word ‘‘ exceed,” strike 


agreement for the sale of any of the articles mentioned in section 3o0f this 
act and requiring the delivery of such article subsequent tothe date on which 
such contract or agreement is made, and who, at the time of making thereof, 
is the owner and entitled tothe possession of the article or articles which are 
the subject of, embraced in, or covered by such contract or agreement, or 
has theretofore acquired by purchase, and, at the time of making such con- 
tractor agreement, is entitled to the right to the future possession of such 
article or articles under and by virtue of a contract or agreement for the 
sale and future delivery thereof previously made by the owner thereof, shall, 


| before making any suchcontract or agreement, apply in writing to the col- 


out ‘* $3,000” and insert ‘‘ $2,500;” in line 5, after ‘* the word | 


‘‘Lawrie,” insert ‘‘ and the sum of $2,500 for the purchase of tl 


portrait of Gen. George H. Thomas painted by S. W. Price:” 
and in line 6, strike out ‘*$3,000” and insert ‘* $5,000,” so 2s to 
make the bill read: 

That the Joint Committee on the Library purchase, at a cost not to exceed 
#2,500, the portrait of Gen. George H. Thomas, painted by Alexander Lawrie; 
and the sum of $2,500 for the purchase of the portrait of Gen. George H. 
Thomas, painted by S. W. Price; and the sum of %,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for such purpose. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iaccept the amendment. I think that is 
the best disposition to make of the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. By whom is the latter portrait painted? 

Mr. VOORHEES. By Gen. Price, of Kentucky. 

Mr. HARRIS. Both portraits by the same painter? 

Mr. VOORHEES. No; the first is painted by Mr. Lawrie, and 
that portrait the Committee on the Library reports in favor of, 
an artist of very distinguished merit, who has produced a very 
splendid portrait of Gen. Thomas. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the bill specifies the artist who painted the 
one I think it should specify the artist who painted the other. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It does so. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It does so; and it is proposed to reduce 
the amount which the committee reported to pay for Mr. Lawrie’s 
portrait from $3,000 to $2,500, and purchase Gen. Price’s por- 
trait from him also for $2,500. 

I may be wrong, there are Senators who do not agree with me, 


but I can only say that the sum of $5,000 is a modest sum to honor | 
Gen. Thomas with under the circumstances. This Government | 


has done nothing that I now recall for his memory, and I trust 
there will be no abjection to the purchase of both of these pic- 
tures, one, asI stated awhile ago, to be placed in the War Office 
and the other ought to be kept here in the Capitol. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was repoTted to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the 
purchas? of Lawrie’s and Price's portraits of Gen. George H. 
Thomas.” 


DEALING IN ‘‘OPTIONS” AND ‘‘ FUTURES.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar, Mr. President. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [Icall for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us proceed with the Calendar, unless 
the Senator from Minnesota desires to proceed with the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I propose to proceed with the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 


demands the regular order, and the unfinished business will be 


proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill(H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options ” and “ fu- 
tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question ison the 


out sections 12 and 13, upon which the Senator from Minnesota | 


[Mr. WASHBURN] has demanded a division. The question will 
therefore be first taken on striking out section 12. 


ne | 


lector of internal revenue for the district in which such person, association, 
copartnership, or corporation shall reside or have a piace of business, set- 
ting forth the same facts as mentioned and required in the application 
referred to and provided for in section 5 of this act, and shall thereupon 
pay tosuch collector the sum of # as a license fee for making, or for con- 
ducting the business of making such contracts or agreements, aud there- 
upon the collector shall issue to such applicant a certiticate. in such form 
as the Commissioner of Interna] Revenue shall prescribe, that such applicant 
is authorized, for the period of one year from the date of such certilicate, to 
make contracts or agreements for the sale and subsequent delivery of any 
of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act, of which such licensee at 
the timé of making any such contract or agreement is the owner, or is then 
entitled to the future possession of under and by virtue of a contract or 
agreement for the sale and future delivery of such article or articles pre- 
viously made by the owner thereof. And any person, association, copart- 
nership. or corporation who shall make any such contract or agreement 
without having paid the license fee herein required and without having acer- 
tificate from the collector of interaalrevenue authorizing the making of such 
contracts and agreements shall be subject to, and be required to pay, afine of 
not less than $1,000 nor more than %,000. Such certificate may be renewed 
annually on compliance with the provisions of this section. And such li- 
censee shall keep a book in which shall be entered the date of, the names 
and places of residence or business of the parties to, the kind and amount 
of the articles the subject of, embraced in, or covered by any contracts or 
agreements for sale and future delivery which may be made by such li- 
censee under authority of the certiticate provided for in this section, and 
the time at which delivery thereof is to be made; which book shall at all 
times be subject to inspection by the collector or deputy collector of in- 
ternal revenue, or by any duly authorized agent of the Internal Revenue 
Department. Such licensee shall also make on the first Tuesday of each 
and every month to the collector of internal revenue, by whom the cer- 
tificate herein provided for may have been issued, a monthly report of all 
such contracts or agreements that shall have been made by such licensee 
during the preceding month, which report shall contain all the facts and 
items hereinbefore required to be entered inthe book to be kept by such li- 
censee; and such report shall be entered by said collector in a book to be 
kept by himin his office for that purpose. And any such licensee who shall 
fail or refuse to keep the book and enter therein the facts and items as by 
this section required, or shall fail or refuse to submit such book to the in- 
spection of the collector, deputy collector, or duly authorized agent of the 
Internal Revenue Department, or who shall fail or refuse to make report to 
the collector of internal revenue as by this section required, shall for each 
and every such failure or refusal be required to pay to such collector a fine 
of not less than #100 nor more than %,000. Anditshall be theduty of the col- 
lector of internal revenue to keep in his office a book in which shall be reg- 
istered a copy of each and every application made to him under this section, 
an 1a statement in connection therewith as to whether a certificate has been 
issued and for what period, which book or register shall be a public record 
and be subject to the inspection of any and all persons. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendmentof the Senator from Virginia[Mr. DANIEL], tostrike 
out section 13 of the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to state that that section should 
not be stricken out under any circumstances; that it is abso- 
lutely necessary to carrying out and enforcing the law. With- 
out it the measure would be of no earthly account in my judg- 
ment. As to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], apart from the question of constitu- 
tionality, the difficulty would be that there is no way of enforc- 
ing the law. Section 13 is a provision whereby if any man vio- 
lates the law there is a way of detecting him and he can not 
escape: and it is done without interfering with anybody who is 
not a violator of the law. T shou'd not want the section stricken 
out under apy circumstances. 

Mr. PALMER. [understand that the pending question is to 
strike out sectign 13. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the pending question. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to have the section read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The section will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 13 as 
amended, in the following words: 

Sec. 13. Whenever any contract or agreement for the sale and future de- 
livery of any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act shall be made, 
and the making thereof shall not be reported to the collector of internal 


, ee ae ° yo | revenue, either as required by section 9 or as required by section 12 of this 
amendmentof the Senator from Virginia[Mr. DANTEL], to strike | 


act, orifit shall have been reported to the said collector as a contract or 
gzreement of the nature and character mentioned in and authorized to be 
made under a certificate issued pursuant to the provisions of section 12 of 
this act, and it shall come to the knowledge of such collector, or he shall have 
reasonable cause to believe that the party by whom such contract or agree- 
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ment was made as vendor was not, at the time of the making thereof, the 
owner of the article or articles which were the subject of, embraced in, or 
covered by such contract or agreement, and had not then acquired, and was 
not then entitled to, the right to the future posession of such article or arti- 
cles under and by virtue of a contract or agreement for the sale and future 
delivery thereof previously made by the owner of such article or articles, it 
shall be the duty of such collector to require the party who shall have made 
such contract or agreement as veudor, to forthwith furnish to such collector 
proof of such vendor's ownership, or right or title to the future possession of 
the article or articles so embraced in or covered by such contract or agree- 
ment, and said party shall thereupon make and file with such collector an affi- 
davitstating by whom the saidarticle or articles were owned at the time said 
contract or agreement was made, and if afflant was not at that time such 
owner, Whether at the time of making such contract or agreement affiant 
Was entitled to the right to the future possession of said article or articles 
and how such right was acquired. Such affidavit shall also state the ware- 
house, elevator, or other place where said article or articles are stored, or, 
if the same be then in the possession of a vessel, railroad, or other carrier 
for transportation, the name of such vessel, railroad, or carrier, and the 
number and date of each separate bill of lading or receipt issued by such 
vessel, railroad, or carrier therefor, and the amount or quantity of such ar- 
ticle or articles called for by such bill of lading or receipt; and such affida- 
vit shall further state the amount or quantity of other articles of the kind 
embraced in and covered by such contract or agreement which said affiant 
is then the owner of, or entitled to the future possession of, and any andyall 
contracts or agreements which affiant may have made, and which are then 
outstanding and remaining uncanceled, for the sale and future delivery of 
any such article or articles ofsuch kind. And said partyis further required if 
demanded by such collector, to exhibit to the collector the original receipt of 


| 


| citizens and to communities in this country. 


those sacred principles of personal rights which lay down at the 
very root of all the doctrines of liberty which we have taught to 
It puts the citizen 


| at the mercy of the internal-revenue collector, and shows no re- 


| amount of wheat, we will say. 


spect for those sentiments of constitutional jurisprudence and of 
manly independence which must lay at the root of all institu- 
tions which are based on human liberty. It is an invasion of 
home, it is an invasion of the countingroom, and it is an indig- 
nity to the American citizen. 

_Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Virginia overstateg the matter. The section has already been 
amended by striking out-the criminal part of it. As a matter of 
fact, all that the thirteenth section does, when you come to ex- 
amine it, is this: A party goes onto a board of trade and sells an 
The internal-revenue collector, 
or anyone, has a belief that he does not own that grain; and all 
he is required to do is to have the party selling it make proof of 
ownership. If he owns the wheat he has the proof; he has the 


| warehouse receipts; or he has his bills of lading; or he has the 


the warehouse or elevator where the aforesaid article or articles are then | 


stored, or the bill of lading or receipt of the vessel, railroad, or other carrier 
having possession of said article or articles for transportation. And incase 


said party shall fail or refuse to make and file with the collector the said affi- | 


davit whenso required, or shall fail or refuse toexhibit the said warehouse or | 


elevator receipt or said bill of lading, whenso demanded, such failure or re- 
fusal shall constitute and be deemed and held to be prima facie evideace that 
the contract or agreement so made by said party was a ‘‘ futures ”’ contract 
or agreement as described and defined insection 2of this act, and said party 
shall thereupon become liable and be required to pay to said collector upon 
the article or articles which are the subject of, embraced in, or covered by 
such contract or agreement, the amount or amounts of special taxes im- 
posed and required by section 4 of this act to be paid for and upon an arti- 
cle or articles of the same kind when sold under any ‘futures’ contract or 
agreement; and if when such contract was made, the party making the 
same was not authorized, by acertificate issued to him under the provisions 
of section 5 of this act, to make ‘“futures’’ contracts or agreements, then 
said party shall also become liable and be required to pay the further sum 
of 1,000 prescribed by said section 5 of this act as a license fee for conduct- 
ing the business of dealer in “futures.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, this section 13 is one of the 
harshest provisions of criminal statutory law that I have ever 
heard read. Itis at war with the whole spirit of English and 
American criminal jurisprudence. 

In the first place, it requires a citizen to prove his innocence. 
If he does not come forward and prove that he was the owner of 
property which he has contracted to deliver in future and which 
itwould be presumed that he owned unless he was acriminal, he is 
to be taken ipso facto as a guilty man. In other words, he is at 
the mercy of the internal-revenue collector. 
a warrant from a commissioner of the United States or a justice 
of the peace, or that any citizen should have charged him with 
being guilty, but when he is suspected because he has made a 
contract which is recognized as a fair contract under the com- 
mon law to deliver property in future he is deemed guilty and 
must come forward and prove his innocence of any invasion of 
the statute. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. In the second place—I will yield to the Sena- 
tor in one moment—not only is he required by this proposed 
law to prove his innocence, but he must come forward and make 
his own oath to his innocence and must by @ffidavit swear him- 
self to be guiltless of the offense with which he has not been 
charged but with which he is assumed to be guilty. 

In the third place, it submits his whole business transactions 
and affairs to an inquisition. If he has not disproved his guilt, 
if he has not sworn’himself innocent, all of his personal and pri- 
vate business affairs are to be probed into by an internal-revenue 


wheat in sight; and that is all he has to do. But if a man vio- 
lates the law then he is caught. That is the object of the thir- 
teenth section. There is no hardship about it for an honest man. 
It would be a hardship for a man who was attempting to violate 
the law. 
No rogue e’er felt the halter draw, 
With good opinion of the law 

That is the only case in which there is hardship. No man en- 
gaged in legitimate business, no man who has sold property and 
has the property to sell, will be affected in the slightest degree. 
For that reason it is all-important that we shall have that means 
for detecting those men who will be inclined to violate the law. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I did not wish to prolong my 
remarks, but I am so well satisfied that this isan invasion of the 
constitutional rights of the citizen, thatI beg leave to call atten- 
tion toa provision in the Constitution of the United States, which, 
in my judgment, it invades in spirit if it does not in letter. 

It is Article V of the amendments to the Constitution, the 
whole of which I will read, that its spirit may be gathered from 
the context: 

No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, 
unless On a presentment orindictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising 
in the land or naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of 


war or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any 


| criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, 


It does not require | 


| examined. 


or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken 
for public use, without just compensation. 

Mr. President, whenever a statute shaves closely to this line 
of defenseof the rights of the citizen it ought to be very critically 
This is a measure itself of shifts and evasions. Itis 


| an assumption of jurisdiction in a disguise by which Congress 


collector, and without search warrant his transactions are to be | 


exposed and opened to the world. 

If the property is in a certain situation to admit of it he must 
produce a bill of lading, and then, at the end, if he is found guilty, 
he is not fined as a criminal would be fined if he had been ar- 
raigned before a jury, but he is required to come to the Govern- 
ment of the United States and get a license, ex post facto, by the 
payment of $1,000, covering what he has done and making it le- 
gitimate and proper. 

If there was ever such a torturing and twistin’ and confusing 


_and just manner of dealing with our citizens. 


of civil and criminal jurisprudence in an act like this I have | 


never witnessed it before. 
can not stand as itis. It refers to andembodies in its provisions 
and has relation to the twelfth section, which has already been 
stricken out. Of course that will be amended—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator will yield,I will state that 
{ have already sent to the desk some amendments to the thir- 
teenth section. 


Mr. DANIEL. If the whole section is not stricken out it will 


be amended, but in my judgment the whole section ought to go 
out. 


It is unreasonable, it is unjust, it isa revolution against 


At any rate, the thirteenth section | 


steals jurisdiction that does not legitimately and honestly belong 
to it, and which it concedes does not belong to it legitimately 
when it puts itself in this shape. 

In the enforcement of that jurisdiction, there is another series 
of shifts and evasion, punishing a man and n®aking him amen- 
able to the heavy hand of the law, without that due process of 
investigation, and without giving him that fair trial, and with- 
out allowing him to be confronted with his accusers which are 
doctrines that belong to the very primers which we read to our 
children for them to remember when they grow up to be men. 

Here not only is this person compelled to give evidence 
against himself, if such evidence exists, but he is compelled by 
the very attitude in which you place him to come forward and 
swear himself innocent and to prove the gravamen of the accu- 
sation under which it is sought to lay the hand of the law upon 
him. 

Mr. President, that is not the fair, straightforward, honest 
If a man, after 
this bill has been enacted into a law, shall make a sale of prop- 
erty which he possesses, or which he has contracted to possess, 


| or which he does not possess, but has contracted to deliver, he 


is made by this measure a violator of the laws of the United 
States. 

It being conceded then in this hypothetical case that the citi- 
zen would have violated the law, what is the duty of the repre- 
sentative of the law, and how does he stand with relation to the 
violated statute? He stands upon his deliverance with the bur- 
den of proof upon him whocharges that he has violated the stat- 
ute to come forward and to show it, and he is entitled to be cited 
before that court which has appropriate jurisdiction. He is en- 
titled to have the charge made against him read to him. He is 
entitled to be confronted with his witnesses, and unless the State 


| which has charged and impugned him has the evidence with 





which to demonstrate his guilt, he can fold his arms and seal his 
lips and say, ‘‘I stand upon the assumption of innocence, which 
guards the humblest as well as the most powerful in the land.” 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him? ies” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
vield to the Senator from Oregon? 

“ Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not a fact that in the revenue laws of 
the country, for instance, when the income tax was in operation, 
as it was for a great many years in this country, parties were re- 
quired to furnish an affidavit as to the amount of their incomes? 
Is it not a fact that, under the customs laws of the country, per- 
sons coming into our ports are required to furnish an affidavit 
as to their possessions, as to whether they have dutiable arti- 
cles, and do not certain consequences follow under the law the 
failure to give those affidavits? Furthermore, is it not a fact 
that if under this section where it is alleged a party has made 
a contract that is supposed to have come within the definition 
of the law and to be unlawful unless he has the license, if he 
comes forward and makes the affidavit, then there is to be no 
question to be determined against him in a prima facie sense, or 
in any other sense? He has all the rights then that any man 
has. Ina word, is there any difference in effect betweeu the 
character of affidavits required generally under the internal- 
revenue laws of the country and under the customs laws of the 
country and the affidavit required by this section? 

Mr. DANIEL. Has the Senator finished his catechism? My 
worthy friend has not asked me a question, but he has laid a 
catalogue and a catechism upon my desk, about customs laws and 
tax laws of various kinds. I will first answer him by the ob-er- 
vation that this is not a revenue law, nor a customs law, nor a 
tax law, except in disguise 

Mr. MITCHELL. Thatis begging the wholequestion. Does 
the Senator assume that this is not arevenue bill, a tax bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will beg it first, and I will move up further 
upon the enemy’s works afterwards. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All right. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator did not permit me to finish my 
sentence. This isa bill disguising itself asa revenue law and 
cloaking itself over with a false pretense which would put it in 
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a penitentiary if it were a human being and could be dealt with | 


in the manner we deal with others who go through the world 
making false pretenses. Itis also a penal statute in disguise, 
and weare dealing now with that portion of it which has mim- 
icked a penal statute as far as it could, and mimicked the rev- 
enue law as far as it could gloss itself over with all the false 
pretenses it could conceive of. But in the essence, down under 
its disguises, when we pull off one gloss and another we find that 
in substantial essence and in effect it isa heavy penal statute 
and isin this thirteenth section dealing with the methods by; 
which it shall punish the so-called malefactors. 

When you are dealing with a penal statute however it may be 
cloaked and with whatever fictions it may speak, if you value 
the property, and the character, and the liberty of the citizen 
you must respect it according to its actual kind. Whether this 
measure has precedent in customs laws, or tax laws, or any other 
kind of law, the fact remains that you have a long-drawn-out and 
carefully worded penal statute, subjecting the citizen to the 
heavy payment of money to the invasion of his home, to the 
overhauling of his business, and to the utter disgrace of his 
character, and that in taking this process against him you have 
reversed the honest, manly, robust principles of the common law 
and of American jurisprudence in every State by compelling him 
first to come forth and prove his innocence. 

Mr. President, the Senator has spoken about the income law. 
There is no fairer tax that the United States or a State could 
levy upon any citizen than an income tax. Butwhen you begin 
to speak about an income tax, which would fall where it could 
be most easily borne, straight upon the aggregated wealth of 
the country, you find that great capitalists and small ones, hum- 
ble men and great ones, the elevated and the lowly, have alike 
a certain prejudice, an instinctive opposition to the income tax. 
So obnoxious was that tax in the methods which it adopted 
wherewithal to pursue the citizen that notwithstanding the sen- 
timent of justice that underlay it, notwithstanding the dispo- 
sition of the masses to levy it, notwithstanding the recognition 
of all classes that it could be most easily borne, that statute has 
been wiped off of our books and the income tax no longer exists, 
because a thing righteous in itself was so tied up with obnox- 
ious provisions like thisthat the people would not submit to 
the galling and prying methods by which it was collected. 

My answer to the Senator’s inquiry about the income tax is 
that its provisions, whichjare similar to this, have long since been 
abolished on account of the restive spirit of the American peo- 
ple against any law which invaded the privacy of business and 
obtruded itself into the sanctity of home. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was held to be a good law while it was 
in existence? 
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Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, it is admitted on 

all sides that the income tax is in theory the fairest way of levy- 
ing burdens upon the people. , : 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator confirms what I have just said. 
Mr. President, as to the customs or excise tax it is necessary 

that a man should give schedules of property, but I have never 


seen them associated with as heavy penalties as this proposed 
law is, and if it be impossible to run Government into all of its 
ranifications without sometime doing those things which excite 
the resentmentof the people and seem to infringe upon the spirit 
of our institutions, they do not furnish precedents which ought 
to extend such provisions and make us eager and desirous to 
stretch them into other walks of life which hitherto have not 
beeninvaded by them. These customsand excises deal with peo- 
ple who bring goods into ourcountry from foreign shores. They 
do not infest the homes in the country side; they donot go through 
all the ramifications of society like the internal-revenue law. 


] 
WV 


‘or my part, instead of increasing the internal-revenue law, 
instead of taking the oleomargarine act as a model,I would to- 
day, if I had the power, repeal every internal-revenue law that 


exists upon the statute books of the United States 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator, then, would increase the tar- 
iff law, the customs law? 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator can argue that matter as he 
plea:es; but there is nothing in the logic of the situation and 
nothing in anything that | have said or done from which he 
could draw any such inference. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, but—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I will answer the Senator one sentence afte: 
another. The McKinley act and the high prohibitory tariff of 
the United States is not an act for revenue. You might lower 
the tax and get more revenue. WhatI would do would be to 
utierly abolish the internal-revenue system so that our people 
might reaccustom themselves to the old-time liberties which 
they enjoyed before war unhappily invaded our homes, and I 
would lower the tariff so that it would pay revenue to substitute 
if 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator would abolish the tax on 
whisky, then? 

Mr. DANIEL. 1 would—on everything. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And on tobacco? 

Mr. DANIEL. The United States tax Iwould, because I think 
whisky and brandy and tobacco are local productions, not per- 
vading the whole country; and I would leave them to be taxed 
by the cities and by the counties and by the towns, to furnish lo- 
cal revenue for our people. Ibelieve that would be much better 
handled and conducted if the State for itself and the city for its 
and the county for itself were allowed to pursue, unrestrained b 
any Federal interference, their own system of laws upon those 
subjects which are produced in their midst and which affect their 
peoples differently in their transactions. I would have the city 
of New York, the city of St. Louis, and the cities of San Fran- 
cisco, Chicago, and Minneapolis, and the counties here and there, 
to derive their revenue from and regulate those things to suit 
themselves. Where they wanted prohibition it would be for them 
to say whether they would exterminate it; where they wanted 
local option let them have it; and where they wanted to derive 
hieh taxes let them derive them from these resources which you 


have curtailed by taking possession of these matters by the Goy- 


The Democratic party never made a greater mistake, in mj 
humble judgment, in its whole existence, in an economic way, 
than when it declined to abolish the internal revenue after put 
ting the declaration that it was against it in its platform; be- 
cause if it had abolished the internal revenue and had got rid of 
that enormous sum which is derived from it, the very gravity of 
the situation, the laws of nature, the stars in their courses would 
have fought on their side by compelling the Government of the 
United States out of its own necessities to adopt a tariff for reve- 
nue, not a tariff for the personal benefaction of this class or that 
class. 

If | have not answered the Senator to his satisfaction, I have 
at least made plain to him that I have in my own mind a clear 
and definite theory of this matter, and one that would’ relieve 
the people of both internal revenue and of high tariff taxes, and 
conduct the Government fully and amply up to all of its demands. 

But whether we have hich tariff or low tariff, whether we have 
internal-revenue tax or no internal-revenue tax, I do insist upon 
the preservation with jealousy of those sacred fundamental doc- 
trines which teach liberty to the home and to the man and 
spare me and mine and my community from the invasion of a 
host of internal-revenue officers, who are generally a lot of polit- 
ical partisans, who have the right to rumage through my books, 
to put me upon my affidavit, to hold the threat of perjury or 
legal violation against me, and then, after it is all over, to dis- 
guise the penalty in the form of a license that I may pay up afte! 
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it isalldone. Sir, there are thousands and thousands of citi- 
zens in this country who by the mere holding over them of this 
fine of a thousand dollars would come forward and pay it rather 
than go through the distress of mind and the turmoil and tribu- 
lation they would be put to by the threat of prosecution or a pro- 
ceeding under this proposed act. How many criminals would be 
glad to compound a felony or misdemeanor if they eould come up 
and pay? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is not the argument of the Senator against 
the policy and not against the constitutionality of the proposed 
act? Is not that the tendency and effect solely of the Senator's 
argument? 

Mr. DANIEL. 


A constitution is not a dead piece of grammar | 


| 


written down in a book. No government ever made a constitu- | 


tion out of a few sentences, printed by a printer and stretched 
upon a page. The Constitution is a spirit as well asa body. If 
you are going to frame your sentences with a view of circum- 
venting and undercutting and overruling the great spirit of the 
Constitution, which teaches you that the individual citizen is 
sacred in his person and his business and his home, sacred in his 
possessions, the little sentences which are str3wn about in this 
manual are worth nothing. 

[In my humble judgment this bill is unconstitutional in that it 
compels a man to testify against himself, or what is worse, 
holds him to ba guilty without any testimony at all from him- 
self or from another. It goes further than requiring a man to 
testify against himself. It says, ‘‘I hold you guilty and esteem 
you so, and treat you as guilty without any testimony, and you 
have got to disburden yourself by coming forward and demon- 
s‘vating your innocence by your own affidavit.” Then if a citi- 


| thing analogous to the provisions of the pending bill. 


That would present some, although, I confess, not a very com- 
plete likeness to the enormity of the provision in the thirteenth 
section. 

Mr. ALLEN. I asked the question because I thought the 
measures were analogous. and that the same means which were 
employed in our internal-revenue laws to compel their perform- 
ance were invoked in this proposed law, and that the one was 
patterned after the other. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, in the revenue law, 
which has a direct and honest purpose—of collecting from the 
making and brewing of beer a certain excise tax, which we all 
admit is an honest purpose, and a correct way of raising rev- 
enue—if that law not only had these provisions for collecting the 
tax upon the article, or from the man who made it, but also pro- 
vided that certain other people should be within the jurisdiction 
of a deputy collector of revenue who never had any relation toa 
beer barrel, and could be brought before him to make affidavit 
and purge themselves from any complicity with the business of 
making beer, then that would be, as I said awhile ago. some- 
But in: 
that respect I think the analogy suggested by the Senator from 
Washington entirely fails. 

The thirteenth section provides that the deputy collector, if 


| he has reasonable cause to believe that a man who is engaged 


zen, under the compunction and stress and threat of law, shall | 


come forward to purge himself and is mistaken in his affidavit, 
you arrest him on a charge of perjury, and march him of toa 
United States jail under the supervision of a criminal court. 

Mr. President, this bill is worse than option and future deal- 
ings. 
stitution, and upon the spirit of American liberty and jurispru- 
dence» than any fraud ever committed on the stock exchange 
upon any imaginary or real victim. 

Mr. ALLEN. May L ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to inquire if the section of the bill 
to which the Senator has been referring is more inquisitorial 
and move searching than similar provisions in the law regard- 
ing brewers and distillers? : 

Mr. DANIEL. I have not made the comparison, but I should 
be very happy to receive instructions from the Senator upon 
that subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam without information, and for that reason 
I asked the question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My recollection is that there is nostatute that 


makes the failure of a man to furnish evidence prima facie proof | 


of his guilt. I think that this proposed statute is unlike any 


we have ever had upon our statute book in that respect, that ifa | 
man refuses tomake areturn, to do particular things which are | 


pointed out, that creates prima facieevidence upon which he can 
be convicted of an offense. Ido not believe we have ever had 
such a statute as that. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
that the failure of a man to make a certain report, as I read it, 
is prima facie evidence of his guilt, and on that prima facie evi- 
denee, under another section, he may be convicted and sentenced 
to imprisonment for six months at least. 

Mr. WASHBURN. There is nothing of the kind init. That 
was stricken out long ago. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What was stricken out? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Section 12. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not talking about section 12. 
ing about this thirteenth section. 
tion. 

Mr. GRAY. 
that section, I should like to say to the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. ALLEN] that there would besome likeness between the 


There isnothing of that kind in the bill. 


I am talk- 
I call attention to this sec- 


I beg pardon; the terms of this bili provide | 


If the Senator will allow me, before he leaves | 


in an occupation that is never so legitimate, may be brought be- 
fore him and made to swear and take upon himself the burden 
of proving that he is pursuing a legitimate calling. It isas bad 
as if a bill intended to suppress prostitution in the District of 
Columbia should require that every honest householder should 
present an affidavit as to the chastity of the occupants of his 
house. 

Mr. ALLEN. My general recollection of the internal-reve- 
nue laws is to this effect: The brewer and distiller were com- 


| pelled, from the time the grain or the raw material went into 


It is a greater fraud upon the people, and upon the Con- | 


their possession until the manufactured article of beer or liquor 
passed out of their possession intothe market, to furnish to the 
Government a perfect history and complete record as conclusive 
evidence with regard to everything they had dons with it, that 
they themselves had to furnish the proof which excluded the 
possibility of any violation of the law by them; that they were 
made the means or instrumentalities of their own detection if 
they did violate the law. I had suppossed it to be the object of 
this bill to accomplish a like purpose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator from Washington will allow 
me, I wish to make another suggestion, as we are all anxious to 
have our minds pointed in the right direction. Possibly I may 
be mistaken, but my understanding is that this bill goes further 
than any internal-revenue law has ever gone before, in this, that 
it authorizes the collector to institute an independent proceed- 


| ing or a direct proceeding against anybody in the wide world; 


| 





not the man who has taken out a license; it is not limited to the 
person who has taken out a license; but a roving commission, 
i understand, is created, and the power of a roving commission 
is given to the collector of internal revenue or his officers, and 
he is vested with all and more than the authority of acommitting 
magistrate. He simply starts investigations on his own hook in 
every direction. 

I do not think we have ever had an internal-revenue law that 
went to that effect. There were stringent provisions in regard 
to taking out a license and giving bonds, but I am not aware of 
any provision of an internal-revenue law that made it the duty 
of an officer, a commissioner to bring people before him upon 


| suspicion and interrogate them about their conduct. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I desire to state that this 
section was drawn in the Internal Revenue Office. I submitted 


| this whole question to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 


and to the Solicitor, and this provision was drawn under their 
direction. They stated to me that it was analogous to the pro- 
visions of other laws looking to the detection of violations of law. 
Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator be good enough to take sec- 
tion 13 and let me ask him a question? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that he was 


| under the impression the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 


cases he presents if, in collecting the tax from the brewer, you | 


were to provide that any man in whose possession or custody an 


empty beer bottle was found should be subject to the inquisito- | 


rial offices of a deputy revenue collector, and if the deputy reve- 


nue collector had reasonable cause, in the language of this sec- | 


tion, to believe or think that he believed the man was engaged 


in selling malt liquor, whereas he was in truth and in fact only | 
consuming it for the well-being of himself and his family, he | 


could compel him to make an affidavit to that effect and take 
upon himself the burden of proving before this official that he 
did not come within a certain prescribed and denounced class. 


had concluded. 

Mr. WHITE. I beg pardon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lyielded to an inquiry, but I did not object at 
all to other gentlemen answering it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will yield with pleasure. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I find Senators are very much fatigued 
owing to the extreme heat, and everybody is appealing to me 
for an adjournment. If the small amendments that are nec- 
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essary to be made to the thirteenth section in order to make 
it consistent with the striking out of the twelfth section and 
make it complete can be made, after that [ will move toadjourn. | 

Mr. HISCOCK. Before the Senator does that, I would like 
to say tl 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] is entitled to the floor. Other Senators are speaking 
within the time of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator from Minnesotasay he wishes 
to move to adjourn? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I was going to make a motion to adjourn 
if agreeable. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If it is not agreeable, I will not make the 
motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have no objection. 

Mr. WASHBURN. But before I make a motion to adjourn I 
should like to, have the thirteenth section completed by some 
trifling amendments in order to make it consistent. Those 
amendments have been sent to the desk, and I ask that they be 
stated, and adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated in 
their order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 13, line 5, after the ‘vord 
‘revenue ” strike out the word ‘‘either;” so as to read: 





Whenever any contract or agreement for the sale and future delivery of 
any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act shall be made, and the 
making thereof shall not bereported to the collector of internal revenue. as 
required by section 9, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inthe same section, line6, after the word 
‘ nine,” strike out all down to and including the-word “act,” in 
line 10, the words to be stricken out being as follows: 

Or as required by section 12 of this act, or if it shall have been reported to 
the said collector as a contract or agreement of the nature and character 


mentioned in and authorized to be made under a certificate issued pursuant 
to the provisions of section 12 of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Section 12, when numbered, should pre- 
ceed section 10 and be numbered 10 section 10 should be num- 
bered 11; the section now numbered 11 should be numbered 12: 
the section now numbered 14 should be numbered 13; the section 
now numbered 15 should b2 numbered 14, and the one numbered 
16 should be section 15. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is not an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON._ It isa mere memorandum for the clerks to 
arrange the sections of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The change proposed is not con- 
templated by the rules as one to be made by the clerks. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a further amendment 
which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 13, line 62, after the word 
made,” strike out the comma; so as to read: 


Or agreement so made by said party. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. lask the Senator from Minnesota to yield 
to me that I may call up for present consideration a bill on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will yieid if it will take no time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam very sorry to announce to the Chair 
that in my opinion there is no quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order to avoid a roll call, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Before that motion is put I desire to make 
an inquiry in regard to the bill. Will the bill as now amended 
be printed so that we may have it before us in the morning? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will not be printed unless so or- 
dered by the Senate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iask unanimous consent that there be an- 
other print of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. There can be no order of the Senate until a 
roll call develops a quorum. To avoid a roll call, I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 20, 
1892, at 12 o’clock m. | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 28, 1892. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CuTH- 
BERT, D. D. , 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

CORRECTIONS, 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the RECORD 
in one particular. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ris2 to a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. If there b2 no objection the Journal will be 
approved. 

_Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the Journal show that the resolu- 
tion in relation to sending for absent members was adopted as 
amended in pursuance of the suggestion which I made and which 
was accepted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM]? 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair is informed that the Journal does 
not show the passage of the resolution at all. The resolution 
was passed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I was under the impression myself that 
it was not declared by the Chair to have passed, that while the 
division wa3 being taken and b:fore the tellers had reported 
some other motion was made and voted upon. 

The SPEAKER. It appears from the RECORD that the reso- 
lucion was agreed to: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
a {Mr. BINGHAM] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
i) sm 1 . 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, noes 25, 

So the resolution was agreed to 

The Journal will be correct2d in accordance with the RECORD, 
so as to show that the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was agreed to, then, as amended pur- 
suant to my suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. Of course. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania | Mr. BINGHAM] accepted the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio that the resolution should not apply to members who 
were excused on account of sickness in their families. 

CABLE CONNECTION WITH THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

The SPEAKER laid before t:e House the following message 
from the President; which was read, ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Commere:>: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Itransmit herewith, with its accompaniments, a report from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy of the results of the survey made pursuant to the act of 
Maren 2, 1891, to enable the President to caus3 careful sounding to be made 
between San Francisco, Cal..and Honolulu, inthe Kingdom of the Hawaiian 
Islands, for the purpose of determining the practicability of laying a tele- 
graphic cable between thos? points. 


BENJ. HARRISON. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., July 27, 1892. 


(The papers above referred to accompany my message to the Senate.) 
JOHN OSBORNE, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 
the court in the case of John Osborne, deceas2d, vs. The United 


Stat-s: which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


MASONIC MUTUAL RELIEF ASSOCIATION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2946) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Masonic Mu- 
tual Relief Association of the District of Columbia, approved 
March 3: which was referred to the Committee on the District 


of Columbia. 


JAMES L. TOWNSEND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (5. 2298) for 
the relief of James E. Townsend; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

FOREIGN LABOR FOR PREPARATION Of FOREIGN EXHIBITS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R.106) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the World’s 
Columbian Exposition to bring to this country foreign laborers 
from their respective countries for the purpose of preparing for 
and making their exhibits; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WEADOCK, for one week, on account of illness. 

To Mr. FITHIAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MOSEs, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WHITING, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. WALKER, on account of sickness from excessive heat. 
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LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. BROSIUS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to ex- 
tend in the RECORD some remarks on the resolution reported by 
the Select Committee to Investigate the Pension Office. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House the papers in the case of the 
claim of Henry K. Sawyer without leaving copies. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. SAYERS. Isend to the desk the credentials of Hon. E. 
L. Antony, Representative-elect from the Ninth Congressional 
district of Texas, to fill the vancancy occasioned by the resigna- 
tion of Hon. RoGER Q. MILLs. Iask that Mr. Antony be now 
sworn in. 

The credentials having been read, Mr. Antony came forward 
and was duly qualified by taking the oath prescribed — 

LANDS VALUABLE FOR BUILDING STONE. 

Mr. MCRAE. Lrise toa privileged question. I send to the 
desk a conference report on Senate bill No. 1273. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not the House already acting upon a con- 
ference report as unfinished business? 

TheSPEAKER. No: there is no conference report now pend- 
ing on the sundry civil bill: the conference committee has been 
discharged. The question under consideration is upon the 
amendments not in conference. 

DINGLEY. All right. 
‘'t submitted by Mr. MCRAE was read, as follows: 


‘he committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
> amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1273) to authorize the entry 


Af 
a 


ihe repo 


on tt 


of lands chiefty valuable for building stone under the placer mining laws 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do rvecomniend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House and agree to the same. 


THO. C. MCRAE, 
J. W. BAILEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. M. STEWART, 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
WM. B. BATE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The report was adopted. 
(in motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
PENSIONS. 
MARTIN. I rise to a privileged question, and send to 
desk a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
jae committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
ou e amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2137) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act amending the pension law so as to remove 
the disability of those who having participated in the rebellion, have since 
its termination enlisted in the armies of the United States and become dis- 
abled,”’ approved March 3, 1877, having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows 
That the House recede from its amendments. 


r 


A. N. MARTIN, 
W. H. HARRIES, 
JOHN L. JOLLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
A. S. PADDOCK, 
DAVID TURPIE, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate, 
The statement of the House conferees was read, a3 follows: 
The managers on behalf of the House, in the conference on the disagree- 
ine votes of the two Houses on the accompanying bill (S. 2137), submit 
the following statement to accompany the conference report herewith sub- 
mitted, to wit: The bill itself is one to repeal that portion of the present 
pension law which prevents persons who served in the Confederate service 
and who subsequently enlisted in the United States Navy from receiving 
the benefits of the pension law as relates to such service inthe Navy. The 
amendment of the House to the bill was to repeal the statute which prohib- 
its persons who served in the Confederate service from receiving appoint- 
ments in the Army or Navy of the United States, which matter, under the 
rules of the Senate, requires consideration by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and of which the Senate Committee on Pensions has no jurisdiction. 
The Senate conferees have no objection, per se, to the matter embodied in 
the House amendment when coming through its proper committees, but 
can not assume jurisdiction for the said reasons. 


Therefore the managers on behalf of the House recommend that the House | 
recede from the amendment and let pass the bill as it originally passed the | 


Senate 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

PRINTING EULOGIES ON HON. F. B. SPINOLA. 

Mr. McKAIG. L[rise to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 13, 1892. 
Mr. COCKRAN submitted the following; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Francis B. 
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| Spinola, late a Representative from the State of New York, 8,000 copies, of 
| which number 2,000 shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives 
from the State of New York, which shall include 50 copies to be bound in 
full morocco to be delivered to the family of the deceased; and of those re- 
maining, 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is 
| directed to have engraved and printed a portrait of said Francis B. Spinola 
to accompany said eulogies.”’ 

The report of the committee recommending the adoption of 
the resolution was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. McKaiIG) whether this resolution is not a departure 
from time-honored custom in respect to the printing of eulogies? 
If [ caught the reading of the resolution aright it provides for 
the distribution of a certain number of these eulogies to the Sen- 
ators and Members from the State of New York. This is the 
first time within my knowledge that any such provision has been 
made. I think we had better adhere to what has been the uni- 
form practice in the distribution of eulogies among Senators and 
Representatives. Doubtless members will be ready in this case, 
as they have been in former cases, to share theif quotas with 
members from the State especially interested. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Or to make exchanges. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the gentleman from Mary- 
land amend the resolution in that respect. 

Mr. McKAIG. This resolution was sent to our committee in 
this form. In reporting it without amendment we had no in- 
tention to deprive members of the House of any of these eulogies 
which may according to the customary method of distribution 
belong to them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask the gentleman to accept an amend- 
ment striking out that portion of the resolution which provides 
for distributing a certain number to Senators and Representa- 
tives from the State of New York. 

Mr. MCKAIG. Iam willing to accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland will please 
indicate his amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I suggest that the resolution be with- 
drawn until it can be properly amended. 

The SPEAKER. It will have to be amended in several re- 
spects. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the gentleman withdraw it 
temporarily until it can be put in proper shape. . 

The SPEAKER. What is the wish of the gentleman from 
Maryland? 

Mr. McKAIG. I do not see the necessity of withdrawing the 
resolution for the purpose of amending it, because it can be 
amended right here on its face by striking out the provision as- 
signing 2,000 copies to Senators and Representatives from New 
York, so as to allow the 8,000 copies to be distributed pro rata. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will examine the resolu- 
tion he will find that it will require several amendments in 
order to accomplish that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a privileged resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it not simply to print eulogies? I do not 
understand that that relates to the business of the House. 

Mr. McKAIG. I withdraw the resolution for the present. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I object to anything except what comes in 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1662) for the correction of the military record of 
Francis A. E. Briot; 

A bill (S. 2379) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz: 

A bill (S. 3368) to create a national highway commission and 
to prescribe its duties; 

A bill (S. 1098) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 


The resolution is withdrawn. 


| De F. Young; 


A bill (S. 842) granting a pension to Ellen Williams; 
A bill (S. 3396) granting a pension to Col. William H. Browne; 
A bill (S. 3253) granting a pension to Martha R. Hitchcock; 


A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to C. G. McKnight; 

A bill (S. 3265) granting a pension to Marion C. Gurney; 
A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Murry; 
A bill (S. 3337) granting a pension to Sarah C. Holland; 


A bill (S. 2648) granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary; 

A. bill (S. 2039) granting a pension to Catharine W. Tennis; 

A bill (S. 3240) to facilitate the enforcement of the immigra- 
tion and contract labor laws of the United States; 

A bill(S. 2578) granting the use of certain lands in Walla- 
walla County, State of Washington, to the city of Wallawalla, 
for the purpose of a public park; 

A bill (S, 2798) for the relief of Peter Light; 
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A bill (S. 566) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned For 
Maginnis milit ar y reservation in Montana, under the homeste ad 
and —a r laws, for educational and other purposes; and 

A bill 3206) to dispose of that portion of the Fort Randall 
nitions: reservation which lies in the State of South Dakota. 

[t also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to Stark Frazier; 

A bill (H. R. 6106) granting a pension to Lydia M. Kennedy, 
sister of Abram Kennedy: 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to William H. Brewer; 
A bill (A. R. 6561) sranting a pension to Susanna Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to John Mercer; 

A bill (H. R. 3167) restoring the pension of Sallie M. Swigart; 
A bill (H. R. 7235) granting a pension to Mary A. Sipp; 

A bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Julia S. Tompkins; 
A bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Orinda Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 8241) granting a pension to William Oscar Stan- 


odevey 


y; 
A bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirtley; 

A bill (H. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble; 

A bill (H. 8316) granting a pension to Anna M. Holstein, a 
hospital nurse during the war cf the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 8971) granting a pension to Mary J. Corcoran; 

A bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Ellen Goff; 

A bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to James Reed, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen: 

A bill (H. R. 4385) to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline 
County, Ark.; 

A bill (H. ~4 8310) granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell; 
A bill (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, form- 
tly Coats, ite of Pike County, Il., _ now of Marceline, Mo.; 
A bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Wiley; 

A bill (H. R. 2164) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Kramer; 

A bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 7974) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near Deposit, Ala.; 

A bill (H. R. 7146) to pension Anna Morgan Burns; 

A bill (H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. Ronaldson: 

A bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Eliza Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis: and 

A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Addison 
M. Copen. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments bills of the following titles: in which the concurrence of 
the House was re quested: 

A bill (H. R. 1338) granting apension to Mrs. Jennie B. Morris; 
and : 

A bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 3888) for the relief of Samuel Howard, asked 
a conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. Pasco, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. MITCHELL as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8122) to prohibit the use of ‘‘one-horse” cars 
within the limits of the city of Washington after the Ist day 
of January, 1893, and for other purposes. , 

J. S. CUTTINO. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to present for considera- 
tion a resolution at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina has a 
resol..ion respecting the death of one of the employés of the 
House last night; and the Chair will have the resolution read, 
after which objection will be asked for. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
pay out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of J. S. Cuttino, 
deceased, late an employé under the Doorkeeper, a sum equal to his salary 
for six months; and that the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House the expenses of the last illness and funeral of said 
J. S. Cuttino, said expenses not to exceed the sum of #250. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideré 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have a similar resolution, which has been 
before the Committee on Aecounts for a long time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope there will be no objection to the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution. There are precedents 
for passing this resolution, which is customary on the death of 
an employe, without referring itto the Committee on Accounts. 
I have several before me here. 

Let me state that this is a peculiar case ofdistress. The man, 
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J.S.Cuttino, of South Carolina, a messenger who died from brain 
fever last night left, absolutely penniless a widow and four little 
children among strangers. She is exceedinely anxious to take 
the remains of her husband home with herself and her little 


children, and as there are precedents for it in the last House. 
notably the case of W.S. Hudson, I hope that there will be no 
objection to the consideration of the resolution at this time. It 
is drawn in the customary form. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent for the present conside:ation of the reso 


tion just reported. Is there objection? 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, am Opposed to the principle of 
giving away any public money, while [ am in favor of paying all 
of the just debts of the United States. But I will not object to 
the present consideration of this resolution, contenting myself 
with voting against it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If this is to take any time in debate I must 
object, as we have a great appropriation bill which involves 
matters pertaining to the conduct of the Government of the 
United States to consider to-day. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Itwillnottake any time for debate, as the reso- 
lution is but the usual one in such cases and explains itself. On 
principle | am as much opposed to the payment of unearned 

| salaries to members or employés of this House as the gentleman 
from Alabama, out as long as one deceas*d member or employé 
gets it, all ought to have it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? ; 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. TILLMAN, a motion to reconsider and lay 
upon the table the last vote was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bil 
H.R. 3156) to correct the military record of James Corridon 
Fourth United States Infantry. 

[t also announced that the Senate had passed with amendment 
the bill (H. Kt. 6003) for the relief of Quincy MeNeil, asked a con- 
ference with the House on the bill and amendment, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Davis, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. COCKRELL as the con- 
ferees on the vart of the Senate. 

[t also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2601) 
to grant the right of way to the Kansas City, Pittsburg and 
Fort Smith Kailway Com) anny through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the House was 
reqgue st ; d 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARW , from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they aa examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles: when the Speaker signed the same: 

\ bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Ellen Goft: 

\ bill (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to James Reed, jr.; 

\ bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to William H. Brewer; 
\ bill (H. R. 2164) granting a pension to Andrew Kramer: 

\ bill (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to Stark Frazier; 

A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to John Mercer; 

A bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Orinda Leach; 

\ bill (H. R. 3167) restoring the pension of Sallie M. Swigart; 
A bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Nobl 

A bill (H.R. 3901) granting a pension to Eliza Smith: 

A bill (H. R. 4753) granting a pension to Sarah L. Ronaldson; 
\ bill (WH. R.6106) granting a pension to Lydia M. Kennedy 
sister of Abram Kennedy: 

A bill (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, for- 
merly Coates, late of Pike County, Il!., but now of Marceline, 
Mo.:; 

A bill (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis; 

A bill (H.R. 6561) granting @ pension to Susanna Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 7235) granting a pension to Mary A. Sipp: 

A bill (H. R. 7236) granting a pension to Julia S. Thompkins 

bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirtley: 
A bill(H. R. 8241) granting a pension to William Oscar Stanley 
\ bili (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell, 

veteran of Seminole war, 1837; 

A bill (H. R. 8315) granting a pension to Anna M. Holstein, a 
hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion: 

A bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 8971) granting a pension to Mary J. Corcoran: 

A bill (H. R. 3156) to correct the military reeord of James Cor- 

ridon, Fourth United States Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 4657) to incorporate the Washington and Mary- 

land Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 4385) to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline County, 
| Ark.; 
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A bill (H. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey; 

A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Addison 
M. Copen; 

A bill (H. R. 7974) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee Rriver at or near Deposit, Ala.; and 

A bill (S. to authorize the entry of lands chiefly valuable 
for building stone under the placer-mining laws. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had approved and signed bills of the following titles on July 27, 


1892: 


yr 
=i 


An act (H. R. 712) granting a pension to Jane A. Ward, widow 
of D. A. Ward; 

An act (H. R. 888) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mohum; 

An act (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Louis Heninger, of 


St. Louis, Mo.: 
An act (H. R. 1350) grantin 
Hineline: 

An act (H. R. 3718) granting a pension to Charity W. Clark, 
mother of Edmond M. Clark, formerly of Company M, Seven- 
teenth Pennsylvania Cavalry: 


‘a pension to Mrs. Sophia Bruner 


o 
o 


| 
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Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman should quote my language correctly 

Mr. WATSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, one of those thirteen gentlemen was Mr, 
Adlaidaho Stevenson, who is a candidate on the Democratic Presidential 
ticket. Deny it if youdare, and I will prove it on you right here in the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of order 
that the gentleman does not present any question of personal 
privilege. We had batter attend to the public business, get 
through with these important appropriation bills, and let these 


| matters, if they are of sufficient importance to attract the atten- 


tion of the House, be considered hereafter. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no question of privilege involved 
in this statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know whether the gen- 
tleman from Alabama is aware of the fact that the language 
to which he refers has been modified or corrected this morning. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to submit my question 
of privilege, Mr. Speaker, on the language just read 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Georgia this morn- 





| ing—and the Chair does not know whether the gentleman from 


Alabama is aware of the fact or not—the gentleman from Georgia 
this morning corrected so much of the report in the RECORD as 
attributes certain language to the gentleman from Alabama. 
The correction has been made to the extent of showing that 


| this is not a literal transcript from the speech of the gentleman 


An act (R. R. 3821) granting a pension to Cecilia White; 

An act (H. R. 3905) granting a pension to Julia Bodley; 

An act (H. R. 4378) granting a pension to Benjamin Churchill; | 

An act (H.R. 4809) granting a pension to James Smith; 

An act (H.R. 5829) granting a pension to Elizabath Bowden: 

An act (H. R. 6562) granting a pension to William Colvill, of 
Minnescta: 

An act (H. R. 6563) granting a pension to Louisa B. Sharp; 

An act (H. R. 6752) granting a pension to Martha J. Griffith; 

An act (H. R. 7042) granting a pension to Thomas Thompson; 

An act (H. R. 8618) granting a pension to Frances B. Wilson; 

An act (H.R. 0918) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Brack- 
ett: 

An act (H.R. 8398) for the relief of Susan Lomasney: 

An act (H. it. 7434) granting relief to Jeremiah White, of 
Osave City, Kans.: 

An act (H.R. 4946) to grant a pension to Anna Torrence; 

An act (H.R 3203) to pension Nancy Campbell; 

An act (H. R. 5477) to pension Martha A. Beerbower; 

An act (H. R.5518) to pension Reuben Riggs: 

An act (H. R. 4034) to increase the pension of John D. Prater; 

An act (H. R.63092) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, 


late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry; 

An act (H. R. 4022) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Ford: 

An act (H. R. 7117) granting 
Merritt; 

An act (H. R. 4945) to restore Cynthia E. Brenneman, formerly 
Tate, to the pension roll: 

An act (H.R. 7206) 
Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk 


an increase of pension to Henry 


granting pensions to the survivors of the | 


wa", Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war; | 


An act (H.R. 4270 
and EF. E. Smith. 

The following named bill: 

An act (H.R. 


for the relief of D. F. Abbott, A. S. Keeves | 


tratrix, having been presented to the President on the 15th in- | 
stant for his approval, and not having been returned by him to | 


the House of Congress in which it originated within the time 
prescribed by the Constitution of the United States, has become 
a law without his approval, 

On July 28, 1892: 

An act (H.R. 9284) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

An act (H. R. 6183) to amend the national bank act in providing 
for the redemption of national bank notes stolen from or lost by 
banks of issue. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to demand the regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I wish to have read at the 
Clerk’s desk a part of the remarks of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. WATSON] on yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WATSON. Now, Lsay thatthe gentleman from Alabama [Mr.WHEELER], 
in the boisterous riot of his industry, in his second attack on the Chicago 
Fair, makes a most serious attack upon the tail of the Presidential ticket of 
the Democratic party 

On page 6857, the gentleman from Alabama says this: 

“On passage of the bill (the reapportionment bill favorable to the Repub- 


licans) 113 Democrats voted against, and 114 rascally Republicans voted for, 
and 13 leprous Greenbackers voted with the Republicans.” 








| the floor makes it. 


from Alabama, but the gentleman from Georgia says it was his 
own language, and that he did not intend to impute these words 
to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Buthe, nevertheless, did make 
the statement. [Laughter.] [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the question 
of order of the gentleman is. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman has aright to have 
corrected what is printed in the RECORD as language of hisown, 
that is not properly a part of his remarks, but the gentleman 
from Georgia said that this was an incorrect statement in the 
report, and that he did not intend to impute thislanguage to the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But the gentleman from Geor- 
gia was reported by the reporters in the exact language that he 
used. He had the notes of his speech bef’re him, sent to him 
by the Official Reporters at night, and he did not correct this 
language, although he had the opportunity to do so. He did not 
seek to make the correction until he found that I was going to 
rais? the question of personal privilege this morning. Now, | 
have a transcript of the original notes which I know to be cor- 
rect. When he made his speech he read, or seemed to read, from 
my speech on page 6857 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and J 
want to now state my question of personal privilege. I insist 
that it is too late for the gentleman from Georgia to make the 
change. . 

Mr. REED. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that any question 
of personal privilege is involved here. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have not yet stated my ques- 
tion of privilege. Of course the Chair can not see or understand 


[ want to state to the Chair my 


2491) for the relief of Lydia A. Magill, adminis- it until I have concluded my remarks. 


The SPEAKER. But the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I take it that the Speaker of 
this House will hardly recognize the gentleman from Georgia 
for nearly an hour on yesterday and then refuse to allow me to 
state my question of personal privilege in a few words, and thus 
give me an opportunity to correct the statements of the gentle- 
man from Georgia in which he referred to myself. 

Mr. REILLY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama[Mr.WHEEL- 
ER] must not put the Chair in any such position as that. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I addressed the Chair with 
great respect. I would not do otherwise. I only desire to state 
my case fairly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] 
stated that he rose on yesterday to a question of personal priv- 
ilege. The gentleman from Georgia occupiel some of the time 
of the House, the Chair does not know how long, no gentleman 
making any point that the gentleman from Georgia was out of 
order. The Chair did not make the point. The Chair does 
not make any such point when a gentleman states that he rises 
to a question of personal privilege, unless some gentleman on 
After the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
WATSON] had proceeded for some time, some gentleman on the 
floor made the point that he was out of order, whereupon the 
Chair stated that he did not see any question of privilege in- 
volved, and the gentleman from Georgia[Mr. WATSON] resumed 
his seat. Now, this morning the gentleman from Georgia cor- 
rects what appears in the RECORD, and what the gentleman from 


1892. 


Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] complains of. The gentleman from 
Georgia says what appears in the RECORD was his own language, 
and not a quotation; that he did not attribute that language to 
the gentleman from Alabama, although the RECORD appears to 
do so. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
gia did attribute the language to me. 
I did not use. 
what the RECORD contains, but I am rising to a question of priv- 
ilege as to what the gentleman from Georgia said yesterday, 
which is correctly reported in the RECORD. 

Mr. WATSON. Ifthe gentleman will indulge me for one mo- 
ment- 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I say the RECORD reports him 
absolutely correctly, and he had the notes of his speech in his 
hands last night and did not change it. It is very clear that he 
attributed the words to me when he made the speech, and also 
when he revised it. 

The SPEAKER. But if the gentleman from Alabama will 
permit the Chair, when the gentleman from Georgia[Mr. WAtT- 


But the gentleman from Geor- 
He stated I used language 





| 


| 


Iam not rising to a question of privilege as to | 
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| tions of his election. 


SON] now says that he did not attribute that language to the | 


gentleman from Alabama, surely that vindicates the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But the gentleman has stated 
things that are not true, that affect my character as a Repre- 
sentative, and I want to state in what respect they are not true. 
I desire to assure the Speaker and the House that I did not uss 
to obtain any vindication at the hands of the gentleman from 
Georgia, I desire to take the floor and vindicate myself. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It will take but a moment, and 
I think gentlemen of this House will certainly allow a gentle- 
man who has treated everyone as fairly and courteously as I 
have to have one moment, for the first time in my life [laugh- 
ter], to speak upon a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order, and the 
Chair will submit to the House an application to permit the gen- 
tleman from Alabama to have how much—five minutes? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, I should want a little 
more time than that. 

Mr. REED. 
also gets permission to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is not necessary, because the gentle- 
man always exercises that privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
to state, which I think are questions of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not permit the gentleman to 
proceed with his statement until the question is submitted to the 
House. 

Mr. REILLY and others. Regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have not stated all the points 
that appear in the speech of the gentleman [Mr. WATSON], which 
I think entitles me to the floor on a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Mr. Speaker, a question of priv- 
ilege precedes the regular order, and I want to state the lan- 
guage I refer to in the gentleman’s speech, which has not yet been 
read from the desk, and which raises a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The rules require a gentleman, when the 
point is made, as the Chair stated yesterday, to state what he 
believes to constitute the question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am going to state it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman had 
sent it up. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
want—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not permit any argument 
until the Chair is satisfied that a question of privilege is raised. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Let me state what it is that 
raises the question of pe, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object, Mr. Speaker, and I in- 
sist that the gentleman ought tobe governed by the rules of the 
House, and if he has a question of privilege he should send the 
matter to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the gentleman simply desires 
now to state what he regards as the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was going to suggest that he 
send it up to be read by the Clerk, so that the House can hear it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I can read it right here. On 
page 6858 the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] said: 


The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] had charged me, on page 
6818, with what would be a violation of political honor in not conforming to 
the conditions of my election. 


Well, now, I want to say a word about that. 


I sent one part, and now I 


is saying. 
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Several MEMBERS. Send it up to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I again insist that 
the gentleman shall be governed by the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the language. The 
House will be in order so that gentlemen may hear the lan- 
guage. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WATSON. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] hadcharged 
me, on page 6818, with what would be a violation of political honor in not 
conforming to the conditions of my election. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
say in reply to that—— 

The SPEAKER. But that raises no question of privilege, in 
the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. REED. The Chair very properly stated yesterday thata 
desire to reply does not constitute a question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from Georgia states that I charged him with what would 
be a violation of political honor in not conforming to the condi- 
Now, I want to say— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I rise to a question of order 
The SPEAKER. It is very clear that an absolute disagree- 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 


| ment between gentlemen on the floor as to any question of fact 


| tleman seeks to do it as aquestion of privilege. 


I do not think it ought to be allowed, unless he | 


There are other points I want | 


does not constitute a question of privilege. Gentlemen may ab- 
solutely differ with each other and deny the correctness of each 
other’s statements, but that does not make a question of privi- 
lege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Georgia states that I charged him with what would be a 
violation of political honor. I did nothingof thesort. I wish to 
show what I did say, and I want, in a courteous way, to show from 
the facts that I have 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be very glad for the gen- 
tleman to have an opportunity; but the trouble is that the gen- 
The Chair does 
not like to deny the gentleman an opportunity to reply, but he 
is seeking to reply as a question of privilege, when the Chair 
does not see, so far, that it presents a question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REED. Order. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman to order, 
and ask him to take his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided. 

Mr, WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the 
gentleman jrom Alabama is out of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the Clerk read the part I 
have marked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama will resume 
his seat. Heisoutoforder. The regular order is the further 
consideration of the item relating to the World’s Fair, cn which 
the previous question has been ordered. The status is, that the 
Hous2 by a vote agreed to recede to the disagreement to the 
Senate amendment. The gentleman from Indiana |Mr. HoLr- 
MAN] entered a motion to reconsider, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] entered a motion to lay that mo- 
tion on the table, and upon that demanded the yeas and nays. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 





Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I call up for 
consideration the resolution fixing the date for final adjourn- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
declare their respective Houses adjourned without day on Monday, the 4th 
day of July, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the concurrent 
resolution fixing the date for the adjournment of the first session of the 
Fifty-second Congress, having fully considered the same, recommend that 


>it be amended by striking out the “4th and inserting in lieu thereof the 


“25th,”’ and that, as amended, it be adopted. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. The date suggested by the committee hav- 
ing lapsed or passed—— 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I hope we will have order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. There is so 
much confusion on the floor this morning that business can not 


| be intelligently transacted. 


Mr. McMILLIN. The date suggested by the Committee on 


| Ways and Means having passed, I move to strike out of the 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not hear what the gentleman | 


‘cluded, and insert ‘‘ Saturday, July 30.” 


resolution ‘‘ Monday, the 4th day of July,” that it originally in- 
[Cries of ‘‘That is 
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gool.”] That will leave the resolution in other respects as it is 
and fix the hour of adjournment at2o’clock on thatdate. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HAtTcuH] for @ mo- 
ment. 

Mr. HATCH. 





Mr. Speaker, I shall oppose this resolution, and 


will oppose any resolution fixing the day for the adjournmentof | 


this session of Congress until the bill known as the ‘‘ antioption 
bill,” now under consideration in the Senate, has had final con- 
sideration in that body. I am perhaps asanxioustosee an early 
day fixed for adjournment as any member of this House; but 
there is evidently a purpose on the part of the minority of the 
other body to delay the final vote upon that bill, in the hope 
that an early day for adjournment will be fixed in the mean time. 
Therefore, I shall vote, and I hope every friend of that measure 
on the floor will vote, against the resolution fixing the date for 
adjournment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield two minutes, or so much as he mtay 
need, tothe gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am a friend of the measure re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Missouri and want it passed, 
but I think the best way to get a vote on the bill in the Senate 
is to pass this resolution fixing the day of adjournment and let 
that body know that if they intend to pass the bill they must do 
so. They have plenty of time to pass the bill if they want to 
do so. We have done our duty. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would only say in reply to 
what the gentleman from Missouri has said, that whatever the 
feeling of anybody or of any other body may be on this question, 
there is no element entering into this resolution of favoring or 
opposing any measure pending in the Senate. 
appropriation bills through, except one, which it is supposed in 
some shape or other will be brought to a determination within 
the time indicated. 

At any rate we hope so, and we thought it was the wise thing 
to fix the date and let the Senate and the House both work to 
that date. I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurTH- 
WAITE]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS | desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], 
so as to make the time for adjournment 12 o'clock on Monday, 
August 1. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition to pre- 
vent a test of the sense of the House as to which date is prefer- 
able, and I am willing that the gentleman’s amendment shall be 
entertained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that the proposition for ad- 
journment on Saturday might be included in the resolution it- 
self,and then the gentleman from Ohio might move to amend it. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Then I willask unanimousconsenttochange 
the date in the resolution to Saturday, that will let in an amend- 
ment in the first degree. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
modified in that way, and then the gentleman from New York 
can offer his amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by 
striking out ‘‘ Saturday” and inserting ‘‘ Monday, August 1.” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, we havestill under consid- 
eration a very importantappropriation bill. That appropriation 
bill has in it an amendment to a law or a repeal of a law passed 
by the last Congress, which amendment provides for the dona- 
tion of five millions of the people’s money. That amendment 
has not been passed by a majority of the members of this House; 
it has not even the support of a majority of the members of this 
side of the House. It has not yet been ordered back into con- 
ference, and it may not for some time yet be ordered into con- 
ference. If it is not sent into conference for a day or two some 
little time must elapse before it can come back to the House. 
The bill isa long one, with 
would take the clerical force a great many hours very industri- 
ously employed to prepare the bill, even if it should be sent into 
conference to-day and should come back to-day, which is not at 
all probable. This resolution to adjourn can not expedite the 
passage of that bill nor its enrollment. 

Therefore, | support the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York {Mr. CUMMINGS] and suggest to the House that it 
would be wise to adopt it at this time. There is a possibility 
that this bill will not become a law at all at this session. 
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usually comprehended in the sundry civil bill to the 31st day of 
December of this year, or to some day in the next session. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes more to 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If such a joint resolution should be re- 
ported that would require some time for consideration in the 
House. There might be members here who would prefer to ex- 
tend the appropriations for a period of ten or fifteen days and 
still struggle for this $5,000,000 appropriation. There might be 
others who would prefer not to extend them at all. The House 
has intimations through the public press, especially the paper 
in this city which is supporting this $5,000,000 grab, that the 
gentlemen who are supporting it in the House will not consent 
to any extension of the appropriations by resolution. I do not 
know whether that paper properly represents their ideas on the 
subject or not. If it does, that will soon raise a question which 
may requiresome considerationin the House. Therefore again 
I suggest that it may be well to extend the time for adjournment 
until Monday, the Ist of August. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Mr.Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen- 


| tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE}. 


We have all the | 


a great many amendments, and it / 


The | 


Appropriations Committee will then have to consider whether | ) 
they will report a joint resolution extending the appropriations | before me, page 2440. The Greenbackers were Barlow, De La 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that this resolution 
ought to be amended so as to extend the time for final adjourn- 
ment far enough to afford us an opportunity to complete the con- 
sideration of the report from the special committee investigat- 
ing the Pension Office. [Laughter.| That committee has worked 
very industriously in order to get at some facts in regard to the 
administration of this very great and important Bureau of the 
Government. The Committee on Rules thought it important 
enough to give an opportunity to have the report considered for 
one day, but, for some reason or other, the Committee on Appro- 
priations interfered, and exercising its superior right defeated 
the object of the Committee on Rules after the report had been 
partially considered. I would like to have time to complete the 
discussion, so that the record may go to the country, even if there 
is to be no expression of opinion on the part of the House as to 
what the President ought to do with the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to 
the resolution to adjourn, for the reason that I feel we ought to 
devote two or three weeks to the passage of laws for the ameli- 
oration of labor; and I also wish during the session of the House 
to make some reply to a speech made upon this floor. Immedi- 
ately after the House met yesterday the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. WATSON], rising to a question of privilege, said: 

On page 6896 the gentleman from Alabama says this: 

‘‘On passage of the bill (the reapportionment bill favorable to the Repub- 
licans) 113 Democrats voted against, and 114 rascally Republicans voted for, 
and 13 leprous Greenbackers voted with the Republicans.”’ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman should quote my languaze 
Mr. wy actin. Now, Mr. Speaker, one of those 13 gentlemen was Mr. Ad- 
laidaho Stevenson, who is a candidate on the Democratic Presidential 
ticket 

I was astonished at such an unwarrantable statement. Inever 
used epithets, and especially with regard to a fellow-member of 
Coneress. The gentleman had the RECORD before him, and 
must have known that I did not use the word “ rascally ” in re- 
ferring to Republican’, or “leprous” in referring to Greenback- 
ers. I never used any such expressions. I was referring to 
votes in the House on the question of apportionment in the 
Forty-sixth Congress. My exact language, which I read from 
page 6896 of the RECORD, is: 

March 3, 1881, on this question 6 Greenbackers voted with the 110 Repub- 
licans on the bill favorable to Republicans. 

On the same day, on another vote favorable to Republicans, 11 Greenback- 
ers voted with 116 Republicans, and on the passage of the bill, which was 
favorable to Republicans, 13 Greenbackers voted with 114 Republicans, and 
on the passage of the bill in the Forty-seventh Congress 6 Greenbackers 
voted with 136 Republicans. On Mr. BELTZHOOVER’S amendment, which 
was favorable to Democrats, 3 Greenbackers voted against it with 129 Re 
publicans. 

On Mr. Colerick’s amendment favorable to Democrats, 6 Greenbackers 
voted against it with 128 Republicans. On Mr. Colerick’s motion to recon- 
sider, 4 Greenbackers voted with 124 Republicans. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish first to state that the statement that I in- 
cluded Mr. Stevenson as one of the persons who voted with the 
Republicans is incorrect. 1 have the RECORD before me. My 
first statement was that 6 Greenbackers voted witb 110 Repub- 
licans. I have the vote before me, page 2439, Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, second session. The names of the 6 Greenbackers who 
voted with the 110 Republicans are Barlow, De La Matyr, Gil- 
lette, Kelley, Yocum, and Weaver. Mr. Stevenson voted on the 
other side, with about 100 Democrats. 

The next statement was that on another vote on the same day 
11 Greenbackers voted with 116 Republicans. Ihave the RECORD 
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Matyr, Felton, Ford, Forsythe, Gillette, Jones of Texas, D. L. 
Russell, Weaver, Wright, and Yocum. 

Mr. Stevenson is again recorded as voting the other way. He 
voted with 120 Democrats against 116 Republicans reinforced by 
11 Greenbackers. ' 

I stated that on the passage of the bill 13 Greenbackers voted 
with 114 Republicans. I have the RECORD before me, page 2441, 
which shows that I was again correct. 

The Greenbackers to whom I referred and who were found re- 
corded as voting with the Republicans were De La Matyr, Felton, 
Forsythe, Ford, Gillette, Jones of Texas, Kelley, Ladd, Lowe, 
D. L. Russell, Wright, Weaver, and Yocum. 

On that vote Mr. Stevenson,together with Mr. SPRINGER and 
most of the Illinois delegation, voted for the bill for the reason 
that by that apportionment the representation of Illinois was in- 
creased to 20; and it gave her a stronger representation on this 


| 


floor than any other apportionment which had been voted upon. | 
When the bill was passed in the next Congress, increasing the | 


apportionment to 325 Representatives, Illinois got only the same 
number—20. 

It was very proper for Mr. Stevenson to vote for an apportion- 
ment which was exceptionally favorable to his State. 


I observe the following Illinois Representatives who voted | 


with Mr. Stevenson on this bill: 
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in italics, the same as he does Morvison, SPRINGER, and other 
Demccrats from Illinois. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] has just pub- 
lished a book in which he gives many votes in Congress. He 
adopts different type to designate politics. On page 248 he puts 
Mr. Stevenson's name in italics, the same as he does all the other 
Democrats, and on page 251 he also puts him in italics, the same 
as allother Democrats. He hasa specially different type for the 
Greenbacker, Weaver, Yocum, Jones, Lowe, and others. This 
shows that Mr. WATSON himself knew that Mr. Stevenson was 
a Democrat. 

The district from which Mr. Stevenson had been elected to 
Congress had been a very strong Republican district. In 1872 





~ 
MeNulta was elected over Moore? Liberal and Democrat, by 
2,640 votes. In 1874 Mr. Stevenson was nominated as a Demo- 
crat and overcame the Republican majority and was elected by 
1,232 votes, showing that his great popularity increased the 
Democratic vote by 3,872. In 1876 Mr. Stevenson was again a 
candidate and received avery large vote but was defeated by 


| Judge Tipton, Republican, by only 252 majority out of a total 
| vote of over 30,000. In 1878 Mr. Stevenson was elected over 


Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. Aldrich, Mr. Barber, Mr. Cannon, Mr. | 


George R. Davis, Mr. Forsythe, Mr. Fort, Mr. Hawk, Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, Mr. Marsh, Mr. Sherwin, Mr. Singleton, and Mr. 
Thomas. 

IT repeat that Mr. WATSON’s statement that Mr. Stevenson 
was one of the thirteen gentlemen referred to is utterly devoid 
of truth. 

Let us look further into Mr. Stevenson’s record. January 12, 


1880, on vote on Mr. HATCH’s bill to put salt on the free list, Mr. | 


Stevenson was one of the 100 Democrats who voted for the bill, 
against 99 Republicans and 4Greenbackers. Among the Demo- 
crats who voted with Mr. Stevenson were such men as CARLISLE, 
BLACKBURN, BLOUNT, CULBERSON, FORNEY, HATCH, MCMIL- 
LIN, MILLS, Morrison, Reagan, and SPRINGER. (See CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, page 290.) 


On Mr. Samford’s bill to reduce tariff tax to not over.50 per | 
cent on hemp, metals, wool, wood, and cotton, Mr. Stevenson | 
voted with such Democrats as CARLISLE, MILLS, BLACKBURN, | 


McMILLIN, Morrison, and Reagan in favor of the bill, and 
against 110 Republicans and 9 Greenbackers. (See CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, page 1383.) 

On Mr. Samford’s bill, No. 4926, to repeal the tariff on print- 


ing type and paper and the materials entering into their com- | 


position, Mr. Stevenson was one of the 81 Democrats who fa- 
vored Mr. Samford’s bill and voted against 110 Republicans, 
reénforced by 8 Greenbackers. Among the 81 Democrats with 
whom Stevenson voted we find such men as CARLISLE, BLACK- 
BURN, CULBERSON, FORNEY, HATCH, HOOKER, MILLS, Mc- 
MILLIN, Morrison, and Reagan. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECc- 
ORD, page 1385.) 

On Garfield’s motion to defeat Townshend's bill to reduce taxa- 
tion Mr. Stevenson voted against the motion with such Demo- 


Judge Tipton, Republican, by 1,812 votes. This shows Mr. 
Stevenson’s popularity at that time. It has increased since that 
time, and there is great hope that he will carry that State for 
the Democratic ticket by a large majority. [Applause]. 

[find by examining the RECORD that in his whole career in 
Congress he voted solidly with the Democrats. The gentleman 
from Georgia yesterday challenged me to point out any vote he 
had cast which was not Democratic. That was the substance of 
his remark. In reply, I will say that I have never examined t! 
record of any fellow-member.and I never intend todo so, for the 
purpose of criticising or arraigning him. I have always tried to 
say what I could complimentary and pleasant with regard to my 
fellow-members—never one word detrimental in any aspect ex- 
cept that I have spoken very denunciatory of votes which were 
cast against the interests of the people and in favor of national 
banks and monopolies. Iwas pained to see my friend vote against 
140 Democrats to seat a Republican in the place of a Democrat, 
Mr. ROCKWELL, who was elected. [ examined the case very 
carefully, and the evidence showed conclusively that Mr. Rock- 
WELL was elected. 

[ was also pained to see my friend from Georgia vote in the 
negative with the solid Republican column and against 128 Dem- 
ocrats upon the resolution that Mr. ROCKWELL was elected. | 
was also sorry to see my friend from Georgia in the same com- 
pany when he voted on the question of recommitting. On that 
question I think my friend voted with a solid Republican col- 
umn against 124 Democrats. He voted three times with a soiid 
Republican column against 124 to 140 Democrats. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, whom Mr. WATSON tried to deprive of his 
seat, was the only Democratfrom New York who voted for the 
bill for free coinage of silver. It seems strange that Mr. WAtT- 
SON should desire to put a Democrat out of Congress who was 


1e 


| fairly elected and who was in favor of free silver, and put in his 


crats as CARLISLE, BLACKBURN, BLOUNT, CULBERSON, For- | 


NEY, MCMILLIN, MILLS, Morrison, Reagan, and SPRINGER. 
(See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 1807.) 


So on Mr. Townshend's bill to reduce taxation Mr. Stevenson | 


voted against the combined Greenbackers and Republicans, and 
with such Democrats as BLACKBURN, CARLISLE, CULBERSON, 
FORNEY, MILLS, MCMILLIN, Morrison, Reagan, and SPRINGER, 
and on a second vote he did the same and was supported by over 
a hundred Democrats, including the names I have just given. 
(See RECORD, pages 1807 and 1808.) 

Mr. Stevenson was not a member of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, and therefore did not vote from December, 1881, to March, 
1883. If he had been a member of that Congress he would have 
been found voting with the Democrats against the unholy com- 
bination of Greenbackers and Republicans. 

I never heard it stated that Mr. Stevenson was ever a Green- 
backer until the last few days, and these figures were pre- 
pared by me and put in print when I was a candidate for the 
Forty-seventh Congress. At that time I had not heard of Mr. 
Stevenson and did not know such a man existed. 

Mr. Stevenson was always a Democrat. Mr. McPherson, in 
his Handbook of Politics for 1878, page 2, puts Mr. Stevenson 
down as a Democratside by side with Mr. SPRINGER and William 
R. Morrison. He puts him down in precisely the same way in 
his Handbook for 1882 by the side of Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. Mor- 
rison. Mr.McPherson puts down the Greenbackers or Nationals 
differently, but he does not anywhere pretend that Mr. Steven- 
son is a National. 

Mr. McPherson puts down Greenbackers in small caps and 
Democrats initalics. Mr. McPherson puts Mr. Stevenson down 


place a Republican who was not elected and who was opposed to 
the free-silver bill. 

{Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I have an amend- 
ment 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands 
the previous question. 

Mr. WHEELERgof Alabama. Will not the gentleman wait 
until I putin my amendment? Let it be read. I know it will 
meet his approval. It extends the time of adjournment for one 
week. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ican not yield for an amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I beg to have it read. 

The question being taken on ordering the preyous question, 
there were—ayes 153, noes 19. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 1i voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 12 voting in favor 
thereof. 

The SPEAKER. ‘-ll_rs are refused; the yeas and nays are 
refused; and the previous question is ordered. The question is 
first on the amendment 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to change my vote so 
as to move to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. After the announcement has been made it 
is too late to change a vote. The question ison the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is stating the question on the 
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pending amendment. After that he will recognize the gentle- 
man. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York 

Mr. OATES. Let us have that amendment reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “Saturday, July 30, 1892” and insert ‘‘ Monday, August 1, 1892.’ 








The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
65, noes 110. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the House take a 
recess until 2 o'clock to-day. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Would it be in order to 
move an amendment that the gentleman have leave of absence 
for that time? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It would be in order to move 
that I be allowed to speak for half an hour. 

Mr. REED. We would rather have a recess for two hours. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 3, noes 176. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the House take a 
short recess to give the members time for lunch; say until a 
quarter before 2 o’clock. 

Mr. McRAE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Are dilatory motions in order against a reso- 
lution reported from the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. They are not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But this is not a report from tne Commit- 
tee on Rules. It is from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then [ move to refer it to the Committee on 
Rules, 

The SPEAKER. But the pending motion is to take a recess. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Alabama will give 
me his attention, I will state that I think there ought to be no 
difference about this matter. Even when it was known to me 
that the gentleman did not expect to confine his remarks ex- 
clusively to this resolution I yielded him some time on a matter 
that he thought he had a right to be heard upon, while to my 


esteemed friend in front of meI declined to yield, because I | 
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wanted to put an end to the matter as soon as possible, and I | 


think under the circumstances he ought not to continue his re- 
sistance toit. Ofcourse Ido not make any point against him for 
doing so, but I state that under the circumstances [ hope he will 
not continue his opposition. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to 
make this statement, that I always have tried tocomply with the 





JULY 28, 





The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CUMMINGS 
and Mr. BINGHAM as tellers. 


Mr. SEERLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. OWENS. 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. As I 


understand it now, this is the motion of the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. CUMMINGS] to adjourn until Monday. 
passed a resolution for final adjournment on Saturday. 


motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] in 


order? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY in thechair). The 


joint resolution to adjourn has not been agreed to by the Sen- 
The Chair thinks this is a matter for the House, and not 
The Clerk will proceed with the calling of the 


ate. 


| for the Chair. 


roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 1, nays 165, not 


voting 163; as follows: 


YEAS—1. 
Post. 
NAYS—165. 
Alexander, Clover, Henderson, N.C. Raines, 
Amerman, Coburn, Henderson, Il. Ray, 
Andrew, Compton, Hermann, Reed, 
Atkinson, Coombs, Hitt, Reilly, 
Babbitt, Cooper, Holman, Robinson, Pa. 
Baker, Covert, Hopkins, Ill. Rockwell, 
Bartine, Crawford, Houk, Ohio Russell, 
Barwig, Crosby, Houk, Tenn. Scott, 
Bentley, Curtis, Huff, Scull, 
Bergen, Dalzell, Hull, Seerley, 
Bingham, Daniell, Johnson, N. Dak. Shell, 
Boatner, Davis, Johnstone, S.C. Shively, 
Bowers, De Armond, Jolley, Shonk, 
Bowman, De Forest, Jones, Simpson, 
Branch, Dingley, Kem, Sperry, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dixon, Kribbs, Stephenson, 
Bretz, Doan, Lagan, Steward, Ill. 
Broderick, Dockery, Lane, Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, Dolliver, Lapham Stone, C. W. 
Brosius, Donovan, Lester, Va. Stone, W. A. 
Brown, Dungan, Lind, Storer, 
Brunner, Durborow, Lockwood, Stout, 
Bryan, Sdmunds, Lynch, Stump, 
Buchanan, N.J. English. Mallory, Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va. Epes, Martin, Taylor, Il. 
Bullock, Everett, McAleer. Tillman, 
Burrows, Flick, McClellan, Townsend, 
Busey, Fowler, McKaig, Tracey, 
Bushnell, Funston, Meredith, Turner, 
Butler. Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Van Horn, 
Cadmus, Gillespie, Oates, Warner, 
Caldwell, Grady, O'Neill, Pa. Washington, 
Caminetti, Greenleaf, O'Neill, Mo. Watson, 
Campbell, Griswold, Otis, Waugh, 
Caruth, Grout, Owens, Wike, 
Castle, Halvorson, Parrett, Williams, Il. 
| Cate, Hamilton, Patton, Wilson, Wash. 
Causey, Hare, Payne, Wilson, W. Va 
Cheatham, Hayes, Iowa Pendleton, Wright. 
; Chipman, Haynes, Ohio Perkins, 
Clancy, Heard, Pickler, 


wishes and views of my fellow-members, and while I have felt | 


very much hurt and injured at not being allowed this morning 
to have a very few words for the purpose of defending myself in 


a polite way from what I felt was an unwarranted attack on me, | 


yet I shall no longer delay the action of the House upon this res- 
olution. [Applause]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I thank the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion reported to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The question was taken, and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
HATCH, there were—ayes 121, noes 51. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, amotion to reconsider the last 
vote was laidjon the table. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The reguiar order is the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to lay on the 
table the motion of the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] 
to reconsider the vote by which the House on yesterday con- 
curred in the Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill, on which 
motion the gentleman from Pennsylvania demands the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House do now adjourn; 
and pending that, | move that when the House adjourns it be 
to meet on Satuiday next. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move to amend that by striking out Sat- 


urday and in-e: ting Monday next. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Cummings; 
and on a division there were—ayes 6, noes 109. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 


No quorum, 
Qa 


Clarke, Ala. 


Henderson, Iowa Powers, 


NOT VOTING—163. 


Abbott, Dickerson, Little, Richardson, 
Alderson, Dunphy, Livingston, Rife, 
Allen, Elliott, Lodge, Robertson, La. 
Antony, Ellis, Long, Rusk. 
Arnold, Enloe, Loud, Sanford, 
Bacon, Enochs, Magner, Sayers, 
Bailey, Fellows, Mansur, Smith. 
Bankhead, Fitch, McCreary, Snodgrass, 
Beeman, Fithian, McDonald, Snow, 
Belden, Forman, McGann, Springer, 
Belknap, Forney, McKeighan, Stahlnecker, 
Beltzhoover, Fyan, McKinney, Stevens, 
Blanchard, Gantz, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
Biand, Geary, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Blount, Goodnight, Meyer, Sweet, 
Boutelle, Gorman, Miller Taylor, Tenn 
Brawley, Hall, Milliken, Taylor, E. B. 
Breckinridge; Ky. Hallowell, Mitchell, Taylor, J. D. 
Brickner, Harmer, Montgomery, Taylor, V. A. 
Bunn, Harries, Moore, Terry 
Bunting, Harter, Morse, Tucker 
Bynum, Hatch, Moses, Turpin, 

| Byrns, Haugen, Newberry, Wadsworth, 
Cable, Hemphill, Norton, Walker, 
Capehart, Herbert, O'Donnell, Warwick, 
Catchings, Hoar, O’Ferrall, Weadock, 


Chapin. 
Clark, Wyo 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 


Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Johnson, Ind. 


O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, R. L. 
Page, Md. 


Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Mich 
White, 


Cockran, Johnson, Ohio Patterson. Tenn. Whiting, 
Cogswell, Kendall. Pattison, Ohio Willcox, 
Coolidge, Ketcham, Paynter, Williams, Mass. 
Cowles, Kilgore, Pearson, Williams, N. C. 
Cox, N. Y. Kyle, Peel, Wilson, Ky. 
Cox, Tenn. Lanham, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Craig, Pa. Lawson, Va. Price, Winn, 

Crain, Tex. Lawson, Ga. Quackenbush, Wise, 
Culberson, Layton, Randall, Wolverton, 
Cummings, Lester, Ga. Rayner, Youmans. 
Cutting, Lewis, Reybura, 


No quorum voting. 





We have just 
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The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 


nia. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. HUFF. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. O'’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. HooKER of Mississippi with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE, 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. ENOCHS. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. MOSES with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. LIND, for the remainder of the session. 

On World’s Fair appropriation: 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. BACON. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BRAWLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. BRYAN. 

Mr. WINN with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. BRICKNER. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. WEADOCK. 

Mr. BRUNNER with Mr. COOLIDGE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. YOUMANS with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. GEARY. 

Mr. NEWBERRY with Mr. LEwIs. 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. PATTISON of Ohio. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. O’DONNELL. 

Mr. ScorT with Mr. MCKEIGHAN. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

Mr. BUSHNELL with Mr. FITcH. 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. HALLOWELL. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. CUTTING. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOWERS. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR, 

For this day: 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. CABLE. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. RIFE. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], but upon these motions which are 
intended to delay action upon the real question I hardly think I 
should allow the pair to prevent my voting, because in voting 
against dilatory motions [I vote as the gentleman from [Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] would have voted. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. WEADOCK]: but I have reserved the right to vote to 
make aquorum. I wish to know if my vote is necessary to make 
a quorum? 

‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote of the gentleman will 
not make a quorum. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I will vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. CARUTH. Would it be in order to have the affirmative 
vote recapitulated? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The result has been announced. 
ae pene is too late with his request. No quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. BROWN. I move a eall of the House. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. CUMMINGS) there were—ayes 
20, noes 44, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker—— 
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Mr. LAWSON of Virginia with Mr. HopKINS of Pennsylva- 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman rise? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is now before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question was the 
motion of the gentleman from New York |[Mr. CUMMINGS] that 
the House adjourn until Monday next. On that motion no quo- 
rum voted. A call of the House was then refused. A motion to 
adjourn was then made and rejected. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, what would be the regu- 
lar order? 

Mr. BURROWS. This is the regular order—doing nothing. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iam seeking for information. 
Would it be in order for me to call up a bridge bill, or anything 
of that kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not, noquorum having 
voted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I move a eall of the House. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there wers—ayes 31, noes 29. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were refused; 26 members, not a sufficient number, 
rising in support of the demand. 

Several MEMBERS. The other side. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no other side on the 
demand for tellers. It requires one-fifth of a quorum. A call 
of the House is ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proc »eded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer to their names: 


For what purpose does the gen- 


Abbott, Cox, Tenn. Magner, Sanford, 
Alderson, Craig, Pa. McDonald, Snodgrass, 
Allen, Crain, Tex. McGann, Snow, 
Arnold, Cutting, McKeighan, Springer, 
Bacon, Dunphy, McKinney, Stahinecker, 
Baker, Elliott, Miller, Steward, Il. 
Belden, Enochs, Milliken, Stockdale, 
Belknap, Fitch, Mitchell, Stone, Ky. 
Beltzhoover, Fithian, Moore, Sweet, 
Bland. Gantz, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. 
Boutelle, Geary, Moses, Taylor, E. B. 
Brawley, Gorman, Newberry, Taylor, J. D. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Harmer, Nor.on, Taylor, V. A. 
Brickner, Harter, O'Donnell, Terry, 
Bunting, Haugen, O’Ferrall, Tucker, 
Cable, Heard, O'Neil, Mass. Walker, 
Campbell, Hemphill, Patterson,Tenn. Washington, 
Capehart, Herbert, Pattison, Ohio Weadock, 
Castle, Hoar, Payne, Wever, 
Catchings, Hooker, Miss. Peel, Whiting, 
Cate, Hooker, N. Y. Quackenbush, Willcox, 
Causey, Hopkins, Pa. Randall, Williams, Mass. 
Chapin, Johnson, Ind. Rayner, Wilson, Ky. 
Clark, Wyo. Johnson, Ohio Reed, Winn, 
Clover, Kendall, Reilly, Wise, 


Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Coolidge, 
Cowles, 

Cox, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER pro lt mpore. 


Lawson, Va. 
Layton, 
Lewis, 
Livingston, 
Lodge, 


Rey burn, 

tichardson, 
Rife, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 


The doors will be closed, the 


Wolverton, 
Youmans. 


Clerk will call the names of absentees, and on this call excuses 
may be offered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would ask, Mr. Speaker, if the doors 
can not be considered constructively closed but actually left open. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors must be closed on this 
call except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent that the doors 
be left open. 

Tne SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that during this call the doors be left open. 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope that that will bedone. Owing tothe 
extreme heat, I hope unanimous consent will be given. 

Mr. CARUTH. What punishment would then be inflicted 
upon those people who are filibustering? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The names of absentees were then called. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER (when the name of Mr. MCDONALD 
was called). Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. MCDONALD] is de- 


| tained at home by sickness. I ask that he be excused. 


There was no objection. 
The call of the roll was resumed and concluded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two hundred and twelve mem- 


bers have responded to their names—more than a quorum. 


Mr. PENDLETON. 


ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that further pro- 


IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION, 


Mr. STUMP. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 


mit a report of a committee. 





— 


The SPEAKER protempore. Pending the vote on the question 
under consideration, the gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent to submit areport. Is there objection? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman simply files the report. 

Mr. STUMP. Isimply desire to file the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Lask permission to file the minority report. 

The title was read, as follows: 

Report of the House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, act- 
ing under the joint resolution of the Senate and House, adopted January 29, 
1892 

The report was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and leave granted to Mr. WRIGHT to 
submit the views of the minority and to Mr. EPES tosubmit views 
on the same subject. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that, as nothing is being done, the House give Gen. WHEELER 
twenty minutes to speak on his question of privilege. 

Mr. WATSON and others. I object. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Objectionismade. Theregular 
order is the vote on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York[Mr. CUMMINGS] to the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio {Mr. OUTHWAITE], to strike out ‘‘Saturday” and in- 
sert *‘Monday.” On this question the yeas and nays were or- 
dered, a vote was taken, and no quorum voted. The Clerk will 
again call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 1, nays 133, 
not voting 195; as follows: 


YEAS—1. 
Lockwood. 
NAYS—133. 


Hopkins, Ill. 
Houk, Ohio 


Pickler, 
Powers, 


Amerman 
Andrew, 


Compton, 
Coombs, 


Atkinson Cooner, Houk, Tenn. Price, 
Babbitt, Crosby, Hull, Raines, 
Baker Davis, Johnson, Ind. Ray, 
Bartine, Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Rockwell, 
Barwig Dixon, : Johnstone, S.C. Russell, 
Bentley, Doan, Jolley, Scull, 
Bergen, Dockery, Jones, Seerley, 
Bingham, Dolliver, Lane, Shell, 
Boatner, Donovan, Lapham, Shively, 
Bowman, Dungan, Lester, Va. Shonk, 
Bret? Durborow, Lind, Smith, 
Brookshire Edmunds, Loud, Snow, 
Brosius Ellis, Lynch, Sperry. 
Brown, English Mallory, Stephenson, 
Brunner, Epes, Martin, Steward, Ill. 
Buchanan, N. J. Everett, McAleer, Stewart, Tex. 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, McClellan, Storer, 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, McCreary, Stout, 
Burrows Gillespie, McGann, Taylor, Ill. 
Busey, Griswold, McKaig, Tillman, 
Butler, Grout, McRae, Townsend, 
Cadmus, Halvorson, Meredith, Turner, 
Caldwell, Hamilton. Meyer, Warner, 
Caminetti, Hare, O'Neill, Pa. Warwick, 
Campbell, Harries, O'Neill, Mo. Watson, 
Caruth, Haynes, Ohio Owens, Waugh, 
Castle, Henderson, Iowa Parrett, Wheeler, Mich. 


Cheatham, 


Henderson, Ill. 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Wike, 


Chipman, Henderson, N.C. Patton, Wilson, Wash. 
Clancy, Hermann, Payne, 
Clarke, Ala Hitt, Pendleton, 
Coburn, Holman, Perkins, 

NOT VOTING—195. 
Abbott, Cate, Fithian, Kribbs, 
Alderson, Causey, Flick, Kyle, 
Alexander, . Chapin, Forman, Lagan, 
Allen Clark, Wyo. Forney, szanham, 
Antony, Clover, Funston, Lawson, Va. 
Arnold, Cobb, Ala. Fyan, Lawson, Ga. 
Bacon Cobb, Mo. Gantz, Layton, 
Bailey. Cockran, Geary, Lester, Ga. 
Bankhead, Cogsweil, Goodnight, Lewis, 
Beeman, Coolidge, Gorman, Little, 
Belden, Covert, Grady, Livingston, 
Belknap, Cowles, Greenleaf, Lodge, 
Beltzhoover Cox, N. Y. Hall, Long, 
Blanchard, Cox, Tenn. Hallowell, Magner, 
Bland, Craig, Pa. Harmer, Mansur, 
Blount, Crain, Tex. Harter, McDonald, 
Boutelle, Crawtord, Hatch, McKeighan, 
Bowers, Culberson, Haugen, McKinney, 
Branch, Cummings, Hayes, Iowa McMillin, 
Brawley, Curtis, Heard, Miller, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cutting, Hemphill, Milliken, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dalzell, Herbert, Mitchell, 
Brickner Daniell. Hoar, Montgomery, 
Broderick Newberry, Hooker, Miss. Moore, 
Bryan De Armond, Hooker, N. Y. Morse, 
Bunn De Forest, Stockdale, Moses, 
Bunting, Dickerson Hopkins, Pa. Mutchler, 
Bushnell! Dunphy Huff, Youmans. 
Bynum, Elliott, Johnson, Ohio Norton, 
Byrns, Enloe, Kem, Oates, 
Cable, Enochs, Kendall, O'Donnell, 
Capehart, Fellows. Ketcham. O'’Ferral), 


Catchings 


Fitch 


Kilgore, 


O'Neil, Mass. 
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ail eS a 
Otis, Richardson, Stump. Wever. 
Outhwaite, Rife, Sweet, Wheeler, Ala. 
Page, R.1. Robertson, La. Tarsney, White, 

Page, Md. Robinson, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. Whiting, 
Pattison, Ohio Rusk, Taylor, E. B. Willcox, 
Paynter, Sanford, Taylor, J. D. Williams, Mass. 
Pearson, Sayers, Taylor, V. A. Williams, N.C. 
Peel, Scott, Terry, Williams, Dl. 
Pierce, Simpson, Tracey, Wilson, Ky. 
Post, Snodgrass, Tucker, Wilson, Mo. 
Quackenbush, Springer, Turpin, Wilson, W. Va. 
Randall, Stahinecker, Van Horn, Winn, 

Rayner, Stevens, Wadsworth, Wise, 

Reed, Stone, C. W. Waiker, Woiverton, 
Reilly, Stone, W. A. Washington, Wright, 


Reyburn, Stone, Ky. Weadock, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CABLE]. It is due to him that I should 
state he is paired with me. I did not vote on that account. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. Houk of Tennessee, until further 
notice. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. FUNSTON, for the rest of this day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 
1, the nays 131. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MARTIN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 12; soa call 
of the House was ordered. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
to respond: 


Abbott, Cox, Tenn. Lewis, Smith, 
Aiderson, Craig, Pa. Livingston, Snodgrass, 
Alien, Crain, Tex. Lodge, Springer, 
Arnold, Cutting, Magner, Stahinecker, 
Bacon, Dolliver, Mansur, Stewart, Tex. 
Bankhead, Donovan, McAleer, Stockdale, 
Belden, Dunphy, McDonald, Stone, Ky. 
Belknap, Elliott, McKinney, Storer, 
Beltzhoover, Enochs, McMillin, Stump, 
Blanchard, Fitch, Miller, Sweet, 
Bland, Fithian, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Blount, Funston, Mitchell, Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Gantz, Moore, taylor, J. D. 
Brawley, Geary, Morse, Taylor, V. A. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gorman, Moses, Terry, 
Brickner, Harmer, Newberry, Tucker, 
Broderick, Harter, Norton, Turpin, 
Bryan, Haugen, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Bunting, Haynes, Ohio O’ Donnell, Walker, 
Cable, Heard, O’Ferrall, Washington, 
Caldwell, Hemphill, O'Neil, Mass. Weadock, 
Campbell, Herbert, Pattison, Ohio Wever, 
Capehart, Hoar, Payne, Whiting, 
Castle, Hooker, Miss. Paynter, Willcox, 
Catchings, Hooker, N.Y. Peel, Williams, Mass. 
Cate, Hopkins, Pa. Pickler, Wilson, Ky. 
Chapin, Johnson, Ind. Quackenbush, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clark, Wyo. Johnson, Ohio Randall, Winn, 

Cobb, Mo. Kem, Rayner, Wise, 
Cockran, Kendall, Reyburn, Wolverton, 
Cogswell, Lagan, Richardson, Wright, 
Coolidge, Lapham, Rife, Youmans. 
Covert, Lawson, Va. Robertson, La. 

Cowles, Layton, Sanford, 


Cox, N.Y. Lester, Va. Scott, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY). The doors will 
now be closed, and the Clerk will call the names of gentlemen 
who failed to answer on the first call. On this call excuses will 
be in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the doors may remain open, being constructively closed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. [ hope that will be agreed 
to. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LANHAM (when the name of Mr. CRAIN of Texas was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league [Mr. CRAIN] be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this call191 members have 
responded to their names. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STOUT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STOUT. I rise to inquire whether these dilatory motions 
are the motions or votes which it was agreed were to commence 
yesterday at 12 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
quiry. 


That is not a parliamentary in- 


DEDICATION OF WORLD’S FAIR BUILDING. 
Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent 
to present a report at this time 
There was no objection. : 
Mr. DURBOROW, from the Select Committee on the Worl 1’s 





1892. 





Columbian E xposition, reported back with a favorable recom- 
mendation an act (S. 3394) changing the date for the dedication 
of the buildings of the World’s ¢ nen xposition; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to b: canis dd. 

QUINCY M’NEIL. 


{DERSON of Illinois. 
consent to take from the Speaker's table and consider at this 
time the bill (H. R. 6093) for the relief of Quincy McNeil. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The titleofthe bill willb 

Chis is a House bill with a Senate amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE and Mr. WATSON asked to have the bill read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to correct the record of the dismissal of Quincy McNeil, major of the Thirty- 
ninth Regiment of United States Colored Troops, and issue to him an hon 
orable discharge from the Army, to date April 4, A. D. 1865. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. The bill carries with it no pay. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. OTIS. I object. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, is not this the regu 
order? 

The SPEAKER proitempore. Atthis time the re 
is the vote on the motion of the gentleman from Ne 
the House adjourn until Monday next. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill may remain on the ie s table for the present. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, 
for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
[Mr. Or1s] has demanded the regular order, 

Mr. TRACEY. Not on my statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has demanded the regular 
order. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, I 
that I may make a request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor 
the regular order. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will 
demand for a moment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after a pause). The gentleman 
from Kansas does not withdraw it. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York that the House do now 


Mr. HEN 


1 
> read. 


lar 


rular order 
York that 


o 
S 
w 


I. would like to make a reques 


from Kansas 


will ask that the gentleman yield 


The gentleman has demanded 


the gentleman [Mr. OTIS] withdraw his 


adjourn until Monday next, and on that motion the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, pending that I 


rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
in order at this time. 

Mr. DUNGAN. Mr. Speaker,I rise to a pointoforder. This 
House having already voted to adjourn finally on Saturday next, 
is it not out of order to move now to adjourn temporarily to a 
time beyond that day? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The joint resolution providing 
for final adjournment has not yet been concurred in by the Sen- 


A question of privilege is not 


ate. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from New 
York. 
Mr. TRACEY. Pending that, the gentleman from Kansas 


[Mr. Or1s|, I understand, withdraws his demand for the regular 
order to allow me to make a request. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate resolution reported by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. DURBOROW] in relation to the date of the dedication 
of the World’s Fair buildings be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Kan- 
sas has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. TRACEY. But he has withdrawn the demand so far as 
this matter is concerned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kan- 
sas withdraw his demand for the regular order. 

Mr. OTIS. do. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand is renewed. The 
question is on the motion to adjourn until Monday next, upon 
which motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CARUTH. Pending that, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] be allowed to ad- 
dress the House. 

The SPE: \KER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vaaia[Mr. BINGHAM] has demanded the regular order, and un- 
der the regular order—— 

Mr. CARUTH. But I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. But the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania demands the regular order, which cuts off all requests 
for unanimous consent. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] that the House ad- 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 
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and 


until Monday next. On that motion the yeas pays 














have been ordered, and the Clerk wil! call the roll. 
fhe question was taken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 144, 
not voting 183; as follows: , 
YEAS—2 
Amerman, Little. 
NAYS—144 
Andrew, Cooper Hitt, Powers 
Atkinson Crosby Holman, Ray. _ 
Babbitt Curtis Hopkins, Il Reed 
Baker, Dalz Houk, Ohio Re 
Bartine, Dingley, Houk, Tenn Robinson, Pa 
Barwig, Dixon, Hull, Rockwell, 
Bentley, Doan Johnson, Ind Russell. - 
Bergen, Dockery, Johnson, N. Dak. Seull 
Bingham, Dolliver, Johnstone, S. C Seerley 
Blanchard, Donovan Jolley, Shell,’ 
Boatner, Dungan, Jones, Shively 
Bowman, Durborow Kribbs, Shonk, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Edmunds Lester, Ga Smith 
Bre English, Lockwood Snow, 
Broderic] k, Epes, Loud, Sperry 
Brookshire, F.verett, Mallory, Stephenson 
Brosius Flick, Martin, Steward, I | 
Brown, Forman, McAle as Stewart Tex 
Bryan, Forney, McCle} Stone, C. W. 
Buchanan, N. J. Geissenhainer, McCr Stone, W. A 
Buchanan, Va Gillespie, McG ann, Stout, 
Bullock, Grady McKai Taylor, ill 
Burrows, Greenleaf, Mcke ig rhan Terry, 
Busey, Griswold, McRae, Tillman 
Butler, Grout, Meredith, Townsend 
Cadmus, Hall, Muitchler, Tracey 
Caruth, Halvorson, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, 
Cate, Hamilton Otis, Van Horn 
Causey, Hare, Page, R. I Warne! 
Cheatham, Harries Page, Md Watson 
Chipman, Hayes, lowa Parrett Waugh 
Clancy Haynes, Ohio Patton, White 
Clarke, Ala Henderson, lowa Payne, Wike 
Clover, Henderson, N. C. Pendleton Williams, Ill 
Coburn, Henderson, [iL Perkins, Wilson, Mo 
Compton Hermann, Pickler Wil W. Va 
NOT VOTING—183 
Abbott, Craig, Pa. Lane, Rayner 
Alderson Crain, Tex Lanham, Reybur 
Alexander, Crawford, Lapham, Rich yn, 
Allen, Culberson, Lawson, Va. Rift 
Antony, Cummings, Lawson, Ga Robertson, La 
Arnold, Cutting, Layton, Rusk 
Bacon Daniell Lester, Va Sanford 
Bailey, Davis, Lewis, Sayers 
Bankhead. De Armon Lind, Scott 
Beeman, De Forest, Livingston Simpson, 
Belden Dickerson Lodge, Snodgrass, 
Belknap, Dunphy) Long, Springer 
Beltzhoover Elliott Lynch, Stahlinec 
Bland illis Magner Stevens, 
Blount, Enloe, Mansur, Stockdale, 


Boutelle Enoch McDonald, Stone, Ky. 





Bowers, Fellows McKinney, Storer, 
Branch, Fitch, MeMillin Stump 
Brawley, Fithian, Meyer, Swee 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, Miller, T rsney 
Brickner, Funston Milliken Taylor. Tenn 
Brunne? Fyan, Mitchell Taylor, KE. B 
Bunn, Gantz, Montgo Taylor, J.D 
Bunting, Geary Moore, Tavlor. V. A 
Bushnell Goodnight Morse Tucker. 
Bynum Gorman Moses Turpin, 
Byrns, Hallow Newberry Wad wortl 
Cable Harmer, Norton, alker 

‘ald well Harter Oates Ww arwick. 
‘aminetti, Hatch. O'Donnell Washington 
‘ampbell Haugen, O' Ferrall, Weadock, 
‘apehart Heard, il, Mass Wever 
‘astle, Hemphill Mo Wheeler, Ala 
‘atehines Herbert Outhwaite Wheeler, Mich 
‘hapins. Hoa Owens Whiting 


‘lark, Wyo. Hooker, Miss Patterson, Tenn. Willcox, 

Jobb, Ala. Hooker, N. Y Pattison, Ohio Williams, Mass 
Hopkins, Pa Paynter Williams, N. C 

sockran, Huff, Pearson, Wilson, Ky 

‘ogswell, Johnson, Ohio Peel, Wilson, Wash. 

‘oolidge, Kem, Pierce, Winn 

‘oombs, Kendal! Post, Wise 

‘overt, Ketcham Price, Wolverton 


( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
Cobb, Mo 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 


owles, Kilgor Quackenbush Wright, 
sox, N. Y. Kyle, Raines, Youmans. 
Cox, Tenn Lagan, Randall, 
No quorum voting. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. We may as well adjourn. I make that 
motion. 
Mr. WHE! of Alabama. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dor " acme i The gentleman 


from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] moves that the House adjourn. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask a gentleman to with- 
draw ‘that motion for a moment. I would like to present a ques- 


tion of privilege. 
The SPEAKER 
that no quorum has voted, and no business is in 
two motions can be entertained 
other to adjourn. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ¢ 
to adjourn, there were—ayes 30, 3 


pro tempor The record discloses the fact 
order. Only 
one for a call of the House, the 
JUTHWAITE 
noes 53. 
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So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
no other business before the House 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


of the House or to adjourn. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


motion to adjourn. 


Mr. PENDLETON. 


in order? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


out a quorum. 


Mr. REILLY. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, as there is | 





The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman that the record discloses the fact that no quorum has 
voted, and nothing can be entertained except a motion for a call 


There has been a vote on the 


Not when the House is with- 


I move a call of the House. 


Is not a request for unanimous consent 


The motion was agreed to, there being—ayes 35, noes 29. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following-named 


members failed to answer: 


Abbott, Coolidge, Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, 
Allen, Cowles, Johnson, Ohio Richardson, 
Andrew, Cox, N. Y. Lagan, Rife, 

Arnold, Cox, Tenn. Lane, Robertson, La. 
Atkinson, Craig, Pa. Lawson, Va. Sanford, 
Bacon, Crain, Tex. Layton, Scott, 

Baker, Cutting, Lewis, Smith, 
Bankhead, Doan, Livingston, Snodgrass, 
Belden, Dunphy, Lodge, Snow, 
Belknap, Elliott, Magner, Springer, 
Beltzhoover, Enochs, Mansur, Stahlinecker, 
Bergen, Fellows, McDonald, Stockdale, 
Biand, Fitch, McKinney, Stone, Ky. 
Boutelle, Fithian, Meyer. Sweet, 
Brawley, Forman, Miller, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, Milliken, Taylor, E. B. 
Brickner, Fyan, Mitchell, Taylor, J. D. 
Bryan, Gantz, Moore, Taylor. V. A. 
Bunting, Geary, Morse, Tucker, 
Bushnell, Gorman, Moses, Van Horn, 
Cable, Hall, Newberry, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Harmer Norton, Walker, 
Campbell, Harter, O’ Donnell, Washington, 
Capehart, Haugen, O’Ferrall, Weadock, 
Castle, Haynes, Ohio O'Neil, Mass. Wever, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Pattison, Ohio Whiting, 
Cheatham, Henderson, Ill. Peel, Willcox, 
Chapin, Herbert, Pendleton, Williams, Mass. 
Clark, Wyo. Hoar, Quackenbush, Wilson, Ky. 
Cobb, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Raines, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockran, Hooker, N. Y. Randall, Winn, 


Cogswell, 


Hopkins, Pa. 


Rayner, 


Wolverton. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore (at the conclusion of the first roll 
call). The doors will now be closed-——— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
the doors be allowed to remain open. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order 
will be made. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now call the roll 
for the responses of gentlemen who failed to answer on the first 
eall; and on this call excuses may be offered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama(when the name of Mr. LEWIs was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I move that Mr. Lewis be excused; and 
I would like to make some remarks upon that motion so the 
House may know—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
roll eall. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
on this second call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman from Alabama? ; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This is a call of the Housa, 
and the gentleman from Mississippi[Mr. LEwIs] failed to answer 
to his name. 
mitted to make some remarks. 

The SPEAKER protempore. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
the Chair on that point. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. 
the appeal. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
my appeal? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
that the gentleman from Mississippi be excused. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, and without some explanation from me the House 
can not know how to vote. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does the Chair decide that 
the gentleman from Alabama can not state the reasons for his 
motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa (jocularly). Down with “the 
ezar;” I appeal for the sacred rights of members. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
moves that the gentleman from Mississippi be excused, and on 


That motion is not in order during the 
A motion to excuse is in order 


What is the motion of the gen: 


Debate is not in order. 
I appeal from the decision of 


The Chair declines to entertain 


Will not the Chair entertain 





I move that he be excused, and I wish to be per- | 
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| that claims the right of debate. TheChair is of the opinion that 
under the rule the gentleman has not the right of debate, but 
will entertain the gentleman's appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
cuss the appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is now proceeding under a call. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is not debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Hous»? 

Che question wa; taken: and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

| WHEELER of Alabama) there were—ayes 91, noes 18. 

| Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not require a quorum. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The question recurred on the motion toexcuse Mr. Lewis. 
Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker- 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. CARUTH. To geta little information. I need it badly. 
[Laughter.] I would like to know why the gentleman from Mis- 
| sissippi should be excused, and I trust an opportunity will he 

given the gentleman from Alabama to explain. I want to vote 
intelligently. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right under the rule 
to make the motion, and had a right to give the reasons when he 
made the motion. But the gentleman has claimed the right of 
dela‘e, which is not almissible. 

M:. WHEELER of Alabama. It would require some little 
time to explain, and I ask permission to explain. [Cries of 
‘* Regular order!” and ‘‘ Go ahead!”’| 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The question is, Shall the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi be excused? 

The question wa; taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
15, noes 47. 

Mr. CARUTH. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
quorum. 

Mr. BOATNER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
| Does the Chair rule that less than a quorum can excuse a mem- 
| ber? . 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. It can under a call of the House. 
The very object of the call is to secure the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. [ demand tellers on the last 
vote. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the House refused to excuse Mr. LEWIS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when Mr. Scorr’s name was called). I ask 
that my colleague [Mr. ScoTT] be excused, on account of sick- 

| ness. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER por tempore then announced the presence of 
| the number of members recorded above. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent now, 
a quorum being present, that I may present a question of privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED. I presume, ifthe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
| WATSON] is allowed equal time, there will be no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I object to the interposition of any 
other business than thaton which we are engaged. Let us con- 

| clude the regular business. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
first question is on the motion proposed by the gentleman from 
| New York [Mr. CUMMINGS], and which is a motion of higher 

privilege under the rule than the motion to adjourn. The yeas 
ani nays have been ordered on that motion, and the Clerk will 
ca!l the roll. 

Mr. BYNUM. Bat, Mr. Speaker, a motion to adjourn cer- 
tsinly takes precedence over the other motion to fix the day. 
\. ‘thout that the House could be placed in a position where it 

| could never adjourn. 
| Mr. BAILEY. Certainly a motion to fix the day clearly has 
| precedence over the motion to adjourn. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 4 of 
| Rule XVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. When a question is under debate no motion shall be received but to fix 


the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lay 
on the table. for the previous question (which motions shall be decided with: 


Ifeelrelieved now. [{Laughter.] 
Now, Mr. Speaker, [ rise to dis- 


It is not debatable. The House 





This motion does not require a 





1892. 





out debate), to postpone to a day certain, to refer or amend, or to postpone 
indefinitely, which several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing 
order; and no motion to postpone to a day certain, to refer, or to postpone 
indefinitely, being decided, shall be again allowed on the same day at the 
same stage of the question. 


Mr. DICKERSON. ‘‘When a question is under debate,” is 
the language of the rule. This is not such a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be seen that the motion 
to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn takes prece- 
dence of the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BYNUM. That must be a misprint ora misarrangement 
of the terms. Every House must retain the right to adjourn at 
any time. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does not the rule plainly say that the mo- 
tions shall have precedence in their order, and does not the mo- 
tion to adjourn come first? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. The motion to fix 
a day to which the House shall adjourn is first in order under 
the rule. 

Mr. TRACEY. I suggest that the solution of the difficulty 
suggested by the gentleman from Indiana would be that when- 
ever a quorum is not visible then the motion would be in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is true; but a quorum is 
present now. If no quorum were present, the only motions in 
order would be a call of the House or to adjourn. 

Mr. MALLORY. Is the motion now pending to fix a date to 
which the House shall adjourn? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

been ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered on the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
46, noes 28. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion as to whether it requires a quorum to reconsider a vote or- 
dering the yeas and nays isa very close one. 


It is, and the yeas and nays have 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 1, nays 128, not 
voting 200; as follows: 


} Amerman, 
Andrew, 


Atkinson, 
Babbitt, 
Baker, 
Barwig, 
Bentley, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Bowman, 
Breckinridge, 


| Bretz, 


Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Brunner, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Ballock, 

Hsusey, 

Butler, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Caruth, 
Cate, 
Causey. 
Chipman, 
¢ 


“Coburn, 


Abbott. 


The Chair thinks that the ques- | 


The present oc- | 


cupant of the chair recalls the fact that the Speaker of the House | 


decided afew days since that it did not require aquorum. In 
the opinion of the present occupant of the chair that decision 
was correct, and the Chair will hold that it does not require a 
quorum. The House therefore determines toreconsidar the vote 
ordering the yeas andnays. The question now recurs on the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. MALLORY. Pending that I move that we now adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit that that motion is not in order. 
Section 5 of Rule XVI provides: 

A motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, a motion to 
adjourn, and to take a recess, shall always be in order, and the hour at 
which the House adjourns shall be entered on the Journal. 

These motions are in order without regard to whether any 
matter is under debate or not, and they must be submitted to 
the House in their order of precedence, and, therefore, pending 
a motion to fix a day to which the House shall adjourn, I sub- 
mit that a simple motion to adjourn is notin order. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is always in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair entertains no doubt 
upon this question. The question is not only determined by the 
letter of the rule, which is plain, but the uniform practice of the 
House has established the fact that a motion to fix the day to 
which the House shall adjourn takes precedence over a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 
this motion pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
a quorum fails to appear. 

Mr. TRACEY. ‘The last vote disclosed that there was no quo- 
rum present, and the motion to adjourn is therefore in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the ruling of the Chair was that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CUMMINGS] could not raise the point of no quorum upon 
that question, which was to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. Therefore the question of a quo- 
rum is to be decided by the last roll call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is, in the 
opinion of the Chair,on the demand for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CUMMINGs]. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. AsI understand it, a vote 
in the affirmative is a vote for adjournment until Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CUMMINGs], that when the House adjourns it adjourn 
till Monday next. 


But we adjourned last night with 


The situation is different whn 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Antony, 
Arnold, 
Bacon, 
Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Bartine, 
Beeman, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, 
Branch, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner. 
Broderick, 
Bunn, 


| Bunting, 


Burrows, 
Bushnell, 
Bynum, 
Byrnes, 
Cable, 
Capehart, 
Castle, 
Catchings 
Cheatham, 
Chapin 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clover, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 
Cox, N. Y. 
Cox, Tenn. 


Ark. 


YEAS—1. 

Youmans. 

NAYS—128 
Coombs, Henderson, Iowa 
Covert, Henderson, I) 
Crawford, Hitt, 
Crosby, Holman 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Ill 
Daniell, Houk, Ohio 
Davis, Houk, Tenn 
Dixon, Hull, 
Doan, Johnson, N. Dak 
Dolliver, Johnstone, S. C 
Donovan, Jolley, 
Dockery, Kribbs, 


Dungan, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
English, 
Epes, 
Everett, 
Flick, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillespie, 
Greenleaf, 
Griswold, 
Grout, 
Halvorson, 
Hamilton, 
Hare, 
Harries, 
Hayes. lowa 
Haynes, Ohio 
Heard, 


NOT 
Craig, Pa. 
Crain, Tex. 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, 
Cutting, 
De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dickerson. 
Dingley, 
Dunphy, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Enloe, 
Enochs, 
Fellows, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Funston 
Fyan, 
Gantz, 
Geary, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Hall, 
Hallowell, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Huff, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 
Kem, 
Kendall, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Kyle, 


No quorum voting. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. Houk of Tennessee. 


For this day: 


VOTING 


Lapham, 
Lawson, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lester, Ga. 
Lockwood 
Lynch, 
Martin, 
McAleer, 
McClellan, 
McKaig, 

Me Rae, 
Meredith, 
Mutchler, 
O'Neill, Pa 
O'Neill, Mo 
Otis, 
Parrett, 
Patton, 
Payne 
Perkins, 


209, 


Lagan, 
Lane, 
Lanham 
Lawson, Va 
Layton, 
Lewis, 
Lind, 
Little, 
Livingston 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Loud, 
Magner, 
Mallory, 
Mansur, 
McCreary, 
McDonald, 
McGann, 
McKeighan, 
McKinney, 
McMillin, 
Meyer. 
Miller. 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Montgomery 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Newberry, 
Norion, 
Oates 
O'Donnell, 
O' Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, 
Page, R. L. 
Page, Md. 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pattison, Ohio 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 

Peel, 
Pendleton, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 

Price, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 


Post 

Powers, 

Ray 

Reed 

Reilly 
Rockwell, 
Russell, 
Seull 
seerley, 
Shell,” 
Shonk, 
Smith, 
Stephenson, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, C. W 
Stone, W. A. 
Stout, 
Taylor, Il. 
Terry 
Townsend, 
Turner, 

Van Horn, 
Warner, 
Watson, 
Waugh, 
Wike, 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, Mo 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright. 


Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Rife 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk 
Sanford 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Shively, 
Simpson, 
Snodgrass, 
Snow, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stevens 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn 
Taylor, E. B. 
Tayior, J. D. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turpin, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Weadock 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Mich 
White, 
Whiting, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Mass. 
Williams, N. C. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Winn, 

Wise, 

W oiverton. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. STUMP with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. CRAIN of Texas with Mr. QUACKENBUSH. 


Mr. MALLORY with Mr. 


STORER. 


On World’s Fair and rest of this day: 
Mr. McCrREARY with Mr. FeLLows. 


Mr. SNOW with Mr. BYRNS. 


Mr. PRICE with Mr. Coss of Missouri. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HARTER. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. LANHAM and Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the House 
do now adjourn. 
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The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama demanded a division, but subse- 
quently withdrew the demand. 

Accerdingly (at 3 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 11 o’clock a. m. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
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By Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill | 


H. I. 3219) for the relief of R. A. Hurley, administrator of A. 
I. Hurley. (Report No. 2088.) 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 
A bill (H. R. 2349) to pension Luman Bell for services ren- 
ved in the war with Mexico. (Report No. 2089.) 


sio 
de 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


er clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

s was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
t» increase the pension of William Wesley McClain, and 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





Un 


the sam 


BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Underclause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


ine titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

y Mr. COOMBs: A bill (H. R. 9571) to punish and prevent 
certain oTenses against the peace cf the United States—to the 
Co:nmittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A resolution requesting the Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury to inquire into the ventilation 


and sanitary condition of the House wing of the Capitol—to the 
Select Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

by Mr. BINGHAM: A resolution that on Friday, July 29, im- 

uiately after adoption of this resolution, the House proceed 
to further consider the disagreeing amendments on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill not already acted upon—to the Committee 

Rules. 

iby Mr. STUMP: A resolution for printing for use of the House 
t and evidence taken by Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A resolution directing the Committee 
on Mines and Mining to report what legislation is necessary, if 
any, to protect locaters of mineral lands within railroad land 
grants in California; also on the question that in controversies 
for land in the mineral regions such lands shall be considered 
mineral in character until otherwise established—to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. COMMINGS: A resolution for the printing of 1,000 
}> 


on 


Tenpol 


copies of the results of the survey made pursuant to the act of 
March 2, 1891, for a cable between San Francisco and the Sand- 
wich Islands—to the Committee on Printing. 


By Mr. BULLOCK: A resolution to set apart the 9th day of 
December next for the consideration of the bill (S. 1391) author- 
izing the Seeretary of the Treasury to settle the account stated 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of the Adventist Church of 
Logan, Iowa, signed by 82 citizens, against the United States 
committing itself to a union of religion and state in the passage 
of any bill or resolution to close the World’s Exposition on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of officers and members of An- 
drews Post, No. 132, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ashland, 
Ohio, to accompany House bill 9666—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers of Marrow County, Ohio, and mem- 


| bers of Creighton Orr Post, Department of Ohio, Grand Army 





between the General Government and the State of Florida—to 


the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause | of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 9672) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mattie S. Holland—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9673) granting a pension to Eu- 
genia Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, late 


of the United States Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 9674) for the restoration 
of pension to Mary J. Egbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 9675) to pension R. A. Willey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 9676) granting a pension to Hesea 

Groom —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 9677) for the relief 
of Frank Oldis, late of the Fifth Massachusetts Artillery, and the 


W 


Fourth Battery Rhode Island Artillery Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee.on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill(H. R. 9678) to remove the charge of 
eee against George Stock—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 





of the Republic, to accompany House bill 8777—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Memorial of 66 citizens of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, remonstrating against any legislation on the subject 
of opening or closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Joseph M. Wilburn, asking 
that a pension be granted him—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULL: Memorial of 61 of the Afro-American citizens 
of Altoona, Pa., praying an amendment of the act prohibiting 
the coming of Chinese to the United States by striking out the 
word ‘‘ white” and inserting ‘‘one credible witness,” etc.—to 
the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts: Petition of 98 citizens of 
South Framingham, Mass., protesting against the closing of the 


| World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday—to the Select Com- 


mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 29, 1892. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I rise to inquire whether there is 
a quorum of the Senate present? I suggest acall of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will direct the roll to be 
called. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Allison, George, Manderson, Sanders, 

| Bate, Gray, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Morgan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Harris, Paddock, Stewart, 
Call, Hawley, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Carlisle, Higgins, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hunton, Perkins, Walthall, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Pugh, Washburn, 
Felton, Kyle, Quay, White. 
Gallinger, McMillan, Ransom, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. No quorum is present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose the only motion that can be made 
is to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to notify absent Senators and 
request their attendance. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.SANDERS. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] is pre- 
vented from being in attendance by illness. I ask that he be 
excused. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SHOUP] will be excused, if there be no objection. , 

Mr. HARRIS. What was the result of the roll call? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. The Sergeant-at-Arms has been di- 
rected to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. GORMAN entered the Chamberand answered to his name. 

Mr. STEWART (at 12 o'clock and 25 minutes). Would it be 
outof order to makea few remarks pending the execution of the 
order to request the attendance of absent Senators? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would not beinorder. No busi- 
ness can be transacted until a quorum appears. 

Mr. PROCTOR entered the Chamber and answered to hisname. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of S. Heyden- 
feldt, jr., of California, praying for the passage of legislation 
prohibiting the use of electricity on human beings where it af- 
fects others; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary. 

Mr. FELTON presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber 





ard 
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of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., favoring a change of date 
for the dedication of the World’s Columbian Exposition build- 
ings to conform to the Gregorian calendar; which were referred | 
to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Mrs. Alice West- 
phalen and 30 other citizens of North Bend, Nebr., praying for 
the passage of legislation prohibiting the manufacture, sale, and 
importation of cigarettes in the United States; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. . Love 

He also presented a memorial of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the closing of the Ww orld > Colum- 
bian Exposition on Sunday, and that the sale of intoxicating 
liquors be prohibited thereat; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the national con- 
vention of representatives of commercial bodies of the United 
States on behalf of honest consumers, insolvents, retailers, whole- 
salers, and manufacturers in regard the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill. As this is an important memorial, from a representative 
body, I move that it be printed as a document, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RETAIL PRICES AND WAGES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and of the Finance Committee to the 
Report No. 936, ‘‘reporton retail prices and wages, submitted by 
Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance.” It is a partial 
report. I understand there is a considerable portion of the re- 
port which is not attached to this dccument, and yet it is laid 
upon our tables. I understood from the discussion we had the 
other day that certain tables were to be made apart of the report 
and go with it, not to appear in a separate document. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will allow me, I think I can 
explain the situation. 

It will be remembered, in the first place, that I offered a res- 
olution to print with this report, as a supplement to it, the list 
of retail prices procured in England on the Ist day of June, 18*9, 
and the Ist day of September, 1891. It was laid over in order 
that the Senator from Rhode Island might have an opportunity 
to see it; which he afterwards did. He and I then had a con- 
sultation about the matter, in which we agreed that we would 
have passed a resolution directing the Public Printer to print 
with this report, and as a supplement to it, the list of prices 
procured in England with a list of the prices of the same arti- 
cles, as far as practicable, in three representative cities in the 
United States, and a comparison of the prices as shown by these 
lists between England and the United States. 

Afterwards the statistician of the subcommittee took the lists 
and made the comparison, but when the Senator from Rhode 
Island and myself examined them, we both concluded that the 
comparison is utterly valueless for any purpose whatever, for the 
reason that the articles which were selected for investigation in 
England were not in all cases the same as the articles selected in 
the United States. We therefore agreed, upon the suggestion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island himself, that we would waive 
the publication of the comparison between the prices in England 
and the United States, and print simply the list of prices in 
England as contemplated by the resolution offered by me. That 
instruction was sent to the Public Printer, but it seems, from in- 
formation which I have procured this morning, that the Public 
Printer did not understand he was to print this list with the ro- 
port, but that he was to print it only as a supplement to the re- 
port, and that he is proceeding to print it in a separate volume. 
But we have caused instructions to be sent to the Public Printer 
which will result, I think, in the correction of the matter, and 
hereafter all the reports issued will contain the list. 

Mr. MANDERSON. With the Senator's permission, let me 
call his attention to the fact that this print is undoubtedly the 
usual number. F 
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Mr. CARLISLE. It is. 


Mr. MANDERSON. It is the usual number that was ordered 
printed by the first action of the Senate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what this is. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The order was simply that the report as 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] should 
be printed. Then after that, I understand, an arrangement was 
made by which the supplement was ordered printed. The sup- 
plement will appear in the extra copies that were ordered by 
resolution, but the first order to print was of the usual number, 
and hence the report has come to us without the supplement. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I should like to call the at- 
tention of the committee and of the Senate to a litile further 
comparisons between the falling prices in this country and in 
Europe. I have an article here from the London Economist upon 
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a letter from Gen. Warner, calling attention to the article, as 
follows: 
OFFICE OF THE AMERICAN BIMETALLIC LEAGUE, 
SUN BUILDING, 
Washington, D. C., July 27, 1892 

MY DEAR SENATOR: As pertinent to the discussion on prices now going 
on in the Senate, I beg to call your attention to the editorial in the London 
Economist of July 2, entitled “*The continued decline in the prices of com- 
modities.” The writer begins by saying “There has as yet been no cessa- 
tion of the fall in the prices of commodities,” etc. 

The table presented in the article shows that the inde 
Economist, representing the prices of twenty-two leadir ities. has 
gone from 2259, where it stood July 1, 1890, to 2081 for J which in 
dicates a fall in the general range of prices of 7.9 per cent in two years 
while, as the author says, ‘“‘the decline for the past half year has been 2.4 
per cent,” or at the rate of 4.8per cent per annum 

Here is a continued fall of prices irrespective of tariff, which pr 
clusively that neither protection nor free trade can prevent, unde 
conditions, the continued downward tendency of prices. It would be idle to 
claim that there had been any material change In the past six months in 
the labor cost of producing any of the twenty articles included in the ta! 
ot the Economist. There can be, therefore, but one explanation, and th 
is that the change is in the money standard and not in the commodities, and 
what is here called the fall of prices is nothing but an increase in the valine 
of the money unit, arising out of the growing scarcity of gold. The fall of 
prices and the rise of money are, in fact, one and the same thing 
Anincrease of 4.8 per cent in the value of money inasingle year means 
course, an increase in all taxes and debts in the same proportion 
Does anybody need to be told that there must be an end to this some day 
or that revolution and repudiation for half the nations of the world must be 













of 


| the final outcome of such a monetary policy 


Very truly yours, 
Hon. WM. M. STEWART, 
United States Senate, Washington. D. C 
Now, I will read an extract from the London Economist: 
THE CONTINUED DECLINE IN THE PRICES OF COMMODITIB 


There has as yet been no cessation of the fall in the prices of commodities, 
which, generally speaking, have been steadily dwindling for the past couple 
of years, Throughout the whole of the first halfof 1892 the quiet downward 


movement has been continued with the result that our “Index number 
representing the prices of twenty-two leading commodities, stands at the 
close of the half year at 2,081, and compares with immediately preceding half 





ye . thus; 

Index number 
ial ciararrenge eaten ce ee : . 2, OS1 
eS I sia sepia cn centaionah dimen esetnnn sidetingane a : ; 2,133 
- SS ee meee F eae ees a 2,199 
I ie I eiciicknc seit atbiiednabinakepeinn 4 es ea ae Ee : . 2, 224 
‘ ee ae i Eee J 2, 250 

Since the middle of 1890, therefore, the fall in prices, taken as a whole has 








been about 7.9 per cent, while during the past half year the decline 
2.4 per cent 


has equaled 


So the decline in prices in Europe has been even greater than 
the decline in prices in the United States, but that there is a de- 
cline throughout the entire commercial world is well established. 
The decline in the last fifteen years has been at least 35 per 
cent, and it can not be attributed to tariff or free trade. 
must be attributed to another cause. It is precisely similar to 
the decline which took place from 1810 to 1850, which was in 
commodities fully 50 per cent. From 1850 to 1875 the general 
rise in the price of commodities was fully 25 per cent. It can not 
be said thatincreased facility for production had anything partic- 
ular to do with it, or thatit wasacontrolling factor. I donotsay 
that it had nothing to do with it, butit was not a controlling fac- 
tor, because from 1850 to 1875 labor-saving machines were in- 
vented and put in operation in a greater ratio than they have 
been since. Still prices under the inflow of gold from Califor- 
nia and Australia rose in twenty-five years 25 per cent, and in 
the last eighteen years they have fallen over 35 per cent, proba- 
bly as much as40 per cent, and they must continue to fall whether 
you have a high tariff or a low tariff. 

[ was surprised to hear Senators, who ought to be familiar 
with the history of the rise and fall of prices always correspond- 
ing with the suppiy of the precious metals, attribute it to such 
trivial causes. Of course the tariff upon any article will raise 
the price of that article until there is competition produced 
here. Thenit may cheapenit. But that the tariff would have 
an important effect to reduce prices is most ridiculous. Its first 
tendency is to advance prices. Itssubsequent tendency, as those 


+ 


| who advocate a tariff contend, is to lower prices, because it 


creates more production and competition in this country, and on 
the whole it is beneficial. That is the theory of the protection- 
ists. But no one ever before contended that a tariff would in 
the year it was enacted lower prices. On the contrary it has not 
had that effect. It has not had that effect in reference to the 


| McKinley act, because the prices in Europe have fallen lower 


than here. It has had the effect to sustain prices here rather 
than lower them. 

[ think there is no greater calamity that can happen to man- 
kind than falling prices. Every man’s energies are destroyed 
when his property is growing less valuable. Falling prices 
mean poverty to the producer and wealth to the owners of fixed 
incomes. It increases their wealth and diminishes the property 
of the laboring classes. 

Upon this point it would be well if every Senator would read 


this very subject which I think is interesting. Iholdin my hand | the first volume of the second series of Alison in reviewing the 
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effect of the supply of the precious metalsupon Europ2. History 
is repeating itself. We are treadingin thesame paths. He de- 
scribed the condition, and he was an active participant in the 
discussion from 1810, or from the beginning of the century until 
the copious supply of gold and silver came from California and 
Australia. He witnessed and wrote out the various changes 
produced upon prices and the various changes produced upon 
the prosperity of the country. Ithink I may read with profit 
a few extracts from him. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. Speaking of the period immediately after 
the Napoleonic wars and 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISin the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I simply want to transact a little morning 





business. I wish to introduce a resolution. 
Mr.STEWART. TheSenator wants tointerruptme. Please 
do not. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Resolutions are not yet in or- 
der. The Senator from Nevada will proceed. 

Mr.STEWART. Afterdiscussing the effect of the vast wealth 
secured during the Napoleonic wars by the people who supplied 
the army and acquired fortunes and the change it made upon 
the condition in Great Britain, Mr. Alison says: 

{t was in the undue ascendency of the mercantile interest in this mixed 
aristocracy, springing out of the vast riches they had amassed and the infiu- 
ence they had acquired during the war, that the remote cause of the whole 
subsequent difficulties of the British Empire is to be found. The reason of 
this is that, unlike a territorial aristocracy, whose interest, being founded on 
production, must always be the same as those of the laboring classes who 
cultivate their land, the gain of a moneyed aristocracy is often found chiefly 
in the depression and penury of the great body of the people. Manufactur- 
ers for the home market, indeed, can never in the end thrive on the ruin of 
their customers, but those for the export sale, and who are generally the 
mostenterpris'ng and influential, often doso because the cost of production is 
lessened by a fall in the wages of domestic labor, and that fall does not les- 
sen the amount of foreign consumption. Thus the profits of manufactur- 
ers for foreign markets is often materially augumented by domestic suffer- 
ing; and they would be greatest if, like the poor Hindoos, the persons they 
employed could be brought tosubsist on 3 pence aday. The moneyedclasses, 
all possessed of fixed incomes, and the holders of realized capital, gain im- 
mensely by the suffering of the producing classes, for that brings down the 
wages of labor, lowers the price of commodities of all sorts, and proportion- 
ally increases the value of money. Hence, the efforts of. those classes, when 
they have become so powerful as to have gained the command of the State, 
are always mainly directed to the introduction of measures which may aug- 
ment their fortunes, without any effort on their part, simply by enhancing 
the value of money by cheapening the cost of everythingelse. These meas- 
ures, by striking at the remuneration of industry, are, in the long run, of all 
others the most fatal to the working classes, and hence it was that Adam 
Smith said, ‘‘High prices and plenty are prosperity; low prices and want 
are misery.” 

That isthe very thing that was accomplished by the demoneti- 
zation of silver. It produced high prices of money but low prices 
of property, and that must goon. The silver men have studied 
this for the last fifteen years. They have predicted from time 
to time what would occur, that prices must shrink with the 
shrinking volume of money of ultimate payment. As the metal- 


lic money of the world shrinks prices must shrink. Butnow the 


special effort of the gold men is to make gold contracts and to | 


force their debtors to buy more gold; and while that continues 
the producing classes will suffer. There is no remedy but to 


avail ourselves of a bounteous nature, the great fortune that this | 


generation has inherited by the discovery of new fields of metal- 
lic wealth. But the disuse of one-half of the world’s money by 


the demonetization of silver is precisely the same in effect as the | 


cutting off of the supply of gold and silver at the commencement 
of the century caused by the Spanish-American wars. 

It is the war of legislation, the war of the few against the 
many, which has broughta money famine that is reducing prices, 
making cheap men and cheap property, and a rich gold aristoc- 
racy. ‘That is going on all the time, and your tariff discussions 
are idle, because the effect is universal. You may change con- 
ditions slightly, and conditions will change as to the price of ar- 
ticles with the failure or success of crops. Trade conditions will 
change and we will get the trade of one country after another 
by trade relations, butthe genera! tendency of prices and of labor 
is downward, and every man who gets up in the morning will 
find that he is poorer to-day than he was yesterday if he is en- 
gaged in any useful occupation. That will continue until there 
is a change, until the basis of our circulation is changed by re- 
storing both precious metals and atoning as far as we can for the 
great offenses committed against society in 1873. We must atone 
for that crime before we can have prosperity. Everything else 
will fail as it failed from 1810 to 1850. it you will read that vol- 
ume of Alison he will explain, step by step, the baneful effec‘s 
of cutting off the supply of precious metals, and then the grand 
result of the new discoveries in vivifying and fructifying the 
enterprises of the world. 

Why should this progresshave beenstopped? It was stopped 
for no other reason than to satisfy the greed of the money-holder, 
to advance the value of his property, money, by depressing the 


price of property and discouraging production, and producing 
misery everywhere. 

I make these remarks because the comments which have been 

made on the great discussion about falling prices might mislead 
somebody. Here is one party saying prices are reduced by trusts, 
another that prices are reduced by the tariff, and so they go on, 
and so they went on fifty years before gold and silver were dis- 
covered, and when those discoveries were made the free-trade 
States and the tariff States prospered alike. There was a uni- 
versal uprising in the value of property; every man who pro- 
duced property was growing rich; he had his equal share in the 
distribution of the wealth he produced. That will be the case 
as long as you keep the volume of money adequate to the de- 
mand. When you do not do that you raise the value of gold and 
enslave mankind, and that is the condition of things. That is 
| the explanation I have to make of the falling prices. 
The following extract from Alison’s history describes the ef- 
| fect of the gold and silver of California and Australia, and shows 
| what would have been the prosperity of this country to-day if 
the crime of 1873 had not been committed: 


Every effort of industry, every triumph of art, every increase of popula- 
tion tended only to augment the general distress, because it enhanced the 
| disproportion between the decreasing circulation and increasing numbers 
| and transactions of mankind; and prophetic wisdom, resting on the past 

and musing on the future, could anticipate nothing buta decline and fall, 
| precisely similar to that of ancient Rome, for modern Europe. 

But Providence is wiser than man; and often when human effort is inade- 
quate to arrest the current of misfortune, and nothing but disaster can be 
anticipated for the future of mankind, a cause is suddenly brought into op- 
| eration which entirely alters the destinies of the species, and educes future 
and unlimited good out of present and crushing evil. At the close of the 
fifteenth century the working classes all over Europe were sunk in a state of 
debasement, from which extrication seemed hopeless from the strength of 
the position occupied by the futile aristocracy by which they were oppressed, 
Providence revealed the compass to mankind, the Almighty breathed the 
spirit of prophetic heroism into one man—Columbus spreads his sails across 
the Atlantic, the mines of Mexico and Peru were discovered, and the des- 
tinies of the world were changed. Less oppressed in appearance but notless 
oppressed in reality, the laboring poor were generally struggling with dif- 
ficulties in every part of the civilized world, after the termination of the 
| great strife of the French Revolution; the moneyed had come instead of the 
futile aristocracy; and so strongly was the commercial class, which had 
grown up into importance during its continuance, intrenched in the citadels 
of power, that relief or emancipation from evil seemed alike out of the ques- 
tion. Even the terrible monetary crash of 1848 failed in drawing general at- 
tention to the subject, or making the suffering classes aware of the source 
from which their difficulties proceeded. Financial difficulties induced by 
that very monetary pressure drove the Americans into the career of con- 
quest; repudiation of debts was succeeded by aggression on territory; Texas 
was overrun by squatters, California conquered by armies, the reserved 
treasures of nature opened up, and the face of the world was changed. 

To appreciate the immense and blessed influence of this event upon the 
happiness and prospects of mankind we have only to suppose that it had not 
taken place and consider what would in that event have been the destinies 
of the species. America, with 24,000,000 inhabitants, is now doubling its 
| numbers every twenty-five years; Russia, with 66,000,000, every fifty years, 
25,000,000 are yearly added to the inhabitants of Europe west of the Vistula; 
and the British colonies in Australia are rising at a rate which promises ere 
long to outstrip the far-famed rapidity of transatlantic increase. Great and 
unprecedented as is this simultaneous growth of mankind in so many differ- 
ent parts of the world, it is yet a by the increase of their industry 
and transactions. The enhanced activity and energy springing from the de- 
velopment of the democratic passion in Western Europe; the m:|tiplied 
wants and luxuries of man, arising from the long continuance of peace, and 
growth of realized wealth; the prodigious change effected by steam, at sea 
and land, in their means of communication, have all conspired to multiply 
their transactions in a still greater ratio than their numbers. In thesecir- 
| cumstances, if the circulating medium of the globe had remained stationary 
or declining, as it was from 1815 to 1849, from the effects of South American 
| revolution and English legislation, the necessary result must have been that 
it would have been altogether inadequate to the wants of men; and notonly 
would industry have been everywhere cramped, but the price-of produce 
would have universally and constantly failed. Money would every day have 
| become more valuable—all other articles measured in money less so; debts 
and taxes would have been constantly increasing in weight and oppression; 
the fate which crushed Rome in ancient, and has all but crushed Great Bri- 
tain in modern, times would have been that of the whole family of mankind. 
The extension and general use of a paper currency might have alleviated, 
but it could not have removed these evils, for no such currency, commonto 
all mankind, has ever yet been found practicable; and such is the weight of 
capital, and thestrength of thé influences which, in an artificial state of so- 
ciety, it comes to exercise on the measures of government, that experience 
gives no countenance to the belief that any necessities of mankind, however 
urgent, would lead to the adoption of measures by which its realized value 
might be lessened. 

All these evils have been entirely obviated, and the opposite set of bless- 
ings introduced, by the opening of the great reserved treasures of nature in 
California and Australia. Asclearly asthe basin of the Mississippi was pre- 
pared by the hand of nature to receive the surplus population of the Western 
world, were the gold mines of California provided to meet the wants of the 
Wes:ern, those of Australia of the Eastern hemisphere. We can now con- 
template with complacency any given increase in mankind; the growth of 
their numbers will not lead to the aggravation of their sufferings. Three 
years only have elapsed since California gold was discovered by Anglo-Saxon 
enterprise, and the annual supply has already come to exceed 25,000,000 
poun ts sterling. Coupled with the mines of Australia and the Ural Moun- 
tains, it will soon exceed thirty, perhaps reach forty millions. Before half 
a century has elapsed prices of every article of commerce will be tripled, 
enterprise eS encouraged, ey vivified, debts and taxes 
lessened. fate the precise reverse of that which destroyed Rome and so 
sorely distressed England is reserved for the great family of mankind. 
When the discovery of the compass, of the art of printing, and of the New 
World, had given an extraordinary impulse to human activity in the six- 
teenth century the silver mines of Mexico and Peru were opened by Provi- 
dence, and the means of conducting industry in consistence with human 
happiness was afforded to mankind. When, by the consequences of the 
French revolution, the discovery of steam conveyance, the improvement of 
machinery, and the vast extension of European emigration, a still greater 
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impulse was given to the human species in the nineteenth century, the gold 
mines of California and Australia were brought into operation, and the in- 
crease in human numbers and transactions was even exceeded by the means 
provided for conducting them. If ever the benevolence of the Almighty was 
clearly revealed in human affairs, it was in these two decisive discoveries 
made at such periods; and he who, on ae them, is not persuaded 
of the superintendence of an ever-watchful Providence, would not be con- 
vinced though one rose from the dead. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs. to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 77) for the relief 
of Maj. Henry A. Read, reported adversely thereon, and it was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wasreferred the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 54) for the relief of Maj. Henry A. 
Read, reported if without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | 


bill (S. 2246) to correct the military record of Henry C. Seaman, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted areport thereon. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


was referred the bill (H.R. 4815) granting an increase of pension | 
to Walter Barrett, reported it without amendment, and submit- | 


ted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, t6 whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4302) granting a pension to James McCammon, re- | 


ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


S eee 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 757) to quiet the title of cer- | 


tain lands in the State of Mississippi, and for the relief of Eli 
Ayres, his legal representatives, etc., reported it without amend- 
t. 

He also, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3280) to provide for the enforcement of the 
provisions of the act of Congress for the protection of the salmon 
fisheries of Alaska, approved March 2, 1889, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3114) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to ap- 
point commissioners to estimate damages done to planted oysters 


and oyster beds in Raritan Bay and adjoining waters in New | 


York and New Jersey, and to make compensation therefor, re- 
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 1432) granting a pension to Anna Bur- 


rington, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed | 


indefinitely. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (Ii. R. 1742) for the relief of Mrs. Laura E. | 


Skeels, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpenter, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3260) for the relief of Orson Putnam; and 

A bill (S. 3259) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Weaver. 

CABLE BETWEEN SAN FRANCISCO AND HONOLULU. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by him on the 
27th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
there be printed 1,000 —_ of the report of the results of the survey made 
oe to the act of March 2, 1891, ‘‘ to enable the President to cause care- 

ul soundings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the 
Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpose of determining the prac- 
ticability of laying a telegraph cable between these points; *’ 300 copies to be 
for the use of the Senate, 400 for the House, and 300 for the Navy Depart- 


ment; the cost of the same to be paid from the uuexpended balance of the | 


money appropriated for this survey. 
ARMY DRILL REGULATIONS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee or 
Printing to reporta joint resolution to print and bind 1,000 extra 
copies each of the drill regulations for the infantry, cavalry, and 
artillery of the Army, for sale to those who may desire them. 
The committee has made the investigation required by law as 
to the cost of these different documents, and I ask that the joint 
resolution may be considered now by the Senate. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 112) to print and bind 1,000 extra 
copies each of the drill regulations for infantry, cavalry, and 
artillery was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized 


and directed to print from the stereotype plates and bind 1,000 extra copies 
each of the drill regulations for infantry, cavalry, and artillery, and sel) the 


same at the cost b poo thereof to such persons connected with the militia or 
national guard of States and others as may require their use. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the . 


Whole proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to state in connection with the 
joint resolution that the cost of the new infantry tactics will be 
45 cents apiece, or $450 a thousand; of the cavalry, $550 a thou- 
sand, or 55 cents apiece, and of the artillery tactics $600 a thou- 
sand, or 60 cents a piece. 

< BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3489) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F’. Ruggles; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 
| He also introduced a bill (S. 3190) granting a pension to Eliza 
| J. Owens; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3491) granting a pension to Ann 
M. Relgen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a joint resolution ‘S. R. 113) pro- 
viding for the printing of the Agricultural Report for 1892; 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

on Printing. 





HEURICH’S BREWERY. 


Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, directed to communicate to the Senate their reasons for granting 
@ permit for the erection or repair of a building for a brewery after they 
| were informed that Congress was considering the question of prohibiting 
| the erection or use of buildings for breweries at the place for which such 
permit was issued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks 

| for the present consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me rather unreasonable to di- 
| rect the Commissioners to neglect to per‘orm a duty because some 
member of the Senate or House of Representatives sees a reason 
why they should not do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
object to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [should rather look at it first, and see what 
it is. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President,I desire to state to the Senate that 
a fire occurred in this city a few evenings past, late in the night, 
and it has been reported upon very good authority that the build- 
ing had in it combustibles of a most dangerous character: the 
| livesof all the people withinseveral blocks of that building were 

in imminent danger, subject to the mere chance of the fire being 
subdued. Fortunately it turned out otherwise; the night was 
calm: it had been raining, or there would have been probably 
one of the most disastrous explosions that has ever occurred in 
the city of Washington. 

These facts were communicated to the Senate and a bill in- 
troduced for the purpose of prohibiting the use of the building 
for that purpose. The bill was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and by them communicated to the 
Commissioners. Immediately, and while this was being done, 
a permit was granted for the repair and the continuance of the 
use of the building for this purpose. The whole community who 
live adjacent to the building which was partially consumed by 
fire are ina state of alarm, and justalarm. The material that 
is used in carrying on a brewery I understand to be of the most 

| combustible and dangerous character, and outside of the nuisance 
| of the fumes that are dissipated over this whole neighborhood I 
am informed upon very good authority that the carrying on of 
this business and the use of the building for that purpose will 
desolate that quarter of the city and is extremely dangerous. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itseems to me the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Florida does not relieve the matter. Here is an en- 
terprising man, I think, by the name of Heurich. I do not 
know him personally at all. Mr. Heurich builta very extensive 
brewery, and the people of the good city of Washington seek to 
' make that a very fashionable quarter. The brewery was built 
there when there were no houses aboutit. Since that time it 
has become a very fashionable part of the city. A portion of 
the building was burned the other night. It was a great mis- 
fortune, by which Mr. Heurich lost a considerable sum of money. 
What right has Congress or anybody to prevent him from build- 
| ing up the building that he had there before? Why should Con- 
| gress step in because people have come and built their residences 
| about him and deny him the right to use his property as he 
' chooses? It seems to me it is unjust and wrong, because people 
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have gathered around him and built their homes near him, that 
we should seek to deny to him the use of his property. 

I have no objection to letting the resolution go over or to re- 
ferring it to the Committee on the District of Columbia, but I 
should vote against it. 

Mr. CALL. If the resolution goes over there is the end of the 
matter. The Senator from Ohio proceeds upon the theory that 
human life is inferior to the value of property; that a man may 
use his property as a dynamite store or a gunpowder place of 
deposit, and that the lives of the people are matters of no con- 
seq uence compared to the value of the property. 

Mr. President, that is not the theory of the law, nor is it the 
theory of any human civilization. Property is inferior to life 
and inferior to the comfort and the salt beleer of society; and 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I will not press the request if the Sena- 
tor desires to go on. 

Mr.CARLISLE. The senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Prer- 
FER] has a resolution which he desired to take up this morning, 


which will lose its place and go to the Calendar, as I understand 
from him, unless it is postponed until to-morrow morning by 
| unanimous consent. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution 


| Of the Senator from Kansas may hold its present place and go 


over until to-morrow morning. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Whatever that place is? 
Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 


| of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] for unanimous con- 


| sent that the resolution of the Senator from Kansas {Mr. PEF- 
| FER], relative to the employment of Pinkerton men, retain its 
| present place on the Calendar and go over until to-morrow? The 


when an antagonism shall be made between those two, which 
ought never to occur, unquestionably the rights of property 
must digappear. 





Mr. SHERMAN. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. CALL. But we have laws upon the statute books of the 
District of Columbia 
loons within certain 
that section, and the fact that this business was carried on and 
an immense fortune made by selling this intoxicating beverage 
to the people of the country by no means justifies the continu- 
ance of it when it is dangerous to the lives of all the people in 
that community. 


fied the use of this property for that purpose? 


If there is objection made, I shall move to take the resolution | 


up for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. CALL. Then I move to take up the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. An objection carries the resolution over until 
to-morrow. . 

Mr. CALL. ' Lagree that the resolution may go over, although 
it is a measure of great importanc: to residents of this city. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will lie over. 

. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 

TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate,in compliance 


with its request, the bill (S, 1842) to fix the fees of jurors and wit- | 


nesses in United States courts in the States of Oregon, Washing- 
ton. Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming. 


The message also announced that the House had agreed tothe | 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes | 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill | 


(H. R. 7294) granting pensions to army nurses. 


The message further announced that the House had agreed to | 


the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 


_A bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie B. Mor- | 


ris; 
A bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley; 

A bill (H. R. 3888) for the relief of Samuel Howard; and 

A bill (H. R. 6093) for the relief of Quincy McNeil. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 2137) to amend an act entitled “An act amending the 
pension law so as to remove the disability of those who, having 
participated in the rebellion, have since its termination enlisted 
in the Army of the United States, and become disabled,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1877; 

A bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treut- 
len: 

A bill (H. R. 7213) to amend an act entitled ‘An act authoriz- 
ing theappointmentof receivers of national banks, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 30, 1876; and 

A bill (TH. R. 8537) relating to the limitation of the hours of 
daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon the pub- 
lic works of the United States and of the District of Columbia. 

EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I appeal to the Senate, and especially to 
the Senator from Kentucky Mr. CARLISLE], to permit unanimous 
consent for the consideration of a bill, which is local in its char- 
acter, and which will lead to no opposition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
appealed to by quite a number of Senators for the same purpose, 
and while I should like to accommodate everybody, I feel if I 
am tosay anything at all to-day, I ought to begin before the heat 
becomes more intense in the Chamber. 
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peoneieg that men shail not establish sa- | 
ocalities objected to by the residents of | 


| 
| 


Suppose everybody had been killed, men, | 
women, and children, would the Senator from Ohio have justi- | 


Is there objection to the present 


| trict of Columbia. 


I will say to the Senator that I have been | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had, on the 28th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 
An act (S. 710) providing for the relief of William C. Spencer, 
of Maryland, late captain Seventeenth Infantry, United States 
Army: 
An act (S. 1040) authorizing the Secretary of War to lease 
public property in certain cases; and 
' An act (S. 3211) to authorize the establishment of an academy 
| and gallery of art in the District of Columbia. 
| The message also announced that the President had on this 
day approved and signed the act (S. 267) for the preservation of 
the public peace and the protection of property within the Dis; 


TARIFF POLICY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
| from Kentueky [Mr. CARLISLE] on the resolution heretofore 

submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE}. 

| Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Kentucky begins, 
| Isuggest that by unanimous consent he be allowed to proceed 
until the close of his remarks, which will probably be after the 
| hour of 2 o'clock, and that the unfinished business be laid before 
the Senate after the Senator from Kentucky shall have con- 
cluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
| made by the Senator from lowa? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ask for the reading of the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] some time ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
| The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. HALE 
| June 27, 1892, as follows: 

Whereas at notime has so large a proportion of the American people been 
| employed at so high wages and purchasing the necessities and comforts of 
| life at solow prices as in the year 1892; and 

Whereas the balance of the trade with foreign countries has never been so 
large in favor of the United States as in the last year; and 

Whereas these conditions exist and are largely due to the Republican pol- 
icy of “ protection:*' Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
quire into the effect of a policy of “tariff for revenue only” upon the labor 
and the industries of the United States and to report upon the same to the 
Senate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, Perhaps I ought to apolo- 
gize to the Senate for attempting on such a day as this, and at 
so late a period in the session, to occupy any part of its time in 
| the discussion of a subject which we all agree can not be disposed 

of: but therecent report made by the Committee on Finance, 
| in relation to the prices of commodities, the rates of wages, and 
| the cost of living in the United States, has been so thoroughly 
misunderstood or so yrossly misrepresented in the public press 
and elsewhere, that I have felt it to be the duty of some one on 
this side of the Chamber who assisted in making that investiga- 
tion, to state our views of its results. I will endeavor to do that 
to-day; and as my purpose is to be as brief as possible, I hope 
that Senators will allow me to proceed without interruption. 
| If I make any statement of fact or conclusion from which they 
dissent, they can make a note of it and reply to me afterwards. 
| I shall be glad, however, when my remarks are concluded, to 
answer, so far as I can, any question which may be put to me. 

I think it is the unanimous opinion of economists and statisti- 
| cians who have investigated the subject, that for many years, 
| inall the great industrial and commercial countries of the world, 
the prices of commodities have been decreasing and the rates of 
wages, especially in those occupations which require a consider- 
‘able degree of skill and intelligence, have been increasing; in 
other words, that capital has been receiving year by vear asmaller 
percentage upon the totai proceeds of the product and labor has 
been receiving year by year alarger percentage of the total pro- 
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ceeds of the product. Of course, there are very many and very | 
conspicuous and aggravating exceptions to this general rule, but | 
they are all attributable, in my opinion, to abnormal and artificial | 
conditions, created by unequal and unjust tax laws and by im- 

proper governmental interference with the private affairs of the | 
people, discriminating in favor of some and against others. Ifall 

these disturbing influences should be removed, as they ought to be | 
removed, the universal rule, in all the most highly civilized and | 
enlightened countries, would undoubtedly be as I have stated it. | 

This tendency towards a deciine in the prices of commodities | 

and an increase in the rates of wages is, in my judgment, the nec- 
esary result of our improved methods of production, transporta- 
tion, and exchange. When the money cost of production is de- | 
creasing and the product of any given amount of manual and | 
intellectual labor is increasing, the capitalist can very well afford 
to receive asmaller percentage of profit upon a larger aggre- | 
gate sum realized upon his investment and pay to the laborer a 
larger percentage upon the product of his toil. When the cost 
of production is decreasing and the amount of production is in- | 
creasing, because of improved methods, it is evident that both 
capital and labor should be benefited and that the consumers of 
their joint products ought to be able to procure them at lower 
»rices. 
. This, Mr. President, is what is now going on,and for many 
years has been going on, iv all the great industrial and com- 
mercial countries of the world, where the people have been al- 
lowed to avail themselves of the benefits resulting from the use 
of modern improvements in production and distribution, except 
in those cases to which I have alluded, where governments con- 
sider themselves wiser than their people and adopt policies and 
enact laws which interfere with the free production and distri- 
bution of commodities. 

Whatever makes it easier for the people to live decently and 
comfortably; whatever makes the necessaries of life which the 
people are bound to buy and use cheaper and less expensive to 
the masses, isa blessing to mankind; and I have never been able 
to appreciate the wisdom of that policy which compels men to 
work longer and harder in order to procure food, raiment, and 
shelter for themselves and their families; I have never been 
able to appreciate either the economic truth or the humanity of 
the proposition that the people can be made happy and pros- 
perous by taxation, whether the purpose of that taxation be to 
defray extravagant expenditures on the part of the Government, 
or to increase the prices which the people pay for what they eat, 
drink, and wear. 

Mr. President, anyone who contends in this day, as the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] apparently has this morning, 
that high prices of commodities are beneficial to the commu- 
nity at large, is at war with the spirit of the age in which he 
lives, at war with the genius of discovery and invention which, 
during the last half century, more than during any other like 
period in the history of the world, has ameliorated the condi- 
tion of mankind by bringing all the necessaries of life, and many 
of its luxuries, within the reach of every man who is willing’ to 
work. If high prices are conducive to the general welfare, 
we ought to retrace our steps and go back where our ancestors 
stood a hundred years ago; we ought to dispense with the use of 
steam and electricity, and cast the whole burden of our great in- 
dustries upon the shoulders of the laboring men and women of 
the country; we ought to destroy our railroads and telegraphs, 
and go back to the dirt road, the ox-cart, and the stagecoach of 
the past; we ought to remove every form of machinery from our 
shops and factories, and drive the mowersand reapers and thrash- 
ersfrom our fields. Inshort, we ought to undo everything which 
science and art have done for the human race, prohibit the ap- 
plication of their marvelous discoveries and inventions w the 
practical affairs of life, and return tothe most primitive methods 
of production and distribution, for that would undoubtedly pro- 
duce high prices. I speak of production and distribution to- 
gether, because cheap and easy distribution is just as important | 
both to the producer and to the consumer as cheap and easy 
production; therefore, every shackle imposed upon commerce, 
every restriction upon honest trade, every interference with the 
free exchange of products in the marketsof the world, increases | 
prices and deprives the people of the benefits which they have 
a right to enjoy, and which they otherwise would enjoy, result- 
ing from improved industrial and commercial methods. 

PURPOSE OF THE M'KINLEY BILL. 

But, Mr. President, it is unnecessary to pursue this line of ar- | 
gument further, because, at last, it appears to be admitted by | 
the friends of the protective system, that cheap commodities for 
the use of the people are beneticial, and the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], speaking here three days ago as the 
chosen champion of that system, bases his defense of the tariff 
act of 1890 almost solely upon the ground that it has reduced 
prices and enlarged the foreign commerce of the country. 
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That was not the purpose of the authors and supporters of that 
law at the time it passed Congress, as is conclusively shown by 
the report which was made to the House of Representatives when 
the bill was presented to that body. In that report Mr. McKin- 
ley, speaking for himself and all the Republican members of the 
committee, said: 

We have not been so much concerned about the prices of the articles we 
consume as we have been to encourage a system of home production which 
shall give fair remuneration to domestic producers and fair wages to Amer- 
ican workmen, and by increased production and home competition insure 
fair prices to consumers. 

And again, the report says: 

Your committee have not sought by the proposed legislation to further 
cut down prices at the expense of our own prosperity, but to provide with 
certainty against that increasing competition from other countries whose 
conditions our people are unwilling to adopt. We have not believed that 
our people, already suffering from low prices, @~n or will be satisfied with 
legislation which will result in lower prices. 

Here is a clear and emphatic declaration by the authors of the 
measure, that it was not intended to reduce prices, that it would 
not in fact reduce prices, and that the people would not be sat- 
isfied with any legislation which would produce that result; and 
yet the Senator from Rhode Island, who was one of the most ac- 
tive and able supporters of that bill, now comes and declares to 
the country that it has had just exactly the effect which its au- 
thors and supporters said it was not intended to have, and with 
which they said the people would be dissatisfied. But the Sen- 
ator does not venture to tell us that the people are dissatisfied 
with it because it reduces prices. On the contrary, while he 
admits that the people were very much dissatisfied with it in 
1890, he insists, to use his own words, that they were ‘‘ deceived 
by misrepresentation” and induced to believe that it had in- 
creased prices, which, as I have shown, was the very thing that 
its authors and supporters intended it to accomplish. 

PROTECTIONISTS NOW ADMIT THAT LOW PRICES ARE BENEFICIAL 


The theory that high prices of commodities are beneficial to 
the community at large and that the McKinley law would in- 
crease them, was abandoned by the advocates of that measure 
immediately after its passage, and in every part of the country 
they faced about and either denied that higher prices in fact 
prevailed, or contended that they were not produced by the 
tariff act. The people, however, knew better from personal ex- 
perience and observation in their daily transactions, and in No- 
vember, 1890, the authors of that tariff act were swept from the 
House of Representatives by a majority of more than 860,000 
votes. Never in the history of the country has there been such 
a storm of popular indignation against any single act of legisla- 
tion as that which overwhelmed the advocates of this measure 
in 1890; and as a result we now have the Senator from Rhode 
Island and all the other friends of the protective system who 
have recently spoken upon the subject, confessing that high 
prices are not beneficial to the people and that the original and 
avowed purpose of the act was wrong: in other words, they now 
contend that the act has been a success solely because it failed 
to accomplish what it was intended to accomplish. 

Mr. President, if high prices are injurious to the community 
at large and low prices are beneficial, as is now admitted by the 
argument of the Senator, then everything which interferes with 
and arrests the natural tendency towards a decline in prices of 
commodities and a rise in the wages of labor, everything which 
tends to make it harder and more expensive for the masses of 
the people to live, whether it be a war, a pestilence, a famine, 
or a protective tariff act, is a public calamity, to be deplored by 
every friend of his kind. 

My purpose here to-day is to show that the tariff act of 1890 
did in fact interfere with this natural tendency towards a de- 
cline in the prices of commodities and a rise in the rates of 
wages; that it did infact make it harder and more expensive for 


| the masses of the people of the United States to live, and all 


that | have said up to this point is merely preliminary to the 
discussion of that subject. 

That subject is so large and this discussion involves the con- 
sideration of so many facts and statistics that I hardly know how 
to begin it or how to conduct it. lam further embarrassed by 
the fact that the Senator from Rhode Island, to whose remarks 
I intend to reply at some length, is not in his seat. It seems to 


| me, therefore, that the fairest way to begin, will be to ask to 
| have read the substance of all the Senator from Rhode Island 


said in relation to the report of the committee, so as to be sure 
that no injustice is done him by misrepresenting his position. 
After stating the plan upon which the investigation was con- 
ducted he said what I now ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary proceeded toread the paper sent to the desk by 
Mr. CARLISLE as follows: 


The percentage of decline in the various groups embraced in the schedule 
is shown by the following table, prices for June, July, and August, 1989, 
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being taken as a basis oar comparison > represented by the number 100, The investigation began on the Ist day of June, 1889, and 
changes being shown by percentages of that number: | continued month by month; in seventy different cities in the 


Group. 





BRIE 5, ira one rincmann nn «nnsineeteeselealaielbactescenein bau s cdlcaaieanel 100. 53 
Cape ln MEIN «1. .cdecbinbthti died bub bubiassaiied cubne déeneebsumseeeed 99. 65 
I il an ns ne ogee ates Chae 98. 69 
ST i a a ha ee aibene bese 97.49 
er nr Ce I on ook shen bibens <eew ne guaneal 98. 28 
a A es cent pandnbiiiakaawar enone 95. 96 
I Soe Or Ls aioe gab er niaiadiaea 99. 83 
IS sete ne Se ee 100. 52 

DU pilitccont ete, Kiedaitcdss icine wienkebcmatcee 99. 36 


The Finance Committee also investigated for the same period the course 
of wholesale owe at the great distributing centers. While this investiga- 
tion disclosed greater fluctuations in price of the articles selected, the general 
result was the same, the fall in wholesale prices running substantially par- 
allel with that of retail prices. 

It will be observed that th oups 

taken 


eater percentages of decline are in the 
ofmanufactured articles, whi 


e it wasclaimed the greatest advance h: 


ace. 

In addition to the inquiry stated above, the committee caused retail prices 
of the different articles included in these lists to be taken on May 1, 1892, at 
three of the points at which the original inquiry was made, namely, Fall 
River, Mass., Chicago, Iil., and Dubuque. Iowa. The result of this latter in- 
quiry shows that a still further declinein prices and in the cost of living had 
taken — between September 1, 1891, and May 1, 1892, clearly establishing 
a continuance of the tendency to lower prices and lower cost of living. 

Is is shown as a net result of the investigation that prices and the cost of 
ying. based on the expenditures of a family in ordinary circumstances, 
had declined 3.4 per cent in May, 1892, as compared with the period prior to 
the adoption of the tariff act of 1890. 

It is difficult to see how the results of this thoroughly exhaustive inquiry 
could be a surprise to anyone, unless he should be a professional tariff re- 
former. It has, I believe, been for many months apparent to the great mass 
of the people of the United States that none of the Democratic predictions in 
regard to higher prices and ater cost of living, asaresult of the tariff leg- 
islation of 1890, had been fulfilled. 

There can be no longer any question as to the course of prices for the 
period covered by the committee’s investigation. Even the Democratic 
platform, which undertakes to enumerate the evil effects of the act of 1890, 
abandons the claim that its adoption resulted in increased prices, and I am 
greatiy surprised to find that the cry is now being revived for the campaign 
of 1892. I do not believe it is possible, however, for the same men to deceive 
the American people twice with the same misstatements in regard to the 
same subject, especially when the second attempt is made after the facts 
have been ascertained and are well known to the — of thecountry. The 
allegations made in regard to prices in October, 1890, were then made with 
such vehemence and pertinacity that many honest men were deluded. This 
experience can not, in my opinion, be — } 

It is true that the percentages of decline of prices and cost of living and 
the advance in wages, as shown by the report, are not ——. Movements of 
this kind, from the nature of the case, are always slow. e price of a single 
article or even a group of articles may change greatly, or the wages in a 
single occupation or group of occupations may advance or decline rapidly, 
and still the average of all the = mass of prices or wages not be changed 

verceptibly. A slight change in the toval average, however, makes a great 
difference in the aggregate result. The decline in the cost of living from 
June, 1889, to May, 1892, as shown by the report of the Finance Committee, 
was 3.4 percent. The advance in wages, as shown by the same report, was 
-75 of l per cent. This makes an average advance in purchasing power of 
wages of 4.15 percent. Assuming $600 as the average income of the families 
of the country, this would be equivalent to, say, $25 per family, or an aggre- 
gate saving for 13,000,000 families of $325,000,000 for each year. 

The addition of this vast sum annually to thenational earnings and wealth 
is an achievement which speaks with a more eloquent voice than I can com- 
mand in behalfof a policy under which such results are possible. 

Itis very significant that while the cost of living in the United States de- 
clined for the period covered by the investigation of the Finance Committee, 
the cost of living in England increased 1.9 per cent. 


In the extract just read I understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island to state four propositions: First, that the prices of com- 
modities declined in the United States during the period cov- 
ered by the investigation to such an extent, according to his 
calculation, as to make a saving to the people of the United 
States of $325,000,000 per annum; second, that the rates of wages 
increased in the United States during the period covered by the 
investigation; third, that the cost of living in England increased 
1.90 per cent during the period covered by the investigation; 
and fourth, that this decline in the prices of commodities and 
increase in the rates of wages in the United States were the re- 
sult of the Republican policy of protection. 

PRICES ON ONE DAY NOT A FAIR BASIS FOR COMPARISON, 

Mr. President, I admit that on a single day after the passage 
of the McKinley bill, and during the period covered by the in- 
vestigation, the retail prices of the two hundred and fifteen arti- 
cles selected by the committee, taking them all together and 
giving to each one the same importance, were sixty-four hun- 
dredths of 1 per cent lower than they were at the beginning of 
the period, and that on the same day, which was the last day in- 
cluded in the investigation, the cost of living in the United 
States, giving to each article its relative importance as an ele- 
ment in expenditures for consumption, had decreased forty-four 
hundredths of 1 per cent from the rate prevailing at the begin- 
ning of the investigation; that is, the cost of living, including 
rent, which was not investigated by the committee at all, had 
been reduced forty-four hundredths of 1 per cent below what 
it was during the tirst three months of the investigation. But 
that single day has been separated by the Senator from Rhode 
Island from all the other days embraced in the twenty-eight 


months, and taken as the basis of all the tables presented and | domestic articles, the 


statements made by him,as if it were a fair representative of the 
whole period. 


GOLA 
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United States, until the Ist day of September, 1891, embracing 
a period of twenty-eight months. The prices of these two hun- 
dred and fifteen articles for the first three months at these sev- 
enty different places, and at quite a number of establishments in 
each place, were taken as the basis of the investigation; that is 
to say, the average prices which prevailed during the months of 
June, July, and August, 1889, on all the articles were taken as 
the unit of price, each unit or index of price being represented 
by 100, and as the prices subsequently rose or fell the fact was 
noted, and the percentage of rise or fall was recorded in the 
tables. Now, Isubmit to the Senate and to the country that no 
just or valuable conclusion for any purpose whatever can be 
drawn from calculations based upon prices which prevailed on 
one single day during those twenty-eight months, that day be- 
ing, as I have said, the last one on which an investigation was 
made. 
SOME STATEMENTS CORRECTED. 
At this point, in order to dispose of one or two of the minor 
propositions made by the Senator from Rhode Island, I will say 
that, notwithstanding his statement that the committee found 
that the cost of living had increased in England 1.90 per cent, 
the committee actually mace no investigation whatever con- 
cerning the cost of living in that country, and has made no re- 
port on that subject. It caused the retail price of a certain list 
of articles to be taken in England on the Ist day of June, 1889, 
and on the Ist day of September, 1891, two days only, but it 
caused no investigation to be made to determine in what pro- 
portions these articles entered into the consumption of the peo- 
le, and therefore made no attempt to secure a basis from which 
it could ascertain whether the cost of living had increased or 
diminished in that country. The articles were not all the same 
that were selected in the United States, and even if they had 
been it is well known that the people of different countries do 
not consume the various articles in the same relative propor- 
tions to each other. 
In the second place, I desire to say that the statement made 
by the Senator from Rhode Island that prices were found to 
have declined in three cities in the United States, Fall River, 
Chicago,and Dubuque—the home of my friend from lowa[Mr.AL- 
LISON|—in May, 1892, may or may not be correct, because the 
committee, so far as I know, made no investigation at that date. 
It came to my knowledge for the first time when I saw this paper 
in print that somebody had gone to Fall River, Chicago, and 
Dubuque, and procured the prices prevailing in those three 
cities on the Ist day of May, 1892; but they constitute no part of 
the basis of any calculations or comparative tables contained in 
the report. 
PROPOSITIONS ESTABLISHED BY THE REPORT. 
Mr. President, I propose to show, or at least endeavor to show, 
that the prices of commodities in the United States, whether 
considered by wholesale or by retail, were enormously increased 
by the passage ci the McKinley act and the agitation which pre- 
ceded it, and that the cost of living in the United States, giving 
to each one of these articles its proper degree of importance in 
expenditures for consumption, was increased during the period 
covered by this investigation more than $285,000,000, and that 
over $185,000,000 of that increase occurred after the passage of 
the act of 1890. 
I venture to make the statement, which I think nobody can 
refute, that a very large proportion of the increase in prices of 
manufactured articles and in the cost of living which occurred 
before the passage of that act was on account of the fact that it 
was pending in Congress with an almost absolute knowledge on 
the part of the producers of protected articles everywhere that 
it would be passed and become a law. 
I propose to show, in the second place, that the rates of wages 
in fifteen substantially unprotected industries in this country, 
selected by the committee, were increased during the period 
covered by the investigation, and that during the same period 
the rates of wages in fifteen protected industries in the United 
States, also selected by the committtee, fell, and that the fall 
was greater after the passage of the McKinley bill than it was 
during the whole period preceding its passage. ; 
INCREASE IN RETAIL PRICES. 
Mr. President, in this investigation the committee selected 
two hundred and fifteen articles which enter into the consump- 
tion of the people of the United States, the prices for which 
would fairly, as the committee supposed, represent the course of 
prices upon all the articles which ente into consumption. 
These articles were selected without any reference whatever to 
the tariff laws, and, with two or three insignificant exceptions, 
such as imported salt, Turkish prunes, and Valencia raisins, were 
roducts of our own country. Of course 
many of them, as may be seen from the list, are articles which 
are protected by the imposition of duties under our tariff laws 
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—_ imported goods which compete with them in the markets 
o 


this country. ; 
Unless the two hundred and fifteen articles thus selected by 
the committee are fairly representative of the total quantity of 


articles consumed by the people our investigation is worth but | 


little, so far as it attempts to ascertain the cost of living. It 
would, of course, be valuable to show the course of prices on 


these two hundred and fifteen articles; but, I repeat, unless they 
fairly represent all the articles which enter into consumption, the 


investigation is of but little value so far as it attempts to state 
the effect of increases in — upon the cost of living. 

The following table shows the course of prices of the two 
hundred and fifteen articles, divided into groups: 


TABLE 23.—Relative retail prices for twenty-eight months by groups of articles. 
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: and and and _| and ‘ ah acini, 
Date. | Food. | ¢ioth-| light- | imple- Dulla’ | chem! — —_ ‘a 
ing. ing. | ments. it erials. cals. g 
1889. 
June ..| 100.8! | 100.00 | 99.98 | 99.96 | 99.97} 99.98 | 100.00 | 99.97 | 100.22 
July.-.-| 100.37 | 100.00 | 100.00 | 99.98 | 99.97 | 100.02 | 100.00 | 100.00} 100.10 
Aug..-| 99.61] 99.98 | 100.04} 99.98 | 100.07 | 100.01 | 100.00 | 100.04 99. 89 
Sept ..| 99.47 | 99.99 | 100.22 | 99.99 | 100.20} 90.93 | 99.96 | 100.05 99. 86 
Oct....| 100.18 | 100.02 | 100.57 | 99.87 | 100.29 | 99.91 | 99.98 | 100.04 100. 07 
Nov...| 100.66 | 100.02 | 100.93 | 99.92 | 100.41 | 99.92 # 8s 100. 02 100. 23 
Dec ...| 101.54 | 100.03 | 101.23 | 99.90 | 100.46 99.85 .97 | 100.04 | 100. 48 
1890. 
Jan ...| 102.62 | 99.84} 101.25 | 99.80 | 100.54] 99.48] 99.86 | 100.09 | 109.69 
Feb ...| 103.76 | 99.80 | 101.07 | 99.89 | 100.56 | 99.39} 99.82 | 100.12 101.01 
Mar-...| 103.81 | 99.78 | 101.03 | 99.77 | 100.58 | 99.31 7 99.77 | 100.14} 100.98 
Apr ...| 103.11 | 99.74 | 100.61 | 99.82 | 100.62! 99.23) 99.67 | 100.10| 100.7 
May-...| 103.10 | 99.67 | 99.98 | 99.54 100.41 99.08 | 99.70 | 100.15 160. 66 
June ..| 102.26 | 99.60} 99.63 | 99.39 100.16 | 98.87) 99.58 | 100.12 | 100.34 
July ..| 101.71 99.57 | 99.61 99.37 | 100.20 | 98.68 | 99.47 | 100.11 100. 15 
Aug..-| 101.01 | 99.53} 99.46) 99.24) 99.80) 98.11 | 99.52) 100.15 99. 88 
Sept ..| 101.28 | 99.55 | 99.56] 99.11] 99.87 | 97.95] 99.50 | 100.32 99. 94 
Oct ...| 101.53 | 99.66] 99.74] 99.22) 100.05 | 97.83] 99.61 | 100.46 | 100.10 
Nov...| 102.36 | 99.78 | 100. 21 99.07 | 100.22 | 97.56 99.58 100.49 100. 35 
Dec ...| 104.06 | 99.85 | 100.55 | 98.96 | 100.26 97.60) 99.59 | 100.48 | 100.84 
1891. 
Jan ...| 105.41 | 99.78 | 100.88 | 98.80 | 100.08 | 97.25 99.56 | 100.28 101.15 
Feb ...| 105.96 | 99.80 | 100.69} 98.58 | 99.92 | 96.96 | 99.63 | 100.38 101. 27 
Mar...| 106.06 | 99.90 | 100.34 | 98.37 | 99.86 | 96.82 | 99.70 | 100.32| 101.28 
a .--| 107.00 | 99.82 | 99.84] 98.14] 99.75 | 96.68 | 99.71 | 100.37) 101.46 
ay...| 105.80 | 99.72] 99.19 | 97.77] 99.56 | 96.47 | 99.68 100.38 { 100.99 
June ..| 103.88 | 99.68 | 98.92] 97.54 | 99.17 | 96.39] 99.74) 100.40 | 100.38 
July ..| 102.49 | 99.66 | 98.64] 97.42] 98.79 | 96.35 | 99.88 | 100.45 99. 95 
Aug...| 100.73 | 99.61 | 98.57 | 97.14] 98.35 | 96.18] 99.83 100.54 99. 36 
Sept ..| 100.53 | 99.65 | 98.69 | 97.49} 98.28 | 95.96] 99.82 | 100.52 99. 36 
| 

















There are other tables contained in the report, showing in detail 
the actual prices and the course of prices of each one of the two 
hundred and fifteen articles during each month embraced in the 


period covered by the investigation, but they are too voluminous | 


to be used in my remarks. Nor is it necessary t> use them, be- 
cause this one shows the final result for each month. The Mc- 
Kinley act passed the House of Representatives on the 21st day 
of May, 1890, and was immediately sent to the Senate. 
well-known throughout the country that it would pass this body 
and become a law, and therefore every producer of protected 
articles, and every wholesale and retail dealer in such articles, 
had an — in advance of its passage to put up the prices 
of his products and of his stock on hand. 


The group of cloths and clothing, unanimously selected by the 


committee to represent the expenditures of the people in the 
purchase of such articles, contained sixty-one different kinds of 
goods, and between the Ist day of May, 1890, and the Ist day of 
July, 1890—the bill having passed the House in the mean time— 
the retail prices of twenty of these articles were increased, and 
within sixty days after the bill passed the Senate and received 
the approval of the President, which was October 1, 1890, the 
prices of forty-three of these articles—or more than two-thirds— 
were increased; that is, on the Ist day of December, 1890, they 
were higher than they were on the Ist day of October, notwith- 
standing many of them, in anticipation of the passage of the 
bill by the Senate, were considerably higher on the Ist of Oc- 

_ tober than they werein July. Of the prices in this group which 
changed at all between October 1 and December 1, 1890, 78 per 
cent increased. 

To go no further back to find the influence of the McKinley 
act upon the retail prices of commodities, we find that from and 
including October 1, 1890, until June 1, 1891, the prices increased 
as follows: 

On October 1, 1890, the increase was $1,333,333 over the prices 


on the Ist day of September; on November 1, 1890, the increase | 


was $3,416,666; on December 1, $7,500,000; on January 1, 1891, 
it was $10,033,333; on February 1, 1891, it was $11,083,333; on 
March 1, 1891, if was $11,086,666; on April 1, it was $12,666,666: 
on May 1, it was $8,750,000, and on June 1, it was $3,666,666. 
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Each one of these sums represents a s»parate and distinct 
monthly increase of prices over what they were on the Ist day 
of S2ptember, 1890; that is, they exhibit the increase in the 
prices during the months specified of the articles which enter 
int» the consumption of the people, giving to each one of these 
articles the same degree of importance, which, of course, does 
not show the actual increase in the cost of living, because they 
enter into the consumption of the people in varying quantities. 
For instance, an enormous rise in the price of cayenne pepper, 
or mustard, or any other insignificant article of consumption 
would affect the cost of living but very little, whereas the rise 
of a small percentage upon the prices of articles of wearing ap- 
parel would affect the cost of living very seriously. 

INCREASED COST OF LIVING. 

But in order to present this subject in both these aspects 
the committee has investigated what are called the budgets of 
expenditures of a very large number of families in this country, 
selected as fairly representative of the whole number of families 
of the laboring people, who receive wages ranging from $500 to 
$1,000 per annum, and we found that, omitting rent (which was 
not investigated and which therefore has no proper place in 
these calculations), the various groups of articles enter into the 
consumption of the people in the following proportions, this re- 
sult being reached after the examination of thirteen different 
presentations of the subject by labor bureaus and other experts: 

Food, 48.30 per cent; fuel, 5.89 per cent; lighting, 1.06 per 
cent; clothing, 18.02 per cent, and all other expenditures, 26.73 
per cent. 

Assuming—and this is undoubtedly approximately correct— 
that these groups of articles of consumption were used by the 
people in the proportions here stated, we have a table, made by 
Prof. Faulkner, the statistician of the committee, from which we 
can ascertain with reasonable accuracy, atleast, how much the 
cost of living of the people in the United States was increased 
during the period investigated. 

Mr. President, there have been many attempts made to ascer- 
tain the total annual expenditures of the people of the United 
States for articles of consumption. 

Mr. Edward Atkinson, a gentleman who has given this sub- 
ject a great deal of thought, estimates from our census reports 
and other data, that of the total population of 65,000,000 people 
in the United States, 23,000,000 are engaged in what are called 
gainful occupations, earning wages or salaries,and that the av- 
erage annual income of these 23,000,000 people, upon which they 
and all the other people of the United States depend for support, 
is $600, making for the year $13,800,000,000. Deducting 6 per 
cent from that for Federal, State, and municipal taxes and 10 
per cent for savings or additions to the permanent wealth of the 
country, there is left $11,582,000,000 to be expended by the peo- 
ple for their support. 

Hon. D. A. Wells, by a different process, arrives at the con- 
clusion, after deducting 6 per cent for taxes and 10 per cent for 
permanent savings or additions to the wealth of the people, that 
there remains to be expended for their support the sum of $11,- 
957,400,000, or a little more than Mr. Atkinson estimates, but Mr. 
Wells thinks that his own estimate may be somewhat too large. 

[have madeacalculation, based upon the relative expenditure 
for sugar as exhibit2d in the report of the committee, which shows 
that, excluding taxes and rent, the people expend for all arti- 
cles of consumption $8,580,000,000 annually, which I think is too 
small a sum, because of the fact that, in my opinion, the families 
whose consumption the committe: ascertained were not quite 
up to the average in the matter of expenditures for that article 
in its various forms. The investigation doubtless shows with 
tolerable accuracy the proportions in which the various articles 
enter into the consumption of the class of families embraced in 
the inquiry, but the amount of expenditure per capita, as shown 
by the returns, is less than 29 cents per day for taxes, food, cloth- 
ing, furniture, utensils, religion, charity, amusements, books, 
tobacco, intoxicating liquors, and on account of sickness, and 
everything e!se which enters into the cost of living in this coun- 
try, which I think must be very considerably under the average, 
taking the rich and poor altogether. 

But, Mr. President, why should taxes be wholly excluded in 
these investigations to ascertain the amount expended for com- 
modities? The public revenues are largely expended in the pay- 
ment of salaries and pensions and in the purchase of supplies for 
the Army and Navy and other branches of the public service, 
Federal, State, and municipal, so that finally nearly the whole 
sum of our taxation is us:d either by the Government or by thos2 
who receive it from the Government inthe purchase of the com- 
modities which enter into the cost of living. But in order to be 
conservative in my estimate, | have excluded all taxes, Federal, 
State,and municipal, and now let us see what the result of all 
these investigations is. Taking the three amounts as found by 
Mr. Atkinson, Mr. Wells, and the estimate based upon the in- 
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vestigation of the committee, the average is $10,706,466,000, 
which, in my opinion, is not in excess of the total amount ex- 
pended annually by the 65,000,000 people in the United States 
to defray the cost of living, exclusive of taxes. But in order to 
be certainly within the limit, I will assume that $10,000,000,000 
is the total yearly expenditure for that purpose, and upon this 
basis I propose to show to the Senate what was the aggregate 
increase in the prices of commodities and in the cost of living to 
the people of the United States during the period covered by the 
investigation. 

If $10,000,000,000 represents the annual expenditures for com- 
modities, then $833,333,333 represents the monthly expenditures, 
and as we have the increase of prices according to the importance 
of the articles stated by quarters, the result is not difficult to as- 
certain. 





INCREASE BY QUARTERS. 

This is the table heretofore referred to, and it requires no 
explanation except to say that the second column shows the in- 
crease in the cost of living at the end of each quarter over what 
it was at the beginning of the period: 

Increase by quarters. 


| All articles 
except but- 


Allarticles | ‘™, ©&8s, 





Allarticles | averaged | Potatoes, 
Quarters. simply according eanbiee 
averaged. to impor- averaged 
tance. according 
to impor- 
tance. 
AG CRO, TEE 6 co cencecccseenns ume 100. 26 101.11 99. 99 
Pe a re ne 100. 96 101. 80 100, 11 
Second quarter, 1890 . 100. 59 100. 61 99. 7) 
yoo SS ae 99. 99 100. 48 99. 52 
Fourth quarter, 1890 _................. 100. 43 101. 83 99. 95 
First quarter, 1891_.................... 101. 23 108. 57 100. 38 
Second Quarter, 1601 ...... ...cc-s-0s0-- 100. 94 192. 15 99. 61 
NE, GE wii onan dtennbaxcndonns 99, 56 99. 85 98. 95 





These quarters are stated according to the calendar year, not 
th» fiscal year of the United States. Assuming, as I think we 
may with considerable confidence, that $10,000,000,000 represents 
the annual expenditure for commodities, we find that during the 
last quarter of the year 1889 the increased cost of living over and 
above what it was during the third quarter of that year, the 
quarter which was taken as the basis of the investigation, was 
$27,750,000. For the first quarter of the year 1890 the cost of 
living over and above what it was during the first quarter cov- 
ered by the investigation was $45,000,000. For the second quar- 
ter of the year 1890 it was $15,250,000, and I desire to call atten- 
tion here to the fact that during the second quarter of the year 
1890, before the passage of the McKinley act, the cost of living 
fell considerably below what it was at the end of the first quarter. 
The third quarter, which closed October 1, 1890, the very day 
on which the McKinley act was approved, the increase was $12,- 
000,000; but during the next quarter, immediately following the 
passage of the act, the increase was $45,750,000. The next quar- 
ter the cost of living was still going up, and the increase was 
$89,250,000; but the next, the cost having begun to decline some- 
what from the point it had reached, it was $53,750,000; making 
in the aggregate the cost of living to the people of the United 

tates during the period covered by this investigation $2838,- 
750,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Fortwenty-four months, excluding Septem- 
ber, 1889, and the three which were taken as a basis. The in- 
creased cost of living to the people of the United States during 
that twenty-four months was $288,750,000; but during the last 
quarter covered by this investigation, taking the three months 
together, there was a slight decline of fifteen one hundredths of 1 
per cent in the cost of living, amounting to $3,740,000, which I 





Tow long? 


have deducted from the gross sum, showing a net increase in | 
| TABLE 314.—Relative wholesale prices i twenty-eight months by groups of ar- 
ticles. 


the cost of living of $285,000,000, the largest proportion of which, 
or $185,000,000, occurred after the passage of the McKinley act; 
and a large part of the $100,000,000 increase which occurred be- 
fore that time is directly attributable to the fact that the bill was 
pending in Congress with almost absolute knowledge on the part 
of the people that it would pass and become a law. 

SENATOR ALDRICH’S STATEMENT INCORRECT. 

Now, Mr. President, how does this compare with the statement 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island, that there was such a 
decline in the cost of living during that period as to represent a 
saving of $325,000,000 per annum to the people of the United 
States? Here is $285,000,000 added to the cost of living during 
that period, which the people have paid; and no matter what de- 
cline may have come at its close, not one cent of it will ever be re- 
reimbursed to those who were compelled to expend it for the 
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necessaries of life. That money is gone from them, gone forever, 
and even though prices may continue to decline without fluctua- 
tion after the expiration of the investigation, it does not follow 
thatsuch decline or agreater one would not have taken place if the 
McKinley act had never been passed. On thecontrary, if the Mc- 
Kinley act had never been passed there would have been a greater 
decline undoubtedly and this enormous additional expendititure 
of $285,000,000 would not have been extorted from the people. Mr. 
Grosvenor, a gentleman whom this committee must indorse, be- 
cause it had him employed for some time to assist in collecting 
prices, made an investigation covering the eighteen months just 
preceding the beginning of this investigation, June 1, 1889, which 
showed that the prices of commodities in this country had de- 
clined 14 per cent during that time. 

Mr. GEORGE. During what period? 

Mr. CARLISLE. During the eighteen months next preced- 
ing the beginning of this investigation. Fortunately, it so hap- 
pened that our investigation began the day that his investiga- 
tion closed, and while his investigation showed that during the 
eighteen monthscovered by it the prices of commodities declined 


| in this country 14 per cent, all the Senator from Rhode Island 





can now show is, that, after twenty-four months of unnecessarily 
high prices the cost of living on one day, at the very end of the 
period, had declined forty-four one-hundredths of 1 per cent! 

Is itnot perfectly clear, then, that the proposition with which 
I started out, that the McKinley act had interfered with and 
arrested this natural tendency toward a decline in the prices of 
commodities, was correct, and that by its passage the people of 
the United State were deprived of those benefits whieh the 
people of all other civilized countries in the world were realiz- 
ing on account of modern improvements and discoveries and the 
practical application of them in their industrial and commercial 
pursuits? . 


INCREASED WHOLESALE PRICES. 


But, Mr. President, we also investigated the wholesale prices 
of the same articles during the same period in several differ- 
ent cities and in various establishments in each city, and my 
statement would not be complete without giving the result of 
that investigation. That investigation shows, what is the com- 
mon observation of everybody, that wholesale prices respond more 
promptly to disturbing causes than retail prices. The reasons 
for this are obvious. In the first place, the wholesale trade is 
located almost exclusively in the great cities, and is in the hands 
of comparatively a few men, while the retail trade is scattered 
all over the country and is in the hands of a great many men. 
The wholesale dealers and the manufacturers of the goods they 
sell look forward to coming events, keep themselves informed of 
movements in Congress and elsewhere, and take advantage of 
them in advance, while the retail dealer, as a general rule, gives 
less attention to disturbing influences, because he has his stock 
on hand, purchased at the old prices, and he continues to sell 
them substantially at the old prices until he lays in a new stock 
at the new prices. Consequently we find in this investigation 
that the wholesale prices began to move upward earlier than 
the retail prices, and that they began to move downward near 


| the end of the period earlier than the retail prices, partly, as I 
| think, because of the fact that the wholesale dealers found them- 


selves with very large stocks of goods on hand, resulting from 
the unusual importations which preceded the passage of the 
McKinley act, in order to avoid the higher rates of duty which 
it would impose, and also on account of the increased stocks of 


| goods which our domestic manufacturers had turned out in antici- 


pation of high profits under that act. 

The results of our investigations of the course of wholesale 
prices are shown in detail in a number of tables which, like the 
detail tables on retail prices, are too voluminous to be incorpor- 
ated in my remarks, and, therefore, I will use only the following 
general summary, made by the statistician, which shows the rise 
or fall, as the case may be, at the beginning of each month dur- 
ing the period. 
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— ~— "aa'| and ee fur- | Mis- | Grand 
Date. | Food. | | : | build- _| nish- | cella- | aver- 

cloth- | light- | imple- chem in: neous.| age 
ing. ing, manee, | mate- icals. gosta. . 
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1889. 
June ..| 99.73 | 100.02,| 99.90} 99.96 | 99.77] 99.63 99.99 | 100.01 99. 90 
July...| 100.07 | 99.97 | 99.87 | 100. 04 99.69 | 99.87} 99.99 | 100.09 99. 99 
Aug ...| 100.56 | 100.00 | 100,22 | 100.01 | 100.55 | 100.52 | 100,01 | 99.91 100, 22 
Sept...| 99.73 | 99.93 | 100.93} 99. 100.47 | 100.90 | 99.91 | 99.84 99. 97 
Oct ....} 101.35 | 99. 101. 04 | 100.05 | 102.49 | 102.06 | 99.93 | 100.24 | 100.63 
Nov...| 101.76 | 99.94 | 101.63 | 101.02 | 103.02 | 102.20 | 99.93 | 100.10 | 100, 94 
Dec ...| 103.63 | 100.08 | 101.73 | 101.32 | 102.75 {| 101.97 | 99.94] 99.71 | 101.51 
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TADLE 34.—Relative wholesale prices for twenty-eight months, etc.—Continued. 
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and : s cs ver- 
Date. | Food. | -joth- | light- | imple- — chem- — — pon 
ing. ing. |ments.| »ate- iecals. lapel | - 
| rials. ; 

0. | Pa 
Jan _..| 105.94 | 99.96 | 101.33 | 101.47 | 104.89 | 102.59 | 99.67 | 99.48 | 102.25 
Feb ...| 106.68 | 99.96 | 99.97 | 101.28 | 103.56 | 104.14 99.38 | 100.16) 102.33 
Mar ...| 102.96 | 99.93 | 99.44 | 101.09 | 103.45 | 104.69 | 99.52 | 101.52 | 101.30 
Apr ...| 106.43 | 100.00 98.30 | 100.93 | 103.31 | 103.54 | 98.54 | 101.67 | 102.19 
May. ..} 107.91 | 100.07 | 98.32 | 100.14 | 102.52 | 104.06 | 99.54) 101.75 | 102. 46 
June _.| 106.68 | 99.96 | 98.02 | 99.95 | 101.61 | 105.89 | 99.53 | 103.56) 102.11 
July ..| 105.12} 99.91 | 98.03 | 99.97 | 102.08 | 107.55 | 99.32 | 105.05 | 101.7 
Aug...| 106.11 | 99.98 | 98.52 | 100.28 | 101.09 | 107.29 | 99.16 | 108.74) 102.12 
Sept ..| 109.19 | 100.03 | 98.84 | 100.24 | 101.67 | 107.02 | 98.98 | 109.30 102. 99 
Oct_...| 108.53 | 100. 2 99.59 | 100.45 | 101.74 | 105.18 | 99.05 | 110.35} 102.91 
Nov ...| 209. 04 | 100.36 | 101.16 | 100.03 | 103.02 | 103.19 | 98.85 | 110.27] 103.06 
Dec 110. 01 | 100.60 | 101.34 | 99.42 | 102.63 | 102.49 | 99.01 | 110.13} 103.28 

1801. 
Jan ...) 111.82 | 100.68 | 101.04} 97.90 | 101.92 | 99.86 | 101.04 | 109.58 | 103.63 
Feb ...| 112.97 | 100.46 | 100.27 | 97.44 | 101.67 98.38 | 101.03 | 109.35 | 103. 71 
Mar ...| 114.52 | 100.33 | 98.45 | 96.81 | 101.36] 97.39} 101.03} 110.52} 103.93 
Apr ...| 116.32 | 100.24} 96.98 | 96.33 | 100.99 | 96.13 | 101.03 | 109.35 | 104.25 

ay ...| 116.52 | 100.18 | 97.05) 95.77 | 100.05 | 95.75 | 100.84 | 107.49 | 104.05 
June __| 111.97 | 100.10 | 96.94} 95.07 | 99.56] 94.99 | 101.00 | 107.48; 102.61 
July _.| 106.46 | 100.07 | 96.88} 94.15 |} 98.63 | 94.16 | 100.93 | 106.76 | 100.81 
Aug. ..| 102.89 | 100.02 | 97.86 | 94.99 97.71 | 92.94 | 101.29 | 106.90 99. 93 
Sept _.| 102.16 | 99.98 | 98.06 | 94.89} 97.57] 92.54) 101.27 | 106.53 99. 67 


This table shows, that during the four months preceding Octo- 
ber 1, 1889, wholesale prices had never risen above the normal 
or initial point, except in August, and then they wereonly twenty- 
two one hundredths of 1 per cent higher. In September they 
were lower than the initial price, and they never receded to that 
point again until August, 1891, a period of nearly two years, and 
then they were only seven one hundredths of 1 per cent below it. 

INCREASED PRICES OF CLOTHS AND CLOTHING. 


The group of ‘‘cloths and clothing” selected by the committee 
for the purpose of investigating wholesale prices, contains sixty- 
two articles in general use among the people, and on the Ist of 
December, 1889, when the. Fifty-first Congress assembled, the 
prices of only five of them had advanced since the beginning of 
the period. The prices of thirteenof them had fallen, and forty- 
five of them had neither advanced nor declined. The tariff act 
passed the House of Representatives on the 2Ist day of May, 1890, 
and by the Ist of June following the prices of sixteen of the arti- 
cles embraced in this group had increased; and anyone who will 
examine the report of the committee will see that from the Ist 
day of August, 1890, the articles embraced in this important 
group, taking them all together, never fell to their original or 
initial price until September 1, 1891, the last day of the investi- 
gation, and then they were only two one hundredths of 1 per 
cent lower. 





AGGREGATE INCREASE OF WHOLESALE PRICES. 


Now, Mr. President, by the use of this table, which is a part of 
the unanimous report of the committee, and assuming as before, 
that the annual expenditure for consumption is$10,000,000,000 and 
the monthly expenditure $833,333,333, we can ascertain without 
difficulty the effect which the increase in wholesale prices would 
have had upon the people of the United States if the whole quan- 


tity of commodities consumed during the period covered by the | 


investigation had been sold by the wholesale dealers during that | 
time. That the whole quantity consumed was not actually sold 
at wholesale during that time is shown by the fact that the ag- 
gregate increase in retail prices or in the cost of living did not 
equal the aggregate increase in wholesale prices. 

On the Ist day of October, 1889, upon the basis just stated, 
which is less than the total expenditure for consumption, the 
increase over the initial price was $5,18),000; on the Ist day of 
November, 1889, it was $7,823,333; and on the Ist day of Decem- 
ber, 1889, it was $12,583,333. Congress met on the first Monday 
in December, the Committee on Ways and Means was appointed, 
and it was soon well known to the country substantially what its | 
policy would be in reference to tariff legislation, and on the Ist 
day of January, 1890, the increase of wholesale prices over the | 
prices prevailing at the beginning of the investigation was $13,- | 
150,000. The next month it was $20,400,000, and then there was 
a slight decline from that figure until September 1, 1890, whea 
the increase was $24,900,000. The McKinley bill was approved 
October 1, 1890, and from that date the imerease of wholesale 
prices continued to grow larger month by month until, onthe Ist 
day of April, 1891, it was $35,416,666. However, I will not detain 
the Senate by a further statement of these increases in detail, 
but will insert the following table, which will show that the total 
gross increase from October 1, 1889, to July 1,1891, amounted to 
the sum of $445,618,885, but during the monthsof July and August, 
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1891, there were small decreases, amounting to $3,108,333, which 
| being deducted, leaves a net increase of $442,510,552. 


Increase in wholesale prices from October 1, 1839, to July 1, 1391. 
































Cas 9 in i hn cnc %, 150,000 | Apr. 1, 1891........_........ 835, 416, 666 
ti asicnacsodewe 7, 838, 333 | May 1, 1894__............... 33, 833, 333 
is” Se 12, 583,333 | June 1, 1891___.. 21, 770, 000 
MY i carats 18,750, 000 | July 1,1891__........._._..- 6, 750, 000 
UN Te i i ge 19, 300, 000 | 

| UE eae 10, 833, 333 Total. _............... Gee 
I RI ina cinta cians 18, 250, 000 | = 

I 20, 400,000 | Deductions: 
Tas cea intagn 17, 583, 333 TT Ws a onde wetness 583, 333 
I ed haiti cetccccnsablinien sitbosas 13, 700, 000 Sepét.1, 1802... ........... 2, 525, 000 
Ma rk cs bnintilinteasisietnuittaii 17, 600, 000 —---—-—— 
 '} i =SREnae 24, 905, 555 ) ee 
Ce Fe as cites cea 24, 200, 000 | eer 
ON Bis i iistidercitcmicciksinaicninas 25, 500, 000 | Total imereases__.......... 445, 618, 883 
Dee. 1, 1000.............. Saenste 27, 333, 3383 | Total decreases: ____- saheogte 3, 108, 333 
Rs Messi cciietecesteiatenilinncsaeie 30, 150, 000 - — 
I See 30, 916, 666 Net increases ____.... 442, 510, 552 
Is i MO wenatchee 2 32, 860, 000 





Notwithstanding these undeniable facts, the Senator from 
Rhode Island asserted, if not in express terms, at least by nec2s- 
sary inference, that the prices of commodities and the cost of 
living declined during the period covered by the investigation. 

| He said, ‘‘There can be no longer any question as to the course 
| of prices for the period covered by the committee's investiga- 
tion;” and [ think everyone who heard his speech understood 
him to maintain that prices and the cost of living were lower 
| during that period than they were before. 

But, Mr. President, I must pass on to another subject. The 
| committee also, as I have already said, caused an investigation to 
| be made as to the rates of wages during this same period in fifteen 
| of what are called general oceupatiens, most of which are almost 
entirely in the nonprotected industries, as will be seen when I 
| come to state them, and in fifteen special occupations which are 
_ highly protected by the tariff law. 

INCREASE OF WAGES IN UNPROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 


The result of that investigation is shown by the report. The 
fifteen general occupations selected by the committee as fairly 
representative of the rates of wages received in all the general 
occupations in the country, were as follows—and I ask Senators 
to give their attention to them as I state them, in order that 
they may determine for themselves how far they are proteeted— 
bakers, blacksmiths, bricklayers—I suppose there is seareely any- 
body who will insist that bricks ean be laid in a wall in a foreign 
country and imported to this country, and therefore a bricklayer 
is not much protected by a tariff law; eabinetmakers, carpenters— 
of whom the same thing may be said as of bricklayers, common 
laborers, farm laborers, machinists, masons—who lay stone in a 
wall which can not be imported—molders of iron, painters, 
plumbers, stonecutters, tailors, and tinsmiths. These are the 
fifteen general occupations selected by the committee, and they 
are the oceupations in which the rates of wages rose seventy- 
five hundredths of 1 per cent during the period covered by the 
investigation; and they were that much higher at its e!ose than 
they were at the beginning. 

The Senator from Khode Island stated generally, as will be seen 
from his printed speech, that the committee had found that, while 
there had been a decline in prices, there had been an increase of 
seventy-five hundredths of 1 per cent in wages, whereas I as- 
| sert now, with the tables before me, that the only instances in 
| which any increase of wages occurred, taking the whole together, 
was in these fifteen substantially unprotected industries; and I 
will show presently that in the fifteen highly protected indus- 
tries in which the rates of wages had increased before the Mc- 


| Kinley bill passed, there was a decrease after it passed. If any 


of these fifteen general occupations are or can be protected, or 
in any way assisted by the tariff, it must be cabinetmakers and 
molders of iron, and yet, although the McKinley tariff act in- 
creased the duties on household or cabinet furniture, the wages 
of cabinetmakers fell after its passage, and although it reduced 
the duties upon all forms of iron castings, except hollow ware, 
coated, glazed, or tinned, the wages in that occupation increased 
after its passage. 

I do not make this statement for the purpose of showing that 
the aet itself increased wages in the one case or decreased them 
intheother. My purpo:e issimply toshow that the tariff does not 
affect wages at all, except to diminish their purchasing power, 
because if it did, we could prove two wholly inconsistent proposi- 
tions to be true—first, that tariffs raise wages; and, secondly, 
that tariffs reduce wages. The man who wants to employ labor 
does just what is done by every other man who wants to procure 
anything, he gets it at the very lowest rate at which the law of 
supply and demand will enable him to get it, tariff or no tariff. 
The employer pursues the same course whether he is in a free- 
trace country or in a protective country. 

The general statement made by the Senator from Rhode Isiand, 
that the wages of labor rose seventy-five one hundredths of 1 per 
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cent during the period of investigation was true only of the fifteen 
— otected occupations, and should have been qualified accord- 
ngly. 

ee DECREASE OF WAGES IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 

I have already said that we ascertained the rates of wages in | 
fifteen other industries, and [ will now enumerate them in order 
that Senators may determine for themselves whether they are 
industries which the tariff is intended to protect; they are the 
manufactures of bar iron, boots and shoes, cotton goods, cotton 
and woolen goods, crucible steel, flint glass, green glass, lumber, 
machinery, pig-iron, steel ingots, steel blowers, steel rails, win- 
dow glass,and woolen goods. Here are fifteenof the most highly 

srotected industries in the United States, and the wages of the 
aborers employed in them fell eighty-nine one-hundredths of 1 
per cent after the passage of the McKinley acf, notwithstanding 
the rise of seventy-five one-hundredths of 1 per cent in the wages | 
of laborers engaged in the nonprotected industries. 

One of the most significant facts disclosed by the report in re- 
lation to this subject is, that the ratesof wages in these protected 
industries had increased sixty-five one-hundredths of 1 per cent | 
between the beginning of the investigation and the approval of | 
the tariff act on October 1, 1890, and, consequently, theentire de- | 
crease of eighty-nine one-hundredths of 1 per cent occurred 
after this law was passed for the benefit of the workingman. 

Now, Mr. President, on these questions concerning wholesale 
and retail prices, cost of living, and rates of wages, I have pre- 
sented the figures made by the statistician of the committee, 
based upon the actual returns made to us by the agents who 
were sent out, not to take anybody’s statement or anybody’s tes- 
timony or hear anybody's argument, but to go to the books 
showing the actual transactions in the retail stores in these 
seventy cities, to go to the pay rolls in the manufacturing es- 
tablishments and take from them the exact amount of wages paid | 
on the Ist of each month covered by this investigation, and I 
confidently submit the results to the Senate and the country as 
a complete vindication of the judgment pronounced by the people 
upon the policy of high protection at the election in 1890. There 
was no attempt at misrepresentation or deception except upon 
the part of those who had become alarmed at the consequences 
of their own favorite measure of legislation. The people were 
not deceived then, and they will not be deceived now by any 
false deductions made from this report, or by any frantic appeals 
to save the country from the imaginary horrors of free trade. 

As | have already said, the articles selected by the committee 
were, with a few insignificant exceptions, the products of our 
own country, and the sums which I have given to the Senate as 
representing the increase in prices and in the cost of living, are | 
based upon them, and not upon any rise which may have taken 

place in the prices of imported articles on account of the very 
arge increases in the rates of duty contained in the tariff act of 
ik90. Why, Mr. President, the increased price of the $19,591,- 
650 worth of woolen goods which were imported into this coun- 
try between October 1, 1890, the date of the passage of the Mc- | 
Kinley bill, and the 30th day of June, 1891, the end of that fiscal 
year, amounted to many millions of dollars. 

INCREASED PRICES OF WOOLEN GOODS UNDER THE M’KINLEY LAW. 

Th» report of imports and consumption for the fiscal year 1891, 
furnished to us by the Treasury Department, embraces and min- 
gles together all the importations which were made during that | 
year for the purpose of showing the ad valorem rate of tax, | 
whether they were made before or after the lst day of October, 
1890, and, therefore, reduces the average ad valorem rate of taxa- | 
tion to a much lower figure than it actually was under the Mc- 
Kinley act. At the expense of a great deal of time and labor, I 
have selected from this report those articles of woolen manu- 
facture which were imported after the Ist day of October, 1890, 
and which therefore paid the increased rates of duty imposed by 
the McKinley tariff act, and I find the result to be that the total 
importations of woolen manufactures, including yarns, which 
cost us abroad $19,591,650, paid an ad valorem rate of 92.84 per 
cent. The amount of duty paid on these goods was $18,192,338, 
so that it cost, without including anything for insurance, com- 
missions, freight or interest, or any other charge,$37,785,080 to 
lay down in New York goods which cost abroad $19,591,650. 

Lot us take for illustration a quality of dress goods in most 
common use among the people, imported and sold here in very 
large quantities. ‘The total value abroal of that class of goods 
imported after the passage of the McKinley act was $5,280,841; 
the tax on them was $5,423,422; the ad valorem rate of taxation 
upon this $5,280,841 worth of goods purchased and consumed by | 
our people was 102.70 per cent. The cost of those goods abroad 





was 22.8 cents per square yard; the tax was 23.42 cents per square 
yard; and adding the tax it made the total cost to lay them down 


| foreigner pays the duty, really believes a word of it. 





in New York, without any charge for commissions, freight, or 
insurance, 46.22cents per yard, so that the goods which cost abroad 
$5,280,841 cost the importer at New York, without any of the 
other usual charges, $10,704,264. 


WHO PAYS THE TAX? 

But we are told by the author of the McKinley act that we 
ought not be disturbed about this, because the foreigner pays the 
tax. If so, here is the most remarkable instance of disinterested 
benevolence ever witnessed in a commercial transaction between 
people of different countries, for the foreigner actually donated 
to the people of the United States between October 1, 1890, and 
June 30, 1891, $5,280,841 worth of these goods and paid them more 
than $142,000 in money to induce them to take them. 

The goods of which [ am now speaking constitute the class most 
largely imported and sold to the masses of the people in the United 
States, not to rich people, but to the poor people and people in 
moderate circumstances, as Senators will see when I give the 
description of the goods. They are not all wool, but goods com- 
posed wholly “or in part” of wool, worsted, the hair of the al- 
paca, goat, or other animal, and the character of the importa- 
tions is shown by the cost abroad, which, as I have said, is 22.8 
cents per square yard. The rate of duty is 12 cents per square 
yard and 50. per cent ad valorem, and it applies to the goods if 
they contain a single fiber of wool in their composition. Every- 
thing else in them may be cotton or shoddy, but if they centain 
a single thread of wool they are subject to this high tax of 12 


_ cents per square yard and 50 per cent ad valorem. 


I think that anybody who examines this table, which makes a 


| correct exhibit of the importations of these goods after the pas- 
| sage of the McKinley act and the rates of taxation upon them, 


will scarcely ever contend hereafter that the foreign producer 
pays the duty—he will go back to the old ‘‘delusion ” with which 
my friend from Iowa |Mr. ALLISON] says he was afflicted in 1870, 
that the American consumer pays at least a oo of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not gotten over that yet. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator says he has not recovered yet. 
But the Senator may believe now that the foreign producer pays 


| some part of the tax upon articles imported into this country. 


If he does, he has, either by mistake or otherwise, assisted in mak- 
ing a gross misappropriation of the public money in the McKinley 
act, for which he voted. Thatact provides that when raw materi- 
als subject to duty are imported intothe United States and con- 
verted here into manufactured articles which are exported for 
sale abroad tothe citizens of other countries, the domestic man- 
ufacturer, producer, or exporter shall have a drawback equal to 
ths amount of duty paid, less one per cent. If the foreigner pays 
that duty, why in the name of common sense and common honesty 
do we pass a law to pay it back to the Standard Oil Company 
or to some body else who exports oils, meats, or fruits, in cans 
made from imported tin plate. An honest legislator who be- 
lieves the foreigner pays the tax would insist upon giving it back 


to the foreigner who sold us the tin plate out of which the cans 


were manufactured, and not to the corporations and others who 


| convert that material into cans and then export them and their 


contents to be sold abroad to the people of other countries at 
lower prices than they can be sold to their own fellow-citizens. 
I, therefore, feel justified in saying that no gentleman who sup- 


| ported the McKinley act in Congress, even Mr. McKinley him- 


self, although he goes about the country proclaiming that the 
But I ten- 
der an apology to the Senate for attempting to discuss such an 
absurd proposition. 
TAXING AMERICANS FOR THE BENEFIT OF WELSH TIN-PLATE MANUFACTURERS, 
Now, Mr. President, whilst speaking of tin plate I ouzht to 
refer to a statement made by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
that the people of the United States paid to the Welsh manu- 
facturers of that article in the year 1891, 76 cents per box more 


| than the profits which they were realizing before that time. 


This is undoubtedly too true. It is certainly true that the Mc- 
Kinley act was a great blessing to the Welsh manufacturers of 
tin plate, and enabled them to take from the people of the United 
States, as I shall proceed to show, many millions of dollars over 
and above the profits which they were making before its passage. 

At my request an investigation of this whole subject was made 
by a gentleman in England, who, if I were at liberty to give his 
name, would be recognized in all business circles asof the high- 


| estauthority, and the result I wi'l state very briefly, and perhaps 


insert the tables in my remarks. This gentleman went step by 


| step into all the processes of the manufacture of tin plate in 


Wales, ascertained the cost of each article of raw material, the 
cost of labor, the depreciation of plant, the taxes, the insur- 
ance, and every element which entered into the cost of pro- 
duction, and he then procured the selling prices of tin plate for a 
series of years prior to the passage of the oe act, and he 
found that the normal profit, the usual profit which the makers 
of tin plate in Wales Were realizing upon their products, was 9d. 
per box, which was 12+ per cent Pw their capital, and that after 
the agitation of the McKinley bill began, taking July 1, 1890, as 
the basis of that part of the investigation, the prices of tin plate in 
Wales,on account of the increased demand from the United States, 
in order that the shipments might reach here before that act 
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should take effect rose so that their profit became 2s. and 8d.. 
or about 2s. per box, surplus profit over what they had received 
before. That amounted, up to the Ist day of July, 1891, when 
the increased rate imposed by the McKinley act took effect, not | 
including a day beyond that time, to $4,629,750 upon the tin | 
plate exported from Wales to the United States, as an extra 
profit to the Welsh manufacturers over and above what they 
were making before. He found that there were five hundred | 
and eight mills in Wales participating in the production of tin 
plate during that time, and that the total value of those mills at 
the time was $8,250,000. ; 

It appears, therefore, that the people of the United States, be- 
fore the increased rate of duty on tin plate took effect under the | 
McKinley act, paid, not to the importers, not to the Government, | 
not to the dealers here, but directly into the pockets of the 
Welsh tin-plate manufacturers the sum of $4,620,750, as a sur- 

lus profit on their sales, which was considerably more than 
half the value of all their plant engaged in the manufacture of 
that article. I notice that the American Iron and Steel Asso- 
ciation in its last report makes this statement at the conclusion 
of an argument in favor of the increased duty on tin plate: 

Hence it happened that in 1891 we paid— 

To whom?— 
we paid Welsh manufacturers $2,230,147 more than we paid them in 1890 and 
received from them 1,553 tons of tin plate less than in 1890. 

There had been no advance in the cost of raw materials in 1880 or 1891, nor 
in the wages of Welsh tin-plate workers. 

The Senator from Rhode Island made the same statement here 
the other day concerning the cost of raw materials and labor in 
Wales, and consequently he must agree with me that this great 
increase in price was a clear net profit put into the pockets of 
Welsh manufacturers of tin plate by the McKinley act: and of 
course the consumerscan never get back onecentof it. Itcannot 
even be paid in drawbacks under the provisions of that act, be- 
cause it was not paid in duties to the Government but to the 
manufacturers abroad. 

The statement of the American Iron and Steel Association re- 
lates to the year 1891 alone, and shows that before the Ist of July 
in that year we paid to the Welsh manufacturers $2,230,000 more 
for 1,553 tons or 3,478,720 pounds of tin plate less than we got dur- 
ing the previous year; and now the question which I wish to pro- 


pound to our friends on the other side of the Chamber is, how | 
under the McKinley act can the American consumer of tin plate | 


get any such advantage as it conferred directly upon the Welsh 


manufacturers of that article? It was an act for the benefit, not | 


of the American consumer, but of the Welsh manufacturer. 


WHAT IMPORTED GOODS COST THE PEOPLE BEFORE AND AFTER THE PAS- 
SAGE OF THE M’KINLEY LAW. 


Mr. President, it is a broad statement to make, but the Mc- 


Kinley act increased the duty on every fabric that contains a | 


single thread or fiber of wool, and in most cases the increase was 
very large. If an article of silk is found to contain a thread of | 
woo! for ornamentation or for any other purpose, it becomes sub- | 
ject to the woolen goods duty, which, even in the case of the 
cheap< st woolen fabrics used by the poor, is much higher than 
the duty on the finest silk fabrics used by the rich. 

Ihave here a number of samples of woolen and worsted goods 
imported under the McKinley act, with statements showing their 
cost abroad in 1889 and 1890, their cost abroad now, the duty im- 
posed upon them in 1889 and 1890, the duty imposed upon them 
now, and the increased cost to lay them down at New York to | 
the consumer. Ido not know whether I ought to occupy the | 


time of the Senate in making these statements now or simply 
content myself with putting them in the RECORD, but I will ven- | 
ture to call attention to some of them and insert the others with- 
out comment. 

Here is a sample [exhibiting]marked Sample A. This quality 
of goods was bought in the first half of 1890 in Bradford for 3s. 
5d. Itis made of Australian wool, warp and weft, and weichs 
16 ounces for 36 inches. Under the tariff act of 1883 it paid a 
duty of 22 cents per pound and 35 per cent ad valorem, and cost 
as follows in 1890: 


SeMnURtN RI Oi es os a Soh nd tance Reo ec we te $0, 82 
NY I his ln cig cadena Gace bees aku medibers .24 


35 per cent ad valorem 


alk dh apiece ch wis oil ot i Re ibaa, a ea cea 287 
TEU OD vc cme ei dbuhinicaiubns nisasiveie 02 
Bret: ed Beh FRWW H ee ses kak cts eckicc cede 1 367 
They now cost in Bradford 3s. 34d., equal to 79 cents in e 
Gee GEFs os cnn ac acy dudes cath cae and beans caee $0. 79 
Under the McKinley act they pay 44 cents per pound _.--_- 44 
50 per cent ad valorem---.-...-......... RERee eed ocisetnn ee . 394 
SN CON 5k sg 56 on swiineudncnsuipe ba ianabaianes .03 
Total cost landed in New York, without insurance, 
commissions, or anything else -.-............... 1, 654 | 





The next is Sample B, and is a 54-inch black double warp Ital- 
ian (to line coats and vests); cost in Bradford June, 1890, 15d., 
equal to 30 cents in our money; made of cotton warp and Aus- 
tralian wool weft; duty under tariff of 1883, 5 cents per square 
yard and 35 per cent ad valorem. 





Cents 
Rae Nailin sal hala dsb accuwd ewanncancesnnawenas 30 
adc cciniind cece dna scwiewencosnmeustd -- 7.50 
era I ES aig od Sica awn n ce nnonn genesl 10. 50 
DN GN os Diadeakdewddntnnoscasesnseuss cisdeietambake 1 
Net landed in New York-..--...--------- . _ 49 


NO CHANGE. 

Under the McKinley act they pay 44 cents per pound and 50 
per cent ad valorem, and the goods are now being purchased at 
present Bradford prics, 13¢d., equal to 274 eccnts our money. 

Cents. 


NO as oe ee ee ee ee ots tl ee 27. 50 
PS TIN SN go inte idan wclnen aca e 5 18. 25 
ee meee COUN SE PURI oo iO a wlan 13. 75 

OTN > dinwenedudecndhbwadasien sas ceuncbatendons 2 
ERO Tae. 2 INOW TOR i Soin eves 61.50 


This piece of goods weighs 6§ ounces to running yard. 

Sample C is a piece of 27-inch brilliantine, made of cotton warp 
and mohair weft; cost in Bradford in 1889, 7éd., equal to 143 cents; 
duty under 1883 tariff, 5 cents per square yard and 33 per cent 
ad valorem. 





Cents. 

aN NI Sk ans erin ead tae Bes td Shai Sree hg Gt 14. 75 

Duty, 5 cents per square yard.__.........--.------------- 3. 75 

Cy Re Ro ee re «as, aoe 
NG ONS 5035 wn JSS te Had oe edad a hendaoueesaen 1 

bE te ee 24. 67 


Under the McKinley act the duty is 8 cents per square yard 
and 50 per cent ad valorem, and they now cost in Bradford 6id., 
equal to 134 cents. 





Cents. 

NN tat as le Sob he on Olen og dae leew eas 13. 50 
Duty, 5 conte per equere yard@........~...2...--6-2ce0s0-0s 6 

caOk WU SF TR CIR oeles oon ie damdenngiatiawndnent 6. 75 

RN ea cantnsihu weit ae jal wear ite new wanes 1,50 

INGS LGPMGGGe Sh INGW TOU esos in cd crecmmtcnce en 27.75 


The warp is presumably American cotton. 

Sample D is a piece of 27-inch sicilian, for men’s summer coats 
and vests, made of cotton warp and mohair weft; cost abroad in 
1889, 7éd., equal to 14% cents; paid under tariff act of 1883, 5 cents 
per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem. Cents 
Cost 14. 75 





Duty, 5 cents per square yard--.-..-------- iegaaaas ea Cee 

ee 5.17 

OC oid tat cede staan ait aa Se nee 1 
<ECGHE CRAIN UM CRONE I i a eck acon etry ik 


Under the McKinley act these goods pay 44 cents per po ind 
and 50 per cent ad valorem, and now cost abroad 64d., equal to 
13.75 cents; they weigh 5 ounces to running yard. 


Cents 

Ck SI oc. bag oe at conned nomenon Eee co 13. 75 
me OGm IW I gi 5 ens o4.~- aos cakes wave Be tO 

| 50 per cent ad valorem. ------- egleptelastawenenaydte 6.87 
FoI oan danidak nites ked danaxenceanssneue 1.50 
Net Intaed i New York=................... ua, See 


The warp of this is also made presumably of American cotton. 

Sample E is a piece of 27-inch black alpaca (so called), realiy 
a black Orleans, made of American cotton warp and English 
demi-lustered wool weft, and used for men’s summer coats and 
vests and for women’s dresses; costin 1889, in Bradford, 64d., 
equal to 12.75 cents of our money; under the tariff of 1883 they 
paid 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Cents. 

| OG OME Ntsc ernsauneadnganscussdaeuuage Scalable deel oie 12. 75 

| COMES PIG BAUMEO YONG. 65s isin cc die ceescnessnsecics 3. 75 

CeO EON QUE soc gs a raccatas coasted sosenks 4.47 
Pe GINS cca tiecaiie nda catnnwnadiones stan | 

IRE Ne SI INOW NON Non ec rcconcndcawesndadas 21.97 


under the McKinley aet— 


Cents 
CS os ee. ie ce SAE as Maly ciel ideo nd agai ae cee wee wes . 12.50 
D CONUS Oi DRG WON oa ois ccranrn stance anetnein ns 6 
OU POF CONG BG WANN aides Keoki acccwd nn enews s-- 62D 
PO, CONOR ia sinha an ao acaba aide ahead cad bes bess 1.50 


ail ati acini ease ocean ; 26. 25 


Net landed in New York 
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Sample F is a 32-inch lustered coat lining made of American 
cotton warp and English lustered wool weft, and cost in Brad- 
ford October, 1889, 84d., equal to 17 cents, and paid under tariff 
of 1883 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Cents 
Cost ee ee 17 
5 cents per square yard sess nls des a ache a ints nr ebloe ae tases 4.4 
Se ON TRG OE: VOROUWEE oo den cncknccsccennenseemdentens 5. 95 
Expenses, etc_-__--- sab os eiSleenkcis mag wakes gain ita oe mica ot le ] 
GLARE 2 POW TOP .. nimciianenccdpdeuencectd 28. 39 


Under the McKinley bill, as they weigh over 4 ounces to the 
square yard, ae sy pay 44 cents per pound and 50 per cent ad va- 


lorem. They weigh 5 ounces to the running yard and cost in 
Bradford ag, 1892, 74d., equal to 15 cents. 
Cents. 
Cost sails ies nai sacaaaseacee ek Mate Gee ee a eS 15 
44 cents pe r » pound crn nec sigs ai ene ue allen ela 13 
Ae Te OOS NG DRROOUD i ciciinccnaciekrensesenn akan aoa amene 7. 50 
Expens: WO iaxceccnsi nk diacetate omen aceiasinah tis see ened ae 1.50 
mot lended in New York 2... 2. osscweebiccuccnnen 374 


There are other soe here, but I will merely insert the 
prices abroad in 1890, the prices abroad now, the duty under the 
act of 1883, and the duty under the McKinley act, which will 
show the cost to lay down the goods in New York before its pas- 
sage and the cost since its passage. The statements are as fol- 


lows: 
SAMPLE G. 
Width ...... i vir ies iapmdiinds aaa de amanda ee 
Weight per yard. ras sas lh etn sca ecco ox sa ara eae ca ounces. 2 
Foreign cost in 1890, 3s, it We; tsk c inn epbtensaeknones wiccmhe eens sues . 84 
Present cost in 1892, 3s. 4d... or ss cession ch ln otha pci aia a eae £0 
Net cost landed in 1290 under act of March, 1088 ..... coc cncucccccceccc $1. 42} 
Presént net cost under act of October, 1890...........-- 2. eee 1. 90 
Duty on each yard wnGer act Of 1GB8..... <6. ncccccwcac cece cccccoccccccce 55 
FT TE I oak kocsis thre bids keen eek aeaanetaaeas 1, 06 
SAMPLE H 
I a clea aN at ak ee a ae a inches.. DM 
Weight per y eS ee ee sakianicaalalcdaal ounces 27 
amen cone i A OP cn no es sata ae $0, 82 
Present cost in 1892, 3s. 24.. or. sine elias eaaletaetn italiane inate ietaendndeaidanahataied . 76 
Net cost in New York under th OE TINIE nso cs ona ck ancccenecad 1. 48 
Net cost in New York under act of October, 1890 .......2.....-.......--. 1. 94 
Duty on each yard under act of March, 1883 ...... 2... 2.2.2.2... 22. eee 59 
Duty on each yard under act of October, 1890 .................2.....222. 1.12} 
SAMPLE I. 
I a a nents baiibainieainnwineaniadantiatinneimlidal inches -. 54 
Weight per yz ard .....- <-; gamle nt tiated melita elas teibicsantecaianel ounces... 25 
Foreign cost in 1890, 48.1d., or stiles paladin abdiats Snax cs ete tlieaapcceealie a 
Present cost in 1892, 3s. 8d., or ___- Cintsedinisa thine ithiedetiaing alate . 88 
Net New York cost under act Of March, 1883_.........-.--.-............. 1. 68 
Net New York cost under act of October, 1890_..............-.....-.-... 2. 03 
Duty on each yard under act of March, 1883..........-...-.22.2-2 2.2.8 . 62} 
Daty on each yard under act of October, 1890..............-. 222.2222... 1. 123 
SAMPLE K. 
Ic caean uvehin tats sno eters aes nea mtn eee inches -- 54 
Weight per yard aaa de i indo walle tients ne 6 IRIN a NEDA alae ok ounces... 23 
Net foreign cost in 1890, 4s. RS ee eee eS #0. OS 
Present foreign Cost Im 1608, Be, O6.. OF .ccccccecccococccocceuccccccscsecece 88 
Net New York cost under act of March, 1883.....................-.....-- 1.66 
Net New York cost under act of October, 1890..............-.......--... 2.12 
Duty on each yard under act of March, 1883 __.......................-..- . 66} 
Duty oneach yard under act of October, 1890............................ 1,21 


EFFECT OF PROTECTIVE TARIFFS. 


It will be noticed that in every instance, as stated a few days 
ago by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], the prices abroad 
have fallen and the prices here have increased on account of the 
increased duty. The prices abroad have fallen necessarily be- 
cause the cost of the raw material, wool and cotton, has gone 
down in the market; but the people of the United States, by the 
passage of the tariff act, and the imposition of a higher rate of 
duty upon these goods have been wholly deprived of the benefits 
which they wor ild have received, and ought to have received on 
account of the decreased cost of the materials entering into the 
manufacture of the articles they consume. The cotton-grower 
| and the wool-grower alike are compelled to take lower prices 

for their products and pay higher prices for the goods manufac- 
| tured from them. 
| The necessary effect of the McKinley act is to enable the 
| manufacturers of these articles at home to keep up the prices 
to a certain figure, no matter what may be the diminution in 
| the cost of their raw material or in the wages of their laborers, 
| because the high duty protects them against competition abroad 
so long as they keep their prices just below the point which 
| would enable the importer to bring them in and realize a profit 
after paying the duty. What that point is the domestic man- 
ufacturer always knows very well, because he keeps himself in- 
formed in relation to the foreign prices of the articles he 
| produces, and he therefore permits importations in two cases 
only; first, when he can not produce the particular quality of 
goods at all, and secondly,when he can not produce them in suf- 
ficient quantities to supply the home demand. 

Mr. President, there were a great many things which I wanted 
to say upon the subjects which I have discussed, but they did 
not occur to my mind at the proper time in the line of the argu- 
ment, and I will conclude by calling attention to one other mat- 
ter only. 

I have here two samples of woolen goods precisely alike [ex- 
hibiting] except as to color, and I should be glad if the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock] or the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], who are very much interested in the wool duty, would 
examine them. They were manufactured at the Granite Mills, 
St. Hyacinthe, in the Dominion of Canada. Canada is a protect- 
ive country, and has what they call the national system, but it 
admits wool free of duty, and here is the evidence of the bene- 
ficial results of that policy. 

These goods are sold in Canada for 22} cents a yard, and I 
| have the testimony ofan expert that they can not be manufac- 
tured and sold here for less than 40 cents a yard with the duty 
on wool. 

Mr.GRAY. What are they used for? 

Mr. CARLISLE. They areused for clothing, and make good 
clothing, too. 

That shows what our woollen manufacturers could do for them- 
selves and for the consumers of their products in the United 
States if Congress would give them free wool to work with, and 
[ predict that the time is not far distant when we will imitate 
the example of our neighbor on the north in this respect at least, 
and thus enable our own people to procure cheaper and better 
goods from our own mills and factories. 


'sS 


APPENDIX. 


Mate ment shou ing t he 
/ real 


importations of woolen manufactures-under the tariff act 
cost abroad, price per yard or per pound abroad without the tax, 
i tax added, and the total original cost with the tax added. 








of October, 139), from October 1, 1890, to June 30,1891; showiny quantities imported, 
amount of tax collected, ad valorem rate of tar, 


cost per pound or yard at New York 


‘Origin: al 


























en ee y Ip rice per| r . 7 
| Quantity im-| Value of to- | Tax collect-| Ad valo- ’ Del i 
Description of articles | Rate of taxation under | ported from | tal quantity | | ed by the [rem rate gir Lonely. 
eee McKinley law. | October 1,1890,! abroad with- lwithout Govern- | of taxa- with tax tax added 
a9 a te » a2 ) ] 
C | to June 30,1891, out the tax. the t carr, | ment. tion. | ‘saded. 
re 1 ‘ . yoy wp , 
Yarns, woolen and worsted | Pounds. | Per cent. 
Vaiued at not more than 30 cents per | 27} cents per pound and 35 1, 163. 33 #322. 15 80. 276 $432.67 | 134.31 | 80. 66 $754. 82 
pound. per cent ad valorem. | | 
Valued at more than 30 and not more | 33 cents per pound and 35 17, 879. 85 6, 891. 20 | . 385 | 8,312.28 | 120.62 . 8493 15, 203. 45 
that 40 cents per pound. per cent ad valorem. | | 
Valued at more than 40 cents per pound.) 38} cents per pound and 40 | 568, 305. 32 385, 580. 10 | 678 | 378,029.61 | 96.75 1, 324 758, 609.71 
per cent ad valorem. 
Tota és Siinintameyaixemnine Miao bes Semeseet sign aileenan _™,7 DE iencns et 381, 774. 56 97.20 |....- ----| 774,568.01 
Bi t > | | 7 | 
Valued at not more than 30 cents per | 16} cents per pound and 30 | 6, 317. 50 1, 680. 00 | . 266 1,546. 40 91.90 | 5108 3, 226. 40 
pound | _per cent ad valorem. 
Valued at more than 30and not more | 22 cents per pound and 35 815. 00 | 319. 00 | . 391 | 290. 95 91,21 | . 7476 609. 95 
than 40 cents per pound | percent ad valorem. | 
Valued at more than 40 and not more | 33 cents per pound and 35 1, 683. 03 781.00 - 464 | 828. 77 106. 12 9561 | 1, 608. 77 
than 50 cents per pound, per cent ad valorem. | | | 
alued at more thar ents per pound .| 38} cents per pound and 40 23, 202. 35 20, 859, 34 | 89 | 17, 196. 76 83.24 1.6308 37, 856. 10 
per cent ad valorem. | 
ate BN INO ens 2002+ <0ssncnitcnionelenaeenedaeeeear eee 32, 017. 93 4 covnce-| SOURIOT GB TE be cccscees 43, 301. 22 


| } 
— es ae —_ ee 
—__—— 
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Felt, not woven...- 





1892. 





Statement showing the importations of woolen manufactures under the tariff act of October, 1390, from October 1, 1390, to June 30, 1891—Contir 


Description of articles 


Carpets 


Aubusson, Axminster, 


and other similar rugs. 
Brussels carpets 


Druggets and bockings, printed, col- 


ored, or otherwise. 


Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet 


carpets. 


Tapestry Brussels, printed on the warp 


or otherwise. 


Treble ingrain, three-ply and all chain 


Venetian carpets 


Velvet and tapestry 


Wool, Dutch, and two-ply ingrain car- 


pets. 


Carpets of wool, or in part of, not spe- 


cially provided for 


Po a 


Cloths, woolen or worsted— 
Valued at not more than 30 cents per 


pound. 


Valued at more than 30 and not more 


than 40 cents per pound. 


Dress goods, women’s and children’s coat 
linings, Italian cloths, and goods of sim- | 
ilar description— 

Of which the warp consists wholly of | 
cotton or other végetable materials, 
with the remainder of the fabric com- 
posed wholly or in part of wool, 
worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, 


alpaca, or other animals— 


Valued at not exceeding 20 cents 


per square yard. 


Valued at not exceeding 15 cents 


per square yard. 


Valued atabove 15 cents per square 


yara. 


Weighing over 4 ounces per square 


yard. 


Composed wholly or in part of wool 
worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, 


alpaca, or other animals— 


Weighing over 4 ounces per square 


yard. 
All other. 


Flannels for underwear— 
Valued at not more than 30 cents per 


pound. 


Valued at more than 3) and not more 


40 cents per pound. 


Valued at more than 40 and not more 


than 50 cents per pound. 


Weighing over4 ounces per square yard 
Plushes and other pile fabrics 


Cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, 


moquette, and 
chenille carpets and carpets woven 
whole forrooms, and oriental, Berlin, 


velvet 
printed on the warp or otherwise. 


‘ 





| 


| 22 cents per square yard 


| 
} Quantity im- | Value of to- 


Rate of taxation under 


McKinley law. 





} 

60 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem, 


i4 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 


and 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

60 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

28 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

19 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent ad valo- 
rem. 

40 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent ad valo- 
rem 

14 cents per square yard 
and 40 per cent ad valo- 
rem. | 

50 per cent ad valorem ---.- 





33 cents per pound and 40 | 
per cent ad valorem. | 


38} cents per pound and 40 
per cent ad valorem. 
j 
| 
| 


| 44 cents per pound and 50 | 


per square yard. 
7 cents per square yard and 
40 per cent ad valorem. 


8 cents per square yard 


16} cents per pound and 30 


| 49} cents per pound and 60 | 


or other outside garments for ladies’ and | 


children’s apparel, and goods of similar 

description, or used for like purposes. 
Hats of wool— 
Valued at not more than 30 cents per 


pound. 


Valued at more than 30 and not more 


than 40 cents per pound. 


| 22 cents per pound and 35 


Valued at more than 40 and not more 


than 50 cents per pound. 


Valued at more than 50cents per pound. 


Knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on knit- 


ting machines or frames— 


Valued at not more than 30 cents per 


pound. 


Valued at above 40 cents per pound.___- 


Shawis— 


Woolen— 


Valued at not more than 30 cents 


per pound. 


Valued at more than 30 and not 
more than 40 cents per peund. 


| 
| 


Valued at above 40 cents per pound _| 


| ssi cents per pound and 40 


and 50 per cent ad valo- | 
rem. 

44 cents per pound and 50 
per cent ad valorem. 


44 cents per pound and 50 | 
per cent ad valorem. | 

12 cents per square yard | 
and 50 per cent ad valo- 
rem. 

49} cents per pound and 60 
per cent ad valorem. 


per cent ad valorem. 
22 cents per pound and 35 
per cent ad valorem. 
33 cents per pound and 35 
per cent ad valorem. 
44 cents per pound and 50 | 
per cent aa valorem. | 
49} cents per pound and 60 | 
per cent ad valorem. 


per cent ad valorem. 


16} cents per pound and 30 
per cent ad valorem. 


per cent ad valorem. 

33 cents per pound and 35 
per cent ad valorem. 

38} cents per pound and 40 
per cent ad valorem. 


o3 cents per pound and 40 
per cent ad valorem. 

44 cents per pound and 50 
per cent ad valorem. 


33 cents per pound and 40 
Jer Cent ad valorem. 





per cent ad valorem. 
44 cents per pound and 50 
per cent ad valorem. 








Price per, ,, 
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Original 
price per Total origi- 
nal cost with 


i 


ann | we Ad valo 
ported from | tal quantity | _- ed by the ‘rem rate 
October 1, 1890, abroad with- with sut Govern of taxa- pound 
a 2 391. e tax out ment . With tax 
to June 30,1891. out the tax. thé tax men tion ated. 
Pounds. ° ennt 
*201, 291. 14 $652,240.79 | +83.24 | $381,670.99 8.52 | +85. 136 
*19, 475. 38 21, 256. 00 +1. 091 17, 071. 57 80. 81 +1. 927 
#1, 582.73 805. 04 +.509 670. 23 83.25; +.923 | 
} 
#21, 239. 52 42, 944. 00 +2. 022 20, 921. 31 69. 68 +3. 43 
*5, 474.25 3, 001.45 t. 713 3, 093. 37 79.23 | +1.278 
*13, 497. 00 8, 295. 34 +. 61! 5, 882. 5 70.91 | +1.05 | 
*19, 072. 00 9). 770. 25 +1. 084 15, 937, 23 76.73 +1. 925 
#22, 869. 00 13,477. 00 +0. 589 | 8, 592. 46 63.76) +0.945 | 
*15, 440. 83 12, 508. 50 +. 87} 6, 724, 25 50. 00 +1. 115 
*319, 941. 85 776, 198. 37 469, 563. 97 | 
5, 137. 00 1, 248. 09 243 2, 194. 41 175. 80 67 
133, 879. 25 49, 925. 00 373 71,513. 36 143. 24 9072 
| 
6, 026, 876.60 | 6,303,555. 09 | 1.046 | 5,810,213. 20 92. 33 2.011 
*5, 835, 426. 00 767, 897. 39 +. 132 715, 638. 78 93. 19 +. 255 
*3. 953, 912. 50 844. 708. 86 t. 214 738, 667. 43 87.45 . 401 
1, 816, 780. 37 1, 973, 955. 98 1.087 | 1,786, 361. 36 90. 50 2.07 | 
i 
84, 135. 18 102, 135. 75 1. 214 88. OST. 36 86. 25 2 35 
#23, 191, 682. 14 5, 280, 841. 63 t. 228 | 5, 423, 422. 66 102.70 | +46, 22 
30, 874. 00 40, 422. 63 1. 309 39, 536. 20 97. 80 2. 589 
329. 00 a5. 00 258 79. 79 92. 94 4978 
1, 448. 00 507. 09 . 496. O01 97. 83 692 | 
3, 103. 00 1, 442. 00 465 1,528. 70 105. 96 955 
76, 141. 75 78, 609. 64 1,032 72, 807. 21 92. 62 1. 987 
204, 332. 50 171, 889. 55 S41 204, 278. 36 118. 84 1. 83 
214, 420. 17 410, 689. 56 1.915 352, 521. 86 8. 8 3. 559 
26. 00 7. 00 269 6. 39 91.29 515 
16. 00 5. 00 . 313 | 5. 27 105. 40 6133 | 
27.00 12.02 445 13. 12 109. 15 93 | 
3, 279. 26 3, 468. 70 1.058 | 2,650.03} 76.39) 1.866 | 
129. 00 15. 00 | 116 | 48.57 | 323.80; .491 | 
| | 
47,041. 64 77,958.61 | 1.657} 59,677.65] 76.55 | 2. 925 | 
! > | 
| ' 
| | 
7.00 2.00}  .286 | 3.11 | 155.50 |. 731 
250. 00 | 130.00 | 52 0. 28 | 114.4 L. 1125 | 
235,957.75 | 351, 373.00 1.489 | 279,507.91 | 79.55 2.666 | 


L 





6319 


ued 


added 


tax 


$1, 033, 911. 78 


38, 927.57 


1, 475. 27 
72, 865. 31 
6, 904. 82 


14, 177. 99 


36, 707. 43 


19, 232. 75 





12, 113, 768. 29 
1, 483, 536. 17 


1, 583, 376. 29 


190, 223. 11 


10, 704, 264. 29 


13. 39 


10. 27 


63. 57 


137, 636. 26 


org O85 


630, 880. 91 


Saat 


er 





= ene ee 


en 
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Statement showing the importations of woolen manufactures under the tariff act of October, 1890, from October 1, 1890, to June 30, 1891—Continued. 








Quantity im- | Value of to- |PricePer| pay coilect- | Ad valo- OTiginal | 

















Rate of taxation under om | tal quantity | POURd | “Ga py the [rem rate Price per, Total origi- 
Description of articles. McKinley law. tober 1,1890, abroad with- a Govern | of taxa- = oo 
to June 30,1891.| out the tax. the tax. ment tion. added. 
Pounds. Per cent. 
Chatiine wihiy bh ne Ecc iin dns vn cons cn vnddnonsdeedsccunsdnceacdt te ae Se Bs Pn ee Be i a 
of every description, not specially enu- 
merated or provided for, and balmoral 
skirts and skirting, and goods of similar 
description, or used for like purposes. 
Other clothing than the above, ready made aan per pound and 380, 452. 11 $826, 646. 72 $2.173 | $684, 311. 87 82.78 | $3.972 | $1,510, 958. 59 
and articles of wearing apparel (except per cent valorem. 
knit goods), made up or manufactured 
wholly or in part. 
Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, | 60 cents per pound and 60 107, 589. 40 195, 333. 02 1. 816 181, 753. 47 93.5 3. 495 377, 086. 49 
beltings, bindings, braids, galloons, per cent ad valorem. 
fringes, gimps, cords, cords and tassels, 
dress trimmings, laces and embroideries, 
head nets, buttons, or barrel buttons, or 
buttons of other forms for tassels or or- 
naments, wrought by hand, or braided by 
machinery, which are elastic or non- 
elastic. 
Balmorals— 
Wool or worsted— 
Valued at not more than 30cents | 33cents per pound and 40 2, 300. 05 624. 00 271 1, 008. 63 161. 64 ove 1, 632. 63 
per pound. er cent ad valorem. 
Valued at more than 30 and not | 38}cents per poundand 40 25, 383. 00 9, 698. 00 822 13, 657. 66 140. 77 . 82 24, 349. 66 
more than 40 cents per pound. per cent ad valorem. : 
Valued at above 40 cents per pound_| 44 cents per pound and 50 768, 311. 86 905, 081. 68 $1.179 791, 098. 09 87. 30 2. 208 1, 697, 179.77 
per cent ad valorem. 
Total manufactures of wool, except |............-------eeee-eeceee|seneceeeee-eeeee 18, 399, 217.83 |.......... 117, 921,996.71 | 94.12 |.......... 35, 721, 448. 49 
carpets, blankets, and yarns. fs 
( IE, ono ca wwesansannnaeapeeel cakasuabundew es babe etiaa ap naieuBeee 770) 108. BF Voc. sc ccc 469,563.97} 60.50 |.......... 1, 245, 762. 34 
RN EID sans sisotns -aauaiehinty ditt big d cllcminis eae Oenerae bees aad can aaa UB ew aind 19, 862. 88 | ee 43, 301. 22 
Total yarns --... ..-.--------+--+-------|--2- 22+ -222 enn ee ee ees cence eeee|anen eee eeee-- =| 392,798.45 |... | 381,674.56 | = 97.20 |..-....--- | 774, 568. O1 
Total manufactures of wool ..........|....-.-...-- idicstedbacaescasc wena pe iaadcientewe | 19, 591, 948. 99 [neonnnn= 8 18 338. 12 92. 84 sn dioling | 37, 785, 080. 06 
| 
*Square yards. + Per square yard. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 1 cent per pound, and that the tariff be altogether taken off after October |, 


, PRre OO y aT : 1894) on Friday last by the House of Representatives; and Mr. Rogers was 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in the asked whether he thought it would be accepted by the Senate. The reply 


chair). The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- | was that it was altogether a political move, and that the House of Repre- 


ness. So eee = a amet —e 7 or ro a oo if it 2 

> Aarqy : . oe was very probable that President Harrison would exercise veto agains 

Mr. I ROCTOR. I ask that the unfinished business be in it, in support of which it was pointed out that Mr. McKinley was chairman 

formally laid aside for a few moments that I may occupy a very | of the convention when President Harrison was nominated for the Presi- 

short time on the question upon which the Senator from Ken- | dency, and —— very strongly in favor of the tariff, at the same time point- 

tucky has just spoken ing out its advantages. In all probability the bill would be rejected by the 
KY J ! . Senate if it was placed before it, which was questionable. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There will be no objection I hope to the | ~Asa result of your recent visit to the United States, can you give some 
request of the Senator from Vermont. idea of the prospects of the Democratic party in view of the coming Presi- 


PWT TR PTC o dential election?” our representative inquired of Mr. Rogers. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont | “--\Wweil was the reply. “itis generally regarded that the fight will be an 


asks unanimousconsent that the regular order be laid aside infor- | exceedingly close one. The Republicans say they will certainly return their 
mally to allow him to occupy thé attention of the Senate for a President, and the Democrats, on the other hand, are equally contident. 


ied = : os . The general opinion is that the Democrats can not win unless they carry 
few moments in order to reply to the Senator from Kentucky. New York State, but the Republicans may possibly win, even if they lose 


Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Senatorfrom | thisS:ate. The parties are so closely balanced that it is really impossible 


Vermont will proceed. to say which will win.” 
ri ’ tate . ‘Supposing Mr. Cleveland were electei, what do you think would be the 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it was not my purpose tO | erect PP nis policy?” y 
take any time upon this question until the Senator from Ken- | +I think the result would be that the duties would be gradually lowered, 


tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] said that the committee having this mat- | 4nd that wages would consequently fall. The working classes would, of 


aie. een at ie * caek eee ¢ , * course, not be willing to remain without work, and manufacturers would 
ter in charge had not investigated or obtained any evidence in have to reduc? wages to enable them to compete successfully with other 


regard to the comparative cost of living in Great Britain and in | countrie:. Wages in America are at present about double what they are 
this country. I happened yesterday to receive an English paper | here, but if America adopted free trade they would probably be reduced by 


Seelen ey os eek anaaen s s : | one-half, ani beco ne equal to the wages paid here. The question of free 
giving some ¢ vidence on that point. I wish to submit it to the | trate or protection in America is. therefore, of far more importance to the 
Senate, and ask thatthe article may be read in full by the Clerk. working class of America than it is toany classin thiscountry. In America 


Unlike the witness quoted by the Senator from Kentucky, this | t2e working class earn high wages at present, and the cost of living out 


one is willing to give his name and accept responsibility for his | ‘here 3s reo radii that they have much greater comfort 
views. There could be no more competent witness. It is an | Our reporter here reminded Mr. Rogers of the statements that had often 
article in the South Wales Daily News, of Wednesday, July 13, see mp gory | the at eweire months as aa a revent _ tin- 

amen . a io ae +» | platers o ales to emigrate to America, that the heat and thecost of living 
of the present year, headed ‘‘ Future of the tin-plate trade.” | \.).‘nuch greater in the States than in our own country. Ss 





The statement is from Mr. Rogers, chairman of the Welsh Tin- Mr. Rogers replied that as a matter of fact such was not the case. True, 
Plate Makers’ Association. house rent was higher there, but the necessities of life to workingmen and 
IT ask the Secretary to read the article in full their families were verycheap. The best class of clothing was also more ex- 


my ce Sala ‘ ensive, but that for workingmen was not. The weather was exceedingly 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- | hot during his visit. and one of the first things Mr. Rogers did was to pur- 


quested , chase a cool, thin suit, which cost him 52s., bag he a —2 = get 
ry ‘ocratary pan: ae as cheap in thiscountry. Thenasto the heat, those who went to America got 
The Secretar y roa 1 as follows: so accustomed to it that they didn't mind it more than they would here. 
THE FUTURE OF THE TIN-PLATE TRADE—INTERVIEW WITH MR. J. H. ROG- One day whilst he was there the temperature was 105° in the shade; the 
ERS—AMERICA AND THE WELSH STAPLE—MR. ROGERS ON LABOR AGI- | next day it was 103. whilst another day it was 96, so that on the whole it was 
TATORS. quite pleasant. Upon being asked whether the belief generally entertained 


A couple of months ago we announced that Messrs. E. Morewood & Co,, | here was correct, viz, that the weather at times became so extremely hot that 
proprietors of the South Wales and Cwmbwrila Tin-PlateWorks, and a few | men engaged in steel, iron, and tin works were obliged to relinquish work for 
other Welsh makers, contemplated erecting tinning departments in the | more or less prolonged periods. Mr. Rogers replied that these men worke | 
United States, with the object, presumably, of realizing the difference be- | as steadily there during the hot weather as they did here. Referring tothe 
tween the duty on finished and black plate, which is about 2s. 6d. upon each | cost of living, Mr. Rogers instanced the case of a Lianelly tin-plate worker, 
box. Subsequent inquiries proved that Messrs. Morewood & Co. were about | for whom he had found employment, who told him that not only was he in 
laying the foundations of such an establishment within a few miles of New | a position to live comfortably upon the wages he earned, about 35s. a weck, 
York, and a few weeks ago Mr. J. H. Rogers, the managing partner, pro- | but he was able tosend about half of it to his family at home. 
ceeded to the States in connection with the matter. He returned last week, Conversation then ensued upon the condition of trade in South Wales. 
and believing that Mr. Rogers (whose views as chairman of the Tin-Plate | Mr. Rogers declating thatit was really worse now than it was twelve months 
Makers’ Association carry considerable weight) might offer an opinion upon | ago, Which was proved by the number of works which were either partially 
the subject and upon the trade generally, our reporter waited upon him at | or wholly idle. He could not account for it, and feared thata bad period 
the offices of the South Wales Works, Lianelly, a day or two since. had set in, whilst he could see no — ct of a change. 

‘Reference was tirst made to the passing of the tin-plate bill (which pro- Mr. Rogers was then asked whether he had read the recent utterances of 
vides that the duty on tin and terne plates shall, after the Ist of October, be | Mr. D. Randell, M. P., who declared that the action of Messrs. Morewood & 
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Co. in erecting works in the States before waiting to see the result of the 
November elections was not only “selfish and suicidal,’’ but also ‘‘ill-timed, 
misjudged, and unpatriotic.” r. Rogers smiled in reply, and added that 
his attention had been called to the honorable member’s s h. 
“The unpatriotic ple,’’ proceeded Mr. Rogers, ‘‘are those who set class 
t class and iaker against capital, and it is those whom the working 
classes ought to blame for the depression which is settling down upon our 
manufactures.” 

“Well,” interposed the interviewer, ‘‘ would you mind telling me what in- 
duced the firm to erect such works in America?”’ 

“Our action is by no means entirely due to the McKinley bill. I know 

rfectly well that the day must come when the duty will be reduced in 

merica, and I don’t think that the majority of the voters, who are working- 
men, are so short-sighted as to think that it would be to their benefit that 
the duties should be at present reduced. To erect works now, trusting to 
the high duty imposed by the McKinley bill, would be very unwise.” 

** How can you reconcile this statement with your action?” 

“What really carried weight with usin our decision to erect works in Amer- 
ica was the doctrines and actions of the leaders of the workingmen. They 
cry out against capital, denounce it as an evil to the oa and say they 
must crush it. e capitalists, on our part, say ‘Very well. If you don’t 
like to have us in the country, and you, who are the majority of the voters, 
wish to have such laws as will injure and hamper us in the conduct of our 
manufactures, we will go to other countries where the value of capital is 
appreciated by all classes and every inducement held out to us to erect 
works and to invest our capital.’ Many of our politicians coquette with la- 
bor and other questions, instead oj, as true friends should, pointing out to 
the working classes the folly of the course they pursue. I don’t so much 
blame the genuine workingman leader, but owing to want of knowledge and 
e rience he takes too local and narrow a view of trade questions, and acts 
and advises as if Great Britain were the whole world. She is only a very 
small part of the manufacturing world, and has not now the advantages she 
used to have; rather the contrary.” 

‘Have you commenced erecting your works near New York?” 

“Oh yes; but we do not anticipate starting operations until October.” 

ene the present tariff is maintained, will the fact of its being so 
affect South Wales and the Cwmbwrla Works?” 

“We don't anticipate stopping our works here whatever happens: at any 
rate, so far as our steel worksand mills areconcerned. The best evidence of 
that is that we are putting up in them more modern and perfect machinery. 
We intend making a hard fight to keep our works here and at Cwmbwria 
running. Our American works are what is called in sporting terms a 
‘*hedge,”’ so that if the actions of the leaders of the working people and the 
Houses of Parliament make it uuprofitable for us to carry on our works in 
this country, we shali still be able to be large manufacturers. If the Presi- 
dential election had been a month ago, and if Mr. Cleveland had been elected, 
it would make no difference whatever to what I say.” 

Referring to the remark made before a public audience that it was ‘un- 

atriotic’’? on the part of the firm to erect works instead of waiting until 

ovember, Mr. Rogers observed that the November elections, however 
they might go, would have no effect upon what they were doing. As he had 
said before, the McKinley tariff was only a secondary cause for their action. 
“Capital,” he added, ‘is sensitive and timid, and will always flow to the 
countries which offer most security and the most free opportunities for un- 
trammeled development, and where capital is most abundant there will be 
the greatest prosperity, most regular employment, and most happiness.” 

Proceeding, Mr. Rogers remarked that some of the Democrats said, ‘‘We 
are quite prepared to admit that if the duties are reduced wages will have 
to be correspondingly reduced, but our aim is that wages shall be so far re- 
duced that our manufacturers can undersell Europe in neutral markets, 
such as India, Australia, etc.; but we believe that the cost of living and of 
luxuries should also be so reduced that workmen would be as well off at the 
lower wages as they are now at the higher wages.” 

“Are there any other works in course of erection in America now?” 

“Yes, there are several. When President Harrison was chosen Mr. Mec- 
Kinley gave figures showing that there were twenty-five tin-plate works 
either built or in course of erection, the accuracy of which I can not con- 
firm, as I only visited a few. The manufacture of tin plate is, however, 
very rapidly taking root in the United States, and some very magniticent 
plants have been erected. In one works which I visited was the finest plant 
which Ihave ever seen. An enormous steel and tin-plate concern is being 
built in Chicago.” 

“Does this plant —— with any of the manual labor necessary here?” 
a interview closed with the remark that it did, and to a very great ex- 

nt. 


Mr. PROCTOR. This witness being English ought to be ac- 
cepted as good authority by our ‘“ tariff-for-revenue-only ” or 
free-trade friends. I hardly know which they preferred to be 
called. Mr. Rogers is the chairman of the Tin-Plate Makers’ 
Association of Wales, and so is, of course, the highest possible 
authority on tin plate. He is also a large business man, and he 
speaks in this matter from a practical standpoint, with common 
sense and with a frankness that is almost brutal towards his 
American allies. I wish to callspecial attention to two or three 

oints that he makes. In answer to the question ‘‘ Supposing 

r. Cleveland were elected, what do you think would be the 
effect of his policy?” He says: 

I think the result would be that the duties would be gradually lowered, 
and that wages would consequently fall. The working classes would, of 
course, not be willing to remain without work, and manufacturers would 
have to reduce wages to enable them to compete successfully with other 
countries. Wages in America are at present about double what they are 
here, but if America adopted free trade they would probably be reduced by 
one-half and become equal to the wages paid here. The question of free 
trade or protection in America is therefore of far more importance to the 
working class of America than it is to any class in this country. 

In regzrd to the cost of living, he says: 


In America the working clas earn high wages at present, and the cost of | 
living out there is so little more than it is here, that they have much greater 
comfort and are able to save more rapidly. 

True, house rent was higher there, but the necessities of life to working- 
men and their families were very cheap. The best class of clothing was also | 
more expensive, but that for workingmen was not. | 


I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to | 
Mr. Rogers's statement, that he purchased a suit for his own use 
at 52 shillings, which he did not think he could have bought so | 
cheaply in England. | 


He also speaks of the tin-plate industry of this country as fol- 
lows: 
The manufacture of tin plate is, however, very rapidly taking root in the 


United States, and some very magnificent plants have been erected. In one 
works which I visited was the finest plant which I have ever seen. 


He, at least, does not seem to doubt the already substantial 
success of the McKinley act in establishing the tin-plate in- 
dustry in this country. 

I do not wish to discuss the relative cost of living in this coun- 
try and Great Britain, but there is an object-lesson which I am 
sure many Senators have seen, and which can be seen in any 
town in England. Fortunately, and thanks to a Republican Ad- 
ministration, American farm products do not now have to beg 
the privilege or apologize for being seen in foreign markets. 
Go into the market houses in England and you will s°e over 
the stalls “American beef,” ‘‘American pork,” ‘‘American ba- 
con,” ‘‘American hams,” ‘‘American lard,” ‘‘American but- 
ter, ‘‘American cheese,” ‘‘American flour and corn meal.” This 
is aconvincing argument initself. For the substantials of life 
or workmen pay American prices, with freight and profits 

ded. 

It seems that the charge has been made by a member of Parlia- 
ment that to erect works ‘‘in the States before waiting to see 
the result of the November election was not only ‘seltish and 
suicidal,’ but also ‘ill-timed, misjudged, and unpatriotic.’” That 
is, to erect works here before election would bs to furnish evi- 
dence in favor of the McKinley act and aid the Republican party. 
Therefore it would be ‘‘ill-timed and unpatriotic” from the Eng- 
lish point of view. 

In reply Mr. Rogers partly confesses and partly tries to avoid 
the charge. He claims that his action in starting works here is 
not entirely due to the McKinley act, but in part to labor troubles 
in England. 

So it seems they have labor difficulties even in that free-trade 
paradise. Strikes are unfortunate, but they evidence a demand 
for labor. The Republican party has no other responsibility for 
labor troubles than that it has increased the demand for and the 
rewards of labor. ; 

When there are great numbers unable to obtain employment, 
those who are fortunate enough to have it donot seek by a strike 
to join the great army of unemployed. But cripple or destroy 
our great industries and there will ba little danger of strikes, 
= the greatest labor trouble will be to find an opportunity to 
abor. 

In the darkest days of the French Revolution it is said that it 
was one of the gibes of the mob, as the head of an aristocrat 
rolled from the guillotine into the basket, ‘‘ He will never be 
troubled with toothache any more.” So, if we destroy the op- 
portunities for profitable labor, we may avoid strikes and kin- 
dred troubles. For my part, I had rather save my head and 
risk being able to cure the toothache. I had rather preserve 
and protect the industries of the country and trust to Anglo- 
Saxon civilization and good sense to rightly solve the labor 
problem. 

With great enterprises, brisk business, and large employment 
of labor, there may be more or less friction until the millennium, 
but it will grow less as the world advances in civilization and 
we learn better how to deal with such questions. I have faith 
in the Am+ricam people that while we ma‘e ourselves the lead- 
ers in business ent>rprises, in commerce, in trade, as well as in 
all the direction of a higher and a better civilization, we shall 
prove ourselves comp>tent to deal with and overcom:> the minor 
difficulties that accompany thes> prosperous conditions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I shall not undertake to re- 
ply to the very precise and fair argument that was made by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. He looks upon the 
questions involved in the protection of American industries by 
tariff laws from a different standpoint than Ido. He seems to 
think the cheapness of things isthe great object of desire. Ido 
not think so. When cheapness comes by discoveries, by inven- 
tions, or by new industrial processes, the people ought to share 
in those benefits; but as a rule mere cheapness of things is nota 
benefit to the people of the United States. especially when they 
are the productions of the people of the United States. There- 
fore, when you say to the farmer that his wheat is worth only 
50 eants a bushel, and his cotton is worth only 7 cents a pound, 
you speak to him of what is to him acalamity—nota thing to be 
desired, but a calamity. 

My friend from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] the other day com- 
plained very much about the reduction in the price of cotton. 
He seemed to attribut2 it to another cause thanI do. I think 


| the reason for the low price of cotton is the enormous produc- 


tion: and when he mentioned the fact that 9,000,000 bales of cot- 


_ ton were thrown upon the market last year the cheapness of 


that cotton was a necessary consequence and a real misfortune. 
If 7,000,000 bales had been produced the 7,000,000 bales would 
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luave brought more to the cotton-growers of the South than the | —e. a the Senator from Kentucky is fair and just and 
u 


9,000,009 bales did, because any excess whatever of supply over 
the demand necessarily creates cheapness. Cheapness is not a 
good thing to the people who produce, unless the cheapness is 
accompaniedsby the cheapness of other things that they must 
purchase. ‘Therefore, when there is an overproduction of any 
article the cheapness is really an injury to the farmer. 

[ have no doubt that the farming interests of this country are 
greatly depressed. They are greatly depressed by several 
causes. One is because of the overproduction of all the great 
crops which are produced in this country. The overproduction 
of wheat, of cotton, of corn, and all such products in the last year 
undoubtedly did create a temporary stringency and a temporary 
hardship to the farmer. He had no market for his productions. 
That was not a benefit to the community at large; it was a loss 
to the farmer and it was no great benefit to the people them- 
selves. I do not think that the mere cheapness of articles is an 
element which enters at all into the desires or prosperity of the 
people of the United States. 

I wish to call attention very briefly to the marked change in 
the position of the Democratic party in the last year or two. 
The Democratic party in olden times, when it was called the 
Republican party, in the time of Jefferson and Madison and An- 
drew Jackson, looked to the protection of American industry as 
carefully as the Republican party does now. There is not a sin- 
gle Democratic platform in the early oe of this Republic, then 
called the Republican party, the Republican party of Jefferson, 
but that announced as among the first and vital principles of that 
party the protection of American industries, the diversity of our 
employment, and the building up of manufactures. I have here 
the first Democratic platform that was ever promulgated by a 
convention. It was in the time of AndrewJackson. Every ele- 
ment and every principle announced in that platform is now in- 
herited by the Republican party of the United States. It is the 
principle upon which we are now acting and upon which we are 
now legislating. 

Let me read to the Senators on the other side the only decla- 
ration made when President Jackson was renominated for the 
Presidency of the United States in 1832. He was nominated by 
the first national convention according to the system that all 
parties now resort to in nominating their candidates. I find 
that no platform or declaration was made by the first Democratic 
convention, but I find this platform adopted a few days after- 
wards by a meeting of the Democrats of Washington City on 
May 11, 1832, and this is the Democratic platform under which 
General Jackson was elected by a triumphant majority of the 
people of the United States: 


Re-olved, That an adequate protection to American industry is indispen- 
sableto the prosperity of the country; and that anabandonment of the policy 
at this period would be attended with consequences ruinous to the best in- 
terest of the nation. 


That is precisely the position now occupied by the Repub- 
lican party. Again: 

Resolved, That a uniform system of internal improvements, sustained and 
supported by the General Government, is calculated to secure, in the highest 
degree, the harmony, the strength, and permanency of the Republic. 

That is the doctrine upon which we are now acting. Our Dem- 
ocratic friends have gone far away from this initial point in their 
history. They now take adifferent view ofthis question. Again, 
the third resolution—and there were only three—in those times 
their platforms were not stretched out so as to embrace vague 
and indefinite and deceptive provisions: 

Resolved, That the indiscriminate removal of public officers for a mere 


difference of political opinion is a gross abuse of power; and that the doc- 
trines lately boldly preached in the United States Senate, that “ to the victors 


belong the spoils of the vanquished,” is detrimental to the interest, corrupt- | 


ing to the morals, and dangerous to the liberties of the country. 


Here in the most prosperous days of the Democratic party is 
the doctrine upon which they stood: First, protection to Amer- 
ican industries; second, the improvement of our country by the 
opening of canals and various forms of improvements that were 
common at that time; and, thirdly, opposition to the principle 
of the general removal of officers for political reasons. This was 
the only platform announced bythem. From that time until the 
present year the Democratic party had never avowed their favor 
and support of the doctrine of free trade as we understand it. 
They always accompanied their declarations with some equivocal 


expression’ which maintained the idea that the first object was | 
to protect American industry and diversifyemployment. In the 


campaign of 1884 there was very little in the declaration of the 


principles of the party in regard to the tariff different from that | 
| tion, to restore economy, to revive respect for law, and to reduce taxation 


announced by the Republican party: and indeed Mr. Cleveland 
was elected upon a platform which declared in effect the essen- 
tial necessitiesof protecting, maintaining, and diversifying Amer- 
ican industries. 1|t was not until the present year that the Demo- 
cratic party departed from itsold standards and adopted the ideas 
which are now proclaimed by my honorable friend from Ken- 








| a spirit of fairness to all interests. 


care n all his opinions no one denies or doubts. 

To show that I am correct in the old-time ideas of the Demo- 
cratic party, I wish to call the attention of Senators to the very 
able, instructive, and interesting speech made by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], some years ago in this body, 
wherein he showed by quotations from Jefferson, Madison, Mon- 
roe, and Jackson the very strongest declarations in their Presi- 
dential messages in favor of the protection of American indus- 
tries. If the Senator from Indiana would now repeat that 
speech—he does not happen to be present at this moment—every 
Republican would assent to the declarations contained in it. 
There is not asingle idea proposed and advocated by the Repub- 
lican party in its present platform and in the McKinley act that 
would not now be supported by the declarations of Jefferson, 
Madison, Monroe, and Jackson. If I had that speech here to 
read to the Senate I could show how in early times the Demo- 
cratic party, as it is now called, the old Republican party, an- 
nounced the same principles that we, the Republican party of 
to-day, believe in, advocate, support, andenforce. If the Senator 
from Indiana were present I could do nothing better to answer 
the argument of the Senator from Kentucky than to quote the 
expressions made by the Presidents of the Democratic party in 
olden times. It would be an answer to all the arguments which 
have been made by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, al- 
though he is sincere in his convictions. 

Mr. VEST. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon; he makesa very broad 
statement. I should be obliged to him if he would show me any 
declaration of Jefferson, or Madison, or Monroe even, who went 
further than any of them on the tariff question, to the effect that 
a tariff duty should be imposed sufficient to exclude from this 
country all foreign products which come in competition with 
those of the United States. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Republican party never announced such 
a doctrine; and if it did I would be the first to dissent from it. 

Mr. VEST. LIread it from the Chicago platform, and I will 
send for it and read it again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. LIhavereadthat. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. VEST. No, if the English language means anything it 
means that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [intended to read it ina moment, if the 
Senator will only wait. I say every idea, every argument, every 
doctrine that is proclaimed by the Republican party of to-day 
was proclaimed by the Republican party of the days of Jeffer- 
son, Madison, and Monroe. That party changed its name after- 
wards in consequence of the contest that grew up between John 
Quincy Adams and Andrew Jackson. Andrew Jackson main- 
tained the faith of the fathers, and in his message declared in 
the strongest terms his support of the doctrine of protection to 
American industry and the importance by revenue lawsof diver- 
sifying and encouraging manufactures in this country. 

Mr. President, it is only of recent years that the Democratic 
party has drifted into its present position. I could read you the 
resolutions passed in 1884 under which Mr. Cleveland was 
elected. I havea little volume here which contains the plat- 
forms of both the Republican and Democratic parties for a long 
series of years, and | could read them, but it is not necessary, 
betause they are familiar to Senators. The Democratic platform 
in 1884 was substantially similar to that of the Republican party. 
They never undertook to deny the duty of the Government of 
the United States, when levying revenue, to protect American 
industries. They never took the position that all tariff laws 
intended for protection and by discriminations in favor of 
American industry, were wrong, robbery, plunder, according to 
the language of the recent resolution, but they were moderate 
in their tone. Many of the leading Democrats of our country, 
including Mr. Cleveland, were in favor of the protection of 
American industries, only differing as to the degree and as to 
the amount; but upon the broad principle that in our revenue 
laws we should discriminate in favor of American industries; 
that we should so levy the duties as to encourage the production 
of articles which we could manufacture in this country; that we 
should relieve from all duties as far as the wants of revenue would 
permit; that we should relieve from duty all those articles from 
foreign countries which we could not produce in our own, but to 
levy the main mass of the revenue laid by our Government upon 
articles which come in competition with American industries. 

I here insert the full text of the Democratic platform in 1884 
as to the tariff: ; 

The Democracy pledges itself to purify the Administration from corrup- 


to the lowest limit consistent with due wears to the preservation of the 
faith of the nation to its creditors and pensioners. Knowing full well, how- 
ever, that legislation affecting the operations of the people should be cautious 
and conservative in method, not in advance of public opinion, but respon- 
sive to its demands, the Democratic party is pledged to revise the tariff in 
But, in making reduction in taxes, it is 
not proposed to injure any domesticindustries but rather to promote their 
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th owth. From the foundation of his Government taxes collected 
ee nen have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such 
they must continue to be. Moreover, many industries have come to rely 
upon legislation for successful continuance, so that any change of law must 
be at every step regardful of the labor and capital thus involved. 

The process of the reform must be subject in the execution to this plain 
dictate of justice—all taxation shall be limited to the requirements of eco- 
nomical government. The necessary reduction and taxation can and must 
be effec without depriving American labor of the ability to compete suc- 
cessfully with foreign labor and without imposing lower rates of duty than 
will be ample to cover any increased cost of production which may exist in 
consequence of the higher rate of wages revailing in this country. Sufil- 
cient revenue to pay all the expenses of the Federal Government econom- 
ically administered, including pensions, interest, and a of the public 
debt, can be got under our present system of taxation from the custom- 
house taxes on fewer imported articles, bearing heaviest on articles of lux- 
ury and bearing lightest on articles of necessity. We therefore denounce 
the abuses of the existing tariff; and, subject to the precedeing limitations, 
we demand that Federal taxation shall be exclusively for public purposes, 
and shall not exceed the needs of the Government economically adminis- 
tered. 


Now, that was the opinion of the Chicago convention last 
month. The men who met in Chicago so recently remembered 
these old doctrines, and if their resolution had been adopted as 
reported from the committee on resolutions, it would have pre- 
sented no such marked contrast as now exists between the two 
platforms. I have here the resolution in respect to tho tariff 
which was reported by the orgagized committee on the Demo- 
cratic party in the late convention at Chicago. I will read it. 
Here is the way it was reported, and that undoubtedly was the 
expression of the opinion of the Democratic masses throughout 
the country: 

We reiterate the oft-repeated doctrines of the Democratic party, that the 
necessity of the Government is the only justification for taxation— 

That is all right. : 


And whenever a tax is unnecessary it is unjustifiable. 
That is all right. 


That when custom-house taxation is levied upon articles of any kind pro- 
duced in this country the difference between the cost of labor here and labor 
abroad, when such a difference exists, fully measures any possible benefits 
to labor, and the enormous additional impositions of the existing tariff fall 
with crushing force upon our farmers and workingmen, and for the mere 
advantage of the few whom it enriches exact from labor a grossly unjust 
share of the expenses of government, and we demand such a revision of the 
tariff as will remove their iniquitous inequalities, lighten their oppressions, 
and put them on a constitutional and equitable basis. 


Mr. President, the principle here announced that the tariff 
laws should be so adjusted as to give to the American producer 
of any article that could be made in this country a sufficient de- 
gree of protection to enable the manufacturer to pay the labor- 
ing men the wages demanded by our civilization and by the hab- 
its and customs of our people, was the rule that they advocated, 


and it is the rule that we advocate. Butour Democraticfriends | 
are changing their position. They deny the doctrine of their | 


fathers. They denounce the McKinley law. 


The report which has been made by the very able and indus- | 


triouscommittee who had it in charge shows that there was a mis- 


take made by the Democratic party; thatthe effect of the tariff is | 
not as wasstated; thatitdid not increase the cost of the necegsaries | 
of life; that it rather diminished them, itis true but avery slight | 
degree. It would have been agreat misfortune indeed if the result | 
of our tariff act had reduced the price of the productions of the | 


farmer lower and lower. That was not the desire of anybody. 
It was not within the principle announced by the Democratic 
party. 

Wherever tariff duties are levied at a higher rate than suffi- 
cient to compensate our laboring men in the different rates of 


wages they are fairly entitled to receive, then I am against the | 


tariff act. I have never favored any tariff that in my judgment 
did not furnish sufficient and ample protection to American labor. 
As to American capital, it needs no protection. The capital of 
our country has grown so fast, so large, so great, that it does not 
needsprotection. Weare able to engage in any kind of manufac- 
turing industry. We are able, so far as the capital of our coun- 
try is concerned, to compete with foreign production. The rates 


of money in this country have fallen very nearly though not quite | 


to the European rates. Therefore capital needs no protection. 
It ought to demand no protection, but it ought to demand and it 


ought to receive, in every branch of American industry which | 


can be carried on here with profit, that degree of protection 


which will enable the manufacturer to pay to the American la- | 


borer American wages according to American standards to sat- 
isfy the wants which are required by American laborers, and 
that is all that is desired. 

Mr. President, I will insert in full the section of the Demo- 
cratic platform on this subject, as reported at the Chicago con- 
vention: 


Src. 3. We reiterate the oft-repeated doctrines of the Democratic party 


that the necessity of the Government is the only justification for taxation, 
and whenever a tax is unnecessary it is unjustifiable; that when custom.- 
house taxation is levied upon articles of any kind produced in this country, 
the difference between the cost of labor here and labor abroad, when such a 
difference exists, fully measures any possible benefits to labor, and the 
enormous additional impositions of the existing tariff fall with crushing 





force upon ous farmers and workingmen, and for the mere advantage of the 
few whom it enriches, exact from labor a grossly unjust share of the ex- 
penses of government, and we demand such a revision of the tariff as will 
remove their iniquitous inequalities, lighten their oppressions, and put them 
on a constitutional and equitable basis. 

But in making a reduction in taxes, it is not proposed to injure any do- 
mestic industries, but rather to promote their foaleny growth. From the 
foundation of this Government the taxes collected at the custom-house have 
been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. 
Moreover, many industries have come to rely upon legislation for a success- 
ful continuance, so that any change of the law must be at every step regard- 
ful of the labor and capital thus involved, and the process of reform must 
be subject in execution to this plain dictate of justice. 


This shows the position of the Democratic party as stated by 
its organized committee. This promises todo only what the Re- 
publican party has done. It says: 

But in making a reduction in taxes, it is not proposed to injure any do- 
mestic industries, but rather to promote their healthy growth. 

That clause would find a very proper place in any Republican 
platform. 

From the foundation of this Government the taxes collected at the custom 
house have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must con- 
tinue to be. Moreover, many industries have come to rely upon legislation 
for a successful continuance. so that any change of the law must be at every 
step regardful of the labor and capital thus involved, and the process of re- 
form must be subject in execution to this plain dictate of justice 

Mr. President, that is a platform I could stand upon with 
pleasure. I differ entirely with one portion of it where it ar- 
raigns the McKinley act, because [ do not believe the McKinley 
act has had the result or operation alleged; but the principle 
announced in the Democratic platform as reported at the Chi- 
cago convention is substantially the Republican principle of 
Jetferson, Madison, Monroe, and Jackson, and of the Republican 
party of the United States of America to-day. But they were 
not satisfied with that. They threwit overboard, and they came 
out openly in favor of the declaration that I will read: 

We denounce the Republican protection as a fraud upon the labor of the 
great majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. We de- 
clare it a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal 
Government has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, 
except for the purpose of revenue only. We demand that the collection of 


such taxes be limited to the necessities of the Government when honestly 
and economically administered. 


Now, let me read the corresponding section of the Republican 
platform passed at Minneapolis: 


THE PRINCIPLE OF PROTECTION. 


We reafiirm the American doctrine of protection. We call attention to its 
owth abroad. We maintain that the a ge condition of our country 
Ss largely due to the wise revenue legislation of the last Republican Con- 
gress. We believe that all articles which can not be produced in the United 
States, except luxuries, should be admitted free of duty, and that on all im- 
ports coming into competition with the products of American labor there 
— be levied duties equal to the difference between wages abroad and at 
ome. 


| Weassert that the pricesof manufactured articlesof general consumption 
| have been reduced under the operations of the tariff act of 1890. 

| We denounce the efforts of the Democratic majority of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to destroy our tariff laws as manifested by their attacks upon 
| wool, lead, and lead ores, the chief product of anumber of States, and we 
| ask the people for their judgment thereon. 

| TRIUMPH OF RECIPROCITY. 


We point tothe success of the Republican policy of reciprocity under 
| which our export trade has vastly increased and new and enlarged markets 
have been opened for the products of our farms and workshops. Weremind 
the people of the bitter opposition of the Democratic iv to this practical 
business measure and claim that, executed by a Republican administration, 
our present laws will eventually give us control of the trade of the world. 


This, in my judgment, is the clearest and simplest enunciation 
of the doctrine of protection properly defined and limited that 
has ever been penned or written or announced by any conven- 
tion. It is well worthy of a careful consideration. To this 
principle the Republican party of the United States is pledged. 
lf it should appear by experience that any of the duties levied 

| by the McKinley act are higher than necessary to cover the 
difference between the labor of this country and the labor in 
Europe, then I for one am in favor of its change. I was never 
| wedded to any particular form of tariff legislation. My gen- 
eral idea has been that wherever an industry could be estab- 
lished in our country with such a reasonable degree of pro- 
tection as would encourage capitalists to embark in the enter- 
| prise and secure to American laborers fair compensation, meas- 
ured by our standard that duty ought to be levied, and that on 
all articles which we can not produce, except luxuries, we ought 
not to levy any duty at all, because it is clear that in such cases 
| the duty falls upon the consumer. Why has great benefit come 
| to the people of the United States from the bounty and free 
sugar? Because longexperience has shown that we can not pro- 
| duce sugar in this country in sufficient quantity to supply our 
| native wants. 
| We did not want to destroy the sugar industry, and, there- 
fore, we gave to the home producer a bounty. My own impres- 
| sion was then and is now, as I expressed it in the debate two 
years ago, that I should have preferred, if I had had the fram- 
ing of this tariff law or the control of it, to have kept a duty of 
1 cent a pound on sugar. We should thereby have levied some 
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$30,000,000 on sugar, and out of that we could have paid the 
bounty to our home producers, leaving a net revenue to the Gov- 
ernmentof something like fifteen or twenty million dollars. That 
was my idea; but it was thought best to give the people of the 
United States the benefits of free sugar. 

What has been the result? Sugar which was, I think, 10 cents 
a pound only a short time ago, is worth now only 5 cents a pound 
and the people of the United States have received an enormous 
benefit therefrom, nor has anybody beeninjured. Even the Lou- 
isiana sugar planter would be very well satisfied to have the 
present law continued as well as those who are producing sugar 
from beets, or sugar from cane, or producing sugar from other 
things, for sugar can be extracted from almost ail vegetables. 
It is an article of more universal permanent existence all over 
the world than any other article except salt, for sugar is found 
in every kind of vegetable. It has been found by recent experi- 
ments that it can be extracted at a profitable market value from 
sorghum cane and also from the beet root, and the experiments of 
Germany, France, Italy, and all the countries of Europe have 
shown that it is cheaper to produce sugar from the beet root 
than it is from the cane of the tropical climates. 

I think, therefore, the policy was a good one to encourage our 

eople to produces their own sugar. The development of that 
industry is slow. It took about fifty years, I think, to develop 
it in France; it took about forty years to develop it in Germany, 
and now there is more sugar made from beets than there is from 
sugar cane in the world. The statistics show that Germany, 
italy, Austria, and France are exporters of sugar. They have 
built up this industry just as we are proposing to build it up. 
Therefore, when it is proposed to relieve the duty on sugar en- 
tirely, so that it may come in free, and to encourage the pro- 
duction of sugar by a bounty, I yield to it, although I think my- 
self it would have been better to have kept a small portion of the 
duty on sugar in order to pay the bounty, and thus we should 
have had the benefit practically of free sugar. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. May I call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that Austria and France and Germany have 


a bounty; whereas the bounty of the United States is about equal 
to the bounties given in thos countries; so that in point of fact 
the producers of this country are on a free-trade basis with the 
producers of Europe? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iamaware thatthe Senator knows all about 
this matter; but this prohibitory law against the importation of 
sugar in these countries was not imposed until the industry had 
been thoroughly established. It was some forty or fifty years 
before it was established in France, and about the same period 
in Germany, | think. They found that they could produce it at 
a cost of about 3 or 4cents a pound. Then they prohibited the 
importation of the article and protected their own industry, and 
they now compete with the sugar cane from Havana and other 
places, in allthe markets of the world. 

We are importing large quantities of beet sugar. The people 
do not know the difference between that and othersugars. Itis 
sweet, it answers the purpose, and itsupplies the wants of every 
American farmer, and he does not care whether the sugar he 
uses is made from beets or from cane. 

[ ask Senators whether on the whole this policy has not proved 
a sucesss? I think there has been an objection made to it that 
we are drawing from the revenues of the Government derived 
from other sources to pay this bounty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
whether it is not a fact that there was very considerably less 
sugar produced in the United States in the year 1891, after the 
provision was made for the payment of the bounty, than there 
was in the year 1890, before that provision was made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know exactly that that is so. 

Mr.CARLISLE. I have been to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and ascertained that that is the fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator has examined the statistics 
and states that as a fact, well and good, but it does not affect in 
the slightest degree the argument [ make. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The decrease amounted to more than 100,- 
000,000 pounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose we again change our course and go 
back to the old system, and levy 2 cents a pound on sugar, thus 
raising the price to 7 or 8cents a pound on the coarsest kind of 
sugar, our American people would not be protected. There is 
undoubtedly a large increase in the production of sugar. I will 
ask the Senator from Louisiana what was the production of sugar 
in the last year in Louisiana? 

Mr. WHITE. Ihave not the exact figures, but I will say to 
the Senator from Ohio that the answer to the question of the 
Senator from Kentucky is found in the fact that the diminution 
of the sugar of Louisiana last year was the result of an abnormal 
condition of the crop; in other words, all agricultural products 





meanest ee 


are subject to the fluctuations of bad seasons. The decreased 
production did not result from the operation of the bounty. On 
the contrary, the effect of the bounty was to stimulate produc- 
tion, but the decrease resulted from the fact that there was a 
marked diminution in the crop from the markedly unfavorable 
season. The result will be better shown by a comparison of the 
crop to be made this year than from the crop made last year in 
an unfavorable season. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that an increased production would 
be the natural result. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to state to the Senator that 
under the fostering care of this bounty the beet-sugar industry 
has received fair development in the State which I in part rep- 
resent, Nebraska. The production the year before last was 
1,000,000 pounds, and last season 6,000,000 pounds, a very mate- 
rial increase. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It must be apgenent to plain, sensible men 
certainly, and it is to the farmers, that this addition to the wealth 
of our country by enabling us to produce a large part of the sugar 
for which we paid $135,000,000 has been of great benefit. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam afraid I shall be drifted off from the 
line of my argument. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to ask the Senator whether he thinks it 
good economics that Germany should tax her whole people in 
order to support a sugar industry or pay a bounty to sugar pro- 
ducers, the result of which is to give cheaper sugar to the peo- 
ple of England and the United States, and whether that is a 
policy to be commended to the people of the United States, if 
the sugar production here should become large enough t»9 make 
a serious tax upon the people of this country? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [can not undertake to say what so intelli- 
gent a body of people as the people of Germany ought to do in 
regard to their affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Snator will allow me—— 

Mr. GRAY. One monfent, if the Senator will pardon me. 


rt c i - ive | Does he not know that in Germany there is at the present time 
a prohibitory tariff on sugar, while at the same time they give | 


a very restive and discontented feeling with that state of things, 
based upon the ground I have stated? 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is no internal bounty in Germany 
upon sugar for domestic use. It is a drawback bounty for expor- 
tation only, to encourage exportation. That drawback bounty 
is made up by the refund of taxes. That is substantially what 


it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall not undertake to discuss what ought 
to be done by Germany, because I donot know. They are avery 
intelligent and shrewd people and they know better than I do; 
but in regard to ourselves I want to appeal to Senators, without 
regard to party lines, would it not be a wise thing if we, by our 


| system of taxation, should develop an industry which would 


yield an American production of $135,000,000 and add to the in- 


| dustries of our country? 


If itis thought to operate too severely to pay the bounty on 
the enormous quantity of sugar that will soon bs produced in 
this country—and I thought so, too—if it is thought best not to 
pay this bounty of 1 cent a pound, I should insist upon retaining 
the bounty, and then I would levy a tax upon the foreign pro- 
dustion so as to operate to the extent of a cent a pound suffi- 
ciently to pay this bounty, so that the industry would be protected; 
which would be an addition to our agricultural wealth not only 
in Louisiana, where sugar is produced from the cane, but in Ne- 
braska, where it is produced from beets, and in Kansas, Ohio, 
and other States, where it is produced from sorghum. It so 
happens that there is not a State or a Territory in the Union 
where sugar can not be produced, and if you give to American 
intellect and American capital and American ingenuity an op- 
portunity, they will devise a way by which the beets of New 
York and of all the States of the Union, and the materials fur- 
nished by Almighty God to every portion of our country, will 
supply all the sugar of our land, instead of paying, as we have 
pail now for some years to Cuba, $135,000,000. 

I say that principle is right; and we of the Republican party 
were right when we announced that we did not do it for the 
benefit of Republicans, but we did it for the benefit of all; and 
if it is not tested by the rule that what is best for the greatest 
number is best for all, I do not know what is. 

Take others of these disputed industries, which have been 
fostered by our tariff laws. Take the tin industry. Our Dem- 
ocratic friends treated it as a joke, and said we could not produca 
tin plate. They were — mistaken'in this. Tin is being 
produced to my certain knowledge in many parts of the country, 
and large establishments are growing up, which rapidly produce 
tin, and why should they not? The iron, which composes 95 per 
cent of the tin plate, is produced in this country as cheaply now 
under our revenue laws as it can be produced in Wales or apy 
other country of the world. 
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We have now, by the system of protection, substituted iron 
and steel in all its forms of American production in the place of 
the English production. The importation of these articles has 
diminished, until now, by American competition, we are pro- 
ducing iron and steel at a price thatis astonishing. Only a few 
years ago steel was worth 10 or 15 cents a pound, and then it 
got to5 cents a pound. I remember when $140 a ton was paid 
for the first steel rails. Now steel rails are selling in the mar- 
ket at from $30 to $33 a ton. Is not that a result thatevery Sen- 
ator end every American citizen should rejoice at? How could 
that have been brought about unless you induced capital to em- 
bark in these great industries? It is true thatsuch investments 
have been very profitable to them, and they have made money 
thereby, and the people of the country have also made money 
by it. Now we buy our nails at 2 cents a pound, we buy our steel 
at from $30 to $33 a ton, and we buy at a reduced rate all the arti- 
clesnecessary for building purposes. There is one hundred times 
as much angle or structural iron now used in the construction of 
buildings as was used twenty years ago. That iron can now be 
purchased at an astonishingly low price. To-day it is almost as 
cheap to have iron joists or iron beams in your house as to have 
wooden ones, and when you consider the strength of metal, the 
time will come when iron and steel beams will be used in the 
construction of all our houses. Is not that a public benefit 
shared in by every citizen of the United States? 

Mr. President, we ought not to deceive ourselves or attempt 
to deceive our people by any false statements or arguments on 
the tariff question. It is one which affects toonearly and dearly 
every man engaged in any kind of business in this country to be 
be dealt with ad captandum or upon casual declarations. 

I say to you the effect of the McKinley act, although it has 
not yet been fully developed in securing to us the possible pro- 
duction of sugar in our country, is undoubtedly securing to us 


and it is now settled that copper can be produced in this coun- 
try cheaper than in any other country in the world. We have 
vast undeveloped mines, as well as some developed ones, along 
the Lake Superior coast, which yield more copper than can be 


formerly worth $1.50 a pound, and now it is worth 30 cents a 
pound. All the metals are being developed. 

All this has been the result of Republican policy in the tariff 
laws. We could not have fairly expected in a comparatively 
short period the success which has resulted from these tariff 
laws as they have been developed. 

[have not gone into the question raised by my honorable 
friend from Kentucky, in whose discretion and judgment and 
fairness I have always had the greatest confidence; but I do not 
see the materiality of the facts he has stated in his argument 
here.in this matter. I do not see how it affects the question of 
protection. Suppose, he says, that the McKinley tariff act has 
checked the tendency of a fall in prices, a tendency which was 
naturally goingon. For whose benefit was that tendency checked? 
It was for the benefit of the producers of the United States of 


States of America to sell their product for less than its cost. 


is of universal benefit, but where that cheapness prevents the 
development of any industry and compels us to resort to foreign 
markets to get our supplies, Ido not think it is a benefit, and I 
think my friend from Kentucky does not draw the distinction. 
Cheapness may be, in the general run, a benefit to the great 
mass of consumers; but if it isacheapness of American products 


branch of industry. So that it works both ways. If I was al- 
ways a buyer I should want cheap things; but if I was a seller 
I should want to sell at as high a price as I could. 

It is the balancing of these wants of the seller and the buyer, 
their competition, and their interests opposing each other which 
gradually bring about anatural result. Ifthe result of our tariff 
laws is to produce cheapness as to a particular class of articles, 
like the productions of the farmer, the farmer would suffer from 
this policy of ours more than he would gain by the general cheap- 
ness of articles which are manufactured: then I conceive it would 


in Ohio to stand by their interests; but, on the other hand, they 


would perhaps not be benefited in the particular article of iron 
or steel, but they would be benefited as against Canada in wool 


the products of our own farms. 

So that, take it by and all, it seems to me that this policy of 
protection does not only add to the industries of our country and 
develop our resources, but it also distributes them as easily and 


I can see that in some cases cheapness would be a disaster | 
Ordinarily the cheapening of the price of the necessaries of life | 


b> unjust to the farmer, and I should appeal to my farmer friends | 


are also protected; they are also benefited by this policy. They | 


and wheat and various products which come in competition with | 
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the full production of all the tin plate we need in this country. | 
We are producing in this country all the iron and steel we use, | h 
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found anywhere else. We have nickel now atour hands. It was | 
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America. It is not the interest of the producers of the United | 
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regularly as possible. Just as the storms and showers of heaven 
are distributed, not always equally, but on the whole beneficially, 
the benefits of the tariff law descend upon the farmer, the me- 
chanic, the laboref, and all other classes of citizens. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Willthe Senator allow me to interrupt him 
a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think the Senator from Ohio will admit 
that all the people of the United States are buyers; that they 
are not all producers of tin plate, of iron, or of any particular 
class of woolen goods. Therefore, my argument is that if these 
people, all of whom are buyers, can get any oneof these articles 
cheaper somewhere else they ought to be allowed to do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Allthe people of the United States are pro- 
ducers except those rich capitalists, whom we care nothing about. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not producers of the particular article which 
you want to protect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The farmer will not be benefited by the 
protected duty on iron. He does not produce that, he buys it; 
but he is protected on his wool, on his wheat, on every article 
he grows, and that protection is of equal value to the protection 
afforded in any other branch ofindustry. Indeed, I have no doubt 
the result of the policy of protection does always bring about 
some results which probably would not be desirable. The enor- 
mous development of these industries has made the aggregation 
of vast amounts of capital and great corporations, and there may 
be more or less danger growing from their ambitious desires and 
sometimes from their unfairness and their disregard of the rights 
of the r and of the laboring men. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [should rather not yield in the midst of a 
sentence. I will hear the Senator, however. 

Mr. PALMER. I simply want to make aninquiry. TheSen- 
ator says the farmer is protected in his whea‘. Will he tell me 
ow? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will go along the border of 
Ohio, or New York, or Vermont or anywhere along there, he 
will find the farmer protected from the Red River of the North - 

Mr. PALMER. I had supposed the Senator could tell me 
without giving me the trouble of taking that trip. [Ldaughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say in frank answer to my friend that 
the farmers of Canada can produce wheat, barley, oats, and vari- 
ious other articles there, with cheaper land, at alower price than 
our farmers can do. The Canadians have no advantage of a mar- 
ket for themselves. They have to send to our market: and I do 
not think it is any hardship to the Canadian. If my honorable 
friend were a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
he would think they do not deserve much. We do not need to 
protect or guard their interests particularly; and there is no rea- 
son why they should not pay a reasonable rate when they enter 
ve our market with their products; and the farmers of Ohio, 
of Illinois, to a less extent, but largely so in New York and New 
England, are greatly benefited, or they think they are, by this 
protective policy. 

Personally, I care nothing for these things. Indeed, there 
are dozens of articles in the tariff, which, if I myself were to 
frame a tariff bill, looking only to the interests of the people of 
Ohio, I might strike down here and there. I certainly would 
admit coal duty free and I would admit lumber duty free. I] 








| would do a great many things that our Democratic friends want 


to do; but in a system like this you have to observe impartial 
justice to all interests alike. If you protect the interests or IIli- 
nois, you must also protect the interests of Minnesota, and do 
what is fair all around. A tariff bill, after all, we all admit, is 


ner | astruggle of opposing interests. Every man taken by himself 
it is a great injury to the farmer or to the producer in any | 


is opposed to something in the tariff. lf he wants to buy, he 
wants to buy as cheaply as possible, and if he wants to sell he 
wants as much protection as possible. In the nature of a tariff 
law there must be some general rule applied to all sections and 
to all interests, and the result has proved by actual experiment 
in the last thirty years that of all our interests this protective 
system is the greatest and most important of our financial oper- 


| ations, 


By our development for thirty years we have more than quad- 
rupled all the industries of our country. There is scarcely an 
article, from a screw to an iron bar, from the finest cloth to the 
coarsest homespun, or the old Kentucky jeans with which I was 
familiar in my boyhood—there is scarcely an article of produc- 
tion but what has been developed and largely increased in the 
last thirty years. ‘ 

Why, sir, it is only necessary to compare the industry and the 
condition of our country now with what it was thirty years ago 
and with the ideas which then prevailed, to convince any man 
who looks at it fairly that on the whole, although here and there 
it may be unjust, it does what Mr. Jefferson said was the object 


| of all law—it secures the greatest good to the greatest number. 
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Why the Democratic party, which inits earlier years on this 
subjectstood on the sound ground of public policy, up to the time of 
Andrew Jackson and in their declarations even up until recent 
times, should abandon this American policy I can not now un- 
derstand. It isfor them tosay. Itis sufficient for me to say 
that I had but very little participation in what is called the Mc- 
Kinley law. With some objections, which I might state here 
or there in detail, I believe the effect of that law, by relieving 
from all taxation those articles we can not produce and increasing 
the rates of duties on those articles we can produce, which come 
in competition with our industry, has been a wide-reaching and 
glorious success; and when the Democratic party attempt to 
break it down, they will find in the honest homesof millions of 
workingmen on their quiet farms on the Ohio and in Illinois and 
in all the Western States a strong feeling that this American 
policy, which secures American laborers fair compensation and 
good pay, which fosters a great variety of productions in this 
country, which enlarges and amplifies our capacity for dealing, 
which increases our trade at home and abroad, ought not to be 
surrendered upon the mere demand of theorists or of theoret- 
ical free-traders like my friend from Kentueky and my friend 
from Missouri. 

They would rather take the fruit which has been given them 
by the course of experience in this principle of protection; they 
would naturally stand by and realize the benefits that they 
derive from it; and if in the future it should be found that any 
of these duties are unreasonably high—and I think someof them 

robably are—by the experience of the two parties acting in 
Cccatelens contact with each other we may modify and change 
the law in any important particular; but the principle of that 
law of protecting 
ployments is not the principle of the Republican party alone. 
{t was the principle of the founders of this Government; it was 
the principle of Washington and of the other great men I have 
already named. 
the example of old England until our conditions are such as ex- 
ist in England. 

England has ceased to be an agricultural country. 
over its beautiful fields and verdant and admirable lands with 
wonder and pleasure, but I saw but little grass growing to be 
mowed by the mower. I saw but little wheat and other articles 
growing, only garden truck here and there. England hasceased 
to be an agricultural country; it is a manufacturing country; it 
is an insular country separated from all the nations of the world, 
with a powerful navy,with vast dependencies in foreign regions to 
depend upon, with India, Canada, and Australia, and all those 
countries to call upon. 

England might be a free-trade country with great propriety. 
The argument is all in favor of it. If [ were an Englishman, as 
T am an American, I would in England be in favor of free trade. 
Why? Because it is for the benefit of that country. They can 
not produce the food they consume. They depend upon us for 
their beef, wheat, corn,and almosteverything they eat. Idoubt 
very much whether the old fertile fields of England of two hun- 
dred years ago would produce sufficient to feed one-fifth of the 
present population of that country. You can searcely go any- 


The Senator from Kentucky was frank enough to state that 
the immediate effect of the McKinley act was to raise prices in 
this country. Soit was. That was a weakness, and we all felt 
it. The first effect was to raise prices, because before domestic 
industries could be established in consequence of the passage of 
that act, as a matter of course the prices of foreign articles rose. 
All kinds of goods were sent into this country from England and 
elsewhere to stall the market, as it was said, to choke the market, 
and under the influence of that prices went up. But now prices 
have gone down. The testimony of my honorable friend from 
Kentucky, concurring with the other members of the subecom- 
mittee which had this matter in charge, is that the prices of the 
necessaries of life, of those articles which enter everywhere into 
the consumption of the poor, have gone down. 

It is true they have gone down only a small fraction in many 
cases, but that is only the beginning of what will come hereafter. 
A difference of seventy-five hundredths of 1 per cent is some- 
thing. The = had gone up some 3 per cent on all that range 
of articles. That was natural, and under the natural effect of 
the McKinley act the Republican party was defeated in 1890. 

The people of the United States will now have a chance to re- 
view their decision. They will look over this question as it now 
ete and my judgment is that they will reverse their verdict 
of 1890. : 

I am not aprophet, nor the son of a prophet, but I do believe 
that when this question shall be discussed before the people ina 
nonpartisan and fair way, since the Democratic party has taken its 
bold position in favor of free trade, declaring that they will have 
nothing to do with any law or provisioa of tariff law that gives 


L rine | protection to American industry—for that is what it means— 
merican industry and diversifying our em- | 


that policy thus proclaimed, barebacked and barefaced, compared 


| on the other hand with that policy that tends to protect and fos- 


It can not be departed from in order to follow | 


I went | 


ter our manufacturing industries built up in every State of our 
country, added to the policy toward the poopie of Louisiana to 
make anor to them to increase their sugar crop, and to 
the people of Texas to give reasonable protection to the shee 

and wool-growing of that State and the far West, together with 
the Northern States where that is an industry—taking all things 
together fairly and honestly alike, I think the judgment of the 
American people will settle down, on the whole, upon the old 


| policy of protection which came from the first act passed by the 


Congres3 of the United States and which was approved by Wash- 
ington, Adams, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, aia in favor 
of by Jackson, and lost only in the minds of modern Democracy. 

I think they will stand by the old standards of the fathers. 
They will- learn lessons by the experience of their own genera- 


_tion. They will stand by and build up and support the protec- 


where in that beautiful island, which was the home of the an- | 


cestors of most of us, without noting the fact that the smoke- | 


stack has taken the place of the green field and the harvest 
field. 


The whole country is amanufacturing region. Then with | 


boundless shipping facilities they can send their manufactures | 


all over the world. 

But that is not our condition. 
now building one. 
the ocean. 
coastwise trade. 
rate from that of a country like England. 

When you come to the other nations of the world you find 
that they have adopted the policy we have. Canada, a depen- 
dency of Great Britain, insisted upon her right to have tariff 
laws of her own, and she regulates those matters to suit herself. 
All the countries of Europe, without a single exception, have 
more or less of a protective system. France is watchful, to the 
minutest degree, in order to see that no article shall be intro- 
duced into that country which can be made there. The power- 
ful Empire of Germany has become a protective country. Soare 
Austria and Italy. All those countries have their tariff laws, 
not probably founded upon our own, but founded upon their ne- 
cessities. 

Therefore, Senators, is it not wrong for a great political party 
composed of a large number at least of the people of the United 
States, to commit itself to a doctrine which would be approved 
in every hamlet and every palace in England? It is a question 
for them. I| am satisfied that when the people of the United 
States look at this question in all its length and breadth, and 
judge of the McKinley act, as it has developed itself to be and 
its actual result, this will be their conclusion. 


We have but a small commercial marine on 


Serene sae 


We have no navy, and we are | 


tive policy, which diversify our industries and make us not only 
a nation of farmers but a nation of workingmen, of inventors, of 
ingenious operators, men who, according to the testimony we 
see every day in the papers, are earning more, far more, in their 
daily eon than men twenty years ago could hoped to have 
earned, 

No, sir; we can not carry out this policy without some friction. 
Here and there there will be honest controversies between labor- 
ers and capitalists as to a division of the profits. I wish to God 
I had the wisdom to unfold a scheme by which this difficulty 
might be settled in some way. One thing is certain; nothing 
can be produced without labor, nothing can be entered upon 
without capital. The farmer must have his capital, and he must 
work his farm or hire somebody else to do it for him. 

In the great industries of our modern times, in combinations 
of capital and labor in harmonious relations with each other, the 


| problem of the age, not only in our country but in all countries, 


Our marine is entirely employed in our interior and | 
Our situation is entirely and distinctly sepa- | 


the struggle between these opposing necessary elements of all 
production constantly breaks out in turmoils, strikes, and some- 
times murder and riot. If any man could point out a way by 
which such difficulties could be settled he would be a savior of 
his country, a benefactor of the human race. I trust that in 
good time, as soon as possible, either by law or by some course 
of public opinion, there may be some way established by which 
any incipientcontroversies may be settled between the elements 
which make all production and that they may unite in a har- 
monious whole. 

My sympathy and the sympathy of every man who has no in- 
terest in the matter—and [ have none—is naturally with the la- 
boring man, that he may get good wages. But, as a matter of 
course, there are two sides to the question. The capitalist can 
not carry on his production at aloss. He must look to it that 
he does not lose. He ought not to be too greedy in his share of 
the profits. How to adjust this matter is one of those questions 
which require the calmest and coolest minds, men who will give 
and take, who will abide by the judgment of good arbitrators. 

It will require careful legislation, as they have had in Eng- 
land, where they have passed many wise laws on this subject. 
Forty years ago this was a mtg and a vital question in Eng- 
land. It enriched the poetry and romance of thatisland. Some 
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of the finest novels in English literature turn upon these con- 
troversies. We must deal with them. England has done so 
very wisely to some extent, and we must do the same. 

For one, having a pretty broad idea about the powers of the 
National Government, I am in favor, whenever it is necessary, 
of enlisting the powers of the National Government, if they can 
be used constitutionally in this way, to bring about a hearing 
and an end of these controversies. Whether that can be done 
or not I do not know. Somebody wiser than I am will have to 
undertake it. . 

It seems to me, with this question in embryo only between 
capital and labor, all we can do now is to pursue the course we 
have pursued in the past, to adopt a line of policy which will en- 
courage our people to diversify their industries, to give them a 
reasonable and moderate encouragement. I would not vote one 
dollar of taxes to protect capital in the United States of Amer- 
ica, because it is not nowneeded. I would vote whatever degree 
of protection is necessary to give to the wage-earners of the 
country those wages which, according to our civilization and the 
habits and necessities of our people, they demand should be given 
to them. 

Theyare the men whocontrol the powers of this great Govern- 
ment. If they are dissatisfied, then there is sémething rotten 
in the trunk. But if we can in any way, by our action as legis- 
lators or as peacemakers, do anything to bring about some mode 
of settlement of incipient controversies,I should be as willing 
to enter upon it as anyone else. Until then we must let things 
take their own course, leaving the workingmen and capitalists 
to settle their own matters as best they can. If we can serve 
them at any time well and good; but at all events in regard to 
every article that can be made in this country, we should give 
to the American laborer, and to the American capitalist, you may 
say, that degree of inducement which would enable them to make 
everything needed in this country to supply the wants of men, 
everything that can be made by people living in a temperate and 
extensive region like ours, leaving to the fruits of the tropics 
and the productions of other regions where we can not rival 
them free trade in its broadest scope. 

Senators always overlook the fact that we have now a greater 
amount of free trade in this country than has existed since the 
foundation of the Government. More than one-half of al] our 
articles are admitted free. We collect our duties now, some 
$300,000,000, from less than one-half of the articles imported. 
There is free trade for you; free trade that is productive of good 
results; free trade that will not destroy home industries; free 
trade that will not drive honest men from employment; free 
trade that will not smother the fires of your furnaces; free trade 
that will not stop the machines in your woolen mills and cotton 
mills. Here you have it. Whenever the time comes that any 
article not needed to be taxed for actual revenue can be relieved 
from taxation that is the time todo it. In the mean time that 
degree of protection ought to be maintained until the American 
laborer and the American capitalist can have the opportunity 
to show that we can make anything that can be made by mortal 
man of any race or any clime. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me 
for a request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield for a suggestion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to call up a resolution in which 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] is very much interested. 
In the morning hour it had the right of way, but the Senator 
from Kansas very kindly permitted it to go over. Since that 
time he finds that he must necessarily leave the city to-night on 
account of his health. The resolution is very near his heart, 
and T ask that it be now considered. I think it will not take 
much time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
will waive that until Ishall have finished my observations, which 
will be brief. Probably there are some other matters which 
may be considered later in the day as well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not expect, Mr. President, to enter into 


the discussion of the general policy of protection, nor do I pro- | 


ose in any sense to answer the observations of the Senator from 

entucky [Mr. CARLISLE]; but, in the absence of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who had special charge of 
the investigation in regard to retail prices, I think it is but due 
that at least a few words should be said by me in response to the 
Senator’s argument. 

The Senator from Kentucky began by laying a foundation for 
his argument in the statement that the object of the McKinley 
act was to raise prices, and upon that, as 1 understood him, he 
based his argument chiefly. Fer one, Iam not to be held, nor 


doI think the Republican party is to be held, by the statement 
of any one person as to the aim and purpose of any particular 
law. Senators here know perfectly well the origin of the tariff 
bill known as the McKinley act. The main and primary object 
of that act was to reduce the revenue which was flowing inte our 
sone ye as we supposed at that time, far beyond the necessi- 
ties of the Government. That was the object and aim of the 
tariff act of 1888, of which the McKinley act in many of its es- 
sential features was an imitation. It was to reduce the revenue 
that was flowing into our Treasury and not needed. 

So when the Republican party came into power in these two 
Houses it sought to reduce the revenue on the line of the policy 
so well stated by the honorable Senator from Ohio {[Mr. SHER- 
MAN], thatin readjusting the tariff we should readjust it upon 
lines which would equalize the conditions of our own people in 
competition with the conditions of people living elsewhere and 
inanufacturing thesamearticles. Itnever entered into my mind, 
I will say to the Senator from Kentucky, that I was voting for 
the bill with an aim and purpose to increase prices. I voted for 
the bill because in the main I supposed the general effect of it 
would be to reduce prices, and notincrease them. 

One would suppose, from the arguments made now, that yntil 
the McKinley act appeared upon our statute books we were 
dwelling in the Elysium of free trade; that up to that time such 
a thing as protection to American labor and American industry 
had never been heard or dreamed of. We have had a protec- 
tive tariff in one form or another in the United States certainly 
since 1861 without interruption, and the McKinley act was a 
readjustment of that protective tariff on the line of policy 
marked out by the Republican party, not to raise prices, not to 
provide prohibitory duties, but to so readjust the duties as to 
enable our own people working in Delaware, in Maryland, in Penn- 
sylvania, and in lowa, or Illinois, to each toil and spin for the 
benefit of all of them, rather than for the benefit of the people 
who toil and spin in other countries. 

Therefore, Mr. President, for one, I wholly dissent from the 
idea that it was in the brain or purpose of the men who framed 
the tariff act of 1890 to increase prices thereby. The best evi- 
dence that there was no such purpose is found in the act itself. 
By that act there was a readjustment in the duties upon only a 
few leading articles. They were articles which were somewhat 
in contest in 1888 and 1890, between people who favored the prin- 
ciple of protection to American industry. There was a contest 
between the wool-growers and the woolen manufacturers. The 
Senator from Kentucky to-day introduced in his observations, I 
have no doubt, many facts and figures respecting the tariff on 
wool and woolens. The general effect of that tariff, as [ under- 
stand it, has been to increase considerably the duties upon a class 
of goods which are net manufactured in this country, known as 
goods which are not generally in consumption among the people 
and which are used relatively only by a small portion of our peo- 
ple. As to the cheaper goods the rates of duty prior to 1890 were 
such ratesas that our own people incompetition with each other 
produced them at a lower rate. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Lunderstood the Senator to say that one of the 
features of the McKinley act was to raise the custom-house tax 
upon some articles that were not much manufactured in this 
country? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought that the policy of the Republican 
party, reiterated here over and over again, in respect to the tariff 
was to reduce duties on articles which were not manufactured 
in this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. My good friend from Delaware fails to draw 
a distinction that threads and permeates this tariff act and all 
the ideas of those who believe in protection, and that is that 
where we have the brain power, the physical power, and the in- 

| ventive genius in our country equal to the similar powers in 
| other countries, and have also the natural advantages of climate, 
production, ete., we are to encourage the production of those 
articles in our country. 
| We had so excelled in the production of cheaper cottons that 
in the McKinley act we reduced the duty upon the lower grades 
of cottons, but we had not been able to compete in the produc- 
tion of the finer fabrics made of cotton with certain manufac- 
turers in Germany, in France, and in England, because we could 
not command the labor price necessary to induce those people 
to toil here, nor had we the fine machinery nor the experience. 
Therefore it was, that the duties upon these finer classes of 
woolen and cotton goods were increased, slightly increased upon 
cotton, and considerably increased upon woolens, first to com- 
pensate for the increased duty upon wool, because in the nature 
of things if we impose a duty upon the raw material which we 
do not produce in this country sufficient for our own consump- 
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tion, we must give a compensating duty to the manufacturer 
who works up that raw material in order that he may compete 
with the manufacturer in other eountries; and, secondly, for the 
purpose of inducing the establishment of that industry here. 

It is perfectly well known, I take it, to all people who discuss 
this question, that we never yet have produced in this country 
very much more than one-half the wool we have consumed. 
Therefore, if we increased the duty upon wool, it was necessary 
that a compensating duty should be levied upon woolen manu- 
factures, or woolen manufactures would come in. I am stating 
facts which certainly are well known to us all. 

The theory of the increase of the tariff upon wool and woolens 
I shall not discuss here; I shall not take the time; but that is 
only one part, and it forms avery small part of the McKinley 
act. We increased the duty upon the higher grades of cotton 
and reduced it upon the lower; we increased the duty upon linen 
with the same theory and idea, that by the encouragement of 
the linen industry we could utilize our farms and our fields in 
the production of flax, and we could employ our own people in 
the manufacture of these articles as well as people could be em- 
ployed in Germany and Russia and Ireland. That was the the- 
ory upon which the McKinley act so called was based. 

So of all the items in that bill, I think it is perfectly safe for 
me to say that more than three-fifths were untouched; that is to 
say, the duties were neither enhanced nor diminished, but stood 
as they had stood for more than thirty years. The object and 
aim of that act, therefore, could not have been to raise prices, 
otherwise we should have raised duties all along the line in order 
to have raised a Chinese wall of prohibitory tariff around our 
own coast. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to know if the party to which the 
Senator belongs did not enormously increase the duties upon 
hardware, cutlery, and guns in the face of the fact that the Amer- 
ican manufacturers were large exporters, and were selling in the 
European and South American markets with great profit? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator deals in the 
leather and prunella of this question. We did raise the duty 
upon certain classes of knives; we did raise the duty upon cer- 
tain classes of guns. What werethey? They were knives which 
Mr. Saxon and other New York importers, who were quoted by 
the Senator the other day, are importing from Germrny at a 
cent and a quarter apiece, and sell at 5 cents apiece, making a 
profit of more than 200 percent. They were little pocketknives, 
which are used by the schoolboys to sharpen their pencils,which 
were sold at 25 cents a dozen and 35 cents a dozen in Europe, 
and they were imported into this country and sold at a profit, 
the magnitude of which has not been excelled in any trade in 
the world. 

Mr. VEST. The evidence shows that Mr. Saxton is the larg- 
est dealer in English cutlery, and the exclusive dealer in some 
of the finest English brands. The friends of the Senator were 
the importers of the German knives, and I read the testimony 


of one of their agents here the other day, a man who has ac- | 


cumulated an enormous fortune in bringing in these pot-metal 
knives from Germany. He has now joined the Republican party 
aftr he has filled his pockets. 

Mr. ALLISON. Heisdoing very well. I hope the Senator will 
do the same in both respects. 

Mr. VEST. I might be willing to take the full pocket, but 
not the party. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, Ido not assail Mr. Saxton. 
| know he is one of the oldest, one of the most prominent, and 
probably one of the most successful importing merchants of hard- 
ware in the United States. He appeared before the Committee 
on Finance in 1888. He is anintelligent and I have no doubt an 
honest man. He is largely interested in the importing business. 
Of course he has control of English manufactories in the pro- 
duction of those articles. 

As to whose friends import these poor German knives I do not 
know, but I know they are generally imported and generally 
sold in the trade because upomthem the importers have been 
able to make a large profit. 

Mr. VEST. I would ask the Senator now frankly this ques- 
tion, for we want the truth, I take it—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 

Mr. VEST. Lask him if it is not the fact that the American 


manufacturers of cutlery and hardware are not te-day large cx- | 


eres ~~ that they do not need any protection at all upon 
their goods? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, of course that is a ques- 
tion of the dialectics of this business that I do not now care to 
discuss. 

Mr. VEST. 
of fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


It is not a question of dialectics; it is a question 


I willdiscussitin brief. The American manu- 
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facturersof cutlery, as I understand—of course I am only speaking 
now in ageneral way, because I am not familiar in detail with cut- 
lery establishments as other Senators may be—have been enabled 
to export and do now export a large quantity of cutlery and hard- 
ware of certain qualities; but they have not been able to compete 
in certain other qualities with the cheap German products which 
I have described; and therefore, although the duty may be higher 
now, [rather think with the Senator from Missouri {Mr. VEST] 
that that duty is higher than it need be, and I will join perhaps 
the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN] in remodeling that duty, 
does not the Senator know that we greatly reduced that duty in 
the Senate as it came from the House of Representatives? In 
the House of Representatives a much higher duty was put upon 
cutlery than was finally passed intothe law. Wereduced it here, 
because we were not satisfied that the enlarged duty proposed by 
the House was needed to enable our cutlery people to compet 
successfully with their competitors abroad. 

But I do not wish to enter into the debate upon these questions 
at all. I am only showing now that where the duties were in- 
creased under what is called the tariff law of 1890, they were in 
exceptional cases and to meet difficulties. We reduced duties 
all along the line; we reduced them upon nearly all the articles 
of great consumption of iron and steel; we reduced them upon 
structural iron and upon many other classes of iron. 

Mr. President, I only allude to this fact for the purpose of 
showing to the Senator from Kentucky that if the aim and pur- 
pose of the law of 1890 had been to raise prices and put the pro- 
duction of those articles wholly with American manufacturers 
we should have raised the duties all along the line, whereas we 
only raised the duties upon such articles as were immediately 
necessary in order to protect and enable our own people to com- 
pete with those abroad and pay the scale of wages which was 
then prevailing. Thatisone thing. As respects this inquiry, 
I want to dismiss from the minds of those who may be misled, 
the idea that the object of the act of 1890 was to increase prices. 
There was no such object aimed at. 

The Senator from Kentucky stated, as I understood him, that 
100 initial number prices were taken at the beginning of that 
initial period, which was the Ist of September, 1890. 

Mr. HARRIS. From the Ist of June, 1889, and running to 
September, 1891, was it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. The investigation began in June, 1889, but 
the prices for June, July, and August of 1889 were aggregated 
to get theinitial number of 100. That was the number, and com- 
pared with the initial number, the Senator from Kentucky says 
that on the Ist day of September, 1891, on these 215 articles the 
general reduction was forty-four one hundredths per cent. He 
says that that was taken on that particular day, without show- 
ing what occurred on all the other days between the Ist of Sep- 
tember, 1889, or between the passage of the tariff act of 1890 and 
the Ist of September, 1891. 

In this report, if Senators will take the trouble to examine it, 
the statistician has arranged these prices on the first day of every 
month from September, 1889, to September, 1891, and anyone can 
take the initial one hundred and see what prices were advanced 
and what prices were reduced and see whether it is a just infer- 
ence to say that these prices were advanced because of the Mc- 
Kinley act. That is the touchstone which I put to the argument 
of the Senator from Kentucky, because if it be true that the peo- 
ple of the United States lost $85,000,000 because of the passage 
of the McKinley act, then they must have lost it because of the 
increase of price on the things contained in the McKinley act. 
What are those? 

The Senator from Kentucky took tin as an illustration, and it 

occurred to me—and I sayit with great respect to the Senator— 
that in his tin argument he proved too much; that is, this un- 
known statistician or wanderer who went into the tin mines of 
Wales to ascertain the profits of the tin producers states that 
— to the Ist of July, 1890—if that was the time—the manu- 
acturers in Wales were only making 12+ per cent per annum; 
and when we passed the McKinley act, adding a cent a pound to 
tin plate, they were enabled between the passage of the act and 
the taking effect of the duty to make a profit of, $4,000,000. If 
that be true it only proves what has been shown on this floor 
over and over again, that the Welsh manufacturers from time to 
time since 1871 have squeezed large profits out of the American 
consumer for the purpose of putting them into their pockets, and 
it is not the first time that they have made 50 per cent upon their 
capital. 

it has been shown that for a period of twelve years before the 
imposition of this duty upon tin the Welsh manufacturers have 
made from 16 to 50 per cent profit. The Senator from Kentucky 
only confirms what was very well known, and has been often re- 
peated on this floor, that their profits were enormous. Why? 
Because they had a practical monopoly of the manufacture of 
tin. We said, and I think wisely, that the experiment of the 
manufacture of tin plate should be undertaken in this country, 





1892. 





and if our people have not energy and skill and zeal to make tin 


| 
mg here, then we must abandon it to the Welshman and let | petition wi 


im make it as he chooses and charge what he pleases to the 
American consumer. . 
Mr. HISCOCK. I wish the Senator from Jowa would put right 
in here the answer to the question of the Senator from Missouri 
about the duties on cutlery. 
Mr. ALLISON. I would rather the Senator would state it. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Iwill. The whole exportation of cutlery was | 
$146,000, practically all of it cheap table cutlery, which we sent | 
to different places. Our imports of cutlery were $1,139,765 last | 
year. Theyear before that they were $2,525,024, showing alarge 
decrease on account of the tariff duties. : 
Mr. ALLISON.» Mr. President, I do not understand the phi- 
losophy of the figures by which these details have been reached | 
on the part of the Senator from Kentucky. He only deals in | 
round numbers, but if the Senator will take this book he can 
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If they were articles which come in com- 
our homemade products, this was the retail price 
on a particular day in the retail stores, and therefore if imported 
articles were found they were included as well as domestic ar- 
ticles. ; 

, The Senator speaks of wages, and says there were two groups 
of wages, one the wages of the unprotected industries and the 
other the wages of the protected industries. I do not draw the 
distinction drawn by the Senator from Kentucky. He referred 
to the wages of unprotected industries, like those of bricklayers, 
carpenters,and masons. Mr. President, under our system brick- 
layers, carpenters, masons, and those engaged in kindred employ- 





abroad and es duty. 
t 


_mentsare more highly protected than those engaged in any of our 


_ other industries. Why? Because,whilst a carpenter may come to 
this country, a housecan notcome. There isa prohibition against 
that practically. The bricklayer can come, but no man can lay 
bricks in London and send them here. Serges and worsted 


ascertain the increases and the diminutions as respects prices. | gaods, however,can be made and put in a box and brought here 


They are all given in the report of the statistician and giveu by 
percentages. The only other factor in the problem is the num- 
ber of consumers. I happened to be called out a moment and 
did not hear the Senator from Kentucky upon that point; but I 
have no doubt he made it absolutely lucid as respects the num- 
ber of people who consume these articles which have had this 
increased duty placed upon them. , 
Here are articies of food, and all these articles are stated in 


detail month by month. What are they? There is an increase | 


in price on carpets of asmall percentage; there is an increase 
upon one or two articles, the duties upon which were consider- 
ably increased by the McKinley act, but the great increases in 
price are upon articles which are not embraced in the McKinley 
act at all, or else upon articles known as farm products. 

I think the Senator from Missouri the other day—and I do not 


know but there is some force in it—intimated thatthe duty upon | 
bituminous coal enabled to some degree the anthracite monop- | 


oly to increase the price upon anthracit2 coal. I think he made 
that intimation. But here is a large increase-of price on bitu- 
minous coal and on anthracite coal during these months, and 
they are included in the statement of the Senator from Kentucky; 


yet the tariff of 1890 did not touch either of those articles, one | 


being on the free list and the other not having the duty changed. 


Upon nearly every important article of iron and steel we re- | 


duced the duty. I want that carefully borne in mind by Sena- 
tors who debate this question. We reduced the duty upon steel 
rails, upon structural steel and structural iron, upon bar iron, 
and upon all iron which enters into the general consumption of 
the country. 

I call attention, therefore, to the fact that under this table 
there has been a general reduction as stated by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, and the increase in price in the main is either 
upon articles not in the McKinley act—I mean not changed by 
the tariff act of 1890—or else they are agricultural products. If 
the fact did not appear in these tables that the prices of agri- 
cultural products have advanced 18 per cent during this time, | 
instead of the general reduction being .44 per cent, it would be 
a great many per cent more. 

There is another thing I wish to say respecting the method of | 
taking this statement. I did not happen to be present at the | 
time, though a member of the subcommittee, when this arrange- 
ment was made, but I assented to it in the main, although I had 
mental reservations respecting it, which I do not think I ever | 
mentioned to my distinguished colleagues especially, because I 
thought they might work it out as best they could. They took 
the initial price of 100 for three months of 1889, and any Senator 
who lives in an agricultural State will remember that that was 
a time of great agricultural depression. The Senatorfrom Mis- | 
souri will remember it very well. 

Wheat was never lower, corn wasnever lower, pork wasnever 
lower, beef was never lower than in these very months of 1889. 
Therefore as respects the initial number of 100, the committee 
took those products at a very low price. What is true as re- | 
spects the articles I have named is also true with respect to a 
great number of the other articles named here, and yet, not- 
withstanding these phenomenally low prices, with the excep- 
tion of agricultural products, the prices are lower to-day than 
they were in 1889. 

The Senator from Kentucky said that the prices given were 
those of domestic goods. They were not the prices of domestic 
goods any more than they were the prices of foreign goods if for- 
eign goods of the same character were found in these retail stores. | 
Take any one of there two hundred and fifteen articles where 
there are importations, and the agents of the Department of La- 
bor were not required to say that the articles selected should be 
articles of American production, they were simply articles which 
were in the market at those retail stores, which might have been 
produced in the United States or might have been produced 
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| send them to school well clad. 


| That is the criticism I make. 


to compete with our people in the mills, but no man abroad can 
compete with our bricklayers or with our carpenters. 

If we have a scale of wages, therefore, in our country, that 
| scale of wages, as applied to what the Senator from Kentucky calls 
| nonprotected industries, applies to the most highly-protected 
| labor in our country, that labor which in the nature of things 
| can not have competition. Sowhen the Senator from Kentue'xy 
| calls attention to the fact that in this class of nonprotected in- 
dustries, as he calls them, there has been an advance in wages. 
| he only shows that the general devolution and effect of this act 
| has been to increase the prosperity of the laboring men of our 
| country. Why? Because if there were not houses to build and 
| if there were not stones to cut and lay, these laborers would b> 
out of employment more or less: but they are in such severe and 
constant employmentthat they have been enabled, notwithstand- 
ing a considerable reduction in the price of living, to say that 
they demand increased wages for their labor. As the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. JONES] very well tells me, it is all a tariff of 
exclusion can do; and it is a tariff of exclusion as applied to the 
laborers whom I have described, employed in what the Senator 
| from Kentucky calls nonprotected industries. They are the high- 
est and most completely protected laborers in the United States. 

Mr.GRAY. Then they owe absolutely nothing to the Me- 
Kinley or any other tariff? 
| Mr. ALLISON. Why, Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. That is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the Senator wholly mistook what I was 
saying. I say there is a scale of wages here, as compared with 
the scale of wages in other countries, which fixes the general 
| scale of all the wages and all the employments in our country 
as compared with all the employments and all the wages in other 
countries. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought the Senator said that the tariff was to 
increase wages. Now he says there is a scale of wages here ir- 
respective of the tariff. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator draws too nice a distinction—I 
spoke in a general way—if he draws any such inference. I do 
not say that the tariff is to raise wages. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh! 

Mr. ALLISON. lI only stated that the McKinley act was in- 
tended to furnish employment to all the people of the United 
States at substantially the scale of wages which enabled them to 
live in comfort, if not in luxury, in homes of their own, receiv- 
ing good wages, and enabling them to educate their children and 





in a country which fixes the general standard of wages. ‘The 


| point I make on the Senator from Kentucky is that he has taken 


the most highly protected labor and called it nonprotected labor. 
The laborers in what he calls the 
nonprotected industries are those who are most highly protected. 


The Senator took up in detail the reduction of wages of labor, ” 


and said in the other fifteen industries there has been a reduc- 
tion. Very well. What did he state as indicating a reduction 
of .89 per cent? I have not all the list here, but take bar iron. 
We have reduced the duty upon bar iron. Therefore, if it be 
true that any change of duty affects wages, then thes? wazes 
were reduced because we reduced the duty. I do not believe 
that. We reduced the duty on boots and shoes. The Senator 
from Kentucky says that the wages of laborers engaged in pro- 


| ducing boots and shoes was reduced .89 of | per cent. 


Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will pardon me, itis only because 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] is not here that I 
want to say that I understood the object of hisstatementand the 
trend of his argument to be that, tariff or no tariff, protection or 
free trade could not affect the wages of this country, that they 
were controlled by other causes than any artificial ones such as 
those. I merely want to state the proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no doubt that is the general view of 


It is the same with all the wages: 
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the Senator from Kentucky, but the Senator from Kentucky was 
arguing not only as respects a general view, but he was arguing 
a special view here. He was trying to show, at least I so under- 
stood him from what I could hear, that prices had been increased 
upon articles by the tariff of 1890 and that wages had been re- 
duced under the tariff of 1890. Of course if that proposition be 
true, then the tariff is not for labor, but it is for capital; which 
[ quite agree with the Senator from Ohio does not need any pro- 
tection. The capitalists will take care of themselves. 

Mr. GRAY. I think really the Senator from Iowa will agree 
with what I understood to be the proposition of the Senator. 
He was combating the proposition of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who stated that the McKinley tariff act 
had reduced prices and raised wages, and he went on to show 
that in certain highly protected industries the wages have been 
lowered; and he was combating that idea, not because the tariff 
had had any effect upon them. 

Mr. ALLISON. With all due deference to the Senator from 
Kentucky and the Senator from Delaware, I did not understand 
the Senator from Rhode Island to argue that the tariff of 1890 
had reduced prices and raised wages. He was only combating 
the Senator from Missouri |Mr. VEST], who had made the asser- 


tion in two or three ways here that the effect of the tariff of | which nas long contested with McGarrahan the title to a large part of this 


189) had been to increase the cost of living. That was the con- 
tention of the Senator from Missouri made over and over again, 
and the Senator from Rhode Island was simply answering him 
that he was mistaken in his statement that the effect of the act 
of 1890 was to increase the cost of living and diminish wages. 
So the Senator from Rhode Island himself was on the defensive 
in that respect, endeavoring to reply to the common charge 
made against the McKinley act. 

So if this report proves anything—and I think it proves a great 


.deal—it proves that the Democratic Congressional contest of 


189) was based upon the idea that the McKinley act had increased 
the price of living all along the line, and the Senator from Rhode 
Island was combating that. 

But, in answer to the view of the Senator from Kentucky, I 
want to call attention to the fact that the reduction in the wages 
of labor as stated at eighty-nine one-hundredths as respects the 
industries involved in the tariff in nearly every case where the 
wages have been reduced to that small fraction as shown by this 
report, it also appears that we reduced the tariff upon the arti- 
cles which are made by men whose wages have been slightly re- 
duced. 

That proves another thing. It proves the sharp and close 
competition which our manufacturers have in these great staple 
articles even now under the tariff with their competitors in Eng- 
land and Germany; it shows that the very principle so well laid 
down by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 2nd by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island |[Mr. ALDRICH] the other day has been 
carried through this act in its general details, fixing a rate of 
duty which would equalize conditions between the two coun- 
tries. 

Mr. President, | have spoken much longer upon this subject 
than I intended, but I could not allow the inferences to be drawn 
from the observations of the Senator from Kentucky to pass 
without making some comment upon them at this time. 

Mr. HAWLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISinthechair). Does 
the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from Mary- 
land? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
to adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will do so with pleasure. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope it may be changed into a motion togo 
into executive session, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill very cheerfully yield if I can go on 
to-morrow, because I have not the courage to ask Senators to 
listen to me in such weather as this at this time of the evening. 

Mr.GORMAN. Ifanexecutive session is desired, I willchange 
my motion to one that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
os s that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
yUSLNCSS, 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me, I inquire 
whether there is not a messagefrom the President of the United 
States on the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a message from the 
President of the United States on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It ought to be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield for that purpose? 

Mr,GORMAN. Ido. 


I ask the Senator to yield to me foramotion 


iil steeper 





WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN—VETO MESSAGE. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ee from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate: 


I return herewith, without my approval, the bili (S. 1958) entitled “An act 
to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, established by an act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1891, the title of William McGarrahan to the Rancho 
Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and for other purposes.” 

This bill came tome on the 20th instant, at a time when very many other 
bills were submitted for my consideration, and it has not been possible for 
me to make such an examination of the history of Mr, MeGarrahan’s claim 
as would be aes to form an intelligent judgment as to its merits and 
just extent. It is quite possible that he has been wronged and that he hasa 
claim for some reparation from the Government. I cannot. however, think 
that this bill proceeds upona just basis. It provides that Mr. McGarrahan 
Shall file his claim as the assignee of Gomez in the Court of Private Land 
Claims for the lands described in the title; and that if the court establishes the 
grant to Gomez it shall be confirmed to McGarrahan. No evidence that he 
is the assignee of Gomez is, I think, required by the bill, which assumes that 
fact, instead of submitting it to the court. If the claim is established it, is 
provided, in substance, that all lands, part of said grant, which have been 
conveyed by the Government or are in the occupancy of actual settlers, or 
‘‘upon which there are any smelting orreduction works, or the lands claimed 
in connection with such reduction or smelting works,” shall be excepted 
from the patent which the Secretary of the Interior is directed to issue to 
McGarrahan. By this provision the title of the New Idria Mining Company, 


roperty, is established, and that company is relieved from any responsibil- 
ty to account forthe profits madein mining. On the other hand, the United 
States waives all benefit of judicial proceedings which have resulted in its 
favor, and gives Mr. McGarrahan an opportunity de novo to try all such 
questions; and the decision, if in his favor, is not only to restore to him all 
the lands yet undisposed of, but the United States assumes to pay him the 
value of the lands appropriated by others and of their use forall these years, 
and to account to him for all profits that have been made by the New Idria 
Mining Company or anyone else in quicksilver or other mining. 

This seems to me to be wholly inadmissible. The amount involved must 
be enormously large, though at present incapable of any accurate estimate. 
If the title of the New Idria Company has been established by final decrees 
of court, placing that title beyond question, and that company beyond any 
call to respond for use and profits, why should the Government of the United 
States, waiving in its behalf these decrees which would protect it also, as- 
sume a responsibility to account for the value of the lands and for their use 
and for the net value of minerals extracted by that company or others? It 
will be noticed in the quotation I have made from the act that this company 
is allowed to take all the land it mayclaim, but at the expense of the United 
States, not of Mr. McGarrahan. 

The bill is so framed as to give full protection to the New Idria Mining 
Company to the full extent of its largest claim, while throwing upon the 
United States a responsibility which that company should bear if the title 
of Mr. McGarrahan is established. 

The United States provided a proper tribunal for the trial of claims 
founded upon Mexican grants. This claim was there tried, and if fraud af- 
fected the judgment it is not, I think, chargeable to the Government—the 
contest was chiefly between rival claimants. In this state of the case it 
would seem that if the United States consents to open the litigation, and to 


| wipe out all judicial findings and decrees, that a less exacting measure of 


damages than that proposed in the bill should be agreed on. 

It is not my purpose, as I have intimated, to express the opinion that Mr. 
McGarrahan is entitledto norelief. It seems tome, however, clear that he 
is not entitled to the relief given by this bill, and that it doesnot adequately 
protect the interests of the United States. 

BENJ. HARRISON. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 29, 1392. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the con- 
trary notwithstanding? 

Mr. MITCHELL. In the absence of the chairman of the com- 
mittee from which the bill came, I move that the consideration 
of the bill and of the President’s message be postponed until the 
second Tuesday in December next, and thatin the meantime 
the bill and message lie on the table and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


| motion of the Senator from Oregon. 


The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GORMAN. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Marland moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Sat- 
urday, July 30, 1892, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate July 29, 1892. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical department. 


Capt. Augustus A. De Loffre, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major, June 1, 1892, vice Ainsworth, who va- 
cated his commission as major on accepting the original appoint- 
ment of chief of the Record and Pension Office, under act of 


| May 9, 1892. 


oe RN en a 





1892. 





Artillery arm. 

First Lieut. Ramsay D. Potts, Third Artillery, to be captain 
July 13, 1892, vice Thurston, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Elmer W. Hubbard, First Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, July 13,1892, vice Harrold, Third Artillery, retired 
from active service. 

Second Lieut. John K. Cree, Third Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant, July 13, 1892, vice Potts, Third Artillery, promoted. 


Cavalry arm. 


Lieut. Col. David S. Gordon, Second Cavalry, to be colonel, 
July 28, 1892, vice Sanford, Sixth Cavalry, retired from active 
service. 

Maj. Louis H. Carpenter, Fifth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-col- 
onel, July 28, 1892, vice Gordon, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Francis Moore, Ninth Cavalry, to be major, July 28, 1892, 
vice Carpenter, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

First. Lieut. Charles W. Taylor, Ninth Cavalry, to be captain, 
July 28, 1892, vice Moore, Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Cecil Stewart, Third Cavalry, to be first lieuten- 
ant, July 26, 1892, vice Benson, Fourth Cavalry, appointed regi- 
mental quartermaster. 
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Second Lieut. Samuel Reber, Fourth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 


tenant, July 28, 1892, vice Taylor, Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
William C. Spencer, late captain in the Seventeenth Infantry, 
to be captain of Infantry, to rank from July 29, 1892. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Noble S. McKinsey, to be postmaster at Susanville, in the 
county of Lassen and State of California, the appointment of a 


| postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 


Seeond Lieut. Samuel Reber, Fourth Cavalry, to be first lieu- 


tenant, July 28, 1892, vice Taylor, Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 
Ordered, That the following nomination be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


William C. Spencer, late captain in the Seventeenth Infantry, 
to be captain of infantry, to rank from July 29, 1892. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Noble S. McKinsey, to be postmaster at Susanville, in the 
county of Lassen and State of California, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said ofiice having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1892. 

Samuel M. Yost, to be postmaster at Staunton, in the county 
of Augusta and State of Virginia, in the place of Edward McMa- 
hon, deceased. 


ASSISTANT PAYMASTER IN THE NAVY. 


Eugene D. Ryan, of New York, to be an assistant paymaster 
in the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (junior grade) Augustus F. Fechteler, to be a lieuten- 
antinthe Navy,from the 2lst July, 1892, vice Lieut. S. H. May, 
deceased. [To be subject to the examinations required by law.] 

Ensign Albert A. Ackerman, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, 
in the Navy, from the 2Ist July, 1892, vice Lieut. (junior grade) 
A. F. Fechteler, promoted. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 29, 1892. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical department. 


Capt. Augustus A. De Loffre, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major, June 1, 1892, vice Ainsworth, who va- 
cated his commission as major onaccepting the original appoint- 
ment of chief of the Record and Pension Office, under act of May 
9, 1892 
9, 1892. 

Artillery arm. 


First Lieut. Ramsay D. Potts, Third Artillery, to be captain, 
July 13, 1892, vice Thurston, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Elmer W. Hubbard, First Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, July 13, 1892, vice Harrold, Third Artillery, retired 
from active service. 

Second Lieut. John K. Cree, Third Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant, July 13, 1892, vice Potts, Third Artillery, promoted. 


Cavalry arm. 


Lieut. Col. David 5S. Gordon, Second Cavalry, to be colonel, 
July 28, 1892, vice Sanford, Sixth Cavalry, retired from active 
service. 

Maj. Louis H. Carpenter, Fifth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colo- 
nel, July 28, 1892, vice Gordon, Second Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. Francis Moore, Ninth Cavalry, to be major, July 28 
1892, vice Carpenter, Fifth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles W. Taylor, Ninth Cavalry, to be captain, 
July 28, 1892, vice Moore, Ninth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Licut. Cecil Stewart, Third Cavalry, to he first lieu- 
tenant, July 26, 1892, vice Benson, Fourth Cavalry, appointed 
regimental quartermaster. 


the President on and after July 1, 1sv2. 

Samuel M. Yost, to be postmaster at Staunton, in the county 
of Augusta and State of Virginia, in the place of Kdward Me- 
Mahon, deceased. 

ASSISTANT PAYMASTER IN THE NAVY. 

Eugene D. Ryan, of New York, to be an assistant paymaster in 

the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 29, 1892. 


The House metat 11 o’clock a. m. 
BERT, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curu- 


EFFECT OF PRESENT LAW FOR COLLECTION OF THE REVE- 
NUE ON AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to file during the 
day the report of the Committee on Agriculture on the resolu- 
tion known as the ‘‘ McKinney resolution:” 

That the Committee on Agriculture be, and hereby is, requested to report 
to this body the effect upon agriculture of the present law for the collection 
of revenues by means of duties upon imports 

{ also ask that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON] 
have leave to file the views of the minority during the day by 
handing it to the Clerk. 

Mr. BURROWS. We better have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the gentleman to withdrew his objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. I call for the regular order. [After va 
pause.} Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is ill, and desires to leave the House. He simply desires 
leave to file the report of his committee, and I withdraw my ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON} 
will file the views of the minority. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I object until I know what it is. 


[After a 
pause.] I withdraw the objection. 


ELIZABETH HARLEY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2429) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley, with a Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “pension,” insert ‘“‘at the rate of $3 per month 

Mr. BINGHAM. lIceall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with a Senate amend- 
ment. The bill as it passed the House left out the rate of pen- 
sion in the bill. The gentleman moves to concur in the Senate 
amendment, which fixes the rate at $8 permonth. Without ob- 
jection the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. On a question of privilege. 





+ [Laughter. | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the question of 
privilege, and the House will be in order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I send it to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Isend a book to the Clerk’s desk, just published (am informed a very 


| large edition), Which says that WHEELER voted for a bill which the bool 


says is one of those ‘‘ disguised steals of public money that nauseate the 
well-informed and bewilder the ignorant."’ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this is the book 
that makes the statement {exhibiting book]. I rise in this House 
todefend myself from the charge. I desire to state that I did not 
vote as this book says I did, and I assert that the records of Con- 
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gress, both the Journal and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, show 
that I did not vote for the bill, and yet this book states that I did 
vote for it. 
Mr. REED. That's all right. We will take your word for a 
little thing like that. [Great laughter]. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Georgia 
also—— 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
This is not debatable. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is reading the resolution. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iwant to say, Mr. Speaker, that | 
I did not vote for any such measure. It is a false statement and 
totally unwarranted. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please indicate the lan- 
guaze of the book to which he refers. 
[Mr. WHEELER indicated the portion that he desired to have | 
read. } 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. | 
The Clerk read as follows (page 235): 
The billgrantsa subsidy oncertain sums of money to vessels ostensibly for 
carrying the mails, but really to aid in enlarging the foreign trade of the na- | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


tion. Itis one of these disguised steals of public money that nauseate the 
well-informed and bewilder theignorant. It places in the hands of the Post- 
master General an opportunity and power for corrupt practices that few 
men in this age that occupy that position will be able to withstand; itisa 
bad law and should be repealed. | 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker,am I recognized? | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair—— | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, that presents no question of | 
privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, | 
that the records of Congress, the Journal of the House and the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, show that I am not so recorded, and 
that I did not vote in the way therein stated. 

Mr. BURROWS. Thatcovers the case. That istheend of it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am not satisfied. 

Mr. REED. Weare. [Laugbter.] 

The SPEAKER. What is the purpose of the gentleman from | 
Alabama? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. My purpose is to defend myself | 
from these charges, and to state the facts, and to have the rights | 
which every Speaker has accorded to a gentleman rising to a | 
question of privilege, the right to go on in his own way and state 
the case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like the gentleman from 
Alabama to cite such a precedent as that to which he refers. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I recollect that Mr. ALLEN, 
standing here, sent a paper to the Clerk’s desk which stated | 
that he had advocated a certain measure, and he was permitted 
to go on and speak for an hour, or as long as he desired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because no objection was made. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I recollect that another gentle- | 
man, Mr. Foran, I think it was, rose and had read at the Clerk’s 
desk a paragraph from a paper, and he was permitted to pro- | 
ceed for an hour, making an explanation of the situation, which | 
led him into several collateral subjects. I have never known a | 
case where a gentleman rose to a question of personal privilege | 
that he did not have the privilege accorded to him of going on | 
in an orderly manner and occupying a short time in stating the 
points of the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please give the Chair 
his attention fora moment. The gentleman must not confuse | 
personal explanations which are made by the assent, express or 
tacit, of the House, with questions of privilege which a gentle- | 
man has aright to raise and upon which he has aright to be 
heard. It might bs that a gentleman might rise to make a per- 
sonal explanaticn, and, no point of order being made, the Chair | 
would of course permit him to proceed. There may have been 
instances of that kind. But the precedent necessary to sustain | 
the view which the gentleman from Alabama now presents is | 
some ruling of the Chair in a cass where the point of order was 
made that the question raived was not a matter of privilege. | 
Therefore, the Chair asks the gentleman from Alabamaif he can 
point to any such precedent? 

Mr. WHEELEK of Alabama. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, one word by way of sugges- 
tion. The vote referred to in the extract which the gentleman 
has had read, was a vote in the last Congress. The ‘‘ subsidy 
bill,” so called, was passed by the last Congress. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
WHEELER] has denied the charge made a; to his vote, and that | 
should end the matter, 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I have not explained it. 
I have the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD here to explain the situa- | 
tion, and to show that I did not vote as stated in this book. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield to | 
me to make a request? 
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_ your objection can not avail. 


| reeled about the aisles, a disgrace to the Republic. 


|; meaning, and not a garbled extract. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, on the day before, yesterday 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON], under the guise of 
rising to a question of personal privilege, was allowed to pro- 
ceed for some twenty or thirty minutes in what was really an at- 
tack on the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER| anda re- 
ply to a speech that that gentleman had previously made. Now, 
it seems to me that justice requires that the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] should be accorded something like 
the same time to reply, and I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman be allowed twenty minutes to make such re- 
marks as he desires. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 


/ mousconsent that the gentleman from Alabama |Mr. WHEELER] 


be permitted to make a personal explanation occupying twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. REED. In full of all demands for the rest of the session. 
[Laughter.] That, I understand, is the suggestion made by the 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BURROWS. Letus have the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Then, Mr. Speaker, [shall have 
to doathing that Ido not like todo. [TotheClerk.] Hand me 
that book again. [Laughter ] 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to amend the motion 
of the gentleman from Louisiana so as to permit the gentleman 
from Alabama to write a book in reply to that of the gentleman 
from Georgia. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. I send to the Clerk’s desk a book which is 
being circulated through this Hall which uses language which 
is false and insulting to the American people and to every mem- 
ber of this body—a false and defamatory piece of writing. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I object. There is 
nothing before the House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. You can not object, or rather 
I rise to a question of the highest 
privilege, affecting the House of Representatives collectively, af- 
fecting its dignity; and I send to be read at the Clerk's desk the 
part of that book that I have marked. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the language in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. GROUT. From what is he reading? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the book. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The People’s Party Campaign Book 1892. Not a revolt; it isa revolution. 
By Hoa. THOMAS E. WATSON, member of Congress from Georgia. 

Mr. GROUT. On what page is the article to which the gen- 
tleman from Alabama refers? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Page 216, the last paragraph: 

The Congress now sitting is one illustration. Pledged to reform, they 
havenotreformed. Pledged to economy, they have not economized— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (interrupting.) I ask the Clerk 
to read the part that I have marked. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the portion indicated 
by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Congress now sitting is one illustration. Drunken members have 
Drunken speakers have 
debated grave issues on the floor, and inthe midst of maudlin ramblings have 
been heard to ask: ‘‘Mr. Speaker, where was I at?”’ 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama rise to a question of personal privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The euuiloaiats from Alabama will state his 
question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The rules of the House provide 
as to what constitute questions of privilege. Rule IX expressly 
provides that— 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings. 

I state, sir, that the rights of the House collectively have been 
assailed by the article which has been read, and therefore this 
is a question of privilege which takes precedence of all others. 

Mr. WATSON. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WATSON. It is awell-known principle in law that when 
any part of a letter is put in evidence, all of the letter must be 
putin. Whena part of a conversation is given in evidence, the 
whole of the conversation must be submitted. I do not pretend 
to say that the whcle of this book should be put inevidence, but 


| I do claim a3 a matte’ of simple justice and as a matter of con- 


formity to well-known legal principles that when a portion of a 
paragraph is read, the text should be taken so as to show its 
In other words, | claim 
that the whole of the paragraph should be taken. I claim asa 


| matter of right that the paragraph commencing with the words 
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‘‘the Congress now sitting is one illustration,” should be read 
down to and including the end of the paragraph. ; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well,I have no possible objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the whole paragraph be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the entire paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Congress now sitting isone illustration. Pledged toreform, they have 
not reformed. Pledged to economy, they havenot economized. Pledged to 
legislate, they have not legislated. Extravagance has been the order of the 
day. Absenteeism was never so pronounced. Lack of purpose was never 
soclear. Lackofcommon business prudence never more glaring. Drunken 
members have reeled about the aisles—a lisgrace to the Republic. Drunken 
speakers have debated grave issues on the floor, and in the midst of maudlin 
ramblings have been heard to ask: ‘“‘ Mr. Speaker, where was I at? Use- 
less employés crowd every corridor. Useless expenditures pervade every 
department. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I have been a 
member of this House for a number of years past, and I have 
during this or previous Congresses listened toevery debate upon 
questions of an important character, to all questions presented 
before the House, and I assert that the language in that book 
which says that— 

Drunken members have debated such questigns— 


is the vilest and most malignant falsehood that has ever been 
uttered on the American Continent. [Applause.] I state that 
which every member here kmows to be true, that any assertion 
that ‘‘ drunken members have reeled about the aisles ” is a false- 
heod so great as to shock the sensibilities and the consciences of 
all honorable menin theentire world. The American Congress, 
the representatives of the people of liberty, who send here their 
chosen representatives, men of honor, men of intelligence, ofin- 
tegrity, men of high moral character, selected because they 
have these attributes, should not be subjected to such an out- 
rageous and unwarranted and untruthful assaultasthat. Ihave 
inquired of the members on both sides of the House, and I have 
yet to find a single member who has seen— 


Drunken speakers debating grave issues on this floor in the midst of 
maudlin ramblings, etc. 


Mr. Speaker, the history of parliamentary proceedings from 
the beginning of civilization down to this day does not show an 


instance of as vile an attack upon a representative body as does | 


this article. And yet, Mr. Speaker, you are attacked first of all. 
You, Mr. Speaker, our honorable presiding officer, are falsely 
charged with allowing drunken men, not a man, but drunken 
men, to discuss grave issues upon this floor. Every member of 
this body is tainted with the charge. Every member on this 
floor, except the august Mr. WATSON, is charged with these 
grave crimes. 

Mr. Speaker, a question of this serious character is one that 


should not be passed over without the most careful considera- | 


tion. Suppose we should adjourn without noticing these charges, 
and years hence this book should be read by our children. It 
would be the evidence of disgrace to every child whose father was 
a member of the Fifty-second Congress. 

We recollect the witticism of ourfriend, JOHN ALLEN, thata 
Mississippi judge refused to allow a prosecuting officer to put in 
proof that the father of a criminal had been a member of Con- 


gress. We regarded this as very humorous and amusing at the | 


time; but if books written and published by a member of this 
body are allowed to be peddled on the floors of Congress. con- 
taining such gross and scandalous libels as those which have 
been read at the Clerk’s desk, then it might be possible that a 


judge having no other knowledge than is given in this book re- | 


garding the character and conduct of members of this House, 
might with great propriety decline to allowa criminal to be prej- 


udiced by proof that his father or some other relative had been | 


a member of the Fifty-second Congress. 


Mr. Speaker, I shall leave it to graver and older members | 


than myself to determine what action should be taken by this 
body on this very important subject. There are other untrue 
statements in this book, to which I will allude, and it may be 


necessary to allude to them in order to show that the gentle-| 
man who wrote this book has so little regard for facts that he | 


is constitutionally unable to distinguish between truth and 
falsehood. [Applause.]} 


Now, on page 41 of this book is another statement, but before | 


I reach that — I will go on and approach it in the regular 
“a. to show how this matter came up. 

he gentleman from Georgia[Mr. WATSON] says—I read from 
page 6857 of the RECORD. 

I say, in the course of his remarks the gentleman from Alabama saw fit to 
allude to myself. At the time he did so [ sought to correct the gentleman, 
because his statement was not very full and not very accurate. 

J did not intend to allude to Mr. WATSON at all when I com- 
menced my speech last Tuesday. After my reference to the 


great effort on the partof Republicans toassure us that the force 
bill was dead I used these words: 

Our third-party friends of the South seem to have allowed themselves to 
be deluded by the siren’s song. They assert on this floor the force bill is 
dead, and that it can not be revived. Do not our third-party friends of the 
South know that the unity of the South is the only possible means of our 
salvation? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman is not confining himself to the ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. SIMPSON] then plied me with three questions in suceession, 
asking to whom I referred, and in reply to his third question I 
said: 

’ aoe party of which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATsoN] is the 
eader. 

_ Although I had declined to yield to others, so far from refus- 
ing to yield to Mr. WATSON, the moment he expressed a desire 
to be heard I promptly replied: 

I will yield to my friend from Georgia with great pleasure. 

I also said, page 6818: 

I did not intend to speak of my friend at all, but it has been brought about 
in the colloquy. LIreferred to my friend in the kindest spirit possible. 

Now, the RECORD will show that Mr. WATSON was yielded to, 
and that he is reported as taking the floor four times in less than 
that number of minutes. I could not yield to him without limit, 
but went on and endeavored to state the case, so as to do him the 
| most complete justice possible. 

Mr. WATSON now says—I read from page 6857: 

The gentleman from Alabama failed to state that the House had already, 
by a resolution, to which nobody had objected, ordered the printing of the 
usual number of extra copies of that bill, some 1,659, I believe, which had 
been distributed. 

Mr. WATSON also says, page 6857: 

Immediately upon the heels of the first extra installment of this scaly bark 
of last year’s political campaign the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
KAIG] reported a resolution to print 10.00) copies of a bill. 

Bear in mind that he complains that I had not fully stated the 
case, resting on the fact that [ failed to stat that the House had 
already ordered the printing of 1,650 copies, and he says, page 
7592: 

Isubmit to him that inadvertently at least he has been guilty by telling 
half the truth. 

If such had been the fact, if 1.50 copies had been printed by 
order of this House and I had known it,I certainly would have 
mentioned it, but I did not know it,and on inquiring of the 
members of the Committee on Printing I find that such is not 
the fact, and that the resolution to print 10,000 copies, which the 
gentleman opposed, was the only resolution which the Commit- 
tee on Printing offered on this subject. So that it appears that 
Mr. WATSON was mistaken about the 1,650 copies having been 
printed and it will be seen that I was perfectly fair and accurate 
on that point. 
| The gentleman says that he regarded what I had said as ¢ompar- 

atively unimportant, in fact,so unimportant that he did not deem 

a reply from him called for or necessary, and consequently 

h» yielded his five minutes to Mr. OTIS, but he says now that he 

finds an assault upon himself from the gentleman from Alabama, 

an assault so vigorous es toentitle him to the floor on a question 
of privilege. He gives what he regards as my assaulting lan- 

guage. I read from page 6858: 
| Here is what the gentleman from 4labama says: 

‘When we met here last December it was my hope we would all vote to- 
gether. I have never voted forany measure which was not Democratic and 
which was not for the benefit of the people. When I read the Congressi mal 
Directory I saw that my friend from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] Was a Demo- 
| cratic elector forthe grand old State of Georgia in 1884, and that he was 


elected to Congress as a Democrat from the district in which I was bornand 
around which the dearest recollections are associated.” 





I said on yesterday, page 6859, that I intended thisexpression 
as complimentary, and I repeat now that it wassointended. My 
relation with Mr. WATSON had been of the most pleasant char- 
acter, and I am and have been from the first day of the session 
in the fullest sympathy and the most complete accord with him 
in all efforts to benefit the farming interest of the South. The 
facts contained in the paragraph which I have read,and which 
Mr. WATSON states is the only expression in my speech to which 
| he objects, were taken from the sketch of himself in the Con- 
gressional Directory. 

My information is that he wrote it himself and gave it to the 
compiler, and before it was printed he revised the proof, and 
| that he alone is responsible for the facts being recited. I learn 
that he revised it three times; that he revised it for the first 

edition, again for the second edition, and again for the third, 
which was issued last May. I had aright to believe that a man 
who had written his own history and revised it three times, the 
last time being as late as May, certainly was satisfied with it. 
And I assert here what I have stated before, that in referring 
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to it I did it simply for the purpose of using language which I 
thought was complimentary to him, and I think the members of 
this body will concur that it is incomprehensible that any man 
with a well-balanced mind should construe it otherwise. 

I did not know at that time that he was a nominee of the third 
party. I never knew it until since that oceurred, until after I 
made these remarks. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, in this book, on 
pages 41 and 42, is another assertion, which is not correct. In 
speaking of the income tax, Mr. WATSON’S book says, page 41: 

The repeal act passed the Senate January 26, 1871. 

After reciting the vote Mr. WATSON says: 

So, it will be seen that both Democrats and Republicans are guilty of this 
crime. 

On page 42, while still speaking of the income tax, he says: 

This was repealed, as befofe stated, by the act which passed the Senate 
January 26, 1871, and the House on March 3, 1871. The yeas and nays were 
not taken in the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] has long since passed from the question of privilege 
which he raised, namely the charge of drunkenness on the part 
of memberso! the House. Thecharge he now makes is that the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] in this book declares 
that both Demociats and Republicans voted for the repeal of the 
income tax, and that thatwasacrime. [submit that that is not 
a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama will confine 
himself to the question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am confining myself to his 
language, charging a crime, which I want to show is based upon 
astatement in the book, and I now wish to show from the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD that the statement in the book is abso- 
lutely untrue. 

The question of privilege arises from the allegation upon my 
part that a book is being peddled in this Hall, the author of 
which is a member of Congress and that the book contains false 
allegations regarding members of this body, affecting the House 
collectively, affecting its dignity and integrity. Now, I have 


-had one paragraph read on page 235, which I have shown falsely 


states that I voted for a bill which the author asserts is a ‘ dis- 
guised steal.” I have also had the paragraphs on pages 216 and 
217 read which I have denounced as falsehoods. I now wish to 


point out other false allegations regarding members of Congress. | 


If we show by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that there are 
other false statements which reflect upon members of Congress, 
it will be a circumstance aiding in the refutation of the allega- 





his attention to rulings made by previous Speakers on this ques- 
tion. The gentleman seems to think that some sort of injustice 
is being done him by rulings which are in strict conformity to 
parliamentary usage. The Chair would dislike very much to 
have the gentleman from Alabama labor under the impression 
that any injustice is being done him. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I want to show that members 
of the House have been misquoted, and it is my duty to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the Journal of 
the Forty-ninth Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BOUTELLE, on the ground of its being a question of privilege, quoted 


| & Statement made by Mr. WIsE on the 22d instant, in relation to a resolu- 


tion reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs and then under consid- 
ation, and proceeded to address the House. 

Mr. HEREERT made the point of order that no question of privilege had 
been presented by Mr. BOUTELLE, and objected to his proceeding further. 

After debate on the said point of order, Mr. HERBERT made the further 
point of order that Mr. BOUTELLE was not discussing the point of order. 

The Speaker held on this point that Mr. BoUTELLE had no right to go be- 
yond a mere statement of the grounds on which he claimed the floor 

After further debate on the first point of order, the Speaker sustained the 
same, on the ground that the mattersubmitted by Mr. BOUTELLE as a ques- 
tion of privilege presented only a difference of opinion as to certain histor- 
ical facts, and that nothing in the remarks of Mr. Wise imputed to Mr. 
BoUTELLE any improper motive or purpose, and therefore did not present 
a question of privilege underahe rule. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will further have read another 


| decision by Mr. Speaker CARLISLE in the Forty-ninth Congress. 


A resolution was introduced by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Kelley], which resolution sought to expunge from the 
RECORD certain remarks of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER], delivered at an evening session on the previous Fri- 


'day. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kelley] spoke to 





tions which are not susceptible of being refuted by record proof. | 


I am 10w prepared to show that the extracts which I have read 
from pages 41 and 42 are not true. 

Mr. BURROWS. I submit that is not a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Alabama|Mr. WHEEL- 
ER] will surely understand that because a gentleman may charge 
another with having voted fora bill, and that in his judgment the 
passage of the bill constitutes a crime, that does not make it so. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But if he did not vote for it, 
and Mr. WATSON’S book says he did vote for it, how is that? 


The SPEAKER. The ReEcorp then will show that he did | 
| rect. It states how members of Congress voted, and how they 


not. 

Mr: WHEELER of Alabama, 
show that the statement is false. 

Mr. BURROWS. Butthe gentleman has not read from the 
book the charge that he, the gentleman from Alabama, voted 
for the bill. The statement in the book simply is that the vote 
was not taken by yeas and nays. ° 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But I say that the vote in the 
House on the bill 2045, by which the income tax was repealed, 
was taken by yeas and nays, and the statement there made that 
it was not is false. 

The bill passed the House June 6, 1870, the vote was taken by 
yeas and nays, and is recorded on page 4107 of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, second session, Forty-first Congress. We had 
but a handfulof Democrats in the House, but I observe that some 
thirty or forty Democrats, the bulk of those who voted, are re- 
corded against the repeal of the income tax, including such men 
as Cox, HOLMAN, Kerr, Randall, and Slocum. There are sev- 
eral other errors. 

Mr. BURROWS. I submit that thatis not a question of priv- 
ilege at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will confine himself to the question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I[ will doit. There never was 
a man so hedged up as I am by these Republicans to prevent my 
bringing these matters out. lanehion1 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Alabama[Mr.WHzEL- 
ER] seems to misapprehend the situation, and the Chair will call 


I have the RECORD here to 


Ne 


the resolution. The gentleman from Alabama rose to reply. 


| The Journal shows the following, which the Clerk will report: 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. WHEELER, on the ground of its being a question of privilege, claimed 
the floor to reply to Mr. Kelley, who, he asserted, had charged him with per- 
verting a session of the House, with having slandered the deaé@, and with 
pepe —— to the House that which might be regarded as an infringement 
of the truth. 

Mr. William W. Brown made the point of order that no question of privi- 
lege Was presented. 

The Speaker held that unless some statement in the speech of Mr. Kelley 
imputed improper or corrupt motives to Mr. WHEELER, or that he had made 
a false statement knowingly, with intent to deceive the House. no question 
of privilege was presented by Mr. WHEELER. ‘The Speaker also held that in 
a discussion of a proposition which implies in any degree the censvre of a 
member of the House, there must necessarily be allowed more latitude of 
expression in reference to that matter than in the ordinary discussion of a 
matter of legislation pending before the House. 


The SPEAKER. Now, the gentleman from Alabama will ob- 
serve that the Chair only seeks to put himself right, so that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] will not have the im- 


| pression that any unusual rulings are being made by the Chair; 
' but that it has been uniformly held by Speakers of the House of 





all political parties that a gentleman must state his question of 
privilege, and must confine his argument to the question of priv- 
ilege that he has presented to the House, which alone entitles 
him to the privilege of the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, Mr. Speaker, now I was 
just going on to say—and I think I will keep myself within the 
rule—in this book is a statement which I shall show is incor- 


did not vote. I want to show by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 


| that Senators Bayard, McCreery, Saulsbury, Vickers, and Ham- 


ilton of Maryland voted against the repeal of the income tax. 

It was repealed by House bill 2045, which passed the Senate 
July 6, 1870. The vote in the Senate is recorded page 5238 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and page 972 of the Senate Journal, 
second session Forty-first Congress; and I wish also to show that 
Mr. Harris of Louisiana was the only Republican Senator who is 
recorded as voting against the bill. 

I want particularly toexplain this. I want to give alist of the 
Democrats who voted against the repeal of the income tax when 
it passed the House, and I want to show that the bill which Mr. 
WAtSON thought repealed the income tax never passed the 
House at all, and of course was never enacted into law. 

Mr. WATSON says in his book that the bill by which the in- 
come tax was repealed passed the House March 3, 1871, and that 
the yeasand nays were not taken in the House. I assert that no 
such bill was considered at all in the House on March 3, 1871, 
but there wasa vote upon a bill by Mr. Hooper on March 2, 
1871, the purpose of which was to prevent the collection of the 
income tax for asingle year. This vote was taken by yeas and 
nays, and is recorded on page 1851, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and 
page 940 of the House Journal, third session Forty-first Con- 
gress. This bill never passed the House, and of course never be- 
came law. Mr. HOLMAN and a great many other Democrats 
voted against the bill. ; 

On page 41 Mr. WATSON gives a portion of the vote of the 








1892. 





Senate on January 26, 1871, upon the bill which he incorrectly 
says repealed the income tax. I have the bill before me. It is 
Senate bill 1083. It never became the law; it was not even con- 
sidered by the House of Representatives. Mr. WATSON’S book 
says that but 2 Democrats voted against it. At that time poli- 
tics were not so thoroughly defined as now. There were several 
Senators who had been called Republicans who voted with the 
Democrats on the Johnson impeachment, and continued to vote 


with the Democrats on many questions. I notice three Demo- | 
cratic Senators who voted against the bill: Frank P. Blair of 


Missouri, Johnson of Virginia, and Sprague of Rhode Island. | 
hold in my hand the Congressional Directory, Forty-first Con- 


gress, third session. I read from thesketch of Mr. Sprague, page | 
44: | question of privilege, and the business of this House ought not 


Was elected to the United States Senate as a Democrat, and took his seat in 


1963, and was reélected in 1868; his term of service will expire March 3, 1875. | 
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Mr. Hooper’s bill, No. 2994, which was defeated by a yea-and- | 


nay vote in the House March 2, 1871, was very similar to Senate 
bill 1083. 
Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that that is 
not a question of privilege, and I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan rises to a 
question of order, that this is not a question of privilege. 
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sential that they should differ upon questions of policy, and inall 
countries where there are 

Mr. BURROWS. I call the gentleman to order. I submit 
the question whether the gentleman is confining himself to the 
question of privilege. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The gentleman is trifling 
with the Sp2aker and with the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am stating the character of 
the book. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman is now discussing the char- 
acter of political parties generally. I submit that that is not a 





to be interrupted by it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Alabama that the question of privilege sent up purported to re- 
flect upon the honor and dignity of the House and the integrity 


| of its proceedings, and hence the Chair recognized the gentle- 
| man on that question of privilege. The Chair thinks the gen- 


Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman can not rise merely and say | 


that a statement is incorrect and be recognized on a question of 
privilege. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, now, the ‘‘ questions of | 


privilege shall be, first’”—— 


Mr. BURROWS. How much time does the gentleman want? | 
| the objectionable paragraph, we must understand the nature and 


Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Fifteen minutes! How much time has the 
gentleman had, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Sixteen minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS (to Mr. WHEELER of Alabama). Will five 
minutes more do you? 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I just want to read this to the | 


House; and I think the House will be interested. I want toread 
this so as to show how Mr. WATSON was mistaken; it is neces- 
sary in order to do him justice. 

Mr. BURROWS. I insist upon the point of order. [Cries of 
* Let him have it!”’] 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, they say ‘‘ Let him have | 


it.” I want avery few moments more. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the mere desire to re- 


man ought to confine his remarks to the question of privilege 
presented. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iask the Chair if he does not 
think, in discussing this question of privilege, it proper to de- 


| scribe the character of the book which contains the objection- 


able matter upon which the question of privilege is based? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You must confine yourself to 
the cocktail. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, in order to understand 


kind of book in which it is contained, also how it is published; 
and in order to understand its author [ wish to read from the 
pre face: 

in order thateditors, speakers, lecturers, and voters might have in the con- 
venient storehouse of one volume all the scattered information now con- 
tained in many; and in order that they may have a brief statement of the 
line of argument which we adopt upon all essential issues, I have hastily 
written this book. I have endeavored to fill it to the brim with facts—im 
portant facts, undisputed facts. 


ca 2 x an = x ¥ 
THOS. E. WATSON, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 31, 1892. 


Now, as to his ‘‘ undisputed facts.” These votes upon the in- 


| come tax are put in as undisputed facts when they do not state 


fute a statement which may have been made on the floor does | 
not, unless such argument imputes corrupt motives or willful in- | 


tent to deceive in some way, present a question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, how can the Chair tell 
until it is read? I think the Chair wil) find that it is pertinent 
to the question. ; 

The SPEAKER. There must be something like order in the 
proceedings of the House; the privilege of rising to a personal 
explanation is a high privilege, granted members solely under 
circumstances prescribed by the rules; and it ought not to be 
used for any other purpose. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do notintend to use itfor any 
other purpose. 

Mr. WATSON. [ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
—_ be allowed to proceed, without interruption, for fiftean min- 
utes. 

A MEMBER. That cuts you off. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Alabama be permitted to 
proceed for fifteen minutes longer. 

Mr. WISE. I object, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Can I not send this to the 
Clerk’s desk and have it read? It is a new point which I think 
would give me a question of privilege. 

Mr. BURROWS. Regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is that the gentleman | 


shall proceed to discuss the question of privilege which he has 
presented to the House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will apply myself to the ques- 
tion of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Aiabama. And in regard, Mr. Speaker, 
to the question under consideration, as I said, I do not feel pre- 
_— to suggest what course is proper to be pursued by the 

ovse, because there is no precedent in the history of parlia- 
mentary bodies; there is no precedent where a member of a body 
has published a book headed ‘‘A campaign book.” All parties 
that have published such books have taken the greatest pains to 
simply state the truth. It is the ‘prayer book” of the party. 
It is a book which contains the issues made up between the two 
parties. Politics in every country like ours is an essential ele- 
ment. It is essential that we should have two parties. It is es- 


the facts. I have here what he stated about that vote; I want 
to state it, and they will not let me. 

All political parties feel in honor bound to sce to it that their 
books of this kind contain only the truth, and when a book like 
this is brought in here and circulated throughout the country 
to defame every member of this body I think some action ought 
to be taken about it that will be worthy of this House of Repre- 


| sentatives. I had no intention of bringing up that point if! 


could avoid it, but I am glad now that I have done it, because 
I think that the dignity of the House requires that these charges 


| should be thoroughly investigated and the author of the book 





given an opportunity to prove his charges, and the gentleman 
seems to fear it. He came to me yesterday, threatening me if 1 
should carry this matter any further, and telling me that he 
would hold me amenable as Southern men did. 

The gentleman also in hisspeech accused me of violating what 
was taught in the school where I was educated, and he based 
that charge upon the fact that I had not stated that preceding 


the resolution to print 10,000 extra copies of the force bill, 1,650 © 


extra copies had been already printed and distributed, when in 
fact, as far as I could learn, this Congress had not printed any 
copies of the force bill until after the passage of the resolution 
which Mr. WATSON opposed. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the whole book ought to be 
examined. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. You are advertising it? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Oh, yes; I am advertising it. 
I have bought two copies, and s> have my friends bought copies. 
ameuiard 

On pages 235 and 236 the vote on the negative on the subsidy bill 
is pretended to be given, and 50 Democrats who voted against it 
are not put down at all. 

Mr. WATSON, however, truthfully informs his third-party men 
that his friend, Mr. Featherston, from Arkansas, who is a prom- 
inent third party Ocala platform man, voted with the Repub- 
licans for this subsidy bill which Mr. WATSON says is a ‘‘ dis- 
guised steal.” 

On the question of the income tax he says that Mr. Bayard 
voted against repealingit. I say that Mr. Bayard cast his vote 
the other way—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman to or- 
der. He is now discussing the question whether Senator Bay- 
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ard voted for the repeal of the income tax or not. Is thata | appreciate the responsibility that rests upon them—such mem- 


question of high personal privilege? 

The SPEAKER. 
the House is the language read by the Clerk at the instance of 
the gentleman from Alabama from the book prepared by the 
gentleman from Georgia[Mr. WATSON]. The Chair thinks the 
gentleman's remarks ought to be confined to that. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is very 
disagreeable to find one’s remarks so cut up and to be prevented 
from putting inimportant facts. Now, all I want to do is simply 
to read three or four pages of manuscript, stating the dates of 
certain votes and the pages of the RECORD on which they will be 
found and how different members voted upon those questions. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I shall object to anything unless it 
is in order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, in order toshow 
thdt my advocacy of the amelioration of labor is not of recent 
date I ask to have read at the Clerk’s desk several resolutions, 
the first being from the General Assembly of the Knights of 
Labor, thanking me for my actionin Congress in behalf of labor. 
This resolution was unanimously passed by the General or Na- 
tional Assembly of the United States, also six others, all of the 
same character. 

Mr. BURROWS. J rise to a question of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again decides that the gentle- 
tleman from Alabama must confine his remarks to the question 
of privilege before the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
now eon to have read a resolution of the Knights of Labor 
thanking him for his vote on certain measures. Is that a ques- 
tion of high privilege? 

The SPEAKER. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have 
asked to have the resolutions read and gentlemen have objected, 
and I do not make any further point upon it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | want to assert that when I saw the state- 
mentsof the gentleman from Georgiain this book I was so shocked 
that I went to members of the House and asked them if they had 
ever seen “‘ drunken speakers debating grave issues ” on this floor, 
and every gentleman replied that he had not. I asked them if 
they had everseen ‘‘drunken members reeling in the aisles,” and 
they all said they had not. In myown career here I have never 
seen anything of the kind, and incidentally I will remark that 
prior to last January, when I was sick, I have never been absent 
from the House more than three or four days during my whole 
career in Congress. In the sessions of the Fiftieth Congress, 
which lasted nearly eleven months, I was not absent from the 
city asingle day. During the Fifty-first Congress, the long ses- 
sion of which lasted till October, I was not absent from the city 
or from the sessions of this body a single session except one which 
lasted but afew minutes. I went to New York during the Decem- 
ber recess, but I was not absent from asingle session of the House. 

This gives me very good opportunities to know what occurred 
in this House, and therefore I feel convinced that this statement 
so derogatory tomy fellow-members is absolutely devoid of fact; 
and I also assert that during all that period I listened to the de- 
bates on grave issues, and not on a single occasion did I see a 
grave issue or any other issue debated by drunken men. There- 


fore I am able to make this statement with regard to that. I | 
havenever seen ‘‘ maudlinramblings.” Ihave never seendrunken | 


, 


members *‘ reel about the aisles.” I am confident this House of 
Representatives is as sober and correct and as exemplary in its 
deportment as any legislative body that ever existed. 

What has caused these chargesI can notsay. This attack upon 
the House of Representatives and the threats against myself from 
a gentleman whom I have always treated with the utmost cour- 
tesy, and in that debate of which he complains with unusual 
courtesy, are to me perfectly astonishing. In my intercourse 
with members of this House 
courtesy which one gentleman shouldextend toward another. I 
would be ashamed of myself if T did not, and I would not be 
worthy of their regard, and I particularly desire to enjoy the 
regard and respect of my fellow-members. 


and against labor and against the people. I denounce them be- 
cause they are un-American and undemocratic. I denounce 
what Iregard as evil legislation, but I always endeavor to be re- 
spectful to my fellow-members, and every Republican on this floor 
will say that I have never been guilty of addressing myself to 
him in a way that I would not wish him toaddress me; and every 
gentleman of any party, whether he be Greenbacker, Third 


party or People’s party, or Democrat, will testify to the same fact. | 


I think, Mr. Speaker, that the time has come when it is our 
duty to maintain to its fullest extent the dignity of this House, 
te teach members who require instruction to understand and 


ST TI, 


eres ea pe peer nenyner ems 


The Chair thinks the only matter before | 


As a question of privilege the gentleman 


The Chair thinks not, under the rule. | 


have endeavored to exercise the | 


It is true that I have | 
denounced votes which [ thought were in the interest of capital, | 


| bers should be held to strict account. e must uphold the 
honor of this great Government which we all love, this great 
Government which is the pride of the world, this great Gov- 
ernment under which I am so proud to live and so glad to 
have been born—this great Government under whose protection 
| Ll hope to spend the remainder of my life, and the folds of whose 
fiag I desire to have float over my grave. Ours is the greatest 
le suntry on earth, and we should set an example in all things for 
the guidance of all other people of the globe, and my highest am- 
bition is to exercise my best efforts for the glory and honor of the 
United States and my fellow-countrymen—and Mr. Speaker, I do 
not wantin future ages, when my children and my grandchildren 
| point back with pride to the record of ancestors extending back 
| to the colonial days, to have them feel a desire to scratch out 


| from the list one who suffered the disgrace and stigma of havy- 


ing been a member of a drunken Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the people of our country are taking great 
interest in this question of lineage. The Colonial Damesare be- 
ing organized; Daughters and Sonsof the Revolution are being 
organized—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, how does the revival of the 


+ spirit of the colonial days affect this question of personal privi- 


lege? What has the organization of Daughters and Sonsof the 
| Revolution to do with the question now before the House? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair again asks the gentleman from 
Alabama to confine himself to the question before the House. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will not 
interrupt me. I think what I am saying is in order. 
Mr. BURROWS (to Mr. WHEELER of Alabama). 
time do you want? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
Mr. BURROWS. How much? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am not dependent upon you 
for time. I feel I should be allowed to proceed. 
Mr. BURROWS. Ieall the gentleman to order. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am confining myself strictly 
to the question. Iam referring to the value of character in or- 
der to show the enormity of making charges which assail char- 


How much 


A very few minutes. 





acter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must confine himself to the 
| question of privilege presented by the article sent to the desk. 
| Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am proceeding to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not permit a gentleman de- 
liberately to violate the orders and rules of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the Chair state in what 
_way I have done so? I am simply stating why we must take ac- 
tion on this matter. I am stating it ina pertinent and proper 


way. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the language read from 
the desk. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am stating the effect of that 
language. I am bringing myself as closely in line as it is possi- 
| ble to do with the rules, and everyone in the House knows it 
except the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]. 

The SPEAKER. This question goes away beyond any desire 
on the part of any gentleman to make some remarks. This is a 
high question of privilege, affecting members of the House, and 
the protection of their characters and the character of the House 
from assault 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
| acter. 

The SPEAKER. Therefore a question of this kind ought not 
to be perverted to any other purpose. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will not do that; I am taking 
great pains not to doit. I do not think I am perverting it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the gentleman, then, to con- 
fine himself in his remarks to a discussion of the language read 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Ishalldoso. [am simply show- 
ing, Mr. Speaker, the reasons why those ‘articles read at the 
Clerk’s desk were grossly improper; and the reason [ was giving 
was that the people of this country have commenced within the 
last few years t» take more interest in and toattach more value to 
this question of lineage; and the factthat they are doing so, the 
fact that this question of lineage and ancestry is becoming one 
of importance, shows how necessary it is that we should pro- 
tect our characters by a correct course of conduct in everything, 
and that we should repel and disprove false statements regard- 
ing them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that was the line of argumentI was pur- 
suing. I was simply stating to the House the fact that this in- 
crease of interest in these matters—— : 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
order, and call the gentleman to order. The gentleman pro- 
| poses to deliver a dissertation on the value of human character. 





I do and shall value that char- 
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I submit that is not a question of privilege, and that the gentle- 


of remarks of that kind. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have such 
gress respect for this House and such great respect for the 


be embarrassed any further by these continued interruptions on 
points of order, and therefore I will take my seat. 

Mr. WATSON. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I want to ask now, as there are 
about five pages of interesting matter simply stating how persons 
voted and referring to certain pages of the RECORD with the 
dates—I want to ask consent to print this in the RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. How they voted when—on what? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The income tax—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I object. Such matters are of no earthly 


[Mr. WHEELER] charges me as a member of the House with 


body. In replying to the gentleman I shall endeavor to be 
brief, respectful to him and respectful to the House, confining 
myself to matter of self-defensc. 


RECORD, calling them an assault upon himself. By laborious 
effort of memory he forgot that he was the assailant. He forgot 
that he assaulted me not on the fleor of the House, where I had 
five minutes within which I could have responded, but that at 
night when I had no chance to hear or to reply, the gentleman 
from Alabama placed in the RECORD that which was offensive, 
that which he meant to be offensive, and that which I had the 
right to —_ to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the gentleman have it 
read so that we may understand what he refers to? 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not interrupt the gentle- 
man when he was speaking; and I think that if he will wait he 
will see that I shall cover the case fully and fairly, and do him 
no injustice while [ set myself right. 

His attack consisted virtually in charging me with acting im- 
properly under the conditions of my election, with attacking 


solid South with the subtreasur 

improper motives to the distribution of 10,000 copies of the 

“force bill.” In reply to the gentleman from Alabama (I call 

this House to witness) I confined myself to language which was 

parliamentary, which was respectful, and which went no further 

than the demands of the case. 

Mr. SEERLEY. I call the gentleman to order. 

know whether he should not confine himself to the question be- 

fore the House? 

wee ee The gentleman from Georgia will confine 
imself—— 

Mr. SEERLEY. We had all this yesterday. 


Mr. WATSON. I am coming to that directly. The charge 
_ is one of falsehood, and I had to make this statement by way of 
preface. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that the only injustice which was 


an injustice) was corrected by myself voluntarily. In summariz- 
ing what the gentleman has said about an objectionable vote, 
in connection with which he criticised the Republicans and the 


financial policy was based upon the greenback policy, and that 
therefore—— 

Mr. SEERLEY. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SEERLEY. The gentleman is not discussing the ques- 
tion of privilege at all, but is going over the same speech which 
he delivered here yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will please 
confine himself to the matter which constitutes the question of 
privilege. 

Mr. WATSON. 

confine myself within the rules; and this is merely prelimi- 
nary —— 
The SPEAKER. In the case of the gentleman from Alabama 
the Chair, following the uniform rulings, decided that the priv- 
ilege accorded to amember when he arises to a question of priv- 
ilege is confined to a discussion of the matter which constitutes 
the breach of privilege, which in this case is the matter which 
has been read at the desk. The Chair hopes the gentleman 
from Georgia will confine himseif to that question. 


man is violating the rules of the House in enfering upon a series | 


I want to | 


| 
| 





| 


| 


On yesterday he complained of some remarks of mine in the | 


| 


| ORD of which he could with justice complain. 
| the vote to which he has alluded 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Se serge I am endeavoring to do so, and 
treat the ruling of the Chair with the utmost courtesy and re- 
spect. I will proceed in giving what I was going to give, a very 
brief statement about this matter. In order to show that with 


every intention to do equal and exact justice to the gentleman 
peaker who presides in that chair, that Iam unwilling he should | from Alabama I had myself removed everything from the Rrc- 


In reference to 





Mr. SEERLEY (interrupting). Mr.Speaker,I insist that the 
gentleman is not confining himself to the point of order raised. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only request the gentleman 
from Georgia to confine his remarks to the question of privilege 
which has been raised. 

Mr. SEERLEY. He must confine himself tothe charge which 
he assumes to answer. This argument that he is now making 
has nothing to do with the question. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I am coming to the subsidy 


consequence. We can not listen to ancient history here all day. bill in regard to the gentleman’s vote, on which he asserts that 
Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama | I have stated what was not true in regard to himself. 


Mr. COOMBS. That is not the question. Let us hear what 


willful falsehood and conduct disgraceful to a member of this , you have got to say about the charge you have madeagainst this 


House. That isthe point. 

Mr. WATSON. Well, now, if you will just wait for a little 
while I am coming to that; and I wish it to be understood that 
no Representative from New York can bulldoze the “ gentleman 
from Georgia” in the exercise of his rights on this floor. He 
may as well understand that now. 

I come now at once to the subsidy bill. The gentleman from 
Alabama charged me with falsely printing his vote on that ques- 
tion. Mr. Speaker, you will be surprised, and every member of 
this House will be surprised, to know that I told the gentleman 
from Alabama on the day before yesterday that the list of Re- 
publicans there, 139 in number, was fully copied; that the 
Wheeler alluded to in that connection was not a Democrat, but 
was a Republican from Michigan. In the printed list of Demo- 
crats it ended with the names LESTER of Georgia and LESTER 
of Virginia, giving the whole vote 129. But thecopyist stopped 
with the letter L, although every one there was a Democrat, ex- 


| cept some gentlemen from New York, who are the only members 


the party that I represent, with an intention to break up the | 
bill, and with objecting from | 


on this floor who claim the privilege of calling themselves Dem- 
ocrats and voting as Republicans. 

Mr. GREENLEAF. Thank you for that. 

Mr. WATSON. ButIcome at once to the other charge of 
the gentleman from Alabama. The gentleman says that I 
threatened him on yesterday with personal violence on the floor 
of the House. That charge is unfounded. The gentleman may 
have so understood me; but he was mistaken. I went the third 
time to the gentleman from Alabama, endeavoring to convince 
him that I meant no discourtesy towards him, and if he would 
allow me the poor privilege of making apreliminary statement, 


‘which is ordinarily accorded to gentlemen, that I would dohim 


such full, complete, and voluntary justice under such circum- 
stances that he would have discovered there was no reason 


| whatever for this fourth installment of his campaign speech. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the | 
question of privilege submitted by the gentleman from Alabama. | 


done to the gentleman from Alabama in my remarks (if it was | 


Greenbackers, I ironically used the words “‘ rascally Republicans | 
and leprous Greenbackers,” admitting at the time that our | 


He denied to me the privilege which it had been customary 
for gentlemen always to allow to each other—the privilege of 
making a voluntary statement to a gentleman who had felt him- 
self aggrieved. 

Mr. SEERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SEERLEY. The gentleman is not confining himself to 
the question of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, may I be heard for a moment 
on a point of order? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


The gentleman from lowa. 
The question of privilege which the gentle- 


/ man from Georgia raised was not the one raised by the gentle- 


| 





man from Alabama. He rose to answer the question of being 


| charged with falsehood, and he is answering that charge, and I 


hope he will be permitted to proceed. 
Mr. BURROWS. That is right. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will proceed. 
Mr. WATSON. I address it to theconsideration of the Chair, 


, when the charge was made inthis House that I was threatening 


a gentleman with personal violence, whether I have not the 


| right toundertake at least to reply to that for the purpose of 
I assure the Chair that I am endeavoring to | 


showing that I did not use any such language as has been attrib- 
uted to me, and to convince the House that I had done no such 
thing. . ' 

iar. SEERLEY. lIagain rise to a question of order. The 
gentleman has no right to go outside of the question of privilege 
he has alleged. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he rose to reply 
to charges made against him by the gentleman from Alabama, 
and will confine himself to that question. 

Mr. WATSON. Iam endeavoring to do so, Mr. Speaker. 
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Further. the gentleman from Alabama says that this book of 
which he has had this paragraph read is false and defamatory. 
Now, it may be necessary to deny right here that I have entered 
into a copartnership with the gentleman from Alabama for the 
purpose of aiding the sale of the book. I have not done so. I 
may, however, suggest to the gentleman that he may have suc- 
ceeded in aiding its circulation, for he certainly has done it no 
harm, although perhaps he invended to do so. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. He has probably succeeded in cuiting | 


down the price of it. 


Mr. WATSON. And I stand here to defend every line in the | 


book and will do it against all comers, whether from the North 
or South. [Hisses]. 

I say thatevery word in that book is literally true, and all 
men who have been here, keeping their eyes open, and wanting 
to admit the facts, will admit that these facts are fairly stated. 
[A ery of ‘‘No!” and hisses on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. I appeal tothe Speaker to prevent this hiss- 
ing in the House of Representatives. It is a disgrace to every 
man who does it. . 

Mr. WATSON. I think, Mr. Speaker, I can take care of my- 
self. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. SIMPSON. It is the privilege of geese to hiss. 

Mr. WATSON. I think it was Sidney Smith who said—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Wait a moment. 

Mr. TRACEY. I call the gentleman to order. 


The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The | 


Chair will state to the House and the galleries that demonstra- 


tions of any kind, under the rules, are not in order. It is true | 


that this is sometimes violated, butit should not be. The Chair 
appeals to members that there shall be no violation of the rules, 


and that the gentleman shall be permitted to proceed with his | 


personal explanation. 
Mr. TRACEY. But I called the gentleman to order. 


The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from | 


New York rise? 

Mr. TRACEY. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the gentleman from Georgia has just stated that 
he asserts that every word that was read from the desk from that 
book sent up and which he has edited, is true, and I call him 
to order for making such an assertion on the floor of this House, 
attacking the character of the members of the House. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side]. I demand that he take his 
seat under the rules; and I ask that his words be taken down. 


Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman from Georgia has no right to | 


proceed without leave of the House. 
Mr. TRACEY. I wish his words taken down. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. He has been hit. Give him a 
chance to be heard. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read clause 4 of Rule XIV. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


4. If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the | 


House, the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which 
case he shall immediately sit down, Ss on motion of another 
member to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case 
without debate; if the decision is in favor of the member called to order he 
shall be at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and if the case require it he 
shall be liable to censure or such punishment as the House may deem proper. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will take his seat. 

Mr. TRACEY. The words to which I take exception are those 
that were read by the Clerk at the instance of the gentleman 
from Alabama {[Mr. WHEELER], and those in which the gentle- 
man from Georgia asserts that for those words he is responsible 
and that they are true. 

Mr. REILLY. And he repeats them here. 

Mr. TRACEY. And he reiterates them on the floor. Now, I 


wish to have them taken down and read from the Clerk’s desk: | 


and that the usual course be taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Reporter will furnish a transcript of the 
words objected to. 

Mr. WATSON. Am I in order to proceed now? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman is not at present. The 
Chair will call the attention of the House to the rule, so that 
the House may understand the practice: 

4. If any member, in speaking, or otherwise, transgressed the rules of the 
House, the Speaker shall, orany member may, cali him to order; in which 


ease he shall immediately sit down, unless permitted on motion of another 
Imember, to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, 


without debate; if the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he 
Siall be at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the case require it, 
he shall be liable to censure or such punishment as the House may deem 
proper. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] calls the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] to order, claiming that the 
genticman has transgressed the rules of the House. The gen- 


tleman from Georgia, no member moving in his behalf that he | 


be permitted to explain, has resumed his seat. If the House is 


appealed to, the Chair will submit the question to the House 
without debate. 
| Mr. TRACEY. That is what I desire. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the motion that the 

gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] be permitted to explain 
| why he believes those statements to be true. 
| Mr. RAINES. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose doesthe gentleman rise? 
Mr. RAINES. I wish to ask whether itis not proper that 
| there should be a ruling on the words objected to, as to whether 
they are out of order or not. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for the House. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, I appeal to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TRA- 
CEY] under the rules appeals to the House, but the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] moves that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. WATSON] be permitted (in the language of the 
rule) to explain, and the Chair will first submit that motion. 

Mr. SIMPSON. One word, Mr.Speaker. The gentleman 
from Alabama [Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order!’’] 
| TheSPEAKER. TheChair will submitthe motionof the gen- 
tleman from Kansas—— 

Mr.COVERT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COVERT. Does not the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The gentleman from Kansas 
moves that the gentleman from Georgia be permitted to explain. 
That is the language of the rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, before that vote is taken I 
call for the reading of the words to which the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TRACEY] excepts. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read first the stenographer’s 
at of the words of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WAT- 
SON}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Isay that every word in that book is literally true, and all men who have 


been here, keeping their 7 open and wanting to admit the facts, will ad- 
mit that these facts are fairly stated. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the language 
complained of in the book. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 

Lack of common business prudence— 


Mr. WATSON. Read the whole paragraph. 

The Clerk resuming read as follows: 

Lack of common business prudence never more glaring. Drunken mem- 
bers have reeled about the aisles, a disgrace to the Republic. Drunken 
speakers have debated grave issues on the floor, and in the midst of maudlin 
ramblings have been head to ask: ‘‘Mr. Speaker, where was I at?”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] 
now moves that the gentleman from Georgia be permitted to ex- 
plain, and the Chair will put that motion. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the 
_ ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TRACEY. [I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 139, noes 25. 
Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REILLY. If the motion of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. SIMPSON]allowing the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WAT- 
SON] to explain prevails, will it be in order, or will it be in the 
| power of the House afterwards, to act upon the appeal of the gen- 
| tlheman from New York? 

Mr. TRACEY. No. it will not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wiil again direct attention to 
| the rule, so that it may be understood by the House. The Chair 
is ready to hear any suggestion on the subject, but it would 
| seem to the Chair that the explanation should precede the ex- 
| pression of opinion by the House, and that after the gentleman 
| from Georgia has explained, the House should then pass upon 
| the question of whether he shall proceed. Otherwise, the gen- 
| tleman would not get the benefit of the right to explain, which, 
| under the rule, he seems to be entitled to. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, does not the privilege 
now given him require that his remarks in his explanation shall 
be confined to the words taken down? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. On this question the ayes 
are 139, and the noes are 25. The House concedes to the gentle- 
man from Georgia the right to explain the language to which 
attention has been called. 

Mr. WATSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the 
instruction of the Speaker in order that I may comply in reason 
_and spirit with the privilegeaccorded me. The gentlemanfrom 
| Alabama, when he male the charge upon this paragraph, was 
met by myself with the point that the entire paragraph should 
| be read and should stand together. The Speaker sustained the 
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point; and the entire paragraph was read and did stand together, 
making, as I understood, the charge agains tme. Now, the lan- 

uage taken down at the instance of the gentleman from New 

ork is that the facts contained in this book are literally true, 
and that every man who has been here and kept his eyes open 
knows them to be true—or words to that effect. Now, the point 
upon which I desire the instruction of the Speaker is whether 
or not I can discuss the entire book—whether or notI can discuss 
the entire paragraph or whether I am restricted to the lines 
which the Clerk read, over my objection, which the Speaker 
would not entertain at the time when I insisted that the entire 
paragraph should be read? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Alabama pointed out, by having it read at the desk, this 
language: 

Lack of common business prudence never more glaring. Drunken mem- 
bers have reeled about the aisles—a disgrace to the Republic. Drunken 
speakers have debated grave questions on the floor, and in the midst of 
maudlin ramblings have been heard to ask, ‘‘Mr. Speaker, where was I at? 

Now, when the gentleman pointed out that language as such 
a charge, reflecting upon the honor and dignity of the House 
and the integrity of its proceedings, as authorized him under 
the rules to rise to a question of privilege, the gentleman from 
Georgia as a matter of right or justice to himself asked that the 
whole paragraph should be read; and, before the Chair ruled 
upon that, the gentleman from Alabama said he had no objec- 
tion, and hoped it would be read, or something to that effect. 
But the Chair is frank to say that in the consideration of the 
question of privilege presented by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama the charge which the Chair thought constituted the mat- 
ter a question of privilege was the language which the Chair 
has just read. Now, the affirmation by the gentleman from 
Georgia of the truth of every allegation in the book is, the Chair 
thinks, in view of what had gone before, confined, for the pur- 
poses of this proceeding, to that charge which relates to the 
drunkenness of members on the floor of the House, because that 
is what constituted the question of privilege. 

Mr. WATSON. I shall be very brief, and shall endeavor to 
conform to the ruling of the Chair. I think it is only fair to re- 
fer now to the preface which the gentleman from Alabama read, 
signed by myself: 

In order that editors, speakers, lecturers, and voters might have in the con- 
venient storehouse of one volume all the scattered information now con- 
tained in many, and in order that they might have a brief statement of the 
line of argument which we adopt upon all essential issues I have hastily 
written this book. I have endeavored to fill it to the brim with facts, im- 
portant facts, undisputed facts. I have tried to make it an armory from 
which People’s party champions can draw every weapon of offense and de- 
fense. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the language taken down, the statement 
is made by me that the facts as set forth in the book—in the lan- 
guage referred to, on page 216—are correct; that is, correct so 
far as my knowledgeextended. Imeanttomakethemso. ‘‘ The 
Congress now sitting is one illustration ”—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rise toa point of order. I submit that 
the gentleman must confine himself to the matter with which 
he ischarged. He can not go into other matter. 

Mr. SIMPSON. He is just beginning to read it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman's explana- 
tion should be confined to the language which was excepted to 
as unparliamentary, and which constituted the ground of the 
question raised by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WATSON. But, Mr. Speaker, the Chair allowed me to 
have the entire paragraph read together; so that the meaning 
of the paragraph and of each sentence isa part of the explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair was actuated by the 
idea that one might explain the other; and in order that no in- 
justice might be done to the gentleman, the whole paragraph in 
question was allowed to be read. But the Chair is frank to say 
that it does not appear to the Chair that the one has any con- 
nection with the other. 
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my objection. The gentleman from Georgia has made the gravest 
charge in the boldest way I have ever heard against the mem- 
bers of the House. It does not pertain to any party or any mem- 
ber, but to the entire body. Now,I do not want him to get off 
on any other point, but to confine himself to that clear charge, 
which, if it is false, involves the gravest slander against this 
body that could be uttered; and if it is true, the greatest dis- 
grace against Congress. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. May I be heard for a moment on 
the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. As bearing on the statement of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. The House having given the 
gentleman from Georgia an opportunity toexplain, he has aright 
to judge in the first instance of those things which constitute an 
explanation.” Then the House will have theright tosay whether 
it is or is not a sufficient explanation. It seems to me the gen- 
tleman ought to be able to read the entire paragraph consecu- 
tively to show its bearing. 

The SPEAKER. But is there no limitation to the range the 
gentleman may occupy in his remarks? Would the gentleman 
hold that he could read the entire book by way of explaining -a 
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| single remark to which exception is taken? 


Mr. HENDERSON of fowa. I do not of course undertake to 
say that the gentleman might read the Declaration of Ladepend- 


| ence in this connection, but it seems to me that he has the right 


to give that part which is germane to the part charged against 
him, so that, taken with its context, it may be clearly understood. 
It is apart of the res gesiee you may say, in the language of the 
law books, and undoubtedly it would seem that he ought to have 
the right in all fairness to refer to that language. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very anxious to extend to the 
gentleman from Georgia every privilege and latitude that cus- 
tom, practice, and propriety permit on all questions of privilege 
of this character. But the gentleman must bear in mind what 
this is. The gentleman is on the floor toa question of privilege, 


| in reply to allegations made against him by the gentleman from 


Alabama. In the course of his remarks he used language which 
prompted the gentleman from New York to call him to order, 
and under the rules of the House the gentleman from Georgia 
resumed his seat and the gentleman from Kansas |[Mr. Simpson], 
as he had a right to do under the rules, moved that the gen- 
tleman be permitted toexplain, not that he be permitted to read 
extracts at large from the book, or that he be permitted to read 
the whole book, or the whole paragraph, but the part to which 
exception was taken, the language of the book that was excepted 


| to. That is what the gentleman was allowed to take the floor to 


explain. The explanation ought to be confined to that. The 
Chair, therefore, can not permit general debate, or a speech on 


| the general differences which exist between the Republican 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I am reading in good faith on | 


the idea that the whole paragraph is necessary to explain the 
sentence on which the point of order has been made. Surely I 
ought to have some right in the premises in order that I may 
make the matter clearly understood. 

The SPEAKER. But does the gentleman state that the ref- 
erences in the book as to what the House has done in the way of 
legislation, or what it has not done, has any connection with the 
charge that ‘‘drunken members were reeling around the aisles 
of the House?” That is the question, and the only question. 

Mr. WATSON. I think the entire paragraph goes together, 
and should be read in order that it may be all understood. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the Chair will permit the 
gentleman to read the paragraph. 

Mr.WATSON. It has beenalready read by the Clerk, but—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object, and I want to state the ground of 





party and the Democratic party or the third party. That is not 
a question which has any part in this controversy. There are 
certain words which were used by the gentieman in a publica- 
tion, and which were quoted on the floor, and which were in- 
dorsed by him on the floor, to which exception was taken. The 
gentleman has the floor for the purpose of explaining his reasons 
for making that statement. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Has not the gentleman from Georgia the 
right, in making his explanation, to read any paragraphs that 
relate to this subject, or have a bearing upon it, to show his 
meaning? 

The SPEAKER. How does that affect the question at issue 
here? The gentleman might claim that in order to explain ex- 
actly his language it would be necessary to read the whole book. 

Mr. SIMPSON. but there may be a direct connection in the 
paragraph with matters which precede it or follow it which 
would explain it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that there can be 
any connection between them. 

Mr. POST. Let the House determine that. 

The SPEAKER. How, for instance, would the assertion that 
‘pledged to reform, they have not reformed” have any bearing 
upon whether ‘‘drunken members were reeling around the 
aisles?” How could the assertion ‘‘ pledged to economy, they 
have not economized,” or ‘‘ pledged to legislate, they have not 
legislated,” have any bearing on the question of drunken men 
reeling around the aisles or drunken speakers addressing the 


| House? 


Mr. SIMPSON. But I submit, Mr. Speaker, if the fact that 
members are reeling around the House, it would be a demon- 


| stration that they can not legislate. I think there is a direct 


connection in the whole subject. [Laughter.) 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman would then perhaps b> reason- 
ing from effecttocause. The Chair thinks the gentleman should 
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be confined in his explanation to an explanation of the words 
charged. 
Mr. WATSON. 


I understood the Speaker to first intimate | 
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| the House to explain his remarks. 


| 
| 


that I could read the entire paragraph; but, Mr. Speaker the | 


gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], the quasi leader of 
the House, indicates what sort of an explanation he wants—a 
clean, clear-cut, shave-your-head-off sort of an explanation. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is right. We want to know who were 
drunk. 

Mr. WATSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I may not be able to ex- 


plain this matter with the peculiar degree of clearness desired | 


by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], but I under- 
take to say that I will explain it in a way that meets the appro- 
val of every man who desires frankness and fairness and truth, 
whether it hurts his party or helps it. . 

[ claim, Mr. Speaker, that the final chapter of this book is ¢ 


| he has seemed to endeavor to escape. 


Has the gentleman finished 


his explanation? 

Mr. WATSON (reading): 

The Congress now sitting— 

Some of them are sitting in obedience to the rulings— 

The Congress now sitting is one illustration. Pledged to reform— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WATSON (reading): 

They have not reformed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. [I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I havestated that my anxiety was to bring 
the gentleman to the grave charge he has made, and from which 
I must insist on the point 





| oforder that he confine himself to this charge of drunkenness 


summing up of the abuses of the day, a summing up of abuses 


legislative —— 

Mr. MCALEER. What has that to do with drunken members 
on the floor, and drunken speakers? 

Several MEMBERS. That is it. 

Mr. WATSON. Now, if you will keep New England quiet and 
let Georgia have a chance—this is not a free-silverissue. In the 
varagraph alluded to there isan indictmentagainst this particu- 
ao Congress, and the whole indictment ought to stand or fall 
together. Every line init is a separate and distinct count in the 
indictment, strung together by threads that run through them 


against the House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair again appeals to the gentleman 
from Georgia to proceed in order under the privilege accorded 


| him by the House. 


all, and based upon the statements about legislation and non- | 


legislation which went before. 
and I submit to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 


And I submit to the Speaker, | 


Mr. REED. Inasmuch as the Chair submitted the request that 
the gentleman might proceed by unanimous consent to read that 
paragraph, I think he ought to be permitted to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. Was unanimousconsent given? The Chair 
begs pardon. The Chair understood that some one objected. If 
there was unanimous consent the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I objected. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understood that there was objection, and 
that was the reason why I made the point of order. I am ex- 


| ceedingly anxious that the gentleman shall explain the thing 


with his ideal standard of clearness, and I submit to the House | W 
| sion on any other matter. 


with its common-sense standard of fairness, that the indictment 


against this Congress ought to stand just as I have written it, | . 
in oraer. 


sentence for sentence, line for line, and the entire paragraph in 
its integrity. Now,sir, unless the Chair rules me down I will 
read it in that way. 

Mr. DICKERSON. The gentlemanafew minutes agoasserted 
with eonsiderable show of courage 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
nermitted to read the paragraph. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is nothing new init; but let him read 
t. 

Mr. DICKERSON. The gentleman has made a charge. I 
hope the gentleman will not now try to evade it. 

Mr. WATSON. There is nota new thinginit. There is not 
a charge here, scarcely, that has not been made by the Nestor 
of this House, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], so 
far as extravagant legislation is concerned. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Did he say anything about m2mbers get- 
ting drunk? 

Mr. WATSON. 





There is not a charge in this paragraph that 


| ridor. 


has not been made from that press gallery and sent ringing | 


through the newspapers of this land; but now, because I have 


made it, and because ten of the People’s party are here, power- | 


less in the grasp of your tyrannical party, you want to select me 
for a scapegoat—fora martyr to your prejudice. 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr.Speaker, I submit that nothing the gen- 


admitted that they were drinkers at it. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Oh!” | 


with which he is charged; but I do not care to hear any discus- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will proceed 

Mr. WATSON. [Reading.] 

Pledged to legislate, they hive not legislated. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that the gen- 
tleman is in flagrant disregard of the privilege given him, and 
I insist further that he proceed with the reading of the para- 
graph in the hope that when he reads it he will get to the slander 
he has perpetrated on this House. 

Mr. DAVIS. Oh! oh! 

Mr. WATSON. This isan eleventh-hour conversion, but that 
is a little better than not to come at all. 


Extravagance has been the order of the day, Absenteeism was never so 
pronounced. Lack of purpose was never so clear. Lack of common busi- 
ness a never more glaring. Drunken members have reeled about 
the aisles, a disgrace tothe Republic. Drunkenspeakers have debated grave 
issues on the floor, and in the midst of maudlin ramblings have been heard 
to ask, ‘‘ Mr. Speaker, where wasI at?’ Uselessemployés crowd every cor- 
Useless expenditures pervade every Department. 


The only crime charged in that paragraph which a Democrat 
takes offense at is, that he got drunk at the barroom this Con- 
gress allows to be run in this basement; and the RECORD shows 
that members came up here ona previous day of the session and 
You have planted the 


tree, why should you wonder atits fruits? You allow the conta- 


| gion, why should you wonder at the sickness? 


tleman has said has in any way tended to explain the language | 


which was taken down and which he was permitted to explain. 
Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman has been interrupted every 
minute. 
The SPEAKER. 
floor simply by the indulgence of the House, simply to make an 


explanation, and he is not speaking as a matter of right, but as a | 


matter of grace. 

Mr. WATSON. I want no matter of grace from this Demo- 
cratic majority that seeks to hiss me down when I am defend- 
ing my character here on the floor of the House, Jeffersonian 
Democracy grants to a man freedom of speech and freedom of 
pre s, and if you want to howl me down do it, and I will appeal 
from your tyranny to the fairer sense of justice that abides in 
the hearts of the Americam people. [Applause.] I scorn your 
grace. I scorn yourmercy,. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move that the privilege which has been 
granted to the gentleman be withdrawn. 

Mr. WATSON. I scorn 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WAT- 
SON] will take his seat. 
gentleman from Georgia to take his seat. 

Mr. WATSON (speaking at the same time). 
to oppress me, I squarely throw it back on you. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). If the gentleman does not con- 





And if you seek 


form to the rule the Chair will find out whether there is power 
under the rules and in the House to require him to come to or- 
der. 


The gentleman from Georgia was permitted by a vote of 


The Sergeant-at-Arms will require the | 


| defy 


The gentleman from Georgia occupies the | 








| as the gentleman has referred to me, I desire to say 


Mr. Speaker, this House can do with me what it likes about 
that paragraph; but I stand upon it as being the exact truth, and 
proof te the contrary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Name your men. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Asamatter of common fairness, inasmuch 





The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana be permitted to proceed for a few moments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was 

The SPEAKER. This is a question of privilege. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is it not in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman from Indiana may b2 permitted to pro- 
ceed? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. TRACEY. Regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I think this surely is a question of privilege; 
and that in all common fairness I should be allowed to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The rule does not permit debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [shall take opportunity at another time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objected to 
the language of the gentleman from Georgia as transgressing 
the rules of the House. The gentleman from Kansas[Mr. SIMP- 





It is not. 


| SON] moved that the gentleman from Georgia have leave to ex- 


The gentleman from Georgia has availed himself of his 


lain. 
. The gentleman from New York appealed to the 


privilege. 








House to decide on the question, which must be done without 
debate. The question is, Shall the gentleman from Georgia| Mr. 
WATSON] be permitted to proceed? 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. The rule further provides: ‘‘And, if the 
case requires it, he shall be liab!e to censure or such punishment 
as the House may deem proper.” In the absence of any motion 
in relation to the matter, the Chair will proceed with other busi- 
ness. 

TREASURY OFFICIALS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Seec- 
retary of the ‘l'reasury, transmitting, in response to resolution of 
July 23, 1892, the correspondence of chiefs of bureaus of that 
Department and chiefs of divisions in the Secretary’s office, re- 
questing authority to leave the Depariment on official business; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in th» 
Treasury Department and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL HOWARD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 3883) 
for the relief of Samuel Howard, with an amendment of the Sen- 
ate thereto. 
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Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, Il ask unanimous consent that the | 


amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

Line 2, after the word ‘‘to,”’ insert ‘ pay.” 

Line 3, strike out ‘‘nine hundred and fifty’ and insert “six hundred and 
ninety-two.”’ 

The amendments were concurred it. 

Mr. ENLOE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in: and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

QUINCY M’NEIL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 6093) 
for the relief of Quincy McNeil, with an amendment of the Sen- 
ate thereto. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 4, strike out ‘‘ April4’’ and insert ** February 20.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Llinois moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment of the Senate was concurred in; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. JENNIE B. MORRIS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 1338) 
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A bill (S. 2039) granting a pension to Catherine W. Teunis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3253) granting a pension to Martha R. Hitechcock— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ A bil! (S. 3206) to dispose of that portionof Fort Randall mil- 
itary reservation which lies in the State of South Dakota—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2798) for the relief of Peter Light to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A. bill (S.1662) for the correction of the military reeord of 
Francis A. E. Briot—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2379) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S.566) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned 
fort Maginnis military reservation, in Montana, under the 
ho. nestead and mining laws, for educational and other pur, os »s— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 2578) granting the use of certain lands in Walla- 
walla County, State of Washington, to the city of Wallawalla, 
for the purposes of a publie park—to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

ENFORCEMENT OF THE IMMIGRATION AND CONTRACT-LABOR 
LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Hous» a bill (S. 3240) to 
facilitats the enforcementof the immigration and contract-labor 
laws of the United States. 

Mr. STUMP. I ask unanimous consent that the 


bill do lie 


| upon the table. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
NATIONAL HIGHWAY COMMISSION, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Hous» a bill (8.3338) to 
create anational highway commission and to prescribe its duties. 
Mr. POST. I ask unanimous consent for the immediat» con- 


| sideration of that bill. 


granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie B. Morris, with an amendment | 
| granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen C. Heiner: which 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in | 


of the Senate thereto. 


the Senate amendment. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Line 4, strike out ‘‘teamster” in the Twenty-sixth and insert “ private in 
Company I, Sixth.” 

Line 4, after ‘‘ volunteer,”’ insert ‘‘ cavalry.” 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. HULL moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; andalso moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 


The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demande |, and 
unless the demand is withdrawn the Chair can not entertain the 
gentieman’s request. 

Mr. BINGHAM. R2gular order. 

The bill was referred to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
bian Exposition. 

KANSAS CITY, PITTSBURG AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY COM- 
PANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (S. 261) to 
grant the right of way to the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Fort 
Smith Railway Company in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice, and referred to the Committze 


on Indian Affairs. 


MRS. H. C. HEINER. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (S. 2042) 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolu- 


| tion from the Senate: 


ate bills; which were severally read twice, and referred as indi- | 


cated below: 
A. bill (S. 2648) granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3396) granting a pension to Col. Wm. H. Browne— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Murry—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3337) granting a pension to Sarah C. Holland—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3265) granting a pension to Marion C. Gurney—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (842) granting a pension to Ellen Williams—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1098) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
D. F. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1542) granting a pension to C. G. McKnight—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1842) to fix the fees of jurors 
and witnesses in United States courts in the States of Oregon, Washington, 
Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the Sen- 
ate will be complied with, and this bill will be returned. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Kem, indefinitely, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. COMPTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. OUTHWAITE, for two days, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. YOUMANS, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. Scort, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, for ten days, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

Té Mr. HALLOWELL, until Monday next, on account of a 
death in his family. 

To Mr. CHEATHAM, for five days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CURTIS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, which 
is the consideration of the motion of the gent!'eman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider entered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 
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PENSIONS FOR ARMY NURSES. 
Mr. MARTIN. Lrise to present a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. That is privileged. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7294) granting pensions to 
to army nurses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
te, and agree to said amendment with the following amendment: Strike 
out the following words from the Senate amendment: 

“Or who, prior to the completion of such term of service were disabled 
such service and honorably relieved by reason of such disability.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


n 


A. N. MARTIN, 
WALT. H. BUTLER, 
JOHN L. JOLLEY., 
Conserees on the part of the Hou 
C. K. DAVIS, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
; WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
Conferees on the part of the Senat: 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers of both House and Senate, in the conference of the two 
Houses on the disagreeing votes of the same on the bill (H. R. 7294) to pen- 
sion army nurses, have agreed on a report with which this is presented, and 
the result thereof is as follows,to wit: The conferees have agreed on a re- 
port which recommends substantially the same billas the one passed by the 
House, the Senate conferees insisting substantially that the same limits the 
operations and number included under the original House bill. 

The additional section provides that no attorney’s fees shall be paid for 
obtaining a pension under the proposed act, to which the House conferees, 
without expressing any specific opinion, have agreed in order to secure the 
passage of the bill 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. MARTIN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Pending the demand for the regular order, 
I ask unanimous consent for a changeof reference. <A joint res- 
olution which it is important should be acted on, was erroneously 
referred tothe Committee on Labor. Idesire that that committee 
shall be discharged and the resolution referred to the Committee 
on the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Labor was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of a resolution of the 


following title, and the same was referred to the Committee on 
the World’s Columbian Exposition: 
Joint resolution (S. R. 2105) authorizing the foreign exhibitors at the 


| 
| 


| 


World’s Columbian Exposition to bring to this country foreign laborers 
from their respective countries for the purpose of preparing for and making | 
their exhibits 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCooK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3109) to amend an act incorporating the Washington 
and Georgetown Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 3117) relating to post-traderships; 

A bill (S. 2410) to authorize the purchase of the library of his- 
torical manuscripts and printed books belonging to the estate of 
the late George Bancroft; 

\ bill (S. 2292) to accept and ratify an agreement made with 
the confederated tribes and bands of Indians occupying the Ya- 
kima Reservation in the State of Washington, for the extinguish- 
ment of their title to so much of said reservation as is required 
for the use of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying out the same; 

A bill (S. 2985) granting an increase of pension to John Kin- 
ney: and 

A_ bill (S. 680) to authorize the purchase of Lawrie’s picture of 
Gen. George H. Thomas, 


{t also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- | 


ment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 222) to grant certain public lands to the State of 
Minnesota for perpetual use as a public park: 

A bill (H. R. 8537) relating to the limitation of the hours of 
daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon the pub- 
lic works of the United States and of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 5766) granting a pension to Miss Adda Boodger, 
of Lockport, N. Y.: 

A bill (H. R. 78438 

A bill (A. R. 4993) 


granting a pension to Mary C. Smith; 
for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treut- 


len: 
A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Mary O'Connor; 
A bill (H.R. 7244) granting a pension to Florence Esther Wil- 


liams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a private 
in Company I’, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H.R. 7146) to pension Anna Morgan Burns; and 

A bill (H. i. 6262) fixing the feesof jurors and witnesses in the 
United States courts in certain States and Territories. 


rts 





It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives on 
the bill (S. 2137) to amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact amending the 
pension laws so as to remove the disability of those who. having 
participated in the rebellion, have since its termination en- 
listed in the Army of the United States and become disabled,” 
approved March 3, 1877. 

[t also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7294) 
granting pensions to army nurses. 

[t also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
Sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S.1842) to fix the fees of jurors 
and witnesses in the United States courts in the States of Oregon, Wash- 
ington, Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7213) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act authoriz- 
ing the appointment of receivers of national banks, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 30, 1876; 

A bill (S. 2137) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act amending the 
pension law so as to remove the disability of those who, having 
participated in the rebellion, have since its termination en- 
listed in the Army of the United States and become disabled,’’ 
approved March 3, 1877; 

A bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treut- 
len; and 

A bill (H. R. 8537) relating to the limitation of the hours of 
daily service of the laborers and mechanics employed upon the 
public works of the United States and of the District of Columbia. 

A bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Florence Esther Wil- 
liams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a private 
in Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Lilinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5766) granting a pension to Miss Adda Boodger, 
of Lockport, N. Y.: 

A bill (H. R. 7146) to pension Anna Morgan Burns; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Mary O’Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 222) to grant certain public lands to the State of 
Minnesota for perpetual use as a public park; 

A bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 793) to amend the military record of De Loss 
Cramer. 


o 


EULOGIES ON HON. E. K. 
Mr. McKAIG. [I rise to present several privileged reports 
from the Committee on Printing. I ask the Clerk to read the 
resolution and report which Isend to the desk. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


WILSON. 


JULY 26, 1892 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland, submitted the following; which was referred to 

the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Ephraim 
King Wilson, late a Senator from the State of Maryland, 8,000 copies, of 
which number 2.000 shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives 
of the State of Maryland, which shall include 50 copies, to be bound in full 
morocco, to be delivered to the family of the deceased; and of those remaining 
2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives. And the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to have 
engraved and printed a portrait of said Ephraim King Wilson to accompany 
said eulogies. 

The Committee on Printing, to Whom was referred the above resolution, 
having considered the same, report it back with proposed amendments, and 
as thus amended recommend that it do pass: 

In line 9, after the word ‘‘copies,”’ strike out all written matter down to the 
word ** which ”’ in line 12. 

In line 16, after word ‘‘ thousand,” insert ‘‘ six hundred.”’ 

In line 18, after the word “thousand,”’ insert ‘‘three hundred and fifty.” 





The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. McK AIG, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1891. 

Mr. McKAIG. I ask the consideration of another report from 
the Committee on Printing. It is a resolution of the Senate, in 
which the committee recommend concurrence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 


| printed 6,500 copies of the fourteenth number of the Statistical Abstract of 


the United States for the year 1891, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, 
Treasury Department; 1,500 copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 
3,000 copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives, and 
2.000 copies for the use of the Bureau of Statistics. Treasury Department. 
The resolution was concurred in. 
On motion of Mr. McKATG, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 
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EULOGIES ON THE LATE GEN. SPINOLA. 

Mr. McKAIG. Ialso submit a further report from the Com- 
mittee. a 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there | 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Francis B. | 
Spinola, late a Representative from the State of New York, 8,000 copies, 
which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full morocco, to be delivered | 
to the family of the deceased; and of those remaining, 2,600 copies shall be 
for the use of the Senate and 5,350 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to have engraved 
and printed a portrait of the said Francis B. Spinola to accompany said | 
eulogies. 


REPORT. 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the above resolution, 
having considered the same, report it back with proposed amendments, and 
as thus amended recommend that it do pass. 

In line 6, after the word “copies,’”’ strike out all written matter down to 
the word ** which,”’ in line 8. 

In line 11, strike out ‘*4,400"" and insert ‘'5,350." 

The amendments were adopted. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McK AIG, amotion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid upon the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. DICKERSON. i ask unanimous consent to consider a 
small matter, to allow the beginning of the construction of a 
bridge. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I must insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. DICKERSON. This will not consume any time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is ita report from a committee? 

Mr. DICKERSON. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Do you want to file it? 

Mr. DICKERSON. No; I want to have action upon it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, well, I can not yield the regular order 
for the purpose of legislating. Reports from committees may 
be filed with the Clerk so far as I have any objection. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, members havy- 
ing reports may hand them in at the Clerk's desk for reference 

There was no objection. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following priv- 
ileced resolution, and ask its consideration at this time: 

The Cierk read as follows: 

Whereas on page 216 of a book purporting to have been written by THOMAS 
E. WATSON, of Georgia, a member of the House of Representatives, the fol- 
lowing charge appears: 

‘‘Drunken members have reeled about the aisles, a disgrace to the Repub 
lic. Drunken speakers have debated grave issues on the floor, and in the 
midst of maudling ramblings have been heard to ask: ‘Mr. Speaker, where 
was I at?’”’ and 

Whereas the publication of such charges, if untrue, is a grave wrong to 
this body, and if true, the responsibility should be placed where it belongs 
and 

Whereas the said WATSON has reiterated the sams on the floor of the 
House: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House, That a committee of five members be appointed 
by the Speaker to investigate and reportto the House whether such charges 
nre true, and if untrue, whether the said WATSON has violated the privi- 
leges of the House and their recommendations relative to the same. That 
said committee have leave to sit during the sessions of the House, to send 
for persons and papers, to swear witnesses, and to compel their attendance 

Mr. BOATNER. Iask the consideration of the resolution at 
this time. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is that a privileged matter? 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it constitutes a question 
of privilege. The Chair will look atthe matter. [Aftera pause. | 
The Chair thinks on examination that it is privileged. 

Mr. BOATNER. As was justly stated by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr MCMILLIN] a few moments ago—— 

Mr. REED. Before the Chair decides finally as to the ques- 
tion of privilege, there is a proposition in thatresolution to take 
some action with regard to the gentleman from Georgia, as I un- 
derstand it. Is the Chair advised of the fact? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I think, asI heard the reading of the resolution, 
that there is some proposition to take action with regard to the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. REILLY. ‘To determine whether the gentleman has vio- 
lated the privileges of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. REED. I have no desire to do anything more than to | 
exall the attention of the Chair to a portion of this proposition 
which it soems to me is too late now for the House to take cog- 
nizance of. If the House proposed to take cognizance of what 
the gentleman from Georgia stated, in making his remarks on 
the floor, the time to do so was when the gentleman was called 


to order, or the House refused to hear him, and I[ think the 
Chair had the same opinion at the time. If that be true, I sub- 
mit to the Chair whether it is proper to entertain a resolution 
of this character in this stage of the ease. I only make the sue- 
gestion. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that the Chair had 
not seen the resolution before this moment: but understands it 
to refer not to language used on the floor of the House. but to 
language printed in a publication by a member of Congress. 

Mr. REED. But among the whereases is substantially the 


| statement that— 


Whereas he has reiterated it on the floor, therefors 

So that my pointis that, there being a part of the resolution 
which is incompatible with action on the part of the House, it 
vitiates the whole resolution as a question of privilege. That 
is the suggestion I make tothe Chair. [think we ought to pro- 
ceed with care before any action is taken. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I make the further point of order 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman is correct in supposing 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair can not hear two 
gentlemen when both are addressing the House. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee is recognized. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine is correct in 
his construction of the rule as to what has been said, but when 
a member prints a statement concerning the House and its mem- 
bers which is slanderous, if false, he can be called to account for 
it at any time. 

Mr. REED. That may be, but he must be called to account 
for it as a separate proposition. It must not be mixed up wit 
something that he can not be called to account for. It ceases to 
be a question of privilege when it contains something which is 
not privileged. You can not bring in a whole proposition, part 
of which is not privileged, upon the strength of a part which is 
privileged. That is the suggestion I make. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the complaint made in the resolution 
of the gentleman from Louisiana is as to the publication of this 
matter in a book. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will suggest to the gentleman from Maine 
that I am not concerned with the gentleman from Georgia. Lam 
concerned with the wholesale charge which has been made 
against this House, from which the inference may be drawn 

Mr. REED. Iam not concerned with the matter at all except 
to make these suggestions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has suggested 
a question of order, and the Chair thinks— 

Mr. BOATNER. If the Chair will hear me upon that 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide the question. 
The Chair thinks the rule that the gentleman from Maine refers 
to is quite plain. 

If a member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the membe1 

liz iim to order, et« 





And he shall not be answerable for it after the House has pro- 
ceeded with other business. That is the rule to which the gen- 
tleman from Maine refers? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution refers to language printed 
in a book, as the Chair understands. The Chair overrules the 
suggestion. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I rise to a point of order. My point of 
order is that the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is not of higher privilege than the 
business now pending before the House. The business before 
the House, as [ understand, relates to a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that the business before the House is not a con- 
ference report. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 
ence committee. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Upon a motion to concur in an amendment 
of the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, but it is notin conference. It was in 
conference, but the conferees have reported to the House that 
they could not determine it, and the House has discharged the 
conference committee from the further consideration of it, and 
is proceeding to consider it itself. Under the Rules as far back 
as the Twenty-ninth Congress— 

Wheneygr the speaker is of the opinion that a question of privilege is in 
volved in @ proposition, he must entertain it in preference toany other busi 


[t is a vote upon the report of a confer 


| ness 


That was held as far back as the Twenty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, If I can have the attention o! 
the House for a very few moments, I wish simply to say that the 
object of this resolution is to ascertain the facts upon which the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr.WATSON} has based his wholesale 
charges against the integrity of this House. If it be true that 
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members were seen staggering through the aisles drunk, and if | 


it be true thatspeakers have been in the habit of addressing the 
Chair and discussing important public questions while in a state 


of maudlin drunkenness, why, sir, it is a disgrace to the House. | 


If, on the contrary, these statements are not true, then the 
charge is a disgrace to its author. I think the House owes it to 


itself to investigate these charges, and to put before the country | 


the facts in the case. 

Now, in reference to the portion of the resolution to which the 
genileman from Maine referred, I only inserted that as an addi- 
tional reason why the House ought to order the investigation. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] had made a charge 
in a printed book. We might possibly be excused for ignoring 
that charge, but he reiterates it upon the floor of the House. 
We could not condemn the gentleman from Georgia without per- 
mitting himi to try to prove the facts upon which he had made 


the charge. If the statements were true, why, he had the right | 
to make the charge, and therefore we could not hold him respop- | 


sible or punish him for making the charge without giving him 
an opportunity to show the truth of the charge. So, the inser- 
tion was made, as showing the importance of this investigation, 
that the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. WATSON] had not only 
published this charge broadcast through the country, but tha 
he had reiterated it upon the floor of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I now move to amend the resolution so as to au- 
thorize the committee to report at any time. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right todo that. He 


can insert that into the resolution wherever he wishes to. 

Mr. BOATNER. I demand the previous question; but before 
doing that I yield to the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I only rise to ask the attention 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] to the fact that 
his statement was so broad as to what I had said that it might be 
construed to include the charge of intemperance upon the part 
of members, and I hope that he will at once disclaim intending 
to extend it tothat. [havecomplained on the floor of the House 


of the extravagance of our procedure; but certainly the gentle- | 


man never heard from me an intimation that any member of 
the House had been before the House in a state of intoxication. 
| hope at once he will disclaim that. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no hesitation whatever 
in assuring the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN]that what 


| said in reference to himself applied to the charges of extrava- | 
yance, want of economy and nonlegislation, along these lines 


that the Democratic party was pledged to legislate upon. In 


other words, ‘retrenchment, economy, and reform.” That is | 


all I undertook to apply to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is correct as to that. Ihave 
frequently complained on the floor of the House that we were 
not sufficiently economical, considering the condition of our 
Treasury; but as to intemperance, I wish to say, as a matter of 
fairness, that I have never known a House of Representatives so 
yenerally exempt from the misfortune of intemperance as the 
present House. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Louisianademands the 
previous question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BOATNER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of 
Mr. BOATNER, Mr. WOLVERTON, Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia, 
Mr. GRouT, and Mr. SIMPSON as the committee referred to in 
the above resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 


announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution (S. R. | 
112) to print and bind 1,000 extra copies each of the drill regu- | 
lations for infantry, cavalry, and artillery; in which the concur- | 


rence of the House was requested. 

[t also announced that the Senate-had passed the following 
concurrent resolution: in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 1,000 copies of the report of the results of the survey made pur- 
suant to the act of March 2, 1891, ‘“‘to enable the President to cause careful 
soundings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the 
Kingdom of the Hawalian Islands, for the purpose of determining the prac- 
ticability of laying a telegraph cable between these points,” 300 copies to be 
for the use of the Senate, 400 for the House, and 300 for the Navy Depart- 


ment, the cost of the same to be paid from the unexpended balance of the | 


money appropriated for this survey. 


A further message from the Senate, by Mr. Platt, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 793) to amend the military record of De 
Loss Cramer. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk's desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 

FORESTRY LAWS. 

Mr. CAMINETTI, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported back favorably the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture (and Forestry) be, and is 
hereby, requested to report on or before the 15th day of December, 1892, the 
necessity for and condition of the forest reservations now established as 
such by laws of Congress in the State of California for forestry purposes, 
also to report necessary legislation concerning the same; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT M’KEESPORT, PA. 


Mr. WARNER, from the Committe2 on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 370) for the 
erection of a public building at McKeesport, Pa.; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND FOR NEW CUSTOM-HOUSE BUILDING, BAL- 
TIMORE, MD. 

Mr. WARNER also, from the sams committee, reported back 
favorabiy the bill (H. R. 183) to provide for the purchase of ad- 
ditional land in the square now occupied by the custom-house 
in the city of Baltimore, Md., and for the preparation of plans 
and specifications for a new custom-house building; which was 
| referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
| printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 80) to provide 
for acquisition of additional land and the erection of an addition 
| to the custom-house, post-office, etc., building at Bridgeport, 
|Conn.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ERECTION OF PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLENTOWN, PA. 

Mr. WARNER also, from the same committee, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 391) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Allentown, in the State of Pennsylvania; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to bs printed. 

ERECTION OF PUBLIC BUILDING AT MUNCIE, IND. 

Mr. SHONK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 677) for the erec- 
| tion of a public building at Muncie, State of Indiana: which was 

referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
| the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to b2 
printed. 
PURCHASE OF LOT 10, SQUARE 683, IN THE CITY OF WASH- 
INGTON, D. C. 

Mr. SHONK also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 903) providing for the purchase of lot 10, in 
square 683, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was referred 
| to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRED RICE. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky presents a 
privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. HATCH submitted the following; which was referred to the Committee 
on Accounts: 

Whereas Fred Rice has served as special messenger to the Committee on 
Agriculture without pay since February 1: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Doorkeeper be instructed to place his name upon 
the laborers’ roll, and that. the said Fred Rice be paid out of the contingent 
fund for services rendered from February 1 to April 1, inclusive, at the rate 
of #2 per day. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that in order? 
| Mr. HOLMAN. There was so much confusion that the read- 
| ing was not understood. 

The SPEAKER. What is the point made upon this resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That it is not privileged. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it will be read again. It was not un- 
derstood. 

The resolution was again read. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think that is a privileged matter. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to clause 51 of Rule XI: 


The following-named committees shall have leave toreport at any time 
onthe matters herein stated: * * * The Committee on Accounts, on all 
matters of expenditure of the contingent fund of the House 


Mr. HOLMAN. Butit must be considered in Committee of 
the Whole the same way as other matters making acharge upon 
the Treasury. 

Mr. DICKERSON. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DICKERSON. The rule doesnot apply to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it does. 

The SPEAKER. If the point is made, the matter must be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I think if the Speaker will look at the de- 
cisions he will see that it does not require that matters reported 
from the Committee on Accounts shall be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The rule is very specific. 

Mr. DICKERSON. If the Chair will look at the rule he will 
see that it is not to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
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amendment, which is, under the rules, a direction that the House 
immediately proceed to voteuponit. Therefore, the Chair holds 
that this report is not in order at this time. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Then I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to re- 
consider the vote by which the House agreed to recede from its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. BINGHAM] moves to lay that motion on the 


| table, and on that question demands the yeas and nays. 


the Chair to the fact that this report provides for the payment | 


of an official who has never been authorized by the House, and 
I ask if that is a privileged matter? 

The SPEAKER. It occurs to the Chair that it is privileged, 
because it is an appropriation from the contingent fund of the 
House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The fact that itis for the payment of some 
person who is not an official of the House out of the contingent 
fund does not make that a privileged report. The mere fact 
that it is areport from the Committee on Accounts for an ex- 
penditure out of the contingent fund does not make it privileged, 
otherwise they might create any number of officials that they 
provide shall be paid out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the rule on the} subject will be read. 
This is a matter which involves a charge upon the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that this resolution 
must be consideredin the Committee of the Whole. The Chair 
will ask the gentleman from Kentucky if there is any decision 
against that provision? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
times, and my recollection is thatit has been uniformly held that 
a resolution making an appropriation out of the contingent fund 
of the House was a charge upon the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The rule the gentleman must know, goes 
further than that. This is a payment out of an appropriation 
already made. The codifier of our rules has inserted in the 
Digest this proposition: 

Propositions reported from the Committees on Printing, and on Accounts 
for the payment of money out of funds already appropriated are, according 
to the practice, immediately considered in the House. But, if the point were 
made, their first consideration should be in Committee of the Whole since 


they are within the express terms of clause 3, Rule XXIII, being proposi 
tions ‘‘authorizing payments out of appropriations already made.” 


So that they would have to go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How does this rise to a higher privilege 
than an appropriation bill which has been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, a committee which is authorized to 
report at any time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it does. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then is a great appropriation bill to be set 
aside by a matter like this? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will give 
his attention. : 

Mr. DICKERSON. 
ity. 
The SPEAKER. There is another point suggested. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Well, what is it? 

The SPEAKER. 
tee on Accounts the privilege of having reports considered re- 


IT am not able now to turn to the author- 


specting appropriations from the contingent fund, grants to the | 
Committee on Appropriations the privilege of the right of way | 


for the consideration of appropriation bills reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations; and there is pending an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill on which the House has ordered 
the previous question. So that the privilege of an appropria- 
tion bill, which is at least on all fours with the matter called up 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, is first in order, and is pend- 
ing. 

Mr. DICKERSON. It is true it is an equal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. And its consideration having been entered 
upon it would have priority; and in addition has the further ad- 
vantage of having had the previous question ordered upon the 
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The same rule which grants to the Commit- 


I have heard this question raised several | 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that th: House ad- 


| journ, and pending that, I move that when the House adjourn 


to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay that motion on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state to the gent!eman from 
New York that a motion of this kind can not be tabled. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move to amend the motion of the gentieman 
from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] by substituting Tuesday for 
Monday. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BAILEY, 
and the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 20. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion to adjourn pending, and 
this is a motion to fix the day to which the Hous: shall adjourn. 

Mr. DICKERSON. But, Mr. Speaker, after no quorum ap- 
pears, is not the motion to adjourn in order? 

The SPEAKER. There has been no vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. DICKERSON. No; but there has beer. a vote by count. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wili look at the question. One 
motion to adjourn is pending. 

Mr. DICKERSON. If the Chair will decide that there is no 
quorum, and upon that carry the matter to a vote, then it must 
necessarily follow that a motion to adjourn would be in order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is a question that the Chair must look 
at. [Afterexaminingtherule.| Itseemsthat under the practice 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky |Mr. DICKERSON] 
would be in order. The Chair had not paid any special atten- 
tion to this, the reading of the rule, but it seems to cover the 
question. The reason for the precedence assigned to the motion 
to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn is that before 
the House adjourns it is necessary to fix the time to which it 
shall adjourn, but when less than a quorum is pres*nt no motion 
to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn is in order; con- 
sequently, at such atime, a motion to adjourn would take prece- 
dence. Therefore, the Chair entertains the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, which would have pree>:dence, 
a motion to adjourn or a motion for a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn, it having been made 
first. 

The ques‘icn was taken on the motion of Mr. DiCKERSON, and 
the Speaker declared that the noes se»med to have it. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 41. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were refused, 13 members only voting in 
favor thereof, and 78 in opposition. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it, and the Housce refuses to 
adjourn, and the question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] that when the House adjourn to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. On that motion no 
quorum has voted. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, is it in order now to move 
for a call of the House, no quorum being shown on th 
just had? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I make that motion. 

The question was taken on ordering acall of the House, and 
the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DICKERSON. IL ask for a division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 1), noes (4. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The House refuses to order a call, and the 
question now recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BAILEY]. On that question no quorum voted and the point 
of no quorum was made, and the Chair appoints to act as tellers 
the gentleman from Texas|Mr. BAILEY] and the gentleman from 


vote 


| Pennsylvania {[Mr. BINGHAM}. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 1, 
noes 55. 

Mr. BAILEY. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY). The gentleman 


from Texas makes the point of no quorum. 
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Mr. BUTLER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order a call of the House? 

The question was taken; 
18, noes 23. 

So the House refused to order a call. 

Mr. PATTON. [ask unanimous consent to offer the follow- 
ing resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But no quorum has voted, and 
the Chair will state to the gentleman that nothing is in order 
excepting the two motions provided in the rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let it be reported subject to objection. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Lobject. 

Mr. LITTLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MARTIN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. If 
the House should adjourn, what would be the effect on the even- 
ing session? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
with the evening session. 

Mr. MARTIN. 
motion to adjourn. 

The que stion wa 


[ move a call of the House. 
The question is, Will the House 


and on adivision there were—ayes 


The effect would be to dispense 


taken: and on a division there were—ayes 


11, noes 41. 


So the House 


Mr. BUTLER. 


25, noes 31. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Ulinois. 


refused to adjourn. 


The yeas and nays were ordtred. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 66, not | 
voting 173; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Amerman, 


Babbitt 
Barwig, 
Bowman 
Branch 
Bretz, 


Brookshire 
Brown 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J 
Butier 
Cadmu 
Campbell 
Cobb, Ala 
Coomt 
Cooper 
( 
( 


‘ro 


yumm 
D 8] 
Di 

Do 

Dor ry 
Ny 

Ba 

Hal) 

By in 
Binghan 


Allen 
Andrew 
Ar 
Atkinso1 
Bacon 
Ban ea 
Bartin 
Belden 
Belknap 
Bel 
Hentley, 
Bergen, 
Blanchard 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boatner 
Boutelle 
Bower 


Brawley 


} ‘ 
1woovel 


Breckinridge, Ky 


Brickner 
Broderick 
Brosius 
Brunner 
Bryan 


YEAS—90. 


Dungan Jolley, 
Edmunds Kyle, 

Ellis, Lane, 

E.pes, Lapham, 
Everett, Lawson, Ga. 
Flick, Lester, Ga. 
Forman, Lockwood, 
Forney, Lynch, 
Grout, Martin, 
Hall, McAleer, 


Hamilton 

Hare, 

Harries 

Harter, 

Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Henderson, Ill. 
Hermann, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, ILL. 


McClellan, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
Meredith, 

O’ Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Owens, 

Parrett, 
Patterson, Tenn 
Pearson, 


Houk, Tenn Pendleton, 
Hull, Post, 
Johnstone, S. C. Powers, 
NAYS —64 
Crawford Hitt. 
Dailzell, Hiouk, Ohio 
Daniell Johnson, Ind 
Davis, Kribbs, 
De Forest Lester, Va. 
Dingley, Lind, 
Durborow, Mallory, 
icnglish, McCreary, 
Fowler, McKeighan, 
Funston, McRae, 
Geissenhainer Meyer, 
Gillespie, Otis, 
Grady, Patton, 


Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 


Pri 


Greenleaf, 
Griswold, 
Halvorson, 
Henderson, Iowa 


NOT VOTING—173 
Bunn, Cutting, 
Bunting Dickerson, 
Burrows Dolliver, 


Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Elliott, 
Enloe, 
Enochs, 
Fellows, 
Fitch 
Fithian, 
yan, 
Gantz, 
Geary, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Hallowell, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, Lowa 
Haynes, Ohio 
Hemphill 
Herbert, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss 
Hooker, N. Y 


Bushnel 
Bynum, 
Cable, 
Capehart 
Catchings 
Cate, 
Chapin, 
Cheatham 
Clark, Wyo 
Clarke, Ala 
Clover, 
Coburn, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton 
Coolidge, 
Covert 
Cowles 

( 
‘ 
‘ 


ox, N. ¥ 


Crain, Tex 
Culberson 
Curtis 


[ move a call of the House. 
‘lhe question was taken; and on a division there were— ayes 


Let us have the yeas and nays. 


Raines, 
Reilly, 
Rockwell, 
Seerley, 
Shell, 

Shonk. 
Smith, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Steward, Il. 
Stone, C. W. 
Townsend, 
Van Horn 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
White, 

Wike, 
Williams, N. C. 
Williams, ILL 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright. 


Shively, 
Simpson, 
Snow, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stout, 

Taylor, IL. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Turner, 
Wadsworth. 
Warner, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wolverton 


Hopkins, Pa. 
Huff, 
Jobnson, N. Dak 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 

Kem, 
Kendall 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Lagan, 
Lanham, 
Lawson, Va. 
Layton, 
Lewis, 
Little, 
Livingston. 
Lodge, 
Long, 

Loud, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McDonald, 
McKinney, 
Mec Millin, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mitchel, 
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| hope, then, the House will not agree to the 
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Montgomery. Peel, Snodgrass, Turpin, 
Moore, Quackenbush, Springer, Walker, 
Morse, Randall, Stahinecker, Warwick, 
Moses, Ray, Stevens, Washington, 
Mutchler, Rayner, Stockdale, W eadock, 
Newberry Reed, Stone, W. A. W ever, 
Norton, Reyburn, Stone, Ky. Whiting 
Oates, Richardson, Storer, Willcox, 
O'Donnell, Rife, Stump, Williams, Mass 
O’Ferrall, Robertson, La. Sweet Wilson, Ky. 
O'Neil, Mass Robinson, Pa Tarsney, Wilson, Mo. 


Outhwaite, Rusk, Taylor, Tenn, Winn 
Page, R. L. Russell, Taylor, E. B. Wise, 
Page, Md. Sanford Taylor, J. D. Youmans. 
Pattison, Ohio Sayers, Taylor, V. A 

Payne, Scott, Terry, 


Paynter, Scull, Tucker, 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. SCULL. 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. CURTIS. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. LAWSON of Virginia with Mr. HopKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Hurr. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. ENOCHS. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAB. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. SWERT. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN, on all matters connected 
with the World's Fair appropriation. Mr. HAUGEN would vote 
for the appropriation and Sunday opening, Mr. O’FERRALL 
would vote against both. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, alsoon the World’s 
Fair appropriation. If present, Mr. CLARK would vote for the 
appropriation, Mr. MOORE against it. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOWERS, and on World’s Fair appro- 
priation. 


Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR, and on World's 


| Fair appropriation. 


The following are paired on World’s Fair appropriation: 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. BACON. 

Mr. McKINNEY with Mr. BRAWLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. BRYAN. 

Mr. WINN with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 

vir. ALDERSON with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. BRICKNER. 

Mr. BRUNNER with Mr. COOLIDGE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. YOUMANS with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. GEARY. 

Mr. NEWBERRY with Mr. LEWIS. 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. O’DONNELL. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

Mr. BUSHNELL with Mr. FrrcH. 

lr. MITCHELL with Mr. HALLOWELL. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. CUTTING. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Kem. 

for this day: 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. CABLE. 

Mr. CRAIN of Texas with Mr. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. MorRSE. 

Mr. HOAR with Mr. BERGEN. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. RIFR. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. KRIBBS and Mr. ROBINSON are paired until Tuesday next, 
also on World’s Fair appropriation. 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. LIND are paired for the remainder of the 
session. 


Mr. TARSNEY and Mr. WEADOCK are paired until adjourn- 


PATTISON of Ohio. 


| ment on all questions relating to the World’s Columbian Exposi 


tion. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE are paired for The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state tothe gen- 
Friday and Saturday on the World’s Fair. tleman from Texas that that motion can not bs entertained, ex- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. <A call of the House is ordered. | cept by unanimous consent. Ther 





FE eae se a 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following- 


named members failed to respond to their names: 


Abbott, 
Alderson 


i . ‘ ‘ 

; ; Situation? ) 
Allen, Crain, Tex Lind, Scull, | : r ' = ; pe { ; 
Arnold, Curtis, Livingston, Shell, Mr. LANHAM. [ hope my colleague [Mr. BarLey] will ac- iF 
Bacon, Cutting, Lodge, Snodgrass, cept my motion. i 
Belden, Donovan, Magner, Springer, | The SPE c<ER tempo The vote now reeurs . , 
Belknap, Dunphy, McDonald, Stahlnecker, | qT ae ae S aanaans ~ ' Phe | shee + a ooure on the 
Beltzhoover, Elliott, McKinney, Stevens, proposition of the gen ( man rom Texas |Mr. BAILEY] that ai 
Bland, Enochs, Miller, Stockdale, when the House adjourns it be to meet on Tuesday next. 
ne, eae ae coo — ; Mr. LANHAM. l[ask the gentleman to withdraw his motion, 1 
Boutelle, Fithiar Moore, Sweet, — in order that I may make a motion that the House take a recess (yi 
Brawley, ryan, Morse, Tarsney, until 8 o’clock this evening. : ; 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gantz, Moses, Taylor, Tenn. The SPEAKER aati ne . A ea ti am Hino} <i 
Brickner, Geary, Newberry, Taylor, E. B. M eee ee fs » tempore. But he . “pepetgutcnasene elonplasimameapeanae wh 1h 
Broderick, Gorman. Norton Taylor, J.D. [} Pr. AYLOR] objected to the request for unanimous consent ij 
Brunner, Hallowell Oates, 1 aylor, V.A. that the House now take a recess. 
Bryan, Harmer, O’ Donnell, Tucker, ! Mr. I I ’ Tha (a : th: a ae tale 1 
eee Hatch O'Ferrall, Wadsworth, a Oe, The Be make a motion that th House take. i 
Bynum, Hayes, Iowa O'Neil. Mass. Walker, a recess unti 5 O¢ LOCK t usevening. { think my colleague [| Mr. rit 
Cable, Heard, Outhwaite Warwick, BAILEY] will withdraw his motion. { 
‘ 2 smmnhil In ra se re i ‘ oD my . . i 
Campbell, Hemphill, Page, R.1. Washington, The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are two motions pending, i 
Capehart, Herbert, Pattison, Ohio Waugh, end aie ter the « 1 ; a Saae Wate Thin. Comnnee > ; 
Catchings, Hoar, Patton, Weadock, j one made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMIN 
Causey, Hooker, Miss. Peel, Wever, that the House adjourn until Monday next, and there is furthei 
Cheatham, Hooker, N. Y. Quackenbush, W hiting, | 


Cox, Tenn. 
Craig, Pa. 


Lester, Ga. 
Lewis, 


Sanford, 
Scott, 





Chapin, Hopkins, Pa. Randall, Willcox, eee : ee “A | 
Clark, Wyo. Hopkins, Il. Ray, Williams, Ma LEY] that the House adjourn until Tuesday next. ; 
Cockran, oo yi Rayner, — Ky. Mr. LANHAM. Task the gentleman to withdraw that. 

Cogswell, Johnson, Ohio Rey burn, inn, Tha apm rr = , ner There is al a motion 1% j 

Compton, Ketcham, Richardson Wise, 4 h SE BA KER pro tempore. There is also a motion pend 

Coolidge, Lagan, Rife, Youmans | ine to adjourn. 


Cowles, Lawson, Va. Robertson, La. 
Cox, N. Y. Layton, Rusk, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will now be closed—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the doors 
may remain open. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will now call the names 
of members who failed to respond on the first call, and on this 
call excuses will be in order. 

Mr. DALZELL (when the name of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A. STONE, be excused. He was unexpectedly called away 
last night. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and ninety-four 
members—more than a quorum—have answered to their names. 

Mr. MARTIN. lLask unanimous consent that further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

the House take up the Calendar of Unfinished Business, and con- 


| journ until Tuesday next, 


is now pending the motion 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BarLey] that the House ad- 
which motion is of higher privilege. 


} 


. Speaker, what is the parliamentary 


Mr. DICKERSON. Mr 


pending the amendment of the gentleman from Texas | Mr. Bal 


Mr. BAILEY. Iwould be perfectly willing to accept the sug- 
gestion of my colleague [Mr. LANHAM], but that would involve 
a withdrawal of the motion to adjourn until Monday next, as 
well as the motion to adjourn until Tuesday, and it would be us 
less to withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER protempor All these motions have priority. 
The question now recurs on the motion of the gentleman from 
Texas that when the House adjourns it be until Tuesday next 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro temporé announged 
that the no23 se2med to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. CUMMINGS) there were—ay* 
11, noes 38. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as te! 
lers the gentleman from New York |Mr. CUMMINGS] and the 
gentleman from Illinois | Mr. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Spea 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will stat 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the motion to be that when the 
House adjourns it be to meet on Tuesday next, instead of th 


| we now adjourn. 


sider the bills reported to the House from the Committee of the | 


Whole at last Friday night's session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. MARTIN] asks unanimous consent, pending the regular or- 
der, that the House now proceed to the consideration of pension 
and other bills reported from the Committee of the Whole at 
last Friday evening's session. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. MARTIN. I hope the gentleman will notobject. My re- 


The SPEAKER protempore. The pending motion is that when 
the House adjourns it be to meet on Tuesday ne 

After some time spent in the count, 

Mr. CUMMINGS said: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the | 
no quorum, and renew my motion. I| now ask unanimous con 
sent that a recess be taken until 8 o'clock. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. Lobject. [Cries of ‘‘An 
nounce the vote! ”’| 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. On this question the ayes are 2, 
the noes 34. The noes have it, and the motion is disavreed to. 


quest is in the interest of pension legislation. The question now recurs on the motion of the gentleman fron 
Mr. REED. It is perfeetly ridiculous. We ought to pass the | New York. 
business that is now before the House, and we can then attend to Mr. CUMMINGS. I submit a request for unanimous cons 


the other. The men who are opposing the passage of pension 
bills are on the other side of the House and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] knows it. It is perfectly shameful to at- 
tempt to shift responsibility in this way. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You ought tocome here on pension nights 
and help us pass some bills. 
night yet 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I feel that the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] has done me an injustice. I do not think I 
have done anything to require the lecture he has chosen to ad- 
minister tome. I ask this because these bills are before the 
House and because I know members are interested in them, and 
we had better be doing this than what we have been doing. 

Mr. REED. You had better put down this rebellion, and then 
there will be plenty of time to attend to the other matters. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Further proceedings under the 
call have been dispensed with. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 


You have not been here a pension | 


L ask unanimous consent that we take a | 


that a recess be taken until 8 o’clock to-night for the considera 
tion of pension bills. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent, pending the regular order, that a recess 
be now taken until 8 o’clock, under the special order. I[s there 
objection? 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of SouthCarolina. Lobject. We have got 
an opportunity now to transact business, and it is cf 
wait until to-night. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move a eall of the House. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to haye it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 22, noes 2 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 40, not 
voting 173; as follows: 


no use to 






recess until 8 o’clock this evening, for the purpose of consider- YEAS—96 

ing pension bills at the evening session. bs | Alexander, Bentley, Brookshire. Caruth, 
Mr. TAYLOR of [llinois. [I object. Amerman Boatner Bucnanan, Va. Causey, _ 
Mr. LANHAM. : I move that the House take a recess until 8 | Babbitt, cea ee. Clarke. Ala 

o'clock this evening. | Barwig, Bretz, Campbell, Gocunie, 


a 


a Sh nna lenien PUY 
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Cooper, 
Crosby, 
Cummings 
Daniell, 
De Forest, 
Doan, 
Dockery, 
Dungan, 
Edmunds, 
cpes. 
Everett, 

Flick. 

Forney, 
Greenleaf, 
Grout, 
Hamilton, 
Harries, 

Harter, 
Henderson, N. C. 


Antony, 
Atkinson, 
Bailey, 
Baker, 
Beeman, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Brosius, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Bullock, 
Burrows, 
Busey, 
Bushnell, 
Byrns, 
Cate, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Bacon, 
Sankhead, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blonnt, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge 


Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brown, 
Brunner, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Bunting, 
Bynum, 
Cable, 

‘ald well, 
‘aminetti, 
‘apehart, 
‘astle 
‘atchings, 
shap n, 
‘heatham, 
‘lark, Wyo. 
‘ockran. 
‘ons. well, 
ompton, 
‘oolidge, 
‘overt 

ow les, 
ox, N. Y. 
tox, Tenn. 
Craig, Pa. 


se fi itl fl fm ln fm fm tm 


, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
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Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. 
Holman, Page, Md. 
Hopkins, IL. Parrett, 
Hull, Patton, 
Johnson, Ind. Payne, 
Johnson, N. Dak Pearson, 
Johnstune, S. C Pendleton, 
Jolley, Perkins, 
Kribbs, Pickler, 
Lapham, Powers, 
Lawson, (ii. Raines, 
Lester, Va. Reilly, 
Lester, Ga. Rockwell, 
Lockwood, Seerley, 
Martin, Shell, 
McClellan, Shively, 
McCreary, Shonk, 
McGann, Smith, 
Meredith, Sperry, 
NAYS—€0 
Chipman, Geissenhainer, 
Clancy, Grady, 
Clover, Griswold, 
Cobb, Mo. Hall, 
Coburn, Halvorson, 
Crawford, Hare, 
Culberscu, Hayes, Iowa 
Dalzeli, Henderson, Ill. 
Davis, Hitt, 
De Armond, Houk, Ohio 
Dingley, Kilgore, 
Dixon, Lane. 
Durborow, Lanham, 
Fowler, Little, 
Funston, Mallory, 
NOT VOTING.-173. 
Crain, Tex Lawson, Va. 
Curtis, Layton, 
Cutting, Lewis, 
Dickerson, Lind, 
Dolliver, Livingston, 
Donovan, Lodge, 
Dunphy, Long, 
Elliott, Loud, 
Eliis, Lynch, 
English, Magner, 
Enloe, Mansur, 
Enochs, McDonald, 
Fellows, McKeighan, 
Fitch, McKinney, 
Fithian, MeMillin, 
Forman, Miller, 
Fyan, Milliken, 
Gantz, Mitchell, 
Geary, Montgomery, 
Gillespie, Moore, 
Goodnight, Morse, 
Gorman, Moses, 
Hallowell, Mutchler, 
Harmer, Newberry, 
Hatch, Norton, 
Haugen, Oates, 


Haynes, Ohio 
Heara, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, Iowa 


Herbert, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, Tenn. 
Huff, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 

Kem, 
Kendali, 
Ketcham, 
Kyle, 

Lagan, 


O'Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, R. I. 
Pattison, Ohio 
Peel, 

Post, 

Price, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 
Reyburr, 
Richardson, 
Rife 


Robertson, La. 


So a call of the House was ordered. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. SAYERS with Mr. DINGLEY, for the rest of this day. 


Mr. STEWART of Texas with Mr. FORMAN, 


I’air, for the rest of this day. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The roll was called; when the following-named members failed | 


to respond: 
Abbott, 

Allen, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 

Bacon, 

Belden, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Blount, 
Boutelle 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ky 
Brickner, , 
Broderick, 
Brunner, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Bunting, 
bynumn, 


Cable, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Cheatham, 
Chapin, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Cox, N. Y. 
Cox, Tenn. 
Craig, Pa. 
Crain, Tex. 
Culberson, 
Curtis, 


Cutting, 
Dalzell, 
Dunphy, 
Elliott, 
Enloe, 
Enochs, 
Fellows, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gants, 
Geary, 
Gillespie, 
Gorman, 
Hallowell, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Haynes, Ohio 
Heard, 


Stephenson, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stout, 
Tarsney, 
Terry, 
Townsend, 
Tracey, 
Turner, 

Van Horn, 
Warner, 
Watson, 
Waugh. 
Wheeler, Ala 
White, 

Will ams, N.C. 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton 


McAleer, 
McKaig, 
McRae, 
Meyer, 
Otis, 
Owens. 
Patterson, Tenr. 
Paynter. 
Pierce, 
Reea. 
Simpson, 
Storer, 
mend tll. 
Tillman, 
Wright 


Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
escull, 
Snodgrass, 
Snow, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, iy. 
Stump, 
Sweei, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Tucker, 
Turpin 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
w coakeale. 
Wever. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Wike, 
W il'cox, 
Williams, Mass. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Winn 
Wise 
Youmans. 


on the World’s 


Hemphill, 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Johnstone, S. C. 
Kendall, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Lagan, 
Lawson, Va. 
Layton, 
Lewis, 
Livingston, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McDonald, 





McKinney, Outhwaite, Scull, Tucker, 
MeMillin, Page, R. I. Shell, Walker, 
Meredith, Patterson, Tenn. Snodgrass, Warwick. 
Miller, Pattison, Ohio Springer, Washington, 
Milliken, Peel, Stahlinecker, Weadock, 
Mitchell, Quackenbush, Stevens, Wever, 
Moore, Randall, Stewart, Tex. Wheeler, Mich. 
Morse, Ray, Stockdale, Whiting, 
Moses, Rayner, Stone, C. W. Willcox, 
Newberry, Rey burn, Stone, W. A. Williams, Mass. 
Norton, Richardson, Stone, Ky. Wilson, Ky. 
Oates, Rite, Sweet, Wilson, Mo. 
O’ Donnell, Robertson. La. Taylor, Tenn. Winn, 
O’ Ferrall, Robinson, Pa. Taylor, E. B. Wise. 

| O'Neil, Mass. Sanford, Taylor, J. D. 

| O'Neill, Mo. Scott, Taylor, V. A. 


During the roll call 
A message from the 


Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
was announced. 


Mr. DUNGAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. REILLY in the chair). The 


gentleman from Ohio is out of order. 

Mr. DUNGAN. Mr. Speaker, I insist I have a right to make 
ths point of order against the reception of this message, and 
that during the absence of a quorum, which is shown by the rec- 
ord, no business is in order, and no motion is in order except 
a motion to adjourn, to order a call of the House, or to send for 
absent members. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Ifthe gentleman makes the point 
of order, the Chair will sustain it. 

Mr. DUNGAN. I make the point of order. 

The Clerk proceeded with the call. 

Mr. DUNGAN (interrupting). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that this message may be received now. I simply de- 
sired to establish that the point of order could be made. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The Chair desires to state that 
it is strictly not in order to interrupt a-roll call, and the Clerk 
will proceed with the call. 

The call of the roll was resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore (Mr. DocKERY). The doors will 
now be closed and the Clerk will call the names of gentlemen 
who have not answered on the first call. On this call excuses 
will be in order. 

Mr. CATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
doors be left open, being constructively closed. 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk completed the second call. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. On this call 181 members have 
responded. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless there be objection, that 
order will be made. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Why not proceed to send for 
absent members and stop this business? 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington I object. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mv. HOLMAN (to Mr. BUSHNELL). Withdraw that motion. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, how can the 
gentleman move that the House do now adjourn, when we have 
not given unanimots consent to dispense with the further pro- 
ceedings under the call? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
only by unanimous consent, or by a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Indiana 
asked unanimous consent to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call, and I objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. _The Chair recognized the gen- 
tleman’s objection, but the gentleman from Wisconsin {Mr. 
BUSHNELL] now makesa motion which is in order under the rule. 

The question was taken on the motionof Mr. BUSHNELL that 
the House adjourn, and it was rejected. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does that require unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CUMMINGS; and 
the Speaker declared that the noes scemed to have it. 

Mr, HOLMAN. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 19, 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. HULL.’ Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HULL. Is it notthe duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms, with- 
out any further order of the House, to bring in the absentees? 


They can be dispensed with 


noes 35. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. HULL. Then I offer the order whichI send to the Clerk's 
desk. 

The order was read, as follows: 

Ordered. That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar 
of the House such members as are absent without leave. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the order; and 
there were—ayes 52, noes 41. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, nine gentlemen voting in 
favor thereof and sixty-eight in opposition. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Would it be in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House now take a recess until 8 o'clock this even- 
ing? 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. That would be in order. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I make that request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. TARSNEY] nai unanimous consent that the House now 
take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening. Is there objection? 

Mr. ENGLISH. I object. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
now take a recess. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That is not inorder atthis time. 
The yeas and nays are refused, and the vote stands 52 to 41. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I move to dispense with further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The question was taken and the motion was adopted—ayes 49, 
noes 40. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. What becomes of the resolution adopted just now? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It falls. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, I move that this House 
do now take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That motion can only be enter- 
tained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WAUGH. ILobject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from New York[Mr. CUMMINGS] that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

The question was taken and the Speaker pro tempore declared 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. [ask fora division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 1, noes 42. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Noquorum. 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The point of no quorum being 
made,the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. CUMMINGS, and the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. PAYNE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 2, 
noes 46. 

Mr. BAILEY. No quorum. 

Mr. CARUTH. Would it be in order now to move arecess? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not, except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. CARUTH. 
now take a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Well, [ask unanimous consent that the House 


The gentleman from Kentucky 


Heard, 


McDonald, Reyburn, Sweet, 
Hemphill, McKinney, Richardson, Taylor, Tenn. 
Herbert, MeMillin, Rife, Taylor, E. B. 
Hoar, Meredith, Robertson, La. Taylor, J. D. 
Hooker, Miss. Meyer, Robinson, Pa. Taylor, V. A. 
Hooker, N. Y. Miller, Rusk, Tillman 
Hopkins, Pa. Milliken, Russell, Tucker, 
Huff, Mitchell, Sanford, Wadsworth, 
Johnson, Ind. Moore, Scott, Walker, 
Johnson, Ohio Morse, Seull, Warwick. 
Johnstone, S. C. Moses, Shell, Washington 
Kendall, Newberry, Shonk, Weadock, 
Ketcham, Norton, Snodgrass, Wever 
Lagan, O'Donnell, Snow, Wheeler, Mich. 
| Lawson Va. O’Ferrall, Springer, Whiting 
Layton, O'Neil, Mass. Stahinecker Willcox, 
Lewis, Outhwaite, Stevens, Williams, Mass. 
Lind, Page, R. I Stewart, Tex Wilson, Ky. 
Little, Page, Md. Stockdale, Winn 
Livingston, Pattison, Ohio Stone, C. W. Wise. 
Lodge, Peel, Stone, W. A Wright 
Magner, Powers, Stone, Ky. Youmans, 
Mallory, Quackenbush, Storer, 
Mansur, Randall, Stout, 
McCreary, Rayner, Stump, 


asks unanimous consent that the House take a recess until 8 | 


o’clock this evening, for the consideration of business under the 
special order. Is there objection? 

Mr. WAUGH and others objected. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move a call of the Hous2. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 24, noes 23. 

Mr. CARUTH (after the roll call had bagun). I ask unani- 


| regular method of doing business. 


mous consent thatfurther proceedings under the call be dispensed | 


with. 

Mr. HULL. I object. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer: 


Abbott, Brunner, Coolidge, Fitch, 
Allen, Buchanan, N.J. Coombs, Fithian, 
Andrew, Bunting, Cooper, Flick, 
Arnold, Cable, Cowles, Forman, 
Bacon, Campbell, Cox, N. Y. Fowler, 
Belden, Capehart, Cox, Tenn. Funston, 
Belknap, Catchings, Craig, Pa. Fyan, 
Beltzhoover, Causey, Crain, Tex. Gantz, 
Bingham, Cheatham, Crosby, Geary, 
Blanchard, Chapin, Curtis, Gillespie, 
Bland, Clancy. Cutting, Gorman, 
Blount, Clark, Wyo. Dailzell, Grout, 
Boatner, Clarke, Ala. De Forest, Hallowell, 
Boutelle, Clover, Dingley. Hamilton, 
Bowers, Cobb, Mo. Doan, Harmer, 
Brawley, Cockran, Dunphy, Hatch, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cogswell, Elliott, Haugen, 
Brickner, Compton, Enochs, Haynes, Ohio 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (after the first call of the roll). In 
the absence of objection, the doors will not be closed. The Clerk 
will now call the names of members who failed to answer on the 
first call. On this call excuses may be offered for absentees. 

Tke second call of the roll being concluded 

Tne SPEAKER said: One hundred and sixty-one members 
have answered to their names. 

Mr. MARTIN. I move that further 
call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a division (called 
for by Mr. CUMMINGS)—ayes 41, noes 7. * 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that tl 
take a recess until 8 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to d: 
recess. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the fact that 
no quorum is now present affect proceedings at the evening ses- 
sion? 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. Itwillnot. Therulesof the House 
provide that at5 o'clock on Friday the Speaker shall declare 
the House in recess until 8 o'clock. When that hour arrives it 
does not matter what may have been the position of business as 
to a quorum at the time the recess was taken. At the evening 
session the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEyY] will per- 
form the duties of the Chair. The hour of 5 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair now declares the House in recess until 8 o'clock 
this evening. 


ider the 


proceedings ul 


1e House 


clare the House in 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock 

p. m., Mr. TARSNEY in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent that as toall private 
pension bills reported from the Committee of the Whole and now 
on the House Calendar as unfinished business, the previous ques- 
tion be considered as ordered on the amendments, if any, and on 
the engrossment, third reading, and final passage, with the right 
of fifteen minutes’ debate on each side on every bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ishall have to object to the proposition in 
that shape. I am willing to agree if the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on all the bills mentioned to the en- 
gros-ment and third reading—no further. The rules do notau- 
thorize the ordering of the previous question beyond that. | 
suppose it may be done by unanimous consent, but it is an ir- 
Therefore I shall object to it. 

Mr. MARTIN. I desire to suggest to the gentleman that by 
unanimous consent it can be done. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iso understand, but I would not b® willing. 

Mr. MARTIN. Then I ask that the order already requested 
be made, except as to the final passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimousconsentthatas to all private pension billsnow on 
the Calendar as unfinished business the previous question be con- 
sidered as ordered upon the amendments, if any, and upon the 
epgrossment and third reading of the bills. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That refers only to bills which have 
passed through the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; those are the only ones on 
the Calender as unfinished business. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business 
on the Private Calendar under the special order for Friday 
evenings. 

The question having been put, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The aves scem to have it. 
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Mr. KILGORE. [demand a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 53, noes 1. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, no quorum has voted. I give 
notice that itis too hot to transact business to-night, and gen- 
tlemen may have a call of the House or adjourn, just whichever 
they prefer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
makes the point that no quorum has voted 

Mr. LANE. No, he makes the point that it is too warm. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanfrom Texas ([Mr. 
KILGOR#]| and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] will 
take their places as tellers. 

The House proceeded to divide. 
nounced— 

Mr. MARTIN (one of the tellers). 
withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MARTIN. I withdraw the motion to go into Committze 
of the Whole. Now, I renew my request for unanimous consent 
that the bills reperted from the Committee of the Whole House 








Before the result was an- 
Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to 


The gentleman has a right to 


question considered as ordered on the amendments reported from 
the Committee of the Whole and on their engrossiment and third 
reading and final passage, with the right of fifteen minutes on 
each side for debate on each bill if desired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN. I now renew my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House to consider bills under 
the special order for Friday evenings. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ISILGORE) there were—ayes 68, noes 1. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
IXtLGORE and Mr. MARTIN as tellers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr Speaker 

Mr. CARUTH. Lhopethe gentleman will withdraw the point 
of no quorum and allow me to pass a bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; not to-night. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
to adjourn, but I understand it is the only thing left to do, as it 
is evident we can dono business in the absence of a quorum, and 
it would be utterly impossible to get a quorum here to-night. 

Mr. TURPIN. Why not have a call of the House? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand there is no prospect of having 





a quorum present; and thereforeI move that the House adjourn, | 


The question was taken: and on a division there were—ayes 
21, noes 32. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER protempore. 
moves a call of the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question reeurs on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana, that the Houses resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar under the special order. The 
Chair has announced the appointment of the gentleman from 
Indiana |Mr. MARTIN] and the gentleman from Texas[Mr. KIL- 
GORE] as tellers. The tellers will please take their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, 
noes 6, 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, having submitted the question, 
nounced that, in the judgment of the Chair, the ayes had it. 

Mr. HULL and Mr. CAMINETTI. Division. 

Mr.CAMINETTI. Lwithdraw the demand foradivision, Mr. 
speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for a division be- 
ing withdrawn, the Chair announces that the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. CARUTH. Is a motion to adjourn in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BOWMAN. We may as well adjourn if we can not do any 
business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
call of the House. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro t 
mand was withdrawn 


The gentleman from California 


The House has just ordered a 
Speaker, I called for a division on that mo- 


The Chair understood the de- 


mipore. 
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Is there objection to the request | 


[ regret, Mr. Speaker, to make the motion | 
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Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman 
has a right to demand a division, not having withdrawn the 
original demand. 

Mr. HARRIES. I ask unanimous consent that all further 
proceedings under the eall be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The call of the House has not 
been ordered. The gentleman from Iowa demands a division. 

The question was taken, the House divided, and there were— 
ayes 31, noes 3. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIES. Would it be in order now to ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with further proceedings? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not pending the roll call. 

Mr. HARRIES. But of course, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous 
consent it can be done? 

Mr. PICKLER. The rol call can be dispensed with by unani- 
mous consent. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the re- 


| quest for unanimous consent. 
and on the Calendar of Untinished Business have the previous | 


Mr. HARRIES. [simply ask that further proceedings be dis- 
pensed with. It is evident that it will accomplish nothing. 

Mr. RAY. Lrise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RAY. The roll call has commenced, and I submit that 
it can not be interrupted for any purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to 


| the request for unanimous consent? 


Mr. RAY. I merely make the point of orderthat the roll call 
has been commenced and can not be interrupted by a request 
for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is in error. 
Unanimous consent can be granted atanytime. Of course with- 


| out unanimous consent a motion to dispense with further pro- 


ceedings could not be entertained. Does the gentleman from 
New York object to the unanimous consent asked? 

Mr. RAY and Mr. PEARSON objected. 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The Clerk will resume the call 
of the roll. 

The Clerk resumed the calling of the roll. 

Before the second call of the roll for excuses for absentees the 
following occurred: 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Speaker, the roll having been 
called, and it having been demonstrated that we are unable to 
do business, I move to dispense with all further proceedings un- 
der the call. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has the call b2en finished? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first call has been finished. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is not the rule to have a second call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Underthe practice of the House 
the second call is merely for the purpose of receiving excuses 
for absentees. It is in order to move to dispense with all fur- 
ther proceedings under the call. 

Mr. CATE. Has a quorum answered? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The result has not been an- 
nounced. The motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY] is that all further proceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division, there were—ayes 40. noes 24. 

Accordingly (at $ o'clock and 39 minutes p. m.)the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 11 o'clock a. m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2o0f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MCALEER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 940) to promote Commodore Louis C. Sartori, now on 
the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on said list, in 
accordance with his original position on the Navy Register. (Re- 
port No. 2092.) 

By Mr. SNOW, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 5867) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, Ill. 
(Report No. 2097.) 

By Mr. CURTIS, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 9475) 
to grant a pension to Eunice Putman. (Report No. 2098.) 

By Mr. CLOVER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of Eli Ayers, deceased, trustees, 


legal representatives or assigns and to quiet the title to certain 
lands in the State of Mississippi. (Report No. 2113.) 


oo Mr. HULL. I did not withdraw the demand for a division. 
l understand the motion withdrawn was for a call of the House. 








1892. 





By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill |H. R. 2908) to inerease the pension of William M. Neal. 
(Report No. 2115.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
to the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. KRIBBS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 9435) granting a pension to Sarah A. Kelley. (Re- 
port No. 2099.) : 

By Mr. JOLLEY, from the same committee: A bill (S. 1536) 
to increase the pension of Leroy Root. (Report No. 2100.) 

By Mr. FLICK, from the same committee: 

A bill (S. 533) granting an increase of pension to Helen A. 
De Russy. (Report No. 2101.) 

A bill (S. 1186) granting a pension to Joseph H. Welty. (Re- 
port No. 2103.) 

By Mr. HARRIES, from the same committee: 

A bill (S. 290) granting an inerease of pension to John S. Hall. 
(Report No. 2103.) 

A bill (S. 1660) granting an increase of pension to Fordyce R. | 
Melvin. (Report No. 2104.) 

A bill (S. 3191) granting a pension to Sarah A. Russell. (Re- 
port No. 2105.) 

A bill (S. 3060) granting a pension to Isabella W. Newkirk. 
(Report No. 2106.) 








| 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9552) for the relief of Helen Larned—and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3of Rule XXII, a resolution of the following title 
was introduced, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island: A resolution to print 10,000 
copies of report of subcommittee on trusts—to the Committee on 
Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 9680) to correct military record 
of L. H. Burnwood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9681) for the relief of H. S. Jenkins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9682) to pension Ambrose G. Davis—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOAN: A bill (H. R. 9683) for the relief of Alvidas 
Wayland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H.R. 9684) granting a pension to 
Fred S. Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9685) for the relief of Mrs. 
Hulda F. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9686) for the relief of 
Mrs. Josephine Stapleton Smith, Michael Peter Stapleton, and 
Mrs. Maggie Stapleton McHale, late widow, and heirs of Peter 
Stapleton, deceased—to the Committee on War Clainis. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of 100 citizens of Shreveport, 
La., against Congress imposing conditions either as to keeping 
open or closing on Sunday the World’s Columbian Exposition— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Natchitoches Parish, La., as fol- 
lows: Petition of citizens of Chestnut, of Newton, of Mora, of Mel- 
rose, and of Alpha, al! asking increased compensation for the 
postmaster of that office—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolutions of Astoria (Oregon) Board 
of Trade, favoring improvement of the Columbia River and ap- 
proving of the action of Oregon’s Congressional delegation—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Grand Encampment of Indian War Vet- 
erans of Oregon, asking for bounty land warrants to Indian war 
veterans in wars up to 1857—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, protests of Federated Trades Union of Portland, Oregon, 
against the employment of Pinkerton men and their agency—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, protest of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of Portland, Oregon, against closing the World’s Fair 
on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. ; 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolutions by the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., concerning change of date for the dedica- 
tion of the World’s Fair buildings to conform to the Gregorian 
calendar—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. : 

By Mr. MCCREARY (by request); Petition of Miss Bettie C. 
Logan and many others in regard to Egyptian treasures, and also 
in regard to the establishment of a school of music, art, and lit- 
erature in Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of 27 citizens of Strandwater, Me 
asking for the passage of House bill 8359, giving women the 





| right to vote for members of the House of Representatives—to 
| the Select Committee on Eleetion of President and Vice-Presi- 


dentand Representatives in Congress. 

Also, petition of Edmund Garland and others, of Maine, asking 
for constitutional prohibition—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Alewine Grange No. 283 of Maine, asking to 


| extend free delivery of mails to rural districts—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of William Starkpole and others, of Saco, York 
County, Me., asking for the passage of Senate bill 254—to the 
Committee om the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Edgar M. Cousinsand othersof the First dis- 
trict of Maine, against any law respecting an establishment of 
religion—tothe Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the East Peoria ([l.) Knights 
of Labor, against any appropriation for the World's Fair until 
the attitude of the management of the Fair towards organized 
labor be determined—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 


| Exposition. 


By Mr. WHEELERof Alabama (by request): Petition for the 
relief of Eveline McDarmoth, of Rutherford County, ‘Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Petition of Walter Low- 
rey and 80 others, of Mineral County, W. Va., for the passage 
of House bill 401—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Blacksville Methodist Episcopal Church, 342 
members, against opening the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of Isaac Att and others, of Pendleton County, 
W. Va.. Home Guards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE, 
SATURDAY, July 30, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. PERKINS. Idesire to ask an indefinite leave of absence 
for my colleague [Mr. PEFFER}], who is absent in consequence of 
ill health. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave of absence will be granted 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of citizens of Pine Island, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of any legislation clos- 
ing the World's Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLODGETT (for Mr. MCPHERSON) presented the petition 
of T. C. Bodine, and other citizens, including parents, teachers, 
and physicians of Dunellen, N. J., praying for the passage of 
legislation prohibiting the sale, manufacture, and importation 
of cigarettes in the United States: which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of J. M. Cole and 37 
other membersof the Seventh-Day Adventist Church of Tacoma, 
Wash., remonstrating against the commitment of the United 
States Government to a union of religion and the state by the 
passage of any legislation closing the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition on Sunday, or in any other way committing the Govern- 
ment to a course of religious legislation: which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


oe 
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Mr. MITCHELL presented the memorial of Rosa Stewart and having its general offices in the city of Montreal, is the owner of 2,906 miles 


18 other members of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church of 
Mosca, Colo., remonstrating against the commitment of the 
United States Government to a union of religion and the state 
by the passage of any legislation closing the World’s Columbian 
Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of Encampment No. 47, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Williamsport, Pa., remonstrating 
against the removal of charges of desertion except upon evidence 
that the case is a just and meritorious one; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of citizens of Cherokee 
County, Kans., remonstrating against the commitment of the 
United States Government to a union of religion and the state by 
the passage of any legislation closing the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position on Sunday: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented two petitions signed by numerous ex-Union 
soldiers, praying thatrelief be granted them in obtaining a home 
in the Cherokee Outlet, or any other of the public lands which 
may be opened to settlement; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2380) for the relief of Joseph Redfern 


and Eliza J. Redfern, his wife, reported it without amendment, | 


and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [am directed by the Select Committee 
on the Quadro-Centennial, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7827) to enable the people of the Territory of Utah to provide 
for the collection, arrangement, and display of the products of 
said Territory at the World’s Columbian Exposition of 1893, to 
report it favorably, without amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam compelled to object to the present consid - 
eration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

PRINTING OF AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1892, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 113) provid- 
ing for the printing of the Agricultural Report for 1892, to report 
it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

I will state that this is the usual joint resolution for the print- 
ing of the annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture. It 
provides for the printing of 500,000 copies and the distribution 
which was provided in the general printing bill. While the 
Committee on Printing feel that this is a greater number of this 
document than is absolutely needed for the public necessities, 
they submit to the will of the Senate, as expressed in its action 
upon the public-printing bill, and report in favor of the same 
and the same distribution which was provided for in that bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was 
read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed 509,000 copies of the annual report of 
the Secretary of Agriculture for the year 1892; 110,009 copies for the use of 
the Senate; 360,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
30,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture, the illustrations 
for the same to be executed under the supervision of the Public Printer, in 
accordance with the directions of the Joint Committee on Printing; said 
illustrations to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Sco. 2. That the sum of $300,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated, outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to defray the cost of printing said report. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 3492) for the relief of 
Sophia M. Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3493) to determine the ownership 
of certain lands and to settle the title thereto, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3494) to grant an honor- 
able discharge to Patrick Considine; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

Mr. HIGGINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed: 


of railway extending from Montreal to Vancouver, British Columbia, the 
owner of a railroad 327 miles in length extending from a point near Mon- 
treal to Mattawamkeag in the State of Maine, the lessee of a railroad ex- 
tending from Mattawamkeag to the eastern border of the State of Maine, 
where connection is formed with the lines of the Intercolonial Railway Sys- 
tem, extending to Halifax, Nova Scotia, which oe system was con- - 
wn by and is now owned and operated by the Dominion Government; 
anc 

Whereas the said Canadian Pacific Railway has constructed various branch 
lines, some of which extend into United States, and has also secured the 
control by lease or otherwise of connecting lines extending into the United 
States, forming a total railroad mileage—main line and branches—of about 


| 6,600 miles, thereby securing commercial connections with trade centers of 
| the United States, both on the eastern and on the western sides of the con- 





tinent; and 

Whereas the Dominion Government has from time to time granted to the 
said Canadian Pacific Ralway Company land grants, direct money, subven- 
tions, and largesses of various sorts, the total value of which, according to 
its own financial showing considerably exceeds the entire capitalization of 
the said Canadian Pacific Railway Company; and 

Whereas the Dominion Government, in its annual reports classes the Ca- 
nadian Pacific Railway as a ‘Canadian Government railway;”’ and 

Whereas the Dominion Government by express statutory enactment (the 


| railway act of 1888, sections 224 and 232) in terms exempts Canadian rail- 


roads from all legal restraints against unjust discriminations, in so far as 
relates to traffic to or from the United States, or between points in the United 
States, thus an the provisions of the long and short haul rule of the 
fourth section of the statute of the United States entitled ‘‘An act to regu- 
late commerce,”’ approved February 4, 1887, touching traffic which is compet- 
itive as between railroads of the United States and of Canada, and thereby 
not only enabling but inciting the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to ag- 
gression upon American commerce; and 

Whereas the Dominion and British Governments now grant a subsidy of 
$400,000 a year, and an additional admiralty subsidy the amount of which is 


; not known to a British steamer line plying between Vancouver, British Co- 


lumbia, and Hongkong, China. touching at Yokahoma, Japan, such pay- 
ment of $400,000 amounting to $87,769 per round voyage as agaist $6,384 per 


| round voyage paid by the United States Government to the American Steam- 


ship Company plying between San Francisco and Hongkong, China; and 

Whereas the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Dominion Goy- 
ernment are now making strenuous efforts to establish a line of British 
steamers between Vancouver, British Columbia, and Australia and New Zea- 
land by the aid of such subsidies as would have the effect of at once driving 
from the seas the American steamer line now employed upon the route be- 
tween San Francisco and Australasia, touching at Honolulu, Apia, Auck- 
land, and Sydney; and 

Whereas the gifts, subventions, largesses, exclusive provisions and an- 
nual subsidies granted by the Dominion Government and the British Gov- 
ernment to the Canadian Pacific Railway, and to the British steamer line 
across the Pacific Ocean amount to an annual subvention of about $12,000, - 
000, which subvention operates as a direct discrimination against American 
ships, American seaports on the Pacific coast, and American internal lines 
of transportation; and 

Whereas the Dominion of Canada admits tea and coffee into her ports free 
of duty except from the United States, the discriminating duty on ‘coffee, 
green, from the United States,” being 10 per cent ad valorem, and on ‘‘ coffee 
roasted of the United States’’ 3 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem, 
and the discriminating duty on ‘tea from the United States’’ being 10 per 
cent ad valorem, the object of such discriminating duties being to prevent 
American ships, American merchants, and American railroad companies 
from sharing in the tea trade and the coffee trade of Canada, which is exceed- 
ingly small in comparison with that of the United States, while the Do- 


| minion of Canada, by the most extraordinary scheme of subvention and of 


aggresssion ever known is seeking to turn the enormous China trade of the 


| United States to its ships and railroads; and 


Whereas the trade of the Dominion of Canada with China, Japan, and Aus- 
tralia is insignificant, and the success of her Pacific Ocean steamer lines and 
of her Canadian Pacific Railway depends entirely = success in grasping 
American commerce, through subventions and hostile legislation; and 

Whereas, the “‘ United States and Canadian transit trade’ had its origin 
in ways of necessity on the eastern side of the continent enforced by the fol- 
lowing physical conditions, namely, 

First, the fact that navigation on the St. Lawrence River is suspended for 
nearly six months each year on account of ice, compelling the inhabitants 
of the provinces of Quebec and Ontario to seek access to foreign countries 
across the territory of the United States to the ports of New York, Boston, 
and Portland, Me., and second, to the fact of interjecting territory whereby 
it became necessary for certain American transportation lines to seek 
transit across the peninsula of Canada situated between the States of New 
York and Michigan, and for the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to seek 
transit across the State of Maine; and 

Whereas no such ways of necessity exist on the western side of the conti- 
nent, by virtue of climatic conditions or of interjections of territory; and 

Whereas the diversions of commerce from American ships on the Pacific 
Ocean, from Pacific coast — of the United States and from American 
transcontinental railroads has its origin in an improper extension of the 
privileges of the transit trade to the western side of the continent; and 

Whereas the entire scheme of Canadian commercial aggression on the 
western side of the continent was conceived and inaugurated during the late 
war ofthe rebellion in this country, largely upon military considerations, and 
is now accompanied by a formidable naval and military establishment on 
the island of Vancover: Therefore, 

Beitresolved, Thatit shall be the duty of the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce to investigate the whole subject of the aggressions of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company and its affiliated Pacific Ocean steamer lines upon 
American commerce, and report as to the oe of suspending the privi- 
leges of the transit trade on the western side of the continent, and to recom- 
mend such other legislation as may appear to be necessary inorder to pro- 
tect the internal and foreign commerce of the United States against Canadian 
aggression. 


FEES OF JURORS AND WITNESSES. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Some days since the Senate passed a bill 
(S. 1842) to fix the fees of jurors and witnesses in United States 
courts in the States of Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, 
and Wyoming. The bill was sent to the House of Representa- 
tives. The House passed a bill on the same subject, a separate 
bill, which has been passed by the Senate, and the Senate bill 
has been recalled from the other House. [I ask unanimous con- 


Whereas the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, a Canadian corporation | sent that the votes by which the Senate bill was ordered to a 
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third reading and passed may be reconsidered in order that I 
may move its indefinite postponement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none, and the votes 
are reconsidered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON AND ARLINGTON RAILROAD. 


Mr. HARRIS. In February, 1891, Congress granted a char- 
ter to the Washington and Arlington Railroad Company, giv- 
ing acertain route from the Sixth-street depot, northwest, to 


the Aqueduct bridge, and along the Canal road from the Aque- | 


duct bridge, up the river to a point opposite the Three Sis- 
ters, with authority to construct a bridge at the Three Sisters. 
They have a charter from Virginia also running to Arlington. 
Under that charter the company have proceeded to grade and 
to lay quite a good deal of track. At the present session of Con- 
gress the chairman of the District Committee and myself and 
some other members examined the route, and decided that we 
could not afford to allow any track to be laid on the Canal road, 
it being too narrow and too confined, and we have repealed so 
much of the charter as gave them the authority to construct 
that bridge and lay that track. It leaves the parties with that 
link missing. 

The committee has reporteda bill (S. 3448) toamend the charter 
of the Washington and Arlington Railroad Company, recogniz- 
ing their old track from the Sixth-street depot to and along Vir- 
ginia avenue to G street northwest, and with G street to the 
river, and authorizing them to cross thereby by ferry and con- 
nect with their work on the other side. If this bill can be passed 
to-day, I am assured it will become a law and relieve them from 
theirembarrassment. I think it vitally important that it should 
be passed at once, and ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to continue its consideration. The bill has’ been read and the 
amendments agreed to. That is its status. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. During the present session—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will suspend. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill indicated by the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to make an observation which 
may dead to an objection on my part. During the present ses- 
sion @ bill has likewise been reported from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to incorporate the Washington, Fair- 
fax and Alexandria Railway Company, the incorporators being 
men of large means and entirely reliable in every way. That 
bill is on the Calendar and has had,I think, some consideration: 
at least the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] un- 
dertook to get consideration for it. 


The bill as amended, which the Senator from Tennessee wishes | 


to call up, robs these incorporators of their right of way and 
ractically obliteratesthem. They are menrepresenting means. 
he other corporation is bankrupt; it is not able to-day to pay 
its office rent. I insist thatif any corporation is to be given the 
right of way across the Three Sisters it should be the corpora- 
tion which represents men of means and ability. I therefore 
must object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from New Hampshire is en- 
tirely mistaken in his supposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. The routesof the two companies I understand 
do not conflict; but if we are to elect as between the two com- 
panies to-day we shouldconsider the fact that in 1891 we improvi- 
dently granted to the bedoeng ny ag and Arlington Railroad Com- 
pany a charter under which it has already expended many thou- 
sands of dollars. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Subscribed by poor people here. 

Mr. HARRIS. Subscribed by alarge number of departmental 
employés living upon meager salaries. Many thousand dollars 
have been already expended. We have deemed it absolutely 





necessary to deprive them of this link in their line, which ren- | 


ders the work and the money they have put into the enterprise 


already utterly valueless. I say we owe it to them togive them | 
this connection just so far as it is possible to do so without in- | 
jury to the public. For that reason, and that reason only, I ask | 


the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider at this time the 
bill; and when the other bill is under consideration I shall have 
no objection to it. I have never objected to its consideration or 
its passage. If the gentlemen desire the charter referred to, I 
am in favor of giving it to them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very likely if I could believe, as the Sen- 
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ator from Tennessee does, that this road would be constructed, 
and that it would preserve and protect the rights of innocent 
holders of stock, I might entertaina different opinion from what 
[now do. I do not, however, view the matter in that light, and 
I therefore must insist on my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. L[hope the Senator will not insist upon that 
at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well, I shall not press the motion at this 
moment. There is a reason why I should not. 

RELATIONS OF GOLD AND SILVER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘A resolution by Mr. GIBSON of Louisi- 
ana, requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to report to the 
Senate certain information relative to the payment of customs 
duties and the currency system of the United States.” 

Mr.GIBSON of Louisiana. [ask leave toamend the resolutions. 
At the end of line 2, add: ‘‘On the first Monday in December 
next;” so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested to report 
to the Senate on the first Monday in December next. 


In line 11, in the second paragraph of the resolution, strike 
out the words ‘‘at the present time.” 

In line 20, in the third paragraph, strike out the words, ‘‘ dur- 
ing the last three months ” and insert: 

What amount of bonds has been sold under the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for resumption of specie payments,”’ approved January 14, 1875, and 
what amount of gold and silver coin has been accumulated in the Treasury 
from the sale of said bonds; what amount of United States notes has been 
redeemed and reissued and what amount of said notes now probably re- 
mains in existence, and how much gold and silver remains in the Treasury 
from the sale of bonds for redemption purposes. 

And in line 82, after the word ‘‘ ratio,” in the sixth paragraph, 
strike out the words ‘‘and conforming it to the market value of 
the two metals.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is upon agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. Mr. President, this is a resolution 
of inquiry. We are to hold an international conference or con- 
vention at Berlin for the purpose of considering the adoption of 
a bimetallic standard upon an international ratio. In the event 
that that convention should arrive at a satisfactory result be- 
tween the leading nations of the world it will probably terminate 
the disparity between the gold coin and silver coin and bring 
both silver and gold into circulation and into use again among 
the leading nations of the world as standards of value as well as 
mediums of exchange. If that convention, however, should fail, 
which I think likely from the experience we have had in the 
the last year, the Government will then be confronted with the 
question whether it may be possible to adopt a bimetallic stand- 
ard—that is, establish a ratio bstween gold and silver coin— 
which will enable the Government of the United States and the 
people of the United States to preserve the parity between the 
two metals. We should then be in the situation that we were 
when the Government was first established, under the adminis- 
tration of George Washington, when, on the advice of Alexan- 
der Hamilton and Thomas Jefferson, a mint was established and 
a ratio fixed between the two coins, conforming the ratio to their 
relative market or intrinsic value. 

I donot propose to discuss this resolution at the present time, 
because it does not present any salient points for discussion. It 
merely asks the Secretary of the Treasury for certain informa- 
tion which we have already scattered about in different reports, 
but we desire it in a compaci form, so that we may be able, in 
the discussion of the question which will arise then, to proceed 
with all the facts before us. All the elements of the problem to 
be solved will be then in our possession. 

It is true that the fifth clause of the resolution requests the 
Secretary of the Treasury to suggest a plan of his own, a ratio 
between gold and silver in order to preserve a substantial equiva- 
lency between the coins of the two metals. 

That is not generally customary in resolutions dealing with 
financial issues in either House of Congress, but the Secretary 
of the Treasury, whenever these questions are under considera- 
tion, is invited by the committee having the subject in charge 
to give his views; and I do not think any Senator will find fault 
if we invite the present Secretary of the Treasury to inform us 
not only what the situation is in the United States in relation to 
our metal currency, but also to give us any scheme, or plan, or 
suggestion he may have in order that we may solve this great 
question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution will be read as mod- 

| ified. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested to re. 
port to the Senate, on the first Monday in December next: 

First. What proportion of the customs duties and internal-revenue taxes 
received within the last twelve months have been paid each month in gold 
coin: in standard silver dollars; insliver certificates; in United States notes, 
commonly called * greenbacks;”’ in legal-tender Treasury notes issued un- 
der the act approved July 14, 1890; national-bank notes, and gold certiti- 
cates. 

Second. The amount of gold coin and gold certificates in the Treasury of 
the United States, the amount of gold and of gold certificates held by the 
banks of the United States. and the total amount of gold coinin thiscountry. 

Third. Whether, under theact approved July 14, 1890, the Secretary of the 
Treasury has redcemed the notes issued thereunder for the purchase of sil- 
ver bullion with gold coin or silver coin; What amount of said notes has al- 
ready been redeeined in gold and silver coin, respectively; what amount of 
bonds has been sold under the act entitled ‘An act to provide for resumption 
of specie payment,” approved January 14, 1875, and what amount of gold and 
silver coin hus been accumulated in the Treasury from the saleof said bonds; 
what amount of United States notes has been redeemed and reissued and 
what amount of said notesnow probably remains in existence, and how much 
gold or silver remains in the Treasury, from the sale of bonds for redemp- 
tion purposes 


' 
Fourth. To report, as far as may be practicable. the amounts of gold and 


silver, respectively, held by the Bank of France, the Bank of Germany, and 
the Bank of England. 

ifth. To report what ratio should, in his judgment, be established be- 
tween gold ana silver in order to preserve asubstantial equivalency between 
the coins of the two metals in the United States. 

Sixth. Whether or not the bimetallic system adopted under the Adminis- 
tration of President Washington, and readjusted and maintained under the 


| 


Administration of President Jackson, might again be established upen a | 


stable basis by correcting the ratio either by increasing the metal in the 
silver unit or by decreasing the metal in the gold unit or by dividing the dis- 
parity between the two units and standards of value. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


DISTRICT STREET IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. ALLISON. Some time ago the Senator from Delaware 
| Mr. HiGGINS]submitted a resolution relative to the proportional 
expenditure for streets, ete., in the District of Columbia, which 


vesolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. | 


The Commissioners of the District of Columbia, I believe. have 
already taken notice of this resolution and have prepared an 
answer to it, which I think isof some value. The Committee on 
Appropriations some time ago authorized me to report the reso- 


lution favorably, but in the multitude of other affairs pressing | 


upon me I neglected todo so. I now report the resolution from 
that committee, and I am able to say that within a day or two 
the information sought for will be furnished. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

‘The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. HIGGINS 
March 15, 1892, as foilows: 

Whereas for the last three fiscal years, 1889, 1890, and 1891, theaggregate sum 
of $3,654,262.45 has been appropriated by Congress for the improvement of 
the streets, avenues, alleys, etc., of the District of Columbia, to wit: 

1. For work on sundry streets, avenues, etc $2, 041, 160. 17 


”, For repairs to concrete pavements, etc.......... .............- 450, 000. 00 
3. For grading streets, alleys, and roads, etc._...-............... 50, 000. 00 
1. For current work of repairs of streets, avenues, and alleys.- 120, 000. 0) 


». For current work of repairs on county reads and suburban 


155, 000. 00 


7, For condemnation of streets, roads, and alleys.-_.... ile iillacnds 20, 000. 00 
8. For permit work on alleys, sidewalks, and sewers, etc ._.._... 380, 000. 00 
«. For the contingent expenses of the parking commission 54, 000. 00 





a pnatnalaaats 
Agcregating, as above stated. 3, 654, 262. 45 

And whereas in the apportionment and expenditure thereof six sectional 
divisions of the District have been recognized, to wit: Each of the four quar- 
ters of the city of Washington, the city of Georgetown, and the county out- 
side of said cities; and 

W hereas it appears that portions of said items of appropriation have been 
expended for miscellaneous incidental expenses, not expressly specified in 
said appropriations; and 

Whereas much complaint has been made of the partial and inequitable ap- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| 









JULY 3 





resent consideration of Order of Business 1128, being House 
ill 1742, a pension bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief 
of Mrs. Laura E. Skeels. It proposes to pay to Mrs. Laura E. 
Skeels the accrued pension which was due her mother, Mrs. 
Nancy M. Elmendorf, under pension certificate 189143, after de- 
ducting the amount already paid under section 4718, Revised 
Statutes, as reimbursed for funeral expenses. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATHEW S. PRIEST. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of Senate bill 1507. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall not object to this bill, but after this 
T give notiee that [ shall insist on going on with the Calendar of 
unobjee‘ted cases. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
himself. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proeesded to consider the bill (S. 1507) for the relief of 
Mathew S. Priest. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the words 
**sum of,” tostrike out ‘*six hundred” and insert‘ two hundred 
and seventy-five;” and in line 8, before the word ‘ day,” to 
strike out *‘twenty-seventh” and insert ‘‘seventeenth;” so as 
to make the seetion read: 


p 
b 


This is alittle bill reported by the Senator 


That the sum of $375 be, and the sam? is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not oth*rwise appropriated, to compensate Mathew 
S. Priest for services rendered by him tor the Government of the United 
States from the 16th day of March to the I7th day of August, 1863, as engin- 
eer of the steamers Silver Wave and Moderator, in passing the batteries of 
Vicksburg, Warrenton and Grand Gulf, and for repairing steamers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the sum hereby appropriated is made immediately available 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


| consideration of Senate bill 2564. 


OF 


There being no objection, the bill (S. 2564) to amend section 6 
of the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled “‘An act to repeal 
timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” was considered as 
in the Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend secfion 6 
of an act approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘ An act to repeal 


| timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” so a3 to read: 


404, 102. 28 | 


Src: 6. That section 2301 of the Kaviss 1 Statutes b2 amended soas tb read 
as follows: ; : 
“Sec. 2301. Nothing in this chapter shall be so construed as to prevent any 


| person who shall hereafter avail himself of the benefits of section 2289 from 


paying the minimum price for the quantity of land so entered at any time 
atier the expiration of fourteen caleadar months from the date of such en- 
try. and obtaining a patent therefor, upon making proof of settlement and 


| of residence and cultivation for sueh period of fourteen months, and the 


portionment and distribution of said expenditures under said appropria- | 


tions: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the District Commissioners are hereby respectfully re- 
quested to furnish the United States Senate with astatement of the amount 
or portion of said aggregate sum of $3,654,262.45 expended in each of said six 


divisions, and the amount thereof remaining unexpended; and showing in | 
detail the amount thereof expended for the specific improvements contem- | 
plated by the said appropriations respectfully, exclusive of incidental ex- | 
penses, bul giving separately the amount of each class of incidental expenses | 


paid out of said appropriations, including those for inspection, wagon re- 
pairs, horseshoeing, forage, etc. Also theamount thereof paid for sewerage, 
and of item second the amount for resurfacing and for minor repairs re- 
spectively, So as to show precisely how much of said aggregate sum of 83,- 
654,262.45 has actually been expended in each of said six divisions, and for 
what specific purpose 

Mr. ALLISON. 
resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

MRS. LAURA E. SKEELS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 
business, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. 

Mr. QUAY. I! 


Se 


ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 





{ ask for the present consideration of the | 


provision of this section shall apply to lands on the ceded portion of the 
Sioux Reservation by act approved March 2, 1889, in South Dakota and in 
the State of Nebraska, but shall not relieve said settlers from any payments 
now required by law.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. 
and passed. 

APPOINTMENTS IN STAFF CORPS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 3013. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 3013) providing that ap- 
pointments in staff corps be made from the line of the Army, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 
all vacancies in the grade of major in the Adjutant-General’s, 


| Inspector-General’s, and Judge-Advocate-General’s, and Pay 


Corps of the Army shall be filled by selection from the captains 
of the line of the Army, and all vacancies in the grade of cap- 
tain in the Quartermaster’s and Commissary Departments shall 
be filled by selection from first lieutenants of the line of the 
Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARY A. SWIFT. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that Order of Business 
No. 841, being the bill (S. 3062) for the relief of Mary A. Swift, 


| be now considered. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I object to the consideration of that bill. _ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made. the bill 
goes over. 
THE SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FLORISTS. 


Mr. PADDOCK, I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Calendar No. 174, being Senate 
bill 1674, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1674) incorporating the Society 
of American Florists. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I think there is ageneral law which ought 
to accommodate these florists. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is no general law which applies to 
this case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a general law for incorporating 
bodies in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This corporation is to have incidentally ju- 
risdiction outside in cases where there are bequests, where con- 
servatories or other-such property have been, or may hereafter 
be, donated for uses of the association. The bill is drawn exactly 
on the same line as the bill approved January 4, 1839, to incor- 
porate the American Historical Assoeiation. 

This is one of the most reputable associations that has ever 
been organized in thiscountry. There are found in thelist of 
incorporations some of the most eminent persons connected with 
horticulture in the United States, among whomis Mr. Benjamin 
Dur‘ee, officially employed here, and others residing in and rep- 
resenting almost every State. It is a matter of very great im- 
portance to the florists of the whole country that this bill shail 
be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be read, but Ido not thinkit a good 
time to consider a bill of that character just now. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say a word, if the Senator will al- 
low me, after the bill is read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better, for the information 
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or form a public function. That is the theory and the philoso- 
phy of corporate creation. We divide sovereignty and empire 
withthem. That is the proposition which originated them, and 
that is the process by which they carry out the idea; but we are 
permitting the pettiest and the most pitiable things te come up 
here and oceupy our time to the exclusion of the important busi- 
ness of the country, in order, forsooth, that they may have a 


| high-sounding name and may pose as admirers of daffodils and 


other flowers. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr.COCKRELL. I have not yielded the floor,and I hope the 
Senator will wait until I do. ; 

Mr. PADDOCK. My friend of the breezy rhetoric from Mon- 
tana |Mr. SANDERS] has thrust himself into this debate ahead 
of my request for consideration in a manner, as [ think. not very 
courteous to me—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are not proc2eding under Rule VIII. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate is now proceeding un- 
der Rule VIII. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


[ beg pardon of the Chair. We are pro- 


| cesding by unanimous consent, as I understand. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has gone to the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [am trying to bring to the attention 

Mr. SANDERS. If the Seuator from Missouri {[Mr. Cock- 
RELL] will permit me 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair dogs not think there 
has been any departure from Rule VIII to the present time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. While I was asking for the consideration 
of the bill the Sonator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] yielded 
to my friend from Montana [{Mr. SANDERS] to make a speech on 
the merits generally of legislation in respect of incorporations, 
and I think [ am entitled to a single word of reply. 

There have been here this session no end of bills incorporating 
companies where there was gain money ahead, and my friend. 
although recently he criticised one or two of these bills, has voted 
generally for them. There is not a thing in this organization 
which looks to gain in any respect whatever. The desire of this 
grand association is to have the breath of corporate life breathed 





| into it, in order to give it more strength and a better equipment 


of the Senate, have the lawsof the District of Columbia read re- | 


lating to corporations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ported to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think it will be necessary to act 
on the amendments after these laws have been read. 

Mr. SANDERS. I appeal to the Senator from Missouri for a 


There are some amendments re- 


moment. By all means, [ say,let the public business stop which | 


concerns the welfare of the country and let the admirers of daf- 
fodils, dandelions, and dahlias be incorporated, and let us keep 
the public work in arrears. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SANDERS. Wait a moment. The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL] has yielded the floor tome. ‘This is the 
vice of legislation, not merely in Congress but elsewhere. It 
is a part of the wisdom of the common law and is confirmed)»: 
every day experience that we are extending to undue lengths 
this doctrine of creating incorporated companies. There is not 
the remotest objection to the gentlemen whos? names are men- 
tioned in this bill, or that they shall raise flowers, that they shall 


to carry out the splendid objects which are named in this bill. 

What are they? The aim and purpose of this bill is ‘‘ for the 
elevation and advancement of horticulture in all its branches, 
to increase and diffuse the knowledge thereof” among the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. President, we incorporated the Historical Assoviation 
here, whose business it is to save the records of great events, of 
great achievements in war and peace, literature, philosophy. 
political economy, etc., ete., and yet this society, representing 
people the fruits of whose labor atford the best inspiration that 
we have atall for thess grand achievements, is not worthy of 
incorporation: those whocompose it are not to be permitted such 


| assistance to carry out their most laudable purpose from which 
| there is not a dollar to be gained by anybody. 


organize & copartnership and proceed to do it, they and their | 


heirs and assigns, to the end of the chapter. Whatis true with 
reference to this matter is also true with reference to nine-tenths 
of the purposes for which we are asked here in the Congress of 
the United States to create corporations. Now I want to aftirm 
that no man has any right to go into an enterprise or industry 


Of course the incorporation of the Historical Association was 
unicr the general welfare clause o/ the Constitution. . Now, Las- 
sume that there is no occupation, no voeation to which the labor 
of men is given, which contributes more by the fruits of such 
labor to soften the hard lines and smooth the rugged pathway 
of life, to make life more beautiful and better worth the living, 
than this that these people are doing; through which they have 


produced flowers and beautiful shrubs and plants which delight , 


the senses of mankind wherever their pathways lead them, 


| There is nothing that exercises so refining an influence upon 


unless he is willing to take his own individual credit into it and | 


to be responsible if it shall turn out to be a losing industry, and 
to pay the debts which shall arise from his experiments, pro- 
vided debts accrus therefrom. 


All that we are doing is to provide for them a mask so that | 
they can dodge their debts and claim the dividends, if they shall | 


be profitable, and work every gullible individual who will put 
money into thé enterprise, if any such can be induced to do it: 
and if it proves a failure, hide from the financial responsibility 
which that business imposes. 

I say we are brought face to face with conditions of society 
and conditions of industry which compel us to call a short halt 
upon the proposition of permitting everybody who wants to go 
into any scheme on earth to absolve himself from the legal lia- 
bilities which that scheme imposes. Therefore, if I could have 
my way, that law which the Senator from Missouri has, pro- 


viding for corporations generally in this District, would be | 


utterly and completely repeated, except in so far as it provides 


those employed therein; there is nothing which exercises so 
creat an intluence to elevate the thoughts and aspirations of 
men and women above the sordid and the common in this life, 
into the realm where purity and beauty and loveliness hold 
sway than the work of these people and those whom they rep- 
resent; there is nothing which contributes more to the general 
welfare, on humanizing lines, and if anything is proper to be 
done under the general welfare clause, it is this, which is in the 
interest of advancing civilization. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, Mr. President, there is objection, 
unless I can have the District incorporation law reed for the in- 
formation of the Senate and the guidance of my distinguished 
friend from Nebraska [Mr. PADpocK]. If we are proceeding 
under the five-minute rule it can not be done in five minutes, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is of opinion that the 
Senate is now proceeding under the five-minute rule; that the 
taking by unanimous consent out of its regular order on the 
Calendar of a bill does not do away with the restrictive clause 


| of the limitation of time to be occupied by Senators to speak on 
for the creation of a corporation which is to fulfillin some shape | the bill. 


ft 


I 
‘ 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let me understand the Chair. 
started with the Calendar under that order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announced at the con- 
clusion of morning business that the Calendar under Rule VIII 
was in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did notunderstand that. I did not hear 
the announcement of the Chair. This israther a warm day, and 
I am fearful that we shall not have time to discuss this ques- 
tion fully. It will be an appropriate question to dicuss just 
about Christmas. Let it*go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill 
goes over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


Had we 


MARKING BIRTHPLACE OF JAMES MADISON. 


Mr. HUNTON. Iask unanimous consent to call up for pres- 
ent consideration Senate bill 3026. It has been reported from 
the Committee on the Library by the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. QUAY], at whose instance I call it up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3026) to mark the birth- 
place of James Madison, fourth President of the United States. 
It proposes to appropriate $1,000, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of State, in marking, with an appropri- 
ate stone column, the birthplace of James Madison, the fourth 
President of the United States, near Port Conway, Va. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ELIHU ROOT. 


wae I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate 
MLL Loos. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1357) to compensate 
Elihu Root for services rendered by direction of the Attorney- 
General. 

Mr. SANDERS. 
read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The SECRETARY read the following report submitted by Mr. 
COKE, July 16, 1892: 

The Committee on the Judiciary have had under consideration the bill (S. 


1357) to compensate Elihu Root for services rendered by direction of the At- 
torney-General and find the facts to be as follows: 





I should like to hear the report in that case | 


The services in question were performed by Mr. Rootin the case of The | 


Yale Lock Manufacturing Company vs. Thomas L. James. The defendant, 
who was postmaster at the city of New York, was sued for the infringement 
of a patent reissued in 1879, and having thennine yearstorun. The infringe- 
ment complained of consisted in the use of metal-fronted letter and news- 
paper boxes in the New York post-office. 

sy letters from the Department of Justice, dated December 13, 1880. and 
January 28, 1881, the then district attorney, at the request of the Postmas- 
ter-General, was directed to appear in and defend the suit. This suit was 
still pending when Mr. Root was, in March, 1883, appointed the successor in 


office of said district attorney. It was tried before the United States cir- | 
cuit court in the year 1884, and the result was a decree in favor of the de- | ; ~ ~ ens 2 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3042) to provide for leave 


fendant. For his services Mr. Root charged asfee of $3,000. It was ap- 


| equivalent toa royalty of a dollar a box a year. 





EXHIBIT B. 
{Circuit court of the United States for the southern district of New York. ] 


The United States of America to Elihu Root, United States attorney for the 
southern district of New York, Dr. 


To services rendered as attorney for the defendant in the suit of ‘The 
Yale Lock Manufacturing Company vs. Thomas L. James,” as fol- 
lows: To taking testimony; examination of the evidehce and prep- 
aration of brief for final hearing; argument of the cause on final 
hearing at Hartford, Conn., March 24 and 25, 1884, before Hon. Judge 
Shipman, United States district judge for the district of Connecti- 
cut, who, sitting as circuit judge for the southern district of New 
York, tried this case; preparation of final decree; examination of 
the transcript of record for the Supreme Court, prepared by the clerk 
of the court on complainant’s appeal ...................-------------- 98, 000 


In this case infringement was charged of a patent reissued in 1879, and 
having then nine yearstorun. The infringement complained of consisted 
in the use of metal-fronted letter and newspaper boxes in the New York 
post-office, of which the defendant was postmaster. An injunction and an 
accounting of profits and damages were prayed for. The district attorney 
was directed to appear and defend the suit at the request of the Postmaster- 
General by letters of the Department of Justice dated December 13, 1880, and 
January 28, 1881. 

Simultaneously with the bringing of this suit upwards of seventy other 
suits were brought against other postmasters in various parts of the coun- 
try, charging infringement of the same patent in the use of similar boxes. 
This suit, with the sanction of the Post-Office Department and of the De- 
partment of Justice, was made the test case. 

The complainants’ counsel stated their claim for compensation to be 
The evidence in this case 
shows that upwards of a hundred thousand boxes made on the same patent 
with those in the New York post-office were put into other post-offices by the 
same contractor who put up those in the New York office, viz: The Johnson 
Rotary Lock Company; and the complainants claim that there were also 
other boxes used which infringed their patents made by other manufactur- 
ers. As the patent had nine years to run after the last reissue, it is obvious 
that the amount involved in the litigation was large. 

Before bringing this suit the complainant had prosecuted and destroyed 
the Johnson Rotary Lock Company—the contractor for the New York post- 
office boxes having obtained a decree sustaining the patents and awarding 
an injunction. It had also obtained an injunction against the National 


| Lock Manufacturing Company, another manufacturer of similar boxes, and 


had had the patent sustained against vigorous opposition, with a construction - 
apparently broad enough to cover the New York post-office boxes as in- 
fringements. The preparation of the defendant's brief required the exami- 
nation‘and study of twohundred and seventy-nine printed pages of testimony 
and two hundred and ninety-six printed pages of documentary evidence. 

The result of the trial was a decree in favor of the defendant, dismissing 
the bill on the ground of noninfringement. The complainants have appealed 
the case to the Supreme Court. 


ACTION. 


December 18, 1884, approved for $2,009 and respectfully referred to the First 
Auditor of the Treasury; payment to be made from fees United States at 
torney’s fund, 1884, to Elihu Root, New York City, N. Y. 

BREWSTER, 


Attorney-General 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO MEMBERS OF THE 
THE REPUBLIC. 


I ask unanimous consent for the present 


GRAND ARMY OF 


Mr. WASHBURN. 


| consideration of Senate bill 3042. 


proved by Attorney-General Brewster for $2,000, referred to the accounting | 


officers of the Treasury, and allowed by the First Comptroller on January 
20, 1885, but not certified for payment, as the appropriation for fees of United 
States attorneys for the fiscal year 1884 was then exhausted. 

It was not reported to Congress by the Treasury Department, and lingered 
until the Attorney-General called it to Secretary Windom’s attention by 
letter of June 9, 1890, whereupon the Secretary of the Treasury transmitted 
it to Congress on June 11, 1890, as per Ex. Doc. No. 414, Fifty-first Congress, 
first session, herewith printed. 

The account is just and proper, and should be paid. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


of absence to certain members of the Grand Army of the Re- 


| public during the encampment of the Grand Army of the Repub- 


lic in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, during the 
month of September, 1892, and for other purposes. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 


| with amerdments, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ Office,” to strike 
/ out “shall” and insert ‘‘may;” and in line 10, after the word 


Your committee report it favorably and recommend that it be passed. | 


Appended is the correspondence between the Attorney-General and the com- 
mittee on this subject. 


[House Ex. Doc.*No, 414, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 11, 1990. 
Sim: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, copy of a communication from the Attorney-General of the 9th in- 
stant, submitting estimates of deficiencies in appropriations on account of 
expenses of United States courts, as follows: 


Special compensation of district attorneys, 1884.._.-.....2.2..222..2...- #2, 000 
Pay of special assistant attorneys, 1890 ....................-----.-.---.-- 1,050 
Pay of special assistant attorneys, 1889 .................. alc asatiitaaly tacieitieanicis 1, OO 
Pay of special assistant attorneys, 1888 .. .... 0... noone cece cccccccennne 450 
Rent of court rooms, 1886_. a: ama ead linen peepee dee 110 | 


Respectfully yours, 
W. WINDOM, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., June 9, 1890. 


Sir: I have the honor to send you, for presentation to Congress, the fol- 
lowing accounts for legal services performed in the interesf of the Govern- 
ment for which there is no existing appropriation. * * * 


EXHIBIT A. 


1884. To compensate Elihu Root, United States attorney, for unofficial 
services in case the Yale Lock Manufacturing Company vs. Thomas 
L. James, in the fiscal year 1884_._... 22. 


$2, 000 


‘‘absence,” to strike out ‘‘ with seven days’ pay, said leave not to 
be deducted from their annual leave,” and insert ‘* in the discre- 
tion of the heads of Departments where such members of the 
Grand Army of the Republic are employed, without deduction 
of pay by reason thereof; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That during the encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, during the month of September, 1892, in the city of Washington, 
D. C., all members of the said organization employed by the Government in 
the various Executive Departments in the District of Columbia, including 
the employés of the Government Printing Office, may be granted seven days 
leave of absence, in the discretion of the heads of Departments where such 
members of the Grand Army of the Republic are employed, without deduc- 
tion of pay by reason thereof. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


/ amendments were concurred in. 


| 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


JOHN S. SAMMIS. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Iask unanimous consent for the present 


| consideration of Order of Business 888, being Senate bill 2128. 








Mr. COCKRELL. I had hoped that the Senator from Oregon 
would insist upon going on with the Calendar some time or 


other. ! 
Mr. MITCHELL. This is a very short bill. 








1892. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? , ; 1 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2128) for the relief of 
John S. Sammis. : ae 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 14, after the words “extend to,” to insert 
‘‘ all the circumstances connected with the alleged taking and 
use of said property, to;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster's De- 
partment of the United States Army the alleged taking by the United States 
authorities, for the use of the United States troops, during the years 1862, 
1863, 1864, and 1865, of a certain wharf and warehouse and other buildings 
situated in Jacksonville, Fla., alleged to have been the property of John 5. 
Sammis, of Jacksonville, Fla., and to have been used by the Army of the 
United States for storing supplies and other stores; such investigation to 
extend to all the circumstances connected with the alleged taking and use of 
said property, to the title of the property and the incumbrances thereon, the 
status of the owner, whether loyal or not, the rental value of the property 
so used, and the material taken and used; and when such investigation 
shall be completed the Secretary of Warshall report the result thereof, with 
his recommendation thereon, to Congress for action in the premises. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the Calendar and insist upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. LI hope the Senator from Missouri will allow 
me tocall up the House bill No. 9350 to promote the safety of 
employés and travelers upon railroads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will lead to discussion this morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope not. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I eall for the Calendar. I am in favor of 


that bill, but I want the Calendar for the little time we have left | 


for it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in the | 


chair). The first bill on the Calendar at the point reached 
when last under consideration will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3183) to amend an act entitled 





it more appropriate that we should consider the House bills on 
the Calendar than be spending time on bills that will not become 
laws at this session, and which can be passed at the beginning 
of the next session, when the weather, I hope, will bea little more 
propitious than it is now. If the Senator will agree to go to the 
House bills on the Calendar we can soon reach that bill. I be- 
lieve it is among the first on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. [ desire to say to the Senators that the bill as 
reported from the Committee on Interstate Commerce is a sub- 
stitute for the bill passed by the House of Representatives. I 
think it isa very important bill, and I ask the Senate to consider 
the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Whatis the order of business? 

Mr. CULLOM. Order of Business 1048. 

Mr. VEST. What is the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the car-coupler bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think it had better go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from Tllinois 
that I should like to examine that bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It will lead to discussion. 
goover. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the bill now? 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to have it passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The bill will lead toa good deal of dis- 
cussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 


It had b:tter 


What is the Senator's purpose in calling up 


| of the bill (H. R. 9350) to promote the safety of employ’s and 


travelers upon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged 
in interstate commerce to equip their cars with automatic coup- 


| lers and continuous brakes and their locomotives with driving- 


wheel brakes, and for other purposes. 





Mr. ALLISON. This a House bill, I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it is. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It will lead to a lone discussion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection on earth to taking 
| it up. 
| Mr. WASHBURN. [shall have to object. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say, then 


‘‘An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to accept the | 


surrender of and cancel land patents to Indians in certain cases,’ 
approved October 19, 1888. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who reported that bill is not 
present. Let it be passed over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
without prejudice. 
EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I wishsimply tomakea motion. If there 
is any objection it will be stopped atonce. I move that Order of 
Business No, 954, being the resolution reported from the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
relating to a certain investigation be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is the Homestead investigation resolu- 
tion. 
ucation and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: A few moments ago I 
made a motion to refer a resolution to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. I gave the wrong Calendar number inadvert- 
ently, and the clerks inform me that the question was not stated 
and the reference made as I supposed itwas. I now move to re- 
fer Order of Business No. 1117, being aresolution, which will be 
read, to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be stated. 


The bill will be passed over 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is objected to. ® 

Mr. CULLOM. May I, then, be allowed to make a statement? 
If this bill is to be objected to, and is to goover from the present ses- 
sion, I should like to be allowed to have it put down for an early 
day in the December session, so that it may be acted upon by 
both Houses and become a law at thisCongress. If it is agreea- 
ble to the Senate, I ask that the bill be made a special order for 
the second Monday in December. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from [llinois, being 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The consideration of the bill 


| very much in sympathy with his general purpose and views in 


It will be so ordered if there | 


, ; ananieel 1 : : +q. | Which can be adopted. 
t have ached that it be referred to the Committee on Ea | special order, but 1 suggest tothe Senator the propriety of mak: 


respect to this matter, that the second week in December is too 
early a date for the committee to have thoroughly analyzed and 
considered the various suggestions which may be made to the 
committee between now and then as to the best safety appliances 
I am quite willing to make the billa 


| ing it a special order late enough for the committee to at least 


The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution, reported by Mr. JONES of | 


Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate, providing for the appointment of 
a select committee to investigate and report to the Senate the 
facts in relation to the employment of Pinkerton men or Pink- 
erton detectives in connection with the recent differences be- 
tween workmen and employers at Homestead, Pa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 


shire asks that the resolution be referred to the Committee on | 


Education and Labor. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the resolution will be so referred. 
SAFETY OF RAILROAD EMPLOYEES AND TRAVELERS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Illinois. I am not opposed to the bill to which he refers, 
and he isexceedingly anxious togetitthrough. Isimply wanted 
to facilitate business in objecting to its consideration. I think 


have time to consider the various suggestions which may be de- 
veloped between now and then as to the safety appliances, in re- 
spect to which he and every member of the committee has had no 
small amount of trouble, as the Senator very well knows. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest that there has been aspecial order 
adopted for the second Monday in December; that is the con- 
sideration of the bill ratifying the agreement with the Cherokee 
Indians for the sale of the Cherokee Outlet. I suggest a little 
later date, but I hope the Senator from L[llinois will insist upon 
an early day for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator from Illinois will pardon me, is 
there any special reason why the bill can not be taken up now 
and disposed of? It isa measure involving human life, and all 
railroad men take a great interest init. I know they have been 
expecting the action of the Senate upon such a bill at the pres- 
ent session. 

Mr. CULLOM. That was my request, butnumerousobjections 
have been made to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BATE. I do not know that itis possible to get the bill 
through at this session, but I would prefer that course. 

Mr. CULLOM. lIasked the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the bili be now taken up, and objection came from different 
sources. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I object to its consideration at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. It being so late in the session, and prebably 
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doubtful whether we have a quorum here, I have felt anxious 
that some progress should be made, if not now, looking to early 
action later on. The Committee on Interstate Commerce has 
had numerous bills before it now for a year or two. The com- 
mittee has given hearings, has taken testimony of all classes of 
railroad men, employers and employed, engineers, switchmen, 
yardmen, and all classes who can in any way be involved in in- 
terest in this subject. 

I confess, as the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] has in- 
dicated, the committee has had great difficulty in determining 
what is best to be done, and we are met even now with differences 
of opinion as to what measure should be adopted. ButI think 
the almost universal feeling among the people outside of Con- 
gress, as well as in the two Houses, is that some legislation look- 
ing to the protection of the lives and the limbs of the people 


who areengaged in operating the railroads of the country should | 


take place at as early a date as possible, consistent with legisla- 
tion that would not do more harm than good. 

The Senate committee I believe arrived at a conclusion as to 
a fair bill on the subject, one that would protect as far as they 
can be protected the people who are engaged in this business. 
I should like very much if the bill could be passed at this session; 
but if it can not, [ certainly desire that at the very earliest mo- 
ment after the beginning-of the next session of Congress the 


i 


measure shall be pressed, and I intend to press it myself to acon- | 
clusion until we get some legislation for the protection of those | 


engaged in operating railroads. If we can not fix a time, the 
second Monday of December, for instance, [am inclined to think 
it would be just as woll not to fix a time at all; and I give notice 
now that if the bill goesover Ishall move the very first opportu- 


nity I get after the beginning of the next session to take the bill | 


up for consideration, and I shall press it to a conclusion. 
1 ATID 
Mr. BATE. 


something should be done on that line. I, of course, do not in- 
sist upon the bill being taken upand acted onnow. If itis wrong 
it can be amended, of course; but it is for the principle I con- 
tend, and I want to get at what isright. I know that several 
bills have been before the committee on this subject, and I think 
some measure should have been reported earlier, but the com- 
miitee have not found it convenient to do so during the session. 
{ shall offer no objection to the suggestion of the chairman to 
fix a time for its consideration early in the next session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to put myself on record as heartily 
sympathizing with the desimgs of the Senator from Illinois. 
There is avery general and continuous complaint upon this mat- 
ter in the whole United States. The statistics of the men killed 
and wounded by the barbarous and bungling systems used in 
connecting trains show that the losses are greater every year 
than those of some of the greatest battles in the world. The 
Senator from Illinois I suppose has those figures here. While I 
am scrupulous about legislation of this general character, I have 
no doubt the measure comes within our power to regulate inter- 
state commerce. I really think it has been a reproach to the 
Congress of the United States that it has not before this time 
acted upon the question. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Connecticut will get the 
report which I had the honor to make, he will there find the 
facts stated as to loss of life and limb by the present methods. 
HAWLEY. I saw the report, but I have forgotten the 
figures. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Idesire tosay that [am in hearty accord 
with the general theory and idea of the bill. I think legislation 
of this kind will become necessary. I have not had an opportu- 
nity to examine the bill or report, so that I can not now discuss 
the measure intelligently, but [ am informed that if it should be- 
come @ law under its present provisions it would work great 
hardship to the railroads for a time; that to adapt themselves 
to the provisions of the bill without causing a great destruction 
of property is going to take some time. 
jected to its present consideration. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the Senator from [Illinois 
whether there was any understanding in committee as to the bill 
going over until the next session. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘There has not been, and if the Senator will 
allow me, I will state that I am not now agreeing that the bill 
shall go over; but judging from appearances it looks very much 
to me, | may say frankly, that any further important legislation 
at the present session has about closed. We are not likely to 
do very much more, and in view of that situation I take this oc- 
casion to state that if the bill does not pass at this session I shall 
insist upon an early consideration of it at the next. That is all 
I desire to state now. 

Whils [ am upon the floor I desire to say, in response to the 
Senator from Minnesota | Mr. WASHBURN], that the committee 
have heard all the objections to early legislation upon this sub- 


AK 
ly 
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It is not that I advocate this bill particularly, | 


but I favor the principle upon which it is drawn, and I think | to a communication which has appeared in the public press, a 


For thatreason I ob- | 
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ject. They have been informed of the embarrassments and dif- 
ficulties that pertain to early legislation requiring the railroads 
of the country to adopt the néw devices which will be required 
if the bill passes. That has been the cry, however, on the part 
of railroads for a good while. This subject is not a new one in 
Congress. It is two or three years old, and there has been a 
disposition on the part of the Senate committee to give every 
opportunity to the corporations of the country to proceed with 
the work of equipping themselves with these devices of their 
own motion, and without legislation, so that there would be no 
occasion for Congress to take any action in the premises. But 
the work in this direction by the corporations of the country has 
not gone on as rapidly as the committee and as I think the coun- 
try believe it ought to have gone on. Sowe are probably forced 
to face the question whether Congress should not act to protect 
the lives and limbs of the people engaged in managing these 
great corporations. 

‘ Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 

im? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This bill is not up, I understand. I have 
been struggling here in connection with two or three others for 
the last hour and three-quarters to get to the Calendar and try 
to do a little business before 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I beg pardon of the Senator. I supposed he 
wanted to ask me a question. I will take my seat. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No,I did not want to interposs an objec- 
tion to the Senator proceeding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question before 
the Senate. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, my attention has been called 


copy of which I send to the desk that it may be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

MEDICINE LODGE, KANS., July 7, 1892. 

My DEAR FRIEND: Some little time ago there appeared in the New York 
Times, and shortly after in the Kansas City Times, an article pretending to 
be an exposé of a deal between certain parties in authority and the cattle- 
men on the Strip for the protection of the latter; and I think Representative 
DOcKERY stirred the matter more or less in the House. Of this you will, of 
course, know more than I can possibly tell you. I do not know what was 
done or how far it has gone, but I have the right to say that I am in posses- 
sion of the facts absolutely, and that itis the most damnable piece of politi- 
cal jobbery that I have ever heard of, and I propose that you shall have the 
facts in the case as they were given to me by one whoisin a position to know. 
Here are the facts: 

Last fall when the Department was crowding the cattlemen, they made up 
fifteen or sixteen thousand dollars forthe purpose of getting immunity from 
disturbance and stopping all interference. They succeeded, and this spring 
when the pressure became too heavy again, the Department went into drive 
out the cattlemen, and they sent the troops to clear the Strip and the troops 
started in in good faith to do their work. The cattlemen were alarmed and 
had been bled by the powers that be for the past ten years and wanted noth- 
ing but a little time to get their cattle fat so they might get them out. 

About this time one Guthrie arrived at Kiowa and proposed to give the 
cattlemen protection for 75 cents and toassure them that they would not be 
They doubted his authority and 
had been bled so freely in the past, and recently had paid some one nearer 
home, whose name I have not been able to get, $1,200 for a protection that 
did not protect, that they at first refused todeal with him. Hethen produced 
letters from officers high in position, I think, among others, from Gen. Noble, 
that convinced them that he had the requisite power to protect, and then 
they began to dicker with him and finally settled the matter on this basis; 
They paid him 25 cents per head cash down and gave their note for 25 cents 


| per head payable on the Ist day of December, the notes being ata Kiowa 


bank. Thiscash, 25 cents per head, was paid direct to Guthrie and the notes 


| were made payable to him. 


No cattle were counted, mind you; the word of the men as to the number 
of cattle was taken at their own figures and shows the nature of the skin 
game. All this was gone through with and the notes now are at the bank at 
Kiowa. While the troops under Capt. Paddock were trying to get the cattle 
out this man Guthrie interfered so that Capt. Paddock telegraphed the De- 
partment about his, Guthrie’s, claims of authority and his interference, and 
received a telegram in reply telling him, Capt. Paddock, that Guthrie had 
full authority and that he must recognize Guthrie’s wishes. All the cattle 
on the Strip were transferred to this man Guthrie, and within an hour were 
transferred back to the actual owners. The one transfer to be used with 
the Department and the other for the protection of the owners in case Guth- 
rie should be disposed to act unfairiy. You will see in the beginning of this 
letter that he, Guthrie, offered safety until December 1. In case he was not 
able to hold the matter off, the notes were not to be collected but the cash 
was to go anyway. : 

These transfers were, with a few exceptions, made directly to Guthrie; in 
the few cases in which the transfers were made indirectly there was a third 
party between the cattleman and Guthrie, but the transfer back to the cattle- 
man was in every case direct from Guthrie to the owner of the cattle. _ 

There is reason to believe that it was brought about in this manner: Noble 
went to the President and asked to be given the control of the Strip for the 
pocpese of aiding the campaign fund, and this money is supposed to be 


argely gone in that direction. HENRY 6. LANDES. 
Hon. JERRY SIMPSON, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr.PERKINS. Mr. President, I am not personally acquainted 
with tbe writer of that communication and know nothing of his 
character, but it is addressed to Mr. SIMPSON, who has the 
honor of representing one of the districts of Kansas in Congress, 
and he is probably some political follower of his. Why this com- 
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munication, which indulges in falsehood and in malicious insin- 
uations as to one of the most honorable and faithful officers in the 
public service, should have been given to the public and to the 
press for publication I can not comprehend. ; 

Since its publication I have seen Secretary Noble and conferred 
with him. He says that he does not know of the existence of the 
man whois spoken of in thatcommunication by the name of Guth- 
rie. and he has no knowledge of him whatever; knows nothing 
of his avocation or calling and never had any correspondence or 
conversation with him. ‘To give to the public a communication 
of this character, indulging in the insinuations and accusations 
that the communication indulges in as to a capable, honorable, 
and faithful officer, make it in my judgment deserving of notice 
and condemnation. 

| believe that every Senator upon this floor who has had any 
cecasion whatever to give attention to the negotiations which 
have been prosecuted and carried on from time to time concern- 
ing the Cherokee Outlet will verify me in the statement when | 
say that no more anxious and diligent officer has been connected 
with those negotiations than Secretary Noble. Almost from the 
time he took possession of the Interior Department as its Secre- 
tary he has been conducting negotiations and conferring with 
the Cherokee Indians that the strip of country known as the Out- 
let might be opened to the homesteaders and home-seekers of 
the country. 

I have before me his communication dated October 26, 1889, 
addressed to Gen. Fairchild, whowas then the president of the 
Cherokee Commission, urging him as chairman of that Commis- 
sion to meet the Cherokees and to visit their capital, and to im- 
press upon them the necessity of relinquishing their right to this 
strip of country, the Cherokee Outlet, that the same might be 
secured and opened to homestead settlement. In this commu- 
nication he discusses the lease question and the title and claim 
of the Cherokees is reviewed at length, and he summarizes and 
concludes his communication with these suggestions to that 
Commission: 

First. That leases of the Cherokee Outlet are unlawful and illegal. 

Second. That the President has authority to declare invalid any agree- 
ments or lease of the Outlet for grazing purposes made contrary to the pro- 
visions of section 2116. 

Third. Thathe may cause theremoval of unauthorized personsand property 
from this reservation whenever their presence is, in the judgment of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs andthe Secretary of the Interior, ‘‘detri- 
mental to the peace and welfare of the Indians,’’ whether they claim to be 
on the reservation under a formal lease or by license or permit from the 
Cherokee Nation. 

As I have suggested, he has for months, in fact during almost 
the entire tenure of his office, directed negotiations and urged 
considerations which in the end would open that Outlet to settle- 
ment, and he has been diligent and earnest in protecting what- 
ever rights belong to the public as to that section of the country. 


From the first he has denied the authority of the cattlemen to | 


occupy or possess it. He has declared their leases and contracts 
illegal and invalid, and he has urged the military department to 
coiperate with him that the cattlemen might be driven from 
that section of the country and evicted therefrom. He has re- 
pudiated all leases and contracts from the Cherokees to cattle- 
men, and last year his orders for their eviction were being exe- 
cuted when, upon presentations and representations that were 
made to the President of the United States, his orders were mod- 
ified to this extent, that Cherokees actually residing upon the 
Outlet and having cattle of their own might be protected and 
permitted to pasture them uponsuchlands. Tothatextent, upon 
the solicitation of the Cherokees, the President directed a mod- 
ification of his orders. But the President has not at any time 
intimated that even those Cherokees could make leases for that 
Outlet or any part thereof, or could give immunity and protec- 
tion to others for their cattle or for cattle that they might bring 
upon the Outlet. 

The Interior Department has insisted from the first that no au- 
thority existed with anyone, with the Cherokees, or with any 
officer, to grant these licenses or permits, and has ignored them 
and stricken them down, and this is common history, and since 
for a writer in our State to indulge in the insinuations that are 
contained in this communication, and then for a person to give 
them publicity in the press for the purpose of reflecting upon 
the integrity and honor of an exalted officer is, in my judgment, 
so reprehensible that it deserves public notice. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Kansas a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from Mis- 
souri? 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Kansas whether any 
action has been taken in either branch of Congress or is contem- 
plated for the investigation of these charges? 

Mr. PERKINS. I am not aware that any action has been 
taken. 
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Mr. VEST. In order to give a basis for such action, if the 


statement of a Senator is worth anything, I want to make a 
statement. I do not know the gentleman who wrote this com- 
munication, and I do not care anything about it. I have known 
Mr. Noble a long time, and I do not believe that any charge af- 
fecting his personal or official integrity has any foundation what- 
ever. It would require a vast amount of testimony to make me 
believe that John W. Noble is not an honest man. He is a very 
bitter partisan—I suppose they call me one—but that is a very 
different thing from saying a man is dishonest. ; 

But ldo know this: I have been told by a reputable man, a 
citizen of Kansas City, Mo., who has a large number of cattle 
upon the Cherokee Outlet, that he paid $5,000 last fall—I think 
that was the time—towards the fund which is spoken of by that 
writer; that they raised $15,000 or $16,000 and expended it to 
get the permit extended for keeping their cattle upon that Out- 
let. Ido not propose to read newspapers here, but I have seen 
a statement in a newspaper recently from that gentleman reit- 
erating the fact that he did pay the $5,000 and naming the man 
to whom it was paid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7845) defining ‘‘ options” 
and ‘‘futures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and 
requiring such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain 
products to obtain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the unfinished busi- 
ness be formally laid aside in order that the subject-matter under 
discussion may be further considered. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Kansas, to whom I apologize 
for the interruption, will indulge me a moment longer, | simply 
want to add that it seems to me, aside from this communication, 
which is not an anonymous one, upon the facts which have ap- 
peared as published elsewhere and which were communicated 
to me, if there ever was a case for un immediate investigation 
as to the way in which this matter has been conducted, in direct 
opposition to the statement in which the Senator has read, com- 
ing from the Secretary of the Interior, the case is now presented. 
I reiterate that Ido not believe the Secretary of the Interior 
could be personally dishonest, or officially so, as to this or any 
other matter, but Ido know as absolutely as I know anything 
that things have been done in the Interior Department which 
were corrupt without Mr. Noble’s knowledge. It is impossible 
that in an immense bureau like that he should control the ac- 
tion of all his subordinates. 

Things have been done about that Yellowstone Park that were 
corruptly intended—intended to put money into the pockets of 
certain subordinates in the Interior Department. I was told of 
it and the names given to me, and I had parties subpoenaed be- 
fore the House committee, but when the men who told me of 
these things came there they conveniently forgot any stich con- 
versation, and forced me then to the attitude of either going 
there and putting my statement as to what they told me against 
their sworn testimony or letting it go. [had no proof. But ] 
assert here now as a Senator of the United States that men came 
to me at my residence and gave me names and dates of corrupt 
practices, and when they were called before that committee in 
the other House they conveniently forgot about it. However, 
[ have never doubted that it took place any more than [ doubt! 
am standing here to-day. 1 haveno more doubt tha) money was 
used in order to protract the permit to keep cattle on the Cher- 
okee Outlet thanI have of myexistencenow. I wantan inquiry. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know nothing personally of the Yellow- 
stone Park matter, but the charge, if charge it is, made by the 
Senator from Missouri as to the cattlemen and Cherokee Outlet 
is not the charge that is contained in this communication at all. 
It may be that the parties who were interested in Keeping cattle 
in the Cherokee Outlet last year employed attorneys and others 
to come to Washington and to do what they could to continue 
that occupation and to secure a revocation of the Secretary’s 
order. ‘That I understand to be the charge made by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, and that is very likely. But that does notin 
any degree reflect upon the integrity of the Interior Department, 
nor does it reficct upon the integrity of any officer of the Gov- 
ernment. But the charge that is made in this communication 
is that Mr. Secretary Noble is permitting these leases to be con- 
tinued, or this occupation to continue, so that a corrupt politi- 
cal fund may be realized to be used in the coming contest. 

The Senator from Missouri says that the Secretary of the In- 
terior is a partisan. 1 believe him to be a Republican, but I re- 
gret that he is not so much of a partisan as I should like to see 
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him. If there has been a time in the history of this Govern- 
mentfor twenty-five years when pulitical considerations had noth- 
ing whatever to do with the administration of the great affairs 
of the Interior Department it is now, during the administration 
of John W. Noble. He has ignored and refused the requests of 
his political friends in public matters when those friends thought 
they might have been granted with entire propriety, and with- 
out any detriment whatever to the public service, simply be- 
cause he thought, as the executive and head of that great De- 
partment of the Government, that it was not right for him to 
take into consideration political interests in any degree. To 
charge him with being in any way a party to the raising of a 
political fund through privileges of this character is to charge 
a faithful officer with that which in no degree, in my judgment, 
is he responsible for. 

As I have suggested, Secretary Noble has consistently and per- 
sistently denied the claim of the Cherokees and cattlemen as to 
this Outlet. He has urged Congressional action that these lands 
might be opened tosettlement, and upon his recommendation the 
Cherokee Commission was continued and the pending treaty 
made, and Secretary Noble assures me and has officially assured 
Mr. MANSOUR, the colleague of the Senator from Missouri in the 
other House, that there is no foundation whatever for this accu- 
sation, and he challenges investigation and challenges criticism. 
As I stated, he does not know the existence of this man who is 
spoken of; and I am so thoroughly convinced that there is no 
foundation for it in fact, and believing as I do that it was insti- 
gated for political reasons and to slander an honorable and capa- 
ble officer, that I have felt called upon to denounce it in the Sen- 
ate Chamber. 

It may be, as suggested by the Senator from Missouri, that 
cattlemen last year and perhaps this year have employed attor- 
neys and others to solicit the privilege and to work for the*priv- 
ilege of keeping cattle upon the Outlet. It is agreat tract of coun- 
try, embracing 6,000,000 acres of desirable arable land, valuable 
for grazing and pasturing purposes, and thousands of cattle have 
been pastured there in the past, and the cattle companies would 
be glad indeed of the privilege of continuing possession of that 
Outlet. But the policy of Secretary Noble from the first has been 
to drive them from that territory, and never by word or deed has 
he consented to their occupation of it; and I challenge now in 
his name one particle of evidence that will justify any one in 
indulging in an insinuationof the character contained in the 
communication read. 

Mr. President, the lands will be opened to settlement as soon 
as Congressional action can be secured. 

The cattle companies must go, and the assurances of the man 
Guthrie, if any, and the malicious slanders of the writer of the 
communication will not deter Secretary Noble from doing his 
duty, and he will be sustained by the entire power of President 
Harrison’s Administration. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, no more conscientious officer 
has ever served the public in any of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment than Secretary John W. Noble, and his good name will 
not be tarnished by malicious slanders circulated for political 
and persdnal reasons such as must have prompted the publica- 
tion of the one to which IT have invited attention. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,500 copies of 
the fourteenth number of the Statistical Abstract of the United 
States for the year 1891, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, 
Treasury Department. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 8,000 copies of the eulogies delivered 
in Congress upon Hon. Francis B. Spinola, late a Representative 
from the State of New York. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print 8,000 copies of the eulogies deliv- 
ered in Congress upon Hon. Ephraim King Wilson, late a Sen- 
ator from the State of Maryland. 

The message further conveyed to the Senate the intelligence 
of the death of Hon. Alexander K. Craig, late a Representative 
from the State of Pennsylvania, and communicated to the Sen- 
ate the resolutions of the House thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. 222) to grant certain public lands to the State of 
Minnesota for perpetual use as a public park; 

A bill (H. R. 798) to amend the military record of De Loss 
Cramer. 
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_A bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie B. Mor- 
ris; 
A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Mary O'Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Blizabeth Harley; 

A bill (H. R. 3888) for the relief of Samuel Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 5766) granting a pension to Miss Adda Boodger, 
of Lockport, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 6093) for the relief of Quincy McNeil; 

A bill (H. R. 6262) fixing the fees of jurors and witnesses in the 
United States courts in certain States and Territories; 

A bill (H.R. 7146) to pension Anna Morgan Burns; 

A bill (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Florence Ksther Wil- 
liams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a private 
in Company F, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; and 

A bill ( . R. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith. 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to state to the Senate 
one word respecting the present status of the public business. 
On the 30th day of June a joint resolution to provide tempora- 
rily for the expenditures of the Government, etc., pending the 
consideration of the regular appropriation bills, was passed by 
the two Houses, signed by the President, and had the force of 
law. Later on two or three of the appropriation bills were yet 
incomplete,and it was found necessary to still further extend 
the appropriations in order that they might be completed. The 
further extension expires to-day. Soall the publicservice which 
is covered and included within what is known as the sundry civil 
appropriation bill expires to-day unless there is a further ex- 
tension. 

Finding that, for reasons which will appear later, the House of 
Representatives adjourned early to-day, I telegraphed the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury with a view of ascertaining whether an 
extension would be in time if made on Monday. The Secretary 
in response states that a joint resolution passed on Monday con- 
tinuing appropriations would meet the circumstances of the case. 
But I have been called upon by the Public Printer, who informs 
me, and I have no doubt correctly, that the force of the Public 
Printing Office, if it works at all on Monday, must work without 
any expectation of receiving compensation. The force of that 
bureau begins at8 o'clock usually. It is quite probable that the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD can be printed, as, owing to the brief 
session of the House, and [I hope a brief session of the Senate, the 
work can probably be done between now and midnight. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Wiil the Senator pardon me for a question? 
Is it not true not only that the Printing Office force must go 
without compensation, but is not the Public Printer forbidden 
to let them work? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would not say that he is forbidden. It is 
made illegal and unlawful to work in advance of appropriations. 
What is true of the Public Printing Office applies to a vast num- 
ber of other governmental offices. 

Under the circumstances it seems to me that,in order to fa- 
cilitate the earliest possible action respecting this matter, it 
might be wise for the Senate to pass a joint resolution to-day, in 
order that it may reach the House of Representatives on Mon- 
day morning at 11 o'clock, so that they can take it up early and 
pass it during the morning. Of course I recognize the fact, as 
Senators will, that the other House may not like this interfer- 
ence on the part of the Senate in matters which usually origi- 
nate in that body. 

I felt it my duty as a Senator and as chairman of the Coim- 
mittee on Appropriations to lay this subject before the Senate 
during its session to-day. Unless there is objection, I will in- 
troduce a joint resolution extending the appropriations until 
Wednesday, the 3d day of August, that is, for five days, one of 
those days being Sunday. I need not say that this extension 
will only apply to the appropriations embraced in the sundry 
civil bill, nor need I in the slightest degree allude to the im- 
pediments which have up to this time appeared in the pathway 
of that bill. [ introduce the joint resolution and ask unanimous 
consent that it be considered. If any Senator makes objection 
to it, of course I shall not press it. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 114) to continue provisions of a joint 
resolution approved June 30, 1892, entitled ‘‘A joint resolution 
to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government” 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Comgress aasembled, 
That the provisions of the joint resolution entitled “A joint resolution to 
provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government,” approved 
June 30, 1892, be, and the same are hereby, extended and continued in full 
force and effect to and including the 3d day of August, 1892, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 
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Mr. PASCO. I understand that former resolutions of this | a vote on it, because I believe the effect of the bill will result in 
character embraced the appropriations made in all the great ap- | 
yropriation bills; and as only one of the general appropriation | 


ills now remains to be acted upon, is it necessary to cover the 
entire ground the former resolutions covered? 


Mr. ALLISON. The original resolution, which I have before | 


me, provided for the continuance of all the appropriations, but 
when the respective appropriation bills are passed, such resolu- 
tions cease to have effect as to them. So that, although the re- 


solution. is general in its form, it will only apply to such appro- | 


priation bills as have not yet passed both Houses. ; 

Mr. PASCO. I thought, perhaps, the resolution might be 
made to apply simply to the pending bill which has not yet be- 
come a law. 

Mr. ALLISON. That perhaps would be a more accurate form 
of passing the resolution, but the present form is the form usually 
adopted by the House of Representatives. Ido not remember 
the exact date when the last resolution was passed, but it was 
adopted in that form after several of the appropriation bills had 
become laws. ‘ 

Mr. ALLEN. The effect is precisely the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. The effect is precisely the same. 

I feel sure that the time named in the resolution will not be re- 
quired, but I have fixed it so as to include Wednesday, the 3d of 
August, which will give ample time for full consideration of any 
differences between the two Houses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the joint resolution passes I ought to 
state that the House of Representatives adjourned early this 
morning, owing to a calamity in the death of one of their mem- 
bers without passing such a joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and_passed. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. VEST. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk. 


I will state that my attention has been called to the fact by a | 


member of the Committee on Indian Affairs that that committee 
has been authorized to visit the Indian Territory during the 
coming vacation to examine certain matters there. 1 simply 
wish to offer this resolution as a supplement to the one already 
adopted by the Senate to impose an additional duty upon that 
committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


and report when it visits the Indian Territory during the coming vacation, 


the saving of many millions of dollars to our grain-growing 
region, and [ appeal again to the Senator from Louisiana, who 
has objected heretofore, whether he will not agree to some day 
early next week on which we may take a vote? 

[ desire to say that I recognize—and no one who is intelligent 
can fail to do so—that it isan impossibility, certainly not a prob- 
ability, that a vote can be secured on the bill unless we have 
unanimous consent. There is not very much more than a quo- 
rum of Senators present, even if there is a quorum, and other 
Senators, I understand, intend leaving to-day. I recognize the 
situation fully; butl thought, as Senators are very goou-natured, 
that they might possibly agree to some day next week when we 
may take a vote. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. We have all witnessed the un- 
flagging zeal and energy with which the Senator from Minne- 
sota |[Mr. WASHBURN] has conducted this bill: but I am sure he 
must realize, as we all do, that it will be utterly impossible to 
get a vote on the bill during this session. We have no voting 
quorum in the Senate: in a few moments we shall adjourn for the 
day: the weather is intensely hot, and many Senators propose to 
leave the city at the end of this week—if not to-day,on Monday. 
| therefore suggest to the Senator from Minnesota, if he desires 
to prosecute his bill successfully—a bill, as he admits, fraught 
with effects which concern the welfare of a great many citizens 
of our country, and, asI believe and many other Senators be- 
lieve, adversely and disastrously—it will be better for him to 
accept the inevitable and to let the bill goover until nextsession, 
when it may be fully discussed and be then voted upon and dis- 
posed of finally. There can ba no vote at this session of the 
Senate. It is utterly out of the question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then, Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill may go over as the unfinished business, to 
be taken up on the first day of the next session, and that there 
shall be no special orders interfering with it. 

Before that motion is put, I should like to perfect the bill so 
that we may have areprint, so that every Senator and every- 
body in the country who is interested may know what kind ofa 
bill its friends desire to pass. After the adoption of the amend- 
ments which I have sent to the desk I shall be inclined to agrve 
to the arrangement suggested. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator, then, that on Mon- 


| day next he present such amendments as he desires to have the 


Senate act upon at this session. 

Mr. WASHBURN. They have been already presented. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator desires action let the action ba 
taken on Monday on the amendments, and then let the bill be 
reprinted. Then if he will ask unanimous consent that the bill 


| appear on the Calendar as the unfinished business at the begin- 


whether money has been expended by owners of cattle grazing on the Cher- | _ a : ; 
| Senator from Tennessee, to adopting the amendments which I 
| have proposed? 


okee Outlet to obtain an extension of the time for keeping cattle on said Strip, 
and if so to Whom said money was paid. 

That the committee shall make full examination of all matters touching 
the keeping of cattle on the Cherokee Outlet, and shall have power to send 
for persons and papers. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the res- 
olution. , 

Mr. PERKINS. Is the Senator certain in his understanding 
that the Committee on Indian Afiairs has been directed to con- 
duct some inquiry in the Indian country during the vacation? 

Mr. VEST. Iam so informed by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN], a member of that committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the information is correct, I am very 
indeed that that resolution is offered. 


olad 
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Mr. VEST. In fact I have a recollection that we adopted the | 


resolution on the motion of the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs [Mr. DAWEs]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am assured by Senators around me that 
the Senator's recollection is correct. I hope the resolution will 
be adopted. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DEALINGS IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 7845) defining “options” and “ fu- 
tures,” imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and requiring 
such dealers and persons engaged in selling certain products to 
obtain license, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Before we proceed with the considera- 
tion of the bill, if we do at all to-day, I wish to state that I should 
like to come to some understanding whereby we may fix a time 
to take the vote on the bill. 1t is very disagreeable for all Sen- 
ators to remain in this Chamber hour after hour and day after 
day in this extreme heat. The objectsof the bill have been dis- 
cussed over and over again. I am exceedingly anxious to secure 
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; | ning of the next session, I take itfor granted nobody will object 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed to inquire 


to it. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Is there any objection, [ would ask the 


Mr. CULLOM. Are they numerous? 

Mr. WASHBURN. No, there are only two or three of them. 

Mr. HARRIS. My only objection is that I, for one, do not 
want to stay to-day untilthey are formally acted upon. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It will not take five minutes to dispose 
of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it would be well to take up the amend- 
ments at this time and dispose of them, so as to have them all 
appear in the reprint of the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiania. Is it understood that by unani 
mous consent the bill goes over as the unfinished business, to be 
disposed of at the next session? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the request 
of the Senator from Minnesota, which is, that the antioption 
bill, so called, shall go over until the next session and become 
the unfinished business at the beginning of thatsession. Is there 
objection to that request? The Chair hears none, and it is 
agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould have been glad if action could have 
been taken upon the antioption bill at this session, but [ think 
it is impossible under the circumstances for that to be done, and 
therefore the bill must go over. 

[ wish, however, to say a word in the way of caution to Sena- 
tors in addition to what has been said with respect to members 
of the Senate being absent. It will be utterly impossible for the 
Senate to adjourn until the appropriation bill now undisposed of 
shall be disposed of in some form, and I hope a sufficient number 
of Senators will remain here to transact that business. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I do not wish to make any objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator from Minnesota, but if we are 
compelled to stay here, I do not see why this action should be 
taken at this time. This country almost unanimously demands 
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action upon the antioption bill, and Ifor one am heartily in favor 
of the passage of some such legislation, preferring the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. HARRIS. The arrangement has been assented to. 

Mr.CALL. I did not understand thatunanimous consent had 
been given. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will say to the Senator from Florida 
that I simply desire to have the amendments which I have pre- 
sented adopted as part of the bill; I do not want to put anybody 
on record, but simply to have the bill in such form as bills with 
amendments generally come from committees. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand, as a matter of fact, that the 


—- > ne s — > ort owe ¢ Z con o j 2 Y | - 
Senate has already given unanimous consent that the bill shall go | :a1s:° Provided, however, That such contract or agreement shall not be made 


over for its action until the beginning of the next session, and 
that it is to be then the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the 
Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. And that has already been agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Idesire to have my amendments printed, 
so that they can go into the reprint of the bill, that Senators and 
others may see what they are. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that there 
are no amendments at the Secretary’s desk. The pending amend- 
ment is to strike out section 13. 

Mr. CALL. I did not understand that unanimous consent had 
been given, although I was in the Chamber. 
ever, raise an objection. I merely wish to put myself on record. 

Before the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] makes the 
motion which I understand he intends to make, which will sus- 
pend further business, [desire tosav, with reference to the reso- 
lution which [I introduced yesterday and for which I then asked 
immediate consideration, but to which objection was made by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], that I shall press the 
passage of the resolution at the first opportunity when there 
may be a body sufficient here to take it into consideration. I 
have not made the motion to-day for the reason that there was 
business of importance to be transacted, and a call of the Senate 
might have prevented the transaction of that business. 

| cught to state, however, that the persons who make these 
expenditures will make them subject to the knowledge of the 
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I will not, how- 


fact that I shall press for the passage of such a resolution when- | 


ever a quorum of the body is here. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I offer an amendment to the bill, whichI 
tend to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 31, after the word 

‘‘arreement,” it is proposed to insert: 

_Or shall by letter, telegram, or other communication sent from the United 
States to any foreign country, or by an agent, broker, employé, or partner 
resident in any foreign country, enter into any ‘futures’ contract or 
agi nent as hereinbefore defined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Minnesota will allow me. 


tion of these amendments now does not preclude in any way the 
offering of other amendments or carry the idea that Senators 
favor these amendments. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Not at all. 

Mr. WHITE. They are simply to be adopted in order to give 
the ~enator an opportunity to perfect his bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ment in the Senate. 

Mr. HISCOCK,. And it will also be open to amendment as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I[t does not cut off any amendments as in 
the Committee of the Whole; this is simply perfecting the bill, 
and the bill asperfected is to be taken up as the original ground- 


The bill will be open to amend- 


work to be ready for amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the | 
Chair. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The idea is to perfect the bill according to 


the view of its frie nds. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The bill is being perfected. When it isonce 
perfeeted as proposed by the Senator from Minnesota, then we 
take up that perfected billas the original billand as the ground- 
work of amendment, the whole being subject to amendment. 
_The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the 
Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 25 of section 4, after the word 
‘acreement,” it is proposed to insert: 

Or shall by letter, telegram, or other communication sent from the United 


I offer another amendment, whichI send 
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States to any foreign country, or by an agent, broker, employé, or partner 
resident in any foreigncountry, enter into any ‘‘options”’ contract or agree- 
ment as hereinbefore defined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 offer another amendment, which I ask 
to have read. 

Ths VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

rr Py : s ‘ 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 31, after the amend- 
ment already agreed to, it is proposed to insert: 

Nor to any contract or agreement made with any person to furnish and 
deliver to such person at any time, or within any designated period, any of 
said articles for the use, consumption, or traffic of such person in his busi- 


ness, occupation, or manufacture, or for the sustenance of such person, his 
family, guests, servants, tenants, employés, dependents, or domestic ani- 


in or upon any board of trade, produce, cotton, hop, merchants’, or other 
exchange, or other commercial association, or in any place, or upon any 
premises where price quotations of said articles are announced, bulletined, 
or published, nor be subject to the rules or regulations of any such board, 
exchange, or other commercial association. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Now, I move to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘ planter,” in line 28 of section 2, to the end of line 40, on 

ace 3. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 
‘* planter,” it is proposed to strike out: 

To furnish and deliver to such farmer or planter at a future time, or 
within a designated period, any of said articles which are required as food, 
forage, or seed by such farmer or planter, his tenants, or employés, nor to 
any contract or agreement made With any retail dealer to furnish and de- 
liver to such retail dealer at a future time, or within a designated period, 
any of said articles for use in his trade or business as such retail dealer, 
nor to any coutract or agreement made with any person to furnish and de- 
liver to such person at a future time, or within a designated period, any of 
such articles which are purchased for the consumption of such person, his 
family, guests, servants, or employés, or of any domestic animal or ani- 
mals belonging to such person. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Now,I ask unanimous consent to have 
the bill reprinted with the amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota that the Senate order a reprint of 
the billas amended? The Chair hearsnone, andit is so ordered. 

PUYALLUP INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had Order of Business 666, being the bill (S. 
3056) giving the consent of Congress to the removal by the 
Legislature of the State of Washington of the restrictions upon 
the power of alienation of a portion of the landsinthe Puyallup 
Indian Reservation upon certain conditions therein contained, 
placed down a number of times for the consideration of the Sen- 
ate. Ihave struggled along day by day and week by week, un- 
successfully, to have this bill heard by the Senate, until a num- 
ber of my constituents, somewhat impatient owing to the impor- 
tance of this measure, feel that I have not shown the zeal in 
pressing itthat [should have done. I feel, however, that I have 
urged its consideration with persistence and that I have gone 


The amendment will be stated. 
2, line 28, after the word 


“~; ms 


2 eer e leng £ justified i sking its consideration at th 
Of course I take it that it is distinctly understood that the adop- | to the length Iam justified in asking its consideration at the 


present session of the Senate. I therefore ask that the bill may 
be made the special order for the second Wednesday of Decem- 
ber next at the hour of 2 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN]? 

Mr. WASHBURN. [Ishall object unless it is made subject 
to the consideration of the antioption bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand it would be subject to that bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As the unfinished business the 
antioption bill, so called, would have precedence over a special 
order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The request of the Senator from Washing- 
ton, I think, is a reasonable one, and I hope it will be agreed to. 
As a matter of course, it will not override the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. WASHBURN. With that understanding, I am perfectly 
willing that the bill of the Senator from Washington may be 
made a special order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know the Senator from Washington has 
been anxious to get that bill through, and I myself have been 
anxious to assist in getting consideration for it, if possible, at 
this session. 

ATTENDANCE OF ABSENT SENATORS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to say to the Senate, in view 
of what Senators have stated about being absent, that I think it 
important that Senators remain here in order that we may have 
a quorum; otherwise by want of a quorum in one or the other 
House, or in both Houses, the sundry civil bill, which is neces- 
sary for the carrying on of the Government, will fail. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will also explain that 
we cao not finally adjourn without a quorum. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri very properly 
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says that it will be impossible for us without a quorum to agree 
to adjourn sine die. I trust, therefore, that Senators will make 
some personal sacrifices to be here. in order that the public busi- 
ness may be finally disposed of next week. 

| am satisfied from what I have se en here that it is generally 
understood by the Senate that the business of this session, with 
the exception of the necessary appropriation bill, has been about 
concluded, and that “oe ‘but the most ordinary and neces- 
sary affairs will be considered hereafter. At the same time, it 
will not do for Senators to absent themselves so as not to have 
a@ quorum here. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think that not only are the 
observations of the Senator from Iowa{ Mr. ALLISON |appropriate 
but I think the Senate itself as a body ought to make reasonable 
provision to secure a quorum here during the next week. 

My arrangements were all made, and have been made forsom 
days, to leave the city Monday evening, and it will bea very 
serious embarrassment to me to stay over beyond that time; I 
have no doubt that other Senators are in very much the same 
condition; but I have made up my mind, for one, not to leave 
until the sundry civil bill is passed in some form. 

I do not think we are justitied as representing the legislativ: 
power of this Government to leave this city without making pro- 
vision for the carrying on of all the operations of the Govern- 
ment in the usualway. Therefore,I will suggest, or Iwill move, 
if such a motion is necessary, that the Secretary or the P 
ing Officer of this body, be requested to telegraph absent Sena- 
tors that it is important that they should be here during the 
next week and request their attendance, and that Senators who 
are in the city may also be requested toremain, even when their 
desire is to go away, so that during the next week the Senate, at 
least, will not be without the power of aquorum to transact busi- 
ness and to finally adjourn. 

A great deal of difficulty will occur if either House is without 
aquorum. Neither House can adjourn sine die without the con- 
sent of the other. Both Houses must have a quorum. If the two 
Houses were here with a quorum and we should disagree as to 
the time of adjournment, then, according to the Constitution of 
the United States, the President could fix the time of adjourn- 
ment; but that has never been done in the history of the Goy- 
ernment 

[ trust, therefore, that the Senate will not be found during 
the next week in a position where it can not transact business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
if the sundry civil bill should fail whether or not it would re- 
quire the President, in order to run the Government, to call Con- 
gress together again? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly, and the President would do 
so. That occurred once inmyexperience. In Mr. Pierce's time 
the two Houses were in great heat and excitement politically 
and they disagreed; they could do nothing; bills were not re- 
ceived between the two Houses; they were in a state of chaos. 
but finally adjourned in a disorderly way, 

President Pierce promptly called Congress together again, | 
think in three or four days—I do notremember the time. Atany 
rate, Congress was called back immediately, and some of the 
members about starting off were detained here. The result was 
that public attention was called to the subject, the course of the 
President was approved, and Congress was condemned by the 
general sentiment of the people, without regard to political di- 
vision. Within twenty-four hours after the called session con- 
vened we passed the bill. I think but two days elapsed between 
the time of the scattering of the two Houses and the call by the 
President of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Chair to understand that 
the Senator from Ohio desires an expression of the Senate as to 
the request made by him? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yes, I move that the Vice-President be re 
quested to communicate, by telegraph or otherwise, with absent 
Senators, requesting their attendance in the Senate on Monday 
next and until the adjournment of Congress, and that the Sena- 
tors who are in the city, but not now present, be notified to tl 
same effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. t suggest that the Senator substitute ‘* Sec- 
retary of the Senate” for the ‘* Vice-President.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator suggests that the Secretary of 
the Senate had better perform this duty,in order to relieve the 
Vice-President from it. I think myself the Vice-President 
should sign these notices. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it better that the Vice-President 
should be named in the motion, because, as a matter of course, 
the Secretary will perform the ordinary duty of writing out thes: 
invitations. If my motion shall be adopted, I think that would 
be a sufficient notice to the House also of the importance of 
action on their part to have a quorum here on Monday, and 
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| the Senator from Ohio [Mr. S 


of Pennsylvania. 


within a day or two afterwards we may dispose of the sundry 
civil bill in one way or anot! 
The VICE-PRESIDEN' 


» question is on the motion of 





The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I request that my colleague [Mr. SHOUP] be 
excused from attendance during the remainder of this session. 
He has been quite unwell for two or three weeks, and it was im- 
p —s for him to remain here. Heleft lastweekfor his h 


» VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made , by the Senator from Idaho [Mr . Dusors}| in behalf of his 
colleague |Mr. SHOUP]? The Chair hears no objection, and 
leave of absence e is granted the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President 

Mr. QUAY. ILIunderstand the floor was conceded to me a half 
hour ago, and [ yielded to tie Senator from lowa[Mr. ALLISON], 
and then to the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN]. Was that 


the case or not? 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senat 
from Pennsylv ania [Mr. Qu AY fbr being entitled to the floo 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Presid 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave not visited the floor. 

Mr. SANDERS. I ask tho Senator from Pennsylvania to 

ive way in order that I may ask that my colleage [Mr. POWER 
may be excused from attendance, as he is ill, and unable td! 
here 

Mr. QUAY. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SANDERS. I ask that my colleague [Mr. POWER] ma 


be excused from attendance upon the sessions of the Senat 


ing the remainder of the present session. 

The [CE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and leave of absence is granted to the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. POWER]. 


THE TARIFF POLICY. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to yi 
to me long enough to give a noti 

Mr. QUAY. I will yield for that purpose and for no other 
[ am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thatisall I wish. When the Senate ad- 
journed yesterday afternoon I had the floor and was about to 
speak upon the tariff question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
Mr. QUAY] is entitled to the floor 

Mr. HAWLEY. [am well aware of it; but he has yielded to 
ne for the purpose of giving a notice. 

When the Senate adjourned yesterday I had the floorand \ 


entitled to it to proceed upon the tariff resolution submitted b: 

the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL&}], but I was asked to yield to 
an adjournment, with the understanding that I should ta th 

floor to-day. Other matters have intervened to-day which } 


vented me from doing so. If we shall be then in a waitine con 
dition. as we have been for a day or two, I shall try to make 





those remarks: but if the sundry civil bill is « ‘dof and we 
are ready to adjourn, [shall not stand in tl of that a ) 
nent , 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CRAI 
Mr. QUAY. [tis my pal inful « uty to announce that col 
eague, Alexander K. Craig, a m ember of the House of Repr 


sentatives, died at his home last night, and to ask that the be 
place : before the Senate the resolutions in re lation to his death 
“ oor pee nisazo from the House: of Representatiy 

ie VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays bef ore the Senate 


“an ction of ane House of ow presentatives, which. will be read 


The Se cretary read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESEN! IVE J J Is’ 





Resolve That the House has heard with de ep reg ret and prof 
row of the death of Hon. Alexander H. Craig, late a Representative 
State of Pennsylvania 

Resolved, That a committee of seven members of the House, with such 
members of the Senate as may be named by it, be appointed to attend the 
funera: at Claysville, Pa. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolut — to the Senate and 
trans mit & copy of the same to the famil y of the de ~d. 

Resolved, That as a further mark ofr spect to the memory oO the decease 

» House do now adjourn. 

oT he Speaker announced the appointmentof Mr. Kripes, Mr. SSERLEY, M1 
GILLESPIE, Mr. CAMINETTI, Mr. HUFF, Mr. RAINES, and Mr. BROSIUS as the 

) ttee provided for in the foregoing resolution 











Mr. QUAY. Upon another occasion I shail ask the Senate to 
fix a day for the consideration of appropriate resolutions com- 
memorative of the services and pr ibli : character of my late col- 
league. Meantime I offer the resolutions which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has } 
ment of the death of Hon. A. K. Craig 








tee oer Vo aks pe a 


a 





Oe RE ORM EIT, sell es ope rs 


Salita nent sr 


664 


Resolved, That a committee of three Senators be appointed by the Vice- 
President to join the committee on the part of the House of Representatives 
to attend the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representative... 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolutions. 

‘The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the resolutions just adopted 
the Chair appoints the following asthe committee: The Senator 
from Pennsylvania |Mr. CAMERON], the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. CAREY], and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. QUAY. I offer an additional resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will b2 read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased the Senate do now adjourn. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, August 1, 1892, at 12 
o'clock m. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The question is on the adoption of 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 30, 1892. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. and was called to order by 
the Speaker. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

During the reading 

Mr. BURROWS said: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


to dispense with the reading of all that portion of the Journal | 


which relates to the filibustering proceedings of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, let us have the Journal read. 

Mr. OTIS. LIobject. Let us have the whole of it read. 

The reading of the Journal was then completed. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker—-— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MARTIN. I rise respecting the Journal. At last even- 
ing’s session the previous question was ordered, not simply on 


the amendments to certain pension bills to engrossment and | : a ao - a . 
P & | from New York by striking out the word *‘ Tuesday ” and insert- 


third reading, but also to their final passage, as appears by the 
RecorD. In the Journal as read by the Clerk I did not under- 
stand the last clause to appear. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that it 
also appears that way in the Journal. 

The Journal was then approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the 
Military Committee I ask the passage of a resolution permitting 
a reception to the Grand Army 

Mr. BINGHAM. Regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield to 
me to submit a request on behalf of Mrs. Logan. She asks to 
have a resolution passed in order to grant permission to the 
ladies of Washington to give the Grand Army of the Republic 
areception in the Rotunda of the Capitol during the encampment 
here in September; and Republicans refused it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No Democrat objects; only Re- 
publicans refuse it. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Alabama is getting to be 
the regular order. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have just been subpoenaed to appear before 
a certain committee of investigation. The subpoenasays * forth- 
with.” I want to knowif I can be compelled toleave the floor of 
the House during a session to testify before a committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not like to express an 
opinion on that question. 

Mr. McKAIG. I rise to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 2,009 copies of the report of the House committee—— 

Mr’ DINGLEY (interrupting the reading). Is this the regu- 
lar order? 

The SPEAKER. 
the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
privileged. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not privileged over and above an appropria- 
tion bill which is already before the House. 





I make the point of order that that is not 


ae = asd 


This is aresolution respecting printing for | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 30, 





Mr. REED. And on which the previous question has. been 
ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the previous question has been ordered 
on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered 
on the Senate amendment to the appropriation ‘bill, under the 
practice of the House that brings the matter up, if it is called 
up, immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I call for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up 
the pending amendment, which cuts off everything else. The 
Chair cannot even submit personal requests of members. 

2 MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentloman will state it. 

Mr. MARTIN. My point of order is that the regular order is 
the consideration of the bills reported from the Committee of 
the Whole to the House on last night, on which the previous 
question was ordered on their final passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state tothe gentieman from 
Indiana that that merely puts these bills in the same condition 
in which the Senate amendmentis; and asthe House has entered 
upon the consideration of the Senat» amendment, that must be 
disposed of before the others are reached. The Chair will state 
the question 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Arkansas rise? 

Mr. TERRY. 





T desire to introduce a bill. I knowl have the 


| right to introduc? it at the Clerk’s desk, but I want to have the 


title read publicly, in order that proper reference may be de- 
termined. 
The 


The SPEAKER. That will have to b2 done at the desk. 


| regulary order is the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


[Mr. BINGHAM] to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider 
entered by the gentlemat from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and on 
that question the gentleman from Pennsylvania |[Mr. BINGHAM] 
demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move that the House adjourn; and p2nd- 
ing that motion, I move that when the House adjourns it adjourn 
until Tuesday at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman 


ing the word ‘*‘ Wednesday.” 

Mr. REED. These motions are dilatory and out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] moves to lay on 
the table the motion to reconsider made by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. Pending that motion the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] moves that the House do now 
adjourn; and pending that he moves thatwhen the House ad- 
journsit adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. The gentleman from 
Texas |Mr. BAILEY] moves to amend by striking out ‘ Tues- 
day ” and inserting ‘‘ Wednesday,” so that adjournment shall be 
until ‘* Wednesday.” 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there not a way under the rales of this 
House by which these dilatory motions can be prevented? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
under the rules a motion to fix a day to which the House shall 
adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess are in order at any time. 

Mr. BURROWS. And they can be repeated and changed in- 
definitely under the rules? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules these motions must be dis- 


| posed of by the House when offered. 





Mr. DINGLEY. But, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. McMILLIN. They are the same motions that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan applied against the consideration of tariff 
bills. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there not a way by which the Committee 
on Rules can stop filibustering 

Mr. BURROWS (to Mr. MCMILLIN). 
to the Chair. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And I addressed myself to the gentleman 
from Michigan, the Chair, and the country. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). Mr. Speaker, I desire to know 
if there is not a rule of the House which contemplates a refer- 
ence to the Committee on Rules of a rule for preventing further 
dilatory motions, and which authorizes the Committee on Rules 
to report. 

The SPEAKER. There is a rule of the House which pro- 
vides that reports from the Committee on Rules may be consid- 





I addressed my inquiry 


ered at any time. 


| 


Mr. CUMMINGS. 
The SPEAKER. 


Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
The regular order is demanded. 
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Mr. BURROWS. One further inquiry 

Mr. ATKINSON. Iask unanimous consent that gentlemen 
who have committee reports may be allowéd to file them with 
the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the demand for the regular order is 
withdrawn the Chair can not submit the request. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will withdraw it for that purpose. 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania| Mr. 
BINGHAM] demanded the regular order. The Chair has not been 
able to clear the table because the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BINGHAM] insisted on theregularorder. The regular order 
is the motion of the gentleman from Texas. ‘ 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 46. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania{Mr. BINGHAM] and the gentleman from New York 








[Mr. CUMMINGS] to act as tellers. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 1, 


noes 60. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 6, nays 125, 


not voting 197; 


as follows: 


YEAS—6. 
Antony, Cummings, Jones, Lester, Ga. 
Bullock, Hull, 
NAYS—125. 
Alexander, Coombs, Henderson, N.C. Reed, 
Amerman, Crawford, Hitt, Reilly, 
Atkinson, a Crosby, Holman, Rockwell, 
Babbitt, Daniell, Hopkins, Il. Sayers, 
Barwig, Davis, Houk, Ohio Seerley, 
Bentley, De Armond, Johnson, Ind. Shell, 
Bingham, De Forest, Johnson, N. Dak. Shonk, 
Bowers, Dingley, Jolley, Snow, 
Bowman, Dixon, Kribbs, Sperry, 
Branch, Doan, Lane, Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, Lawson, Ga. Steward, ll. 
Bretz, Dolliver, Lind, Stewart, Tex. 
Broderick, Dungan, Mallory, Stone, C. W. 
Brookshire, Durborow, Martin, Stout, 
Brosius, Edmunds, McClellan, Stump, 
Brown, Ellis, McCreary, Taylor, Ill. 
Burrows, English, McGann, Tillman, 
Busey, Epes, McKaig, Townsend, 
Butler, Everett McMillin, Tracey, 
Cable, Flick, McRae, Turpin, 
Cadmus, Forney, Meredith, Warner, 
Caminetti, Fowler, O’ Neill, Pa. Waugh, 
Campbell, Geissenhainer, Otis, Wheeler, Ala. 
Caruth, Gillespie, Owens, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cate, Greenleaf, Parrett, White, 
Causey, Griswold, Patterson,Tenn. Wike, 
Chipman, Halvorson, Payne, Williams, N.C. 
Clancy, Hamilton, Perkins, Williams, Ill. 
Clarke, Ala. Hare, Pickler, Wilson, W. Va 
Clover, Harries, Powers, 
Cobb, Mo. Haynes, Ohio Raines, 
Coburn, Henderson, lowa Ray, 
NOT VOTING—197. 
Abbott, Cockran, Hemphill, Mitchell, 
Alderson, Cogswell, Henderson, IL. Montgomery, 
Allen, Compton, Herbert, Moore, 
Andrew, Coolidge, Hermann, Morse, 
Arnold, Cooper, Hoar, Moses, 
Bacon, Covert, Hooker, Miss. Mutchler, 
Bailey, Cowles, Hooker, N. Y. Newberry, 
Baker, Cox, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Norton, 
Bankhead, Cox, Tenn. Houk, Tenn. Oates, 
Bartine, Crain, Huff, O’ Donnell, 
Beeman, Culberson, Johnson, Ohio O’Ferrall, 
Belden, Curtis, Johnstone, S. C. O'Neil, Mass. 
Belknap, Cutting, Kem, O'Neill, Mo. 
Beltzhoover, Dalzell, Kendall, Outhwaite, 
Bergen, Dickerson, Ketcham, Page, R.L 
Blanchard, Donovan, Kilgore, Page, Md. 
Bland, Dunphy, Kyle, Pattison, Ohio 
Blount, Elliott, Lagan, Patton, 
Boatner, Enloe, Lanham, Paynter, 
Boutelle, Enochs, Lapham, Pearson, 
Brawley, Tellows, Lawson, Va. Peel, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, Layton, Pendleton, 
Brickner, Fithian, Lester, Va. Pierce, 
Brunner, Forman, Lewis, Post, 
Bryan, Funston, Little, Price, 
Buchanan, N. J. Fyan, Livingston, Quackenbush, 
Buchanan, Va. Gantz, Lockwood, Randall, 
Bunn, Geary, Lodge, Rayner, 
Bunting, Gorman, Long, Reyburn, 
Bushnell, Goodnight, Loud, Richardson, 
Bynum, Srady, Lynch. Rife, 
Byrns, Grout, Magner, Robertson, La. 
Caldwell, Hall, Mansur, Robinson, Pa. 
Capehart, Hallowell, McAleer, Rusk, 
Castle, Harmer, McDonald, Russell, 
Catchings, Harter, McKeighan, Sanford, 
Cheatham, Hatch, McKinney, Scott, 
Chapin, Haugen, Meyer, Scull, 
Clark, Wyo. Hayes, lowa Miller, Shively, 
Cobb. Als. Heard, Milliken, Simpson, 
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Smith, Tarsney, Walker, Wilson, Wash. 
Snodgrass, Taylor, Tenn. Warwick, Wilson, Mo. 
Springer, Taylor, EK. B. Washington, Winn, 
Stahlinecker, Taylor, J. D. Watson, Wise, 
Stevens, Taylor, V. A. Weadock, Wolverton, 
Stockdale. Terry, Wever, Wright. 
Stone, W. A. Tucker, Whiting, Youmans. 
Stone, Ky. Turner, Willcox, 


Storer, 
Sweet, 


Van Horn, 
Wadsworth, 


Williams, Mass. 
Wilson, Ky 


Tae following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. MOSES with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. ENOCHS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. HuFF. 

Mr. ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. LAWSON of Virginia with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. CURTIS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. SCULL. 

On this vote: 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. BYRNs. 

Mr. LAGAN with Mr. BERGEN. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. BuRROWs. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. RIFE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. Moore. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey, until 
Monday next. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. LIND, for the remainder of this session 
on the World’s Fair. 

Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. LITTLE, for two days. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN, on all matters connected 
with the World’s Fair until further notice. Mr. HAUGEN woul 
vote for the appropriation and Sunday opening, and Mr. O’F r: 
RALL against both. Also on all other matters with the exe 
tion of the antioption bill. 

Mr. MoOorRE with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, until furthe 
tice. If present. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming would vote for the ap 
propriation and Mr. MOORE against it. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Kem. Mv. ScorTT would vote for the ap 
propriation and Mr. KEM against it. 
Mr. LAYTON with Mr. CUTTING, Mr. CUTTING would \ 

for the appropriation and Mr. LAYTON against it. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER, on all political questions: al: 
World's Fair. Mr. HARMER would vote for the appropriation 
and Mr. HATCH against it. 

Mr. GILLESPIE with Mr. MCALEER. If present Mr. McAL! 
would vote for the appropriation and Mr. GILLESPI£ against it 
Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. HALLOWELL. Mr. MITCHELL wo 

vote for the appropriation and Mr. HALLOWELL against it 

Mr. BUSHNELL with Mr. FircH. Mr. BUSHNELL would vote 
for the appropriation and Mr. FITCH against it. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, until Tues- 
day next. Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania would vote for th 
appropriation and Mr. KRIBBS against it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, on the 
World’s Fair appropriation, Friday and Saturday. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. WEADOCK, until adjournment. Mr. 
WADOCK would vote for the appropriation and Mr. TARSNEY 
against it. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. WHITING 
would vote for the appropriation and Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio 
against it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. O'DONNELL 
would vote fortheappropriation and Mr. BELTZHOOVER againstit. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BUNN on all questions concerning the 
World's Fair appropriation. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama wlth Mr. PATTISON of Ohio. Mr. 
PATTISON of Ohio would vote for the appropriation and Mr. 
CLARKE of Alabama against it. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. SANFORD. Mr. SANFORD would vote 
for the appropriation and Mr. COCKRAN against it. 
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Mr. GANTZ with 


Mr. RANDALL. 


Mr. RANDALL would vote | 


for the appropriation and Mr. GANTZ against it. 


Mr. 


NEWBERRY 


with Mr. LEWIs. 


Mr. 


NEWBERRY 


vote fov the appropriation and Mr. LEWIS against it. 


Mr. DUNPHY with 
he appropriation and Mr. DUNPHY against it. 
YOUMANS with 


41 
tI 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. GEARY. 


FUNSTON. 


Mr. GEARY would vote for 


Mr. YOUMANS would 


vote. for the appropriation and Mr. FUNSTON against it. 


Mr. 


STOCK DALE 
HOOKER of New York would vote for the appropriation and Mr. 


with 


STOCKDALE against it. 


Mr. 


BRUNNER 
vote for the appropriation and Mr. 
Mr. BYNUM with Mr. BRICKNER. 


with 


Mr. 


Mr. COOLIDGE. 


FLOOKER 


of New 


York. 


Mr. COOLIDGE would 
3RUNNER against it. 
Mr. BRICKNER would vote 


for the appropriation and Mr. BYNUM against it. 


Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


Mr. ALDERSON would 


vote for the appropriation and Mr. LIVINGSTON against it. 


Mr. 


ABBOTT with 


Mr. 


against the appropriation. 


Mr. WINN with Mr. EzRA B. TAYLOR. 


against the appropriation. 
Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. BRYAN. 
Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BRAWLEY. 
Mr. GORMAN with Mr. BACON. 


Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR, on World’s Fair 


BELDEN. 


appropriation, until further notice. 


Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOWERS, on World's Fair appropriation, 


until further notice. 


The SPEAKER. 


are 125. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The 
to answer: 
Abbott, 
Alderson 
Allen, 
Andrew 
Arnold, 
Bacon, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bergen, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boatner 
Boutelle, 
Brawley 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brickner, 
Brunner, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bunting. 
Bushnell, 
Cable, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Cheatham, 
Chapin, 
Clark, Wyo 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Cox, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER. 


Cox, Tenn. 
Curtis, 
Cutting, 
Dalzell, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Elliott, 
Enochs, 
Fellows, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 

Gantz, 
Geary, 
Gillespie, 
Gorman, 
Hallowell, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Herbert, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Huff, 

Hull, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 
Kendall, 
Ketcham 
Lagan, 
Lawson, Va. 
Layton, 


Lewis, 

Little, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lodge, 
Lynch, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McAleer, 
McKinney, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Newberry, 
Norton, 
O'Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, R. 1. 
Pattison, Ohio 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Pendleton, 
Pickler, 

Post, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Rife, 
Robertson, La 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 


Mr. ABBOTT would vote 


Mr. WINN would vote 


On this question the yeas are 6 and the nays 
No quorum has voted. 
Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 


roll was called, and the following-named members failed 


Russell, 
Sanford, 
Scott, 

Scull, 
Shively, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Tucker, 
Walker, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Willcox, 


Williams, Mass. 


Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Winn, 

Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Wright, 
Youmans. 


The doors will now be closed and the Clerk 


would 


Mr. 


will call the names of gentlemen who failed to respond on the 
first call. Upon this call excuses are in order. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois (when the name of Mr. HENDERSON | 


of [Uinois was called), Mr. Speaker, I have a message from 
Gen. HENDERSON that he is sick in bed, and I ask that he be ex- 
cused, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. BROSIUS (when the name of Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsyl- | 


vania was called). Mr. Speaker, [ask that my colleague, Mr. 
HOPKINS of Pennsylvania be excused, on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this call 173 gentlemen have answered 
to their names. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, all further proceedings under the 
cail were dispensed with. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1388) granti 
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A bill (H. R. 2429) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley; 

A bill (H. R. 3888) for the relief of Samuel Howard: 

A bill (H. R. 6262) fixing the fees of. jurors and witnesses in 
the United States courts in certain States and Territories; and 

A bill (H. R. 6993) for the relief of Quincy MeNeil. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from In- 
diana to yield to me for a moment to make a request for unani- 
mous consent. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent that 
until otherwise ordered the meetings of the House be at 12 o’clock 


| daily, instead of at 11. 





| 


ig a pension to Mrs. Jennie B. Morris; | cousent which I think wil 


Mr. BURROWS. 
passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Michigan asked me to 
make such a request before. 

Mr. BURROWS. That was before this filibustering began. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Isit worse than your filibustering against 
the tariff bills? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the 
joint resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the provi- 
sions of the joint resolutions approved June 30 and July 16, 1892, providing 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government, be, and the same are 
hereby, extended and continued in full force to and including the 4th day of 
August, 1892. 

Mr. HOPKINS of lllinois. Mr. Speaker, I object to the con- 
sideration of that joint resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this is a privileged proposition. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from I[llinois objects: that set- 
tles it. [Laughter,] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
prevail. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana states that he 
presents a privileged proposition. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, does this take prec- 
edence over the pending bill, upon which the previous question 
has been ordered, the appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was going to say that, as far as 
the Chair is informed, the only privilege that would attach to 
this resolution would be by reason of its b2ing in the nature of 
an appropriation bill reported from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and as the House is nowconsidering a proposition of that 
sort the Chair has not been able so far to tind any decision that 
would give this resolution priority over the pending proposition. 
The Chair, however, will look further and see what the rulings 
have been. The Chair-— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois object to 
this resolution to extend the appropriations to carry on the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, [ desire to say in 
reply to the gentleman from Indiana—— 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanwillbeinorder. The Chair 
appreciates the importance of this joint resolution and the im- 
portance of its passage, and therefore will have a thorough ex- 
amination made, and, if it b> possible in conformity with the 
rules of the House, rather than have any Department of the Gov- 
ernment stop, the Chair will recognize this as having priority. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS | 
objects to the consideration of the joint resolution. The rezolu- 
tion is not before the House. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” on the 
Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House. 
The question now is on the motionof the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BAILEY]; but the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


I object until this appropriation bill is 


Yes, [ object, if my objection can 


| REILLY] has a privileged matter that he desires to bring before 


the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent in the 
interest of the public service, of the soldiers’ homes and other 
institutions of like character [Cries of ‘* Regular order! ”’] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Stop fillibustering on this appro- 
priation bill, and I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Oh, yes! Give you $5,000,000 and you 
will withdraw your objection. We will not bribe you in that way. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] objects to the consideration of the pro- 
»osition of the gentleman from Indiana. The gentleman from 

ennsylvania is recognized on a privileged motion. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a unanimous 
relieve the difficulty. I desire to 
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ask unanimous consent that the House shall at once take a final 
vote upon the remaining propositions in this appropriation bill, 
so that the Departments of the Government will not be stopped. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. There are motions pending that prevent the 
Chair from entertaining such a request. 

Mr. BURROWS. But I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be done. 

The SPEAKER. But no unanimous consent can displace 
the pending motions unless they are withdrawn. 

Mr. BURROWS. By unanimous consent it certainly could be 
done. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
REILLY] is recognized. 

DEATH OF HON. ALEXANDER K. CRAIG. 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, itdevolves upon me to announce 
to the House the painful intelligence of the death of one of my 
colleagues, Hon. Alexander K. Craig, late a Representative in 
this body from the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Craig was taken ill in this city several weeks ago while engaged 
in the discharge of his public duties. His illness was of such a 
character that it was necessary he should be taken to his home 
at Claysville, Pa., where, as we learn this morning, he died at 
9 o'clock last night. 

Mr. Craig was a man aged about 64 years. He had lived all 
of those years the life of an exemplary model Christian gentle- 
man and citizen. 
members of his family and with all that the kind ministering of 
loving hands could do to save his life. But the inexorable de- 
cree had gone forth and he has been taken from our midst. 

His service in this body was not of very great length: he had 
been with us only a few months; but his character and his dis- 
position were such as to endear him, [ am sure, toall those who 
made his acquaintance, as they did to all those who knew him 
more intimately in the circle of his own community. 

It is not my purpose nor the purpose of my colleagues from 
Pennsylvania to trespass at this time upon the indulgence of 
the House. I have risen for the purpose of doing no more than 
making this sad announcement and stating that on some future 
occasion, when it shall suit the convenience of the House, we 
shall ask it to set apart a day for paying proper tributes to the 
memory of our departed colleague. 

[ now offer the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has beard with deep regret and profound sor 
row of the death of Hon. Alexander K. Craig. late a Representative from 
the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That a committee of seven members of the House, with such 
members of the Senate as may be named by it, be appointed to attend the 
funeral at Claysville, Pa. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 

The question being taken, the resolutions were unanimously 
agreed to; and the Speaker announced the appointment, in ac- 
cordance therewith, of the following committee: - 

Mr. G. F’. KRIBBS, of Pennsylvania; Mr. J. J. SEERLEY, of 
Towa; Mr. E. P. GILLESPIE, of Pennsylvania; Mr. A. CAMI- 
NETTI, of California; Mr. G. F. Hurr, of Pennsylvania: Mr. 
JOHN RAINES, of New York, and Mr. MARRIOTT BROSIUS, of 
Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report an additional 
resolution submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the House do now adjourn. ; 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that in the present 
condition of the public business I think the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |Mr. REILLY] ought'to withdraw this last resolu- 
tion. The House has already expressed in proper terms its ap- 
preciation of the event to which its attention has been called; 
and it seems to me very plain in the present condition of the 
public business that we ought not to adjourn this House. Every- 
thing has been done which is suitable to testify respect. Aa- 
journment of the House at the present time would be testifying 


respect at the expense of the public service and the public busi- | 
I say this in justification of the negative vote which I | 


ness. 
intend to give if the resolution is not withdrawn. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, all I can say in reply to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Maine[Mr. REED] is that it strikes 
me as an extraordinary thing that there should be any discussion 
on a resolution of this character. My own feeling is that such 
discussion is a matter of the grossest impropriety. The resolu- 
tion is presented to the House in conformity with the uniform 
and unbroken practice on such occasions. I have never known 
an instance, when a member who had served in this body was 
summoned to appear before his Maker, that the House was not 
disposed to adjourn as an actof respect tohis memory. In offer- 
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ing the resolution I have no disposition to interfere in any man- ‘ 
ner with the public business or what may be the desire of the 
House. The resolution is prompted—appropriately, as it seems 
to me—by the occasion. It speaks for itself: and havine offered 
it | submit it to the House, which can make such disposition of 
it as it deems proper. I ask for the adoption of the ition. 

The question being taken, the resolution was agreed to: and in f 


resol 


accordance therewith (at 12 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the 





Houses adjourned until Monday next at 11 o'clock a. n 
BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS é 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: i 
By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 9687) to authorize the Keokuk f 
and Hamilton Railway Terminal and Bridge Company to build 
and maintain an iron and stee! bridge across the Missouri River t 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 
By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 9688) to authorize the coinag 
of silver souvenir half-dollars for the Columbian Exposition 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
By Mr. CAINE: A bill (H. R. 9689) to enable the p:ople of 


Utah to form a constitution and State government, and to be ad- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
to the Committee on the Territorics. 
PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause | of Rule XXII, a joint resolution of the follow 
ing title was presented and referred as indicated belew: 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A joint resolution (H. R 15x 
for the payment of an accountto W. FF. Neidringhaus, contra 
for furnishing beef to Indians—to the Committee on Clair 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under claus2 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. CHIPMAN: Statement to go with House bill 9533—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers to accompany House bill for th: 
relief of Mrs. Hulda F.. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. * 


By Mr. TOWNSEND: Protest of citizen of 
County, Colo., against closing the World’s Fair on Sunday or in 
any way committing Government to aunion of church and state 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 


Mosea, Costello 


SENATE. i 
MONDAY, August 1, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday 
approved. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SPINOLA 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the fol! 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives: which 
was read: 

Resolved by the Hlavse of Repre sentatives (th concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Francis B 
Spinola, late a Representative from the State of New York, 8.00 copies 
which shall include 50 copies to be bound in full morocco, to be delivered to 
the family of the deceased; and of those remaining, 2.600 copies shall 
the use of the Senate and 5,350 copies for the use of the House of Repre 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed t» have engraved 


said Francis B. Spinola to accompany said 


as Wail “aah ANG 


Senate 


be for 


sentatives; 


eulogies 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I desire to say a word respect- 
ing that resolution. The memorial exercises on account of the 
death of Gen. Spinola have not yet transpired in the Senate. | 
suppose that is due to the fact that my colleague was not here 
when [ was here so that a time could be arranged to hold them 
when we should both be here. 1 suppose thos2 exercises will be 
had early in the next session, and I think the printing should be 
suspended, that there should be no action taken by the Commit- 
tee on Printing until, after consultation between my colleague 
and myself, a time is fixed for those services and they are held. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the concurrent resolu- 
on Printing. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR EPHRAIM WILSON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives: which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


K. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Ephraim 
King Wilson, late a Senator from the State of Maryland, 8,000 copies, 
shall include 50 copies, to be bound in full morocco, to be delivered to the 
family of the deceased, and of those remaining 2,600 copies shall be for the 


Representati 


which 


use of the Senate, and 5,350 for the use of the House of and 
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the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to have engraved and printed a 
portrait of said Ephraim King Wilson to accompany said eulogies. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask leave of absence for the remainder of 
the session for my colleague [Mr. WILSON], who is detained at 
his home on account of illness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have read a tele- 
gram which he has received from the Senator’s colleague. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

FAIRFIELD, IowA, July 30, 1892. 
Hon. LEvI P. MORTON 

Vice-President, Washington: 

_ Sickness has caused my absence from the Senate. 
journey to Washington. 


Am too unwell to make 
I ask leave of absence for remainder of session. 
JAMES F. WILSON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave of absence will be granted 


to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] if there be no objection. | 


The Chair hears none, and leave is granted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask leave of absence in behalf of my col- 
league [Mr. PLATT]. Neither his own health nor that of his 
wife will permit him to return to the city. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
made for leave of absence for the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
PLATT,’ The Chair hears none, and leave is granted. 

The Chair has received a telegram from the Senator from 
North Dakota | Mv. CASEY], which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk rcad as follows: ; 

MACKINAC ISLAND, Micn., July 31, 1892. 


Hon. Levi P. MorTON, 
Vice-President, Washington: 


Acknowledging your favor of the 30th, I ask the Senate for indefinite leave | 

United States Government to a union of religion and the state 
| by the passage of any legislation closing the World’s Columbian 
| Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
The Chair hears LAT 


of absence on account of ill health. 
LYMAN. R. CASEY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from North Dakota? 
none, and leave is granted. 
The Chair has received a telegram from the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. DOLPH], which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
VINEYARD HAVEN, MASS., August 1, 1892. 


LEVI P. MORTON, 
United States Senate: 


Have been quite ill. Not fully recovered; though if voting quorum is not 
secured in Senate to-day, wire me. 
J. N. DOLPH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has received a telegram 
from the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], which 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as foliows: 

MARTINSBURG, W. VA., August 1, 1892. 


Hon 


P. MORTON, 
United States Senate: 


Am sick, and can not leave to-day. 


Hon. LEvi 


CHARLES J. FAULKNER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

state that in execution of the order of the Senate thirty-one tele- 

grams were sent to absent Senators requesting their presence 
to-day and until the adjournment of Congress. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. I desire to ask leave to be absent 


Is there objection to the request | 


| 
| 





AvgGustT |, 





the Senate should be present by committee on that occasion, 
and I offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the invitation addressed to the Senate by the citizens’ ex- 


| ecutive committee of Washington having in charge the reception of the na- 


| 





In this connection the Chair will | 


tional encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, commencing on the 
20th of September next, asking this body to be represented in said reception, 
is hereby accepted, and the Vice-President is authorised to name a commit- 
tee of five Senators for that purpose. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. In connection with the same matter, I no- 


| tice in the papers that the Superintendent of Public Buildings 
| and Grounds has denied to the Grand Army of the Republic the 
| use of the White Lot, as it is called. 


Has anything been done 


about that? It seems to me that the use of that lot was set 


| apart expressly for such a purpose. 


Mr. PROCTOR. The change is to be made in the order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont tells me that 
the change has been made in the order. I was about to move, 
or to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate, that the Grand 


| Army encampment be allowed to use the White Lot. 


Mr. PROCTOR. 
upon. 
Mr. MANDERSON. 
War. 
Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of Mrs. Lillie Good and 


It will be changed. It has been decide 


It is in the power of the Secretary of 


| sundry other members of the Seventh-Day Adventist Church of 


Colfax, Wash., remonstrating against the commitment of the 


r. PADDOCK. I present a memorial adopted by the Penn- 
sylvania Forestry Association at Mount Gretna, Pa., favoring 
the passage of Senate bill 3235, providing for the establishment, 
protection, and administration of public forest reservations, and 
for other purposes. The memorial is about an inch long, and I 
should be glad to have it printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Nebraska that the memorial be 
printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the character of the memorial? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is a brief memorial from the State For- 
estry Association of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the paper that it is proposed toprint 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is a very brief memorial, half a dozen 
lines long, from the State Forestry Association of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it stay out of the RECORD, Mr. President, 


| as brief as it may be. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will lie on the table. 
Mr. PADDOCK presented a resolution of the Board of Trade, 
of Chicago, I]l., favoring the policy of introducing American corn 
as an article of food among the people of continental Europe, 
and urging that liberal appropriations be made for carrying on 


| the work; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


from the Senate to-morrow to attend the sessions of the Missis- | 


sippi River Commission, in which the people of my State have a 
deep interest. It is a matter of great importance te them, and I 


am receiving many letters and telegrams requesting me toappear | 


before that Commission. I therefore ask leave of the Senate to 
be absent for that purpose to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Louisiana? The Chair hears none, and leave 
is granted. 

INVITATION 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
some time ago from the chairmanof the citizens’ executive com- 
mittee here, and laid on the table. I ask that it be read, as I 
have a resolution which I beg leave to offer concerning it. 

The communication was read, as follows: 

{Citizens’ Executive Committee, Twenty-sixth National Encampment Grand 


Grand Army of the Republic. Headquarters Atlantic Building, rooms 60, 
(4, 66, and 68, fourth floor. } 


TO GRAND ARMY ENCAMPMENT. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., July 21, 1892. 
DEAR Str: In pursuance of a resolution, unanimously adopted by the citi- 
zens’ executive committee having in charge the reception and entertain- 
ment of the twenty-sixth national encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic in Washington, D. C., commencing the 20th of September next, I 
have the honor to extend an invitation to the honorable Vice-President and 
such representatives of the honorable Senate of the United States as may 
be deemed proper, by committee or otherwise, to be present and participate 
in the reception and other ceremonies on that occasion. 
I have the honor to remain, very respectfully, yours, 
JNO. JOY EDSON, Chairman. 
Hon. LEVI P. MorToN, 


Vice-President of the United States, United Slates Capitol. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ii has seemed to me to be quite proper that 


> jeati , Sanat aha . ° ° 
A communication was sent to the Senate | othor citizens of Hyde County, 8. Dak., remonstrating against 


| the committment of the United States Government to aunion of 
| religion and the state by the passage of any legislation closing 





Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of Gen. Stone Post, No. 
82, Grand Army of the Republic, of Jetmore, Kans., praying for 
the restoration of homestead rights to ex-Union soldiers in cer- 
tain cases; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of 123 citizens of Kansas. re- 
monstrating against the commitment of the United States Gov- 


| ernment to a union of religion and the state by the passage of 


any legislation closing the World’s Columbian Exposition on 
Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. KYLE presented the memorial of James W. Parlin, and 


the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered 


| to lie on the table. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of members of the 
Seventh-Day Adventist Church of Dudenville, Mo., remonstrat- 
ing against the commitment of the United States Government 


| toa union of religion and the state by the pas:age of any legis- 


lation closing the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


PRINTING OF BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. PERKINS 
July 5, 1892, reported it with an amendment, and asked for its 
present consideration: 


Resolved, That a reprint of 5,000 copies of Senate Miscellaneous Document 
No. 48, present session, relating to national bankruptcy legislation, be or- 
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dered and sent to the Senate document room subject to the order of the 
Judiciary Committee. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 4, 
after the word ‘‘ room” to insert: 

Of which 3,000 copies shall be. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read as amended. 

The resolution was read as amended, as follows: 

Resolved, That a reprint of 5,000 copies of Senate Miscellaneous Document 
No. 48, present session, relating to national bankruptcy legislation, be or- 
dered and sent to the Senate document room, of which 3,000 copies shall be 
subject to the order of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CALL. I should be glad to ask the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS], who introduced the resolution, what the object 
of it is? Those who are not in favor of a national bankruptcy 
law would perhaps not be very desirous to educate the people 
in that direction. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwill state, in answer to the inquiry of the 
Senator from Florida, that there have been a great many demands 
for this document, and, in fact, parties have gone to the trouble 
of soliciting copies from Senators who did not care to use the 
number heretofore printed and placed to their credit. Those 
copies have been exhausted, and now they ask fora reprint that 
the demand may be supplied. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Kansas if he can tell us the cause of this extraordinary demand. 
I have received several letters from my State asking me to send 
10 copies, 20 copies, and 25 copies of this document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Senator from Iowa received any 
letters stating that some person had advised the writers that 
their names appeared in a certain document which they could 
get by applica‘ion to their Senators? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I have not received any of those commu- 
nications. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have received letters stating that the 
writers had been notified that a certain document had their 
names in it, and if they would send to the Senators from their 
State they could get it. I have had applications for this docu- 
ment, as the Senator from Iowa says he has had, and I have now 
four or five calling for from 5 to 10 copies of the document. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the secret of their wanting 10 cop- 
ies all the time? I havereceived a great many letters, and « ach 
one asks for 10 copies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire if any Senator has 
received letters from hisconstituents containing the information 
that they had been notified to request copies? 

Mr. CULLOM. [I have not received any such. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That they had been notified that their 
names appeared in this document? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; I have received a number of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague says he has received a num- 
ber of them. I have. 

Mr. CULLOM. Idid not read mine very carefully. If there 
was any such suggestion as that in them I did not observe it. 

Mr. BERRY. Whatisthe condition of this proposition? Has 
it just been introduced? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has been reported 
from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BERRY. Will an objection carry it over under the rule? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before the objection is made, I desire to 
state, with the permission of the Senator from Arkansas, that 
this is a resolution which was introduced by the Senator from 
Kansas nearly a month ago. Upon making inquiry in the fold- 
ing room of the Senate [ found that there were quite a large 
number of these pamphlets yet subject to distribution by Sen- 
ators, and I said to parties who called upon me in the interest of 
having the document published that so long as there were eopies 
in the folding room it did not seem to me to be worth while to 
print an additional number. 

The numbers in the folding room for distribution were grad- 
wally reduced, and I was then called upon, within a short time, 
with the statement that the document had become exhausted; 
that Senators had very liberally given of their quota to parties 
who desired to distribute them. We understood that the Judi- 
ciary Committee was anxious for their distribution in quite a 
large number. Under these circumstances, as the cost of print- 
ing 5,000, placing 2,000 in the document room for the use of Sen- 
ators and for their distribution and 3,000 for distribution by the 
Judiciary Committee, would be about $450, it was thought well 
to report the resolution favorably. 

This is like many another resolution to print. It is reported 
upon favorably by the Committee on Printing simply because 
there seems to be a demand for it, particularly from some promi- 
nent committee of the body. 





Mr. BERRY. It seems to me that the evidence is overwhelm- 
ing that this is a job put up by someone to secure the advertise- 
ment of a proposition at the expense of the Government, and 
that parties have been notified to call for these copies in order 
toexhaust them. I therefore object to the consideration of the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution being objected to, 
it goes to the Calendar. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3495) to remove the 


| charge of desertion from the military record of Richard M. 


Pierce, late of Company A, Thirteenth Wisconsin Infantry; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to. the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


QUADRO-CENTENNIAL MEMORIAL. 


Mr. CULLOM. Some time ago the Secretary of the Senate 
was directed to affix the seal of the Senate to a certain docu- 
ment called ‘‘ The administration of the United States Govern- 
ment,” ete. The direction did not go so far as to require or 
authorize the Secretary to certify tothe genuineness of the signa- 
tures of the Senators. I therefore ask that an order be adopted 
so that the Secretary can comply fully with what we supposed 
we were doing at the time. 

The order was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be, ani he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to certify to the authenticity of the signatures of the members 
of the Senate to the document entitled ‘*The administration of the United 
States Government at the beginning of the four hundredth anniversary of 
the discovery of America.” 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON QUADRO-CENTENNIAL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred t> the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select) or any 
subcommittee thereof appointed for the purpose are hereby authorized dur- 
ing the recess of Congress to visit the grounds of the World’s Columbian 
Exposition for the purpose of obtaining information as to the expenditure 
of the money appropriated by Congress and as to the general conduct and 
management of said World’s Columbian Exposition, with authority to em- 
ploy a clerk, and that the expenses of said committee be paid out of the con- 
tingent funds of the Senate. 

DISTRICT STREET IMPROVEMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the Board of Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the Senate of March 15, a statement concerning expenditures on 
street and other improvements in the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. i59) to continue the provisions of ex- 
isting laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. 

SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I submit a resolution which I ask may be 
considered now. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate, That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby 
is, directed to report to the Senate on or before the 12th day of December, 
1892, all deficiencies of not less than 10 per cent In amonnt in the salaries 
of third, fourth, and fifth class postmasters whose claims for readjustments 
of salaries were presented to the Postmaster-General prior to January 1, 
1887, from the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Kansas, Kentucky, and Illinois: 
such report to state from existing entries on Department form 1224 A as to 
each deticiency within each biennial term between July |, 1864, and July | 
1874, in regular order, the name of the post-office, the name of the postmas 
ter, the biennial or fractional biennial term within which the deficiency ex 
ists, the amount of the postmaster’s salary ascertained by the amount of 
the commissions prescribed by the act of June 22, 1854, upon the quarterly 
returns within the biennial term specified, the amount of salary allowed and 
paid to such postmaster for the specified biennial or fractional biennial 
term, and the amount of the deficiency or difference between the salary paid 
and the salary thus ascertained within such biennial or fractional biennial 
terms specified; the total amount of such deficiencies of salaries of post- 
masters in each of said States to be also stated, and a copy of Department 
letter, form 1223, published by the Postmaster-General in relation to claims 
presentable under the act of 1883, and the method of adjustment and pay- 
ment under section 8 of chapter 114 of the laws of 1866 and chapter 119 of 
the laws of 1883, to"be included in such report; and the Postmaster-General 
is hereby also required to inform the Senate whether deficiencies in the sal- 
aries of any postmasters of the classes aforesaid have heretofore been al 
lowed and paid by the Department in accordance with the plan of adjust 
ment herein set forth, and if so, to state the amounts of such payments 
and if deficiencies in such salaries have also been allowed and paid upon 
any other method of adjustment to state what amounts have been so paid 
and the reasons why a change, if any, has been made in making the adjust 
ments of deficiencies in such salaries. 


Mr. SAWYER. lIask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not think the resolution ought to be 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads or to 
any other committee. 

I desire simply to state that the purpose of the resolution is to 
ascertain from the Post-Office Department the exact method by 
which the salaries of postmasters of the third, fourth, and fifth 
class have been heretofore adjusted and paid by that Depart- 
ment. My information is, and to some extent it is derived from 


public documents, that some years ago the Post-Office Depart- | 
ment adjusted and paid these salaries upon the plan indicated in | 


the resolution, which I need not take the time of the Senate now 
to explain in detai', and that a considerable amount of the public 
money has been paid out upon those adjustments. Subsequently, 
for some reason which I do not know, and which the resolution 


asks the Postmaster-General to give us, that mode of adjustment | 


was changed, and from that time on the salaries of these ex- 
postmasters have been adjusted and paid upon an entirely differ- 
ent plan. 

The original plan gave to the postmasters who performed the 
service the amount of the ascertained deficiency; that is to say, 
the amount of difference between the salary that was actually 


paid the postmaster during the biennial term and the amount | 


of the salary which he would have received as commissions un- 
der the act of 1854. According to the plan of adjustment subse- 
quently adopted and upon which payments are now being made 
this deficiency is given to the postmaster who succeeds the one 
who performed the service. 

Now, [submit to the Senate that one or the other of these plans 
must be wrong and that we ought, atleast. to be able to ascertain 
from the Post-Office Department the reasons why this plan, un- 
der which quite a considerable amount of public money was paid 
out, was abandoned and anew plan adopted. Both of them can 
not be right; an injustice has been done to the Government, 
either by the original construction put upon the acts of 1864, 
1866, and 1883, or injustice is being done to the Government now. 
[ desire to say here that this change in the plan of adjustment 
was not made, as I understand, by the present Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, but was made some time ago. 

The whole purpose of this resolution is to bring before the 
Senate all the information the Post-Office Department can fur- 
nish upon this subject, in order that the Senate may determine 
which one, if either, of these plans is the correctone; and when 
the information is furnished, I will myself ask the Senate to 
refer the whole matter to the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
law committee of the Senate, to ascertain and report the facts 


and the law; but I do not think anything at ali can be accom- | 


plished by referring the resolution to the Committee on Post- 


Offices and Post-Roads at this time. 


| would say further that this resolution calls for no additional | 
Itcalls simply | 


labor upon the partof the Post-Office Department. 
for those adjustments which have already been made out under 
the old plan, because at the time when the Post-Office Depart- 
ment abandoned its original plan and adopted a new one, it al- 


ready had made out, as [am informed, the adjustments for these | 


States upon the old plan. Now this resolution asks on the part 


of the Senate all the information as to the reasons why that plan | 


was changed. 

Mr. BATE. Before any disposition of the resolution is made 
[ desire, with the permission of the Senator from Kentucky, to 
amend, by inserting after the word ‘* Kentucky,” on the first page 
of the resolution, the word ‘* Tennessee,” so that the informa- 
tion can all come together. Ihave had letters from constituents 
whoare interested in the matter, and I think the cases in all the 
States should be disposed of together. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I did not gather very definitely | 


the phraseology of the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], but I should like to ask him if it does 
not relate to an old controversy, what is called the Spalding 
claims—that is, claims where, under some ruling of the Depart- 
ment, certain postmasters,whose accounts had been settled many 
years ago, were readjusted and they were allowed additional 


compensation, and wherein two or three efforts have been made | 


by legislation to cure the difficulty? 

If this resolution has any relation to those claims, I think it 
ought to be referred to some committee in order that the whole 
subject may be carefully examined with a view to looking into 
the state of the law, and I would suggest to the Senator from 
Kentucky that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is 
not the preper committee, but that this resolution itself should 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have not theslightest objection to that. I 
am quite willing to send the resolution to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
will allow me, I wish to say that this whole subject has been | 
heretofore before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, | 
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| and was assigned to a Senator who was one of the best lawyers 
| in the Senate, who was a member of that committee, and who 
made a very thorough examination of the subject. I refer to 
the late Senator Wilson of Maryland. 

It seems to me that if this resolution should go to any com- 
mittee at all it ought to go back to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, as that committee, under the lead of the 
late Senatorfrom Maryland made what they thought was a very 
thorough and conclusive examination of the subject and reported 
to the Senate. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I know that in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions we have had a great deal of trouble about these claims. I 
observe the word ‘“‘deficiency” is inserted. That word has a 
significance in the phraseology of legislation which might imply 
that we were under some obligation to pay these claims. I do 
not know but that we are; I know, however, they involve agreat 
| many hundreds of thousands of dollars, and probably some mil- 
lions. It seems to me it might be wise to have this matter in- 
vestigated, if it has not been investigated by some committee, 
before the information is sought. 
| Mr.CARLISLE. In response to what has been said by the 
Senator from Iowa, I will say that these are not ‘‘ Spalding 
claims,” though I understand a gentleman in this city, an attor- 
ney by the name of Spalding, has been employed by quite a num- 
ber of those ex-postmasters to prosecute their claims before the 
Department and also before the courts, and has in fact had quite 
a number of suits. 

The Senator will remember that up to 1854 there were no sal- 

aried post-offices in the United States, except, I believe, in the 
city of New York. The postmasters were all paid by commission 
| upon their receipts. In 1864 Congress passed an act providing 
| that the Post-Office Department should adjust their salaries bi- 
'ennially, basing their adjustment upon the commissions they 
| would have received under the act of 1854; and that the Posmas- 
ter-General might readjust them at other times when he thought 
proper to do so, but there was no mandatory provision upon that 
| subject. 
In 1866 the act was amended so as to provide that the Post- 
| master-General should readjust these salaries biennially when- 
| ever it appeared that the amount received by the postmaster as 
| salary was 10 per cent or more, less than the commissions which 
he would have received under the act of 1854. That was held 
still not to be mandatory upon the Postmaster-General. Conse- 
quently in 1883 Congress passed an act which directed and re- 
quired the Postmaster-General to make these readjustments 
whenever it appeared that the amount allowed by the adjust- 
ment previously made was 10 per cent or more less than what 
he would have received as commissions under the act of 1854. 

Now, the sole question is whether the Postmaster-General in 
readjusting under the act of 1883 shall allow the additional 
salary to the man who performed the service, or shall allow the 
additional salary to the man who succeeds him in the office dur- 
ing the next two years, who did not perform the service at all. 
There are many cases where the man who succeeded the one 
who performed the service had received, under the construc 
tion put upon the law by the Postmaster-General, in the first 
place, more than he would have received under the act of 1854 
in the form of commissions, and has received his extra compen- 
sation besides, while the man who actually performed the serv- 
ice has been left without the additional pay. 

[ submit to the Senator from Iowa, if this matter is to be re- 
ferred to acommittee, why not wait until the information has 
been procured from the Post-Office Department, and then refer, 
| as I have suggested, the whole matter to the Committee on the 
Judiciary for investigation, when we shall have I hope, a final and 
| conclusive settlement of this question, which has been pending 

in Congress since 1866, if not before that time. 
It is true that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
during the last session of Congress had a resolution before it 
| somewhat similar to this, but not precisely the same, which was 
'referred to a subcommittee, of which the late Senator from 
Maryland waschairman. He gave the matter very careful ex- 
amination, and I mustsay that I have very great confidence not 
only in his integrity, but in his capacity as alawyer. He came 
to the conclusion that the present construction put upon the 
acts of 1866 and 1883 by the Post-Office Department was correct. 
If that be true and the Senate should come to that conclusion 
when it gets all the information undoubtedly, as I have said, a 
large amount of the public money has been paid out of the Treas- 
| ury on an erroneous construction of those laws. That Senator 
did not have before him any of the information which this res- 
| olutian calls for, but a resolution calling for the information 
was itself referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 
Roads. 
All that I ask now is that this resolution be passed so that all 
the information which the Post-Office Department can give us, 
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all the reasons which the Post-Office Department can furnish for 


this change in construction be laid before the Senate, and that 
then the matter be investigated and settled. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the Senator any objection to the reso- 
lution being again read? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Notat all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let the resolution be again read. 
to see exactly what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Sen ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
objects to the unqualified use of the word “ deticiency,” I have no 
objection whatever to the insertion of the word ‘‘ alleged” before 
the word ‘‘ deficiency ’’ in every place where it occurs, because 
the purpose of this resolution is not to settle any question in re- 
gard to these matters, but to procure the information which will 
enable us to do so hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky why this information is sought in respect of certain States 
and not of all the States? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Because my information is that as to those 
particular States the adjustments upon the plan indicated in the 


T want 


resolution have been already made out, and it can not impose any | 


additional labor upon the Post-Office Department to procure 
them. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam satisfied that the adjustments have not 
been made in respect to Tennessee. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Therefore I leave out Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. I have submitted a motion that ‘‘ Tennessee ” 
inserted. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Secretary did not read it, and I desire 
that it shall be inserted as one of the States included in the res- 
olution. 

Mr. BATE. If there has been no action upon my motion to 
insert ‘‘ Tennessee,” I ask that action be taken uponit now. | 
move to amend by inserting the word ‘‘ Tennessee” after the 
word ** Kentucky.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ Kentucky ” it is proposed 
to insert ‘* Tennessee;” so as to read: 

From the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Kansas, Kentucky, Tennessee, 
and Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Owing to the confusion in the Chamber [ 
did not understand the answer of the Senator from Kentucky 
to the question as to why the resolution was limited to certain 
States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I stated that it was because. according to 
my information, the adjustments upon the plan indicated in the 
resolutions have already been made out by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and are lying there; that is, they were made before the 
plan of adjustment was changed and the passage of this res»lu- 
tion therefore would not impose upon the Post-Office Depart- 
ment the labor of preparing adjustments for other States to he 
sent to the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This resolution is very much involved and 
complicated, and in view of the fact that this whole subject has 
been under discussion and investigation, and a report in fact has 
becn made by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, it 
seems to me that this resolution ought to go to that committee 
for investigation and examination, to ascertain whether it be 
proper that the Senate should call for this information or not. 
There can be no question but that the resolution will impose an 
immense amount of labor on the Post-Office Department, if I 
have any correct estimate of the real nature of the resolution. 
So I hope the motion of the chairman of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads [Mr. SAWYER] will prevail, and that 
the resolution may be referred to that committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to amend the resolution by in- 
serting the names of the States of ‘‘ North and South Dakota.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word *‘ Illinois,” it is proposed to 
insert ‘* North and South Dakota.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I move toamend the resolution by inserting after 
the words just read, ‘‘and all other States in which such adjust- 
ments have been made.” ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not simply say ‘‘all other States?” 

Mr. CALL. I accept the snggestion, and will offer the amend- 
ment in that form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment wiil be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the name, *‘ South Dakota,” it is pro- 
,0sed to insert, ‘‘and all other States:” so as to make the reso- 
ution read: 

Be it resolved by the Senate, That the Postmast *v-General be, and he hereby 
is, directed to report tothe Senate on or before the 12th day of December, 


be 


| 
| 
| 





1892, all deficiencies of not less than 10 per cent in amount in the salaries of 
third, fourth, and fifth-class postmasters whose claims for readjustments of 
salaries were presented to the Postmaster-General prior to January 1, 1887, 
from the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Kansas, Kentucky, Tennessee, and 
{ilinois, North Dakota, South Dakota, and all other States; such report to 
state, from existing entries on Department Form 1224 A, as to each defi- 
ciency Within each biennial term between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, in reg- 
ular order, the name of the post-office, the name of the postmaster, the 
biennial or fractional biennial term within which the deficiency exists, the 
amount of the postmaster’s salary ascertained by the amount of the com- 
missions prescribed by the act of June 22, 1854, upon the quarterly returns 
within the biennial term specified, the amount of salary allowed and paidto 
such postmaster for the specified biennial or fractional biennial term, and 
the amount of the deficiency or difference between the salary paid and the 
salary thus ascertained within such biennial or fractional biennial terms 
specified; the total amount of such deficiencies of salaries of postmasters 
in each of said States to be alsostated, and a copy of Department letter 
Form 1223, published by the Postmaster-General in relation to claims pre- 
sentable under the act of 1883, and the method of adjustment and payment 
under section 8 of chapter 114 of the laws of 1866, and chapter 119 of the laws 
of 1883, tobe included in such report; and the Postmaster-General is hereby 
also required to inform the Senate whether alleged deficiencies in the sala 
ries of any postmasters of the classes aforesaid have heretofore been allowed 
and paid by the Department in accordance with the plan of adjustment 
herein set forth; and, if so, to state the amounts of such payments, and if 
alleged deficiencies in such salaries have also been allowed and paid upon 
any other method of adjustnfent, to state what amounts have been so paid, 
and the reasons why a change, if any, has been made in making the ad- 
justments of alleged deficiencies in such salaries 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now,I think the resolution had better be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to say a word or two. This 
is not a new matter in the Senate and not a new matter in the 
Post-Office Department. In 1883 we passed a very unwise and 
unjust law, which authorized the Postmaster-General to go back 
and readjust and pay additional compensation to thousands of 
postmasters who had received all the compensation to which the 
Department had decided they were entitled. Under that law 
we have paid out over a million and ahalf or two million dollars 
to men who went out of office, many of them, prior to 1874. Itis 
a back-salary grab pure and simple and unadulterated. 

Mr. SAWYER. And one man gets from 25 to 50 per cent of 
this money. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And one man, this man Spalding, claims 
25 per cert. I tried to keep our Missouri postmasters from pay- 
ing the 25 per cent which he demanded of them and others for 
getting the lawthrough. He issued his circulars and sent them 
all over the United States, calling the law “the Spalding law,” 
and claiming that he passed that law through Congress, and 
that the postmasters must pay him 25 per cent of the amount. 

A controversy arose between him and Judge Gresham when 
Judge Gresham was Postmaster-General; in fact the controversy 
came up under Gen. Hatton when he was Postmaster-Genera!. 
The Postmaster-General decided that the law should be inter- 
preted in a certain way in the adjustment of these salaries, and 
Mr. Spalding claimed it should be interpreted in a different way. 

Attorney-General Brewster was consulted, and he gave an opin- 
ion sustaining Postmaster-General Gresham, who had succeeded 
Postmaster-General Hatton. Mr. Spalding was not satisfied. 
The matter then was brought back under Postmaster-Gen- 
eral Vilas and by him was brought before the Appropriations 
Committee of the Senate. The Appropriations Committee of the 
Senate inserted a provision of law in the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill declaring what the intent of the law of 1883 was, sus- 
taining the Postmaster-General in all his actions, and declaring 
that that was to be the final adjustment and settlement of the 
question. That was notsatisfactory. The adjustment was made 
and the money was paid out under that law. Mr. Spalding went 
into the courts and finally took the case to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. There it was decided against him. He 
was not satisfied with that. He then commenced writing to all 
the postmasters in the country to write to their Senators and 
Members, to stir them up about it, that the Department had 
swindled them grossly, and that they were entitled to much 
more than the Department allowed. 

Some of his letters have been sent to me. and the last letter 
forwarded to me contained the statement that he had sent out 
letters and that he had exhausted all hisown means in prosecut- 
ing these claims, and he wanted the postmasters to send him $4, 
I believe it was, or some fee to help pay expenses in the terrible 
fight which he was having against the Postmaster-General to 
prevent him from robbing these poor postmasters of what he 
claims they ought to have had twenty years ago for services 
which they performed, when, in fact, the compensation which 
they received was entirely satisfactory to them at the time. 

Mr. Spalding then came to the Senate again with numerous 
petitions. They were referred to the Post-Office Committee, 
and Mr. Chace of Rhode Isiand, then a Senator on this floor, 
made an elaborate report, for which I have sent and which 1 
shall have in afew moments. That was inthe Fiftieth Congress. 
Mr. Chace in his report reviewed the whole proceedings and de- 
clared that there was no necessity whatever for the Postmaster- 
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General to be put to the enormous expenditure of making out | 
these claims, and soon. That was notsatisfactory. I now have | 
the report to which I have just referred, Senate Report 2410, Fif- 
tieth Congress, made by Mr. Chace, from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

There is a complete history of the case given in that report. 
That was not satisfactory. Mr. Spalding came into the Fifty- 
first Congress and had resolutions introduced by Senator Plumb, | 
Senator Evarts, and Senator JONES of Arkansas, and I think | 
probably some other Senators introduced such resolutions. Mr. 
Spalding prepared these resolutions in typewriting and sent them 
out to postmasters in different States, requesting them to for- 
ward them to Senators and Representatives. I got the letters, 
and I suppose nearly every Senator here got one of those printed 
resolution forms to be presented to the Senate, calling for in- 
formation, so as to create a public sentiment in that way. 

Those resolutions were presented and this whole matter was 
referred to the late Senator Wilson of Maryland, and Senator 
Wilson, to my certain knowledge—for I conferred with him fre- 
quently in regard to it as I was anxious to know what would be 
his decision—a great jurist, a great lawyer, and a thoroughly 
honest man, investigated the case most thoroughly. I believe | 
when he commenced the investigation his predisposition was in | 
favor of passing the resolutions, but after he had investigated | 
the matter fully he submitted to the Committee on Post-Offices | 
and Post-Roads one of the clearest and strongest legal statements 
which has ever been presented to the Senate upon any question, 
deciding that there was no merit whateverintheclaims. I have 
that repovt here now. It is Senate Report No. 1847, Fifty-first 
Congress, second session, submitted by Senator Wilson on De- | 
comber 8, 1890, to accompany the resolutions. There it is [ex- 
hibiting], and everybody can see it. It is a full, a clear, and an | 
accurate statement of the whole case, with a judicial determina- 
tion of the matter adversely. 

Mr. President, we shall have such resolutions for all eternity 
if these claims are to be persisted in. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Thatreport received the approval of every 
member of the Post-Oftice Committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose it was unanimous. 

Mr. SAWYER. The then Senator from Maryland, Mr. Wil- 
son, spent several months during vacation examining this ques- 
tion. I asked him to go to the bottom of it and he said he would, 
fie made a thorough examination and his report had the unani- 
mous support of every member of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, and [ think the pending resolution should be re- 
ferred to that committee. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say a word or twofurther in re- 
gard to this matter. The distinguished Senator from Kentucky 
|Mr. CARLISLE] on January 27, 1892, introduced a resolution 
almost like this, and gave notice some time ago that he would 
call it up on a given day. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAS], who was the late Postmaster-General, I know was pre- 
pared for the discussion of the resolution and desired to be heard 
upon it, because he has, as many others have, very distinct 
views upon the question. I see he is not here this morning. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam reluctant to detain the Senate longer | 
on this subject, and [ will not permit myself to be drawn into an | 
extended discussion of the merits of the question, because this | 
resolution does not go to the extent of requiring the Senate to | 
pass upon its merits. 

it is true, as I have already stated, that the late Senator from 
Maryland made a report in which he came to the conclusion, 
after long consideration, that the present construction put upon | 
the law by the Post-Office Department was correct; but in that 
report, which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] has 
in his hand, Senator Wilson said: 

It seems, however, that the method of readjustment which your commit- 
tee has submitted as the true and legal one was not practically enforced in 
very Many cases up to the year 1883. Why it was not so enforced it is un- 
necessary now to determine. 

That is to say, that the Post-Office Department, according to 
the report of Senator WILSON, has been readjusting and paying 
these claims upon two different methods, as I have explained to 
the Senate heretofore. Surely the Senate ought to be informed 
by the Post-Office Department why this change in the manner 
of readjustment was made and how it can justify itself for paying 
out, as the Senator from Missouri says, hundreds of thousands of 
dollars upon one plan of readjustmentand hundreds of thousands 
of dollars upon an entirely different and utterly inconsistent plan 
of rcadjustment. One or the other of them must be wrong. 

The order which was made by the Postmaster-General, towhich | 
the Senator from Missouri refers, was contained in a letter written 
by Judge Gresham, while he occupied that position, to Mr. Hat- 
ton, his First Assistant Postmaster-General, and contains this 
clear and distinct statement with regacd to the method of read- 
justment: 

If, in fact, there are cases in which it appeared from the quarterly returns 
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| outin the resolutions. 


or from sworn reports of receipts and business that postmasters of the third, 
fourth, and fifth class.at the biennial readjustments had— 


Relating to the past— 
their salaries fixed under the act of 1864, when by an adjustment under the 


| act of 1854, 10 per per cent or more would have been added to their salaries, 


then under the act of 1883 such postmasters are entitled to whatever addi- 
tional sum they would and should have received under the act of 1854. 


If that does not refer to the postmasters who have previously 
held the office and who have already performed the service and 
already received their salaries, I am unable to understand the 
meaning of the English language. 

Again: 

In all cases, therefore, in which applications are made for readjustment 
under the act of 1883, signed by the postmasters or late postmasters of the 


third, fourth, or fifth classes, or, if deceased, by their executors or adminis- 
trators, you will take the necessary steps to determine from the sworn re- 


| turns of receipts and business for readjustment or from the quarterly returns 
made whether any additional sum is due under section 8 of the act of 1856 as 


herein construed. 
Very respectfully, 
W. Q. GRESHAM, Postmaster-General. 


Without going into a discussion of the merits of the question, 
I say that that is precisely what I believe to be the tru: con- 
struction of the act of 1883; and it is the construction upon which 
the Post-Office Department proceeded to adjust, allow, and pay 
alarge number of these postmasters. Afterwards ‘a different 
construction was put upon it. 

I want this whole matter to go to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary; but I want it to go there with all the information which 
the Post-Office Department can furnish the Senate: so that this 
long and aggravating agitation which has been going on here 
concerning the salaries of these postmasters may be finally set- 
tled and concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reference 
of the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I object. I have been objecting all the 
I want the resolution passed, so that we may get the in- 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President, [I think that this must 
be a very important matter, for within the last two weeks I have 
received four letters from constituents of mine, saying that 
twenty years ago they acted as postmasters, that recently they 
have received such a circular as has been alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri{[Mr. COCKRELL], issued by Mr. Spalding, 
saying that he had spent a good share of a lifetime and a large 
amount of money in prosecuting these claims; that they rested 
in a very critical condition now; that he had exhausted his 
means, and asking them to remit him from four to seven dollar: , 
if I remember correctly, stating that he was at work in their in- 
terest, and he must have some money in order to protect them 
in Congress. 

This is a pretty old matter. Each one of these gentlemen said 
he had served and been settled with and supposed he had got 
everything due him. Mr. Spalding, I think, proposed to prose- 
cute their claims, to secure the necessary legislation, and he 


| would collect the money for a consideration of 25 per cent of the 


amount recovered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the resolution? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 


What disposition shall be made of 


| by the Senator from Oregon. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I will state before that mo- 


| tion is put that it was a similar resolution, not exactly the same, 


I admit, but substantially the same, which was before the com- 
mittee at the last Congress, and on which the report of Senator 
Wilson of Maryland was made. There had been several reso- 
lutions introduced at the request of these parties and referred 
to the committee. They were taken up and considered by the 


/ committee, the question being whether the Post-Office Depart- 


ment should or should not be called upon for the information set 
After the investigation, and the very able 
report by Senator Wilson of Maryland, it was decided by the 
committee that the work necessarily involved in preparing a re- 
port such as was contemplated by the resolution should not be 
imposed upon the Post-Office Department. For that reason and 
for the further reason that it is proper to inquire whether, if the 
information is to be called for at all, it should not include all the 
States and Territories but only a part of them, I hope the mo- 
tion to refer will prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion made 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], that the resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that 
if his motion is insisted upon I am afraid the vote will disclose 
a state of affairs which will interrupt the business; of the Senate, 
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and perhaps, under the circumstances, the resolution had better 
go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I[ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
joint resolution received from the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 159) to continue the provisions of existing laws 
providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government; | 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. [ask unanimous consent that the joint res- 
olution may be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which ex- 
tends the provisions of joint resolutions approved June 30 and 
July 16, 1892, providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government to and including the 4th day of August, 1892. 

The jointresolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TARIFF POLICY—ARLINGTON MILLS. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, before the Senate proceeds to 
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other business, I desire to say afew words in the nature of a | 


personal statement, to which I ask the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON]. 

On June 6, indiscussing the question of the tariff, I made the 
following statement: 

Yet to-day strike after strike is found in the woolen mills, and this very 
mill, the Arlington Mill, that declared last year a dividend of nearly 50 per 
cent I see in the newspapers is now engaged in an adjustment of wages with 
its striking employés. 

A colloquy followed between the Senator from Iowa and my- 
self, which it is not necessary to quote at length, but the sub- 
stance of which was, that he expressed great astonishment that 
the Arlington Mills had declared any such dividend, and ques- 
tioned the accuracy of the statement. 

The Senator from Iowa, on July 27, interrupted the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who was discussing the tariff, 
and caused to be read by the Secretary the letter which I send 
to the desk, and ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

It seems to me to be very unjust toward a manufacturing establishment 
pursuing a legitimate business to have such unwarranted statements made 
upon the floor of the Senate where no opportunity for contradiction is af- 
forded, and had it not been for the interest of an acquaintance in the matter, 
I would have known nothing aboutit. Permit me to state: 

First. It is absolutely false that the Arlington Mills reported a dividend of 
50 per cent in 1891. The dividend in that year was 6 percent. It has rarely 
exceeded this rate. 

Second. It is absolutely false that the Arlington Mills is in any way con- 
nected with a trust. Iam not aware of the existence of any trust in the wool 
manufacturing business, and do not expect such a combination to be made 
under any conditions. The conditions of wool manufacturing in this country 
are such as to make trusts impossible. 

Third. The Arlington Mills has never used a poundof shoddy. To use the 
language of Senator VEST, ‘‘ They have always been in the legitimate wool 
manufacture.”’ ; 

Fourth. There has been no strike at the Arlington Mills of recent date. 
There has been no cut-down in wages since the passage of the McKinley iaw. 
On the contrary, these mills are paying higher wages to-day than they have 
ever paid before, and there probably does not exist in the United States a 
corporation of the same magnitude which, since its organization, has en- 
joyed more amicable relations with its employés. 

In justice to the Arlington Mills, I think this contradiction of the state- 
ments made by Senator VEST should appear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Yours, very truly, 
WM. WHITMAN, 7Zreasurer, Arlington Mills. 

Mr. VEST. It is very obvious, Mr. President, that this state- 
ment places the member of the House of Representatives, Mr. 
WARNER, from whom I quoted it and myself in an attitude of 
having made an unjust and false accusation against Mr. Whit- 
man and the institution of which he is treasurer. 

Mr. Whitman is also the president of the National Associa- 
tion of Wool Manufacturers, and above every other man in the 
United States is notoriously responsible for the provisions of the 
McKinley act in regard to the wool tariff. He makes here, and 
in harsh language, two salient and distinct statements: 

First. It is absolutely false that the Arlington Mills reported a dividend of | 
50 per cent in 1891. The dividend in that year was 6 per cent. It has rarely | 
exceeded this rate. 

* * * * * + * 

Fourth. There has been no strike at the Arlington Mills of recent date. 
There has been no cut-down in wages since the passage of the McKinley law. 
On the contrary, these mills are paying higher wages to-day than they have 
ever paid before, and there probably does not exist in the United States a 
corporation of the same magnitude which, since its organization, has enjoyed 
more amicable relations with its employés. 


In regard to the first statement of Mr. Whitman that it is ab- 
solutely false that this corporation declared in the year 1891 a 
dividend of 50 per cent, I shall undertake to show beyond the 
suspicion of a doubt that his statement is a suggestio falsi and 
known to be false unquestionably at the time he made it. 

It is true that the Arlington Mills did not declare a dividend | 
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of nearly 50 per cent, as I stated in my speech of June 6, but they 
declared a dividend of 6 per cent, as he a-serts, and then put 
into their surplus $900,000. I have here the official statement 
made by this corporation in 1891 to the commissioner of corpo- 
rations of the State of Massachusetts, in which the establish- 
ment is located. 
1891 
ABSTRACT OF CERTIFICATE OF CONDITION. 
Name of corporation, Arlington Mil!s 
Where located, Lawrence 
When certificate was filed, February 3, 1862. 
Date of annual meeting, January 25, 1892. 
President, Albert W. Nickerson. 
Treasurer, William Whitman. 
Majority of directors, Frank E. Simpson, Charles A. Burr. 
Fixed capital, $2.00),00). 
Capital paid in, ¥2,000,090. 
Account made up November 30, 1831 


ASSETS. LIABILITIES. 
Real estate: Capital stock __.. £2, 000, 000. 00 
Land and _ water Debts ta ; . 2,422, 195.04 
a $113,085.00 | Reserves: 
Buildings oc<cackas.[ Balance profit and 
Machinery te ra 1, 439, 504. 21 loss - ibaoctaia 932, 809. 90 
Other assets, viz: | Reserve for deprecia- 
Cashand debts receiv- Ra sida de patie 214, 269. 20 
able i oa 176, 547. 58 
Manufactures, mer- 
chandise, material, 
and stock in process 3, 120, 900. 44 | 
PRONG FEI cos cdice decane cans .| 
Miscellaneous = 13, 343. 38 | 
Balance profit and 
loss ‘ ‘ 
Total = .... 5,569, 274. 14 pid dubtenataeaee 5, 569, 274. 14 


Showing beyond any question that for the year 1891 this insti- 
tution made a profit of $932,809.90, 

In addition to that, | shall prove by Mr. Whitman’s own sworn 
statement that, instead of having made 6 per cent dividend for 
the last few years, the Arlington Mills has made over 20 per 
cent. I quote from his sworn statement filed with the officers of 
Massachusetts, March 29, 1891. Here it is in so many words 
made to the directors of his company: 

I have been your treasurer for a consecutive period of twenty years. Dur- 
ing this period the average earnings have been 20.8 per cent upon the cap- 
ital. The earnings last vear were nearly three and a half times those of the 
year previous, and there is every indication that the current year will be the 
most profitable one in ths company’s history. 

Mr. Whitman as president of the National Association af Wool 
Manufacturers, in March, 1892, in the Bulletin of the National 
Association of Wool Manufacturers, made a statement, attested 
by the secretary, S. N. D. North, which concludes as follows: 

The manufacturers for whom this association speaks, and who are be 
lieved to comprise a large majority of the machinery of the United States, 
are satisfied with the existing tariff law. They feel thatafter so many years 
of tariff agitation, culminating in the act of 1890, they are entitled toa period 
of rest; and they now respectfully petition to be let alone, that they may 
prosecute their industry in peace and with a reasonable degree of contidence. 

The quotations I have made from Mr. Whitman's official reports 
give beyord question the real reasons why they want to be let 
alone. 

in regard to the secoad statement made by Mr. Whitman as 
to the amicable relations existing between the employés of the 
Arlington Mills and that institution, he states emphatically, as 
[ have already read, that there has been no recent reduction of 
wages, and that there has been no disturbance between the em- 
ployés and the company. I hold in my hand quotations from 
the journals of Massachusetts. The first is from the Boston Her- 
ald of March 31, 1892, as follows: 

LOW WAGES AND HARD WORK—REQUEST OF ARLINGTON MILLS WEAVERS 
REFUSED—A STRIKE RESULTS. 
[Special dispatch to the Boston Herald. ] 
LAWRENCE, March 30, 1892. 

Shortly after noon to-day about fifty weavers left the Arlington Mills, after 
stating their grievances to Second Hand William Beck. Only two weavers 
remained at work in the room. 

The grievance was this: The weavers claimed that a new grade of goods 
called ** knickerbocker ’’ was given them a few weeks ago, and work as hard 
as they were able the pay Was smaller than ever before. The material was 
full of lumps, breaks were frequent and delays numerous, and the work 
harder. 

The result was that for some time girls have been earning only % per 


| week, when at Christmastime they earned $8. To-day men supporting fami- 


lies found that they could earn orly $7.50 per week, instead of $9.60 or $10 
three months ago. To-day they requested that they be allowed to run three 


| looms each instead of four, and thatthey be paid $1 per cut instead of 80 cents: 


This was refused, and they went out. 

They congregated about the mill gate,and sent in for a conference with 
Overseer Hardy. He could not be seen, however. Soon Second Hand Beck 
came out and told the strikers that the agent's answer was that they had 
all earned their discharge by leaving work. 

The strikers took the result calmly, but they feel cast down over the re- 
sult. 


I quote now from the Daily American, published at Lawrence, 
Mass., March 31, 1892: 
WEAVERS OUT—ANOTHER STRIKE IN THE ARLINGTON MILLS 
"On Wednesday afternoon another strike occurred in the Arlington cotton 
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mills, but when the strikers sought an interview with their overseer all the 
satisfaction they received was that they had earned their discharge by strik- 
ing. About fifty weavers left work after stating their grievances to Second 
Hand William Beck. Only two weavers remained at work in the room. 

The grievance was this: The weavers claimed that a new grade of goods 
calied ‘‘knickerbocker” was given them a few weeks ago, and work as hard 
as they were able the pay was smaller than ever before. The material was 
full of lumps, breaks were frequent and delays numerous, and the work 
harder. 

The result was thatfor sometime girls have beenearning only % per week, 
when at Christmas time they earned #8. ‘To-day men supporting families 
found that they could earn only $7.50 per week, instead of 39.60 or $10 three 
monthsago. This morning theyrequested that they be allowed torun three 
looms each instead of four, and that they be paid $1 per cut instead of 80 
cents. This was refused, and they went out. 

They congregated about the mill gate and sent in for a conference with 
Overseer Hardy. He could not be seen, however. Soon Second Hand Beck 
came out and told the strikers that the agent’s answer was that they had all 
earned their discharge by leaving work. 

The strikers took the result calmly and hoped for better things this morn- 
ing 

This morning over half of the strikers returned to work and were allowed 
toremain. The rest refused to goto work. These latter came to the count- 
ing room this afternoon, but were not allowedto enter the mill. Overseer 
Hardy soon appeared upon the scene and gave them their bills of discharge. 


[ quote now from the Evening Tribune, published at Law- 
rence, Mass., of the date March 31, 1892: 


WEAVERS STRIKS—ARLINGTON COTTON MILL OPERATIVES WANT 
PAY—THEY LEAVE THEIR WORK AND ARE DISCHARGED. 

Forty weavers employed at the new Arlington cotton mills are tempora- 
rily out of employment, the result of a strike made yesterday afternoon. 
They comprise all the weavers in the upper and lower rooms at the new 
Arlington mill, where 160 looms are run on mixed worsted goods. 

Of late complaints have been made by the weavers that the cuts had been 
made longer; that whereas it formerly took a good weaver only a day and a 
half. or a little over, to weave a cut of 55 yards, it now takes double the time 
for the same work. The price per cut was 80 cents. Yesterday afternoon 
the trouble came to a focus, and the help sent a committee of five girls and 
three men to Urias Hardy, superintendent of weaving at both miils. The 
help were divided in their opinions. Some wanted to run only three looms 
at §1 a cut, while others asked for 90 cents a cut with the same number of 
looms. 

Mr. Hardy told the committee he would consider their request, and after 
a brief wait he came out of his office and told them they could consider 
themselves alldischarged. They thenquitted their loomsand left the mill. A 
committee Was appointed to further confer with the weaving superintendent 
and mili officials this morning. 


MORE 


Yet this man Whitman says positively that no strike has oc- 

curred lately in that mill. 
| quote from the Boston Herald of April 1, 1892: 

ARLINGTON MILLS STRIKE—WHAT THE WORKERS SAY OF THEIR CAYSE AND 
GRIEVANCES—CONTINUED CUTS IN WAGES FOR YEARS SAID TO HAVE BEEN 
MADE—EARNINGS REDUCED AND LABOR CONSTANTLY INCREASED—SITU- 
ATION @®T WINCHELL’S HAVERHILL SHOE FACTORY STATED. 

[Special dispatch to the Boston Herald. ] 
LAWRENCE, March 31, 1892. 
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Tie announcement in yesterday’s Herald that fifty weavers in the employ | 


of the Arlington Mills had struck, according to statements made by the em- 
ployés, gives no adequate idea of the dissatisfaction existing among the 
workpeople employed by this corporation. -The weavers and wool-storers 
both complain of a series of reductions in their wages, and of other serious 
srievances. 

, During the past year there have been quite a number of contentions be- 
tween the managers of the corporation and their work-people, and several 
strikes have occurred, but the efforts of the mills to reduce wages and 
cheapen production have been largely successful. 

ho present trouble, the employés state, really began as far back as June 
i, I8sl, When the wool-sorters suffered a reduction of 20 per cent. Since then 
several reductions in the wages of the wool-sorters and weavers have been 
made. On the first of the present month the wool-sorters’ earnings were 
further reduced 29 per cent, and on March 4 the weavers came in for a reduc- 
tion of 30 per cent on dress goods, A short time prior to that date a 17 per 
cent reduction was accepted by the weavers on mixed goods. 

from 1877 to 1887 the wool-sorters were paid 90 cents per cwt. for sorting 
Australian wool. Their week's work during that time was 1,222 pounds, for 
which they received $11. In 1888 their wages were reduced to 60 cents per 
cwt. They continued to earn #11 per week, but, in order to accomplish this, 
were obliged to sort 1,834 pounds a week. 

In 1891 the corporation reduced the price for wool-sorting to 35 cents, and 
the men, finding it impossible to resist the reduction, and anxious to earn 
$11 per week at all hazards, now sort 3,143 pounds, where originally 1,222 
pounds was considered a fair week’s work. 

On Friday, March 4, 1892, Just four days after the sorters were cut from 60 
to 35 cents, 

THE WEAVERS WERE NOTIFIED 


of a reduction in their wages. Each weaver runs three looms, and prior to 
the cut their weekly wages amounted to $7.50 or & per week. Under the old 
wages What is termed 68-pick goods were manufactured. When the notifica- 
tion of the reduction was received the weavers were informed that the num- 
ber of picks would be increased to 70 and as high as 100. The work-people 
state that the looms are run at a slow rate of speed, and that, as a conse- 
quence, the girls to make wages will have to work very much harder than 
formerly. They say that no matter how much harder they work the old rate 
of weekly wages can not possibly be earned under the present conditions. 

When the weavers called the overseer’s attention to their grievances, that 
gentleman informed them that the corporation was willing to pay 75 cents 
per cut on 70-pick fabrics, but even at this price, the Weavers state, the 
smartest of them could not earn above $4.50 per week. 

When they compare this price with the $7.50 formerly averaged on the old 
goods, they do not accept the situation with very good grace. They declare 


that this is a reduction of at least 40 per cent, and if enforced, means that | 


they shall work for starvation wages. 7 
They have tried to have this trouble amicably adjusted. On the day that 


the notification of the reduction was posted a committee waited on Overseer | 


Hardy and informed him that they could not work at these prices and earn 
aliving. After some talk Mr. Hardy offered them 85 cents*per cut. Even 
at the advance offered there would be a reduction in pay of 32 per cent. 

Tho next day, Saturday, March 5, thirty of the weavers stopped their 
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looms and informed the overseer that they could not accept his offer of 85 
cents. Mr. Hardyrefused to further advance the rates, and the weavers struck, 
and attempted to leave the mill. The overseer ordered the watchman at the 
gate not to allow the strikers to leave, and it is supposed that the company 
did not want the word sent out that a strike was in progress in their mills 
so soon after a reduction of wages. But the thirty women were determined 
to leave, and they made the watchman retreat and allow them egress. 

On the following Monday twelve more of the weavers struck, but withina 


week the strikers came to the conclusion that resistance was useless, and 
returned to their looms. 


Notwithstanding the reductions last year, the wool-sorters’ wages have re- 
cently been reduced more than 20 per cent, and the earnings of the weavers 
are reduced from 17 to 30 per cent. 

The employés of the Arlington mills are asking why it is necessary to re- 
duce their wages when the tariff on the class of goods they make has been 
advanced by the McKinley act from 20 to 30 per cent. Said one of the most 
intelligent of the Arlington operatives to the Herald’s correspondent: 

“The statements I have made should be given to the public by the Herald, 
in order that some idea may be formed of the causes that have led up to the 
present strike of fifty weavers, and which may, perhaps, result in a larger 
and more serious conflict between the corporationand itsemployés. It does 
seem as if the local press of this city and the correspondents of outside pa- 
pers had formed a conspiracy to belittle the grievances of the men and 
women employed at the Arlington mills. In each of the cases referred to 
statements have been published which were misleading, to say the least, and 
tended to make it appear that the Arlington mills were not systematically 
and largely reducing wages. 

** My associates,” said this operative, ‘‘ believe thatif the Boston Herald will 
publish the facts, and show how unjustly one of the corporations receiving 
protection from the high tariff duties imposed by the McKinley bill is using 
its employés, it will do an act of justice that will redound to its credit. Here 
is a reduction in wages forced upon us in 1891, and again in 1892, which ma- 
terially affects the earnings of every Weaver and wool-sorter in this highly 
protected industry. It forces many men and women to increase their labors 
almost beyond human endurance, in order that enough can be earned to pay 
for the bare necessaries of life. 

‘In spite of the fact that wages are reduced, the corporation, in order to 
get a better grade of work without paying a corresponding increase of wages, 
decreases the speed of the loom, and thereby reduces the earning capacity of 
the operator. any of the weavers, anxious to earn as nearly as may be 
possible the old rate of wages, have asked the corporation to allow them to 
run three looms each. If an extra loom is given them of course they will 
have to work a great deal harter, but as their wages are below a living rate 
aw feel that it is imperative for them toincrease the amount of their weekly 

abor. 

“The weekly earnings given in yesterday's Herald are very much above 
the average amount paid the weavers, and, should the corporation advance 
its prices for weaving to $1 per cut, the operatives would hardly be able to 
earn more than $7.50 or $8 per week.”’ 

There has been another strike recently of twenty-five weavers which has 
not been reported. ‘Phese girls were employed on Jacquard fancy dress 
goods. They were offered for this work $1.18 per cut of 55 yards. They ran 
three iooms, but could take off only two cuts from each loom per week. 
This enabled them to earn $7.08 per week. Previous to being placed on this 
class of work the girls were making between $8 and §% per week. They 
figured that the change in work amounted to a reduction of 17 per cent. 

After trying their best to make wages for a few weeks, they concluded to 
ask for $1.50 per cut on the Jacquard goods. They went to Overseer Hardy, 
and made a request for an advance in wages. He refused to pay $1.50, and 
the girls struck. He then madethem an offer of $1.35 per cut, which the girls 
accepted. They are still dissatisfied, and claim that they can not make satis- 
factory wages. 

Relative to the strike of the fifty weavers at the upper mills, the weavers 
not only complain of the reductions in wages, but they also find fault with 
the manner in which the cut mark is measured off. They maintain that, in- 
stead of getting 55 or 57 yards for a cut, the machinery is so run as to cause 
the mark to be placed from 8 to 10 yards beyond the regulation length. This, 
they declare, gives the mill their labor on 8 or 10 yards of weaving for noth- 
ing. 

Yesterday morning nearly one-half of the strikers returned to work, and 
some concessions were grantedthem. The others, however, refused toreturn, 
and Overseer Hardy gave them their bills of discharge. 


I quote from the Boston Herald of March 1, 1892: 


WOOL-SORTERS ARE UNEASY—CUT IN WAGES AT THE ARLINGTON MILLS IN 
LAWRENCE—MEN WILL NOT STRIKE AT ONCE, BUT TROUBLE ANTICIPATED 
IN THE FUTURE—OLD HANDS DISCHARGED TO MAKE ROOM FOR ENGLISH 
SORTERS—COMPARISON OF NEW AND OLD LISTS. 


[Special dispatch to the Boston Herald. } 
LAWRENCE, March 1, 1892. 


A cut in the wool-sorters’ wages of the Arlington Mills goes into effect to- 
day. Ior nearly a year there has been a constant recurrence of trouble 
among the mill hands of this city, particularly in the Arlington Mills, but 
up to the present time but very little has been made public in relation to 
these difficulties. 

In June, 1891, the wool-sorters in this mill were subjected to a reduction. 
The eighty men thus employed struck, but after being out two weeks re- 
turned at the cut rates. ‘he managers of the mill claimed that no reduc- 
tion in reality had been made, as a change in the method of doing the work 
had been introduced which enabled the eighty men employed in wool-sorting 
to earn as much as they had prior to the reduction. 

Shortly after the men returned to their work some twelve or more English 
wool-sorters came direct from England to this city and applied at the Ar- 
lington Mills for employment. They were given work immediately. The 
mill hands of this city maintained that the Englishmen had been brought 
into the country under contract. 

This was denied by the managers of the mill, who claimed that they had 
no knowledge of the men’s action until they applied for situations. Every 
effort was made to obtain the necessary evidence upon which the mill own- 
ers could be prosecuted. Owing to the fact that no substantial testimony 
that the men had been brought into the country under contract could be ob- 
tained, the United States officers and the textile workers unions were 
obliged to drop the case. 

Subsequently, notwithstanding that work was dull, some thirty-five new 
men were given employment in the wool-sorting department, and an equal 
number of the old employés were discharged. In the opinion of the mem- 
bers of the taxtile unions these men were discharged because they had the 
temerity to resist the June reduction. The difficulty was brought to the 
attention of the State board of arbitration in June, and during the occur- 
rence of the labor trouble. In June the State board was lead to believe by 
the officials of the corporation that matters would be amicably adjusted. At 
the time of the discharge nothing was done. 

It was claimed that the June reduction enabled the Arlington Mills to save 

















1892. 


$10,000 per annum, 


| 


enable the corporation to add $12,000 more at least to its profits. Appended | 
is the price list as made up in June, 1891, and the present cut list: | 
Old | New 
| rate. | rate 
English downs . hahaa eig he i ae eee eens $0.90 | $0.90 
Witla Gel ROU BOS WOOK. «soca ccccc cc wesecsdacsiccnsscsssesonn . 90 90 
Shrop and Stafford hog and IY can hicintnnnadiethtnchmmteariitccib acne . 90 . 90 
Leicester hog........---<----- oe cn caeecs ceeseccoucesceesceses . $0 . 80 
English and Leicester and wethers..-............-.----------- . 90 . 80 
TMICOSSED WEENOEE oc cccnsccesesocccewnncascscsesccnceccececccce . 90 £0 
Wise BA CORTES CONS TRO oon on cccnnncscnceccswesie cccncensconcss . 5d 
Camndian MOSCO.....ccccccocccccescccss ccesevccccuscccccesccccessccese | .90 . 99 
Fine Australian unwashed (unclipped) .........----..-.-......... | $5 35 
DOMESTIC WOOLS 
Native tub - eae Stick ie nes Scint o Sia aaa ade oak macs Sate ee aeaoo ee 1.00 
ee BNO 5 oa face nduencedvercunenguadvcgsaccassiase’ me) 9) 
i NEO RNa nac cn oc wacnunngedauacauiediawéaduauwaal 90 gO 
TO CIRE GO? DIOOG.. 5 5 icc oc ccnsctccenstusencensccansessaseseses . 85 4) 
SO INN TI 1 aacacice sel acGianina i deni a eens ecole .90 £0 
pS eee eee ee | .90 80 
POE -i ne WO os 6a cen centsndeietsesseesecinnddiencnnaneed | . 85 75 
I IO cc ncindiinvteanndegudusmsnacunennrnneswuwainideininns . 90 75 
Leicester wether fleece.............-. dina debate ase a ia eo tne ee . £0 75 
ne CR SEL, 1. ata ne deckae sen nenepeebanade ai hadsabau none | 60 5D 
i Ny I a ied cin winches tecaninnrmansabn icbadeina ti etbiedlindd | .85 55 
Fs Se a SI COONS ori vn a tecreetncniadsensiasinidsw eck | .55 .45 


Upon the first notification of this reduction the wool-sorters were de- 
termined to strike. They claim that this cut entails a serious hardship, as 
those wools which are the most largely used are the ones upon which the 
greatest reductions are made. On several grades there is no reduction, and 
an infinitesimal amount of these wools are used at the Arlington Mills. 

To the men unacquainted with the business it does not appear that a re- 
duction has been made upon the Australian wool, as 35 cents is given asthe 
rate in the old and new list, but the requirement of clipping which appears 
in the new list makes a material reduction. On the fine delaine unwashed 
a reduction of 35 per cent is made. 

It is said that 12,000,000 pounds of wool are used yearly at the mill, and 
that the price list now going into effect will reduce the wages of the men in 
the aggregate 20 per cent. After a careful consideration of the situation 
the men concluded not to strike at thistime. They are, however, very un- 
easy, and by those who are in a position to knowitis stated that the Arling- 
ton corporation has not heard the last of this matter. 


Mr. President, I submit what I have stated and what has been 
stated by Mr. Whitman to the Senate and to the country. If 
there can be any doubt that the false statements have come from 
him, I am unable to find out what sort of evidence would be suf- 
ficient to prove that fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
called my special attention to his observations this morning, I 
suppose for the reason that Mr. Whitman wrote the letter tome. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa put the letter in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1, of course, have no knowledge respecting 
the assets, liabilities, or profits of the Arlington Mills. I have 
had the pleasure for some years, in connection with my duties 
on the Finance Committee, of knowing Mr. Whitman. [ think 
perhaps every member of the Finance Committee will remem- 
ber him as one of the brightest men in this country as respects 


his knowledge of the woolen industry and woolen manufactures. | 


[ had a general knowledge that Mr. Whitman was the treas- 
urer of the Arlington Mills, and when the Senator from Mis- 
souri, in his address to the Senate some weeks ago, stated that 
the Arlington Mills had madea profit of 50 per cent in 1891, I 
felt and expressed some astonishment that a mill in Massa- 
chusetts could make on the manufacture of woolen goods one- 
half as much as its capital in a single year. 





I remembered that 


Edward Atkinson, who is a prominent statistician in our coun- | 


try, had stated to me, and I think also probably in an address, 


that in the cotton industry, as arule, when a cotton manufacturer | 


was able to make for two or three years successively a6 per cent 
dividend, then a new cotton mill would rise right up in the 
neighborhood of that cotton mill which was making an annual 
dividend of 6 per cent. So I was struck with astonishment at 
the idea that in Massachusetts, where capital is cheap and 
where there is the very highest skill in the manufacture of 


| must be a corporation at least twenty years of age. 


woolen and cotton goods, it was possible for a manufactory to | 


make 50 per cent in asingle year. I therefore ventured to ask 
a question or two of the Senator respecting the character of this 
mill. I think his explanation wasthat they used a large amount 
of shoddy, though I am not clear on that point now, although [ 
remember distinctly the Senator from Missouri made the point 
that where shod:iy was used extensively large profits resulted, 
and that where shoddy was not used, as a rule, the manufactur- 
ers made but very little money. 

So, venturing one or two inquiries upon thissubject, Mr. Whit- 
man wrote a letter which I think was dated on the 18th 
June. [ happer t» have thatletter here, because upon receiving 
it I laid it in my desk with the expectation at some time of call- 
ing the attention of the Senator from Missouri to it. But I did 


me of 


not hav? »a opportunity, as the discussion of this subject, I “be- | 
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ais ei . ‘ 
and that the reduction which goes into force to-day will | lieve, was not renewed after the argumentof the Senator from 


Missouri. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], al- 
luding in his observations to the manufacture of woclen goods, 
made mention of the Arlington Mills, and stated that I would 
make response on that subject, [ having called attention to the 
statement of the Senator from Missouri that the Arlington 
Mills had made 50 per cent protit in a single vear, and asked the 
Senator from Rhode Island if it was possible that such profits 


V 


were being made in the woolen industry in New England 

So in that way the Senator from Rhode Island put upon me 
rather the responsibility of making some response at the mo- 
ment, and | thought ita good and appropriate time to introducs 
the letter of Mr. Whitman to the Senate 

This letter was written for the purpose of being ad to the 
Senate, as is disclosed by the quotation this morning. Mr. 
Whitman stated that he thought. inasmuch as this statement 


| had been published in the Recor», his letter wasentitled to the 






same publicity, in order that it might be read of all men who 
| read the RECORD. I mention these facts for the purpose of in- 
dicating that it seems to me very strange Mr. Whitman would 
| publish a letter which should go to the world stating as facts 
things which could so easily be proven not to be true. So [I al- 
luded to his letter respecting this strike. 
| Now, if it be true that there has been a recent strike in the 
| Arlington mills, would not Mr. Whitman know that if he pub- 





; me 


| lished in the RECORD or in the open Senate a denial of 


| Mr. Whitman as I do, and believing him to be a tr 


+)hy 
Li 


at fact 
the Senator from Missouri would soon return here with a state- 
ment that a strike or strikes had occurred in Arlington 
mills? Therefore, notwithstanding the newspaper publications 
read here in the presence of the Senate this morning, knowing 


Ss 
man 


. 
ul 


é 
I 
7} 
1 


thful 
and a gentleman as I do, I feel quite sure that there is some ra- 
tional and reasonable explanation respecting the newspaper ex- 
tracts the Senator from Missouri has read this mornine. Sol 


| will not condemn Mr. Whitman on these newspaper extracts, 


but am rather inclined to believe his positive statement, which 
he asked me virtually to have read in the presence of the Senate 
and printed in the RECORD. So much, then 
strikes. 

Mr. Whitman seems to be favored by 
the RECORD, and therefore he h ’ 
now and then. I have no doubt this friend will be vigilant and 
active and send a copy of the REcoRD of to-morrow, if it shall 
happen that the Public Printing Office is in a condition to pub- 
lish an edition of the RECORD to-morrow, showing the state- 
its made by the Senator from Missouri, and then Mr. Whit- 
man will have an opportunity of making some explanation, and 
I have no doubt it will be satisfactory. But until some further 
information is received by me, I am inclined to believe that these 
newspaper extracts must relate to some other mill or some other 
manufacturing establishment in Massachusetts, because [ can 
not believe, knowing Mr. Whitman as I do, that he would de- 
liberately state a falsehood and ask me to put it in REC- 
ORD. 

Now, as respects the question of dividends, listening as I did 
to the statement read by the Senator from Missouri as to the 
assets and liabilities of the Arlington corporation, I must say | 
think that statement falls as short of proving the statement 
made by the Senator from Missouri of a dividend of 50 per cent 
as night would fall short of day,even with a pretty full moon. 
[ should be glad tolook at that statement of assets and liabilities. 
{The paper was handed.] The Senator from Missouri had an ex 
tract read from some letter or statement of Mr. Whitman in 
which Mr. Whitman stated that for twenty years he had been 
treasurer of the Arlington mills. Sothis Arlington corporation 
My recollee- 
tion is (and itis a mere recollection) that the Arlington corpora- 
tion is one of the oldest woolen mills in the United States. What 
is this statement or abstract of condition? [t is a siatement of 
the condition of these mills, showing their assets and liabilities, 


. 10r the auestion of 


— 1 1 . 
a triend who sends hin 


as an opportunity of reading it 


} 
the 


just as a bank shows its assets and liabilitie st as any busi- 
ness corparation shows its assets and liabiliti A bank in my 
town showed assets and liabilities with a proft of 00 percent, and 
failed the next day. They had afine showin of a sets and afine 
showing of surplus funds. Here is a zg a ment fur- 


nished, [ suppose, in accordance with :01 itute law of the 
State of Massachusetts, whereby such corpovations are required 


to state their condition. Here is a stat t on one side of 
assets: 
Land and water power #113, 085. 00 
Buildings : 705, 893. 53 
aS eee 1, 439, 504, 21 
Cash and debts receivable -_.--. : 176, 547. 58 
Manufactures, merchandise, material. and stock pro », 120, £00. 44 
Miscellaneous 1 a4 OR 
er slain 55, 274.14 
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Then come the liabilities on the other side of this ledger: 


CED GORGES ioe o's cnnts sutennne i iammaininhtetneiouancgete 
A nicatiigepiindukemeseeuehiee 


$2, 000, 090. 000 
2, 422, 195. 004 


That this corporation owes in money. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It owes its stock also. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, to its stockholders. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That makes $4,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. It makes $4,422,000. Then it has reserved 
for depreciation $214,269.20. Every Senator who has had an op- 

ortunity of examining the assets and liabilities of a corporation 

nows what profit and loss isasa general account. That isa 
sum that is put in covering the difference between the assets as 
expended by the corporation and its capital stock and debts. 

Mr. President, this is a statement of the Arlington Mills, and 
so far from showing that in 1891 they made $900,000 it shows 
that that is an accumulation from the foundation of the corpo- 
ration. It absolutely excludes the idea on the face of it that they 
have made any more than 6 per cent, or if they had, that it was 
a small sum in addition to the 6 per cent they divided. The 
$930,000 of profit and loss account is an account that, on the face 
of it, runs back to the very beginning of this corporation, which 
may be twenty, thirty, or forty years, and yet the Senator from 
Missouri introduces this as an evidence that they made 50 per 
cent in 1891 upon their assets, and calls it confirmatory of the 
statement made by him some weeks ago. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SANDERS in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator certainly wants to state the case 
fairly. Mr. Whitman states that it is absolutely false that they 
declared for 1891 any dividend except for 6 per cent, excluding 
the idea that they made any more than that. He further states 
that for years—and I will quote his exact language— 

The dividend in that year was 6 per cent. 
rate. 

Now, I quote from Mr. Whitman's report to his directors 
March 29, 1890: 


It has rarely exceeded this 


I have been your treasurer for a consecutive period of twenty years. Dur- 
ing this period the average éarnings— 

Unquestionably for the year— 
the average earnings have been 20.8 per cent upon the capital. The 


earnings last year were nearly three and a half times of those of the year 
previous, and there is every indication that the current year will be the most 
protitable one in the company’s history. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will come to that in a moment, but I am on 
the point now of showing that here is an accumulation which I 
have nodoubt has come by reserving each year asmall sum over 
and above dividends. A prudentcorporation, whether it be man- 
ufacturing woolen goods or anything else, will reserve some- 
thing beyond its dividends. I am merely showing that on the 
face of it I do not think Mr. Whitman is to be condemned by the 
Senate or by the Senator from Missouri for the statement he 
made in his letter to me. On the contrary, I think the very 
statement introduced here is confirmatory. : 

As to the statement respecting the earnings made by Mr. Whit- 
man IT should be glad to have the Senator give the date of that 
quotation. 

Mr. VEST. March 29, 1890. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember that statement was made before 
on this floor, and Mr. Whitman was quoted. He made an expla- 
nation in a letter which I can not of course recur to now, in which 
he did show that that statement did not involve net earnings or 
the absolute earnings year by year of this corporation which 
could be assigned to the stockholders as dividends. I think I 
can find the letter of Mr. Whitman, which was quoted here 
either by the Senator from Rhode Island or the Senator from 
New York, in the debate of 1890, in which the identical quota- 
tion now made by the Senator from Missouri was referred to in 
this Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. But, if the Senator will permit me 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. While this report shows that the average earn- 
ings for twenty years were 20.8 per cent, if we admit that there 
was a dividend of only 6 percent it would leave 14.8 per cent to 
go to the capital of the company to be invested in real estate or 
material. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
port again? 

Mr. VEST. Here it is: 

I have been your treasurer for a consecutive period of twenty years. 





Will the Senator from Missouri read that re- 


Dur- 


ing this period the average earnings have been 20.8 per cent upon the capital. 
The earnings last year 


That is, for 1889— 
Were nearly three and a half times those of the year previous, and there is 








every indication that the current year will be the most profitable one in the 
company’s history. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, according to the Senator’s interpreta- 
tion of that, they earned 70 per cent in 1889, which has been 
known everywhere as the most depressing year in the woolen 
industry in the United States. 

Mr. VEST. I did not say that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator did not say it; but he 
interprets Mr. Whitman as saying that they make an average of 
20 per cont, and that that year the earnings were threo and a 
half times as much as they were the year previous, which was 
20 per cent, and, if so, they made 70 per cent in 1889, the year 
previous to that, as profit upon their stock. 

Mr. President, I do not think I need elaborate any further this 
statement, and I would not have said what I have except for the 
fact that I feel rather involved in this business under the cirecum- 
stances that Mr. Whitman wrote me, and I regard him as a 
truthful and respectable gentleman. 

Mr.VEST. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but before 
he takes his seat, as he is a fair debater and I profess to b2 one, 
let us understand each other. I will again read Mr. Whitman’s 
report. The Senator says that it follows from what he said (for 
I have said nothing about it) that the earnings for 1889 were 70 
per cent. I beg his pardon; that does not follow atall. Mr. 
Whitman says that for twenty years the average earnings have 
been 20.8 percent. As a matter of course, that was for the year. 
That must follow from the use of the word ‘‘average.” Now, 
says the Senator from Iowa, that proves that for the year 1889, 
when the earnings were 3+ per cent greater or less than those 
of the year preceding—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Three and a half per cent greater or three 
and one-half times as large? 

Mr. VEST. That the earnings were three and a half times 
those of the year previous. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I understood. 

Mr. VEST. This is what he said: 

The earnings last year were nearly three and a half times those of the 
year previous, and there is every indication that the current year will be the 
most profitable one in the company’s history. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Three hundred and fifty per cent. 

Mr. VEST. It does not follow that Mr. Whitman meant that 
there was 70 per cent earned in 1889, because it might have been, 
in striking the average, that there was a very small amount of 
earnings in 1889, and there might have been very large earnings 
in other years which brought up the average for the twenty 
years to 20.8 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not argue that there isa 


| positive statement that 70 per cent was earned, or anything of 


the sort; but I hoid that if the Senator's argument be true that 
the average earnings for twenty years were 20.8 per cent per 
annum, it is fair to presume that the earnings for 1889 were 
something approaching 20 per cent; and if they were, then this 
statement as interpreted by the Senator from Missouri makes 
those mills earn 70 per cent in 1889, woich was the most depres- 
sing year in the woolen industry that I know of. 

Mr. VEST. AsI want t» suppress nothing, and the Senator 
from Iowa has intimated that the newspaper extracts which I 
read were unreliable, I ask leave to put into the RECORD astate- 
ment of details as to the labor troublesat the Arlington Mills,with 
the reduction of wages and the strikes that occurred; and also a 
correspondence between the commissioners of labor of the State 
of Massachusetts and the parties engaged in those difficulties, 
showing that it is absolutely impossible that there can be any 
mistake about thess troubles having occurred. In the face of 
Mr. Whitman’s statement that there has been no strike in those 
mills, no reduction of wages, and that the mills are paying higher 
wages to-day than they ever did before, I will give the benefit 
of the whole statement to the Senator from Iowa and to Mr. 
Whitman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, 
and the statement will be printed in the RECORD. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


ARLINGTON MILLS, LAWRENCE, MASS. 
{History published 1891.] 


Uses yearly 10,000,000 pounds wool and 2,370,810 pounds cotton (5,000 bales) ; 
makes 1,654,866 pounds cotton yarn. Annual product of manufactured dress 
goods, 15,000,000 yards; 1,800 looms; 41,916 spindles. Total yarn turned out 
yearly, 2.660,000 pounds; average size, 42s. Employs 2,700—450 in cotton 
mill, 2.250 in woolen mill. John Carden. wool buyer; formerly (in 1849) 
with Sir Titus Salt, Bradford, England. Robert Redford. agent; came to 
United States in 1880; formerly with Reddish Spinning Mill, near Manches- 
ter, England. 


WOOL AND WOOL DUTIES. 


At the annual meeting of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, 
held in Boston January 8, 1892, a memorial toCongress was adopted (see Ex- 
hibit A) in which the association appear to declare against free wool, and 
ask that the duties upon wool and manufacturers of wool provided in the 
McKinley law be allowed to remain undisturbed. The memorial closes as 




















1892. 


follows: ‘‘The manufacturers for whom this association speaks, and who are 
believed to comprise a large majority of the machinery of the United States, 
are satisfied with the existing law. They feel that after so many years of 
tariff agitation, culminating in the act of 1890, they are entitled to a period 
of rest, and they now respectfully petition to be let alone, that they may 
prosecute their industry in peace and with a reasonable degree of contfi- 
dence.”’ 

It has been assumed from the high-sounding title which this association 
bears thatits membership embraces the number of wool manufacturers in- 
dicated inthe closing words of the memorial, namely, ‘‘a large majority of 
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man’s manifesto of January 30, referred to above. The Boston Herald, on 
february 6, 1892 (see Exhibit G), editorially refers to Editor Bennett's posi- 
tion, and compliments him upon the sound position he has taken in respect 
to wool and tariff. 

The history of Mr. Whitman’s connection with tariff logrolling and con- 
niving bristles with facts which indicate the purpose of the Arlington Mul 
treasurer in his efforts to secure favorable classification of foreign merchan- 


| dise coming in competition with his mill products, and his avowed efforts 


the’ (wool manufacturing) ‘‘machinery of the United States.’’ Such, how- | 


ever, is not the case; neither is it true that the memorial to Congress ex- 
pressed even the sentiment of the active members of the association.* 

On the occasion of the adoption of the memorial, January 8, 1892, there 
were but a score of members present, several of whom were not manufac- 
turers, and as a matter of fact the said memorial did not represent the views 
even of the members present. It was a document prepared by the presi- 
dent of the association, Mr. William Whitman, indicating his views, and 
after some discussion was adopted by the small number of members pres- 
ent. It may also be said with equal truth that the meeting was not alto- 
gether harmonious, inasmuch as certain members present vouchsafed the 
expression of opposite views; they were not willing to give unqualified ap- 
proval of the sentiments expressed in the memorial respecting the tariff law 
of 1890. 

The gentlemen present at this meeting were the following named: Wil- 
liam Whitman, president, treasurer Arlington Mills, Lawrence, Mass. ; 
Benj. Phipps, treasurer, Cocheco Woolen Manufacturing Company, East 
Rochester, N. H.; S. N. D. North, secretary, Boston; Justy1 A.Ware, Comp- 
ton Loom Works, Worcester, Mass.; Joshua Ray, Franklin Mills, Franklin, 
Mass.; Frederick S. Clark, Talbot Mills, Billerica, Mass.; Rufus S. Greeley, 
Rufus S. Frost & Co., Boston; A. J. Abbott, Abbott Woolen Mills, Granite- 
ville, Mass.; William Butler, Roxbury (Mass.) Carpet Company; Charles 
A. Stott, Belvidere Company, Lowell, Mass.; R. H. Damon, Damon Manu- 
facturing Company, Westvale, Mass.; F. P. Bennett, editor Cotton and 
Wool Reporter, Boston; George Sykes, Hockannun Manufacturing Com- 
pany, Rockville, Conn.; Henry L. James, Rock Manufacturing Company, 
Rockville, Conn.; Charles H. Harding, of Erben Search & Co., Philadelphia, 
Pa.; O. J. Rathbun, Harris Woolen Company, Woonsocket, R. I.; John H. 
Carpender, Norfolk Hosiery Company, New Brunswick, N. J., and two or 
three others. 

By the Directory of the Association for 1891 it appears that of the 15 mem- 
bers of the executive committee but 3 were present; of the committee on 
finance, 2; of the committee on raw materials, 1, and of the committee on 
machinery, 1; of the 3 vice-presidents none were present. The members at- 
tending who were manufacturers represented the following-named States: 
Massachusetts, 9; Connecticut, 2; Rhode Island, 1; Pennsylvania, 1; New 
Hampshire, 1; New Jersey, 1. 2 

President William Whitman of the association is widely accredited, and 
quite justly too, as being he head, front, and inspiration of the National Asso- 
ciation of Wool Manufacturers by a very large majority. This score of mem- 
bers, by their memorial, are made to appear before the country as represent- 
ing-the great body of wool manufacturers of the United States, authorized 
to express their views respecting the great interests associated with the in- 
dustry affected by the tariff tax on wool and fabrics. 

It has been confidently asserted by prominent members of the National 
Association of Wool Manufacturers that whereas at one time they had a 
very large and enthusiastic membership, yet the interest in the association 
has been steadily declining, and while many have withdrawn, a considerable 
number have recognized their fealty only in paying their annual subscrip- 
tion, owing chiefly to the avowed fact that they do not approve of the wool 
schedule of the McKinley law, and that they are in favor of free wool. 
Another reason is ascribed for the apathy evidenced by many former active 
members, namely, that Mr. Whitman runs the association and that he has 
made it, and continues to make it, the vehicle of his personal views, using 





it for the enhancement of his personal interests, or to be more explicit, in 


the interest of the Arlington Mills, of which he is treasurer and selling agent. 
Very many openly assert that in framing the woolen schedule of the last 
tariff act Mr. Whitman bore particularly in mind the interests of Mr. Whit- 
man and his manufacturing corporation. 

They feel that while the Arlington Mill has been reaping an enormous har- 
vest by reason of the increased rates of dutyitstreasurer had secured by the 
McKinley act on the lines of goods his corporation manufacture, other man- 
ufacturers have not enjoyed the benefits he had assured them would betheir 
portion. It is therefore probable that these thoughts were in the minds of 
the hundred or more absentees and of some of the gentlemen present at the 
meeting of January 8,1892. The fact appears at all events that on this occa- 
sion two or three members objected to the wholesale laudation of the Mc- 
Kinley law because, as they claimed, of the ‘“ unfair and unjust” provisions 


in said act relating to carpet wools. Discussion followed,and Mr. Abbott | 


and Mr. Parker expressed their views. The resolution offered by Mr. John 
H. Carpender was intended as a sop to the dissatisfied men present who dis- 
approved of the sweeping character of the memorial. The resolution read: 
** Resolved, That the clerical error in paragraph 382 of the act of 1890, under 
which the sorting clause is held, contrary to the intention of Congress, to 
apply to third-class wools, is an injury and injustice to thecarpet manufac- 
turers; and that the executive officers of The National Association be in- 
structed to use their best efforts to secure the correction of this error at the 
proper time.”’ This resolution, it is noticed, did not form an annex to the 
memorial, nor has the fact or the reasons which prompted its offering at the 
meeting been made public. (Made public in March (1892) number of the Bul- 
letin, pages 28 and 29.) ; 

The memorial went to Congress, purporting to be the carefully prepared 
opinion of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, but it can be 
better termed the memorial of Mr. Whitman, of the Arlington Mills. 

On January 25, 1892, the Wool Consumers’ Association formulated a peti- 
tion to Congress asking for free wool (see Exhibit B), and to the document 
were affixed the signatures of the executive committee, comprising several 
of the most extensive wool, woolen, and carpet manufacturers in the coun- 
try. It will be remembered that the ‘‘memorial”’ against free wool bore no 
signatures. On January 30, 1891, the Dry Goods Economist, of New York, 
editorially commented on the wool consumers’ petition (see Exhibit C). 

On the same day, January 30, 1892, the Boston Advertiser published a com- 
munication from Mr. William Whitman (see Exhibit D), which immediately 
called out the opinion of Editor Bennett, of the Cotton and Wool Reporter, 


himself a Republican, and a member of the National Association of Wool | 


Manufacturers. This editorial, ‘‘ Exhibit E,’ is interesting, and its shaft 
goes straight to the marrow of President Whitman, especially in its closing 
paragraph in its allusion to the benefits which the Arlington Mills have de- 
rived from the excessive duties they secured in the McKinley law (by Mr. 
Whitman), applicable to the goods made by his corporation. Particularly 
interesting are Editor Bennett's allusions to the members of the executive 
committee of the Wool Consumers’ Association who signed the free-wool 

stition and their relations to wool manufacturing; that their prominence 
n this industry can not be doubted, nor their motives aspersed by Mr. Whit- 
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in framing paragraphs 262 and 263 of the woolen schedule, act of 1883. It 
transpired, however, that by an oversight, he had not fully provided for 
the disappointing controversy and unfavorable construction of the law of 
1883 in respect to the classification of worsted goods which subsequently 
resulted. it is further in history, as public documents show, that he en- 
deavored to intimidate the appraisor of the port of Boston inteclassifying 
certain merchandise favorable to his views but which were against the lat- 
ter’s judgment. 

United States Appraiser A. B. Stearns, in his official report of September 
12, 1887, now on file at the Treasury Department, stated: **Mr. Whitman ap- 
pearsas asupplicant hoping toobtaindirect financial advantages by aruling 
ot the Department, that duties are assessed and collected on an important 
manufacture, competitive with his own production, under an erroneous view 
of the facts and misapprehension of the law as expressed in paragraph 363, 
tariff act of 1883. Some months since Mr. Whitman informed me that the 
phraseology of said paragraph was his own, or that he had caused the law 
of 1867 to be revised and inserted in the law of 1883, so as to coincide with the 
needs of his interests.” etc. The appraiser refused to submit to the dicta- 
tion of Mr. Whitman, and a very interesting correspondence took place, 
which is noted in Exhibit H, page 168. (See bound volume Bulletin, Na 
tional Association, 1889, Vol. xix, No. 2.) 

At the annual meeting of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers 
held January 29, 1891, Mr. Whitman is quoted in the bulletin of the associa- 
tion as saying: ‘“‘The work of the association has heretofore been largely 
confined to tariff work. Some of the men who were the successors of the 
manufacturers who founded this organization and whose works had grown 
and prospered under a tariff formulated by it, for reasons best known to 
themselves had left us. He wished to declare his conviction that the present 
tariff law (1890) is the only tariff law ever framed that has given full justice 
to the woolen industry. There is notasingle branch of the woolen industry 
that has not been cared for, and well cared fer, in the new law, and he was 
proud to have been identified in some degree in the making of it and with 
the framing of its text. He believed that all manufacturers should be satis- 
fied with his law as it stands, refrain from any agitation looking to its mod- 
ification or repeal and devote their attention to securing the benetits which 
it placed within their reach. The woolen industry has passed through years 
of agitation which entitles it toa period of rest. He looked upon every man 
Who now clamors for modification or repeal of the tariff as inimical to the 
industry. He had yet to find a man with great interests at stake who was 
anxious for more tariff agitation. For himself everything he had or ex 
pected to have was cast in the common lot of the woolen industry, and he 
expected to use all the power of which he is capable to prevent any tinker 
ing with the present tariff." No one in reading these opinions of Mr. Whit- 
man will entertain a doubt as to whose views the ** memorial” represents. 

In the December (1891) number of the Bulletin of the National Association 
of Wool Manufacturers may be found a few editorial comments, inspired by 
Mr. Whitman, alluding to the decadence of the Bradford (England) worsted 
yarns, their manufacture and importation into the United States, owing to 
the high rates of duty in the McKinley tariff, which, asis claimed, has in- 
duced the manufacture of these yarns in this country to the almost exclu- 
sion of the foreign article, it says: 

“No American manufacturer wishes ill to his Bradford competitors; but 
ina question of this practical character—the question whether English or 
American capital, English or American machinery, English or American 
labor shall make these goods (worsted yarns, cloths, suitings, etc.) for the 
American market, it is difficult to understand how there is room for two 
opinions among the American people.” 

There are afew prominent thoughts set forth in the utterances of Mr. 
Whitman in the above which are deserving of special attention. 

First. That he had yet to find a man with great interests at stake who is 
—- for a modification or repeal of the wool duties of the |McKinley 
tariff. ; 

Second. That he was identified with the framing of the text of the woolen 
schedule of said tariff act. 

Third. That every branch of the woolen industry has not only been cared 
for, but well cared for, by the said McKinley tariff, and that the woolen 
schedule offers no inordinate protection to woolen manufacturers, who now 
want to be simply let alone; and 

Fourth. That the important question was whether English or Americin 
capital, machinery, or labor should be employed in the production of goods 
for the American market, thus suggesting his paternal and kindly interest 
in American labor. 

As to Mr. Whitman’s first proposition, its refutation may be found in the 
backsliding of many members of the National Association of Wool Manu 
facturers; in the opposition which is continually being shown to the hich 
protective duties on the raw material; in the petition of the Wool Con 
sumers’ Association of a couple of years ago when hundreds of woo] manu 
facturers asked for free wool, and lastly, in the recent petition of the execu 
tive committee of the same association, reiterating the same request which 
was signed by six of the largest producers of manufacturers of wool in the 
United States. 

This second position is worthy of comment only because it is an open 
avowalof the part he playedinsecuring most favorable legislation (framing 
paragraphs 394 and 395of the law) in his private interests, sufficient to create 
a jealousy among adherents to high protection who have not reaped the 
benefits from said protection which they had expected and which Mr. Whit 
man had led them to believe would inure to them. 

In reference to his third proposition events have shown that every branch 
of the woolen industry has not been well cared for (for many desire and re 
quire and have declared for free wool), but that some few branches, notably 
his own, in the interests of the Arlington Mills have been most abundantly 
cared for, and that inordinate protection has been givento his and analogous 
interests which he now demands shall remain in undisturbed possession of 
said benefits; in other words, be “let alone.”” The product of the Arlington 
Mills is chiefly worsted yarns, serges, crepes, diagonals, zazzags, coatings, 
and suitings, either of cotton or wool. and all-wool fabrics. 

Of cotton-warp goods, similar to the Arlington Mill make, the old tariff, 
paragraph 365, imposed on such foreign goods valued at not above 20 cents 
per square yard, aduty of 5 cents persquare yard and 35 percent ad valorem 
The new tariff (fixed at Mr. Whitman's dictation). paragraph 391, on goods 





valued at not exceeding 15 cents per square yard. the duty is 7 cents per 


square yard and 40 per cent ad valorem, and valued above 15 cents per square 


yard,8 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 50 per cent ad valorem 

The duty on foreign goods similar to the Arlington Mills make of ladies 
goods, serges, crepe effects, diagonals, zagzags, and of ali wool, under para 
graph 365, old tariff, the duty was 9 cents per square yard and 40 per cent ad 
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valorem, all such weighing not over 4 ounces to the square yard; if over 
4 ounces the duty was 35 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. 
The corresponding paragraph in the new tariff (paragraph 395), which re- 
ceived Mr. Whitman’sdelicate treatment, makes the duty 12 cents per square 
yard and 50 per cent on 4-ounce goods, and if weighing over 4 ounces per 
square yard the duty is 44 cents per pound and 50 per cent ad valorem. As 
is very apparent, the McKinley law has immoderately increased the duties 
pon the class of foreign fabrics such as are manufactured by the Arlington 

ills (namely, between 25 and 40 per cent) while a very large increase of du- 
ties has been made on worsted yarns, of which the same mills are extensive 


\ 
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producers; itis owing to this heavy increasein the duties that has tended to | 


diminish importations of worsted yarns which in the past formed an exten- 
sive portion of the exports of the Bradford (England) Mills, to which Mr. 
Whitman made reference (as noted) in the foregoing. With these facts 
known, successful controversion can be made of Mr.Whitman’s third propo- 
sition. Why does he desire to be “simply let alone?’ The answer is found 
inthe following exhibit: 

Since the McKinley tariff went into effect, or during the period from No- 
vember 30, 1890, to November 30, 1891, it appears that the Arlington Mills, 
under the beneficent provisions of the tariff, have earned upwards of 46 per 
cent on its capital stock of #2,000,000 earnings, equal to not far from $900,000. 
The last annual returns of this corporation, filed with the commissioner of 
corporations for the State of Massachusetts, at Boston, presents a most sug- 
gesiive showing(see Exhibit J). During the past six years the corporation 
has declared to its stockholders but 6 per cent annual dividends; 8 per cent 
in 1887. The total number of shares is 20,000. The majority of the stock is 
held by less than a dozen persons. 

1891. 
ABSTRACT OF CERTIFICATE OF CONDITION. 

Name of corporation, Arlington Mills. 

Where located, Lawrence. 

When certificate was filed, February 3, 1892. 

Date of annual meeting, January 26, 1892. 

President, Albert W. Nickerson. 

Treasurer, William Whitman. 

Majority of directors, Frank E. Simpson, Charles A. Burr. 

Fixed capital, $2,000,000. 

Capital paid in, $2,000,000, 

Account made up November 30, 1891. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 





ASSETS. LIABILITIES. 

Real estate: Capital stock............. $2, 000, 000.00 | 
Land and water power. $113,085.00 | Debts. .................... 2, 422, 195. 04 
POUEIGEIES .. non cewccces 705,893.53 Reserves: 

Machinery .......... ... 1,439, 504. 21 Balance profit and loss. 932,809.90 


Other assets, viz: 
Cash and debts receliy- 
I ees 176, 547.58 
Manufactures, mer- 
chandise, material, 
and stock in process. 3, 120, 900. 44 | 
Patent rights. _-. ee ee 
Miscellaneous..........-. 13, 343. 38 
Balance profit and loss..............-.- 


teserve for depreciation 











rotal _ 5,569, 274. 14 | ee 5, 569, 274. 14 
Shares. 

Che president of the company and members of his family holding... 5,746 
TP CRRIE Te MEN. «csc os egnic un déndipcabh cn eabnsetennsakbeendadeereene 1, 164 
Directors Charles and Isaac Burr, and F. E. Simpson. .-............... 950 
And four other gentlemen close to the management _.........-.....--- 2, 300 
BONO OE II oink hn dn vvicndcasd less cdanes ecensebehe chee 10, 160 


‘The balance of the shares are distributed in small holdings. 


Is it then any wonder that Mr. Whitman desires that the wool schedule of 
duties in the McKinley tariff shall not be tampered with; he has no need of 
free wool. He enjoys the blessings of protection, and his corporation earns 
i6 per cent on its capital stock of $2,000,000 yearly under the present tariff. 
He sells his goods at prices which they command, competing of course with 
the foreign goods which the high duties have almost shut outofthecountry. 
On staple lines he holds prices up; and except in the case of extra lots of 
certain patterns running over seasons, he has not reduced his prices on the 
dress goods; truly he might be proud, to quote his own words previously 
noted, “proud to have been identified in some degree in making it" (the law 
of 1800), *‘and with the framing of its text,’’ namely, the paragraphs in the 
woolens and worsteds schedule herein referred to. 

Lastly we approach Mr. Whitman’s fourth proposition, to wit: Whether 
English or American machinery and labor should be employed in the pro- 
motion of these woolen and worsted goods for the American markets (such 
as the Arlington Mills produce), under the present high tariff evidencing his 
great interest in American skill to produce machinery necessary, and in 
American citizens and laborers in manipulating the same end in the prepa- 
rations of his stocks. 

As to machinery the records of the Boston custom-house show that the 
Arlington Mill corporation have been heavy importers of foreign machin- 
ery, putting in the French system of mule spinning at great expense, and in 
addition thereto, from January 1, 1891, to date, they areimporters of 154 cases 
of other foreign machinery. 
‘hinery. As to labor, the following exhibits Mr.Whitman and his corpo- 





thereof, indicating the manner in which the corporation has dealt with its 
workmen: 
LABOR TROUBLES AT THE ARLINGTON MILLS, LAWRENCE, MASS. 

On or about May 28, 1891, 108 wool sorters, 80 of whom were Englishmen, 
employed at the Arlington Mills, Lawrence, struck, because, asthey claimed, 

-the mill management had reduced the prices of ‘‘ wool sorting *’ which had 
prevailed for the last three or four years. 

About four years ago Superintendent Hartshorn, of the mills, agreed with 
the ‘sorters’ to pay them the following rates: Coarse, unwashed wool, 85 
cents per 100 pounds; Australian wool, 60 cents per 100 pounds; Territory 
wool, 60 cents per 100 pounds; all washed and fleece, 90 cents per 100 pounds. 

These prices were operative up to May 28, 1891, when the overseer, Richard 
Carden, acting under orders from the management, notified the sorters that 
on May 26, 1891, the rate to be paid for coarse, unwashed wool would be 60 
cents per 100 pounds, areduction of 25cents per cwt., providing the men would 
not sort Territory wool at 45 cents per hundred pounds and Australian at 
hO) cents per cwt., Which they refused todo. 
for Australian, 50 cents for Territory, and 90 cents per 100 pounds for all 
washed and fle The sorters found thatinorder to make average weekly 
pay (i. ¢., #11) they would be compelled to greatly increase the amount of 
wool they must sort, and lose the privilege of working overtime, an option 
they had enjoyed for years. 
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Surely American citizens did not produce this | of which ** Exhibit M,”’ is the original or copy. 


ration in their relations to American labor, at least to two or three branches | 


Other rates were to be O0cents | 


214, 269, 20 father of the overseer, Mr. John Carden, also an employé of the mill and for 


| many years overseer, left for England ostensibly to buy wool, he being the 








August 1, 


The sorters, some of whom had been in the employ of the Arlington Mills 
for many years, respectfully, but firmly, objected to the cut in the rates, and 
calling upon Overseer Carden so informed him; they explained to him that 
by actual tests made, the sorters at the “cut rates” could not earn over 
$1.35 per day, and that one of the most expert sorters had realized but $3.15 
for two days and two hours’ work instead of $1.40, which he had earned un- 
der the old rates. They further showed that Australian wool such as the 
mills used was “ hard to regulate,” and explained that wool-sorting shops in 
general were paying 8 cents per 100 pounds for sorting this kind of wool; 
that the Arlington inrequiring them tosort even “ burry wool,” at 60cents per 
100 pounds was manifestly unfair, as one bag of such wool, 350 pounds, could 
not be sorted in two weeks; that in working at the ‘‘cut rates,’’ requiring 
much clipping, the men could not live. The men assented their willinguess 
to sort some kinds of wool at the 60-centrate, but asked for 85 cents per 100 
pounds for the coarse unwashed, From the overseer the men received no 
satisfaction, he declaring that they must accept the ‘cut rates” or quit. 

The men then asked permission of the overseer to present their case to the 
mill authorities, particularly to Mr. Whitman, the treasurer, but this prop- 
osition Mr. Carden scouted. Thereupon, on the 28th of May, i891, the men, 
108 in number; struck, and every hand in the shop quit work, save 6. 

The sorters then called a meeting and organized a ‘ wool-sorter’s union,” 
with ex-Representative John H. Hulford president and John Beauland sec- 
retary, other wool-sorters in Lawrence joining the union, making the total 
membership 153. At the union the trouble at the Arlington was fully can- 
vassed, and the men resolved to quit work rather than accept the cut rates. 
Calling upon the overseer, they informed him of their determination, and as 
their compromise rates were declined, the men struck and received their pay. 

On May 29, 1891, the men were addressed in their union by Rev. W. E. Wal- 
cott, of Lawrence, who complimented them upon their orderly and peaceful 
strike, and he advised them to submit their case to the Massachusetts State 
board of arbitration. This advice the men followed, and the State board, by 
a communication addressed to the Sorters’ Union, offered their services in 
mediation, which proffer was gladly accepted by the union, and the board 
was so notified. 

On or about June 1, 1891, the State board visited Lawrence and heard the 
statements of the strikers, promising them to see Treasurer Whitman in 
Boston and lay the case before him, this satisfying themen. The board sub- 
sequently called upon Treasurer Whitman, and Chairman Charles H. Wal- 
cott, of the State board, explained the representations of the men to him. 
Mr. Whitman promised to look into the matter. The strikers remained out 
of work for about two weeks. Finally the men returned to work at the Ar- 
lington at rates reduced, é.¢., 5 cents per 100 pounds off on Territory, 25 cents 
off a AE, and the coarse unwashed was to remain at 85 cents per 100 

ounds. 
’ 3y this cut Mr. Carden claimed that he would save the corporation $12,000 
per year. As soon asthe strikers returned to work they allege that the 


wool-buyer, but, as believed, also to obtain wool-sorters there. [See Exhibit 
K.}] About a month subsequent a dozen or more ‘ new arrivals,” English 
wool-sorters from Soltaire and Bradford, England, put in an appearance in 
Lawrence. They straighway applied at the mill and were employed at 
once. The alleged imported men were Joe Heaton, Michael Talbot, Charles 
Camm, Miles Longbottom, Miles Foster, Jonah Binns, William Greenwood, 
James Binley, Walter Sutliff, Harry Napton, and Sam. Robinson. 

On December 18, 1891, Mill Agent Robert Redford, acting under orders from 
Treasurer William Whitman, notified the overseer to “lay off”’ thirty-eight 
of the old sorters; the agent's letter reads as follows: 


“Boston, December 17, 1891. 
‘“*RICHARD CARDEN, Overseer Wool Rooms, 
“Arlington Mills, Lawrence. 


Str: Owing to a change in the class of work we have been running and 
will probably run for some time, it is deemed necessary to reduce the force 
of wool-sorters to such number only as can sort the quantity of wool we are 
wanting. You will proceed with this temporary reduction of your forces 
with as good judgment as you can, considering the circumstances of the 
men; you will not give the men ‘discharge bills’ unless they want them. 

‘ROBERT REDFORD, Agent.” 


Among the old sorters ‘laid off’’ were the following: L. Worcester, em- 
ployed by the Arlington Mills 3 years; A. Briggs, 8 years; A. Hoy, 2 years; 
S. Cornell, 3 years; J. Hinchclif, 4 years; B. Brennan, 11 years; F. Dobson, 
4 years; P. Hannon, 4years; G. Edgecome,? years; J. Stott,2 years; J. Dod- 
son, 6years; J. McElroy, 3years; J. Murphy, 3 years; Garnett, 2 years; J. 
Deecher, 17 years: J. Barnes, 4 years; W. McElroy, 3 years; S. Bunton, 2 
years; W. Marsden, 3 years. : 

Several of the 38 men laid off were given ‘discharge bills’ which were not 
asked for. The alleged imported English sorters were retained. The “ lay 
off’’ took effect December 22, 1891, and on December 31, 1891, the Wool-Sort- 
ers’ Union voted to place thé matter in the hands of the State board of ar- 
bitration, and to this end appointed a working committee composed of Bar- 
nard J. Brenman, James W. Stott, and Patrick W. Hannon to act for the men, 
This committee on January 1, 1892, called upon the State board of arbitra- 
tion at Boston and solicited their aid, expressing an earnest desire to see 
Treasurer Whitman personally,, One of the committee forwarded the next 
day to the board a paper to be read to Treasurer Whitman (see Exhibit L); 
also they were requested to show him acopy of agent Redford’s letter of cut 
down of help (previously quoted). The State board saw Mr. Whitman, and 
on January 9, 1892, addressed the wool-sorters’ committee a communication 





By the board's reports it appears that Mr. Whitman refused to grant the 
men the interview sought, and he referred them to Mill Agent Redford, at 
the same time he gave his approval of the action of the agent in reducing 
the force; he denied that any of the English sorters were imported to work 
at the Arlington. etc. 

On receipt of the State board's letter the chairman of the wool-sorters’ 
committee, Barnard J. Brennan, wrote to Agent Redford asking for an in- 
terview, as had been advised by Treasurer Whitman; not receiving a reply 
for nearly two weeks Brennan, for his committee, wrote Agent Redford on 
January 27, 1892, as follows: 

** LAWRENCE, January 27, 1892. 

‘‘ GENTLEMEN; I wrote you a letter on or about 13th instant (I received no 
answer, owing, as I believe, to Mr. Hartshorne’s being called away) in ref- 
erence to a number of wool-sorters who were laid off about December 22, 
1891. 

“A committee appointed by the wool-sorters waited on the State board of 
arbitration asking thatan interview might be had with Mr. Whitman in 
reference to the case, but he told them he did not see what good it would 
do, at least not before we waited on you. My purpose in writing you, gen- 
tlemen, is to know when an interview, or hearing, may be had. 

* Yours, respectfully, 
‘*BERNARD J. BRENNAN.” 
“To Messrs. ROBERT REDFORD and WILLIAM D. HARTSHORN, 











‘ 
' 


1892. CONGRESSIONAL 


Agent Redford replied on January 23, 1892, declining an interview. The 
committee then transmitted the agent’s letter to the State board for such 
action as it might deem advisable te take. And as nothing has since been 
done, so far as the wool-sorters or the State board know, the matter rests 
with the thirty-eight wool-sorters still shut out by the Arlington. It is 
learned that some of them have secured work elsewhere. 

‘he sorters retained aye working at the reduced rates (old rates not hav- 
ing been restored), and the men in order to make pay are compelled to 
work harder, do less careful work, in fact slight their work in order tomake 
weekly pay. , 

In reference to the alleged imported wool-sorters it is stated that these 
Englishmen appeared at the Arlington Mills’ office about a month after the 
elder Cardon left for England and were instantly put to work. In the wool 
shop the old hands adroitly gathered from them the fact of their recent ar- 
rival and a prompt employment by the Arlington. Later, as itis averred, 
several of them, becoming dissatisfied at their earnings and uncomfortable 
surroundings, the latter owing to the manifest feeling against them evi- 
denced by the old hands, in anjunguarded moment dropped remarks which 
were construed to indicate that they had been engaged in England. Eleven 
of these men are still in the employ of the Arlington Mills as wool-sorters, 
displacing an equal number of American workmen. 

It is stated that a representative of the Wool-Sorters’ Union called upon a 
United States inspector of immigration at Boston and laid their complaint 
below him, but he informed them of the difficulty of obtaining evidence that 
the men had been contracted with abroad, and that were proceedings insti- 
tuted, on account of the laxity of the law the men would be out of the coun- 
try before the law could be made to reach them; that failing in securing ad- 
mission by the men of coming under contract to labor before emigration 
from England, nothing could be accomplished, and so the matter had been 
dropped by the wool-sorters. 


It will be noticed in the letter of the State board to the committee of wool- | 


sorters that Treasurer Whitman denied that the men were imported under 
contract to work for the Arlington. Proper inquiry may show, however, 
that they were imported, as the committee of the wool-sorters assert. 

By reference to the letter of the State board to the wool-sorters’ committee 
(Exhibit M) it will be noticed: , 

1, That Treasurer William Whitman is represented as having haa cogni- 
zance of the wage cut-down, giving it his approval. 

2. That no men were to ba discharged (given discharge papers which im- 
ply nonreinstatement) unless they asked for them; and that he asserts that 
none were given with his knowledge; while the fact is a large proportion of 
the thirty-eight men who were dropped on December 22, 1891, were presented 
with the dreaded discharge papers, and they were ‘‘ singled out because of 
their participation in the strike of last summer,” 
the committee who called upon the mill management at the time of the 


strike,” whom Mr. Whitman is accredited by the State board as stating | 


would not be ‘*‘ singled out.”’ 

3. While Mr. Whitman refused the men a oes mal interview and referred 
them to Agent Redford, to whom they should first apply for a hearing, the 
facts show that the sorters followed his advice and were refused a hearing 
by the agent, as is evidenced by the following letter: 

“ARLINGTON MILLS, LAWRENCE, MASS., January 28, 1892. 

‘Mr. BERNARD J. BRENNAN, 

171 Hampshire street, city. 


‘DEAR Str: Your favor of the 28th instant is received, in which you re- 


quest me to appoint a time to meet a committee representing part of our | 


wool-sorters, whom we recently had to let go on account of not having work 
for them. 

‘“T fail to see where it would heip matters any by conferring with the dep- 
utation at present, as we are notin a position to reinstate any of the men 
whom we had to let out at that time, as we have not even now full work for 
our present staff of sorters, as I presume you know that they are out for the 
balance of the week; and furthermore, I would inform you that any differ- 
ences that may arise in the future will be discussed and settled between the 
men, who then may be in our employ, and the management. r 

“We shall not require any assistance from outside sources. 

** Yours, truly, 
**Dictated by ROBERT REDFORD, Agent.”’ 


By these disclosures it appears that Mr. Whitman bears a personal re- 


sponsibility for the existing condition of affairs from first to last, and that | 


his representations to the State board, as conveyed to the wool-sorters, are 
not in harmony with the facts. 
ANOTHER CUT DOWN AT THE ARLINGTON. 

Not content with the reduction in the wages of the wool-sorters imposed 
by the bill in June, 1891, another reduction has been just ordered, to take 
effect March 1, proximo (1892). 

It appears that on February 12 the overseer notified the sorters of the con- 
templated cut down, and asked the men to send to the office a committee to 
canvass the matter. The old hands declined to act on the committee, re- 
membering the fate of the men who had served on the previous committee 
of the workmen when a difference arose between them and the management 
Finally three men were obtained by the overseer to serve, é. ¢.— 

1. John Houle, a favorite of the overseer, who was able to secure work for 
his brother when thirty-eight old sorters were dropped December 22, 1891, 
although the management claimed that work was slack. 

2. Benjamin Craven, a cousin of the overseer, and 

3. Charles Pyram; but the latter refused to act and sign the cut-down 
agreement, so that Miles Foster, one of the alleged imported Englishmen of 
June last, was elected in Pyram’s place. These men, Houle, Craven, and 
Foster, constituted the committee alleged to represent the sorters, butas a 
fact they represented the overseer, and they signed the ‘‘bill,’’ agreeing to 
submit to the cut down. (See exhibit, page copy of bill agreement.) 

The terms of the ‘cut’ to take effect March 1, proximo, provide that on 
and after that date— 

1. Coarse unwashed wool must be sorted for 80 cents per 100 pounds, but 
90 cents per cwt. would be paid for avery bad lot. This is a reduction of 5 
cents per 100 pounds on the coarse unwashed, 

2. Australian wool without burrs 35 cents per 100 pounds, but the men 
must clip from the fleece all locks bearing tar, pitch, and paint. This is an 
additional hardship, for the June, 1891, cut down and settlement left the price 


for sorting Australian 35 cents - 100 pounds and noclipping atall. By the | 


new cut down proposed the mill saves exactly the cost of having this wool 
carbonized and cleaned, to remove the tar, pitch, and paint, conseqently by 
putting this work on the sorters the mill saves considerable money while 
the — are compelled to work harder in order to make average weekly 
ay ($11). 
ry Territory wool (embracing X and XX and all kinds) after March 1 will 
be paid for at the 45 cents per 109 poundsrate; this is the cut which resulted 
in the strike of June, 1891; the proposed cut prices provide that medium 
wools for assorting for which 85 cents had been paid prior to the June cut- 
down, they being included with the coarse unwashed, must now be sorted for 
45 cents; this is a reduction from the 55-cent basis agreed upon when the 
strike of June, 1891, was settled, at which time it was agreed that 55-centrate 





some of them being ‘of | 
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3 to cover all territory wool, good and bad. (See table of new and old 
rates compound “ Exhibit K."’) 

The men claim that the proposed reduction again forces the sorters to worl 
harder, compelling them to turn off more wool in pounds per day, in order 
to make average weekly pay of $11. The gain to the mill is that it getsmore 


wool sorted each week and saves expense of cleaning and carbonizing of locks 
smeared with tar, pitch, and paint, work which they have done outside. By 





i 





the cut down of June, 1891, the overseer claimed, as previously stated, tha 
he saved the mill $12,000 per annum on wool sorting: the new which 
| the men have been notified, he estimates, it is claimed, will save the mil 


$10,000 more. 

By the annexed clipping from the Lawrence Evening Tribune of 
15, 1892, it will be seen that another strike is threatened March 1, 18 
| cut-down is enforced. 

The effect of the successive cut-downs ofthe prices paid to t Arlington 
wool-sorters in the past few years can best be exemplified t 





ARLINGTON MILLS—PRICES FOR WOOL-SORTIN 





Cut oe Cc 
| 1877 causing aa q | ordered 
to |1888.| strike =e for 
| ae | ine 10, |, 
1887. June, — farch 1 
| 1891. i822 
} Coarse unwashed wool per 100 Cents|\Cents| Cents. | Cents. | Cents 
} a le a 90 85 60 RS | Sv 
Australian wool per 100 pounds-__- 90 60 *50 | t35 +o 
Territory wool per 100 pounds-.....__/____.- 60 *50 | 55 45 
J T I 


*The overseer proposed that ifthe men would not sort Australian and 
Territory at 50 cents per cwt. he would give 60 cents for coarse unwashed 
butif they did the Australian and Territory for 50 cents he would pay 80 cent 
for the coarse unwashed. 

+Andnoclips. tAnd clips. 








| From 1877 to 1887 the sorte®s working on Australian and coarse unwashed 
| wool were paid 90 cents por 100 pounds, and in order toearn average week!s 
pay of $11 they sorted 1,222 pounds of wool per man per week. 

In 1888, working on Australian wool for which they were paid 60 cents per 
100 pounds in order to earn $11, the men were compelled to sort 1,834 pounds 
per man per week. 

In June, 1891, working on Australian, for which the men were paid 35 
| cents per cwt. and no clipping, to make average pay of $11 the men are com 
pelled to sort for the mill 3,143 pounds per man per week. . 

By the proposed cut-down, to take effect March 1 proximo. if not otherwise 
ordered, the men will be paid for sorting Australian wool 35 cents per ewt., 
but they must clip, and at the same time to make average pay of $11 
they must sort 3,143 pounds per man per week, a task which the men 
claim it will be impossible to perform unless they slight their work, which 
course, if followed, would ultimately result in their discharge for doing im 
perfect work. By the repeated cut-downs the mill is the gainer to the ex- 
tent of several thousand dollars besides gaining in the quantity of wool 
sorted, but it will, itis claimed, result to their loss if the men do their work 
| poorly, as they will be compelled to do in order to make average pay. 

That the trouble between the wool-sorters and the Arlington was not iso- 
lated, in the corporation’s relation to labor, is shown by the following 
which are matters of record. Early in 1888 the management of the Arling 
ton Mills notified the weavers of a reduction in price to be paid for weay 
ing ‘‘white three-harness twill work.’* The men objected to the cut-down 
and also complained of the imposition by the mill of ‘‘oppressive and ex 
cessive fines.’”’ Disregarding the complaints of the men, the mill imposed 
the cut in prices; consequently between one hundred and three hundred 

weavers struck. They appealed to the State board of arbitration After 
| having been *‘out”’ for some time the weavers returned to work 


Again, in October, 1888, the mule spinners of the cotton-mill of the Arlin 


| ton corporation were notified of a ‘reduction of wages to take effect October 
| 29, 1888.°" The men objected, and claimed that the * reduction which was or 
| dered to go into operation Monday, October 29, 588, was unjust in view of 
| the quality of the work being done, and from the fact that the proposed rates 
were lower than the prices paid for similar work in Massachusetis and els 


” 


where. Again the State board ofarbitration was called upon by the men, 
and their good offices resulted in a satisfactory settlement so that a strike 
was averted. 

Again, on January 23, 1892, a number of girls employed in the twisting 
room at the Arlington struck on account of the very smail wages paid to 
them, but finding that no advance would be made, shortly after returned to 
work. The corporation refused to make any concession 

The foregoing indicates in a measure the manner in which this prosperous 
corporation has shown its interest in labor by reducing wages and precipi 
tating strikes, and suggests that the great pecuniary benefits derived by the 
Arlington Mills corporation, owing to the excessive protection on competi 

| tive imports, has not impelled this grasping corporation to share their be 
efits with the mill employés. 
ADDITIONAL LABOR TROUBLES AT THE ARLINGTON MILLS, LAWRENCE, 
MASS. 
[Boston, March 18, 1892.] 

On Friday, March 4, 1892, three days after the cut rates for wool-sorting 
wentinto effect (é.¢. March 1, 1892),a change of work was ordered in the fancy 
weaving dress goods department of the Arlington Mills, which greatly re- 
duced the wages of the weavers. The mill had been running on “ three- 
harness ” twill, or sort of cashmere; each weiver (Woman) Was running three 
looms on 68-pick goods; they were paid 70 cents per cut, and their earnings 
averaged about $7.50 to $8 weekly. 

On March 4, 1891, the overseer, Mr. Hardy, notified the weavers that the 
work would be changed to “17 harness” fancy dress goods of more than 70 
picks, even running up as high as 100 picks, and as the looms were run at 
slow speed, the girls, to make wages, would have to work very much harder; 
that eventhen the weavers found they could not possibly earn the old weekly 
rate of wages. The overseer said that the mill was willing to pay, on the 
new class of work, 75.cents per cut on 70 pick fabrics. The smartest of the 

| weavers realized that on the new goods they could nat weave more than 5} 
or 6} cuts per week, so that taking the average of 6 cuts, the weaver’s weekly 
wages would not exceed $1.50 as conmypared with the #7.50 average earned 
weekly on the old goods; this meant a reduction in wages equal to 40 per 
cent. 

On Friday, March 4, 1831, a committee of the weavers waited upon Mr 
Hardy, overseer, and informed him that they could not work at these pric 
and make a living. After some parley, Hardy offered 1 ’ 
per cut, instead of 75 cents. Taking the average Weaver's work at 6 cuts per 
week, the earnings at 85 cents per cul would amount to b &.10 as weekly 

| pay, this would be equivalent to a reduction of 32 per cent from waces re- 

' ceived on the old work. The weavers gave careful consiceration to the over- 








vers &5 cents 
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. 


6980 


seer’s offer, and on Saturday, March 5, 1891, about thirty weavers stopped their 
looms, and calling on Overseer Hardy, asked for an increase in the rate, de- 
clining to accept the 85-cent per cut price, atthe same time giving him their 
reasons why the 85-cent rate was too low, and showing him their inability 
to make a living at the cut rates, which were over 30 per cent off the prices 
paid on the old work. 

The overseer refused to advance the rates and the thirty weavers all in 
one department, struck and attempted to leave the mill. It being then 
within an hour of the Saturday closing hour (i. e. 12 o'clock), the overseer, 
it is alleged, ordered the watchman at the gate not to allow the strikers to 
go out of the mill yard on account of the notoriety which weuld follow, 
especially in view of the stir and unfavorable comment which had followed 
the cut of the wool-sorters, which, as previously stated, went into effect on 
Tuesday of the same week. It is claimed that the watchman attempted to 
enforce Overseer Hardy’s order, but the enraged weavers (all women) 
pounced upon him so vigorously that he was ferced to give them egress. 
On Monday, March 7, twelve more girls employed on the same class of work 
in another of the Arlington weave rooms, joined the strikers, making forty- 
two alltold. This covered all those who had been on this class of “engine 
top” work, and were subject to the cut rates. 

On Monday, same day, a committee of the,weavers called upon Agent 
Robert Redford, of the Arlington Mills, and laid their complaint before him 
After consulting with Overseer Hardy, he informed the strikers that the 


mill would not pay more than the 35 cents per cut offered by Hardy Satur- | 


day. Seeing that further resistance was useless, and realizing that they 
could ill afford to be out of work, the girls returned to their looms, being 
compelled to submit to the 30 per cent reduced rates; namely, 35 cents per 
cut, Which now prevails. 

A few days ago the agent claimed, it is alleged, that the mill now has about 
40,000 pieces of fancy dress goods ahead, and that after the present stock of 
warps runs out, which will be in a few days, the rate per *‘cut’: will be re- 
duced to 30 cents from 35. When this goes into effect the help will be work- 
ing at a reduction of 36 per cent from the earnings made prior to March 4, 
1891 


In another weaving department of the Arlington Mills, where a year ago 
skilled weavers were earning $8.50 per week, the rates have since been re- 
duced about 17 per cent. The present work is on 100-pick cashmere. Henri- 
etta cloth, fine dress goods, the girls running three looms each, to wit: 

On loom No. 1 the weaver “takes off”? two cuts per week of sixty hours, 
and is paid $1.05 per cut, equal to #2.10. 

On loom No. 2, running 64 picks on striped, colored cotton, ‘'3 harness 
twill,” the price paid is 65 cents per cut, and the weaver ‘‘ takes off” about 
3} cuts per week of 60 hours, equal to #2.28. 

On loom No, 3, on silk *“‘double beam,’’ two shade, plain, cotton, wool, 
and silk (filling wool, one warp cotton, and one warp silk), running 64 picks, 
the i paid is 90 cents per cut, and the weaver ‘takes off’ 3 cuts per week 
of 60 hours, equal to $2.70; making a total of one week’s work (per skilled 
weaver) of 60 hours, of $7.08. 

Operatives less skilled do not make so much per week. 

Compared with the $8.50 per week previously earned by the same skilled 
weavers, a reduction in wages has resulted of about 17 per cent. 

Thus the Arlington Mills, notwithstanding itsenormous earning of nearly 
50 per cent on a capital stock of $2,000,000 (owing to the increase of duty on 
the class of foreign goods imported in competition with its product and 
corfessedly secured inthe McKinley law by Treasurer Whitman of the Ar- 
lington corporation), shares its prosperity with its employés by reducing 
their wages: 

First. By the 20 per cent cut in the wool-sorters’ rates June 1, 1891, previ- 
ously referred to; 

Second. By again reducing the same wool-sorters’ rates by more than 20 
per cent, Which cut went into effect March 1, 1892; 

Third. On March 4, 1892, by reducing the earnings of weavers of ‘seventeen 
harness” cashmere or mummy dress goods by 30 per cent; and 

Fourth. By 17 per cent reduction of its weavers’ earnings, running on 100 
pick cashmere, or Henrietta, 64 pick, 3 harness striped, colored cotton twill, 
and 64 pick silk double-beam, 2 shade, plain cotton, wool and silk dress goods. 


Upon all these goods when imported the McKinley law advanced the | 


duties at Mr. Whitman’s dictation between 15 and 30 per cent. 

The wage-earners are asking this question: Were the inordinately high 
tariff rates which Mr. Whitman secured for the * protection ’’ to his corpora- 
tion and for his personal benefit, or were they designed and secured for the 
benefit of American labor, as he and other high protectionists have so per- 
sistently declared? Perhaps Mr.Whitman can be prevailed upon to answer 
this question. 


Arlington Mills, Lawrence, Mass.—Rates paid for wool-sorting per 100 pounds. 
[From 1880 to the present time, 1892. ] 


June 1,| Mar. 1,! Reduc-| Total 








| 
| 1880.) 1886. "1891. '| 1892."| tion. | sorted. 
FOREIGN WOOL. 
| Per ct.| Per ct 
English Down..........-.---- _.--/81.00 |#0.90 | $0.90 | $0.90 |... __.. ) 
English and Irish hog... --.- nose] OO | 290} . 90 PP Ace ademadt | 
Shropshire and Staffordshire hog | | | | 
and wether......... ee | 1.00 | - 90 | . 90 SOUP Bc alien | 
RS TE nis een an enk .--| 1.00} .90} - 90 | . 80 11 | } 5 
English demiluster and wether ../ 1,00] .90/ .90/ =. 80 11 | 
Luster wether... ..- seccsl Le | Se - 90 | - 80 11 | 
Fine and coarse crossbred*____.../....-- . 65 | . 65 | 55 8 
Canadian fleece __. ..| 1.00} .90} . 90 | Oe Bis nae J 
Fine Australian unwashedt ...| »-90 . 85 ¢. 35 §. 35 20 35 
| ! | 
DOMESTIC WOOL 
Native tub . eae, ta . 90 1. + 1 
Washed querter native --_.. veel DOO] .OO . 90 _ 1 
Washed # blood : ..1 1.00} .90} . 90 11 1 
Coarse unwashed (quarter blood) .90 | .85 | . 85 | 6 2 
Washed coarse | - 3 _.| 1.00 . 90 | .90 a Py 
No. 1 ex pulled § __.| 1.00} .90 90 80 | 11 2 
Three-eighth unwashed 2 90 | .85] . 85 | 11 2 
Fine delaine washed.............-.- 1.00 90 | . 90 16 5 
Luster wether fleece ae - 90 | 9¢ 16 1 
Medium Territory fleece - ocuckuaiaarl Sf eee } 35 4 
Wine delaine unwashed wcnef “OO ) Send 85 55 | 35 | 2 
Fine and fime medium Territory**_!....-- . 60 | 55 45 | 18 36 
| | | 





*This isa grade of Australian wool. +43percentforeign. }{35cents per 100 
,0UndS Without clipping tar, pitch, and paint locks. §35 cents per 100 pounds 
neluding clipping tar, pitch, and paint locks. | Washedcoarse. §No.land 
ex pulled. ** 57 per cent domestic. 


Totai quantity now sorted between 10,000,000 and 12,000,000 pounds yearly. 
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AGREEMENT, OR RATE BILL—-WOOL-SORTING—ARLINGTON MILLS. 
(To take effect March 1, 1892.] 
On page 20 of the “‘ wool matter,” re Arlington Mills, etc., reference is there 
made to a ** bill” executed by Wool-Sorters Houle, Craven, and Foster, agree- 


ing to the then proposed cut rates, to take effect March 1, 1892. This bill reads 
as follows: 
‘* LAWRENCE, MASS., February 12, 1892. 

“The following prices have been agreed upon between the management 
and the wool-sorters of the Arlington Mills, to remain in force for the year 
ending December 1892, as follows (See “table of rates,” accompanying, 
under column headed March 1 1892). 

“It is further agreed that any specially bad lots of wool, upon which it is 
manifest to the overseer that the sorters can not earn a full week’s pay, 
shall be paid for on the basis of the next higher price on the list. We further 
agree to assist the wool-sorter all that is possible by grading the wool as far 
as practicable; also to make such arrangement as can be done in a practi- 
cable manner for softening the Australian wool or such other wool as re- 
quires it. 

“It is not the purpose of the management to consider a limit of wages 
earned by the wool-sorters as necessary, but, as it has been thought desira- 
ble by some to make such a limit, we are willing to submit to a limit of #12 
a Week; but will not understand that such a limit prevents a wool-sorter 
(when he can, on obtaining sufficient ease in his work) from making up any 
deticiency of one week’s work in the next, or at least during the month, for 
which the overseer will try to make due arrangement. 

“Accepted for the general body of wool-sorters: 

“BENJAMIN CRAVEN. 
a “JOHN HOULE. 
“MILES FOSTER. 
“For the Arlington Mills: 
“ROBERT REDFORD, Agent.” 


In explanation of this ‘bill’? or agreement the sorter states that under 
the cut rates provided it is impossible to make $12 per week and perform 
satisfactory work, hence the #12 weekly wage limit was known by the men 
to be pure bluff. As previously stated $11 per week has been the average 
weekly wages of the sorters, so that to earn $12 per week and do proper work 
the man must drive the sorting along by turning out more pounds per hour, 
which they knew was utterly impossible to do without taking the chance of 
reprimand for improper work and likely be compelled to sort it over again. 
The agreement refers tothe men making up a “‘deficiency of one week’s work 
in the next week, or, during month,” etc. This clause, the sorters aver. is 
simply a menace to the men, and the object is to push them in their work; 
while it appears to be a consideration in behalf of the sorters, it really is 
pure buncombe. By the cut in rates being a reduction of over 20 per cent, 
the anes of the sorters has been reduced, while the mill gets more wool 
sorted. 


ADDITIONAL LABOR TROUBLES AT THE ARLINGTON MILLS, LAWRENCE, 
MASS. 


fApril 23, 1892. } 


The weavers employed by the Arlington Corporation, upper mill, had been 
running for some time on a mixed woolen fabric which enabled the women 
to earn an average of $8 and the men #9.60 to $10 per week. 

About the middle of March last the work was changed to plaid knicker- 
bocker, mixed cotton and wool dress goods, 64 picks to the inch and 34 inches 
wide, the same being made on bex looms, 4-shuttle work. After giving the 
work several weeks’ trial the weavers found they could not make their former 
average wages. The price paid for weaving was 80 cents per cut of 55 yards, 
and the weekly outturn was seven cuts, equal to ¥5.60 to $0.50 for the most 
expert as weekly pay. Based on the wages earned on the old work, the oper- 
atives 1ealized they had been submitted to a cut of over 25 per cent. The 


| work wentbadly, as the yarn was lumpy and breaks frequent. The attention 





of the mill authorities was called to the reduced wages, but it availed noth- 
ing. 

tinally, on March 30, 1892, the help sought the overseerin a body and asked 
for #i per cut, with the privilege of running 3loomsinstead of 4. Thesere- 
quests were refused and about 50 hands, who had been operating 160 looms, 
struck. The next day, March 31, about one-half of this number were offered 
99 cents per cut to return to work; they accepted, but the balance of the 
strikers, about 20 in number, were discharged and are still out of employ- 
ment. Even at 90 cents per cut the weavers feel that they have suffered a 
reduction in weekly earnings of about 15 per cent and considerable dissatis- 
faction still prevails. 

(See clippings, exhibits.) 


STILL ANOTHER LABOR TROUBLE—ARLINGTON LOWER MILL. 


On the afternoon of the same day, i. ¢., March 30, 1892, another strike took 
place in the lower mill of the Arlington corporation. About 25 girls weav- 
ing Jacquard white fancy-mixed dress goods, 92 picks to the inch, and 41 
inches wide (who had formerly been earning between %8 and $9 per week) 
found that on the work in hand the best weavers could not earn over #7 per 
week. This they realized after trying the new work about two weeks, for 
which they were being paid $1.18 per cut of 55 yards, each operative running 
3 looms, and their earnings ranged from %6 to $7 Weekly, being a reduction of 
about 23 per cent from their earnings when on the former work. 

The help complained to Overseer Hardy and asked for $1.50 per cut. Upon 
his refusal they stopped their looms and quit work. A parley then followe:! 
and the overseer, rather than lose the help, and in order to avoid further 
publicity as to labor disturbance at the Arlington Mills, agreed with the 
strikers to give them $1.35 per cut; this was finally accepted and they returned 
to work. At the new rate ($1.35) they claim to have been subjected to a re- 
duction of 12 per cent from the weekly rate earned before the goods were 
changed. 

The weavers of the Arlington have for a long time been complaining that 
they wove more cloth than they were = for; in other words, thatthe ‘out 
mark”’ on the warps did not come in sight on the loom until the woven fabric 
had overrun about 3 yards, for which they were not paid. They explain the 
matter thus: 

Arlington Mills cotton warps are 825 yards long and they weave into 15 
cuts of 55 yards each. For certain reasons the mill authorities sell these 
cotton warps and buy and use warps made for them in New Bedford, Mass. 
These are #70 yards in length, and weave into 15 cuts of 58 yards each. 
When the New Bedford warps come to the mill (Arlington) the original 
tickets are removed and those of the Arlington substituted, thus conveying 
the impression to the dressers and weavers that the warps are of the Arling- 
ton make and will run 15 cuts of 55 yards each, when as a matter of fact they 
run 15 cuts of 58 yards each; thus in each [8 cuts woven the weavers made 
one cut for which they received no pay. Hesitating to declare openly against 
the deception practiced upon them they nursed their grievance until the 
recent troubles with the overseer brought matters to a culmination and the 
facts became public. (See exhibit.) 

It would seem as though this publicity had borne fruit, for the mil! author- 
ities, in order to allay the grov’ing discontent and to make amends for the 








1892. 


rank deception, four or five days later, voluntarily advanced the price on 
Jain Knickerbocker from 59 to 66cents per cut, the increase of 7 cents affect 
ine the weavers on 30looms only; they also raised by 10 cents per cut the rate 
paid on the outturn of just 3 looms making another kind of dress goods. 
The weavers cay that on both kinds of goods the stock is running out; hence 
they will enjoy thesmall advance only a very short time; but for the present 
the advance serves the purpose evidently intended, namely, to quiet the dis 
satisfaction aroused by the help being compelicd to dress warps and wea 
cloth for which they were not paid. 

In reference to the deception practiced upon the employés by the extra 
lengths of cotton warps supplied, it appears that about four or tive months 
ago the warp-dressers discovered the fact and vigorously objected to dressing 
goods for which they were not paid. Their complaints were finally heeded 
and for about a month an allowance was made for the extra length of the 
New Bedford warps, but this lasted only a month or so, and the old practice 
went into operation again, causing such dissatisfaction that the matter is 
likely to be brought to the attention of the labor union in order to secure for 
the men fair recognition for work performed. 

Another feature in connection With the labor troubles at these mills is the 
avowal on the part of the overseers that when they change work they mal 
it a point to drop the wage rate very low in order to permit, when the opera 
tives object, making an advance which will still save money to the mill by 
reducing cost of production; further, that pending changes in machines in- 
cident to putting in new work, the loss of time, owing to imperfect adapta- 
tion of the machinery, breaks, etc., falls upon the weavers. 

Apropos of this matter I quote frcm the last annual report (1891) of the 
Massachusetts board of arbitration, page 7. 

‘‘Another and analogous source of controversies in mills and manufactor- 
ies appears when a new style or grade of goods is introduced with which 
the operatives are not familiar. <A price is fixed by the manufacturer or 








his foreman, which may be fair, but is frequently based upon what the | 


operatives may reasonably be expected to do after they have become familiar 
with the changes which have been introduced. Strikes have occurred from 
such causes during the past year, because the operatives were unable to 
earn as much as they did previously, and the question inevitably arises: Is 
it fair that the operatives, who are wholly dependent upon their daily wages 
should suffer any diminution of earnings during the interval in which 
are adjusting themselves to the new order of things? Manufacturers say 
that if at first they make the price a little higher than it ought to be, they 
“an never get it reduced afterwards, and doubtless there is some reason 
for the remark; but in most cases of the kind referred to, the way is open 
to both employer and employé toagree upon a temporary price by the day 
or week, equal in amount to what the workmen were earning before, and 
thus the expense of testing the machine will fall, where it ought to fall, upon 
the agent or seller of it; and in the other class of cases mentioned the em- 
ployer rather than the workman will bear the temporary loss which may 
accompany a change in the methods of manufacturing or in the styleof the 
orodwict.”’ 

' All of the foregoing, taken in connection with the facts previously noted 
(in papers dated February 19 and March 18, 1892), go to show the disposition 
of the Arlington corporation towards its employés in reducing wages, not- 
withstanding the high protection (i. ¢., 88.87 to 110.33 per cent ad valorem 

enjoyed under the present tariff (paragraphs 394 and 395) and the very large 
earnings of the mills, to which allusion has been elsewhere made. 





eV 


RECAPITULATION—WAGE REDUCTIONS, ARLINGTON MILLS. 


1. June 1, 1891. wool sorters’ reduction of 20 per cent. 

2. March 1, 1892, wool sorters’ reduction of 20 per cent. 

3. March, 4, 1892, weavers on 17 harness cashmere of mummy dress goods, 
reduction 30 per cent. 

4. Early in 1892, weavers on 100 pick cashmere, twill and mixed dress goods, 
reduction of 17 per cent. 

5, About March 12. 1892, weavers on knickerbocker mixed dress goods, re- 
duction of over 25 percent. (March 31, changed to 15 per cent.) 

6. About March 15, 1892, weavers on Jacquard fancy mixed dress goods, re- 
duction 23 percent. (April 1, 1892, changed to 12 per cent.) 


[Add to paper of April 23, 1892.] 


RE ARLINGTON MILLS. 
Boston, May 7, 1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Referring to pages 3and 4of paper of April 23, 1892, in reference to the | 


length of ‘*‘cuts’’ woven by the weavers of © knickerbocker”’ and other dress 
goods made of 1-40s cotton warp and woolen yarns, it appears that the decep 
tion practiced on the employés and its effects upon their earnings my be 
summarized thus: 2 

For about two years the Arlington corporation have had made for them 
by the Howland Mill corporation, New Bedford, Mass., 140s cotton warps, 
which have been usedin the manufacture of knickerbocker and similar dress 
goods. These warps, bought by the pound, when they arrive at the Arling- 
ton Mill are ticketed (see Exhibit 1) and contain ‘870 yards,” as the tickets 
show. The warps go to the dressers, who beam them, and they are paid so 
much per one thousand ends(according to number of colors, etce.), one cut 
long. The tickets show that in each warp are ‘15 cuts,’’ and the cuts are 
dressed and fabrics woven as containing 55yards each. This would make the 
warp 1555 yards, or 825 yards long. But the fact is the warps are 870 yards 
long, as the tickets show, so that for each warp dressed the workmen beams 
45 yards for which they receiveno pay. Somuchforthe New Bedford warps. 

Respecting the warps of the Arlington’s own make, of 40-Is yarn, the fol- 
lowing appears: The warps are ticketed (see Exhibit 2) “825 yards, fif 
teen cuts,’* but the men have found that they really contain 870 yards each; 
hereagain the men beam 45 yards more than they are paid for; they there- 
fore c!aim that in doing this work gratis they are notonly deceived but they 
suffer a loss in earnings equal to5 per cent. This means a loss in the ag- 
gregate wages for the fifty men (beamers) employed for the last two years 
of about $3,000, the same amount being a net gain to the Arlington corpora- 
tion by reason of the deception of the dressers on the extra length of warps 

Now, in regard to the weavers. The New Bedford and Arlington warps of 
40-1s when they are about to leave the dressers are tagged with Arlington 
tickets (see Exhibit 3) which read ‘825 yards, 15 cuts,’ indicating to the 
loomers that the warps are 825 yards long, when, in truth, they contain 870 
yards, an excess of 45 yards. The beamers having under instruction marked 
the warps with red chalk or string into fifteenths, implying that there are 
fifteen cuts in the warp, the weavers, as previously stated (in paper of April 
23, 1892, pages 3 and 4) weave &70 yards when they suppose they are weaving 
825 yards as the tickets show. Therefore in each eighteen cuts woven they 
have fabricated one cut for which they receive no pay, having woven in each 
completed warp 45 yards for nothing, hence their complaints incompletely 
stated toward the close of the Boston Herald article of April 1, 1892 (Ex 
hibit 6), which accompanied paper of April 23, 1892. 











The effect of this cheat upon the Arlington Mill weavers’ earnings is, to | 


wit: During the past two years about 10,000 warps of these 40-1s cotton 
yarns, entering into knickerbocker and similar dress goods, have been used, 
and with the woolen yarn been woven in cloth by the weavers. These 10,000 
warps, at 870 yards in length each, mean 8,000,000 yards actual length, but by 


698) 


the deceptive Arlington tickets are made to appear as containi 8,250,000 
yards. rhe loomers, then, have woven 459,000 yards without pay 
"he fabric is taken in lengths of 55 yards to a cut; the help are paid so 








much per cut, hence, in weaving the extra 450.000 yards, they have fabricated 
8,182 cuts of woolen cloth, cotton warp free, at a loss to themselves of about 
$6,000 during the two years, or about 6} per cegt of their average yearly care 
ings his 15,000, with the $3,000 loss to the dresser ike 89.000. has been of 
course as net rain to the corporation, but att! expense of t help, 2 
aboul50 beamers and 125 weavers : 

The employés charge that the Arlington in marking war of their own 
make 45 yards shorter than they really are is am ; fense and militates 
against their earning power 

hat this mili is not alone in the matter of extra-long is shown ty 
the inclosed clipping (Exhibit D) wherein it appears t! rragansett, 
Mill, at Fall River, indulged in the practic« The he » Obj ! manded 
compensation corresponding to the work performed, and upon being refused, 
130 weavers struck. See article published in the Boston Herald of December 
31, 1891 (Exhivit D). 

EXHIBITS. 
EXHIBIT 1, 
Howland Mills Corporation. 
Carded: 
No. 40—1 
2,054 ends. 
870 yds 
15 cuts. 
0 tn pin. 
53.00 lbs. 
Warped by J. M. 
No. 14. 
oot 
EXHYBIT 2 
[F8 -10.000.10.°91 
J a on Uideecci a: ibn ad aunts mahal sac dekicahcotg uci tbe 6 
Nd na ae we eae a 1, 084 
No. yds ee ee a és a aiale . R25 
No. cut saeltioes oc ; coke ei ica aan A MEPS ID 
No. yarn .... ae sei ins alae eaddeans . iadatsaiee ; 140 
Warper No .......5 abate nied : ‘ ee ; a 
Sf) - 
Pattern No ; jodeasGuieitiakabandibt abies ‘“ —— 
From Arlington Mills, cotton dep’t, Lawren Mass 
EXHIBIT 3 
FE. 75-10m-10, °91 
Loom No. 2126; warp No. 310; quality 1695.261x; style 106; ends——— 
WARP FILLING. 

2187-11 
Quality ........ i 1-40 F. M Picks 7 64 
crore Peet 20-3 & 4 | Quality 1-50x1-40x P cotton 
Yds . Siena Se ; 825 | Color oe Grey, Grey, 361x499-2 
ens corse aries . ; 15 | Exp - 
Color .... ...261x; wh, 361x; 499-3 | Dresser —_ ; L. Miller 
Pattern ead ania amin eae maaee E.H Loomer a hoe ae _.....Maud 


EXHIBIT D. 
[Boston Herald, December 31, 1891. 

STRIKE TO CONTINUE—FALL RIVER WEAVERS DECIDE NOT TO WORK, 

|Special dispatch to the Boston Herald 
BALL RIVER, December 30, 1891. 

The striking weavers of the Narragansett mill, at a mass meeting this 
afternoon, voted unanimously not to return to work until explicit prom- 
ises were made regarding the concessions they want. 

The strikers have been out just nine weeks. Their grievance began when 
they were put on a new set of mummies and sateens, for which 30 cent ind 
253 cents per cut, respectively, were paid. The cuts, according to the wea. 
ers, were of more than ordinary length. and they found that they could not 
make within #1.50 per week of what they had been earning on the sam 
goods previously. 

The management, so the strikers say. refused to pay for the extra yards 
woven, and the result was a demand on Agent Waring. They wanted 40 





cents for mummies, but the agent would only give 33 cent They asked 2 
cents for sateens. and this was refused 

he strike was inaugurated, and 130 weavers went out. Nearly all are 
members of the Weavers’ Union, and are supported by that organization 
The nonunionists receive monetary aid from working Weavers throuchout 
thecity. Many have secured work out of town, the strikers claiming that 
black list is in vogue against them in the local mills 

Supt. Harrison held a conference with the strikers’ committee to-day. He 
refused to make any promises, although he implied that the goods now in 


dispute might be taken from the looms altogether. 
The strikers will hold another meeting Monday morning 
E. DARWIN GAGE. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ILask the Senate totake up for consideration 
the bill (S. 3314) for the relief of E. Darwin Gage, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel of the One hundred and forty-eighth New York In- 
fantry. 

By unanimows consent, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. [t directs the Secretary 
of War to recognize E. Darwin Gavzeas lieutenant-colone! of the 
One hundred and forty-eighth Regimentof New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and to amend the records of the regiment so as toshow 
him to have been lieutenant-colonel thereo! from October 16, 
L864, the date from which he was commissioned to tak 





4) 
October 27, 1864, the date on which he was kill: at 
Fair Oaks, Va., he having actually discharged the t of lieu- 


tenant-colonel of the regiment for the period specilied. 
The bill was reported to the Senate withou: amendment, or- 
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dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 
EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN. 

Mir. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
Education and Labor, to whom was referred Miscellaneous Doc- 
ument No. 200, providing for a select committee to investigate 
and 1eport tothe Senate the facts in connection with the employ- 
nent of Pinkerton men. etc., at Homestead, Pa., to submit a 

bstitute resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
endar, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Let the resolution be placed on the Cal- 


The report will be read. 


stitute for Miscell 
committee to investigate and report to the Senate the facts in rela- 


meous Document No. 200, aresolution providing for a 


tion to the employment of * Pinkerton men” or ‘‘ Pinkerton detectives” 

n connection with recent differences between workmen and employers at 
‘stead, the passage of which substitute is recommended. 

ITUTE FOR MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENT NO. 200. © 

Jred, Thatas ommittee of seven Senators be appointed by the 

Preside f the Senate, whose duty it shall be to investigate and report to 


the Senate the facts in re 
armed bo of men or de 


\ 


tation to the employment, for private purposes, of 

ectives in connection With differences between 
ich investigation to include the facts in relation 
and employment generally of such or similar armed bodies 
of men or detectives in the United States since their first organization or 
ippearance therein. 

‘Lhe investigation shall extend to andembrace the reasons for the creation 
of such organized bodies of armed men, their character, and uses; also as 
to where, When, how, and by whom such men have been employed and paid 

ny services they may have rendered, and under what authority of law, 
¥, they have been so employed and paid. 

n addition to the testimony and conclusions of fact the committee will 
consider and report, by bill or otherwise, what legislation, if any, is neces- 
y to prevent further unlawful use or employment of such armed bodies 

nor other similar armed bodies for private purposes. 
id committee, either as afull committee or through subcommittees 
thereof. shatl have authority to send for persons and papers, administer 
to witnesses, and take testimony in Washington or elsewhere, ac- 
ng to its discretion, during the present session or the approaching re- 

f Congress: and to employ a clerk. messenger, and stenographer; the 
‘nses of the investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the 


senla 


Lemployers, § 


he existence 





Mr. COCKRELL. I notice that there are two House bills on 
the Calendar - 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President- 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution lie on the table until 
to-morrow, 


*he PRESIDING OFFICER. 





The resolution will lie on the 
tab:e. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
ered at this time. 

Vr. COCKRELL. I think 
that we can see it in print. 

Mr, HANSBROUGH. The Senator from Missiouri desires to 
have the resolution lie over? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, I ask that it 
printed, to be called up in the morning. 

' Mr. HANSBBOUGH. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over 
and be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are on the Calendar two House bills 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs which ought to 
be passed. I suggest that Order of Business 1114 be taken up. 
It will only take a moment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will kindly yield: I have been 
wailing for an bour to take the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not know it. I was simply going to 
ask the consideration of two Hous» bills reported fromthe Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, in which several parties are inter- 
ested. It would take only a moment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘There will betime in the course of the after- 


noon, 


[ desire to have the resolution consid- 


we had better let it lie over, so 


may go over and be 


Very well. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to 
continue the provisions of existing laws providing temporarily 
for the expenditures of the Government; ang it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 


A messagy 


TARIFF POLICY. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The debate which has been going on con- 
cerning the tariff has arisen upon a resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Maine |Mr. HALE]. Perhaps.it isnecessary to call 
that up and consider it as being before the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. HALE June 27, 


Is0?, directing the Committee on | 


Finance to inquire into the effect of a policy of ‘ tariff for reve- | 


ue only” upon the labor and industries of the United States. 








Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the limitations of the extra- 
ordinary weather we have had for the last two or three weeks 
upon mental or physical exertions are very great, and especially 
upon the form of combined intellectual and physical exertion 
known as public speaking. So I come with a good deal of hesi- 
tation to this attempt to take the time of the Senate for a short 
while. 

I have been here nearly twelve years, and I have never during 
that time given notice that on a certain day at a fixed hour I 
would address the Senate upon a subject which was not at the 
time under consideration. I have taken my chances at haphaz- 
ard speeches; and this is scarcely more than that. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] referred to a 
statement which had just before been made by the Senator from 
Nevada |Mr. STEWART] concerning what the Senator from Ne- 
vada called a disastrous fall of prices. The Senator from Ne- 
vada charged it to an appreciation in the value of gold and to 
the general disturbances of the currency. The Senator from 
Kentucky rightly said that the law of progress in all manufac- 
tured articles in the whole world of industry was reduction in 
prices, reduction in the cost of production. When we are at- 
tempting to consider the effects of a tariff we forget the mul ti- 
tude of influences, the currents, the eddies of influencing events— 
wars, the discoveries of mines, and a hundred things that I need 
not specify which affect the scale of prices. 

If you will look at a work upon political economy published a 
few years ago by Amasa Walker, the father of Gen. F. A. Walker, 
you will find some very instructive diagrams wherein the rise and 
fall of prices, the rise and fall of tariff, and the expansion and 
contraction of currency are represented by curved lines, and 
when you are through with studying those curves you will be 
somewhat in doubt as to whether prices have been affected more 
by the currency than they have been by the tariff, or more by 
exteriorcircumstances than by either. So detailed statistics con- 
cerning the prices of this, that, or the other article for a short 
period of years are worth comparatively little without very great 
study in ascertaining the economic condition of a people and of 
all related peoples. It is safer to take a stretch of years and as- 
certain what the general reduction has been in the cost of living 
and in the rewards given to labor. 

If we study the history of the United States in that manner I 
have no fear that it will not show that the tariff has on the 
whole been beneficent, though there are several instances in 
which a tariff was greatly affected by matters which superficially 
would not be supposed to refer to it. For example, there was a 
disastrous tariff adopted in 1846 which ran on to 1857 without 
serious modification. That particular tariff has sometimes been 
referred to as a blessing; but there were several things that in- 
terfered very greatly with the industry of the country and may 
be said to have mitigated the evils of that unwise litigation. 
For example, there was the Mexican war, which gave change to 
many of the industries of the country. Then there was the dis- 
covery of gold in 1849, which largely affected the currency. 
Then came the revolutions in Europe in 1848 and 1850, which 
greatly disturbed the business of the world. Then came the 
Crimean war 

No man can study that tariff without studying the effect of 
those great events upon it. It was not until they and their ef- 
fects had partially passed away that that tariff began to show 
what it really was, and we came to the great financial disaster, 
the cyclone of 1857. Then there was still further reduction of 
the tariff, the Walker tariff, upon a free-trade theory; and in 
1860 Mr. Buchanan portrayed, after the manner of the lamenta- 
tions of Jeremiah, the extraordinarily unfortunate condition of 
the country. 

L say if we take the last twenty-five or thirty years after the 
war, or take it altogether, three things will appear, though 
whether they are altogether attributable to the tariff is a mat- 
ter of inference. It is certain that the tariff has not prevented 
them. These things will appear: That the selling price of man- 
ufactured articles has gonedown; in the second place, that wages 
have gone up; and in the third place it will appear that the div- 
idend given to capital has on the average gone down. 

That is legitimate progress. That is what is to be expected 
from modern civilization. We claim that tariff has helped. 
The Democracy claim that it has been done in spite of the tariff. 
Then we are an extraordinary nation. 

Now, I take just a word or two froma distinguished free trader, 
I am happy to say my personal friend, Mr. Edward Atkinson. 
While he ranks himself with the free traders I have always 
found some of my best arguments for protection in his writings. 
I think he tells the truth always as it seems to bim. 

Mr. Atkinson in a communication, made, it is true, some little 
while ago, although it is called here ‘* a recent report by him to 
the Bureau of Statistics,” shows that the average annual wages 


| of all mechanies in the United States advanced from $468 in 1860 
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to $720 in 1880. I wish I had a later calculation. He shows an | to over 53 per cent, and the dutiable imports had gone down 
increase in those twenty years of $250 a head or 54 per cent. He | from 66 per cent to 44 per cent. 

also shows that the greater cheapness of the things necessaryfor | In the year ending the 3ist of last March, the total foreign 
ordiuary family support virtually makes that increase of wages | trade ran up to $1,843,343,091—the greatest aggregate of foreign 


a 


ae et aN ere 


—— 


from 26 to 46 per cent more. In other words, Mr. Atkinson | 


shows that the things which the worker could buy in 1860 for 
his average wages of $468 he could buy for about $348, a saving 
of $138. Adding $252, his actual average gain in wages, to $138, 
his saving in the cost of family supplies, and we have a net aver- 
age gain to all mechanics of $390 a year. 

We must give some weight to this from a free-trade statisti- 
cian who takes his figures as he can find them, and without 
stopping to think what their effect may be upon any pet theory 
of hisown. As to the general drift in that direction I have no 
manner of doubt. I can find in my own State manufacturing 
establishments that have been running thirty, fifty, and sixty 
years. {can find in their records the cost of the raw materia!, 
the wages paid to the iaborers. I can find in some cases the 
very laborers who were thore more than thirty years ago. I 
will say that approximately the selling price of manufactured 
articles has gone down from 30 to 50 per cent, and that the 
wages given to labor have gone up 50 to 100 per cent. An op- 
erative in certain establishments can buy of the articles he 
makes twice as much with a day's labor as he could have bought 
in 1860. 

I do not say that is all due to the tariff. It isdue to American 


ingenuity and to good management. Itis due to that general up- | 


ward pressure of wages which is going on, no matter what men 
say about it, and which must and will go on, and to that dimi- 
nution in the rewards of capital to which the great capitalists o! 
the Old World and the New World have accepted as inevitable. 
Men who forty years ago were scarcely content with a dividend 
of 8 per cent, considering all the risks of their business then, 
will assure you that they can raise five hundred millions in six 
months if they can be insured investments that will net 5 per 
cent. Capital is waiting. Capital is not receiving an undue 
reward. Capital can not make the pressure that labor makes 
for a rise in its profits. 

A very interesting discussion has been going on here in the 
Senate concerning the statistics obtained by the Committee on 
Finance with regard to the prices of products, the cost of the 


maintenance of a family, the wages, etc. I wish the committee | 
had taken that upon a slightly different basis. As for myself, | 


in preparing some brief tables of statistics, I took the imports and 


exports of the country for the first of three years and for the last | 
of three years, omitting wholly what I may call the McKinley | 


year, because foreigners rushed goods in at that time in anticl- 
pation of the day when the new tariff should go intoeffect; many 
of our manufacturers and capitalists delayed projected enter- 


prises, wanting to know precisely what the bill would be; and | 


after it went into effect there were overloaded stocks in some di- 
rections and a general disturbance of the markets. And it did 
not go into effect, all of it, immediately, because the changes on 
sugar were delayed until the next spring. So what I may for 
convenience call the McKinley year was not worth anything in 
the matter of statistics. It required too much annotation and 
guessing. 

I selected the year ending March 31, 1890, for comparison with 
the year ending March 31, 1892, the intervening year, ending 
March 31, 1891, having been disturbed by the passage of the 
McKinley act and the delay of free sugar, as Ihave said. Those 
two years, separated by an intervening year, show this: 








trade the country has ever shown. 

{ hold that that exhibits beyond all question the beneficent 
effect of the present tariff. The free trader demanded a larger 
free list and we gave it. We took off the duties from articles 
that we did not produce and whose production in the United States 
was probably hopeless. We admitted them free of any duty what- 
ever, and toa large extent they were raw materials whose free 
admission was greatly beneficial to our own manufacturers. 

That change in free imports from 33 per cent to 55 per cent 
emphasizes the fact that the Republican party was anxious to in- 
crease the free list, but increased it legitimately and logically 
in accordance with the strictest theory of the protectionist. ~ 

But, Mr. President, to deal in quarters of a cent upon prices 
of products froma parcel of grocers here and a group of dry 
goods merchants elsewhere is scarcely worth while. <A discus- 
sion about the duty on tacks or pins or small changes in prices, 
up or down, as affected by curreucy, or crops, or wars, is nota 
debate appropriate for this particular time of the year nor this 
particular year of American history. We are not engaged now 
in a skirmish of flankers or the advance guard of an outpost, but 
studying the grand strategy of our great war is under discussion. 
We are talking about retaking the Mississippi, about the block- 
ade, and Sherman’s march, and Meade’s going on to Richmend, 
and not about what a post did over here at Falls Church. 

Where are the lines of battle between the two great contend- 
ing parties? The Democratic platform of 1892 began its history 
with areport to the convention of the old—shall I say ‘* dodge” 
and evasion of Democratic conventions, reiterating — 

Tue oft-repeated doctrines of the Democratic party that the necessity of 
the Government is the only justification for taxation 

That— 

Whenever a taxis unnecessary it is unjustifiable; and that when custom- 
house taxation is levied upon articles of any kind produced in this coun- 
try 

Here it is— 
the difference between the cost of labor here and labor abroad, when such 
a difference exists, fully measures any possible benefits to labor. 

Again, in the same reported resolution: 

But in making a reduction in taxes, itis not proposed to injure any do- 
mestic industries, but rather to promote their healthy growth. From the 
foundation of this Government the taxes collected at the custom-house have 
been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be 
Moreover, many industries have come to rely upon legislation for a success 
ful continuance, so that any change of the law must be at every step regardad- 
ful of the labor and capital thus involved, and the process of reform must 
be subject in execution to this plain dictate of justice. 

That is a profession of protective doctrine. 

That plainly asserts—it so plainly intimates that I may call it 
an a;ssertion—in the first place, that there is a considerable dif- 
ferenc>, and that that difference ought to be noted, between the 
rewards of labor in Europe and the rewards of labor here: and, 
in the second place, that it isquite right and a high duty to pro- 
tect American labor against the competition of ill-paid foreign 
labor, and have respect to the doctrine of protection in chang- 
ing tariffs. That is good protective Republican doctrine so far 
as 1t goes. 

But, Mr. President, that was thrown aside entirely, whistled 
down the wind contemptuously. We were told by the news- 
papers, and told so many times without contradiction that I 
must believe it tobe true, that Mr. Cleveland had approved this 


i ne March 31, 1890: ' onteniees Per cont. resolution as originally reported. 
i Ong « ~~ 23 67 | —s Fs : vores 
We 500,073,402 6.33 | ‘This took the place of it: 
——— We denounce the Republican protection as a-fraud upon the labor of the 
Total of imports ---.-.- ccotgiastesitebcejaeeh ave miemasbecade palestine 767, 334, 879 100.00 | great majority of American people for the benefit of the few. We declare it 
eyo ee eee ee 842, 958, 403 a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Govern- 
ee | ment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties except 
EE PE SO rte enidnsncesndteecnsdessienca 1, 610, 293, 282 for the purpose of revenuc only. We demand that the collection of such 
For the year ending March 31, 1892: taxes be limited to the necessities of the Government when honestly and 
Free imports eee ei PP ER AIEEE SO OE TERT Se 461, 473, 523 55.13 | econ ymically administered. 
SIN hah SoS anes Soe xcgass vanatneamesnnenases 375, 585, 062 44. 87 | said this has for the first time appeared in history. That is 
Total of imports 837,058,585 100.09 | Ot literally true. Democratic quadrennial resolutions had de- 
Total of exports ...--.--- Se Ane ule oe Nae” cred 1, 006, 284, 506 manded a tariff for revenue, and they had often intimated inci- 





Total foreign trade. _......... a Be 1, 843, 343, 091 


For the first year, free imports $258,000,000, and dutiable im- 


dental protection, but they had never declared protection uncon- 
stitutional. True, there was a ‘‘subtone,” indicating absolute 
free trade, analogous to that which enables us to distinguish the 


| ports, $509,000,000. This is the significant figure: The free im- | violin, the flute, the clarionet, and the piano, though they sound 
ports were 33.67 per cent of the mass, and the dutiable imports | the same note. But the Democracy never before had the cour- 
were 66.33 per cent. The total imports were $767,000,000, and | age to declare unequivocally and unreservedly for free trade. 
dutiable exports were $842,000,000. The total foreign trade was [It has now thrown away all disguises. It declares to us now 
$1,610,293, 282. | that protection is unconstitutional—not unwise, but absolutely 
Now, skip the McKinley yéar and what is the result? The free | unconstitutional. Wherefore I suppose that every Democrat 
imports were $461,000,000, The free imports were 55.13 per cent | hereafter, aware that he has sworn to maintain the Constitu- 
of the gross amount. The dutiable imports were $375,000,000, or | tion, is to fight every shade and grain of protection to the bitter 
| 44.87 per cent. The free imports had run up from 33 percent! end. He wiil not agree to put a tax upon silks, and satins, and 
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velvets, and tapestries, and all manner of fine interior decora- 
tions, or upon any other of the manufactured luxuries of the 
rich. He will not do it, for while he might do it upon the theory 
of taxation that luxuries ought to bear a heavy share of the 
burden, he will refuse to do it upon another ground, because it 
would inevitably protect the manufacturer of those goods in this 
country. He is not only to decline to put on this protective 
duty with that motive, but he must see that there is nothing in 
the form of an incidental protection. He must hereafter adopt 
for us the British tariff, which raises its $100,000,000 upon four 
or five different articles, and wherever it places a duty upon an 
article, lest it should unwittingly protect it, contrives to burden 
the production of that article at home with direct taxation un- 


der the internal-revenue system, in order to counterbalance the | 


incidentally protective effect of the duty on the imported arti- 
cle. 


The common law is common sense when it says that a man | 
must be held to intend that which is the inevitable result of his | 


action, and I therefore charge the Democratic party with intend- 
ing to reduce the number of American industries. Thatisthe pur- 
pose and effect; otherwise there is nothing whatever in their logic, 
because they say that by reason of the tariff we are paying higher 
prices for certain articles and ought to buy them cheaper in for- 


eign markets, and that protection isillegitimate. We hold that | 


the duty is necessary to the continuance of that manufacture, 
and that it will on the whole and in the long time work a very 
great benefit to the country; but they say, ‘* No; stop the home 
manufacture; let us buy abroad.” 

Then comes in another one of the phrases which they are ever- 
lastingly reiterating: Every man has a constitutional and nat- 
ural right to buy where he ean buy cheapest. So by the combi- 


nation of those two principles and motives they are bound to | 
reduce the number of American industries, I repeat. It is the | 


inevitable effect of their action. 
What comes next? That the people who are discharged from 


certain manufactories that will die,crowd themselves intoother | 
industries; they crowd into farming. which is already over- | 


crowded proportionately, Then comes a reduction of wages in- 
evitably, because there is more labor than there is legitimate de- 
mand for, and the process begins, so delightful to the theoretical 
free trader, of assimilating our wages to the wagesof all the rest 
of the world. Then by and by comes perhaps an average of 
wages with the rest of the world—absolute free trade, unlimited 
competition—and that he calls the millenium. 

Now, he proceeds upon the theory that that is the fair thing, 
the only just thing; there shall be free trade, free interchange, 
no hampering whatever; and he proceeds apparently upon the 
theory also that it will be accompanied by fair play among all 
the manufacturers, business men, and exporters of the world: 
that all prices, all exchanges will be left, like the winds and 
tides, to natural forces. 

Mr. President, there would be no free and fair trade. 


We talk about trusts. Trusts abound in free-trade countries. | 


They would be greater after we had adopted free trade than be- 
fore, for the foreigners would try to prevent the growthof rivals 
here; and trusts would spring up in this country. The indus- 
tries of America would b> obliged in self-defense, and for your 
benefit and mine, to associate in order to defend themselves 
ayainst the rush of cheap and inferior goods, the goods made 
abroad by men getting aquarter of the wages paid here, and that 
would be crowded upon our markets to break down our home in- 
dustries. Trusts and combinations would be an absolute meas- 
uréof self-protection, and weshould welcome and encourage them 
for the benefit of our home manufactures, to which our Govern- 
ment would haveretused defense. In England, which is the mas- 
ter spirit in all this manufacturing crusade, they can assemble 
the leading manufacturers in four or five or six hours at a cen- 
tral point in the maaufacturing regions. Do you suppose they 
are notassociated already? 

A friend of mine, a large wool manufacturer, came back from 


furoye full of the idea that our woolen manufacturers ought to | 


arrange all these things as the English manufacturers do. He 
went to one of them and wanted yarn of acertain size. The 
reply was “‘ No, sir, | amunder agreement to make only certain 
numbers. A makes certain numbers and C still others. We 
have divided the work among us, and we have a perfect under- 
standing.” 

That those bodies of foreign manufacturers are quite capable 
of rushing goods in here at low prices to break down American 
industries has been proved times without number, and notably 
inthe matterof tin plate. Twice the foreign manufacturer came 
in with a cheaper rate and crushed the budding industry here, 
and finally they gave notice that at whatever price we produced 
it they would sell at 25 percentless. They finally succeeded, and 
tin plate waited for the McKinley act. We are already making 
one-seventh of what we consume, and as we have both the iron 
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and the tin within our own limits, there is no imaginable reason 
why we should not succeed in naturalizing twenty-five millions’ 
worth of work. If ourown mines should not produce tin enough 
we could buy in the common market. England gets most of 
hers from the Straits of Malacca. 

Let us consider a denial of protection in another aspect. The 
free traders say that our theory of protection involves an inter- 
ference with the natural rights of men, a meddling; that it is a 
paternal system, a departure from sound principles of govern- 
ment in general. Sir,does nota government meddle? It is not 
| a wise government that does not acknowledge itself subject to 
| what is contemptuously called the paternal theory in many 
reasonable ways. Government begins to protect us before we are 
born. It is at your birth to qualify the physician and to provide 
for the recording of your birth. It takes you to the school it 
has built and prescribes the master and the text-books. 

It protects the virtue of the young maiden and represses the 
lust of the unbridled youth. It brings you to the sacred and sol- 
emn ceremonies of the marriage altar, and gives such sanction as 
| human law can provide for that Divine institution. It comes to 
| your dying bedside and tells you how you must dispose of your 
property, and how you shall not dispose of it. It takes your 
| property after death and puts it under the control of a court, and 
subjects it to certain rules which you have had no power to 
change. It defines and punishes all crimes against persons and 
ey It gives remedies for all wrongs. It accompanies you 
in all your business relations, all your contracts, notes, and bonds. 

It tells you where you shall! put the slops from your back 
kitchen, and prescribes to an inch where you may build the front 
of your house and where the curbstone shall be, and tells you 
how much you shall pay for it. I say it follows you through 
every imaginable relation. 

Is that what you call paternal government? It enters your 
home, your castle, if you make too much noise and disturb your 
neighbors. In fact, you are regulated from the top of the head 
to the sole of the foot, from morning to night and from night to 





own weakness and folly. Yet, when it comes to this, that the 
vast industries of this country and the labor of millions of men 
are to be affected by the surging goods manufactured by trusts 
and combinations, fraudulently cheap, and made by oppressed 
labor, then for the first time your Government ceases to protect 
you. It may build a breakwater to protect your ships against 
the waves, but say nothing to protect you against the ship's 
cargo coming to destroy an industry. Is that a wise theory of a 
government's function? 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] suggests to me that 
everywhere else, in every country, there is this same incessant 
regulation, this same minute inquiry into every subject and 
every second of your life. 

I have spoken of the first report of the committee at Chicago, 
and [ have quoted to you the unquestioned and avowed free- 
trade doctrine to which the Democratic party is irrevocably 
committed. I say irrevocably, but its history shows that it can 
change within short years. Within four short years it can 
quite reverse itself. 

Let me quote from the remarks of Mr. Cleveland at the lato 
Madison Square meeting: 


We oppose earnestly and stubbornly the theory upon which our opponents 

| seck to justify and uphold existing tariff laws. Weneed not base our attack 
upon questions of constitutional permission or legislative power. We de- 
nounce this theory upon the highest possible grounds when we contend that 
in present conditions its operation is unjust and that laws enacted in accord- 
ance with it are inequitable and unfair. Ours is not a destructive party. 
We are notatenmity with therights of any of ourcitizens. All are our coun- 
trymen. We are not recklessly heedless of any American interests, nor will 
we abandon our regard for them; but invoking the love of fairness and jus- 
tice which belongs to true Americanism, and upon which our Constitution 





for its obsect and purpose a forced contribution from the earnings and in- 
come of the mass of our citizens, to swell directly the accumulations of a 
favored few; nor will we permit a pretended solicitude for American labor, 
or any other specious pretext of benevolent care for others, to blind the eyes 
of the people to the selfish schemes of those who seek through the aid of un- 
equal tariff laws to gain unearned and unreasonable advantages at the ex- 
pense of their fellows. 

He says: 

We need not base our attack upon questions of constitutional permission. 

Mr. President, he does need to; he absolutely must. He can 
not base it upon anything else. His party’s platform makes 
| argument upon the partialities, imperfections, and injustice of a 
| protective tariff perfectly superfluous. Is it protective? is the 
first question. If yes; that is the end. It is unconstitutional 
_and he is forbidden to dicker with its details. ; 
| We have heard very much of men who are better than their 
| party, and we shall probably have to hear that again. We are 
: ; 
| probably to be told that we may safely trust a man in the Presi- 


rests, we insist that no plan of tariff legislation shall be tolerated which has 
| 
} 


dency against the adoption of a thorough-going free-trade tariff. 
Yes it sometimes happens that a man before election plumes 
himself upon being better than his party, but after the election 


morning, from the cradle to the grave, saving you from your’ 
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he must be his party; otherwise somebody will have a perfect 
right to say that a fraud has been committed by somebody upon 
somebody else. ; 

Now, sir, this doctrine of free trade is not quite a stranger in 
the United States of America, nor is this doctrine of protection. 
I will not trouble you with what to most of you is very famili>: 
history. I will not trouble you at length, but I desire to put 
some matters upon record which, if not interesting to you, cer- 
tainly will be to some of my constituents, and are interesting to 
myself. I will not trouble you with reading all that the earlier 
Presidents said. 


First Congress said in its preamble: 


Whereas it is necessary for the support of the Government, for the dis- 
charge of the debt of the United States, and for the encouragement and pro- 
tection of manufactures, that duties be laid on imported goods, etc.: There- 


fore, 
Be it enacted, etc., 


a) >} ‘eat |; 
Nor was that a mere rhetorical phrase, for among the grea | ing and important articles so essential in war. We have been too long sub- 


causes of the Revolution were the extraordinary oppressions of 
Great Britain in the way of impositions upon our manufactures 
and against our commerce. Because of that, says some _his- 
torians, chiefly or only was that great and tedious and painful 
war undertaken. George Washington, in his first annual mes- 
sage, speaking of our nation as ‘‘a free people,” said: 

Their safety and interest require that they promote such manufactures as 


tend to render them independent of others for essentials, particularly mili | 


tary supplies. 


In his seventh annual message he says: 


Our agriculture, commerce, and manufactures prosper beyond example 
(under the tariff of 1789). Every part of the Union displays indications of- 
rapid and various improvement, and with burdens so light as scarcely to be 
perceived. Is it too much to say that our country exhibits a spectacle of 
national happiness never surpassed, if ever before equaled? 


In his last message he used similar language, and dwelt upon 
the importance of protecting the people and of manufactures. 

John Adams used similar language. 

Now, I would be glad to secure the attention of the Senator 
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Mr. Monroe, our fifth President, in his inaugural, said: 


Our manufactures will likewise require thesystematic and fostering care 
of the Government. 


This is the protective doctrine in its full vigor. 

Possessing, as we do, all the raw materials, the fruit of our own soil and 
industry, we ought not to depend, in the degres we have done, on supplies 
from othercountries. Equally es is it to provide at home a market 


for our raw materials, as by extending the competition it will enhance the 
price and protect the cultivator against the casualties incident to fc reign 


| markets. 


In his seventh annual message he says substantially the same 


| thing. : 
As you have been told a hundred times, the second act of the | 





| the position of Mr. Jefferson. 


Let us hear what Andrew Jackson said when he was a United 
States Senator, supporting the protective tariff of 1824: 

Providence has filled our mountains and our plains with minerals, with 
lead, iron, and “7 per, and given us aclimate and soil for the growing of 
hemp and wool. These being the greatest materials of our national defense, 
they ought to have extended to them adequate and fair protection, tnat our 
manufacturers and laborers may be placed in a fair competition with those 
of Europe; and that we may have within our country a supply of those lead- 


ject to the policy of British merchants. It is time we should become a little 


more Americanized; and instead of feeding the paupers and laborers of. 


Europe, feed our own, or else in a short time, by continuing our present pol- 
icy |the tariff of 1816] we shall all be rendered paupers ourselves. It is my 
opinion, therefore, that a careful and judicious tariff is much wanted. 

[ said that I would endeavor to throw some further light upon 
I understood the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST] to deny that he had been in any sense a pro- 
tectionist and to assert that he had always be°n a fre® trad +r. 
These are the facts as I understand history. In his Notes on 
Virginia, published about 1785, Mr. Jefferson had a leaning 
toward free trade, and the Senator from Missouri thinks that he 
resigned from the Cabinet of Washington because of the pr ‘e«- 
tive doctrines of Hamilton. The extracts are long to read heie, 


| but if the Senator from Missouri will spend some of his leisure 


from Missouri [Mr. Vest], because I am going to establish | 
Thomas Jefferson's position in this long controversy. Thomas 


Jefferson, the third President of the United States, and con- 

stantly referred to as the founderof the Democratic party, in his 

second annual message, in enumerating the ends at which we 

must aim, mentions the following as one of the most prominent: 
To protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances. 


Our protective system, under the tariff act of 1789, had pro- 
duced results far greater and more satisfactory than had been 
anticipated; and in 1806 Mr. Jefferson found there was likely to 
be a considerable surplus after paying off the public debt. So, 
in his sixth annual message, he said: 


Shall we suppress the imposts (duties) and give that advantage to for- 
eign over our domestic manufactures? On a few articles of more general 
and necessary use the suppression in due season will doubtless be right, but 
the great mass of the articles on which imposts are laid are foreign luxu- 
ries, meee by those only who are rich enough to afford themselves the 
use of them. 


Again he wrote: 


The general inquiry now is, shall we make our own comforts, or go with- 
out them, at the will of a foreign nation? He, therefore, whois now against 
domestic manufactures must be for reducing us either to a dependence upon 
that nation, or to be clothed in skins and live like beasts in caves and dens. 
Iam proud tosay Iam not one of these. Experience has taught me that 
manufactures are now as necessary to our independence as to our comforts. 


And again: 


The prohibiting duties we lay on all articles of foreign manufacture, 
which prudence requires us to establish at home, with the patriotic determi- 
nation of every good citizen to use no foreign article which can be made 
within ourselves, without regard to difference of price, secure us against a 
relapse into foreign dependency. 


In his letter to Humphrey, in 1809, he wrote: 


My own idea is that we should encourage home manufactures to the ex- 
— = our own consumption of everything of which We raise the raw ma- 
terials. 


That is ‘protective doctrine, thoroughly, unequivocally. In 
1817, after the close of the second war with Great Britain, in ac- 
cepting an election to membership ina “ Society for the En- 
couragement of Domestic Manufactures,” Jefferson wrote: 


The history of the last twenty years has been a significant lesson for us all 
to depend for necessaries on ourselves alone; and I hope twenty years more 
will place the American hemisphere under a system of its own, essentialiy 
peaceable and industrious, and not needing to extract its comforts out of 
the eternal fires raging in the Old World. 


James Madison, the fourth President, recognized as “the 
father of the Constitution,” in a special message to Congress 
dated May 23, 1809, said: 

It will be worthy of the just and provident care of Congress to make such 
further alterations in the laws as will more especially protect and foster the 


several branches of manufacture which have been recently instituted or ex- 
tended by the laudable exertions of our citizens. 


In 1815 he said substantially the same thing. 





time during the interval between now and the coming autumn 
in perusing Jefferson’s works and study the history of th: t pe- 
riod, he will find that it was not any special leaning of Hamilton 
toward the protective doctrine that disturbed Jefferson, but the 
general tendency of Hamilton to absorb the rights of thest ues 
into the Federal Government. 

It was a great and broad question of Federal jurisdiction upon 
which Hamiiton and Jefferson differed. Hamilton dwelt very 
much upon the ‘‘ general welfare” phrase which has so much 
disturbed men, and which is really a phrase of limitation as we 
States rights men hold, a phrase extending the imperial power 
of the Federal Government over all external and international 
questions, and all matters in which the States were incompetent 
by reasonof their Mdividuality, butexcluding the Federal power 
from the particular and local welfare. That, | affirm, was the 
cause of difference between Jeffersonand Hamilton, and notthe 
smaller and incidental question concerning Hamilton's applica- 
tion of the doctrine of protection, as you will find out from some 
of these extracts. Insome of his letters Jefferson gave as rea- 
sons for leaving the Cabinet, an intense dissatisfaction with the 
tone of public men, a longing for reading and study, and his ex- 
traordinary devotion to agriculture. 

Jefferson says: 

In private conversation I have “disapproved” of Hamilton’s system as 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

With Jefferson only liberty was king. He consequently dis- 
approved of all measures or systems which, from his standpoint 
or in his opinion, he believed menaced freedom. Hamilton's 
system he regarded ‘‘as flowing from principles adverse to lib- 
erty.” 

In a letter to Benjamin Austin, dated January 9, 1816, Jeffer- 
son declared: 

You tell me that I am quoted by those who wish to continue our depend 
ence on England for manufactures. There was atime that I might have been 
so quoted with more candor, but within the thirty years which have since 
elapsed [since 1785] how are circumstances changed? 

After describing and discussing the different industrial condi- 
tions of the country in 1785 and 1816, Mr. Jefferson urges: 

Compare this state of things with the state of things in 1815, and say 
whether any opinions founded in the circumstances of that day can be fairly 
applied to those of the present. We have experienced what we did not then 
believe, that there exist both yromigncy and power enough to exclude us 
from the field of interchange with other nations 

Precisely what I was trying to saya few minutes ago about the 
impossibility of fair free trade: 

And that to be independent for the comforts of life we must fabricate them 
ourselves. We must now place the manufacturer by the side of the agricul- 
turist. The former question is suppressed, or rather assumes a new form. 

Shall we make our own comforts, or go without them at the will of a for- 
eign nation? He, therefore, who is now against domestic manufacturers 
must be for reducing us either to dependence on that foreign nation or be 
clothed in skins and to live like wild beasts in dens and caverns. [am not 
one of these. Experience has taught me that manufacturers are now as nec- 
essary to our independence as to our comfort; and if those who quote me as 
of a different opinion will keep € With me in purchasing nothing foreign 


where an equivalent of domestic fabric can be obtained, without regard to 
difference of price, it will not be our fault if we do not soon have a suppry at 


a 


: 
: 
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1 


a} 





6986 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Aveust lI, 





home equal to our demand, and wrest that weapon of distress from the hand 
which has wielded it. * * * 

Inattention to this is what has called for this explanation, which reflection 
would have rendered unnecessary with the candid, while nothing will do it 
with those who use the former opinion only as a stalking horse tocover their 
disloyal propensities to keep us in eternal vassalage to a foreign and un- 
friendly people. 

Neither the distinguished Judge Kelley nor any other protec- 
tionist has uttered more vigorous language, words more bitter, 
I may say, than has Mr. Jetferson, and he did it for thirty years. 
He was full of expressions of contempt for ‘‘ free traders,” *‘free- 
booters,” and ‘‘merchants who always wanted to be on the seas 
bringing us things,” 

Now, Mr. President, the doctrine of free trade has for the first 
time appeared inthe platform of a political party. We now 
know what we are fighting for. Butitis not quite its first ap- 
pearance in the history of the country, as anyone knows who is 
familiar with the ordinance of nullification adopted by South 
Carolina. 

South Carolina had been possessed for years with a tendency 


toward nullification, and she had repeatedly protested in her , 
In 1832 she | 
The list of signers of the ordinance shows | 


Legislature and otherwise against existing tariffs. 
called a convention. 
tha! the old names of South Carolina were there, all of them: 
and it was undoubtedly a convention of the very highest char- 
acter, a chivalrous party of men who were willing to die for 
what they believed in, with none of the shillyshallying which 
we find in some modern political conventions. This committee 
of twenty-one citizens made a report to the convention, and it is 
interesting reading now, very much so, becauses it touches nearly 
the question we have before us. I quote: 

On the whole, even from the very brief and im ‘ect view which we have 
here taken of this subject, we think we have demonstrated that the pro- 
tecting system is as gross and palpable a violation of the Constitution, ac- 
cording to its true spirit, intent, and meaning, as itis unquestionably un- 
equal, oppressive, and unjust in its bearing upon the great interests of the 
country and of the several sections of the Union. 


There is substantially the language of the Democratic plat- 
form of this day. But that is not all. 

South Carolina claims to bea sovereign State. She recognizes no tribunal 
upon earth as above her authority. It is true she has entered into a solemn 
compact of union with other sovereign States, but she claims and will exer- 
cise the right, to determine the question of her obligations under that com- 

act, nor will she consent that any other power shall exercise the right of 

udgment to determine it for her. And when thatcompact is violated by her 
sister States, or by the Government which they had created, she asserts her 
unquestionable right to Judge of the infractions as well as of the mode and 
measure of redress. 


That is familiar to every student of history. 
say: ° 


That in case of abuse of the delegated powers, the members of the General 
Government, being chosen by the people, a change by the people would be the 
Constitutional remedy, but where powers are assumed which have not been 
delegated, a nullification of the act is the rightful remedy; that every State 
has a natural right in cases not within the compact (casus non faderis) to 
nullify of their own authority all assumption of power by others within 
their limits, and that without this right they would be under the dominion 


They go on to 


absolute and unlimited of whomsoever might exercise the right of judgment | 


for them. 


The committee proceed to show that they were not alone in 
that; that South Carolina had two or three times by her Legis- 
lature made the same declaration. And Georgia, Virginia, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, and North Carolina had declared protection 
unconstitutional, and had also threatened rebellion and separa- 
tion, nullification and secession. 

Now, I will quote briefly from the ordinanca of nullification 
itself, which is the finest expression I can find, before that of the 
Democratic convention, of unlimited hostility to protection: 


Whereas the Congress of the United States, * * * by various acts pur- 
pas to be acts laying duties and imposts on goods on foreign imports 
yut in reality intended for the protection of domestic manufactures, and the 
giving of bounties to classes and individuals engaged in Jeo ae employ- 
eee the expense and to the injury and oppression of other classes and 
ndividuals — 


That is the same old story— 


and by wholly exempting from taxation certain foreign commodities, such 
as are not produced or manufactured in the United States— 


There was one of the crimes of the protective act, that it let | 


in free things that did not compete— 
to afford a pretext for imposing higher and excessive duties, etc. 


Now, they ordained and declared that the several acts and 


parts of acts of the Congress of the United States imposing those | 


tariffs were 

unauthorized by the Constitution of the United States, and violate the true 
meaning and intent thereof, and are null and void and no law, nor binding 
upon the State, its officers or citizens, and all promises, contracts, and obli- 
gations made or entered into with purpose to secure the duties im d by 


said acts, and all jucicial proceedings which shall be hereafter had in affirm- 
ance thereof are and shall be held utterly null and void. 

They aiso declar.d that no case involving the constitutionality 
of the duty should go up by appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, but that the decrees of their State courts, which 





they would not allow to be carried up, should be enforced in 

South Carolina. 

That is the first authoritative, pronounced, and clear free- 

trade platform in the United States. ~ 

| And the next one, sir, comes in the Confederate constitution. 
There were able men also in that body; men familiar with the 
Constitution of the United States; men who had been statesmen 
| in the olden time among us here. They had heard this old dis- 
/ cussion. They knew that the Government of the Union from 
_ the second act of the First Congress had legislated upon the 
_ practically unquestioned assumption that protection was consti- 
tutional. Desiring to render protection an impossibility, they 
— the United States Constitution. Section 8, Article I, 
reads: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be 
| uniform throughout the United States. 

We have always rather thought that that did mean to collect 
taxes, duties, impost3, excises, etc.,‘‘in order to pay” or ‘‘ for the 
purpose of” paying the debts; but they amended the section, 
making it read thus: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises for revenue necessary to pay the debts, provide for the common de- 
fense, and carry on the Government of the Confederate States. But— 

Here is the Democratic platform as embodied in that Confed- 
| erate constitution: 
| But no bounties shall be granted from the Treasury, nor shall any duties 
| or taxes on importations from foreign nations be laid to promote or foster 

any branch of industry; and all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the Confederate States. . 
| If the Democratic party had said in its platform ‘‘ This is not 
| the Constitution, but this, from the Confederate States consti- 

tution, is what ought to be the Constitution,” then we could 
understand them. But the Confederate convention understood 
the Constitution very much as we did and do now, and thought 
_they would improve it by putting in a positive prohibition of 
protection. 
| 


Next comes the Democratic convention: 

We denounce en protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great ma- 
jority of the American people for the benefit of the few. We declare it to be 
a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Govern- 
ment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, except 
for the purposes of revenue only. 

The first two attempts to establish the unconstitutionality of 
protection were terrible failures. So will the third be in due 

time. 

With the teachings before us of all our great men of the earlier 
| days, with the experience of a century of protection and free 
trade, with the spectacle before them of a magnificent growth 
of the nation never dreamed of in olden times, and marching to 
still further greatness,the American people are not about to 
adopt that narrow and exploded, wretched doctrine that a great 
| national government may not defend the industries of its people. 
Why, sir, it is the common sense of the situation. It is to be 
‘inferred by a stranger coming from some other planet and, 
_knowing nothing of our history, should look over the great 
field. He would say as a matter of course that each nation must 
have a policy deduced from its resources and opportunities; it 
must study its own situation; a theory good for one nation may 
not necessarily be good for another. lor I deny that there is 
any malum in se or any bonwm in se, that there is any natural or 
prima facie right or any natural or prima facie wrong in either 
| free trade or protection. One may be right in one place, and it 
| may be wrong in another. The circumstances are to be consid- 
ered. 

But, sir, it is most lamentable that many cultivated gentle- 
men who are talking to us about the hope and the neceesity for 
'an American grammar, an American literature, American po- 
etry, American oratory, American art, American types in all 
things, when they come to this great doctrine of the upbuilding 
of the nation will take their theories from the philosophers of 
Great Britain. 

It is stated by Mulhall, the British free-trade statistician, and 
| everybody substantially knows it, that about 95 per cent of our 
| raw material is found within our own borders, and that Great 
| Britain brings 93 or 95 per cent of hers from outside. 
| Sir, I have ended the whole tariff discussion when I have said 
that. Our business is to build, theirs is to go abroad and get 
something to build with, and take something over to sell that 
will enable them to buy that thing. ; 

The very possession of these ‘illimitable resources implies a 
duty and a command to develop them. 

Our forefathers, the great builders of the Constitution, and 
| their successors used this and similar expressions continually. 
| From the time when we discussed the tariff in the village 
' schoolhouse until now we have been saying that somewhere be- 
' tween the limits of Maine and Florida, somewhere between Vir- 
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ginia and California, in some mountain or in some fertile valley, 
there iseverything that the human race essentially needs for 
its comfort and happiness—all manners of soil, and exposures, 
and sunshines, all kinds of metal, the possibilitieg of textile 
fabrics, the possibilities of wines, and all luxuries. - 

It is all here and has been waiting for us from the foundation 
of the world. And God has put us here, now 65,000,000 people, 
to make this enormous wilderness blossom asthe rose. But un- 
practical theorists, blind to the facts and duties of the situation, 
come to us with an iron rule of universal free trade, and say, ‘‘ I 
have got a right to buy where I can buy cheapest.” In acertain 
shadowy way it is true, but we intend to make it cheapest in 
the big and long and broad sense, the cheapest and best to buy 
here. You say you will keep down the number of American in- 
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dustries by buying where you can buy cheapest. For it is not 
to be supposed that there is not to be found somewhere in the trade tariff, had its effects modified very much by the Mexican 


world a people, or a poor, oppressed fraction of a people, who 


can make almost anything cheaper than we can. With a little | 


training the Chinaman ‘can make all the cotton cloth the world | 


needs, and take his pay in next to nothing. He isa happy imi- 
tator, an exact reproducer of anything yougive him. It is possi- 
ble the time may come yet when China will seize the oppor- 
tunity before her and undersell us 50, or 70, or 100 per cent. 
Thence it is that a Chinese invasion may come, and not from a 
few scattered poor devils washing your clothing. 

A free trader says, ‘‘It is my divine right to buy those goods 
without reference to what effect it may have upon my country.” 


vs, ‘You are putting money in the hands of monopolists | 
He say P § y po | principles of that of 1846, and reduced the duties upon all articles that in- 


and barons here by cheeking the importation of competing 


goods.” Then he must prefer to put the profits in the hands of | 
foreign monopolists. If there is to be a baron with money to | 
spare I would just as lief he should be here as there. But how | 
many barons, how many aristocrates, how many monopolists, 


how many capitalists are you going to have in a nation of 65,- 
000,000 people, all equal in rights and opportunities, and fiercely 
competing? 

With a thousand million dollars of capital this day waiting and 
willing to be invested, and skilful, energetic, eager, and hope- 


ful multitudes watching for improved opportunities there can | 


| 





not be monopolies. Here is agreat field for free trade with these | 


forty-four States and additional Territories. There is free trade 
between them, and we compete as a whole over this broad land 
on fair and equal terms substantially witheach other. The con- 
ditions are substantially the same throughout the country ex- 
cept that our friends in the South have some advantages. The 
operatives in manufacturing establishments of any description 
can live in equal comfort at alower rate. In the larger portion 
the climate is delightful. 

All over the South the people can live more cheaply as to their 
houses, their food, their clothing. If there is a people on the 
face of the earth who need a reasonabie, thoughtful, statesman- 
like, businesslike application of the protective doctrine it is 
these same brethren of the South. They complain of the low 
price of cotton. Well they know, and they themselves lament 


their people so excessively devote themselves to a few products. | : ; 
ie : F | not know how much of a reaction was contemplated, but just 


It is adiversified production, a diversified exchange that they 
need. 

There ought, then, to be fewer people incotton or more in other 
work. They ought to divert their attention to manufactures. 
If they would build up their section let them secure protection, 
peace, and lawful voting to all. their people. Then capital will 
go there more freely. I say again to my friends in the South, 
the people on the footstool who most need theapplication of the 
protective doctrine are the very people who are fighting us 
most bitterly here. 

Our friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], whose excellence 
as a legislator and whose charming character as an associate 
here we are all very glad to acknowledge, was not the first 
prophet of calamity. When the moderately protective tariff of 
1824 was adopted the New York Evening Post—then and always, 
to this day, with much more consistency than the Democratic 
party, a thorough free trader—said: 


Pass the tarif as reported by the committee and you palsy the nation. 


Pass it, and where will you any longer tind occupants for your costly piles | 
from its | 


of stores and dwelling houses?’ Pass it, and who will be exem 
grinding operation? The poorer classes, especially, must feel its effect in 
paying an additional price for every article of clothing they and their fam- 

lies wear, and every mouthful they eat or drink, save cold water; and to that 
will they ere long be reduced. 


We have heard that from time immemorial. I have read you 
what Andrew Jackson said in advocacy of that tariff. Here is 
what he said in his message in December, 1832, after about eight 
years of experience under it: 


Our country presents, on every side, marks of prosperity and happiness 
unequaled, perhaps, in any other portion of the world. 
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The relief to the country attained through the tariffs of 1824 and 
1828, according to Mr. Webster— 
Was profound and general, reaching all classes—the farmer, the manufac- 


turer, the shipowner, the mechanic, and the day laborer. The change was 
as great as Was wrought when Hamiltonsmote the rock of public credit and 


| abundant streams of revenue gushed forth. 


Henry Clay, speaking in 1832 on the same subject, said: 

On a general survey we behold cultivation extended; the arts flourishing; 
the face of the country improved; our Leo fully and profitably employed; 
the public countenance ex on tranquillity, contentment, and happiness; 
its public debt of two wars nearly redeemed; and to crown all, the public 
Treasury overflowing. If the term of seven years were to be selected of the 
-Yreatest prosperity which this people has enjoyed since the establishment 
of their present Constitution, it would be exactly that _ of seven years 
which immediately followed the passage of the tariff of 1824. 


I have shown you that the tariff of 1845, the so-called free- 


war, by the wonderful discovery of gold, by the great revolu- 
tions in Europe of 1848, and by the Crimean war. But in 1857, 
under the influence of Mr. Walker, a skillful student and poli- 
tician, with the same narrow view that a few men had at tho 
foundation of the country, that this was to be an agricultural 
country and everything else was to be made for us abroad, and 
we were to be made happy by paddling boats all the while to 
carry things, there was brought about a reduction of the tariff. 
I shall not stop to deal in particulars. 


From 1847 to 1857 the expenditures of the Government exceeded its reve- 
nues by $21,790,909, and the public debt increased in the same period $13,149,- 
629. Yet, notwithstanding these facts, the act of 1857 kept in force the 


yolved the doetrine of tection. 

From this time to 1861, when a protective tariff? was enacted by the Repub- 
licans, the public debt increased nearly $46,000,000, and the expenditures 
exceeded the receipts by $77,234,116. 


James Buchanan, in an annual message, said of that period: 


With unsurpassed plenty in all the productions and all the elements of nat- 
ural wealth, our manufacturers have suspended; our public works are re- 
tarded; our private enterprises of different kinds are a doned; and thou- 
sands of useful laborers are thrown out of employment and reduced to want. 
We have possessed all the elements of material wealth in rich abundance, 
and yet, notwithstanding all these advantages, our country, in its monetary 
interests, is in a deplorable condition. 


They had abandoned the theory of self-development and they 
went down to disaster. I am forced to quote,for it is always 
coming into my mind, an English free trader’s observation that 


| half gives away his case: 


Blessed indeed is the nation that is self-contained and need not be always 
asking what other peoples are doing. 

That is our high duty. 

A word or two more about the Democratic platforms. I was 
too hasty in speaking of the interchangeable and eternal Democ- 


| racy. I qualify the phrase. In 1868 the Democratic party in 


convention adopted a platform very much of the usual kind as to 
the tariff, but they said in regard to reconstruction: 


And that we regard the reconstruction acts (so called) of Congress as 


| usurpations, unconstitutional, revolutionary, and void. 
that there were nine million bales produced last year and that | 


It was looked upon with a good deal of anxiety, because we did 


four short years after that, in a desperate attempt to gain the 
Presidency, the Democratic party abandoned its old principles 
and its old leaders, adopted the Greeley platform, sustained Mr. 
Greeley, and said: 

We pledge ourselves to maintain the Union of these States,emancipation, 
and enfranchisement [negro suffrage] and to oppose any reopening of the 
questions settled by the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments to 


the Constitution. ; 
Recognizing that there are in our midst honest but irreconcilable differ- 


| ences of opinion with regard to the respective systems of protection and 


free trade, we remit the discussion of the subject to the people in their Con- 
gressional districts, and to the decision of the Congress thereon, wholly free 
from executive interference or dictation. 

And having declared for a tariff for revenue in 1868, in 1872 
they weakly said for the amusement of the world: 


Recognizing that there are in our midst honest but irreconcilable differ- 


| ences of opinion with regard to the respective systems of protection and free 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| trade. we remit the discussion of the subject to the people in their Congres- 


sional districts and to the decision of the Congress thereon wholly free from 
executive interference or dictation. 

Am I not justified in saying that to the stranger upon the face 
of things the Democratic party would seem to be ready to adopt 
any opinion or course of action that promised a fair chance for 
success? That party has now classed itself with the free traders 
of the world, with those who cry, ‘‘ Laissez faire!” ‘* Letusalone!’ 
‘* Buy where you can buy cheapest;” ‘‘Go as you please, and the 
devil take the hindmost!” The let-alone doctrine is the most 
cruel, cold, and piratical doctrine. It is the life plan of the wild 
beasts; it calls for the death of the weakest and the survival! of 
the fittest. 


e ~ 
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The rest of the world will not let us do as we please. They 
do as they please against what we please. There is no obedi- 
ence to Golden Rule in the fierce international industrious com- 
petitions. There is no equity of conditions. ‘‘So much the worse 
for you, so much the better for us,” is the reply to the mourn- 
ing of labor. 

I have spoken of the deliberate purpose of the Democracy to 
crowd out American industries, to reduces the number here and 
thereby to condense workmen into a smaller number of indus- 
tries and lead to a reduction of wages. That, I say, is the inev- 
itable result. They might as well openly profess that they be- 
lieve it better for the general policy of the world to have a sort 
of general average of wages and a division of labor among na- 
tions. 

One gets tired also of the incessant praise of cheapness. 
Whether an article can be bought a little more cheaply at this 
place than the other is not theend ofinquiry. A second question 
is whether you have anything to buy with. It is illustrated 
often conversationally and upon the stump by the story of the 
Irishman who said to the American, ‘‘ You ask me 50 cents for 
this, and I can getitfor 40centsin England.” ‘‘ Why did younot 
stay there?” ‘I could not get the 40 cents.” That is a whole 
volume of philosophy. It isemployment that people want. It 
is adevelopment of theiraptitudes. Itissomething to buy with, 
and they are not so particular about the price if they can have 
abundant employment. After you shall have developed their 
aptitudes by a great variety of employments they become won- 
derfully good purchasers. Withevery step made in their social 
and political advancement, every increase of wages, every im- 


provement in their homes, there comes a hungering want for 


more. 

You say there is overproduction. Well, there may be in many 

things an overproduction by a new people, because they have not 
been developed enough to know how much they could get on 
with. Improve them, diversify theirindustry, and improve their 
wages in all their industries, and the identical people will want 
25 or 50 per cent more, twice as much. 
_ Compare us as we were sixty years ago, the American people, 
the more fortunate parts of them, and see how we live now and see 
how welived then. iam oldenough toremember how many good, 
comfortable homes looked forty or fifty years ago. I know what 
barely supplies a million New Englanders or New Yorkers now 
would have been a calamitous overproduction fifty years ago. 

The great economic and moral value of a diversity of employ- 
ments comes into the protective tariff argument. There is 
beauty in it. There is logic in it, and this is nowhere so well 
developed as in the pamphlet issued by the friend who sits near 
me, the Senator from Nevada[Mr. JONES], the speech he de- 
livered two years ago. There are tendencies, aptitudes, and 
capacities in a purely agricultural region of which the boys and 
girls know nothing whatever. Scatter those younger people in 
a society which does everything, makes all things nial and 
beautiful, where there are schools and libraries and illimitable 
temptations and one sees in the human soul changes like those 
wrought in the vegetable world by transplantation and the skil- 
ful touch of the patient gardener. 

In a broad region where all are farmers, there springs up a 
thriving mechanical and manufacturing town. Boys believed 
to be idle and useless because they have never seen their true 
vocation, stride into a new life with every budding aspiration 
deveioped, every aptitude matched into its place. 

And the enlivening, fertilizing influence spreads through all 
the country around. The new town becomes a center of men- 
tal and moral activity. Farming becomes diversified. Instead 
of living upon their exports of wheat, corn, beef, and pork, a few 
staples, but all they can sell, instead of being practically idle 


months in the year, there comes in every variety of farming in- | 


terests, such as many of you are entirely familiar with within a 
hundred miles of Philadelphia, or within 25 miles of Baltimore, 
or around New York—the cultivation of vegetables, and fruit, 
and everything that can be eaten, and 10 acres becomes enough 
for a farm. Old and young can work. There is somewhere 
something for everybody to do at all times. 

There isastatistical but incontrovertible standard of the value 
of diversified industry. Throughout all the United States the 








| pear. 


veloped aptitudes of all our people. They measure—oh, it is 
pitiful—they measure the greatness of a nation by the number of 
cances it had in the olden times, the number of sloops it had 
later, the number of steamers it has now. Unnecessary trans- 
portation is an economical crime. It is supreme folly to send a 
cargo of wool from the Dakotas or Texas to England to exchange 
for manufactured cloth, or for any article that might be made at 
home. Many-who measure the prosperity of a nation by the 
figures of its ocean commerce make great mistakes. Ocean com- 
merce is asmall fraction of the whole. The tonnage that goes 
through the SaultSt. Marie is far greater than what goes through 
the canal at Suez. There have been several years in which the 
cost of new railroads built would buy twice the mercantile ton- 
nage of Great Britain. 

Are not railroads engaged in commerce? And some who 
decry our share of international commerce forget our almost 
illimitable rivers, our magnificent lakes, our unsurpassed coast, 
with its little and great vessels of all descriptions, sail and 
steam, speckling its waters from Maine dround to Galveston and 
then up the whole Pacific coast, and through the vast network 
of lake and river. And that is commerce. Yet some people 
seem to think only international trade across salt water makes 
commerce. If we should break ourselves into forty-four indepen- 
dent States or nations and keepstatistics of the volume and bal- 
ances of trade among them, we should be confessedly a magnifi- 
cently prosperous people. Consolidate the forty-four national- 
ities into one homogeneous people and the great figures disap- 
To send $100,000 worth of wool from Dakota to Europe 
and bring back $100,000 worth of goods puts $200,000 into the sta- 
tistics of commerce. But to establish industries which will create 
a market for the wool at home is to save 8,000 miles of transpor- 
tation. But our foreign commerce is $200,000 less, and the free 
tradermourns. There is the difference between free-trade logic 
and protective logic. 

Mr. President, I sometimes get an unfortunate audience dur- 
ing a political campaign that does not seem to object to my speak- 
ing longer and I feel greatly complimented. But I know how 
you feel—this weather and the unnecessary postponement of a 
final adjournment—I thank Senators for their attention. 

Mr. HISCOCK obtained the floor. 


EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEES. 


Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Before the Senator from New York 
proceeds, I desire to call up the bill (S. 3402) for the relief of 
the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, of North Carolina. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will it take very long? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It will not take two minutes. It is 
a bill of some importance, though it will not take a minute to 
pass it. Since the Senate bill was reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs the House of Representatives has passed a 
bill in almost the exact words. I move that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 9482) for the relief of the Eastern Band of Chero- 
kee Indians, for the purpose of considering it in lieu of the Sen- 
ate bill which I have just called up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be considered as 
agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be read, so that we may see what 


t is. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9482) for the relief of the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
to use so much of the fund to the credit of the Eastern band of Cherokee In- 
dians located in the State of North Carolina on the books of the Treasury as 
may be necessary for the payment annually of taxes upon such of their lands 
as are held in common, and also for the payment of the taxes that have al- 
ready accrued, and for which the said lands are sold, together with costs 
incurred upon conveyance of purchases of said lands to the said Eastern 
band of Cherokee Indians. 

All orders or provisions for the sale of timber on said lands to pay the 
accrued taxes and incumbrances on the same are hereby revoked. . 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow me a mo- 
ment, this bill simply authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
use so much of the fund belonging to the Eastern band of the 
Cherokee Indians of North Carolina as is necessary to pay the 


| taxes on certain land which they hold in common. 


value of farm lands is proportionate to the percentage of manu- | 


facturing in the vicinity. 
States, of counties and towns. 

In broad regions that Ineed not mention, regions long ago set- 
tled, lands sell for $3, $4, and $5 an acre, as good as some of our 
lands in Connecticut which sell for ten or twenty times as much, 
because of the vicinity of manufacturing populations which fur- 
nish good markets. 

Now, that is what we are to make out of this wonderful land, 
a self-contained nation, with a diversified industry and the de- 


It is true of States, of sections of | 





Mr. HISCOCK. Do TI understand any one to object to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. RANSOM. No one is objecting. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Dol understand that any one has objected? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No one at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then why explain it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Iowa asked to 
have the bill read, and I supposed he wanted the bill read for 
the purpose of understanding what there is in it. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Iowa is satisfied with it. 





1892. 





Mr. ALLISON. I heard the bill read, and I will say to the 
Senator from Arkansas if it was within my comprehension I 
think there is no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. _ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (S. 3402) for the relief of 
the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians of North Carolina will be 
indetinitely postponed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 

TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


the bill (S. 3394) changing the date for the dedication of the 
buildings of the World’s Columbian Exposition. 
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and these are the consumers’ prices—no serious disturbance 
which could be properly ascribed to the tariff took place. The 
influence of the tariff is noticeable in a few instances, which will 
receive my attention as I proceed in this discussion. 

Of all the articles upon the list, food is that which is subject to 
the greatest fluctuations. There are many articles in food prod- 
ucts in common use included in the list covered by the investi- 
gation which vary in price with their seasons. This accounts 


| in a large measure for the fluctuation from mouth to month of 
| of aggregated prices. Table 24 of the report gives the rel- 
| ative retail prices in each month averaged by different sys- 
| tems; and by the second system of averaging, according to im- 


portance, we find that prices go up in the winter and fall in 
the summer in the years 1889 and 1890, and nine months of 


|1891. If we make any comparison between the years we should 


The message also announced that the House had passed with | 
an amendment the concurrent resolution of the Senate granting 


permission to the ladies of Washington to give a reception in 
the Rotunda of the Capitol September 19, 1892, to the members 
of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

The message further announced thatthe House had passed the 
bill (H. R. 4844) to authorize the Secretary of War to convey to 


take the same months. In this way I make my comparisons. A 
just criticism upon the comparisons made by the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky is that he did not proceed in that way. 

I will take the month of June in the years 1889, 1890, an¢ 1891. 
Bear in mind 100 is taken as an arbitrary number from which 


_ you either subtract or add to illustrate the increase or decrease 
| of prices. In June, 1889, 1890, and 1891, taking 100 as the index 
; number, in 1889 the cost was 100.3; in 1890, 99.87, and in 1891, 


school district No. 12, of Kittery, Me., a portion of the Fort | 


Clary military reservation in exchange for other land, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker had signed the 
following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Mrs. Laura E. Shells; and 

A bill (H. R. 7294) granting pensions to army nurses. 


THE TARIFF POLICY. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. HALE June 27, 1892, directing the Committee on 
Finance to inquire into the effect of a policy of ‘‘ tariff for rev- 
enue only” upon the labor and industries of the United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, it has beenannounced in this 
discussion that the advocates of the tariff legislation of 1890 and 
the national Republican convention of 1888 contemplated as the 
effect‘of such legislation an increase in the price of those goods 
in general use by the American people, and an advance in the 
retail prices to the purchasers. I, for oue, in the passage of the 
act of 1890, did not look for sucha result. I did expect that un- 
til the new law was fairly in operation there might be temporary 
disturbances, an increase of importations in anticipation of the 


101.23 of the price of those goods which we have been discussing 
as entering into general use. 

Take the month of July, and the price in 1889 was 100.8; in 
1890, 100.40, and in 1891, 100.48. 

Take August. In 1889 the price was represented by 99.92; in 
1890, 100.32, and in 1891 by 99.50. 

In September, 1889, the retail price to the consumers was 


represented by 99.99, in 1890 by 100.71, and in 1891 by 99.56. 


In June, 1890, the price was less than in 1889, while the 1891 
price exceeds that of 1889. In the three other months of 1890 it 
was higher than 1889; in the year 1891 it is higher in July than 
ineither 1889 or 1890, while in August and September it is leben. 
If you average these four months—and I commend this state- 


/ ment to the Senators who have been insisting that prices have 


been advanced—the result is that in 1839 the price is repre- 
sented by 100; in 1890 by 100.32, and in 1891 by 100.19. 

These figures show, if they show anything, that prices rose 
before the passage of the present tariff act and fell after its en- 
actment. But this calculation is disturbed by the presence of 
articles like eggs, butter, potatoes, and other vegetables, subject 
to very important changes as to price. A forward or backward 
season makes a great disturbance in the prices of those prod- 
ucts; production and markets disturb them. 

A fairer basis of comparison is that found in the third column 
of the table referred to, No. 24 of the report, in which these 


articles are omitted throughout: 


new law, and a disturbance of prices until business adjusted | 


itself. 


The country and Congress are under the greatest obligation— | 
and I take my share of the credit—to the patient committee which | 


investigated prices for a reasonable period immediately before 
and after the tariff act of 1890, and for their elaborate report to 
the Senate, approved by the Committee on Finance. 

That report comes here unanimously. So far as the facts are 
concerned, there is no contention between the members of that 
committee, and forever it removes from the realm of discussion 
the issue that an ordinary protective tariff increases retail prices 
to the American consumer. Hereafter we are not to depend 
upon a newspaper article clipped from the Post, the Times, or 
some other paper, and irresponsible personal statements are 
eliminated from the discussion. We have reliable data, collected 
by Senators representing both sides of this Chamber, presented 


here in the form of a committee report, which disproves that for | 


any considerable length of time—a month; is that brief enough? 


Perhaps that is too short a limitation—for a single quarter of a | 


year the tariff act of October 6, 1890, increased the prices of goods 
whichenter intoordinary consumption to the American consumer. 
Irefer more particularly to those engaged in occupations. Imake 
the statement deliberately, with the report before me, and I 
make it in the presence of the very able and distinguished Sen- 
ator from Kentucky |[Mr. CARLISLE], a leading member of that 
committee. 

The report of the committee includes in the analysis two hun- 
dred and fourteen articles of common consumption and gives 
history of retail prices for the time covered. No attempt was 
made in preparing the list to distinguish in any way between 
protected and nonprotected articles, nor between articles of 
foreign and domestic origin. It was contended that the effect 
of the recent legislation was to increase prices generally, and 


this was the subject of the inquiry. The result of the investi- | 


gation plainly shows that so far as retail prices are concerned— 


This shows the following comparison: 


Sep- 


June. | July. | August. 


| teraber. 
a i se ate aed | 99.99/ 100.04] 100.01| 99.96 
Ss; salileieiibnihnabiidatapidataneteyaie 99.53} 99.47] 99.47 9.53 
ik irik sts wieastk albndgctaltaanubeienitipantatin 99. 32 


99. 03 98. 09 98. 92 
| 





Each month there is a lower price in 1890 than in 1889. and the lowest price 
of all in 1891. Averaged, we have: 188), 100.00; 1880, 99.50; 1891, 98.84. 


1 commend these figures to all our friends who have believed 
that the McKinley act advanced prices. There has been a con- 
stant decline, small, it is true, in each of these months. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is procured by excluding certain arti- 
cles and including sugar, the price of which fell over 40 per 
cent after the passage of the McKinley act. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And the work of the McKinley act. I will 
discuss the effect of the decline in the price of sugar upon this 
decrease before I am through. The comparison excludes all of 
the vegetable products mentioned. 

The contention that prices have been generally raised through 
the operation of the tariff might seem to be substantiated if, with 
food, all other articles had increased in price. It can not be 
denied that prices in the early months of 1891 were distinctly 
higher than during any period of the investigation. When, 
however, it isshown that the higher pricesof those months were 
due to the enhanced price of food products it is clearly demon- 
strated that the tariff was not the cause of this result. 

The Senator from Rhode [sland [Mr. ALDRICH] stated dis- 
tinctly in his recent speech that the main articles whose price 
rose above the initial point, or point of comparison, in the month 
of April, 1891, and thus increased the average of the month, 
were agricultural products. 


{ will consider this point somewhat more in detail. I will in- 


sert at this point a table taken from Table 2% of the report, giv- 
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ing the relative prices of each group for the first six months of | 
1891: 


elat ret prices f 
Relati lau pri 





| 


)} twenty- ight months by groups of articles 


Lv 
[From Table 23.] 
1891. 
Jan. | Feb. | Mar.| Apr. Sept. 


May.'June.'July.' Aug. 





00 105. 89 103 


,. . == -----~-....|105. 41/105. 96)106. 06) 107. 88 102. 49 100. 73 100. 53 
Cloths and clothing...) 99.78 99. 80) 99.90) 99. 82) 99.72) 99. 68) 99. 66) 99.61) 99. 65 
Fuel and lighting 100. 88 100. 69100. 34) 99.84 99.19, 98.92) 98.64, 98.57) 98. 69 
Metals and implements 98,80) 98.58) 98.37) 98.14) 97.77) 97.54) 97.42) 97.14) 97. 49 
Drugs and chemicals 97.25) 96.96) 96. 82) 96.68) 96.47) 96. 39] 95.35) 96.18 95. 96 
Lumber and building | | | | | 

materials ---------|100. 08) 99, 92; 99. 86) 99.75, 99.56, 99.17) 98.79) 98.35, 98. 28 
House-furnishing goods, 99.56) 99. 63) 99.70} 99.71) 99.68 99.74) 99.88) 99.83 99. 82 


100. 28) 100. 


45 100. 54 100. 52 


Miscellaneous .....-- 38/100. 32/100. 37) 100. 28 


100. 40 100. 


101. 15 101. 27/101. 28)101. 46,100. 99 100. 38) 99. 95) 99.36, 99. 36 

















Grand average 

The method of averaging is that of asimple average with equal 
importance for all articles, and itis as fair for one group as an- 
other. 

This table shows a range of variation for the two hundred and 
fourteen articles of from 100.38 in June to 101.46 in April. On 
the other hand, food ranges from 103.88 in June to 107 in April. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the year? 

Mr. HISCOCK. This is the year 1891. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In April—it was 103. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ip June it was 103.88. Four groups, cloths | 
and clothing, metals and implements, drugs and chemicals, and 
house furnishing goods furnish no quotations above 100. The 
highest quotation for fuel and lighting is 100.88; for lumber and 
building material, 100.8, and for miscellaneous articles 100.40. 

it must be evident, therefore, that whatever system of aver- 
aging be employed, under ro circumstances could the average 
rise above 100 if food were omitted. Itis clear, therefore, that 
the slightly higher prices in the early part of 1891 were brought 
about wholly by an increase in the price of food products, and 
the price of the remaining commodities included in the inves- 
tigation was as a whole lower than in 1889. 

ollowing the formula adopted by the committee, I have con- | 
structed a table giving the cost of living for food and other ar- 
ticles. 

The table is as follows: 

Retail prices for each month. 





| 





| “ | All ex- 
| Allarti-| mood, | “cept 
cles,ac- - 
l cording | #ccord food, ac- 
Date. Tier ing to |cording | 
impor- | 2™por- | to 
tance. | *amce. | impor- | 
ante ee | tance. | 
} | | 
1889 
I a a ee 100. 03 100. 08 10U | 
le alaccileied ina tlle aaa heh hig cla a 100.08 | 100.20 100 
ee 99. 92 99, 81 100 | 
SION 32 .cs dcanuslubicskaeukieduninenc oda | 99. 99 99. 91 | 100. 04 | 
RI a 5 ox ns can che dias undenine etaamdhaaaiiaiel 100.69 101.54| — 100. 10 | 
Se 101. 03 102. 30 | 100, 15 
Ae Sao eae 101. 60 103.59 | 100, 21 
1890. | / 
SILT 5s siewidlds hus dct ehamkabddsbolenaeweee 101.77 104, 09 100. 16 
I a al ee 101. 90 104, 41 110.15 
| SNE ees Sa 5 SEP te | 101. 72 104. 00 100. 14 
OE OREO OIE ALLARD | 101. 24 102. 94 | 100. 06 
a a i i ic cel ee cane 100, 72 191. 85 99. 93 
i TEE ESLER ENN OTA TB IPI IEE RS | 99.87 99. 92 99, 83 
SURE AL CA Shari) stata chetndae akarrniice dubia eae } 100.40 101. 24 99, 81 
DS sit alah a le dee ERs eis oe ee | 100.32 101, 08 99.79 
rN a ee 100. 71 102. 01 29. 80 
October lime oer eis REAR RS 101.15 | 102. 98 99, 88 
I ae an FO ee ee | 101.74] 104.27 100 
UIE asa at cen ait Sona eat 102.59 | 106,24 100. 05 
1891 
January jib jail etna ue ce eee ae | 103.11} 107.49 | 100. 06 
SINT 0: asics sidiain ald estaled wigtaleanaensc usmle! 103.30 | 107.98 100. 05 
i a a ek | 103. 29 107. 94 | 100. 05 
April eee ee te a | 102.99! 107.35} 99. 96 
May aides caveat aia bene ee ‘| 102.24 105. 74 99, 80 
June lia a ae ical ones Ee eee {| 101.23; 103.38 99. 73 
MME TAA hese Rantala deeadenn denen aiaeiomel | 100.48 | 101.63 | 99. 67 
NS accra ea eee ee | 99. 50 99. 29 99. 65 
PE inte ch naidincitendaundbavaiansena 99. 56 99. 39 99. 69 





This table shows that the increase during the early months of 
the year 1891 was due wholly to food, while a table for all articles 
shows a range of variation from 99.50 in August, 1891, to 103.30 
in February of that year. The range for food is from 99.29 in 
August, 1891, to 107.98 in February. On the other hand, the 
range of expenditures, independent of food, was from 99.65 in 
August, 1891, to 100.21 in December, 1889. 

The average of this last column is for 1889, 100.7; for the year 
1890, 99.97; for 1891, 99.85. | 
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It will be seen that all articles according to importance run 
down from 100.3 in June, 1889, to 99.56 in September, 1891; food 
according to importance from 100.8 in June, 1889, down to 99.39 
in September, 1891; all except food according to importance, 
100 in 1889, an? running down to 99.69 in September, 1891. 

[ desire to call the attention of the Senate briefly, and of the 
Senator from Kentucky particularly, to the calculation pre, 
sented by him to the Senate in his remarks the other day. As 
[ understood him, his calculations are based on a monthly ex- 
penditure of $833,333,333 for living expenses of the people of the 
country. I presume I am correct inthatstatement. Thatis, for 
commodities exclusive of rent, he calculates the cost of living, 
as shown in Table A, which I will insert, a net increase in price 
of $285,000,000 from October, 1889, to September, 1891. 

TABLE A. 















or i i Rh $27, 750, 000 
I a i 45, 000, 000 
a ae ce a et 15, 250, 000 
NE Bi nccd aeke tke i SoU bickia Wika cin as anbexadeueaddedaws 12, 000, 000 
BPI ah is ee ae 45, 750, 000 
I a cia oak a a 89, 250, 000 
ee 53, 750, 000 

I kit Fd sith tin ainda Wie ly ini Dad aida wp ctrl in cata acai 
eS ee I ii. in Kanchi aides aneéaberwtinnnkcvtuum 3, 750, 000 

ID Boe ct a taabeeise dd eaddn tks daaes . 285, 000, 000 


In this calculation food is 48.3 of the whole cost. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Forty-eight and three-tenths. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Forty-eight and three-tenths of the whole. 
In the following Table Bis given the calculation forfood. Itshows 
that the increase, as figured by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE], is more than accounted for by the increase on food 
alone, and that the cost of all other commodities has decreased 
$47,666,226. 

TABLE B.—food. 








SOL 2: ntechinsiebandbatmbnedsbabhbabttediwesdeendnage $29, 945, 997 
an A oe instincts cern inn doen dnieen alinainilenineiogy ie witha Weide Bla wise 50, 352, 747 
I 2 a cn eed hee eae eaeneeeama enone 18, 957, 747 
I a ee pupnbbbew sande boudaon 17, 387, 997 
rl es hh oun aaesbe knead wsiedbances 54, 337, 497 
ia lial deen onan siie ike ewe machined 94, 184, 997 
ce cmmiang aan ect pesaonsneet she sates oceans 66, 291, 747 
EE ceichansbheds chdigaveaiwecumapbdenakcniheimaedcies 1, 207, 497 

332, 666, 226 
Oe OR Ty Sirs sin cnitcbonn mieshbldidanenssedesoscéusdsonada 332, 666, 226 
DOO EE Bi INE 66d dts ccc he tnw centtinmin cece taedsdtanbeis 285, 000, 000 
Decrease for all articles but food .............................. 47, 666, 225 


The same is true of Tables C and D, showing wholesale prices. 
The increase in wholesale prices from October 1, 1889, to July 1, 
1891, inclusive, are shown as follows: 

TABLE C.—All articles, including food. 








1889. | 1891. 
I ie as $5, 150,000 | January 1.................- $30, 150, 000 
Novembet 1... .sccccccc-cce 89, 808, S08 | PODEURET Ff nnn cccccccn noes 30, 916, 665 
BPOCUIOE Eo vase vkinwnencs 12, GSS, SES | BEMPGR 1.2... ccc cseccccncess 32, 860, 000 
a 35, 416, 666 
1890 TE ie nen ee 33, 833, 333 
CC EEE Oe (rrr ree 21, 770, 000 
ORG 1b ecasescscuesincs 19, 300, 000 j i let 6, 750, 000 
SE Tk aaa et tlle 10, 833, 333 —-.— 
Th ini cnegiueubrgauned 18, 250, 000 Ee Lipkin Pe 445, 618, 885 
M ay b cqvosccocossumnneeeee 20, 400, 000 | SS 
POND bik ccs dnapraeiettbaie 17,583,000 | Decreases: 
EE 0 neuunidioainthsemmmibuaes 13, 709, 000 | August 1, 1891.......... 583, 333 
OS | EE ENS 17, 600, 000 | September 1, 1891..__.. © 525, 000 
BOPCRNGP 4... ..dccssrence 24, 905, 555 | —— 
a ee er 24, 200, 000 | 0 a 3, 108, 333 
a... ea 25, 500, 000 | Seeeeeeeemm 
IE Bennie ene vastretninn 27, 333, 333 | Net increase..............-. 442, 510, 552 





TABLE D.—ZJncreases in wholesale prices Jor food alone. 








1889. NI cee puGhe $36, 385, 999 
a alla aa clei $5, 433,749 | December ................. 40, 290, 249 
POO VROOT . cccsvcascecese 7, 083, 999 
en eee 14, 610, 749 1891 

| TES, ..nsintrwnmsrondubnntin’ 49, 703, 998 

1890. Es Aes cncutaints ws anges 52, 204, 249 
POREALY 6. oon an ocutinis sate TE, TAG S08 T BENOR. cecdwenncesensiessccs 58, 542, 999 
RED ucts: sinmieateneie A ere 65, 687, 999 
er as Ri MD wosinmantind esta eed on mate 66, 492, 999 
EA. ccusicanhnininnannmngn SO 2 eer 48, 179, 249 
DE « s\awncsskamenbecwamiaien ne Tn 2. ..ccimadcaséenncuseess 25, 840, 999 
CORD. ccinntdnctnbunianddne Og 11, 632, 249 
DRE sc nnncnenesianveieee 20, 607, 999 September .... ..... 8, 693, 999 
I, i cistanapnnmmeninie 24, 592, 749 | — 
SOONNOE oo scat acencnas 36, 988, 749 | _ i | or . 751, 324, 755 


October 34, 333, 249 | 

Net increase, all articles, $442,510,552. 

Net decrease, all except food, $308,814,203. 

It will be seen that in Table E the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE] shows a net increase on all articles of $442,510,- 
552, while the increase in wholesale prices for food alone for the 
same period, as shown in Table I’, was $751,324,755, making a 
net decrease on all except food of $308,814,203. 

Table A was furnished me by the Senator from Kentucky, and 
exhibits, according to his statement, the increased cost of liv- 
ing by quarters of years at retail prices. In the three quarters 











1892. 
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he makes the sum total the amount which I have before stated 
to the Senate, $285,000,000; and I pause here to say that if [had 


believed the McKinley act in those months would have been as | 


rarea luxury to the people of this country as it isclaimed to have 
been by him, it certainly would not have received my vote. Mr. 
President, I have presented tables explanatory of the figures 
furnished by the Senator from Kentucky which reconcile me to 
that vote and reconciles me to the McKinley act, and I trust be- 
fore debate upon this subjectis concluded that the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky will demonstrate to the Senate, in the 
light of these tables, how it is possible that the McKinley act 
cost the people in the last quarter of 1889, the year 1890, and six 
months of 1891, the immense sum of $285,000,000. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Nine months in 1891. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Nine months in 1891. The Senator credits 
for the three months in 1891 $3,750,000 of the cost. I have as- 
certained from the report the increase in the cost of food prod- 
ucts to the people of the United States during the time covered 
by the Senator from Kentucky—what we produce here in this 
country, butter, eggs, potatoes, and other vegetables grown on 
the farm and in the garden—and in Table B present to the Sen- 
ate the advance in retail prices for those farm and garden products 
in the markets of the country, and have separated them from 
the retail prices of the manufactured goods which the consumers 
purchased for use. 

In the last quarter of 1889 the increase in retail prices in the 
value of those food products to the consumer was $29,945,997; 
in the first quarter of 1890, $50,352,747. I will not go through 
with these figures by quarters, for they will be published in my 
remarks, but the aggregate of the last quarter of 1889, uhe four 
quarters of 1890, the first, second, and third quarters of 1891, is 
$332,666,226. (See Table A.) 

Mr. President, I think we are almost justified in claiming that 
our prediction that the McKinley act was a tariff for the benelit 
of the agriculture of the country is verified by this table. The 
cost—and I repeat it—of the living expenses of the people of all 
the country was increased $332,666,226 by the increased retail 
price of the farm products of the country. 
that anyone will claim that that is due to the McKinley act. 
Supply and demand here and in the markets of the world in- 
crease the price of farm products, and here, then, was this appre- 
ciation of values at home among our own people. 

Bear in mind that the net increase on food was this sum of $332,- 
666,226. The net increase for all purposes was $285,000,000; and 
I call the attention of the distinguished Senatorfrom Kentucky, 
who honors me with his presence, to that fact. He makes the 
increased price to the consumer during all these quarters $285,- 
000,000, including food cost, raiment cost, cost of light and fire, 
and all that, taking the whole range at $285,000,000; and we all 
understand how when he held up those figures to the Senate the 
other side of the Chamber, looking to him, as they have the right 
to do, as their great leader on this question, gathered around 
him and congratulated him upon the fact that he had pointed out 
to the country the great cost of the McKinley act to our people. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Willitinterrupt the Senator if Iask him a 
question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr.CARLISLE. If the Senator willexamine the table which 
he has before him, he will find that the larger part of the in- 
crease in what he calls agricultural or food products occurred 
during the sixteen months which preceded the passage of the 
McKinley act. Itis true that food products reached a higher 
point at one or two periods after the passage of that act than 
they had before, but they began to rise long before and con- 
tinued to rise until the McKinley act passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I grant that they began to rise, but if I have 
any contention with the Senator to-day it is that to discredit 
with the people the tariff legislation, food products were in- 
serted in the estimate of the increased cost of living to the con- 
sumers of the country. What right have they there? If we are 
to judge of the effect of the McKinley act on prices and deter- 
mine whether it should be approved or disapproved by the people 
of this country by the trend of prices before and since the act 
went into effect, we should consider only the change of prices 
for the articles which it affects and their relation to the con- 
sumer. 

What I shall ask of the Senator is to explain by what right, 
by what authority the price of a turkey, the price per bushel of 
potatoes, the price of an egg, as is suggested to me by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the price of a pig, the price of the 
chickens, are to be inserted in a table and their advance price 
pointed out to every consumer in this country upon the author- 
ity of the Senator from Kentucky, as advanced by tariff legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
and included all these articles. 


Not atall. 


Oh, no; the committee made these tables, 
I simply followed the commit- 


| Senator’s associates if they did not understand 


tee, a majority of whose members believe with my friend from 
New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am not disingenuous. I appeal to the 
him asIdid. I 
will not claim that the Senator intended to be thus understood, 
as pointing out that in the three months of 1889, the year 1890, 
and the nine months of 1891, the McKinley act had not cost the 
consumers in the United States $285,000,000. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I wish to interrupt the Senator a moment, 
because I know how willing he is to be interrupted, but if he 
will yield to me, I will state that I quoted at the beginning of 
my remarks quite a long extract from the speech made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], in which he endeay- 
ored to show the results of this investigation, and in which he 
distinctly attributed what he claims had been a reduction in the 
cost of living and an increase in the rates of wages in this coun- 
try to the operation of the Republican protective-tariff system. 

Accepting that statement as true, I proceeded to show from 


| the report of the committee itself, taking the articles as the com- 


But Ido notsuppose | 


mittee gives them to us, and grouping them as the committee 
grouped them, and accepting the tables the committee made, 
and from that showed what the effect of the McKinley act was 
upon that hypothesis. 

Having said this, I only desire toadd that the statement which 
I took included food, as a matter of course, because that is in- 
cluded in all the tables given by the committee. I shall not in- 
terrupt the Senator further. 

Mr.HISCOCK. If in the course of this discussion I assign a 
wrong position to the Senator, I desire to be interrupted, be- 
cause [ say to him, I say in this Senate, in his presence, that he 
is one of the fairest men in discussion whom I ever knew. | 
speak from an association of ten years with him in the House of 
Representatives and of two years with him here. 

As I understood him, he called attention to the fact that the 
distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] had 
pointed to one month and made his comparison of prices between 
the initial period of this investigationand that month, the month 
of September, to demonstrate that prices had fallen—that is, as 
I understood the Senator from Kentucky, he took these tables 
which the committee had presented, which show that in this in- 
tervening period the aggregate of the increase of price to the 
consumers of the country was $285,000,000. 

[ understood him to show that; and we agree up to that point. 
We are discussing here, as we were the other day, the effect of 
the McKinley act upon the consumers and upon the taxpayers, 
and I am attempting to prove thatthe McKinley act in its opera- 
tion did not impose a burden of $285,000,000 upon the consumers. 
Iam putting into this discussion another fact, obvious, and in- 
disputable, that the increase in the prices of butter—pigs per- 
haps—eggs, potatoes, and other vegetables, in the time covered 
by the investigation, was $332,666,236; or $47,666,226 more than 
his alleged increased cost of all articles. Who attributes that 
to the McKinley act? 

The rise in prices of the farm and garden pr menced 
before the passage of the act, as is said by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. The rise in prices of those products continued after the 
passage of the act. Whatdoesitshow? Whatdoes the putting 
of thiselement into the statementexhibit? Take $285,000,000, the 
total increase in prices on all goods for the period from the 


wiucts con 


20909 





DIDS, 
666,226, and it leaves a decrease of $47,666,226 on all the others 
excepting butter, eggs, potatoes, etc. What are they? Goods 
covered by the tari!i act, manufactured goods, protected goods 


[ take some pleasure, sir, in exhibiting this statement in j 
this way. The gross amount saved during the 


‘ raArtar fr 
last quart Ol 
i 


1889, the year 1890, and nine months of 18¥1, the saving to th 

consumer, to the burdened taxpayer, to the poor people, to the 
laboring men, whom the McKinley act would have crushed out of 
existence had the predictions made by the opponents of this act 


proved true, or if the statements made in this discussion by those 
on the other side of the Chamber could be verified, is $47,666,226. 

Mr. President, they for whom we legislate can stand this sort 
of oppression. They could stand another McKinley act carrying 
a saving of $47,000,000 to them in a like period. 

[ have noticed that Senators in discussing this question hay 
seemed afraid of an examination of the question of how prices 
have been affected by tariff legislation. I thought the distin- 
guished Senator from Connecticut |Mr. HAWLEY] fought a little 
shy of it. It is true when the act was pending before the Senate, 
when it was first introduced in 1888, and afterwards when it was 
passed, in the speeches which we made we fought a li 
that question: we were a little afraid that it might increase 
prices temporarily. Theargument—and it was a good one—was 
that with theincreased volume of production, competition would 
force down prices. That English manufacturers would be com- 
peed, as they kad been before, to themselves pay the increased 
duties in order to introduce their goods in the Amcrican market. 


ttle shy of” 
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I may as well say a few words more on that question. Why 
have not prices advanced? It is due in some measure to the 
stimulating of domestic production, but beyond that every for- 
eign manufacturer who has had a plant and an American mar- 
ket, American customers whom he supplied, has paid the in- 
creased custom rate himself by deducting it from the prices of 
his goods, and has sold his goods on this side, and delivered them 
here, at the same price to the purchaser that they were deliv- 
ered before the passage of the McKinley act. He was compelled 
to do this to employ his plant and capital. 


increase in agricultural products occurred previous to the pas- 
sage of the McKinley law; that the larger increase occurred 
then. As I make it,in the last quarter of 1889 it was nearly 
$29,945,997; in the first quarter of 1890, $50,000,000, and a little 
over; in the second quarter, nearly $19,000,000; in the third quar- 
ter, $17,387,000; in the fourth quarter of 1890 it was $54,337,000; 
in the first quarter of 1891 it was $94,184,000; and in the second 
quarter of 1891, $66,291,447; and it is inconsequential in this dis- 
cussion, in my judgment, when the increase occurred. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That does not answer my statement, if the 
Senator will permit me to say so. My statement is based upon 
the assumption that, of course, you are to begin with the prices 
of food or agricultural products, as the Senator calls them, at 
the date of the passage of the McKinley act, and see how much 


they rose after that date compared with the rise in the sixteen | 


months which preceded that date, and the Senator will find that 
a much larger portion preceded it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That may be so. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the only correct way to make it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The table I have here gives by quarters, and 
those results I have given. 

The material point in this discussion is that the increase in the 
cost to the American consumers for living, in buying those goods 
which they consume, is not due to the protected industries, not 
due to their clothing, to their shoes, to their hats, to their shirts, 
to their dresses; no, quite the contrary; it is due to that which 
they eat, and not involved in the tariff law of 1890. 

I call attention to the increase in retail prices, at dates named, 
over those of September 1, 1890: 


TABLE E.—Showing increases of retail prices of all commodities at dates 
named over those of September 1, 1890. 

CIEE ET sin dicted cesciicenscs}§ sped scunhbascebsaseud untae 
November 1, 1890 
December 1, 1890... ...- ckcbsenatins see nisionnagi amie net Chalnn 
January 1, 1891 
February 1, 1891....-- 
March 3, 1601 ......-..- 
April 1, 1891 
May 1, 1891 

June 1, 1891 





TABLE F.—Jncrease in retail prices of food over September, 1889, at the foliow- 


ing dates: 
$6, 158, 249 


CONDI, TER iin cine snte sees onncctinéanseayscasansds aah teed 
9, 498, 999 


November, 1890 
December, 1890__...-- 
acs di Riniedn Jienssnskathebeue 
February, 1891 





SEIMEI TIE .n.s::scchisgnansivontnste-onslicdien semnteiednien soabnaiaanss naam 
MAIN UNI sy ssc in Si om ota  minicn csrng < Svi mbes. eer Sipe hes Splice es a ol 
BOT OU inkesn uasks «sits nig ow esmsbin xtoibe bb th bin ible wienken gelato gece toe 
June, 1891 ........... nis ig hanite ach p's nia ib Okan ein aaa idee ee 15, 616, 999 
IN i eee eek be cates ooeeecee 160, 201, 491 

OIE 66s dans cion wa viesnstnatan kde Nenbndekehenee meee -. 169, 291, 491 
Net increase, all articles ............- ma deo uen ar eileen ernie 69, 436, 663 
Net decrease for all else tham £000 ........0.cccccccccscccesccccass-es 99, 654, 828 


Table E shows an increase of the retail prices in all of the com- 


modities which enter into consumption, which I will not read, | 


the totals of which amount to $69,536,633. Table F shows the 
increase in the retail prices at the same dates on food alone to 
be $169,291,491. Taking $69,000,000 from this amount, and there 
is a net decrease exhibited upon the price of the other commodi- 
ties used by the American consumer of $99,654,828. 

It is shown in the foregoing that no violence has been done by 


which make an impression. The saving of 40.60 per cent on 
sugar, to which I call the attention of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, amounts to millions of dollars for the people asa whole; 
but still it remains true that on an expenditure of $500 per an- 
num the saving in the cost of sugar torafamily would be for the 
the year but $10.35. The relations of thisexpenditure to the total 
are not to be obscured. It will be remembered that sugar was 
the only article on which such a marked change took place. 
Table 2 of the report shows the average prices of the articles, 


_ | anditisshown that of the two hundred and fourteen articles there 
I think the Senator called my attention to the fact that this | 





making comparisons with the month of September instead of | 


the other months of the year 1891. What is plainl 
strated is that the increase which occurred in the early part of 
the year was due mainly to the changes in the price of food; but 
it can not be too much insisted that the changes after all were 
inconsiderable, and that the prevailing tendency in retail prices 
upon manufactured products was steadily downward. As stated 
in table 4 of the report, there was no less than 12,850 series of 
quotations for different cities, of which 7,739, or 60.22 per cent 


demon- | 


showed exactly the same prices in September, 1891, as at the | 


beginning of the period. 

When! consider that we are dealing here with the retail prices 
of these commodities, it is evident that we must make very large 
calculations for the whole country in order to obtain results 





are one hundred and fifty-nine, or as many as 74.33 per cent, which 
show neither increase nor decrease in price to the extent of 24 
percent. We find a large number of articles which did not change 
even as much as 1 per cent. There are ninety-seven such arti- 
cles out of two hundred and fourteen, or over 45 per cent of all. 
It should be added that there are seventeen articles which rose 
in price between 1 and 4 of 1 per cent, and forty-five articles 
which fell in price within the same limit. 

On a further examination of Table No. 2, showing the arti- 
cles which rise and fall in price 24 per cent,,we find only one 
article which rises in price 5 per cent, exclusive of the food prod- 
ucts, and it is wood screws, which reached the point of 105.28. 
On the other hand, of thirteen articles which fell in price 5 per 
cent, only three are in the food group and the remaining ten in 
the other group, leaving food out. 

We will consider briefly the advances in carpets, the prices of 
which were to have been much increased by the McKinley act, 
as the critics claimed: In the retail trade, September, 1891, they 
had advanced 4 percentonly. It is a fact of common knowledge 
that there has since been a decline. 

The investigation of retail prices in May, 1892, in Chicago, 


| Fall River, and Dubuque shows: 


TABLE G.—Prices of carpets in 1892 in Chicago, Fall River, and Dubuque. 


chi- | Du- | Fall 
cago. | buque.| River. 


May, 1892, compared with September, 1891: 


NO Cdn nccscancakeadhousbenstaddniane cobs 87.7 96 4 

I a a Se es at | 90 88.9 96.9 

I i iin inns beans eile 99 110 87.6 
May, 1892, compared with June, July, and August, 1889: 

Brussels carpets a 100. 2 100.9 

RI sc dnc ninth taaainione eel side 100, 2 95.3 

iin ki cicincmtineadendracumnedenkdunseccl | ae ladtbunes 98.1 





Note.—In the first three comparisons, the September, 1891, prices are indi- 
cated by 100, and May prices eee as percentages. In the other com- 
parisons, the prices in June, July, August, 1889, are indicated by 100. 

I would state in passing that the investigation of prices for 
May, 1892, in the three cities of Chicago, Dubuque, and Fall 
River was, as the report explains, carried on by the Department 
of Labor. The same agents who collected the former prices col- 
lected these in the same establishments. The reports are very 
comprehensive, and for nearly every article we are able to com- 
pare September and May prices in two or three establishments. 
The results of the inquiry are in every respect worthy of the 
same confidence as the other portions of the report. The de- 
tailed tables will be published with the tables which accompany 
the committee’s report. 

There are many instances which throw great light upon this 
question, which demonstrate and make it very clear, so far as the 
McKinley act is concerned, that it has not affected retail prices 
in the slightest degree. I have here before me now a state- 
ment in reference to women’s cotton stockings, which advanced 
twenty-five one-hundredths of 1 per cent, and in woolen stock- 
ings thirty one-hundredths of 1 percent. In men’s cotton stock- 
ings the fall was four-tenths of 1 per cent, and in men’s woolen 
stockings nine-tenths of 1 per cent. No human being can ac- 
count for it. Bear in mind that this is the retail price, and it 
can not be accounted for except by an overstock at points of 
sale, or an overproduction. A comparison of prices at all the 
various points then brings out a like result. 

Mr. President, I have butlittle more to say. As I understood 
the argument of the Senator from Kentucky, it was to the effect 
that in thirty common occupations there was an increase in the 
price of labor. Was that the statement? 

Mr. CARLISLE. In fifteen general occupations. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In fifteen general occupations there was an 
increase in the price of labor and in fifteen specific occupations 
there was none. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They were selected by the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Selected by the committee. First—we will 
take those on page 64 of this report; let us look at those general oc- 
cupations. They include bakers,which I understood the Senator 
tosay was nota protected industry; blacksmiths, bricklayers, cabi- 
net makers, one of the most highly protected industries; machin- 
ists, one of the most highly protected industries; iron molders, 
stone-cutters, tailors, and tinsmiths. I should like to know what 
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industry in this country receives a higher protection than that of | disproved by what I have already said and the evidence accom- 


the tailor? (The duty on ready-made clothing under old law was 
40 cents per pound and 35 per cent ad valorem, and under new 
law it is 494 cents per pound and 60 per cent ad valorem, making 
an increase of 72 per cent in the ad valorem and 24 per cent in 
the specific.) As I understand the table which the Senator re. 
ferred to the increase was seventy-five hundredths of 1 per cent- 

In the other protected industries given on page 71 of the re- 
port, my understanding of the statement in the table is that it is 
twenty-three hundredths of 1 per cent. [ understood the Sena- 
tor to make it lower. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As my speech is not yet published, I wiil 
state to the Senator that my statement was that in fifteen gen- 
- eral occupations selected by the committee the wages rose sev- 
enty-five hundredths of 1 per cent during the period, and that 
in the fifteen special occupations selected by the committee 
the wages rose sixty-five hundredths of 1 per cent before the 
passage of the McKinley act, and fell sufficiently after the pas- 
sage of the McKinley act tomakea decline at the close of the in- 
vestigation of eighty-nine hundredths of 1 per cent. That was 
my statement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. After the passage of the act? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, after the passage of the McKinley act. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, those industries have their homes in 
manufacturing towns, the workmen living in the same neighbor- 
hood, associating together, all fellow-craftsmen, and, so far as 
the statement by the Senator from Kentucky is urged as one 


which is due to the McKinley act, I say very frankly that I do | 
not see any evidence of it; the connection is not proven. Let | 
us take, to illustrate that argument, bar iron, which is one | 
of the industries. In June, 1889, it started at the initial point | 


of 100. It increased from that point gradually until in January, | 


1891, it was 100.7. Then it fell to 99.68—thirty-eight one-hun- 
dredths of acent. What there was in the bar-iron industry to 
affect the price and a readjustment of wages as between that and 
various kinds of other work which were carried on, perhaps in 
the same establishment, we are not advised. Here is a falling 
off of a little more than a third of 1 per cent in their prices 
during the year 1891. 

Take boots and shoes. In June, 1889, we start in at 99.7. 
Then the price goes up by degrees to 100.55 and 100.71 in May, 
1890. Then it falls to 99.23, and then it advances again to 100.63 
in December, 1890, and then falls to 99.99, within two one-hun- 
dredths above what it was in June, 1889. 

The price of labor on cotton goods is without variation. Com- 
mencing in June, 1889, down to September, 1891, the initial price of 
100 is maintained without variation. That is true with respect to 
steel; in flint glass it varies up and down; in green glass it varies; 
in pig iron there is an advance; in steel blooms the price is un- 
changed during the whole period; in woolen goods the price ad- 
vances from the initial point of 100 to 107.1. 

Mr. President, what does that prove? Does it prove that 
wages have fallen through the influence of the McKinley act? 
Oh, no. I understand the Senator to say that he did not claim 
that there was any fall in wages. The Senator from Kentucky 
says that the McKinley act had no effect on these wages. [ 
assert here unqualifiedly that there has rarely been a period in 
the history of the wage-earners of the United States in which 
the price for labor has been maintained as steadily as it has been 
in this country since June, 1889, and that alone is an answer to 
all these arguments about lock-outs and disturbances between 
manufacturers and employés. In the leading industries the 
prices remain the same, unvarying almost, or, if there is a va- 
riation, it is in hundredths of 1 per cent. 

Mr. President, I have taken more time than I intended in the 
discussion of this question. I feared—my fears may have been 





groundless—that disingenuous men would seize hold of the speech | 


made by the Senator from Kentucky and parade it throughout 
the country as a proof that the McKinley act had cost in that 
narrow period of time indicated by the Senator $285,000,000 to 
the taxpayers, and therefore it was that I regarded it as a duty 
incumbent upon me to demonstrate, as I believe I have demon- 


strated, that the fall in the prices of the protected goods during | 


that period of time was, as I have given it here, $47,000,000 and 
over, and that this vast sum of $285,000,000 of increased cost 
of living to the families in the United States is due to the in- 
creased value of the agricultural products of the United States, 
and no one claims that they were affected by the provisions of 
the McKinley act. 


panying it which I have submitted to the Senate. 
RECEPTION IN ROTUNDA OF CAPITOL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair) 
laid before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives 
on the resolution of the Senate in relation to the use of the Ro- 
tunda of the Capitol for a reception tothe membersof the Grand 
Army of the Republic. 

Mr.CULLOM. I as* that the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives may be read, and that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the House 
of Representatives will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The House of Representatives propos to 
amend the resolution by adding the following proviso: 

_ Provided, That such means shall be taken for the protection of the paint- 
ings and the walls of the Rotunda as shall be directed by the Architect of the 
United States Capitol. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move thatthe Senate concur in that amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 4844) to authorize the Secretary of War to con- 
vey to school district No. 12, of Kittery, Me., a portion of Fort 
McClary military reservation in exchange for other land was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committes on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 4 o'clock and 43 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, August 2, 
1892, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 1, 1892. 


The House metatllo’clocka.m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CuTH- 
BERT, D. D. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of Saturday last. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I make the po:nt that 
no quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll to ascertain 
whether there is a quorum in attendance. 

The roll was called, and the following-named members re- 


sponded: 

Alexander, Culberson, Hall, Price, 
Antony, Cummings, Johnson, Ind. Raines, 
Atkinson, Daniell, Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, 
Babbitt, Davis, Jolley, Rayner, 
Bailey, De Armond, Jones, Reed, 
Baker, De Forest, Kilgore, Rockwell, 
Bankhead, Dickerson, Kribbs, Sayers 
Barwig, » Dingley, Kyle. Shell. 
Beeman, Dixon, Lane, Simpson, 


Beltzhoover, Doan, Lanham, Snow, 
Bentley, Dockery, Lester, Va. Sperry. 
Bingham, Dolliver, Lester, Ga. Stephenson, 
Boatner, Dungan, Lind, Steward, lil 
Bowman, Durborow, Lockwood, Stewart, Tex. 
Branch, Ellis. Long, Stone, C. W. 
Bretz, English, Loud. Stone, W. A. 
Broderick, Everett, Martin, Stout, 
Brookshire, Flick, McClellan, Stump, 
Brown, Forman, McKaig, Tarsney, 
Bryan, Forney, Me Millin, Terry 
Buchanan, N. J. Fowler, McRae, Townsend, 

| Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Meredith, Tracey, 
Busey, Goodnight, Meyer, Turpin. 
Butler, Grady, Mitchell, Van Horn. 
Bynum, Grout, Montgomery, Wadsworth, 
Byrns, Hall, Mutchler, Warner 
Cable, Halvorson, O'Neill. Pa. Warwick, 

| Cadmus, Hare, Otis, Watson, 

| Caminetti, Harries, Owens. Wauch. 
Cate, Hayes, lowa Parrett, Wheeler, Ala. 
Chipman, Haynes, Ohio Patterson, Tenn. Wheeler, Mich. 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Iowa Patton, White, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Payne, Wike, 


The remarks of the Senator from Kentucky have not been | 


printed, and my reply necessarily, therefore, has b2en confined 
to my recollection of them. He has kindly furnished m>» with 
a memorandum in respect to the increased cost of living. He 
has submitted tables which I have not seen nor examined, and I 
must dismiss them with the remark that any increase in prices 
which they exhibit is not only inconsistent with but absolutely 


XXTI——438 


Cobb, Mo. Holman, Pearson, Williams. N. C. 
| Coburn, Hopkins, Il. Perkins, Wilson, Mo. 

Crawford, Houk, Ohio Pickler, Wilson, W. Va. 

Crosby, Houk, Tenn. Pierce, Wolverton. 


The SPEAKER. The roll call discloses the fact that no quo- 
rum is present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move aeall of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called, when the following members failed to an- 
swer to their names: 


Abbott, Bacon, Bland, Brosius, 
Alderson, Bartine, Blount, Brunner, 
| Allen, Belden, Boutelle, Bullock, 
Amerman, Belknap, Brawley, Bunn, 
Andrew, Bergen, Brickner, Bunting, 
Arnold, Blanchard, Broderick, Burrows, 


au 


amen 
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Caldwell, Fyan, Lynch, Scott, 
Campbell, Gantz, Magner, Scull, 
Capehart, Geary, ansur, Shell, 
Caruth, Gillespie, cAleer, Seerley, 
Castile, Gorman, McGann, Shonk, 
Catchings. Greenleaf, McKinney, Smith, 
Causey, Hamilton, Miller, Snodgrass, 
Cheatham, Harmer, Milliken Springer, 
Chapin, Harter, Moore, Stahlnecker, 
Chipman, Hatch, Morse, Stevens, 
Clancy, Haugen, Moses, Stockdale, 
Clark, Wyo. Heard, Newberry, Stone, Ky. 
Ciover, Hemphill, Norton, Storer, 
Cockran, Henderson, Ill. Oates, Sweet. 
Cogswell, Herbert, O’Donneil, ‘Taylor, lll. 
Compton, Hitt, O’Ferrall, Taylor, Tenn 
Coolidge, Hoar, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, E.B 
Coombs, Hooker, Miss. Outhwaite, Taylor, J. D. 
Cooper, Hooker, N. Y. Page, R. I. Taylor, V. A. 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. Page, Md. Tillman, 
Cowles Houk, Tenn. Pattison, Ohio Tucker, 

Cox, N. Y. Huff, Peel. Walker, 
Cox, Tenn Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, Washington, 
Curtis, Johnstone, S.C. Post, Weadock, 
Cutting, Kem, Powers, Wever, 
Dalzell, Kendall. uackenbush, Whiting, 
Donovan, Ketcham, dall, Willcox, 
Dunphy, Lagan, Reyburn, Williams, Mass. 
Elliott, Lapham. Richardson, Wilson, Ky. 
Enloe, Lawson, Va. Rife, Wilson, Wash. 
Enochs, Layton, Robertson, La. Winn, 
Fellows, Lewis, Robinson, Pa. Wright, 
Fitch, Little, Rusk, Youmans. 
Fithian, Livingston, Russell, 

Funston, Lodge, Sanford, 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, 
Mr. GREENLEAF, have indefinite leave of absence, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The call of the House shows the presence 
of 167 members—a quorum. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to dispense with further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was then read and 
approved. 

) TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and move to suspend the rules and put it on its passage at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, before that I wish 
to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stateit. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There is a bill pending before the 
House upon which the previous question has been ordered. It 
was decided, as I understand it, in three Congresses, namely, in 
the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, by 
Speaker CARLISLE, that no business is in order under such cir- 
cumstances except that businesscoming over from the preceding 
day; that the previous question, being a special order to bring 
the House to a direct vote, took precedence of the business of 
Friday under the rules, or of the second and fourth Mondays of 
the month, which were set apart by the rules for a special char- 
acter of business. J] insist on the regular order, which I under- 
stand to be further proceedings in regard to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from 
Illinois that the rules would indicate as correct what the gen- 
tleman has stated. But the gentleman moves tosuspend all the 
rules for the purpose of considering this resolution. On the first 
Monday he has the right under the rules to make that motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS of lllinois. If the Chair will permit me a mo- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker CARLISLE rendered 
this decision, as will appear by reference to page 407 of the Digest: 

The effect of the previous question being to “ bring the House to a direct 
vote upon the immediate question or questions on which it has been asked 
and ordered,” if the execution of the order is prevented by an adjournment 
the question comes up on the following day immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, even though that day be set apart under the rules for a dif- 
ferent class of business, as, for example, Friday or the second or fourth Mon- 
day of a month. 

Under this decision the second and fourth Mondays, which were 
suspension days as I understand it, were included. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken. They are set 
aside for the District of Columbia business. Suspension days are 
the first and third Mondays, and have never been otherwise. 
But even if that should beso, the gentleman will observe, and the 
Chair will cali the attention of the gentleman to the rule which 
is in the following language: 

Rule XX VIIT provides: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed with- 
out one day's notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended 
except by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speaker 


entertain a motion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mon- 
days of each month, preference being given on the first Monday to individ- 


and on the third Monday to ttees, and during the last six days of 
a session. 
The e is: “entertain a motion to suspend the rules.” 


What rules? Why, all rules. The rule with regard to the in- 
troduction of bills, the rule with regard to their third reading, 
the rule with regard to their reference to a committee, the rule 
which gives certain motions priority—in other words, all rules 
are suspended. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The Chair thinks, then, that this 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana is privileged under the 
rule, although the previous question has been ordered on the 
matter to which I referred, and that the House can be brought to 
a direct vote on the resolution the gentleman pro s without 
regard to the condition of the other business pen before the 
House? I do not care to take the time of the House in debating 
the question, but simply desired to know the ruling of the Chair 
on that point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, while the gentleman was speak- 
ing, was looking through the RECORD for a decision made by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] when Speaker of the last 
House. It clearly sets forth the effect of the motion: 

A motion to suspend the rules waives and suspends all requirements and 
ot naga of the rules and brings the House to an immediate vote on such 

The very object is to suspend all the requirements and pro- 
visions of the rules and bring the House to a direct vote on the 
motion. 

Now, if the rules require, as they do, that when the previous 
question is ordered a vote shall be takenon that matter the next 
morning immediately after the reading of the Journal, this is a 
motion to suspend that very rule, amongst others. 

Mr. HOPKINSof [llinois. Well, I willsay, Mr. Speaker, that 
T have always regarded Speaker REED’s rulings as sound, all of 
them, and I am not inclined to take exception to this. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regards that as a very clear 
staiement of what the rule is, and always has been; but it was 
very clearly stated by the gentleman from Maine, and the Chair 
thinks it covers the whole case. 

Mr. REED. This is the first time in this Congress that that 
honor has been done to any ruling made in the last Congress. 
[Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to continue the provisions of existing laws pro- 
viding temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

Resolved, etc., That the provisions of joint resolutions approved June 30 
and July 16, 1892, providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, be, and the same are hereby, extended and continued in full force and 
effect to and including the 4th day of August, 1892. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Idemand a second upon that, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ILask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. [ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consentis asked that a second be 
considered as ordered. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Indiana; or, ifno debate isdesired, the Chair will submit the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is time on this side, is there not? 

The SPEAKER. There is, if gentlemen desire to debate the 
proposition. If no gentleman takes the floor the Chair will sub- 
mit the motion. 
| Mr, HOLMAN. I will reserve my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to take. the floor for a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized to control fifteen minutes in opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr.Speaker,I desire tosubmit tothe House 
that in the consideration of the legislation necessary for the ex- 
tension of the appropriations for the conductof the Government 
there has at no time been objection or opposition on this side of 
the House. The history of thislegislation, which seems to have 
made necessary an extension of the appropriations, being that 
relating to the paragraphs in the sundry civil bill with refer- 
ence to the World’s Exposition, had its consideration in the 
Senate, and duly, under the rules of the Senate, became a part 
of the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. It was not in accordance with the rules of the 


nate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Dulyunder the rulesof the Senate that item 
| became a part of the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me-— 


Sc 





| Mr. REED. Order. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman frem Kentucky {Mr. Mc- 
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CREARY] can take the floor in the time of the gentleman from 
Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to be interrupted 
and the House will be in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That legislation came to this House. It 
was not contested nor fought in the House upon the issue that 


it was not legitimately a part of that bill, but itcame up for con- | 


sideration of the House, and the House instructed the conferees 
that might be appointed to resist the approval of that legisla- 
tion. Those conferees, freighted with the responsibility of their 
duty as representatives of the House, met the Senate in confer- 
ence, and again the paragraphs were reported back to this House 
for the consideration and judgment of the House. The question 
was fairly met again upon a yea-and-nay vote. 


Senate. Therefore the question as to whether these items ap- 


pear properly or improperly in the bill has been settled by the | 


action of the House, and they are there to-day ratified by the 
judgment of the House. 
Mr. HoLMAN], who was charged with this bill, its conduct and 
care in the House, saw proper tochange his vote for what might 
be termed a legislative position as to the future of the bill. As 


to whether it was his purpose to filibuster, to delay and destroy | 


this necessary appropriation for the conduct of the Government, 
isa question for the gentleman to answer to himself, to this 
House, and to the people. That it has directly had that result, 
of delay, the proceedings of the House during the past few days 
are the best evidence and the best conclusion. Ido not think 
that on this side of the House there is any purpose whatever to 
delay necessary motions to conduct the affairs of the Govern- 
ment dyring the next few days, but it must be understood by all 
that a House possessed of one hundred and ae odd Democratic 
majority, capable of conducting the business of the Government 
without a single vote from this side of the House, must be re- 
sponsible to the people for the conduct of public affairs and no 
responsibility can rest upon us. 

No responsibility shall rest upon us for thisaction. The busi- 
ness of the Government will go on with our aid, even though 
the gentlemen constituting the majority and a quorum of this 
House are prepared to absent themselves from public duty and 
public service. But the gentlemen must remember that the 
patience of this side of the House has been worn out. 


within the next few days a conclusion of some character upon 
the pending legislation upon which the previous question has 
been ordered. 


lican side and loud applause in the galleries.]} 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. Wait a moment. 





The House de- 
cided to direct its conferees to agree to the amendments of the | 


Physical | 
conditions are exhausting men, and there must be submitted 





Mr. SAYERS (pointing to the galleries). They are all offi- | 


cials of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the galleries of 
the House are intended to afford an opportunity to witness the 

roceedings of the House. [Acry of ‘* putthemout!”] If there 
is any further manifestation either of approval or disapproval of 
the proceedings of the House in the galleries, the Chair will 
order them cleared. [Cries of ‘‘Turn them out!” and counter 
cries of ‘‘ Don’t!”’] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am alittle surprised at the 
statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanwillsuspend. The House 
will please be in order. 

_Mr. HOLMAN. I have, Mr. Speaker, witnessed many scenes 
like this when measures were in progress to reach the public 
Treasury where personal interests of great magnitude were in- 
volved. On many occasions in former years, when special objects 
were in view involving the expenditure of large sums of the 
money of the people, excitement in the House and in the gal- 
leries has been displayed. This display of interest is not un- 
common, 

This Chicago Exposition measure, involving $5,000,000, is on 
an appropriation bill contrary to the rules of both Houses of Con- 
gress; alike contrary to the rules of the Senate and House. 


rks a place on an appropriation bill because not aut 
aw. 

The bill which aupespetaine the money for the great Centen- 
nial of 1876—the celebration of the greatest event that could 
pee transpire in our history except at the end of another 

undred years—was upon an independent bill, according to my 
recollection, providing a loan of $1,500,000 to aid in celebrating 
the most importantevent that could occur in our history—the 
declaration of American independence. The proposition was 
allowed, and the loan of $1,500,000 made upon the ground that 


orized by 


By | 
the positive rules of both Houses this measure is a de- | 





| 000 to protect the national honor. 


nothing of alike character could occur for a century; and it was 
upon that argument that the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, yielded to the loan to the Centen- 
nial corporation of $1,500,000. He argued that it could not be a 


dangerous precedent, as no like occasion would arise for a hun- 


dred years. 
That appropriation was made on an independent bill, open to 


| full argument, not crowded in violation of the rules of both 


Houses on an appropriation bill. See how a precedent expands. 
Within a few years a loan was made to the New Orleans Exposi- 
tion of $1,000,000, followed naturally by an expenditure of $335,- 
The Centennial corporation 
at the end of a tedious lawsuit paid back the $1,500,000, but 
the other loan was a total loss. And now a $5,000,000 gift to 
Chicago! 

Now, sir, can the gentleman from Pennsylvania speak in this 
vein he has indulged in when he himself is aware of the fact 


; | that the Senate, in defiance of its rules, had placed this meas- 
Upon that the gentleman from Indiana | 


ure upon an appropriation bill to force the action of the House? 
Were the conferees upon the part of the House ever instructed 
to support this rider of $5,000,000 placed by the Senate in defi- 
ance of its rules on this sundry civil bill, a bill which must be 
passed, the failure of which would greatly embarrass the Govern- 
ment and close up the soldiers’ homes, the Life-Saving Service, 
and a multitude of institutions absolutely indispensable to the 
Government, including the courts of justice? 

No. On the vote upon which this conference was authorized 
the House rejected the $5,000,000 rider by a majority of 13 votes 
and defeated it, and conferees were appointed; and does the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania pretend that after that had been done 
that the conferees of the House were not acting in perfect har- 
mony with the instructions of the House when they refused to 
agree to this $5,000,000 amendment and reported this measure 
back to the House forfurther consideration? Didnot the House 
conferees obey to the letter the purpose of the House? The 
conferees have never been instructed to accept this amendment. 
When a change of only 7 votes afterwards occurred, and this 
amendment was agreed to by the House, a motion was made to 
reconsider. 

Mr. SAYERS. The best motion you ever made. 

Mr.HOLMAN. That was a proper motion, and it is still pend- 
ing. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania claim that a mem- 
ber of the House, whether he be on the conference or not, is 
precluded from asking further consideration of an important 


| measure, further time, so that the House may reconsider, if it 
. | deems proper, its own action? It occurred in relation to your 
I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause on the Repub- 


Philadelphia mint. it has been occurring all the time, and over 


| and over again the House this session has reconsidered its action, 


and yet the gentleman from Pennsyvania calls in question the 
propriety of the motion for a reconsideration. 

The motion to reconsider was properly made. No gentleman 
candeny that. The House has been consideringit. Why, then, 
does the gentleman from Penn$ylvania question the right of a 
member of the committze of conference ora member of the Com- 
mittee on Appriations to movea reconsideration? It is the right 
of every member, and itis his duty to make the motion if he be- 
lieves the House made a mistake. I and my colleagues have 
been acting in perfect harmony with the action of the House. 

I have said this much simply to explain the situation, and | 
avoid saying one word that may create any possible ill feoling. 
This is an important matter of legislation, involving millions of 
money, and it should be considered dispassionately. It is the 
largest sum of money, three or four times told, that Congress 
was ever called upon toappropriate from the public Treasury for 
an object like this, great and important as is the event. It illus- 
trates in a startling manner how rapidly mercenary and venal 
methodsiand motives may grow in a government like ours. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvaniamisapprehends. He might 
have been out of his seat when this resolution to extend the ap- 
propriations of the last year for a few days was introduced last 
Saturday. It was the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins} 
who objected. The distinguished gentleman from [llinois was 
willing to stop the wheels of the Government—the soldiers 
homes, the Life-Saving Service, and the various interests in- 
volved in this sundry civil bill, the greatest of the great appro- 
priation bills. Let them all fail unless you will give this $5,00),- 


| 000 to the Chicago corporation. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 
dry civil bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; and all are agreed to except the 
$5,511,000 in all covered by the Chicago items; $5,000,000 covy- 
ered by the item now in dispute. 

Mr. SAYERS (to Mr. BINGHAM), 
Saturday. 

Mr. HOLMAN, All these nec»ssary and legitimate provi- 
sions of the bill are agreed to, and yet the gentleman from I/li- 


Are not all these things carried in the sun- 


And your side objected on 
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nois [Mr. Hopkins], for the purpose of,as it were, compelling 
this House to give five millions of money to a corporation in 
Chicago, refused to let this House do that which has been done 
in all time past whenever the occasion required it, namely, to 
extend the appropriations so as to keep the different depart- 
ments of the Government running. 

In the past, both in times of peace and of war, I have seen such 
resolutions offered at almest every long session, I think in all, 
and never before have I heard an objection to their passage. 
The first objection of the kind on record I think is that made 
last Saturday. It came from a gentleman representing a great 
State, interested in a great corporation, which is seeking to take 
money out of the Treasury of the United States, and that, ap- 
parently, without the approval of the people, certainly without 
instructions from the people who, out of their hard earnings, 
have paid that money into your Treasury. Now, sir, who is sub- 
ject to censure? 

Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky {Mr. MCCREARY]. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, in making a statement about 
the proposed appropriation of $5,000,000 for the World’s Fair I 
think we ought to make afull and complete statement. I assert 
that this appropriation does not belong properly in the sundry 
civil bill. For three months the Committee on the World's Co- 
lumbian Exposition, acommittee appointed for the purpose of con- 
sidering bills relating to the World’s Fair, had a bill appropriat- 
ing $5,000,000 for the benefit of the World’s Fair under considera- 
tion; fornearly three months that committee heard speeches made 
by the president of the Columbian Exposition, by the director- 
general, by the United States commissioners, and by a number of 
other gentlemen in favor of the bill, and finally a majority of the 
committee agreed to report the bill favorably and it was placed 
upon the Calendar. But then there was a departure from all 
precedents; because when an appropriation was made for the 
Centennial Exposition at Philadelphia it was done by an inde- 
pendent bill, and when an appropriation was made for the ex- 
a at New Orleans, that also was done by an independent 

ill. 








had examined this question carefully and reported the bill 
favorably, the Senators at the other end of the Capitol, with 
unusual haste, and without a precedent to authorize such action, 
put this appropriation in the sundry civil bill. I say, Mr. 
Speaker, it does not belong there, and when the point is made 
that we who oppose this ap ah neg are delaying the public 
business the point isnotwell taken. What we desire to haveisa 
fair consideration of this question in its proper way, 

We desire to pass the sundry civil appropriation bill in the 
form and shape in which it usually comes to us, and to consider 
the subject of appropriating $5,000,000 or any other amount for 
the benefit of the World’s Fair in a separate bill; and I say that 
the men who have put tvis five-million appropriation in the sun- 
dry civil bill are the men who ought to be held responsible for 
any delay that may occur in the public business. 

When the five-million appropriation was first presented to the 
House it was defeated by a majority of 13 against it. When it 
was again presented by the committee of conference only 63 
Democrats out of 235 Democrats belonging to the House of Rep- 
resentatives voted for it and 54 Republicans supported it, making 
117 votes for it, while 105 votes were cast against it. 

It was not from this side that the objection came last Saturday 
to the joint resolution extending appropriations for four days. 
That objection came from the other side of the House, from the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], who, when the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] proposed the passage of a joint 
resolution further extending the es objected. So 
far as | am personally concerned, sir, [ am opposed to appropria- 
ting $5,000,000 for the World’s Fair at this time and in the man- 
ner proposed in this bill. A loan is not asked now as was asked 
when a million and half dollars was appropriated for the Centen- 
nial Exposition; a loan is not asked now as was asked when a 
million dollars was loaned to the New Orleans Exposition; but 
we are asked to make the appropriation in such a way as to make 
the Government & joint stockholder in a private corporation. 
You can not get around that, gentlemen, no matter how much 
you try. It is an indisputable fact, staring us all in the face. 
Now, i am opposed to that kind of appropriation. I have voted 
against it heretofore, and I propose to continue to vote against 
it whenever I have an opportunity. 

{Here the hammer fell} 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. TIvyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HoL- 
MAN] has to-day afforded usan example of that unspeakable cour- 
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age which enables him fo fac2 unflinchingly a situation of this 
kind. With a D>mocratic majority of more than 140, of which he is 
the titular leader, the House of Representatives has stopped the 
business of thisGovernment, and now he is endeavoring tocharge 
itupon someone else! [Laughter.] He himeelf hasled, if not 
overtly, covertly, this rebellion against good government. He 
has deliberately blocked the wheels of public business, and now 
he charges it upon others because they will not permit him to 
continue this House in session when its members are leaving, by 
the invitation of himself and friends, so that the difficulty of 
getting a quorum, under the wicked rules of this House, will 
prevent the legislation of the country taking place. 

Now, let us see what that legislation is. It is legislation which 
has not only received the sanction of the Senate of the United 
States, but, so far as the point complained of is concerned, has 
received its unanimous sanction; for if it be true, as the gentle- 
man from Indiana says, that this provision is on the bill against 
the rules of the Senate, it must be there because every Democratic 
Senator on that floor consented to the transaction. It therefore 
comes here not only with the sanction of the Senate, but with 
the sanction of every Democrat in it. 

Further than that, it has the sanction of a Democratic House of 
Representatives with 140 majority—a Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives in which that party has a majority of 3 to 1; and 
there is nothing urged against it except the miserable techni- 
cality that some of these gentlemen think it ought not to be on 
an appropriation bill. And the gentleman from Indiana was the 
leader in breaking down the admission into appropriation bills 
of items which repealed existing legislation. And yet he has 
the courag> to stand up before this House and before the coun- 
try and charge his own action to other men—chargs in & House 
with 149 Democratic majority the stopping of the public busi- 
ness to a member of the minority! I do not wonder he has had 
a long career. Courage like that would carry aman through 
Indiana to fire.* [Laughter and applause.] One hundred and 
forty Democratic majority—3 to Ll! And the bill having the 
sanction of both Houses—of every D2mocrat in the Senate 
and of Democrats enough in the House to make a majority here 
and now, and yet the business of the country is to be stopped 
and somebody else charged with the crime. [Applause on the 
Republican side. | 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maine has 
expired: 

Mr. BINGHAM. I reserve the residue of my tim>. ([Criesof 
“ee Vote! 99 66 Vote! ” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has five 
minutes. [Renewed cries of *‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ifthe gentleman on the other side does not 
desire to proceed I have but one point to make. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. BINGHAM). Wait. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I reserve my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOLMAN. LIvyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker. the wheels of the Govern- 
ment were stopped by the objection of the Republican member 
from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS}. Itis well that the employés of the 
Government now in the galleries should understand that that 
objection and that alone has stopped the wheels of the Govern- 
ment. The provisions of the last sundry civil bill have been ex- 
tendedonce. Whydid not the gentleman object to it then? He 
objects to it now because he has his Chicago croupier in the 
public Treasury and wants to rake $5,000,000 from it. The ob- 
ject is to force this House to allow this money to be taken under 
pressure. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] is the lieutenant of the gentleman 
from Illinois. ith the ferocity of a Marat, we have seen him 
kick the bones of a dead colleague from his path for the purpose 
of trying to secure--I will not say steal—this appropriation. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.]_ And these are the men that 
have the impudence to turn to a party which in this Hous> has 
given 33 majority against this looting of the Treasury and charge 
it with blocking the wheels of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is fair that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] should now occupy 
some time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be notified so that 
Imay yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HOPKINS]. 

I make this statement to the gentleman having charge of this 
bill: It is my conviction, with some knowledge of this legisla- 
tion, that there has been a purpose for some time past to force 
the final consideration of legislation upon the sundry civil bill 
when its proper relation to the other appropriation bills of the 
Government was such that it should have been passed some days 














1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6997 





ago. This House was instructed by the gentleman from In- 


diana in debate, page 6014 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and 


in colloquy with my colleague from Pennsylvania[Mr. O’NEILL] | 


some weeks ago that Henry Winter Davis during the period of 
the war reported a disagreement with the Senate upon the sun- 
dry civil bill, moved that the House adhere, and the House did 
ativan, and then allowed the bill tofail. With the gentleman's 
long experience in legislation I say to him that that remark, to 
my mind, was purposely and deliberately uttered, and directly 
with a view to this very conclusion and result. 


A further fact for the gentleman: The sundry civil bill was 


reported to the House March 24; the deficiency bill was reported 
to the House June 18; the sundry civil bill passed the House May 
27; the deficiency bill passed the House a month later, June 27. 


Mr. BOWERS. 
tion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let it not be forgotten that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkrns] who has just taken 
his seat is the man who has caused the wheels of this Govern- 
mde) to stop for this day. [Derisive laughteronthe Republican 
sice. 

Sir, there is nothing new in this situation which should have 
caused him to prevent the passage of the resolution last week 
extending the appropriations. [t has been the custom every 
Congvess, at least of the seven of which I have been a member, 


You would not allow a vote on your own mo- 


| during the long sessions, to extend the appropriation bills before 


The sundry civil bill passed the Senate July 14; the deficiency | 


bill passed the Senate July 18. 
of the bills to each other continued up to that time. : 
Why then and there this change by shunting your deficiency 
bill ahead of your sundry civil bill? The conference was or- 
dered on the sundry civil bill July 19; you ordered the con- 
ference on your deficiency bill July 19. The confereesagreed par- 
tially on the deficiency bill July 21; the conferees agreed par- 
tially on the sundry civil bill July 25. The deficiency bill was 


finally agreed upon July 26; the conferees reported to the House | 


on the sundry civil bill July 26. Isay to the gentleman, with his 
long training in legislative affairs that he deliberately uttered 


the remark referred to and prepared this House for the failure | 
of the sundry civil bill should it be necessary to carry out his 


purposes b 


citing the precedent of Henry Winter Davis, and 
this is to 


taken in connection with the further fact that de- 


The proper legislative relation | 


| 


' 





the. regular annual appropriation bills could be prepared and 
agreed upon. The capacity of statement of a proposition for 
which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is proverbial can 
not disguise this fact. The fact stands out that the Congress he 
organized, the Congress over which he presided, extended the 
appropriations by the consent of the whole House after the first 
day of August. Yet no fuss was made about and no objection 
made to it. Itwasthen thought and conceded to be an eminently 
proper thing. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Tais very bill did not pass the House until 
the 17th of August. 

Mr. REED. But the appropriations were not extended in def- 
erence to filibusters. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The appropriations were extended in the 
absence of appropriations. That is the vital point, and the only 
point here. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have stated that there is nothing new in 
this situation. The sundry civil bill provided appropriations 


liberately you shunted the relation of the deficiency bill, which | for the Departments of the Government to which the gentleman 


should have been the last bill, and placed it ahead of the sundry 
civil bill. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from [Ili- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from | appropriation was defeated by a decisive majority. 


New York [Mr. CUMMINGs] in his speech this morning, after 
what the House has seen here for the last few days under his 
leadership, is a splendid illustration of the sayings of Shakes- 
peare, that ‘‘ The devil can quote scripture for his purpose,” and 
‘*That one may smile and smile and be a villain.” 

— CUMMINGS. You had better study the Scriptures a lit- 
tle. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Everybody knows who has been 
present in the House during these proceedings that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations[Mr. HOLMAN] and the 
gentleman from New York |Mr. CUMMINGS] are, more than any 


other men, es for the condition in which this Govern- | 


ment finds itself to-day. Nearly a week ago the House agreed 
to the amendment proposed by the Senate to the sundry civil 
bill providing for the World's Fair by a good majority. By that 
vote they said that an appropriation should be made to carry on 
the National Exposition in the city ef Chicago. The chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, in violation of all the prece- 
dents that we have had in this country, made a motion after that 
vote was taken that led to these dilatory proceedings, and under 
his action and under his advice this unprecedented condition of 
affairs has been reached. 

What is the condition, Mr. Speaker? The great appropria- 
tion bill that takes care of the public printing, that takes care 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, that takes care of the 
Life-Saving Service and the soldiers’ homes, and various other 
matters important in the affairs of the Government, has been 
tied up for nearly a week by the agency of the gentleman from 
Indiana, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
the gentleman from New York who has just addressed the House. 
They knew when they commenced their dilatory tactics or this 
system of filibustering, that on Saturday of last week the appro- 
priations would expire. They knewas well asanybodycan know 
anything that if this bill did not get through, the wheels of the 
Government, so far as these bureaus were concerned, would have 
to stop, and yet with a full knowledge of all these facts Mr. Hot- 
MAN Of Indiana has sat here day after day not only not protest- 
ing against these unprecedented tactics of his party associates, 
but actually aiding and encouraging them init. The country 
will hold him and his party associates responsible. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. HOLMAN. We could not anticipate that any gentleman 
on either side of the House would object to the usval resolution 
to extend the appropriations to carry on the business of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You could be prepared for any- 
thing from what your side has been doing lateiy. 

Mr. HOLMAN, [yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 





| It was attempted to be passed in the usual way. 


from |llinois has referred with such pathos. It went to the Sen- 
ate, and that body put an extraordinary, an unusual as well an 
uncalled-for and unnecessary appropriation upon it. It came 


| back here, and when the vote was taken on that proposition the 


Then there 
was a large reduction in the attendance of the membership of 
the House. On the second vote the majority was reversed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. After the lobby had got in its work. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. A motion to reconsider that vote was en- 
tered and has not yet been disposed of. Then the two Houses, 
being unable to agree, the cman resolution to extend the appro- 
priations was brought in and objected to by a gentleman on the 
other side. There is where the responsibility rests. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? ; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have but a very brief time. 

Mr. REED. I merely wish to ask if the gentleman is correct 
in saying that there was a less vote on the Senate proposition on 
the last vote than on the first? 

Mr.McMILLIN. Isaid the majority was reversed, and I think 
the total vote was less on the last vote than on the first. 

Mr. REED. I understood the gentleman to say that there was 
a smaller vote. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, as my time is limited, 
I must state this case. so that the responsibility can rest where 
it belongs. The usual resolution was offered here last Saturday. 
There never 
has been an objection to such a resolution. No man here, old or 
young, had ever seen opposition proposed to one; but the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] virtually said to the House, 
‘* You either give that $5,000,000 to the World's Fair, or you do 
not get any appropriation.” And because he could not get the 
five millions, he stopped the other necessary appropriations. 
That is the situation here. 

A MEMBER. That is true. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is true, and the country knows it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And that is the argument of a highway- 
man. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It was the power that he had; and the 
wheels of the Government were stopped because the gentleman 
from Illinois said that unless we gave an unusual, uncalled-for, 
unnecessary appropriation, hitched on as a rider in violation of 
precedent by the Senate of the United States, we should not 
have money to print that luminous, voluminous, and delightful 
document known as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, suppose they had put the foree bill upon 
this bill. [Derisive laughter upon the Republican side.} The 
gentleman from Illinois would have had the same capacity on 
Saturday to say, ‘‘If you do not pass the force bill you shall not 
have any appropriation.” If they had put on a bill making an 
appropriation to build a railroad, he could with the same ap- 
ke do see have said, ‘‘ You will build the railroad or you 
shall not have that appropriation.” That is the situation here, 
and it can not be disguised. Now, why not in a business-like 
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way meet this business situation? Why not make appropriations 
for a period until the two Houses can come together? That is 
what this resolution seeks. That is what the gentleman from 
Indiana is making an effort to do, and yet my friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS] brings out Shakespeare in a most ludicrous 
way and quotes him on Judge HOLMAN. The truth is, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has this morning all the melancholy mad- 
ness of poetry without its inspiration. [Laughter.] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing tothe resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to suspend 
the rules and pass the resolution. 
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The resolution was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor | 


thereof). 
SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House bills and resolutions of 
the following titles; which were read a first and second time, and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 2935) granting an inerease of pension to John Kin- 
ney—to the Committee on Pensions; 

A bill (S. 3109) to amend the act incorporating the Washing- 
ton and Georgetown Railroad Company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2410) to authorize the purchase of the library of his- 
torical manuscripts and printed books belonging to the estate of 
the late George Bancroft—to the Committee on the Library: 


A bill (S. 3117) relating to post traderships—to the Committee | 


on Military Affairs; 

A bill (S. 680) to authorize the purchase of Lawrie’s and Price's 
portraits of Gen. George H. Thomas—to the Committee on the 
Library; 

A bill (S. 2292) to aecept and ratify an agreement made with 
the confederated tribes and bands of Indians occupying the Yak- 
ima Reservation, in the State of Washington, for the extinguish- 
mnt of their title to so much of said reservation as is required 
for the use of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying out the same—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 112) to print and bind 1,000 extra copies 
each of the Drill Regulations for Infantry, Cavalry, and Artil- 
lery—to the Committe on Military Affairs; and 

Concurrent resolution relative to printing 1,000 copies of the re- 
port of the survey made pursuant to the act of March 2, 1891—to 
the Committee on Printing. 


FUNERAL OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CRAIG, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
REILLY] has a resolution respecting the committee appointed to 
attend the funeral of the late Representative Craig, which reso- 
lution the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives is 
hereby authorized and directed to take charge of the funeral of the late Hon. 
Alexander K. Craig, and that all necessary expenses incurred thereby be 
paid out of the contingent funds of the House of Representatives, and that 
the disbursing officer of the Clerk of the House is hereby a to pay the 
same upon the presentation of the proper voucher, approved by him. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. REILLY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Mrs. Laura E. Skeels. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1357) tocompensate Elihu Root for services rendered 
by direction of the Attorney-General; 

A bill (S. 1507) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest: 

A bill (S. 2128) for the relief of John S. Sammis; 

A bill (S. 3013) providing that appointments in staff corps be 
made from the line of the Army: 

A bill (S. 3026) to mark the birthplace of James Madison, 
fourth President of the United States: 

A bill (S. 3042) to provide for leave of absence to certain mem- 
bers of the Grand Army of the Republic during the encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic in the city of Washington, 
D. C., during the month of September, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses; 

A bill (S. 2554) to amend section 6 of an act approved March 3, 
1891, entitled *‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for 
other purposes: ” 

Joint resolution (S. R. 113) providing for the printing of the 
Agricultural Report for 1892; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 114) to continue previsions of a joint 
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resolution approved June 30, 1892, entitled ‘‘A joint resolution 
to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government.” 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolutions: 

Jtesolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. A. K. Craig, late a Representative from the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That a committee of three Senators be appointed by the Vice- 
President to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to attend the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 

And in compliance with the foregoing resolutions, the Vice- 
President had appointed as said committee Mr. CAMERON, Mr. 
CAREY, and Mr. GORMAN. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. KENDALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CLOVER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Coomss, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Lock woop, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CAUSEY, for two days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. WINN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. ANDREW, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House without leaving 
copies the papers in the case of Dabney, Simmons & Co. 

Oa motion of Mr. ANDREW, unanimous consent was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 
Phillip T. Greely, without leaving copies of the same. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
asks leave to extend in the RecoRD his remarks on the report of 
the committee on the investigation of the Pension Office. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I object to the extension of the remarks of 
Mr. ENLOE on the investigation of the Pension Office. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that like leave was granted to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BRostus]. 

Mr. ATKINSON. That being the case, I will withdraw my 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 159) to continue the provisions of existing 
laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint 
resolution and bill of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 159) to continue the provisions of ex- 
isting laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government; and, 

A bill (H. R. 7294) granting pensions to army nurses. 


RECEPTION IN THE ROTUNDA OF THE CAPITOL DURING GRAND 
ARMY ENCAMPMENT. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the resolution recommended by the 
Committee on Military Affairs which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the resolution, which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That per- 
mission is hereby granted to the ladies of Washington to give a reception in 
the Rotunda of the Capitol, September 19, 1892, to the members of theGrand 
Army of the Republic, the Wo nan’s Relief Corps, and all other visiting or- 
ganizations who may attend the national encampment of the Grand Army 
of the Republic in September next. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
is sanctioned by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to incorporate it 
as part of his motion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. By unanimous consent that 
could be done. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion, 


There is an amendment which 


The gentleman can include it in the mo- 


1892. 





The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by adding the following: ; 
* Provided, That such means shall be taken for the protection of the paint- 
ings and the walls of the Rotunda as shall be directed by the Architect of the 
United States Capitol.” 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the resolution as amended. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that, two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the resolution was passed. 


DEDICATION OF THE BUILDINGS OF THE WORLD’S COLUMBIAN 
EXPOSITION. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 


and pass the bill (S. 3394) changing the date for the dedication of 
the buildings of the World’s Columbian Exposition. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the date for the dedication of the buildings of the 
World’s Columbian Exposition is hereby changed from the 12th day of Octo- 
ber, 1892, to the 21st day of October, 1892. 


The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


FORT M’CLARY MILITARY RESERVATION, MAINE. 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, Il move tosuspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H. R. 4844) to authoriz> the Secretary of War to convey 
to school district No. 12, of Kittery, Me., a portion of Fort Mc- 
Clary military reservation, in exchange for other land. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to convey, by proper deed, to school district No. 12, of Kit- 
tery. Me., for school purposes, all the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the following-deseribed part of the military reservation of 
Fort McClary, Me.: Beginning at a point on the westerly side of the new 
road from Portsmouth through the said military reservation 205 feet from 
the intersection of the said new road with the westerly boundary line of said 
military reservation, and running thence in a northwesterly direction, at 
right angles to the said new road, 195 feet, more or iess, tothe westerly bound- 
ary line of said military reservation; thence along said westerly bound 
line in a northerly direction 82} feet, more or less, to high-water line of Bar- 
ters Creek: thence along high-water line of Barters Creek, in a northeasterly 
direction, 17 feet, more or less, to a point atright angles to the said new road 
at a point 75 feet from the place of beginning; thence in a southeasterly di- 
rection, at right angles to the said new road, 247 feet, more or less, to a point 
on the westerly side of the said new road 75 feet from the place of beginning; 
thence along th® westerly side of said newroad, in the southwestly direction, 
%5 feet to the place of beginning; in exchange for a certain lot of ground 
about 64 feet by 62 feet in size, situated on the north side of the line of the old 
road from Portsmouth, within the limits of the said Fort McClary military 
reservation, which was conveyed to the said school district No. 12. by Robert 
G. Safford by deed dated the 4th day of December, 18143, which said deed was 
duly recorded on the 12th day of February, 1844, in the York County, Me , 
registry of deeds. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $900, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of fitting the new site hereby au- 
thorized to be conveyed for the accommodation of the schoolhouse of said 
school district No. 12, and of moving the schoolhouse from its present loca- 
tion to, and of putting up the same on, the said new site, and for the pay- 
ment of the expenses attending the preparation, execution, and recording of 
the title papers necessary to comply with this act, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War: Provided, That the Secretary of War 
shall not execute the deed hereby authorized tobe executed, and that no 
of the money hereby appropriated shall be expended for the purposes 
cated, until the said school district No. 12, of Kittery, b 
shall have executed a sufficient deed conveying to the 
to the lot hereinbefore mentioned. 


art 
. ai- 

3 proper officials, 
hited States the title 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a second. 

The second was considered as ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of section 2 in my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will be recog- 
nized to control the fifteen minutes in favor of the proposition, 
and the gentleman from Indiana fifteen minutes in opposition 
to it. The gentleman from Indiana asks that as part of his re- 
marks the second section be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the sum of #900, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of fitting the new site hereby author- 
ized to be conveyed for the accommodation of the schoolhouse of said schoo! 
district No. 12, and of moving the schoolhouse from its present location to, 
and of putting up the same on the said new site, and for the paymentof the 
expenses attending the aa. execution, and recording of the title pa- 
pers necessary to comply with this act, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War: Provided, That the Secretary of War shall not ex- 
ecute the deed hereby authorized to be executed, and that no part of the 
money hereby appropriated shall be expended for the purposes indicated un- 
til the said school district No. 12, of Kittery, by its proper officials, shall have 


executed a sufficient deed conveying to the United States the title to the lot 
hereinbefore mentioned. 


Mr. HOLMAN. There was some confusion, so that [ could 
not hear the reading of the bill. I ask the reading of all of it, 
as it is not very long. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire from what committee this 
bill comes? 

Mr. REED. From the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Letus hear the reading of the amendment 
which the committee suggested. I believe the gentleman from 
Maine stated that he wanted to pass the bill as introduced. I 
would like the gentleman from Indiana to yield enough time to 
me for the purpose of having read the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The second section was again read. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I think, if I can have the attention 
of the House for a moment 

Mr. HOLMAN. [understand that the Committee on Military 
Affairs, Mr. Speaker, reported that bill back reeommending an 
amendment, to strike out the second section of the bill. J under- 
stand that the motion is to suspend the rules and pass this bill 
as it was originally introduced, excluding the second section. 

Mr. REED. That is it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I hope the House will not do that. | 
see nothing in the statement that justifies the appropriation of 
that money. 

Mr.REED. Mr. Speaker,I have nodoubt the gentleman from 
Indiana, when he understands the facts, will not urge the Ho's» 
to take the course henow suggests. I am authorized by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to say that upon examination of the ease 
the committees recommend the passage of the bill without the 
amendment, and upon my stating the facts to the House it will 
become perfectly clear that the bill ought to pass without the 
amendment. 

[t seems that the United States Government purchased a mili- 
tary reservation, to which it obtained title from Robert Saf- 
ford. The district attorney informed the officers of the Govera- 
ment that the title was good. It turns out that this school cis- 
trict was entitled to a lot which was within the boundaries of 
the reservation. A schoolhouse was on it. They had a perfec! 
deed and have it to this day. Military exigencies required the 
schoolhouse to be moved. Sometime shortly after 1861 the school- 
house was moved to the junction of two roads, where it has re- 
mained until the present day. The disadvantage of the location 
avises from the fact that the playground of the children is the 
common highway. Theschool district and the military authori- 
ties have made an arrangement whereby this school shall be 
transferred to another portion of the military reservation, a por- 
tion which is satisfactory, by way of exchange, and they have 
estimated that it will cost $900 to make the change of position. 
The military officers regard that as a reasonable sum, and the 
bill guards against any expenditure beyond that sum, and also 
guards against even the expenditure of that sum unless it sha!! 
prove to be necessary. 

The situation may then be summed up inafew words. The 
United States has possession of the property of this school dis- 
trict on which the citizens have aright again to put this sehoo!- 
house. The citizens have a claim against the United States for 
the removal of this schoolhouse from property belonging to the 
school district. The military authorities and the sehool dis- 
trict are willing to compromise the matter by substituting a lot 
which the Government does not want for a lot whieh the Govern- 
ment does want, and simply reéstablish the school in the eondi- 
tion in which it was before. These facts were not understood 
by the committee when the bill was first passed upon by it; but 
upon explanation being made to them, they became satisfied 
that it was a proper thing to do; and if the House should become 
| satisfied that way, why the school district will be gratified: if 
it does not, I personally care nothing about it, except as a mat- 
ter which concerns some of my constituents. 

in order that this matter may not rest upon my statement [ 
refer to a letter from Thomas Lincoln Casey, brigadier-general 
and Chief of Engineers, in which he says: 

No objection is known to the passage of the bill, and its approval by the 
Secretary of War is recommended. 





On the third page of the report will be found a further state- 
ment by the same authority: 

It is estimated that the sum of 3900, proposed to be appropriated by the 
bill, will be sufficient to defray the expenses attending the exchange of land. 
the removal of the schoolhouse, and the locating of the same upon the new 
site. * 

In other words, what this House is called upon to do is simple 
justice to the school district which is referred to in the bill. 
With this statement of the facts [submit the matter to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand the report 
made to this House from the Committee on Military Affairs by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
4844) to authorize the Secretary of War to convey to school district No. 12, 
of Kittery, Me., a portion of Fort McClary military reservation, in exchange 
tor other land. have considered the same and do report as follows: 

A similar bill was favorably reported from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs of the Fifty-tirst Congress. in which the opinion was expressed that 


| the proposed exchange of land held, but not owned, by the school district 
| for some held by the Government, but owned by the school district, would 
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be advantageous both to the United States and the school district. This 
view is concurred in by your committ°e and meets the approval of the War 
Department. 

he facts are fully set forth in the accompanying papers, herewith at- 
tached, and made a part of this report. 

It is obvious, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that all the facts which 
have been referred to were known to the committee at the time 
they made this report. Now follows the conclusion of the com- 
mittee: 

Your committee report the bill back with an amendment, striking out all 
of section 2, and as so amended recommend that the bill do pass. 


That is tosay, the Committee on Military Affairs, through the | 


gentleman from Wisconsin {[Mr. MITCHELL], a very able gentle- 
man, very competent to pass upon such questions as this—I do 
not now see him present—reports that the exchange provided 
for in the first section of the bill would be beneticial, but that 
the second section ought to be stricken out. Now, it is for the 
House to determine whether in the face of the report of its com- 
mittee it will appropriate this sum of $900, when in the judg- 
ment of the committee which examined the subject that appro- 
priation ought not to be made. I submit that gentlemen should 
at least allow the Committee on Military Affairs a further op- 
portunity of considering this subject before making this appro- 
priation. 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, it was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof. 

PAYMENT FOR PAVEMENTS, LINCOLN, NEBR. 


Mr. BRYAN. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9347) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the city of Lincoln, Nebr., one-half the cost of constructing pave- 
ments in front of the public square owned by the United States Govern- 
ment in said city. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the city of Lincoln, Nebr., 
one-half of the cost of constructing pavements in front of the public square 
in said city, known as ‘* Postoffice Square,’”’ and owned and occupied by the 
Government of the United States, said pavements having been heretofore 
constructed; and to make said payments there is hereby appropriated. out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $11,519.30, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on seconding the motion to 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous cons:nt that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the second will 
be regarded as ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not know thatI correctly caught the 
reading of this bill; but if I did, it proposes to pay for pavements 
in front of a public building or public square in Lincoln, Nebr. 
If so, it appears to me to be a new departure in our legislation. 
I ask the gentleman from Nebraska[Mr. BRYAN] to give us some 
explanation. 

Mr. BRYAN. 
bill is to repay the city of Lincoln one-half the cost of paving 
the streets around the public square. The Government of the 
United States received as a gift the block of ground upon which 
the public building is situated. This ground unimproved is now 
worth twic2 the value of the improvements put upon it. In the 
State of Nebraska, when we pave our streeis, we assess the cost 
against the holders of lots abutting upon the streets—one-half to 
the property holderson each side. I have anaffidavit here from 
the mayor of our city, the treasurer, and the engineer, showing 
the total costof this paving and the amount which has been paid 
by the people whoown land facing the public square. We simply 
ask in this bill that the cost—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. What was the cost? 

Mr. BRYAN. The amount is stated in the bill—something 
over $11,000 altogether. 

i ought to state that our streets are, most of them, 100 feet 
wide; one of these streets is 120 feet wide. Therefore the cost 
of paving is greater than for narrower streets. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I would like to inquire whether this is 
for paving the sidewalks or for paving the streets? 

Mr. BRYAN. It is for paving the streets. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Has any appropriation of this kind been 
made before? 

Mr. BRYAN. There has been—at this session. Not more 
than two weeks ago the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
BUNN] introduced and we passed here a bill for an exactly simi- 
lar appropriation. It is also true that a few years ago—I can 
not give the exact daie—provision was made for paving a part 
— way around the public building in the city of Indianap- 
olis. 

Mr. LOUD. Why should not the Government repay an out- 
lay of this kind? 


Mr. Speaker, I will state that the objectof this | 





Mr. MCMILLIN. Has it been the custom prior to this Con- 
gres; to make appropriations of this kind? 
Mr. BRYAN. It was not in this Congress that the appropri- 
' ation for Indianapolis was made. 
' Mr.McMILLIN. If appropriations of this kind have been 
customary, I suppose there will be no objection in this case. 
| Mr. BRYAN. We not only have a precedeat, but the’ claim 
is just, 
| Mr. DOCKERY. So far as my information goes, I believe the 
custom has uniformly been to decline to make a»pvopriations of 
_thiskind. I know that such was the case in re!atioa to the pub- 
| lic building at St. Joseph, Mo. (the gentleman who rep-esents 
that district will verify my statement), and «ls with reference 
to the public building at St. Louis. [ think the policy of declin- 
ing to pay this class of claims has ob!ained for many years in 
this House. 
Mr. ROCKWELL. When was this paving done; since the 
building was erected? 
| Mr. BRYAN. Oh, yes; and the value of the land belonging to 


the Government has been largely increased by te paving round it. 
| It is upon that theory that property is increased in vaiue by im- 

provements of this kind that we assess the cost 0° street paving 

against the abutting property. I can not see any reason, Mr. 
Speake", why the Government of the United States, which has 
| recsived the gift of this property in the city of Lincoln, should 
| not contribute, a3 the citizens of Lincoln Jo, toward payment for 
| an improvement which has enhanced the value of the property. 
| I have here a statement from the mayor of the city giving the 
| details; and I have also a diagram showing the position of the 
ground and for what paving the city advanced the money. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whom does the Speaker recognize to control 
the time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] in favor of the motion, and will 
recognize the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] iu oppo- 
sition. 

Mr. BLANCEARD rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] be recognized; I do not care to control the 
time. 

The SPEAKER. Buta part of the time has been used. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask to be recognized for the remain- 
| der of the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana is recoz- 

| nized. 
| Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I thought the Chair would 
recognize some gentleman in opposition. 

me es Is the gentieman from Louisiana opposed to 

the bill? 
| The SPEAKER. The rule provides that the Chair must rec- 
ognize some gentleman in opposition. 
| Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam opposed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Louisiana to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the Government of the 
United States is engaged in the construction of a number of pub- 
lic buildings at various cities and towns throughout the country, 
and we have already in other towns and cities a large numbsr of 
buildings constructed and in use. Prior to this Congres; I never 
heard of any proposition being made that the Government should 
contribute money for the purpose of paving or improving the 
streets in front of public buildings. Now, it is a dangerous prec- 
edent to establish, and if this bill be passed and the precedent 
is thereby set, every town and city in the United States that has 
| a public building now, or which will have one in the future, will 
' come to Congress for the purpose of obtaining money to pave 
| the streets in front of such structures. It will cost in the long 

run millions of dollars; and right now, when this thing shows its 
head almost for the first time, it should be crushed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to ask if it is not a fact that these 
buildings, while they are erected for the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment, yet are erected mainly for the convenience of the peo- 
ple of the city or of the vicinity in which they are located? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir; the gentleman is correct. 
Everyone knows that no public building is erected in any town 
or city except at the earnest request of the people of such town 
or city. And I submitthatwhe. the United States Government 
gives heed to such demand, and such a structure is erected in a 
given town or city, it is just as little as such town orcity should 
do to pave the streets itself, and not come as amendicant to Con- 
gress for money to be appropriated for such purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Besides, Congress has no control ove” suck 
an appropriation. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. And, assuggested by the gentleman from 


Indiana, this is money over the expenditure of which Congress | 


has no control whatever. The money will be appropriated and 
will be expended pursuant tothe reguiations of such city or town 
where the work of paving the streets is going on. 

If it be true that one such appropriation has passed already at 


thissession of Congr-ssit is one toomany; and now, whenanother | 


is urged, a halt should be called, and no further committal of 
Congress to such extravagance should bs tolerated. 


I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from New Jersey | 


[Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I remember 
when [I first came to Congress—the Forty-ninth Congress—this 
question came up for consideration, and there was a line of pol- 
icy adopted then, under the leadership of the late Mr. Randall, 
at that time chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, which 
prescribed that none of these bills should be paid by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. To my personal knowledge, from 
that time down to the present Congress, that same line of policy 
has been pursued, and no such bil! has passed this House until, 
as | am told, during the present session one or two found their 
way through. What would be the result of a different rule it 
would be difficult to determine; and with the gentleman from 
Louisiana I must say that it seems to me when the Government 
of the United States erects a handsome building, and it gen>r- 
ally does, in a city or town, that city or town should be content 
to keep the streets about it paved at its own expense. I know 
in my own city we have done the paving around ours for our- 
selves, and not a cent was ever asked of the Government. It 
has never paid any money for it, and we do not expect any. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. [yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, some reference has been made 
to precedents, and the case of Indianapolis has beencited. In 
the Forty-fourth Congress a claim in favor of that city for this 
purpose was brought before the Committee on Appropriations 
during the second session. I had the honor to be the chairman 
of the committee at that time: and the committee unanimously 
rejected itas a bill that the Government ought not to pay. If 
it was paid afterwards—and I went out of Congress at the close 
of that term and was absent for four years—if it was paid after- 
wards, it was done in the interval during my absence; for [know 
the Committee on Appropriations was unanimous in its opinion 
that it would be a dangerous work to enter upon, the Govern- 
ment being entirely at the mercy, as to charges, of the town or 
city in which the public building was erected. If there was a 
law authorizing it under proper conditions, under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of Var, or the Chiefof Engineers, why, 
well and good; but no person has ever proposed such a law, and 
no such law can pass. 

Now, I admit that at this session, without anyboJly noticing it, 
the gentleman from North Carolina |Mr. BUNN] brought in a 
bill appropriating $700. As I entered the door, the Chair was 
announcing the vote, and the measure went through and went to 
the Senate. What has been its fate there I do not know; but I 
hope, gentlemen, you will not enter upon this. It involves the 
expenditure of hundreds of thousands of dollars: and as my at- 
tention was called by the gentleman from New York |Mr. 
'TRACEY] to the fact, in most of the de2ds made to the Govern- 
ment, there is an express stipulation that the Government is not 
to bear any expenses of paving and putting the grounds around 
the building in proper condition and repair. It may not be the 
ease af Lincoln. I suppose it is not, for that was a gift to the 
Government: but it is certainly the case generally, according to 
the recollection of my friend from New York |Mr. TRAcEy]. 
Am I not correct in that? 

Mr. TRACEY. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I hope, under these circumstances, we will 
not begin this. There are a large body of these claims pending 
before the Committee on Claims, many of which, unfortunately, 
have been reported. Here is the enormous sum of $11,000 for 
pavements; and when you consider the multitude of your public 
buildings, and that you are at the mercy of every town and city 
in the country, why certainly I hope you will not establish this 


precedent. 1 wish to say that [ would do anything personally | 


which I could consistently do to promote any measure that my 
friend from Nebraska would bring forward. 

Mr. BRYAN. It would pleas? me more if the gentleman would 
not oppose this measure. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY]. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, the subject embodied in this | 


bill has bean informally discussed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and I do not agree with the gentleman 
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as much the duty of the Government to provide proper facilities 
for exjt and entry to its buildings as itis to provide the build- 
ings themselves; but the principal difficulty we find in these 
matters is that in many Stateslike Nebraskaand Missouri, under 
_ the charters of cities, and s»metimes under the constitutions of 
| th» States themselves, the city governments are limited and re- 
stricted concerning thes» matters of pavements. They can only 
pa-e their stre>ts by ass°ssments upon adjoining property, and 
all the costof the pavement isapportioned according to the front 
footing of the property owae! by individuals and by the public; 
and no right exists in the municipality itself to expend out of 
its general fund one single cent for the paving of streets. There- 
fove. in the case of cities like Lin-oln, where such laws exist, it 
puts them in this position, that they can pave the portions of 
thei" streets that are not abutted upon by public buildingsat the 
expense of the property-owners, but are absolutely powerless to 
pave those po-ctions of streets which surround publie buildings: 
aid there is not a municipal officer of one of those cities who 
would dare to make the expenditure, because he would lay him- 
self liable to criminal prosecution if he expended any money for 
any such purpose. F ; 

Mr. BRYAN. Lreserve the balane? of my time until the op- 
position us> theirs. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. How much time have [ remaining? 

Tne SPEAKER. Two minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the beautiful city on the 
banks of the Missouri, which honors itself by sending my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY! here as its Representative, is just 








erection by the Federal Government of a handsome and costly 
public building; and I presume my friend, in his remarks just 
now in advocacy of the bill of the gentleman from Nebraska| Mr. 
BRYAN], was but paving the way for a future street-paving con- 
tract by the Government at Kansas City. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Why do you not ask us to repaint and re- 
pair your buildings? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is quite sufficient if the Government 
of the United States constructs and otherwis> improves the 
sidewalks along the front of its public buildings. That is all 
that should b> required of the Government. It should not be 
asked to go beyond the sidewalks, out into the streets, and pave 
the latter. If there be citiesand towns, as stated by the gentle- 
man, that have not the authority to raise money by general tax- 
ation for the purpose of paving streets in front of public build- 
ings erected by the General Government, the sooner such towns 
or cities change their municipal laws in this respect the better 
for them. 

Mr. BRYAN. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes. 

Mr. BRYAN. Our people only ask what isfair. Why should 
the United States, owning its property, ask the people of the city 
of Lincoln or the people of any other city to enhance the value 
| of that properiy by paving around it? Individuals are com- 
| pelled to pay for the improvement of their property: why should 
the Government seek to avoid a similar liability? 
| My friend here, who opposes this bill, has suggested that it is 
wrong to assess the cost of paving against the property. [ will 
call his attention to the fact that in Nebraska, as in most of the 
| States of the Unicn, the pavement of the streets is not paid for 
by general taxation, but by local assessment. Now, the sugges- 
| tion has been made that the United States has no control over 
the laying of the pavement. The United States is not assessed 
for anything that the people th>mselves are not assessed for, 
and it is not to be supposed that they are going to put down a 
pavement that is going to be injurious to them. Why can not 
the United States take its chance with these people? We have 
| the capitol of the State there, we have a United States court 
and a custom house there, besides the post-office, which pays a 
large amount of revenue to the Government over and above the 
expense of running the office. 

We do notask the passage of this bill because the people of 
Nebraska have no other way of getting a 'ederal appropriation— 
the reason given by some for the river and harbor bill—but we 
ask it as a matter of justice. We are not establishing a prece- 
dent: the precedent has already been established. It is true that 
| the Committee on Appropriations has opposed similar bills, but 
| this House is larger than the Committee on Appropriations. It 

has passed, on two instances at least, bills like this, for the very 
| same purpose, though for smaller sums, and [ ask, Mr. Speaker, 
why this House should discriminate against this bill for the city 
| of Lincoln? Certainly our city is as d°serving as others which 
have been aided, and I beg the House to give this bill favorable 
| consideration. 
| [Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. DINGLEY. Has the gentleman from Louisiana used all 











from Indiana, or those who oppose this bill. I believe it is just | his time? 


now enjoying the realization, pleasing to its citizens, of thé 


cee ness, 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, have I any time? 

The SPEAKER. The time is exhausted. The question ison 
the motion of the gentleman from Nebraska to suspend the rules 
and pass this bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 44, noes 56. 

TheSPEAKER. Two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof, 
the rules are not suspended, and the bill is not passed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the sundry civil ‘av- 
propriation bill. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Pending that I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 


I send to the Clerk’s desk an article in the 


cerning it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
|The Washington Post, July 29, 1892.] 
BE CONSISTENT, GENTLEMEN. 


A number of distinguished gentlemen whoare now engaged in a boisterous | 


filibuster to prevent the passage of the amendment to the sundry civil bill 
making an appropriation for the Columbian Exposition are very vehement 
in letting it be known that their opposition is based upon what they are 
pleased to term ‘‘constitutional grounds.”’ If they be honest in giving their 
reasons for their opposition to the pending bill it is fair to assume they 
never have and never will vote for such an appropriation. Of course there is 
no way of determining what they will do now or in the future, but, so far as 
the past is concerned, some of them are on record. Among the names of 
those opposing the pending bill to grant aid to the Chicago Fair we find the 
following: BLANCHARD, COBB, DOCKERY, FORNEY, MCMILLIN, MUTCHLER, 
OATES, and WISE. 

On February 27, 1885, which was in the second session of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, Mr. Horr of Michigan offered an amendment to the sundry civil 
bill, which read, as follows: 

* For the purpose of aiding the World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial 
Exposition, now being held in the city of New Orleans, in the State of Louis- 
jana, not to exceed the sum of $300,000, or$0 much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to be made immediately available, to be used firstin payment of the 
indebtedness now outstanding of said exposition which is due persons, firms, 
or corporations living and doing business outside the State of Louisiana, in- 
cluding dues to foreigners or foreign nations, and such as are due to States 
and Territories from said exposition. 

* Secondly, in payment of all premiums heretofore awarded, or which 
shall be awarded. [The remainder of the amendment provided for its ex- 
penditure by the Secretary of the Treasury, etc.]"’ 

The RECORD shows among those voting for the amendment, which was 
passed, the following names: BLANCHARD, COBB of Alabama, DOCKERY, 
FORNEY, MCMILLIN, MUTCHLER, OATES, WISE. 

In all fairness, we insist that no constitutional objection can be raised 
against the pending appropriation that would not apply to the appropria- 
tion to pull the New Orleans exposition out of a hole. In no sense could 
ihat exposition be compared to the proposed one at Chicago as a national 
affair. 

It is possible, however, that great constitutional expounders may change 
their minds; but when they do, they should be frank enough to say so. 


Mr. DUNGAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
guiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNGAN. Is it properly a matter of personal privilege 
to answer a charge made against a gentleman years back on a 
matter that did not take place during this Congress? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the article. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I submit to my friend that the vote given 
was ina past Congress, but it has reference to an appropriation 
proposed by this Congress, and concerning my present action. 
‘That is the bearing it has. 

Mr. DUNGAN. Then that is all right. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I shall be very brief, for those 
whohave known me here know that I have never in my life be- 
fore risen to a question of personal explanation; and I would not 
now but for the fact that it is sought to make it appear that [am 
acting inconsistently concerning the proposition pending in the 
House relative to the Exposition. [ think this correction is 
proper in view of other action which I may take in connection 
with business pending in the Committee on Ways and Means and 
in the House. 

One would suppose, Mr. Speaker, from that article that I fa- 
vored the appropriation to the exposition at New Orleans; and 
that is the correction which I wish tomake. Ididnot, and voted 
against it. On page 2212 of the Recorp of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, second session, in the proceedings of February 26, is 
found the provision which the original sundry civil bill con- 
tained, making an appropriation for the exposition at New Or- 
leans. That was in this language: 

WORLD'S INDUSTRIAL AND COTTON CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


For further aid to the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposi- 
tion, $300,000, the same to be immediately available, and to be used first in 
liquidating the indebtedness now outstanding of said exposition, preference 
being given to such debts as constitute a lien upon the buildings and ma- 
chinery on the exposition grounds; said sum to be disbursed under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


_ Mr. Horr of Michigan offered as a substitute for what I have 
just read the proposition that has been read by the Clerk, and 
which was copied in the Post. It will be observed that the sub- 


| stitute proposed provided that debts due to States, with some 


others, should be a prior lien to other debts. I favored it on 
that ground, thinking it was just; and thinking that if anything 


| was to be appropriated that that was the fair way to doit. [ 
| voted for Mr. Horr’s proposed substitute for the original proposi- 


tion which I have justread. It wasadopted. Then, the gentle- 


| man from New York, Mr. Potter, as is shown by the RECORD on 
| page 2249, moved to strike out the amended proposition which 


| out the amended proposition. 





| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 





| 
| 


had been inserted on motion of Mr. Horr of Michigan, and I, not 
being in favor of an appropriation, voted for his motion to strike 
The RecorD shows that fact. 
Then, on page 2250, the House failing to strike that out, the 
RECORD shows that [ voted against the whole appropriation, and 
also against the appropriation bill that contained it. 

This much I have thought it not improper to state now, in 


Mr. ( C order to set myself right and to show tl s he entire 
Washington Post, and desire to make a very brief statement con- | : y aero siacseiglameiaenii nine: iecaminamaln 


appropriation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee say that that appropriation for the New Orleans Ex- 
position was contained in the sundry civil bill in the Forty- 
eighth Congress? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Itwag contained in one of the appropriation 
bills, and I think that was the one. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I rise to a question of personal ex- 
planation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. COBB] 
rises to @ personal explanation. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I would not do so, Mr. Speaker, but 
for the fact that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
has done it. My name is mentioned in the same connection as 
having voted as he voted. I simply want to say that I was not 
in that Congress at all. I first came here in the Fifticth Con- 
gress, and, of course, had nothing todo with the vote in question. 
The gentleman whose name is upon the record and has been 
taken for mine was undoubtedly Mr. Thomas R. Cobb, of Indiana, 
who voted, I believe the RECORD shows, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] did. I may add that the Post cor- 
rected the matter so fay as I was concerned, but, inasmuch as 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] brought the 
matter up here I thought I would make this statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the vote on that question hav- 
ing been at this moment called to my attention, I observe that I 
also voted with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
to strike out the provision carrying $300,000 for the New Orleans 
Exposition. The statement of the Washington Post is there- 
fore at variance with the facts, and was doubtless made under a 
misapprehension of the situation. 


RELIEF FOR OVERFLOW SUFFERERS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker,I rose a moment ago to call up 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, but [ hold in my hand a bill 
which I have been directed to report from the Committee on 
Appropriations, a bill which is of a quasi public character, and 
I would be glad if the Chair would recognize me to ask for action 
upon it first. ; ; 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $50,000, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
for the relief of the indigent sufferers by the overflow of the Black and Oua- 
chita Rivers, in the State of Louisiana, and their tributaries. 

SrEc. 2. That the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of War and the governor of the State of Louisiana, 
in the purchase of food supplies and plant seed to be distributed among the 
indigent and suffering people in the region described in section 1, and who 
have been reduced to want by the overflow of the present year. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to suspend the rules and pass that 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. KILGORE and Mr. CHARLES W. STONE demanded a 
second. 

MMe. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered, so that there may be an ex- 
planation of our constitutional right to make this appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr.Speaker, is it in order to ask unanimous 
consent to make a statement before the motion is put for a sec- 
ond? 

The SPEAKER. That would be unusual, of course, but-—— 

Mr. BOATNER. I ask leave of the House to make a brief 
statement with reference to this matter. 
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The SPEAKER. There will be fifteen minutes on each side 
after a second is ordered. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Is it in order to make a motion 
to amend the motion already made by substituting certain pro- 
visions for the first section of the bill, a motion similar to the 
motion made by the gentleman from Alahi . WHEELER] 
in relation to the measure first considered this morning? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that this, being the first Monday in the month, is 
what is known as individual suspension day. On this day the 
Speaker may recognize any member to move to susp md the 
rules to pass a bill, but the bill must be considered just as it is 
presented. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. If the Speaker will allow me, 
my recollection is that the gentleman from free [Mr. 
WHEELER] moved to suspend the rules and pass the joint reso- 
lution with reference to the reception in the Rotunda with a 
certain amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 

Mr.CHARLES W.STONE. Now, [desire to move an amend- 
ment in this case 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania| Mr. 
CHARLES W. STONE] is not making this motion to suspend the 
rules. If the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN],who moves 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill, chooses, he can amend or 
chanve it, but no other gentleman can. Upon the question of 
ordering a second the Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE|and the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HOL- 
MAN}. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the tellers consent that the vote 
be announced. 

The SPEAKER. 
noes 29. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move acall of the house. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 32 
noes 37. 

So the call of the House was refused. 

Mr. BOATNER. Can TI ask the yeas and nays on seconding 
the demand that | have made? 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that the second shall be 
taken by tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there any other motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw oi motion to 
suspend the rules. There is nothing in order but a call of the 
House, or to adjourn when there is no quorum. 

Mr. BOATNER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
24, noes 49. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was -adopted: there being on a division—ayes 73, 
noes 22. . 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the followine mem- 
bers failed to answer: 





The tellers report on this question ayes 49, 


Abbott, Clover, Hoar, Page, R.I 
Alderson, Cobb, Ala Hooker. Miss. Page. Md 
Allen, Cockran, Hooker, N. Y. Pattison, Ohio ~ 
Amerman, Cogswell, Hopkins, Pa. Patton, 
Andrew, coe, Huff, Payne, 
Arnold, Coolidge, Johnson, Ohio Peel, 

Bacon, Coombs, Johnstone. S.C. Pendleton, 
Bartine,' Cowles, Jones, Pierce, 
Belden, Cox, N. Y. Kem, Post. 
Belknap, Cox, Tenn. Kendall, Powers, 
Bergen, Curtis, Ketcham, Quackenbush 
Bland, Cutting, Kyle, Randail 
Blount, Dalzell, Lagan, Rayner, 
Boutelle, Dolliver, Lawson, Va. Reyburn, 
Bowers, Donovan, Layton, Richardson, 
Brawley, Dunphy, Lewis, Rife, 
Brickner, Elliott, Little, Robertson, La. 
Brosius, Enochs, Livingston, Robinson, Pa. 
Brown, Fitch, Lodge, Rusk, 
Brunner, Fithian, Lynch, Russell, 
Buchanan, Va. Funston, Magner, Sanford, 
Bullock, Fyan, Mansur, Scott, 

Bunn, Gantz, McAleer, Scuil, 
Bunting, Geary, McKinney, Seerley, 
Burrows, Gillespie, Miller, Shively 
Bynum, Gorman, Milliken, Simpson, 
Campbell, Greenleaf. Mitchell, Snodgrass, 
Capehart, Grout, Moore, Springer, 
Caruth, Hamilton, Morse, Stahlnecker. 
Castle, Harmer, Moses, Stevens, 
Catchings, Fearter Newberry, Stockdale, 
Cate, Hatch, | Norton, Stone, Ky. 
Causey, Haugen, O'Donnell, Storer, 
Cheatham, Heard, O' Ferrall, Sweet, 
Chapin, Hemphill, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, Ill. 


Henderson, T11. Otis. 
Herbert, Outhwaite. 


Clancy, 


Taylor, : 
Clark, Wyo. ylor, Tenn 


Taylor, E. B. 
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Taylor, J. D. Walken Whitin Wolverton 
Taylor, V.A Warwick Willcox Youmans 
Terry, Washington Williams, Mass 

Tillman, Watson Wilson, Ky 

Tracey Weadocl Wilson, Was! 

Tucker Wever Winn 


The SPEAKER. One hundred and fifty-nine members have 
answered to their names: not aquorum. ~ 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 62, 
noes 24; and accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 11 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a private bill was rep we ‘d from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, delivered to the Clerk. and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follow s: 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 9552) for the relief of Helen 
Larned. (Report No. 2116.) 


BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule-X XII, 2 resolution of the fo 
was introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A resolution to reimburs:s the Journal 

Clerk of the House for amanuensis and similar work actually 

paid for—to the Committee on Accounts. 


llowing title 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of th 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. GO% )DNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9690 granting a pension 
to Samuel McIntire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 9691) for the relief of the estate of 
Henry McDuell, late of W ashing ton County, Md.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 9692) for the relief of H. 
H. Johns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9693) for the relief of Benjamin Franklin 
Vernum—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 9694) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Augustine Hoppee—to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9695) granting 
an honorable discharge to Jesse Roberts—to the Committee on 

Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9696) for the relief of the estate of Alfred Ham- 
brick, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committe: 
on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill H. R. 9697) for the relief of John H. 
Betts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


following 
9 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were luid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of W. C. Houghand 7 others, 
of Dudenville, Mo., against Sunday legislation concerning the 
World’s Fair—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Expo- 
sition. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Evidence to accompany bill granting 

a pension to Samuel McIntire, of Tracy, Barren County, Ky. 
jo a Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. HEARD: Petition of Amanda Dinwiddie, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Protest of 54 citizens of Oneco, Ill., against 





| closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee 


on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Encamp- 
ment No. 47, Union Veteran Legion, of Williamsport, Pa., re- 
monstrating against the removal ‘of charges of desertion, except 
upon evidence ‘that the case is a just and meritorious one—to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of Knoxville, 


|Tenn., against imposing conditions in appropriating for the 


World's Fair that the Fair shall be closed or opened on Sunday— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. McKAIG: Three petitions of citizens of Maryland; one 
of 27 citizens, the second of 16, and the third of 10; all praying 
for the enactment of a law by Congress subjecting oleomargarine 
to the provisions of laws of the several States—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Cumberland County, Md., 
| asking for the passage of House bill 401—to the Comimttee on the 
Judiciary. 


ereyes. 
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By Mr. LIND: Petition of F. J. Porter and 65 other citizens 
of Minnesota, praying for the pas-age of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States that no State shall pass any 
law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, eight petitions of citizens of Minnesota, as follows: the 


j 
! 


| time I shall 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to state that within a short 
present the views of the minority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The printing of the report in 
this case will be suspended until the views of the minority shall 


| be filed. 


petition of M. Leatherman and 70 others: of H. P. Jenson and | 


% others: of Almeda Southworth and 3 others; of C. H. Sandairs 
and 39 others; of Johan Grundst and 2others; of D. Alnay and 17 
others: of W. C. Pruett and 2 others; and of F. Frantz and oth- 


1 


ers; all protesting against Sunday legislation—to the Select | 
| was referred the bill (H. R. 1044) to correct the military record of 


Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Aiso, petitions of citizens of Minnesota, as follows: The petition 
of Jacob Sangers and 26 others, of Murray County;of H. Dickey 
and 33 others, of Pipestone County; John Jackson and 29 others, of 


Jackson County: E. P. Davis and 22 others, of Blue Earth County; | 


J. . Bowen and 23 others, of Blue Earth County; Frank A. Wilds 
and 24 others,of Blue Earth County; William Wichman and 43 
others, of Lyon County: Frederick Halsavann and 39 others, 
of Martin County; F. E. Sanders and 19 others, of Martin 
County; Frank Livermore and 31 others, of Martin County: J. 


H, Cornell and 56 others, of Blue Earth County: B. S. La | 


Grange aud 25 others, of Nobles County: W. D. Hill 
others. of Martin County: William Heiley and 39 others. of Lin- 
coln County; Alexander P. Gray and 11 others, of Lincoln 


and 36 | 


County: Joseph H. Porter and 25 others, of Lyon County; M. S. | 
Fawcett and “i others, of Lyon County; G. T. Gee and 62 others, 


of Lyon County; John Ritchie and 11 others, of Lyon County; 
Fritz Schu'dt and 44 others, of Jackson County: L. AJson and 27 
others. of Pipestone County; Basil Smout and 43 others, of Fari- 
bault County; J. H. Parker and 60 others, of Pipestone County; 
and R. D. Hubbard and 78 others, of Blue Earth County; all pro- 
testing against the removal of the duty on barley—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Resolutions of Martha Washington As- 
sembly, 483, of the Knights of Labor, of Leadville, Colo., against 
closing the World’s Fair on Sugday—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 2, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buruer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a resolution of the Society 
of ttobert Emmet, of Los Angeles, Cal., in regard to the imprison- 
ment in England of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, and praying that 
steps be taken for his release; which was referred to the Com- 
mittes on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of citizens of Goshen, Elk- 
hart County, Ind., remonstrating against the sale or manufac- 
ture of cigarettes in the United States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a resolution adopted at a regular 
meeting of the Society of Robert Emmet, held in their hall in 
the city of Los Angeles, Cal., on the 22d day of July, 1892, favor- 
ing certain action on the part of Congress looking to the relief 
of Dr. Thomas Gallagher, a citizen of the United States and a 
resident of Brooklyn, N. Y., now held in prison in England. I 
move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

RiPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3594) for the relief of 
the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, in the State of 
Wisconsin, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). 
bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2977) for the 
relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, in the State of Wis- 
consin, to report adversely thereon. Iask thatthe bill be placed 
on the Calendar. ‘The Senator from Michigan [Mr. STock- 
BRIDGE] desires to submit the views of the minority upon this 
bill, and [ hope that right will be reserved to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


The 


= saris 
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| I give notic> 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [ move that certain hearings taken 
by the subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Affairs on this 
question be printed as a document. It has been printed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs for the use of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 


Jesse C, Taylor, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR EPHRAIM K. WILSON. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution from the 
House of Representatives, reported it without amendment, and 
it was consicered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Houze of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Ephraim 
King Wilson, late a Senator from the State of Maryland, 8,090 copies, which 
shall include 50 copies, to be bound in full morocco, to be delivered to the 
family of the deceased, and of those remaining 2,600 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, and 5,350 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to have engraved and printed a 
portrait of the said {phraim King Wilson to accompany said eulogies. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


LT have been requested by the Senator from 
New York !Mr. HiILu] to ask for him a leave of absence during 
the remainder of this session. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request will be granted if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 


M:. GORMAN. 


REFERENCE OF APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: ; 
Reso'ecad, Th vt the various appropriation bills shall be referred to the com- 


Miitees as fu.lows: 

To the Comittee on Appropriations: The bills for legislative, executive, 
and , udicial expenses, for sundry civil expenses, for pensions, and for all de- 
ticiencies: 

To the Committee on Agriculture: The bill for the Agricultural Depart- 
ment; 

‘lo the Committee on Foreign Relations: The consular and diplomatic 
bill; 

‘lo the Committee on Military Affairs: The bill for the military establish- 
ment. including the Military Academy; 

To the Committee on Naval Affairs: The bill for the naval establishment; 

To the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; The Post-Office appro- 
priation bill; | 

To the Committee on Indian Affairs: The bill for Indians and Indian 
tribes: 

ro the Committee on Commerce: The bill for rivers and harbors; 

‘To the Committee on Coast Defenses: The fortifications bill; and 

‘To the Committee on the Listrict of Columbia: The bill making appropri- 
ations for the District. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the resolution lie on the table; and 
that I shall call it up early in the next session for 
consideration. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution wiil lie on the table. 

CHEROKEE INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Whereas the Cherokee Nation of Indians claim that from seven to ten 
thousand intruders and trespassers have invaded and settled in their Terri 
tory which they insist it is the duty of the United States under treaty obli- 
gations to evictand remove therefrom; and 

Whereas very many of such intruders have made improvements and 
claimed to have secured rights in such Territory by the permission of the 
Cherokees and otherwise; and 

W hereas there is pending in both Houses of Congress at this time a meas- 
ure which imposes an additional obligation upon the United States to re- 
move these intruders: Therefore, 

Beitresolved, Thatacommittee consisting of three Senators be appointed to 
visit the said lerritory during the recess of Congress and to investigate the 
complaint and charges of the said Cherokees and to ascertain all the facts 
incident and pertaining thereto. : 

That said committee be authorized to appoint aclerk, to sit during the re- 
cess of Congress, to administer oaths, and to do all things necessary toa full 
investigation of the complaints made. 

That the said committee shall make a full report at the second session of 
the a ore Congress, and that the necessary expenses of such commit- 
tee shall be paid from the contingent fund of the United States Senate. 


SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I presented a resolution yesterday morning 
which was under consideration for some time and was then passed 
over on account of the condition of the Senate. I desired to call 
it up this morning, but I think under thecircumstances it would 
be better to let it go over until to-morrow morning, if that can 
be done with the understanding that it is to occupy its present 
attitude and not go upon the Calendar. 


iowa !;rT Aree a 





1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7005 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over for to- 
day if there be no objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. i have no objection to that course. 

EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. , 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported yesterday by 
Mr. HANSBROUGH from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
which was to strike out all after the resolving clause of the res- 
olution referred to that committee and insert: 

That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the President 
of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to investigate and report to the Senate 
the facts in relation to the employment, for private purposes, of armed 
bodies of men or detectives in connection with differences between workmen 
and employers, such investigation to include the facts in relation to the ex- 
istence and employment generally of such or similar armed bodies of men 
or detectives in the United States since their first organization or appear- 
ance therein. ; 

The investigation shall extend to and embrace the reasons for the creation 


of such organized bodies of armed men, their character, and uses; also as | 


to where, when, how, and by whom such men have been employed and paid 
for any services they may have rendered, and under what authority of law, 
if any, they have been so employed and paid. 

In addition to the testimony and conclusions of fact the committee will 
consider and report, by bill or otherwise, what legislation, if any, is neces- 
sary to prevent further unlawful use or employment of such armed bodies 
of men or other similar armed bodies for private purposes. 

Said committee, either as a full committee or through subcommittees 
thereof, shall have authority to send for persons and papers, administer 
oaths to witnesses, and take testimony in Washington or elsewhere, ac- 
cording to its discretion, during the present session or the approaching re- 
cess of Congress; and toemploy a clerk, messenger, and stenographer; the 
expenses of the investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, the original resolution, for 
which this is an amendment, was reported by the Committee to 


Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, of | 


which I have the honor to b2 amember. Not as bearing upon 
the merits of the proposition itself, but on behalf of that com- 
mittee, to which the subject-matter was first referred, I desire 
to say simply a word. 

I was not here the other day when the resolution reported by 
our committee was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, but if I had been here I should have assented to the 
reference. The Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, to whom were referred the several reso- 
lutions and amendments on this subject-matter, undertook no 
more than to edit them, to bring them together, to assemble 
and to assimilate the resolutions and amendments which were 
referred to the committee into a single substantial proposition, 
preserving all the points of inquiry which were presented in all 
the resolutions and amendments, and the text of them, so far as 
it was possible to do that, in the work of assimilation. 

I desire to say a word for that committee in connection with 
this sort of thing generally. I think this resolution should have 


gone, in the first place, to the Committee on Education and La- | 


bor. I think every resolution of this character ought to go in 
the first instance to the standing committee which has jurisdic- 


tion of the particular subject-matter of which the resolution | 


treats. Then after that committee shall have considered and per- 
fected the resolution it might properly be referred, or under the 
rule it should probably be referred, to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to consider it 
in reference to its economic aspects, to consider it as to its pro- 
visions, to see if they are in form as to requirements for expend- 
itures, that they are in conformity with the rules of the Senate 
for the governmentof the proper auditing officers whoare charged 
with that particular duty and responsibility. . 
But it has not as a rule been sodone. Thecommittee has had 
nothing to say about the subject-matter or the merits of the 
roposition presented. They considered that their full duty had 
een discharged when they brought the resolution and amend- 
ments together into one proposition so that the broadest and 
fullest inquiry, such ascontemplated by the resolution and amend- 
ments as they came to the committee, could be made. 
The resolution as it was reported was broad enough and strong 


would be required under the original proposition. That is all I 
have to say at the present moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there are several good rea- 
sons why in my judgment the Senate ought not to take up this 
question now. It is avery important question, which involves 
probably the most difficult problem of human government now 
existing among men. 

In the first place, we ought not to do it, because the House of 
Representatives have already, in a“very dispassionate and fair 





was anything like a political contest or advantage sought to be 
gained by giving it a political aspect, then I would have no objec- 
tion to having both partiesexamine the question; but iftheother 
House have taken it up and it is being examined there, it is con- 
trary to the established etiquette between the two Houses for one 
body to take up a special matter involving a general question of 
this kind until the other House have acted upon it. I believe 
that has been the courtesy usually allowed. Asamatter of course, 
if the two represented opposing views it would be different. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator that he is not 
heard on the back seats. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We are not so numerous but that we ought 
to be heard. However, I shall try to speak a little louder. 

I say, as amatter of etiquette we ought not to take up the ques- 
tion, but there is another reason why it ought not to be done. 
This question invades to some extent the domain of State sover- 
eignty. The events referred to in the resolution occurred in the 
city of Pittsburg, in an old and well-ordered community in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. They have themselves acted 
upon this question through their constituted authorities. When 
the trouble entered into the gravity of a riot a large force was 
called out and has been in active service. Now, for us to go 
there and examine into this matter, which is under the jurisdiction 
of the State of Pennsylvania, and is already under examination 
by the House of Representatives, would seem to be out of place. 

Then there is another reason why we ought not to institute 
this proceeding. It is because the Senate itself is in such acon- 
dition, almost half alive and half dead, waiting to close its ses- 
sion in peace and dissolve so that we may go home to our con- 
stituents, that there is some little doubt whether there are 
enough here to make a quorum of this body. 

Under these circumstances it seems to me this matter ought 
not to be touched. At the same time, while I am on my feet, I 
am bound to say that the principal question raised as to whether 
any corporation or any individual, however wealthy he may be, 
may employ men who are supposed to be in the nature of police- 
men or are at times expected to carry arms, in the nature of an 
armed force, is a very doubtful and a very dangerous power if it 
exists. I doubt very much whether any corporation or any man 
has a right to hire janizaries or persons, I do not care how good 
their object may be, with a view to fight, to carry arms in de- 
fense of any private quarrel or publiccontroversy. In the State 
of Ohio we do not allow a constable to serve unless he is elected 
by the township in which helives. Thesheriffis elected by the 
community in which he lives, and all officers who are expected 
to enforce the laws are e!ected by the locality. It seems to be a 
necessary safeguard to republican institutions that we will not 
trust any body to enforce the laws except a person kindred to and 
a part of the community in which he lives. 

Mr. CULLOM. And, if the Senator will allow me, the statute 


| generally provides that the authority undertaking to enforce the 


law shall have power to summon a posse from the body of the 
people. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, but Iam merely speaking in the most 
general terms, because it is denied thatthe Pinkerton men were 
to be armed. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not understand the remark of my col- 
league. 

Mr. CULLOM. lf the Senator from Ohio will permit me, I 
stated that the local authority intrusted with the enforcement 
of the law is given the power under the statute to summon from 
the body of the people assistance if necessary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this would be a very dan- 
gerous power. We have all read in our histories of janizaries. 
We have read of the robber knights along the river Rhine who 
hired people whom they sent forth to levy tribute. We have 
also heard of English barons who have done the same thing. If 
the employment of nonresidents, by a corporation or by an indi- 
vidual, to either enforce the laws or to protect men in the enjoy- 
ment of their rights, is once entered upon, it may open up dangers 
we do not now contemplate. Therefore it is a question well 
worthy of inquiry. 

But, as I have already stated, I do not think we 6ught to enter 


| upon it now. When we enter upon it it ought to be by a regu- 
enough to make the inquiry and secure all the information that | 


lar committee of this body, not a select committee, but one of 
the formal organized committees of the body. It ought to be 
entered upon when the Senate is full. It ought not to b> en- 
tered upon when the coirdinate branch of the legislative power 


| are engaged in this inquiry. Then it ought not to be entered 


upon in respect to a controversy in which a sovereign State (as 
the States aresometimes called, althouzh I do not believe they 


| are sovereign States) armed with great power has already en- 


tered upon it. 
So in any view of this proceeding it seems to me it is an un- 


way, taken up the question, and they have to acertain extent pro- | fortunate one, and [ hope whoever brought forward the resolu- 
ceeded to examine into the matter in all its bearings. If there | tion will allow it to go over until the next se-sion, affirming 
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myself my desire to promote this inquiry and explore it to the 
utmost extent, and my natural prejudice against all armed forces 
that may be called in by corporations or individuals to interfere 
either with the execution of the laws or in defense of personal 
property. In sympathy with the general movement and with 
my prejudice against this kind of an organization, I think we 
had better enter upon the inquiry under more favorable circum- 
stances, 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I do not quite understand the | 
I agree with him fully as | Congress has any power over the subject, I take it that either 


Senator from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN]. 
to the danger of the organizations that are referred to in the 
resolution; but while he describes the dangers that attend the 
employment of this class of force, he does not seem to refer to 
any particular remedy for it. 

i think the country is not aware of the extent to which these 
organizations exist. The organization headed by the Pinker- 
tons is not the only one in the country. Thatisasortof generic 
term we employ when we refer to this class of force; but such 
organizations exist in many of the States, and their influence 
and power have been extended to a degree that it is difficult to 
comprehend. The importance of an inquiry, it seems to me, 
can not be overlooked. 

I surely have as little disposition that Congress shall interfere 
with the proper functions of the Statesas anybody canhave. Ifthe 
influence of these organizations was confined to any one State, 
or if the organizations in particular States were limited in their 
influence to the States which created them, I would not think it 
wise to interfere; but there are affiliated organizations all over 
the country that furnish armed men at the demand of private 
parties; and the extent, as I have said before, none of us know. 

My knowledge of these organizations commenced over twenty 
years ago. They were very innocent in the beginning. My 

owledge of them commenced in 1869,when an attempt was 
made to create a corporation in the State of Illinois with certain 
police powers, but the ostensible pu was to furnish private 
watchmen for private property and the recovery of stolen prop- 
erty. At thattime the governor of the State of [llinois declined 
to approve the bill looking to that end. He insisted that the 
people must depend upon officers created by their own laws and 
appointed under their own laws. 

This Pinkerton organization has had its headquarters at Chi- 
cago, though I think its influence has extended to many other 
States, perhaps over all the States. In several of the States 
corporations have been created with power to appoint officers 
with police powers, and the officers of the State are bound to 
respect them. They are authorized to uniform and impliedly to 
arm. I venture to say that there are in almost all the more 
populous commercial States existing organizations, either inde- 
pendent or in general affiliation with this force which exists in 
the State of Illinois. 

Now, the necessity for investigation seems to me to be imper- 
ative. The Senator from Ohio suggests that the other House 
has undertaken th» investigation. 
dertaken the investigation that may be sufficient; but the ne- 
cessity for an investigation of this force, its origin, its extent, 
its organization, its methods, is too important in a country like 
ours to be overlooked. The investigation, I think, invades none 
of the rights of the States. 

This resolution proposes a report by bill, if the committee 
shall conelude that Congress has any power over the subject; 
but I venture to say, if the history of these organizations shall be 
industriously and faithfully collected, the country will be startled 
atthe extent to which they exist and the extent to which they 
are employed. It is a force that has none of the public sem- 
blances of a military organization, but it has all the efficiency 
and directness, without the responsibility of either a civil or 
military organization. 

I think it is important that means should be adopted some- 
where to give the country information as to the extent and 
character of this new extra-legal and extra-constitutional or- 
ganization, which has been found to be so efficient when em- 
ployed in the controversies which have originated between 
contlicting interests in the country. 

I should be perfectly satisfied that this work should be un- 
dertaken by any of the standing committees of the Senate, for 
I have th: most profound confidence in them all; but that some- 
thing should be done even to inform the country, if nothing 
else, is, I think, a matter of pressing interest. 

These agencies are not only semimilitary, but they are semi- 
political. They take part in the political controversies in the 
States, and are the efficient agents by which men obnoxious to 
them are pursued and hunted down; and they are not only at the 
service of financial corporations, but I undertake to say they are 
at the service of political organizations when the interests of 
those organizations and the interests of these detective associa- 
tions are in harmony. 


If the other House has un- | 


SE 





| Pinkerton detectives of an a 


Take the State of Illinois. We have astatute in that State 
which authorizes organizations of a very small number of per- 
sons, and we have a number in the State. They exist in New 
York and elsewhere. They are powerful; they are unscrupu- 
lous: they are secret; they are serviceable to those who hire 
them; and looking at them as a semimilitary organization the 
are capable of immense mischief, and as a semipolitical organi- 
zation a are dangerous. 

Now, without prejudging, without undertaking to say that 


one of the standing committees or a special committee would fur- 
nish the Senate with information, at least, which would enable us 
to determine to legislate or not to legislate; and what I value 
most would be the amount of information to be collected under 
this resolution, which will be distributed and given to the coun- 
try. 

I will not say that I have no prejudices against these organi- 
zations. I would not regard myself as at all impartial if the 
question of dealing with it was referred to me; for I confess 
frankly that I regard themas dangerous, and that I would inflict 
upon them such punishment as they have inflicted upon the in- 
nocent men and women who have fallen on the occasions when 
they have taken part in our civil strifes. 

I hope the Senate will not adjourn without doing something 
in this connection. This resolution meets my views. I could 
vote for it cheerfully, or the more cautious method suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] would be satisfactory to 
me; but in view of the fact that these labor troubles are pending — 
in the country and in view of the fact that they may occur again, 
and that this alien and dangerous force exists and may be em- 
ployed, responsible neither to God nor man, responsible to no 
one but to the men who control them and the men who hire 
them: in view of the fact that they extend their influence and 
their action from State to State; that they care nothing about 
State lines, I think this investigationshould be had. They pro- 
fess sometimes to require a deputation, but they have a deputa- 
tion in their very natures and they have the will of their mas- 
ters toexecute. Thatsuch a condition should exist in acountry 
like ours is an astonishing thing; and yet men are so insensible 
to their existence. They ought to be hunted down by such 
means as are employed against the enemies of mankind. You 
can see from this, Mr. President, that I should not be a very im- 
partial judge where they are concerned. 

Mr. VEST. Mr, President, I have very little difficulty incom- 
ing to the conclusion that this is a subject about which Sinusens 
can ogmnetey act. This is not at all a State matter, because 
itis notorious that this organization of detectives or, as they call 
themselves, guardians of property, has assumed a national as- 
pect. They go from one State to another, and their operations 
are not at all confined to a single State or community. 

I read with a good deal of care and interest the defense made 
by Mr. Pinkerton of this organization, which has long since 
ceased to be a detective bureau and is now a standing army, vary- 
ing from five hundred to one thousand men or more, as the exi- 
gencies of the business may require. He claims that his organi- 
zation is simply in the interest of protecting private property 
from unlawful assault. 

The citizens of Missouri have had some experience with the 
palling character, and I speak with 
some feeling in regard to this matter. Some years ago when 
Missouri was unfortunately afflicted with lawless people who 
committed assaults upon railroad trains and banks, men who 
were the débris of a border warfare, which was deprecated by 
all good citizens in the State of Missouri and elsewhere, a large 
reward was offered for the James brothers, and a train was 
chartered upon the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad to convey 
from Chicago to a depot in Clay County, Mo., some of Pinker- 
ton’s men, and at midnight a private dwelling in that county 
was surrounded by this gang of marauders. 

A battle occurred in the darkness between these people, who 
mistook each other for the men they had come to capture. In 
the most cowardly and cruel way they threw hand grenades into 


that homestead where there wasa sleeping family of women ard 


children. One of them exploded in the sleeping room of the 
mother of these James boys, killed a little child in the cradle 
and tore off that mother’s arm, and she is now an old, decrepit, 
mutilated woman. 

These people were not punished for thiscrime. They escapcd 
in the night, carrying off their wounded, for they had fired uj cn 
each other. I had occasion at the time as an attorney to ex- 
amine into the facts. It was impossible to make the Hannibal 
and St. Joseph Railroad Company responsible because they dis- 
claimed any knowledge of the purpose or to whom they had 
chartered this train of cars; it was impossible in the city of Ci- 


cago, with all the adverse interests and circumstances which pre- 


vailed there, toobtain prcof that Mr. Pinkerton authorized that 
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forage and raid into a peaceable community, and it has gone 
without redress. . 

Time and again these men, said to have been Mr. Pinkerton’s 
detectives, have come into the State of Missouri without con- 
sultation with the State authorities, and ignoring the laws and 
autonomy of the State government, have undertaken for their 
own purposes to make arrests. , : , 

The basis of the defense made by Mr. Pinkerton is that his or- 
ganization is used to protect private property. It is“hot true. 
In all this unfortunate affair at Homestead his detectives were 
there without authority of law, and whatever may be said about 
the conduct of the working people, there is no sort of defense for 
the Pinkertons when we consider the absolute truth of the state- 
ment that they went there not as deputy sheriffs, not clothed 
with any legal authority, but simply employed for acts of violence 
by a corporation. : : 

My first impression when this question came up this morning 
was to vote against this resolution on the ground that there was 
already an inquiry instituted by the House of Representatives 
and an amendment to the sundry civil bill involving this ques- 
tion indirectly, which is now at issue between the two Houses, 
but on reading this resolution I find it covers ground entirely 
different from the other proposed legislation to which I have re- 
ferred. 

This resolution seeks to give us information in regard to this 
organization, which is sui generis, unknown to the law, and I 
mean when I say ‘‘ unknown to the law” an organization which 
assumes the power to go into any State in this Union, arrest 
persons, and use violence towards the citizens of that State, 
without regard to the action of the State authorities. No more 
dangerous exercise of power could be imagined, and it becomes 
of the highest importance, it seems to me, that Congress should 
place before the people of the United States all the facts in re- 
gard to this extraordinary business. 

For that reason, sir, I sincerely hope that the resolution may 
be adopted. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, when [entered the Senate Cham- 
ber the Secretary had almost concluded the reading of the reso- 
lution now under discussion, and I do not know that I clearly 
understand its purport; but I presume it is reported in accordance 
with an understanding mentioned to me by a member of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor in general terms, that the Home- 
stead affair is eliminated from it, and that it includes simply the 
general question of the employment of armed forces for private 

urposes, In that form I stated to my friend the Senator from 


«Kansas | Mr. PEFFER}, before his departure, that I should not an- 


tagonize the resolution, and I do not intend to do so. 

As to the Homestead difficulty, as the Senate knows, the armed 
forces of Pennsylvania are now in the occupancy of Homestead 
for the preservation of the peace and the support of the civil 
authority, and the solution of the question at issue between labor 
and capital there is now being arrived at under the laws of Penn- 
sylvania. 

The workingmen there will be very glad to have a committee 
visit them if that committee can influence the adjustment of the 
dispute as to the amount of theirwages. If a committee of that 
sort-can not be sent, they are not anxious for any, as they be- 
lieve it will do no good. Theconditionas to Homestead is simply 
that the workingmen do notdesire your committee, and that the 
proprietary interests do not desire your committee, and the peo- 
ple and authorities of Pennsylvania are not asking for it. 

To the general investigation they have nothing to object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, abouta month ago I in- 
troduced a resolution looking to an inquiry in refefence to the 
troubles which seem to have come to certain sections of the coun- 
try in the conflict between labor and capital, which resolution 
was amended by certain Senators to include an inquiry into the 
armed forces which are named in the resolution now before the 
Senate. In my original resolution I proposed that a standing 
committee of the Senate should make this inquiry, but the Sen- 
ate, in its superior wisdom, saw fit to substitute a special com- 
mittee for a standing committee. 

As the matter was discussed in the Senate Chamber more or 
less, I found that there was objection tosome portions of the res- 
olution, over which it was contended—and I quite agree with that 
view—that Congress very likely had not jurisdiction. For the 
a of putting the resolution into shape, so that the Senate 
could act upon it constitutionally, I moved its reference to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, which I regret, without con- 
sultation with the committee which originally reported the reso- 
lution. That committee has reported back a substitute resolu- 
tion, which I presume every Senator will agree Congress had 
jurisdiction over, providing for an inquiry as to these armed 

ies of men which are sent from one State to another, in one 
sense a standing army. 


Mr. SANDERS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. SANDERS. [should like to inquire if there is any knowl- 
edge in the possession of the Senator that these bodies of men 
as they come from one State to another are then armed, or 
whether they are not armed after they arrive within the limits 
of the State? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know how that may be, nor dol 
care whether it is done in one way or the other. 

Mr. QUAY. My recollection is that the testimony taken by 
the House committee in the Homestead affair disclosed the fact 
that the Pinkerton people were not armed on their arrival at 
the city of Pittsburg, but that the arms were distributed before 
the collision occurred at Homestead. 


Mr. GALLINGER. This committee, if raised, will ascertain . 


that with other facts. It may be interesting to know whether 
these men sneak into a town, and from one State to another, to 
kill men, carrying their arms with them, or whether arms are 
furnished to them after having arrived at their destination, to 
do their murderous work. I do not think that is a matter of 
very grave consequence one way or the other. 

Mr. President, I have listened to the objections which have 
been urged this morning to this inquiry. I do not think there 
is great force inthem. It seems to me that the time has come 
when the Senate of the United States, without any reference to 
what the House of Representatives may have done inthis matter, 
should take this subject in hand and determine for themselves 
whether or not there is a grievance here that ought to be in- 
quired into and corrected, or, if the committee finds that there 
is no grievance, to make report to Congress to that effect. 

I have no hesitation in saying for myself that I do not shrink 
from bearing my part of the responsibility in any inquiry of this 
nature. I have very pronounced opinions as to this body of men, 
calling themselves detectives, who have destroyed on several oc- 
casions human life, and, as I believe, without authority of law. 
I think it is full time that the Congress of the United States 
should by bill or otherwise, if the facts are as I think them to 
be, protect the people of this country from the invasion of com- 
munities and of States by an illegal, an unauthorized, and a mur- 
derous mob of men. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, there seems to be a 
misunderstanding on the part of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] with reference to the purport of this resolution; and 
I ask that the Secretary read the first three paragraphs of the 
substitute reported by the committee, which, I think, will ex- 
plain the purpose of the investigation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraphs referred to by the 
Senator from North Dakota will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed by the President 
of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to investigate and report to the Senate 
the facts in relation to the employment for private purposes, of armed bodies 
of men or detectives in connection with differences between workmen and 
employers, such investigation to include the facts in relation to the exist- 
ence and employment, generally, of such or similar armed bodies of menor 
detectivesin the United States since their first organization or appearance 
therein. 

The investigation shali extend to and embrace the reasons for the creation 
of such organized bodies of armed men, their character and uses; alsoas to 
where, when, how, and by whom such men have been employed and i for 
any services they may have rendered, and under what authority of law, if 
any, they have been so employed and paid. 

In addition to the testimony and conclusions of fact, the committee will 
consider and report, by bill or otherwise, what legislation, if any, is neces- 
sary to prevent further unlawful use or employment of such armed bodies 
of men or other similar armed bodies, for private purposes. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I introduced a resolution in the 
Senate some time ago declaring that the use of trained, armed 
men, filling the constitutional sense of troops, for the purpose 
of accomplishing by force any object, was treason and within 
the terms of the constitutional definition upon that subject. If 
that be so, the duty of the Senate is plain; and whatever infor- 
mation may be acquired as to the extent of an armed organiza- 
tion, as to the extent which any private individual or any pub- 
lic authority has usurped the exclusive power of the United 
States to maintain troops or ships of war, and to use them for 
the forcible accomplishmentof any purpose, beitright or wrong— 
while it may be important to ascertain the extent to which this 
is done, surely the first duty is that there should bea civil prose- 
cution of whoever has committed this offense against the Con- 
stitution and against the power of the United States. 

It is plain—and there can be no escape from the proposition— 
that the words “no State shall * * keep troops or ships of 
war in time of peace” do not refer to the militia, because the 
militia is provided for in the Constitution. It is also plain that 
in the power given to Congress to “‘ raise and support armies” 
there is an exclusive power which does not belong to either in- 
dividual or State. 


t 
} 
$ 
; 
i 





eee ee a o- 


7008 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ene winner Neca seme ey aes Set bene 


AUGUST 2, 





What is an army has been decided by the Supreme Court of 
the United States—a decision which unquestionably is not bind- 
ing as law upon the conscience and judgment of the Senate, but 
is of high persuasive authority—in the case of Aaron Burr, that 
thirty men without arms levied and employed for the purposes 
of substituting force for the lawful and peaceful exercise of the 
authority of the United States is treason, is an army, and is 
levying war. How could it be otherwise if an individual should 
raise and maintain an armed force and discipline them? What 
are they but troops, and how will you distinguish between the 
militia and a troop in the sense of the law and in common sense 
and reason, otherwise than an organized body, maintained, armed, 
disciplined, and prepared for offensive and violent action for 
war? But all these things have received their judicial inter- 
pretation in the case of Aaron Burr, and there is no question 
tion about that. 

Why do we not demand that the law shall be enforced against 
the individual who employed these troops? Whatever offense 
citizens of the United States may have committed as an organ- 
ized body of workmen associated for certain purposes, whether 
they were right or wrong, does not concern the question that 
no citizen or private individual or foreign subject or power of 
any kind in this country, under our form of government, has 
authority to levy, maintain, support, or use a trained and dis- 
ciplined body of armed men. The Constitution itself defines 
the difference between a combination to resist the execution of 
the law and a combination or riot or assembly of disorderly per- 
sons, and the maintenance of a troop, an organized force, or a 
ship of war, because these are the instruments of an assertion 
by force of a will and purpose of some other than the lawful au- 
thority. What plainer usurpation can there be than that a man 
employs an armed force, whether it be organized by an individ- 
ual or by a State? 

The Constitution says ‘‘ treason against the United States shall 
consist in levying war against them, or in adhering to their 
enemies, * * * ra by two witnesses to the same overt 
act.” An individual shall be the subject of the crime of treason if 
he shall usurp the authority and power of the United States to 
organize a troop, to provide a navy or ship of war—it need not 
be commissioned a ship of war for hostile purposes—that that is 
assuming jurisdiction and power, and the exclusive function of 
the United States, Chief-Justice Marshall decided, leaving us 
no excuse upon that subject, in an exhaustive examination, the 
reasoning of which can not be disputed. In the case of Aaron 
Burr he decided that thirty men, levied here and there and ass2m- 
bled upon Blennerhasset Island, within the jurisdiction of a 
State, as here, was treason, because it was pro d by Aaron 
Burr to usurp the authority and power of the United States and 
forcibly execute his own will and purpose in anotherand a differ- 
ent State. 

Where, then, is the difference? It can not be found by the most 
acute reason. The full protection of the peace and order of 
society and of property rests in the execution of this scheme of 
Government, that he who proposes, by a standing army, or a 
troop, or aship of war to carry out his own purposes, be they 
right or wrong, shall be heldamenable to the sovereign power 
of the Government. 

Then, if we choose and can find some proper method of arbi- 
trating, and a tribunal shall be created which shall be satisfac- 
tory, as no doubt it will be, to the workingmen of this country, 
to adjust the differences between them and their employers, then 
the path of inquiry by a committee, I think, mightresultin very 
great good. 

As was suggested by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
nEEs], and in a former message of the President of the United 
States—and no doubt Presidents of all parties would concur— 
such legislation should be had as would be satisfactory to both 
employers and employed, to furnish a tribunal which would set- 
tle their difficulties; but unquestionably there was no authority, 
and it was the maddest of all mad acts for those who wish to 
arotect pro and preserve the peace and order of society to 
prray a hostile force against the hundreds of thousands of work- 
men of this country who are associated under an honest convic- 
tion that in the progress of civilization and society it has become 
necessary for them to constitute themselves into organized bodies 
for the purpose of protecting their own peculiar interests. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I desire again to bring to 
the notice of the Senate the resolution which I offered. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, two questions seem to invade 
the Senate in consideration of this resolution; and at the begin- 
ning of the discussion, is the question of jurisdiction, of where 
the authority rests to prevent the p e of men or armed men, 
as the case may be, from State to State intent upon a specific 
errand described in these resolutions. 

There is not much doubt, I take it, as to what is the lawful 
right of these respective parties, and it seems to me to be wise 





that we shall reduce to the ultimate question the differences 
between the contending parties which have brought around so 
much of this difficulty. 

[ understood the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to express 
the opinion that the parties who had gone to Homestead were 
there without the authority of law, and that they did what they 
did without authority of law. I presume that is true, but I take 
it for gragied that an individual going from this Capitol to Fif- 
teenth streét along the highway is not without certain authority 
of law. He may not have any writ in his pocket, but he has cer- 
tain inherent rights competent for him to defend, namely, the 
right to travel over the highway peaceably, quietly, and orderly, 
as other individuals travel over it, and to resist vi et armis any 
interference with that right. If he has cause to apprehend as- 
saults upon that journey, he being in the peace of the State, he 
has a right to invite a friend to accompany him, and, if while 
peaceably journeying he is assailed, he may resist the assailant, 
and his friend may assist him so far as is necessary to maintaip 
the public peace; and I do not understand that it is contrary to 
law or to good citizenship if it shall be necessary that more than 
one friend shall be invited to accompany him, who, if the exi- 
gency shall arise to maintain the public peace, more than two 
men may suppress violence to the person so journeying, and that 
if others undertake to resist the progress of the person so jour- 
neying by violence, it is right that they shall resist it. I do not 
understand that that is to be condemned. 

What is sought to be condemned and what is confessedly con- 
trary to American institutions is the existence of trained bands 
of armed men for specific and definite purposes, who, called upon 
on any oceasion by private interests, are readily incited to trans- 
gress the rules which define the individual rights of each citi- 
zen and, assuming to be the State for the time being, undertake 
to arrest for crimes not committed in their presence or to enforce 
rights not ascertained judicially and who are are kept for hire 
and perambulate wherever oe is willing to pay for them. 

The difficulty lies behind all this. It seems to me that this 
resolution, proceeding upon the hypothesis that these men jour- 
ney from State to State armed, will be found, when we come to 
investigate into the facts, to fail of proof in that particular. 
These men, as [I understand, go from State to State and are armed 
after they arrive within the jurisdiction and authority of the 
State, not by officers of the State, not pursuant to any law of the 
State, but under the assumed right or assumed authority of an 
individual to protect and defend himself or to protect and de- 
fend property which he says he owns or, under the assumed right 
or authority of some ee in the assertion of some right 
not judicially ascertained. 

We find in the law that the invasion of an individual’s personal 
rights, an assault upon him, justifies resistance to the extent of 
preventing the assault. An attempt to destroy his life justifies, 
if it shail be necessary to prevent it, the taking of the life of the 
assailant. Thes2 are rights which are well defined in the law, 
based upon human experience, and do not need to be enlarged 
upon. 

AWe find another thing: The forcible invasion of real estate is 
made by the statutes of many States a misdemeanor, and I think 
is made so by the common law itself. If, without right or au- 
thority one person forcibly invades the lawful possession of an- 
other, or, peaceably invading it, unlawfully detains the posses- 
sion from him, he is guilty of a willful trespass, and by the laws 
of every State in the United States, I think, is punishable as for 
the commission of amisdemeanor; and jurisdiction and authority 
are given to inferior tribunals to punish the offense summarily 
and to redréss the wrong by restoring the possession which has 
thus been invaded. 

So far as this question is concerned, much has been said about 
the Pinkertons. I believe they were pioneers in the organization 
of this kind and quality of force. But there are—I think I may 
say—at least half a dozen organizations of this character through- 
out the United States, where a large number of men are kept in 
the continued employ of persons whose business it is torent the 
men out on a reputation which they have, and which iseither 
known or concealed as the case may be, to whoever shall think 
that he may have occasion to use them. The. necessity for them, 
it is said by Mr. Pinkerton, arises out of the weakness of the States 
to maintain order and to secure individual rights within*their 
limits. There,inmyown judgment,iswherethere is an invasion 
of the function ofthe States themselves. Nobody expected when 
the Government was formed that it would be perfect. Nothing 
short of Divine government has ever been found tobesuch. But 
it is by the experiences of the shortcomings of government that 
we are enabled to perfect it; and if itshall be found to be true, in 
the long run, that the States do not readily respond tothe main- 
tenance of publicorder, it is a vice, but it is certainly unphilos- 
ophic, that anybody shall advertise that he comes to the remedy 
of those defects of constitutional or statutory law which the 
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States themselves have made manifest and that their people 
have not seen the necessity for perfecting. 

I think, therefore, that this inquiry may be made useful. I do 
not see anything in the public prints (and that is all I know con- 
cerning the investigation made by the coérdinate branch of the 
National Legislature) which seems to me tocover the specific and 
definite things provided for in the pending resolution. When 
we shall have investigated it we may find that there is an ample 
and a complete remedy, but that that ample and complete rem- 
edy is exclusively in the power and authority of the State Leg- 
islatures. It will be a contribution to good government if, hav- 
ing made this investigation, we find that the Congress of the 
United States is powerless itself to prescribe a remedy, but we 
shall have found also that this power is absolute and supreme 
within the limits of the States themselves. The persuasive 
opinion of this body that that is true will be helpful to the States, 
and will enable them to pass such laws as will make their own 
power and authority responsive to the public needs whenever an 
exigency, such as unfortunately occurred in Idaho, and also at 
Homestead, shall arise to call upon them for action. a 

I trust, therefore, that the resolution may pass. The indi- 
viduals engaged in the respective difficulties in these two places 
which have made this question a prominent one were quit? 
anxious that the conditions which incited those difficulties should 
be examined. The abstract proposition, however, is greater to 
us, and will result, [ hope, in some useful public action if we 
shall boil down to its ultimate essence the question as to where 
the power and authority rest to prevent such unfortunate epi- 
sodes as have become of too frequent occurrence in our history. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have an amendment which I wish to offer 
to the pending resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Add at the end of the third paragraph: 

And also for the more effective organization and employment of the posse 
comitatus in the District of Columbia and the Territories of the United States 
for the maintenance and execution of the laws. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. QUAY. Letit be read in connection with the paragraph 
as it stands at this time. 

The CHIEF CLERK. As proposed to be amended the third 
paragraph of the substitute would read: 

In addition to the testimony and conclusions of fact, the committee will 
consider and report, by bill or otherwise, what legislation, if any, is necessary 
to prevent further unlawful use or employmentof such armed bodies of men 
or other similar armed bodies for private purposes,and also for the more 
effective organization and employment of the posse comitatus in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories of the United States for the maintenance 
and execution of the laws. 

Mr.MORGAN. Mr. President, the resolution reported by the 
committee seems to have but one purpose, and that is to break 
down an organization which it is alleged was built up for the 
purpose of maintaining the law for the protection of private prop- 
erty and for the protection of life. 

The plan by which this new force has been brought into effect- 
ive operation frequently in the United States is violative of all 
the theory of ourGovernment. Itis thatthe private citizen has 
the right to enforce the law in his own way and by his own 
agents, employed where he pleases, and introduced into a State 
or into a community at his own expense and armed according to 
his own wishes. The theory of the Government of the United 
States in all of its parts, in the District of Columbia, in the Ter- 
ritories, and in every State of the Union, is that the people goy- 
ern themselves, and when the laws of the United States or of 
any State are broken or are threatened to be violated, there is 
in the first instance a necessary and logical appeal to the people 
of the community for the maintenance of those laws. 

Whenever we commence by employing the police organization, 
the Pinkerton organization, and the militia forces, and wind up 
by employing the United States forces, to enforce the laws of a 
State or of the United States, having omitted entirely an appeal 
to the body of the people, we commence upon wrong principles 
and at the wrong end, and disaster is certain to result. 

This is not only a Government of laws, Mr. President, but it 
is a Government whose laws rest for their execution ultimately 


Whatever the difficulties may have been at Homestead, what- 
ever may have been the reasons which originated the very seri- 
ous troubles at Homestead, there is one thing obvious, that the 
exacerbation of the trouble, its climax, arose from the fact that 
foreign men, men from other States, who came, as was alleged, 
from the slums of the different large cities of the Union, toughs 
and vagabonds, were hired at $5 a day to go there, and supplied 
with ammunition, to take possession of works where the Home- 
stead people contended that they had a right to be. Whether 


their contention was right or wrong makes no difference; the 
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trouble came from the fact of the importation into that community 
of strangers and foreigners armed for the purpose of enforcing 
the law. 

If the people of Homestead under the laws of Pennsylvania 
| had been as completely and thoroughly organized as a posse 
| comitatus, as it would have been entirely possible and practicable 
to do, that difficulty at Homestead would never have oceurred. 
It would have been prevented by the weight and influence of law 
within the body of that community. The men at Homestead are 
a good set of men. They are intelligent above the ordinary 
people of the country, compared with the number who are as- 
sembled there. They have been faithful and diligent in busi- 
ness, economical and frugal. They have been maintaining all of 
the civil institutions of the country, including churches, Sunday 
schools, libraries, and all manner of benevolent institutions. In 
fact .t was rather a model community. 

But they conceived an idea that they had a right to fix with 
their employers, upon a certain basis, the wages for their further 
employment after the lapse of acertain scale of prices which they 
had hitherto agreed upon, and in the event their employers de- 
cided they should not come to their terms, or would refuses an 
arbitration, or would refuse to recognize the Amalgamated As- 
sociation as the mouthpiece of the Homestead operatives, they 
concluded that they would hold possession of the property as 
against all comers, all nonunion men, and stay there in posses- 
sion of that property, taking care of it, preserving it, until they 
could force by this strike the owners of the property to come to 
terms. That was the situation. 

The owners of that property, instead of being able to appeal 
effectively to the lawsof Pennsylvaniafor the prevention of this 
combination between thes2 union men, went abroad into differ- 
ent places and collected men together at so much per diem pay, 
and brought them there under the guis2 of watchmen to take 
care of and protect and defend their personal rights, their prop- 
erty: and that brought about the collision. 

Mr. President, the difficulty at Homestead, so far as violence 
was concerned, consisted in the fact that the laws of Pennsylva- 
nia had not operated to prevent its occurrence, and yet it seems 
to me that it is entirely reasonable thatsuch occurrences can be 
prevented by suitable legislation. I desire to suggest briefly 
what my view of that subject is. 

I have said that the enforcement of the laws of any State or of 
the United States depends upon the body of the people. We 
have seen a great many instances where a law was so unpopular 
that it could not be enforced at all. There are many instances 
where even in the courts of the co ntrv it was impossible to en- 
force it. We have seen communities arrayed against a certain 
statute or a certain law supposed to be in hostility to their inter- 
ests, and that law could not be enforced because the weight of 
public opinion broke it down. 

So, after all, when you come to the final and complete and per- 
fect enforcement of the laws of the United States or of any State 
you have to go to popular opinion or you have to go to popular 
obedience to local laws in order to secure the enforcement of a 
statute that may for the time being be unpleasant or disagreeable 
to the people. Ina self-governing country, a free country like 
ours, a country where the people rule through public opinion, 
as well as at the ballot box, you are compelled to reso:t to ther 
in the first instance for the maintenance of the laws of the land. 

I think this can be done very easily; .perhaps not so easily as I 
imagine; but at the same time any very great amount of effort 
woald be justified to secure the proposed end of preventing the 
occurrence of outbreaks such as have occurred at Homestead. If 
the power of the law is sufficient to prevent the occurrence of 
such an outbreak as that at Homestead, that is as much as we 
ought to expect of the power of the law. If by a proper organ- 
ization of the posse comitatus this thing can be effectuated, then 
we can not spend too much labor upon that proposition, eonsid- 
ering the great results which are to flow from it. 

Suppose you were to take, for illustration, any block or any 
series of blocks lying between two streets in this city, and you 
summon and enroll every man in it, black or white, old and 
young, from 18 to60, except those who are physically unable to 
perform ordinary military duty. You enroll them as the posse 
I will say that a thousand menare found in a partic- 
ular beat, or precinct, or ward of this city designated by law. 
Out of these, whose names are put into a box, you will draw a 
hundred or two hundred, as the case may be, whatever number 
you see proper to draw. They are selected men to serve in the 
posse comitatus for a year. Youtake them in before your courts 
here in the District of Columbia, and you sdminister to each one 
an oath that he will maintain and supportthe laws of the United 
States and of the District of Columbia, and that he will be obe- 
dient to all lawful authority. Without amplifying the plan of 
the oath, [mean to make it broad enough t9 cover all the duties 
| to be performed by each man in subordination tothose who have 
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the right to order him out and control him for the given length 
of time during which he remains enrolled upon the posse comi- 
tatus. 

Now, any citizen who refuses to obey the lawful order of one 
of these men wearing a badge, if you please, is liable to indict- 
ment for such refusal. Any man who refuses to assist him in 
the administration of law and in the protection of property or 
life is liable to indictment. After the affair has blown over 
and quietude has resumed its sway in the community, the courts 
of justice will take hold of the men who have refused to obey 
the lawful commands of these sworn and selected members of 
the posse comitatus, this body of the people, and will punish them 
for their delinquency. There would not be many repetitions of 
that sort of trouble in the country after a few punishments had 
been administered. 

Mr. President, my point is to prevent the occurrence of these 
difficulties. Now,I will go to a town like Homestead; I will or- 
ganize a similar posse there, putting inas many men as the court 
may think necessary for the protection of the peace of that com- 
munity, those men being required to serve a year or six months 
or two years or whatever time the law fixes. Those men are se- 
lected from all classes of the community. The preacher is not 
exempt because he must occupy his pulpit on Sunday, or the 
lawyer because he must be at the bar, or the judge because he 
must be on the bench, or the artisan because he must be pursu- 
ing his vocation, or the negro because he may be an humble, an 
ungainly, or even an indecent man, or any other man, until the 
court, after looking over the individual and proposing to admin- 
ister the oath to him became satisfied that he was not a proper 
member of the posse comitatus. 

When these propositions for strikes and lockouts and the defi- 
ance of law occur in a community of that kind, you will find that 
these sworn members of the posse comitatus are scattered, sand- 
wiched, all through the community in every direction. They 
debate the question among themselves. Those not memb:+rs of 
the posse comitatus will say: ‘‘ We can not do this thing; we can 
not violate the plain law of the land, for the reason that our 
brothers, our comrades, men associated with us in the daily bus- 
iness of life, our fathers, are liable to suffer in consequence of 
the fact that they have been selected from the body of the peo- 
ple and have been made agents and officers of the law for the 
preservation of the peace. They have taken solemn oaths that 
they will do it, and we can not put them into the difficulty and 
constraint of a possible violation of a solemn oath and of a high 
public duty merely because we desire and think it is best to or- 
ganize for the purpose of taking property away from a particu- 
lar company or holding it against their lawful right to it.” r 

By the process which I thus in outline merely suggest to this 
honorable committee when it shall be raised, you infuse into 
the body of the people themselves, through the fact that they 
are selected and sworn to preserve the peace and to maintain the 
law, a degree of conservatism which will operate to prevent the 
occurrence of these things. In this case, Mr. President, an 
ounce of prevention is certainly worth a pound of cure. 

I remember very well when Dennis ener was cutting up 
his immense antics in California in the sand lots, overturning 
society, the Legislature, statute books, and constitution, really 
destroying the integrity and the autonomy of a great State. I 
remember that in different communities in the United States or- 
ganizations immediately sprang up of a similar character for the 
purpose of taking into the hands of the mob the ideas and plans 
that Dennis Kearney had projected for the purpose of controll- 
ing the people of California. 

I recollect I was a newcomer here, having just been elected 
to the Senate, and I saw a mob for four days in the citYof Wash- 
ington, composed variously of from 5,000 to 12,000 loose men, 
men of all degrees and conditions except respectable men, and 
some few fanatical men who were respectable were in these 
mobs. . They marched about somewhat in military array. Some 
of them had arms and some had none. They had bands of music 
and flags; they did not seem to have any definite purpose in 
view except to hold together and produce a powerful impression 
upon the community; they were led by a Jew by the name of 
Cohen, a most remarkable position for a Hebrew to be in under 
such circumstances; they went out into the groves around Wash- 
ington in the daytime and in the night time, it being in the 
summer season, and encamped there; they came into the city 
and went to the grocers and provision men and levied contri- 
butions upon them, which they did not dare to resist; the gro- 
cery stores of this town had to be opened to feed the mob; they 
staid together, passed resolutions, and made inflammatory 
speeches forfour or five days continuously, andafter awhile they 
dissolved and disappeared. 

I could not help thinking at that time that this was compara- 
tively a small community, there being at that time perhaps not 


more that one hundred and twenty-five or one hundred and thirty 


thousand people in the District of Columbia all told. We did 
not have more than two or three military companies of the United 
States Army here at that time, and I do not know that we have 
any more now. We did not have an organized militia of the ex- 
cellent quality we have in the District of Columbia at this time. 
But we had amongst us the vital and material trusts of a great 
nation, and [could not resist the reflection, what would become of 
the United States Government if a certain direction had been 
given to this mob, if under some cry of injustice, with their pas- 
sions inflamed and their cupidity excited, they had determined 
that the Treasury of the United States was something that was 
proper to be looted? My reflections upon that subject became 
serious, and I wanted to know then, and I ask the question to- 
day, what could the District of Columbia do in the muster of an 
organized posse comitatus here to prevent any raid against the 
Treasury of the United States or any other institution in this 
town? What law have we? What organized power have we? 
Who has a right to call upon me to leave my home at night and 
go out andstand guard around the Treasury of the United States? 
No human being that I know of. There may be some old frag- 
ment or shred or reminiscence of the common law left here in 
the District of Columbia under which such a thing as that might 
be possible. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is there nobody in this District who has all 
the functions, rights, and responsibilities of the old-fashioned 
sheriff at common law? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not aware of itif there is. 
the statute on the book. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have a marshal here. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have a marshal here, and his deputies, 
and that is the whole story, except the police, the militia, and 
the Army of the United States. That isall wehave. That might 
be all-sufficient. Atthe same time, when I saw Cohen going 
through here with 8,000 or 10,000 straggling, loose men,who were 
bold enough to go and compel the merchants of this town to de- 
liver to them provisions, and throw their doors open and take 
them with force if necessary, I could not help reflecting that per- 
haps there was something else which if they thought it was ac- 
cessible they would like a little better than that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS inthechair). Does 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MORGAN. Omani. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator 
from Alabama in the course of his remarks, except to say that I 
have practiced law a good many years off and on in this District, 
and I have always found an officer—they call him marshal—exer- 
cising exactly the functions of asheriff in other places. I have 
never perceived any difference, any want of authority, or any 
excess of authority over the sheriffalties elsewhere. 

If there is any distinction I should be very glad to know it, 
not out of any particular interest other than curiosity in the 
legal literature of this District. There are some legal curiosi- 
ties in this District, which it obtains by inheritance from the 
old laws of Maryland; but Ido not think it will be found that the 
marshal’s office is substantially different from that of the sher- 
iff’s office. There are in the District committing magistrates, 
of course, as there are in the counties of the States. I do not 
know whether this assists or embarrasses the argument the Sen- 
ator from Alabama hasbeenmaking. I have not had the pleas- 
ure of being able to listen to him. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the posse comitatushas never been 
summoned in Washington, so that there is no object lesson by 
which we can prove or disprove anything in our history on 
that subject. I have said that it may be possible there is some 
old shred of common law left here under whieh the marshal of 
the District might call out the posse comitatus in support of the 
execution of a arenes of law, but my argument is that that is 
incomplete and insufficient; and while this committee are at 
work finding out whether the law has been broken and violated 
by the Pinkertons being assembled under the pretext at least 
of sustaining it, is it not very well for them to make the further 
inquiry whether in the District of Columbia and in the Terri- 
tories laws are needed to be enacted which shall organize the 
posse comitatus and put itupon an efficient footing, so that there 
shall be no doubt at all about the men who are commissioned 
and charged by the law of the country to take the responsibili- 
ties and duties of serving in the posse comitatus. 

I maintain, Mr. President, that in my own State and in every 
State of the Union the law would be more efficiently complied 
with if the Legislatures would take up this subject and organize 
the posse comitatus, and from year to year preserve the organ- 
ization. I believe that thereby we would devolve upon the in- 
dividual citizen the duty and responsibility of maintaining the 
law. After aman had sorved one year on the posse, and his 
neighbor had taken it for the next year, and another the next, 
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such a man would never forget that he had at one time been a 
portion of the civil power of his own government, relied upon 
individually, and selected for the purpose of maintaining the 
majesty and supremacy of the law. 

If we will throw ourselves upon the hearts of the people for 
the maintenance of the laws we are not going to be mistaken. 
Here we are in the District of Columbia relying upon the honesty 
and integrity of this community and of the thousands and hun- 
dreds of thousands and even millions of men who come here in 
the course of a few years—we are relying upon their integrity, 
upon their love of honest government, upon their devotion to 
their institutions for the maintenance and preservation of those 
things which are of incalculable value to the people of the United 
States. Werely upon that and nothing else. When outbreak- 
ers come around, when men may assemble here for the purpose 
of looting the Treasury or anything like that, your public insti- 
tutions of any kind, if you have that same reliance organized 
under law into an effective posse comitatus, then you have some- 
thing that is very much better than a police selected by a mu- 
nicipal government; better than the militia organization called 
out by the military authority; better than the Army of the United 
States, because it operates not merely as a force to preserve and 
maintain the law, but it operates as a civil organization for the 
purpose of repressing wrong before it has started. 

I desired merely to call the attention of the committee to this 
subject, and also to ask the Senate to put on the amendment in 
order that they might direct their es into this very inter- 
esting and very important subject. Of course I have not tried 
to elaborate it this morning, for I have not had time to do it, and 
I do not want to trespass upon the patience of the Senate in try- 
ing todoit. I have given a mere outline of the views which 
have impressed me and which for years have borne upon my 
mind as being important, for the purpose of getting a force in 
the United States which will operate to prevent these criminal 
organizations or illegal organizations, and also operate to repress 
any outbreak against the Government. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, in its present form I think | 


there can be very little objection to the resolution. It appar- 
ently sufficiently regards the division of power between the 
States and the National Government. There can be no objec- 
tion, I think, whatever to the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
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tor from Alabama |[Mr. MORGAN], because of course that con- | 
fines the proposed inquiry into the relations of employer and | 


employé to the District of Columbia and the Territories. Within 
those regions we can pursue so far as we 
the relations between the civil and military power and the 


effectiveness of existing laws for the preservation of the public | 


peace. Perhaps we might set an example of well-balanced and 
effective legislation. 

I was glad to hear the Senator from Pennsylvania[Mr. Quay] 
say that the people of Pennsylvania, the people of the county 


lease an inquiry into | 


where Homestead is, or of Homestead itself, do not ask or desire | 


that a committee of Congress shall come there to inquire into 
their local difficulties or endeavor to rearrange a scale of wages 
there. Pennsylvania wants nothing of that sort. So far as the 
scope of the pending resolution reaches Pennsylvania is only in- 
terested, as other States are, in the question as to what shall be 
done with regard to organizations like that known as the Pinker- 
tons. For myself I believe that the existence of a regularly or- 
ganized semimilitary force provided with arms, to move from 
State toState in assumed endeavors to enforce the laws and keep 
the peace, is wholly at variance withthe spirit of our Government 
and the constitutions of the United States and of the States. It 
ought not to be permitted. 

But in my judgment the States have this entirely within their 
own hands. [ think that the governor of Pennsylvania would 


first sign that they were coming into Pennsylvania, that Penn- 
sylvania was entirely capable of keeping the peace for herself. 
At the same time I acknowledge and assert in the strongest possi- 
ble terms the right of that company to keep possession of their 
own property, and I deny the right of any man or body of men, 
whether working at Homestead twenty years or twenty days, to 
take possession of that property and propose to controlit. I deny 
the rightfulness of the attempt to prevent new workmen from 
taking the places of the old ones save by peaceful persuasion. 
But all those interesting questions are quite susceptible of set- 
tlement within the lines of State authority without national in- 
terference. 

But, Mr. President, they can not be settled by statute. There 
is no panacea, no nostrum, there is no modern invention of social 
or economical organization of any description, that will settle 
them. They can only be settled ultimately by common sense 


on the part of the employer and common sense on the part of the 
employed, and by a remedy which can not be prescribed by stat- 
ute nor paid for by a check, yet it isfree to all and is the only ef- 
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fective remedy, and that is the golden rule. I know communi- 
ties where these controversies have been settled, where, indeed, 
they have never arisen, and peace has prevailed for generations. 

I know places where the masters and owners of great and rich 
establishments and their fathers and grandfathers were born 
and raised in the vicinity, where they are surrounded as they 
go to their shops by men with whom they played as boys; men 
with whom they were in the district schoois; men with whom 
they were in the militia company, who perhaps went to the same 
church. [havein mind now two or three establishments of 
just this description. The foremenand leading men of the work- 
ing forces in those great establishments are, you may say, old 
friends and neighbors of the employers. as tk. 

If it be necessary by stress of economic circumstances to say 
that wages shall be reduced in this factory, the managers have 
only to call upon the chiefs of the employed force to come in and 
talk it over; for, mind you, this goes with it, they are not non- 
residents proprietors in these best cases I happen to know of. 
They live near their establishments. They beautify the coun- 
try around them. They are loved and respected by the people 
whom they employ. They are known to be men capable of run- 
ning a great business, and the people who are employed believe 
they owe their prosperity and their peace and the cottages they 
have and the sums they have in the savings bank, to the superior 
skill and business management of the capitalists. There is no 
shade of enmity between them. When it becomes necessary to 
reduce wages, as I said before, there is nothing needed but a 
friendly consultation, for the employé has perfect confidence 
in the honorable disposition of theemployer. If in due time the 
great establishment shall think itself sufficiently prosperous to 
return to the old scale of wages or a higher one, the workman 
knows that the directors will doso without waiting for strikes or 
even solicitation. 

Now, when capitalist and workman have arrived at that rela- 
tion the whole question is settled. But no statute can effect 
this. Nostatute can drive the true feeling into the hearts of 
the people. It is a matter of the drift of civilization and the in- 
fluence of Christianity. It is the establishment ofa golden rule 
outside of the statute in the hearts of the peuple. That is the 
only effective and final settlement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut a question, and rather a delicate one, too. I ask him 
whether the condition of things that existed a few years ago, 
and which he has described— 

Mr. HAWLEY. It exists now in many towns in Connecticut 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the Senator whether it has not been 
greatly impaired and changed by the enormous increase of for- 
eign-born persons who come and are employed in the 
ments? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Undoubtedly it has, in spots and places, but 
we have had no large or serious strikes in the State of Connecti- 
cut. 

Mr.SHERMAN. 
our language. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Those who come here without any associa- 
tions or affinities, strangers to republican institutions. Do they 
not introduce into the body politic of Connecticut, as they have 
done in many parts of Ohio, a new element of discord, wlrich can 
not be reconciled so easily as under the old system? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Undoubtedly the Senator has touched upon 
one of the difficulties, and in many places one of the serious dif- 
ficulties, of our progress as a nation. It isan unfortunate thing 
that so many people come here who are not born with the Amer- 
ican reverence for law. The old-fashioned American respects 


establish- 





I speak of those especially who de not speak 


C that the orn ; | the law, and means that everybody else shall respect it, because 
have been perfectly justified in notifying the Pinkertons, on the | 


he made it. Itis hisstatute. He helped to send the mento the 
Legislature or to Congress who made those laws, and he is ready 
with his life to compel their execution. The stranger comes 
here the victim of oppression for generations. There has come 
down to him from his ancestors a hatred of that thing called the 
government, and of the men who hold the great capital neces- 
sary in modern industries. 

He is taught to believe that they are his enemies. In too 
many cases they have failed to establish the brotherly relation 
Ihave spoken of. Yet we know that that there are, even un- 
der the worst of governments, some men bearing great titles, of 
long descent, having great possessions, and classed among op- 
pressors, who maintain the best relations with the people around 
them, their neighbors and their friends. Thé golden rule has 
friends under all governments. 

But it is true that there are coming to this nation multitudes 
who do not understand that here law is their friend, who have 
an inherited, instinctive hatred for what is called government, 
who do not understand the value and beauty of obedience to 
law—not even the enforced military service to which some have 
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been subjected has taught it to them. The best thing two mil- 
lion soldiers learned in the late war, next to an increased love 
for their flag and their country, was obedience. 

We can not shut our eyes to these stormy disturbances. Poli- 
ticians will gain nothing by silence and cowardice. The laws 
of the nation and of the States must be obeyed and the rights of 
property respected. Withthem gothe rights of the laborer. If 
we do not face this thing earnestly and vigorously, each in his 
own respective capacity and place, we shall have serious trouble. 
Itis not to bs permitted that volunteer gatherings of men,whether 
organized or unorganized, shall enforce an assumed right to take 
possession of the property of others and control it. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], at whom I am look- 
ing now, some time ago made some expressions that were ex- 
ceedingly distasteful. He spoke of the right of men, who had 
been long employed, to stay where they had been working. 
Now, in the legal sense, and in a sense that they must recognize, 
they have no right to be employed in that place, none that can 
be enforced by law; but if you ask me whether a corporation 
(which ought to be as merciful as an individual and have all the 
humanities in it) ought to regard with kindly feeling the man 
who has been there tan, or twenty, or thirty years, who has his 
cottage and his children around him, I say yes, most emphati- 
cally. The corporation or individual is brutal if it, or he, does 
not acknowledge the moral obligation of human brotherhood, 
and if occasion calls endeavor to do better for the workman than 
he would do for himself. The workmen each and all may be 
legally discharged, evicted—driven out; but there is a law above 
law which forbids these things to be done if they can be avoided. 
And in this spirit each side in their lamentable controversies 
ought to regard the other. 

Now, in regard to the methods of keeping the peace, and call- 
ing in force to maintain the civil authority and protect persons 
and property. The history of the growth of law and custom is 
exceedingly interesting. Trace the relation between civil and 
military power for centuries in England, beginning with the old 
feudal times, the times of chieftains and nobles, who gathered 
into their castles and fortified them, and, like brooded chickens, 
the cottagers gathered clos: around. Vassals acknowledged 
their lord and chieftain the military and civil leader, armed for 
the defense of the nation and for castle and cottage alike. All 
that is modified into the more peaceful forms of modern civiliza- 
tion. Feudal power passed away. The people became greater; 
the nobility grew less. Itcame to be inGreat Britain thatevery 
single person of a military age was ordered to keep his bow and 
his arrows and his implements of attack and defense always on 
hand. The common people b2came the guardians of the com- 
mon weal. 

See how we have followed the precedents of our English an- 
cestors. 

In the Revsed Statutes we find: 





Skc. 1625. Every able-bodied male citizen of the respective States, resident 
therein, who is of the age of 18 years and under the age of 45 years, shall be 
enrolled in the militia. 

Src, 1626. It shall be the duty of every captain or commanding officer of a 
company to enroll every such citizen residing within the bounds of his com- 
pany, and all those who may, from timetotime, arrive at the age of 18 years, 
or who, being of the age of 18 years and under the age of 45 years, come to 
reside within his bounds. 

Sec. 1627. Each captain or commanding officer shall, without delay, notify 
every such citizen of his enrollment, etc. 

* * * * & * 

Sec. 1628. Every citizen shall, after notice of his enrollment, be constantly 
provided with a good musket or fire-lock of a bore sufficient for balls of the 
eighteenth part of a pound, a sufficient bayonet and belt, two spare flints, and 
a knapsack, a pouch With a box therein tocontain not less than twenty-four 
cartridges, suited to the bore of his musket or fire-lock, each cartridge to 
contain a proper quantity of powder and ball, etc. 

Succeeding sections provide a full organization of the whole 
people. 

That statute was enacted in 1792. Of course there is not a citi- 
zea of the United States who has the fire-lock and the flints to-day 
unless it be in his museum, nor an officer who has what he calls 
a ‘‘ hanger,” nor scarcely an officer who knows what the “‘espon- 
toon” is that he is required to possess. But we have organized 
the whole force from 18 to 45 years of age, and that, sir, is the 
posse comitatus. English law came to preserve very clearly the 
distinction between the rights and duties of the magistrate and 
the military officer, and you will find in the history of English 
legislation and in the English common law that the military 
officer dared not move without the entreaty and demand of the 
magistrate except in some very extraordinary cases such as com- 
mon sense would say ought to be exceptional, when property or 
life must be saved on the instant before the magistrate can ap- 
pear. 

Mr. BUTLER. I assumed from the remarks of the Senator 
from Connecticut that where parties take, say, unlawful posses- 
sion of property the owner of that property has no right to gather 
an armed force to dispossess them? 
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Mr. HAWLEY. 
Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I will speak of that in a few moments. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator had not said that, but I wanted 
to know if that was not his opinion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I had not come to that. 
what the Senator says and speak of it soon. 

Mr. BUTLER. That seems to be the point in the contro- 
versy in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will come to that. 

Now, the natural course of a‘fairs would be that the magis- 
trate, any magistrate whose duty it was to keep the peace, hav- 
ing with him the sheriff and seeing a riot growing beyond his 
control, finding turbulent and wicked men who would not obey 
his commands to disperse and keep the peace, should call for the 
colonel, who in theory always stands behind the sheriff. But he 
need not call for armed men under military titles. When he 
summoned tae posse comitatus—the power of the county—every 
able-bodied man was a fully-armed man, bound to obey. 

So we in theory, and under the letter of our statutes, have all 
the people—the whole posse comitatus—in every county well 
armed. Wherever the common law prevails or influences our 
legislation, it is the theory that in strict and humble subordi- 
nation to the civil power the armed men may be quickly called 
to vindicate law. [am glad I had nothing to do with such re- 
sponsibility, but Ishould have said that a sheriff in that spot in 
Pennsylvania, or any sheriff, should have borne this in mind. 
Seeing clearly that the disturbance was beyond the control of 
any ordinary collection of unarmed men he might summon, he 
could call for citizens Smith, Jones, and Brown, and a hundred 
more composing the militia company of the town or county. 

He would not have nominally summoned the military but he 
would have practically done it. At the very first indication to 
that sheriff that there was to be a mob there to defy him and 
overpower him and trample upon the law, he should have noti- 
fied the governor of his State and kept him fully informed to the 
end that the chief executive of a sovereign State might send in- 
stantly military forces to awe and overwhelm disorder. Better 
to have twice as many as needed than to have half enough; bet- 
ter to have them a week too early than a minute too late. 

Now, the Senator from South Carolina, if I recollect his ques- 
tion correctly, asked me whether the citizen could defend his 
own house? Was that it? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; [asked this question—because that seems 
to be the point at issue. I will illustrate it by the Homestead 
workmen. Assuming that those workmen had taken unlawful 
possession of that property at Homestead, I asked the Senator 
whether, in his opinion as a lawyer, the owners of that property 
had a right to organize an armed force and dispossess them by 
force? That was the question I put to the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the owner should call upon the reg- 
ular civil authority, and in this case the owners being in posses- 
sion had a right to defend their houses and shops. I know very 
well what the Senator would do if he were informed that dis- 
orderly people were coming with a violent intent to burn his 
house or to hurt any person of his family. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a different proposition. That is a 
riot. There is no analogy between that question and the one [ 
put to the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, I think there is. 

Mr. BUTLER. The question I put to the Senator is whether 
when people take unlawful possession of another’s property the 
owner of that rey has the right to organize an armed force 
to dispossess them by force. If the Senator will pardon me for 
one moment, in my State, if A, B,C, D, or a dozen, or twenty, or 
thirty men take possession of my property the first step I should 
take would be to go to a judge of competent jurisdiction and in- 
stitute, if need be, a proceeding for the recovery of the posses- 
sion of the property, andthe judge would, I assume, issue a man- 
date to the sheriff and put it in the hands of the sheriff, and the 
sheriff would then call upon the posse comitatus with just so 
much force as would be necessary to dispossess the unlawful peo- 
ple who were in possession of it—not in a spirit of riot, not asa 
mob, but, if you please, under cover of title. It seems tome the 
mistake that was made in the unfortunate controversy at Home- 
stead was that the sheriff has noright to put me in possession of 
my property. The sheriff, under the laws of Connecticut, would 
have no right to put the Senator in possession of his property. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, he has. 

Mr. BUTLER. He has not in mine, without the mandate of a 
court. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course there are shadowy boundaries that 
it is not easy to define unless we have a precise stated case be- 
fore us. If somebody gets poss2ssion of my house in my absence 
under color of title, under pretense of legal title, under the ad- 
vice of some lawyer, I will not go there armed or collecting 


I had not said that. 
No, but I do. 
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armed neighbors or asking the militia company to come and put 
mein. I have the slow and disagreeable remedies of an action 
for trespass, and writs of ejectment, etc., ete., and in the course 
of two or three years may get to my hearthstone again and bring 
my wife and children in. But the coming of half a dozen turbu- 
lent and stormy men with no shadow of right and nopretense of 
legal right to take possession of my property well, sir, I am 
afraid I should not wait to study law long on that question, nor 
would the Senator in the case of an attack upon his house 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course not, Mr. President. That was not 
the case I put to the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The case at Homestead was not the case the 
Senator supposed. 

Mr. BUTLER. The case is this, as I understand it: These 
workmen got possession of the property, and instead of the own- 
ersof the property resorting to what I suppose would be the legal 
process of ejecting them, they sent off and got two or three hun- 
dred men, armed men. That is my information; but I may be 
wrong about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thesending for the Pinkertons was a blunder 
or acrime according to the knowledge and moral responsibility 
of the various persons engaged in it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a point I wanted to make. Of course 
if these people had been in possession of their property and a 
mob had attempted to take possession they had abundant right 
to defend it with arms. I admit that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us suppose, then, that a mob had gotten 
possession. Let us suppose a mob had got in in the night when 
nobody saw them and everybody was away but the watchman, | 
claim it is the duty of the sheriff and the governor, supported by 
the military forces as a last resort, to put the owners In posses- 
sion. Inacase of that kind they must keep the peace. Itisa 
part of their duty to keep the peace. 

Mr. BUTLER. That, I think, is entirely correct, if it is a 
mob, ariot. The peace officers have a right to suppress ariot. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My opinion is, from my recollection of the 
story, and Lam justified by the remark of aSenator near me, that 
the Carnegie Company never lost their legal possession; they had 
their own agents and watchmen in there the whole time; and that 
the contestants outside never assumed to take entire possession of 
it, but only to hold it guarded for a certain purpose—guarded 
against the coming in of other workmen whom the company de- 
sired toemploy. Il understand that to be their legal position. 

Mr. President, I have no objection to the inquiry concerning 
armed bodies not known to the law, traveling from State to 
State to keep the peace. That isareturn to ancient barbarism. 

But the abuses, the turbulent overpowering of the law that 
often troubles us, indicates something. No matter how clearly 
it seems to be illegal, violence by lynch law, armed bands of 
men acti”. in the name of peace, ask for the cause of the evil. I 
was a: .vunded to hear lately from some gentleman whose posi- 
tion and studies szemed to claim respect for his statements, that 
during a certain number of years just past there have been in 
this country more executions under lynch law than at the hands 
of lawful sheriffs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
will suspend a single moment. In the opinion of the present oc- 
cupant of the Chair, at the hour of 2 o’clock, which has already 
arrived, the parliamentar}? method should be to lay the first 
special order before the Senate. By unanimous consent, how- 
ever, it has been agreed that the present unfinished business 
shall remain as the unfinished business for the first Monday in 
December next. If there be no objection the Chair will allow 
the consideration of the resolution now under consideration to 
proceed and will not lay before the Senate the first special order. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should be glad to say afew words more. 
The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] asks me to 
yield the floor for a moment. 


COURT-MARTIAL TRIALS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. 
mediate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 





I submit a resolution and ask for its im- 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report the names of all 
officers of the Army who have been tried by court-martial during the past 
ten years, the rank of the officer, the offense charged, the verdict rendered 
in each case, and the punishment imposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I must object because I have a few remarks 
to make, and then I will yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion will lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let it lie on the table. 
something further about it myself. 


Being objected to, the resolu- 


I shall want to hear 
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Mr.PALMER. Mr. President-— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I must decline to yield further. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope no further interruption will be inter- 
posed to the remarks of the Senator from Connecticut, and at 
the conclusion of his remarks I shall ask a few moments to re- 
ply to so much of his speech as is personal to myself. 


EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON 


MEN. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution re- 
ported by Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was saying that whenever abuses such as 
alleged Pinkertonism and lynch law arose, we should always be 
careful before rushing to denounce without qualification to in- 
quire whence thos: things came—what was the supposed cause 
for them. I referred to the statement that it is alleged there 
had been more executions under lynch law during a period of 
years just passed than there had been at the hands of the regu- 
lar sheriff. I do not know how accurate the statement may be: 
we hear enough of themat all events. It is because of a lack of 
prompt trial, conviction, and punishment, and the States and 
the State courts are greatly and first to blame for it. 

We see people charged with the foulest crimes, the wickedest 
murders, gathering about them astute counsel who postpone the 
trial as longas possible, and cross-examine witnesses as long as 
possible, and get adjournments and make acute pointsand carry 
them to the State courts, and if possible to the United States 
courts, and prevail upon a weak judge to postpone to the far- 
thest limit the day of execution, and the bouquets pour into 
the cells of the poor devils, and by and by, when the next shame- 
less crime is committed, the people arise in a rage, break into a 
jail, and hang the guilty wretch forthwith. 

The sometimes imbecile execution of righteous law is at least 
partially responsible for this. This abuse called Pinkertonism 
has grown up—has grown up because of the instinctive desire 
and tierce determination of the people to protect, at all hazards, 
the property guaranteed them by law, human and divine. It is 
not to be excused, and nevertheless there is palliation for it in 
the inefficiency of the ordinary and ancientsafeguards of society. 

If I were a preacher [ would close by saying, the lesson of this 
particular hour in America is the nocessity of a renewed deter- 
mination that the Constitution and the lawsof the United States 
and of every State shall be imperatively enforced on every inch 
of land and in every second of time. ; 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, it gives me pleasure to con- 
cur in the general views of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY]. I believe with him that the safety of society is in 
obedience to the law, and that safety can best be attained by a 
firm and vigorousenforcement of the law. Ifall thereis in ques- 
tions like this could be disposed of by an assertion of that sort I 
would congratulate the Senator upon the achievement of this 
morning, because his views are sound and his exhortation is one 
that commends itself to my judgment, and is supported by my 
experience. 

The Senator, however, overlooks certain conditions that are 
manifest at present and for which statesmen must provide. For 
a half century (for my experience extends back over nearly that 
length of time) the country has been engaged in an effort to or- 
ganize capital, to make it etficient and useful for the development 
of the resources of the country, until those organizations hav 
reached an alarming proportion. For example, I understand 
that the manufacturing establishment at Homestead controls a 
capital of about $25,000,000. I understand that there are other or- 
ganizations in the country which control capital to an equal or ap- 
proximate amount. Now, that property has its rights. No man 
admits it more cheerfully than Ido; but it must be perceived 
by every thoughtful observer that while capital is thus organ- 
ized, labor, which I use as a collective term, becomes compara- 
tively neutral. The Senator refers to a period when the laws 
required that each citizen should arm himself. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will excuse me. 
statute in force to-day. If he 
lation of the law. 

Mr. PALMER. I refer to that as an illustration. merely of 
what I amabout to say. The Senator is aware of the fact, no 
doubt, that such have been the changes in military weapons 
that people are unarmed, and that it woyld be scarcely possible 
for them to supply themselves with the military weapons which 
are now in use in actual war. | this to emphasize the 
changes which are going on. I refer again to the fact that all 
our laws have tended to the consolidation and organizatio. 
capital, and that the effect of those organizations is that labor, 
by which I mean all industric: not organized, has become feeble 


I read from the 
has not his flintlock he is in vio- 


raby 


¢ 
rl 


for want of organization. I[ |elieve public policy demands that 
the organization of labor should b>» encouraged as we have here- 
tofore encouraged the organization of capital. I think that 








1014 


most thoughtful men agree with me that its organization ought 
to be encouraged and no! discouraged. 

My reasoning in regard to the Homestead case has been that 
the organization there which controls $25,000,000 capital has | 
actually, so far as it has power, forbidden the organization of 
labor. The managers have absolutely refused to recognize or- 
ganized labor, and are exerting themselves to destroy the organ- 
ization of labor. ‘That I understand to be the exact condition. 
This controversy had its origin in that, I understand. 

Now, I have mainiained that the right of labor to organize is 
as perfect as is the right of capital. I dislike using the terms 
‘‘capital” and ‘labor,’ because they mislead. I dislike to an- 
tagonize two elements so important to the welfare of society even 
by repeating the terms. 

I understand the Homestead men were at their homes, and | 
that this was a distinctly lawless force employed by the owners | 


of the property, not only to recover a possession which had not | 


been disturbed, but it wasa menace, it was an attempt at war 
upon organized labor. 

I did say that those men had a right to be there. I did say 
they had aright to defend themselves there. I understand the 
law to be well settled that ay;arty in possession may resist any 
lawless force. While L admit that a party in possession ought 
and must yield to the law and to the representatives of the law, 
I donot understand that the citizens of this country, being where 
they have aright to be, are required to submit to a lawless force, 
an organized band of lawless men. I maintain, therefore, that 
their resistance was a legitimate resistance. I thinkif the Sen- 
ator has done me the honor to read what I said, he will find I ad- 
mitted the right of the owners to control their property, but I 
asserted the right of the laborers to employment. 

The Senator says they have a moral right to be employed or 
that there is an element of moral right in the claim of employés 
toemployment. Mr. President, I have gone no further than to 
assert that moral right. But I have said,and my object in the 
remarks I made was to intimate tothe Senate and tothe country 
that this moral right, which is conceded by all who criticise me, 
must in some way or other, how I do not know, be clothed with 
legal form. The difficulty consists in defining it, but when the 
existence of the moral right is conceded, all is conceded that I 
have claimed. I concede all that is claimed in regard to the 
right of men to control their own property, but I do insist that 
it is the right of labor to organize. 

We have passed liberal incorporation laws under which the 
money of the country is organized and is protected with immense 
foree, because all the capital of the country is in sympathy and 
codperates to effect its own common objects. I think it is wise 
that all that I call labor (whiclris all that is not incorporated) 
may organize rightly, and that this largecorporation in making 
their war upon the organization of labor, refusing to recognize 
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all the elements of labor which are not now organized have the 


| right to organize and ought to organize, and ought to be encour- 


aged to organize, and that an attack upon organized labor is of 
itself an offense, a moral offense atleast, as the Senator concedes 
I apprehend. 

Mr. President, I desire to go no further except to say that i 
have found it in the course of my life exceedingly difficult to ad- 
vance opinions that look to the improvement of the laws with- 
out subjecting myself to harsh criticisms. I believe that the 
time will come when the patriotism and wisdom of the people of 
the States will find some solution of these troubles, and I think ! 
that every contribution to that end should meet with not un 
kind criticism, but should be accepted as the well-meant effort 


| Of @ man whose meaning is good, and whose purpose is to im- 


prove the law and to benefit the condition of the people of the 
country. 

I conclude by saying that I have never asserted more than a 
mora} rightof persons under thes circumstances toemployment. 
One other remark I think I will venture to make before I take 
my seat. 

Mr. President, this corporate organization of wealth is increas. 
ing rapidly and its power for concert, its enormous power separ- 
ately, justifies such resistance as is consistent with law, and re- 
quir -s such legislation a3 will mitigate the evils that grow out 
of these enormous aggregations of power. Think of it! At 
Homestead the managers of the Carnegie establishment with 
$20,000,000 of capital and with several thousand men employed, 
assert their absolute, uncontrollable right to control their own 
property, which I have not denied. They claim the absolute, 
uncontrollable right to discharge these persons or to forbid these 
thousands of men from organizing for a legitimate purpose. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, Mr. President, the Senator ought not 
to say that. I do not care about his ordinary mistakes; he has 
The company were never so utterly 
idiotic as to forbid the organization of the Knights of Labor or 
They knew they had no right 


| to forbid that; that the workmen had a perfect right to organ- 


| ize. 


They never undertook to prevent them from organizing, 
but they did say that they wanted to employ whom they pleased. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the interruption might have 
been characterized by better manners, but I submit to it all the 
same. 

I have said that they forbade the organization of these men to 
the extentof refusing to recognize their organization. I think 
I have said nothing inconsistent. The Senator speaks of my or- 


| dinary mistakes. 


the right of labor to organize, have far transcended any right 


that can possibly be claimed by any property owners. 


| confess that [sympathize largely with that disposition which | 


inclines American citizens to resist alawlessforce: and thisvery | 
force, this Pinkerton organization, as it is termed, is one which 
is lawlessly employed wherever it has been used. The Senator 
himself does not see any foundation for the right of Pinkertons 
to travel 
who simply desire to employ them without judicial or legislative 
authority. I have asserted and I maintain the right of these 
people to defend themselves against the lawless force that was 
intended ultimately to take life, and I do assert the rightof labor 
to organize. I do maintain that it is the policy of the country 
that labor should be encouraged to organize. [am not able to 
funderstand that reasoning which has led us so long to invite the 
' orgauizationof capital by general incorporation laws, until there 
is scarcely an interest in this country of any magnitude that is 
not armed with corporate powers and relieved from the burdens 
and obligations which attend the private ownership of property. 
Indeed the boundary between corporationsis brokendown. The 
old rule was that a corporation should havesuch powers as were 
conferred upon it by law, and that corporations could not form 
partnerships. The old common law rule has been entirely disre- 
carded. 

I will go one step further. I maintain that every corporation | 
is public. I maintain that the Legislature has no right to in- 
corporate any body of persons except for public purposes,and [ | 
conclude by saying that all I meant to assert has beenconceded, | 
that these persons have a moral right to employment, depend- 
ent upon their conduct. They are under a moral duty to work 
for reasonable wages under all the circumstances, and they 
have a moral right to expect it. 

While the golden rule, to which the Senator has referred, 


would undoubtedly settle every trouble, yet, inasmuch as we 
have not reached that perfect state of society, I maintain that | 


Mr. HAWLEY. Minor mistakes. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator is kind to watch me and to ob- 
serve my minor mistakes. It isexceedingly gratifying to know 
that I have so friendly a guardian to watch over me. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ~ You need one. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senatorsays Ineedone. Mr. President, 
I have so far gotten along very well without a guardian. If I 
have occasion to employ the services of amentor, I know where 
to find him, and will avail myself of his uniform kindness and 


| the tender of his advice, even in advance of a request for it. 


from State to State and enlist in the service of men | 


I have stated the fact that they refused to recognize organized 
labor; they refused torecognize these,meninorganization; they 
refused to employ these men as organized according to the 
method of their particular employment, and to that extent they 
forbade, they opposed organization. The Senator says they did 
not forbid. I say they do oppose the organization of labor, and 


that such opposition is not warranted by any right they possess. 
{ do maintain the necessity for the organization of labor; I 


maintain the right of the organization of labor; I maintain the 
duty of labor to organize; I maintain the duty of every person, 
corporate and natural, to obey the law, to keep the peace; I 
maintain the right of the citizen; and I deny the right of this 
corporation to employ this irritating force, one which is natur- 
ally calculated to provoke outbreaks. 

1 conclude by expressing the belief that however much these 
Homestead men were censurable—and there was much to cen- 
sure in their conduct—the beginning of the trouble was the law- 
less conduct of this corporation in seeking to introduce into that 
little village a dangerous and a lawless force. 

Mr. QUAY. Isuggest that the resolution go over until to- 
morrow and be printed in connection with the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama |[Mr. MORGAN], and that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust that will not be done. This reso- 
lution has been before the Senate a month and has been printed 
three or four times. The amendment is perfectly understood. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
allow the resolution to be acted upon now. 














1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Mr. QUAY. If the Senate is ready for a vote, I have no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the resolution be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MorGAN] to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon | 


agreeing to the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question nowis, Shall the 
resolution as amended pass? 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


FRANK J. BURROWS. 


Mr. QUAY. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate: proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Pending that I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from lowa moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. QUAY. Itrustthe Senator from Iowa will withdraw that 
motion to allow me to call up a bill which I have been waiting 


for some days to pass. It is a bill for the relief of one of my con- | 


stituents. 
Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


Mr. MITCHELL. [also havea bill which I have been trying | 


to get up for some time. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of Senate bill 1465. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1465) for the relief of 
Frank J. Burrows. It directs the Postmaster-General to cause 
the account of Frank J. Burrows, late postmaster at Williams- 
port, State of Pennsylvania, to be credited with $4,022, on ac- 
count of the loss of $3,500 in postage stamps and $522 in postal 
funds by robbery of the post-office on the 30th of August, 1884, it 
appearing that the loss was without fault or negligence on the 
part of the late postmaster, and appropriates $4,022 to pay the 
claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MAJ. HENRY A. READ. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is a House joint resolution on the 
Calendar which was reported by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
PALMER] favorably and without amendment for the relief of 
Maj. Henry A. Read, a gentleman who is a resident of Arizona, 
and therefore has no representative upon the floor of the Senate. 
I ask the Senate to take up that joint resolution and pass it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 54 
for the relief of Maj. Henry A. Read. It directs the Secretary 
of War to cause the record of the War Department to be cor- 
rected, and to grant to Henry A. Read an honorable discharge 
from the service of the United States, bearing date of November 
2, 1863; but he shall receive no pay or allowance whatever for 
time subsequent to the date of record of dismissal. 

The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. 


Mr. FELTON. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate 
for a moment only, and to say that in the early days of this ses- 
sion I introduced a bill, the intent of which was to amend an 
act passed in 189) by Congress for the promotion of commerce, 
and other purposes, commonly known as the steamship sub- 
sidy bill. The bill was referred to the appropriate committee 
of this Senate, which committee since that time has made no 
report, doubtless for good and sufficient reasons to themselves, 
and for reasons which I have no desire to question. I speak 
respectfully. The act of 1890 has not answered the purpose 
for which it was intended and its friends expected it to sccom- 
plish, that is, the promotion of commerce, but, on the contrary, 
it has served in more than one instance, by the taking advantage 
of its provisions, the purpose of retarding and restricting com- 
merce in its natural flow and seriously interfering with our great 
interstate commerce on the Pacific coast. Hence I desire to give 
notice to the Senate that, with their permission, I shall, early in 
the coming session, move to take this matter up for consideration, 


- — 
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at which time I desire to be heard at some length upon the sub- 
ject, as it is a matter of great importance and special interest to 
the people whom I have the honor in part to represent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to say a werd in ref- 
erence to the remarks of the Senator from California. The 
Senator in his remarks did not state, I believe, to what com- 
mittee the bill of which he was speaking had been referred, but 
I suppose he had reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FELTON. [ had. 

Mr. CULLOM. As a member of that committee, I take no 
exception whatever, to the remarks of the Senator, but in the 
absence of the chairman of the committee, I desire to say that 
that committee has been very busily occupied in the considera- 
tion of bills before it at the present session and has performed 
a great deal of work by reporting bills and securing their pas- 
| sage or in making adverse reports. 

I am not myself aware of the exact nature of the bill referred 
to by the Senator, and I do not rise now to say anything furthei 
about it than that the committee and the chairman of the com- 
mittee I have no doubt will be glad to give early consideration 
to the bill to which the Senator has referred at the beginning of 
the next session. 

Mr. FELTON. [ badsnot the remotest intention or desire to 
reflect in any way upon the action of the committee. Ionly in 

| tended to make myself plain in regard to the matter, as it is a 
| matter of considerable consequence and great importance to the 
*acific coast. As I before remarked, the amendments I have pri - 
| posed should be considered, and I give notice at this time to the 
| Senate of my intention at the next session to press for the early 


| consideration of the measure. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hopethe Senator will take occasion to make 
his remarks to the Senate very early in the next session so that 
| the committee may have the advantage of them. 
Mr. FELTON. That is what I desire to do, and that is why J 
have made this statement and given the notice. 


BOARD OF INDIAN REGENTS. 


Mr. PERKINS. On the 16th day of July I made a motion to 
discharge the Committee on Indian Affairs from the further 
consideration of Senate bill 2412, and moved that it be indefi- 
nitely postponed. I ask unanimous consent that that motion 
may be taken up for consideration at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill referred 
to by the Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill(S. 2412) to provide for the crea- 
tion of a board of regents of education for the Indian and Okla- 
homa Territories, to define the powers, duties, and responsibili- 
ties of such board, and to provide for the purchase of certain 
lands from the Government of the United States, and for the 
promotion of the industrial and academic education of Indians 
and others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator asks unanimous 
consent of the Senate that the question be considered at this 
time. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the que; 
tion is, Shall the motion of the Senator that the Committee on 
[Indian Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill be agreed to? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now,I move that the bill be indefinite], 
postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PURCHASERS OF LANDS ON PAWNEE RESERVATION, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report an original joint resolution, which I ask may be 
considered at the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 115) extending the time of payment 
by purchasers of lands on the Pawnee Indian Reservation was 
read the first time by its title, and the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Be it resolvea, efc., That the time fixed under: the provisions of an act en 
titled “An act requiring purchasers of lands in the Pawnee Reservation, in 
the State of Nebraska, to make payment, and for other purposes,” approved 


April 22, 1890, within which payments by purchasers of lands on the Pawnee 
Indian Reservation in the State of Nebraska, were required to be made, is 
hereby extended for the period of sixty days from the date of the passage of 
this joint resolution, ond allrights accruing from said purchases are hereby 


preserved. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This joint resolution is simply to relieve 
about fourteen or fifteen people, who are practically in default, 
though not by their own fault, as I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CockRELL in the chair). 
The Senator from Nebraska asks for the present consideration 
of the joint resolution reported by him from the Committee on 

| Public Lands, which has just been read. Is there objection? 








Mr. SHERMAN. If it involves fourteen or fifteen claims I do 
not think it ought to be considered now. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They really are not claims at all. Thes2 
lands were sold to actual settlers in tracts not exceeding 160 
acres. The terms of sale were one-quarter cash and the balance 
inthreeannual payments. The final payment became due awhile 
ago, and the land offices failed to give proper notice. These 
people had made all their payments but one—this being the 
final payment. They have already deposited the money for the 
-payments but were technically a few days too late. The passage 
of this joint resolution is recommended by the Interior Depart- 
ment, and no one will think of opposing it if he understands the 
situation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I wish the Senator from Nebraska would state 
the conditions of the purchases? 

Mr. PADDOCK. As I remember, the terms were one-quarter 
cash and the balance in three annual payments. Thelast payment 
isthe payment in default. All the othershave been made. The 
land officers failed to give proper notice and probably not to ex- 
ceed twelve or fourteen of these people are in such a condition 
that there will be an absolute forfeiture of their lands. The 
money is already on deposit. 

Outofalarge number of purchasers I think there are only about 
twelve or fourteen who are in actual default, and therefore in con- 
dition to be in danger of an absolute forfeiture of their lands, to- 
gether with all the money heretofore paid. The money is al- 
ready on deposit with the local land officers and this resolution 
will authorize them to receive the payments and provide for the 
final transfers of the lands. 

Mr. CALL. What were the quantities of land allowed to be 
bought? 

Mr. PADDOCK. One hundred and sixty acres. 

Mr.CALL. Very well. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Cc, B. BRYAN & CO. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to have 
considered at this time Senate bill 559. It is a bill of ten lines. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 559) for the relief of 
Cc. B. Bryan & Co. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to C. B. Bryan & Co., of Memphis, Tenn., $8,643.60, being 
for the value of a coal barge and 16,968 bushels of Pittsburg 
coal, as found by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is that the report of a committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course it is. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Committee on Claims? 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
asco] reported the bill a short time ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. It proposes to appropriate a pretty largesum 
of money, as I caught the reading. 

Mr. HARRIS, It is for the sinking a coal barge with its con- 
tents by a Government vessel. The matter has been carefully 
investigated by the committee and a very full report has been 
made. 

Mr. BATE. I introduced the bill very early in the session, 
and have been trying to get a reportfrom the committee all this 
time. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Court of Claims hasinvestigated the case, 
and all the facts have been found. 

Mr. BATE. That is true, and the bill has been favorably re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims without amendment 
' The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ASSIGNEES AND LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN ROACH. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (S. 457) for the relief of the assignees or legal representa- 


tives of John Roach, deceased, to pay balance due on the United | 


States steamship Dolphin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to object to this bill, but I move 
that the Senate adjours. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator will yield to me to allow | 


this bill to be passed. 

Mr. VEST. We have no quorum here. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill has been passed several times by 
the Senate heretofore. 
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Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course,every bill on the Calendar 
could be passed with less than a quorum present. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Every bill has not been passed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. I did not say that. I said that every bill could 
be passed on the Calendar with less than a quorum of Senators 
present. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion ~ 


of the Senator from Missouri that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 59 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 
3, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 2, 1892. 


_ The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. 
CUTHBERT, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
| The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House bills and resolutions of 
the Senate, which were severally referred as indicated, namely: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 114) to continue provisions of a joint 
resolution approved June 30, 1892, entitled ‘A joint resolution 
to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment”’—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 113) providing for the printing of the 
agricultural report of 1892—to the Committee on Printing. 
| <A bill (S. 3026) to mark the birthplace of James Madison, 
| fourth President of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

A bill (S. 3013) providing that appointments in staff corps be 
made from the line of the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1507) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest —to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1357) to compensate Elihu Root for services ren- 
dered by direction of the Attorney-General—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2564) to amend section 6 of an actapproved March 3, 
| 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for 
other purposes ’—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3042) to 
provide for leave of absence to certain members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic during the encampment of the Grand 
Army of the Republic in the city of Washington, D. C., during 
the month of September, 1892, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of that bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then [ ask that it be allowed to remain on the 
table for the present. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order wil! 
be made. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2128) for 
the relief of John S. Sammis. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask unanimous consent that that bill te 
put upon its passage at this time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I object to any legislation ex- 
cepting that which is in the line of the regular order at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the resolutions of 
the Senate in relation to the death of the late Representztive 
Craig of Pennsylvania; which were ordered to lis on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House, inthe 
| absence of objection, at this time, a request of a member for 
| leave of absence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ALEXANDER asks leave of absence for two weeks on account of impor- 
tant business. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 





| 


| Mr. BUTLER. ‘I object. 
| 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
| announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 9482) for the relief of the Eastern band of Cherokee 
Indians. 




















1892. 


It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
for the relief of E. Darwin Gage, late lieutenant-colonel of the 
One hundred and forty-eighth New York Infantry; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further considera- 
tion of the Senate amendments to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] moves to re- 
consider the vote by which the House receded from its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendments; and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] moves to lay that motion on the table, 
and on that demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the House do now adjourn, and 
pending that I move that when it adjourns it be to meet on 
Thursday next. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that the decision of the caucus last night? 

Mr. BAILEY. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa by striking out Thursday and substituting Friday. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Would it be in order to 
substitute for all of these motions a motion that the House now 
adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. There is pending a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I know, but it is tied up 
with several other motions. Has not the House the right to 
come directly to a vote on that motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
unless the absence of a quorum is disclosed, the question would 
first come up on fixing the time to which the House should ad- 
journ. Of course, if the want of a quorum should be disclosed, 
then the House would have the right to adjourn, or to order a 
eall of the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
is not in order to move, as a substitute for all pending motions, 
that the House do now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The question is on 
the a proposed by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House take a recess for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What is the object of that? 

The SPEAKER. Pending that the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DOCKERY] asks unanimous consent to take a recess for fif- 
teen minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. What is the object of that? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not informed. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Well, let it go. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, the House will 
take a recess for fifteen minutes. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m.) the House 
took a recess until 11 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m. 

The recess having expired, the Speaker resumed the chair. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that we take an informai recess for half an hour. I think it is 
quite likely we can accomplish more in that way than by con- 
tinuing the proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the House take a recess, preserving the ex- 
isting status, for thirty minutes. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does that vacate the motions which have 
been made? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It leaves everything in statu quo. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. Is there objection to the request? 

There was no objection. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m.) the House 
took a further recess until 12 m. 

The recess having expired, the Speaker resumed the chair. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent to 
take a.recess for one hour. As is known, efforts are being made 
to come to a conclusion, and those efforts will probably be fur- 
thered as much by taking a recess as by continuing in session. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. There is no objection to that. 
That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] asks unanimous consent to take a recess for one hour, 
matters to retain their present status. Without objection the 
Chair will declare the House in recess for one hour. 

There was no objection. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 1 minute p. m.) the House took 
a recess to 1 o’clock and 1 minute p. m. 

The recess having expired, the Speaker resumed the chair. 
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My inquiry is whether it | 


VOLT 


The SPEAKER. The recess having expired, the House will 
resume its session. The Chair will state the question before the 
House exactly as it was at the time when the recess was taken 
by unanimous consent. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HoL- 
MAN] moves to reconsider the vo'e by which the House receded 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendm>-nts to the sundry 
civil bill. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] 
moves to lay that motion on the table, and on that demands the 
yeas and nays. Pending that the gentleman from Towa [Mr.’ 
BUTLER] moves that the House do now ed‘ourn, and that when 
it adjourns it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. The gentle- 
man from Texas |Mr. BAILEY] moves to strike out Thursday 
and substitute Friday: so that the auestion for the House to de- 
termine is on the latter motion, that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. KILGORE) there were 
2, noes 72. 

Mr. KILGORE. A quorum has not voted, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Texas{|Mr. KILGORE] and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM}. 

Mr. LANHAM. Would it be in order to move a eall of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. LANHAM. {f move a call of the House. 

A eall of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk procesded to zall the roll, when the foliowing mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


ayes 


Abbott, Coombs, Kendall, Richardson, 
Alderson, Cowles, Ketcham, Robertson, La. 
Alexander, Cox, N. Y. Kribbs, Russell, 
Allen, Cox, Tenn. Lagan, Sanford, 
Amerman, Curtis, Lawson, Va. Scott, 
Andrew, Cutting, Layton, Scull, 

Arnold, Dalzell, Lewis, Seerley, 
Bacon, Dunphy, Livingston, Snodgrass, 
Belden, Elliott, Lockwood, Springer, 


Belknap, Enochs, Lodge, Stahinecker, 


Beltzhoover, Fitch, Lynch, Stevens, 
Bergen, Fithian. Magner, Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Fyan, Mansur, Stone, Ky. 
Bland Gantz, McAleer, Storer, 

| Blount, Geary, McKinney, Sweet, 
Boutelle, Gillespie, Miller, Taylor, Il. 
Brawley, Gorman, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brickner. Greenleaf, Moore, Taylor, E. B. 
Brunner, Harmer, Morse, Tayior, J. D. 
Bullock, Harter, Moses, Taylor, V. A. 
Bunn, Hatch, Newberry, Terry, 
Bunting. Haugen, Norton, Tillman, 


| Burrows, 
| Campbell, 


Tucker, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 


O' Donnell, 
O’Ferrali. 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, R. I. 


Haynes, Ohio 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, ill. 
Herbert, 


Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Cate, 


Causey, Hoar, Pattison, Ohio Wever, 
Cheatham, Hooker, Miss. Peel, Whiting, 
Chapin, Hooker, N. Y. Pendleton, Willcox, 

Clark, Wyo. Hopkins, Pa. Price, Williams, Mass. 


Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Winn, 
Youmans. 


Houk, Tenn. 
Huff, 

Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, Rey burn, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
During the roll call a message from the President, by Mr. PRu- 


Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 


Clover, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 


| DEN, one of hissecretaries, was received; which anngunced that 


the President had approved and signed bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles: 

On July 28, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 1084) to remove the charge of desertion now 


| standing against Michael Keefe, deceased; 


An act (H. R. 9023) to grant the right of way to the Pensacola 
Terminal Company through the lands of the naval reservation 
near Pensacola; 

An act (H. R. 4927) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear and determine the claim of the heir of Hugh Worthing- 
ton for his interest in the steamer Eastport; 

An act (H. R. 9022) to provide for the examination of certain 
officers of the Marine Corps, and to regulate promotion therein; 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 142) extending the time for the con- 
struction of a hotel on the Government reservation at Fort Mon 
roe, Va. 

On July 29, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 6792) to provide for semiannual statements by 
foreign corporations doing business in the District of Columbia: 

An act (H.R. 3122) to prohibit the use of *‘ one-horse ” cars 
within the limits of the city of Washington after the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1893, and for other purposes: 

An act (H. R. 9172) to incorporate the Washington and Great 

| Falls Electric Railway Company; 
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An act ns R. 2503) for the relief of James B. Blue, adminis- 
trator de bonis non of the estate of Solomon Blue, deceased; 

An act (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to Orinda Leach; and 

An act (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Eliza Smith. 

On July 30, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Ellen Goff; 

An act (H. R. 1784) granting a pension to James Reed, jr.: 

An act (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to William H. Brewer; | 

An act (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to Stark Frazier: 

An act (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to John Mercer; 

An act (H. R. 4753) granting a pension toSarah L. Ronaldson; | 

An act (H. R. 6106) granting a pension to Lydia M. Kennedy, | 
sister of Abram Kennedy; 

An act (H. R. 6279) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis; | 

An act (H. R. 6561) granting a pension to Susanna Davis; 

An act (H.R. 7235) granting a pension to Mary A. Sipp; | 

An act (H. ik. 7236) granting a pension to Julia S. Tompkins; | 

An act (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to James W. Kirtley; | 
; An act (H. R. 8241) granting a pension to William Oscar Stan- | 
ey: 
An act (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Robert S. Campbell, | 
veteran of Senimole war, 1837; 

An act (H. R. 8316) granting a pension to Anna M. Holstein, a 
hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion; 

An act (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Katie Allen; 

An act (H.R. 8971) granting a pension to Mary J. Corcoran; 

An act (H. R. 2164) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Kramer; 

An act (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, form- | 
erly Coats, late of Pike County, Ill., but now of Marceline, Mo.; 
An act (H. R. 3167) restoring the pension of Sallie M. Swigart; 
An act (H. R. 4993) for the relief the heirs of John R. Treut- 

len: 

An act (H, R. 7974) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near Deposit, Ala.; and , 

An act (H.R.5684) to authorize the Denison and Northern 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

On August 1, 1892: 

An act (H.R. 3170) granting a pension to Sarah A. Noble; 

An act (H. R. 4385) to pension Nathan Falkner, of Saline 
County, Ark.; 

An act (FH. R. 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey; 

An act (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension of Addison | 
M. Copen; 

An act (H. R. 8537) relating to the limitation of the hours of 
daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon the pub- 
lic works of the United States and of the District of Colum- 
bia: 

An act (H. R. 4667) to incorporate the Maryland and Washing- | 
ton Railway Company; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 159) tocontinue the provisions of ex- 
isting laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government; 

An act (H.R. 3156) to correct the military record of James | 
Corridon, Fourth United States Infantry; and 

An act (H. R. 2932) for the relief of Charles T. Garrard. 

LEAVE TO PRINT TESTIMONY. 

The SPEAKER. As the roll has been interrupted, the Chair | 
will ask, in Pehalf of the committee investigating the charges 
made by Mr. WATSON, for leave to print the testimony taken in 
the case. Without objection the order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The doors will be considered as closed with- 
out objection. The Clerk will now call the names of those gen- 
tlemen who failed to respond, and on this call excuses may be 
offered. 

The roll was again called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TayLor] 
desires to be excused this day on account of sickness. The gen- 
tleman from Florida [Mr. BULLOCK] also requests indefinite 
leave of absence on account of sickness. Without objection these 
gentlemen will be excused. 

There was no objection. | 








Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON] left here a short time ago sick, and desires to be 
excused. He will return if necessary to make a quorum. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARWIG. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. MILLER] | 
is absent on account of sickness. I ask indefinite leave of ab- 
sence for him on that account. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BLANCH- 
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ARD] is absent on important business in the city of New York. 
I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, [Mr. PRICE] is ab- 
sent in New York for the day on important business. I ask that 
he be excused for the day. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. SEERLEY] is 
absent on the committee attending the funeral of Mr. Craig. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an excuse. 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland. I ask that my colleague [Mr. Comp- 
TON] be exeused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
JOHNSON } took my place on the committee to attend the funeral 
of Mr. Craig. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
and ask the previous question upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman from Texas yield a mo- 


| ment and permit me to request an order to print? It will only 


take a little time. 

The SPEAKER. The order to print has been granted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Before that resolution is of- 
fered [-would ask that members of committees having reports 
to make may be permitted to file them. 

The SPEAKER. This is under a call of the House and the 
Chair can not entertain that request. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the condition of the public business imperatively demands 
the immediate presence of all absent members of the House. That the 
Speaker be, and he is hereby, authorized and requested to urge upon all ab- 
sentees to return at once. at all leaves of absence heretofore granted are 
revoked. That if any absent member shall fail to return, or notify the 
Speaker that they are en route to the Capitol within the next two days, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms shall, in person or by deputy, proceed at once to the resi- 
dence of such absent members and enforce their attendance, the expenses of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms and his deputies in such service to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
enamel the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
and upon that [ demand the previous question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That except as to the revocation of leaves of absence and the ar- 
rest by the Sergeant-at-Arms of absent members of the House heretofore 
ordered, all further proceedings under the call of the House be, and the same 
are hereby, dispensed with. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas, that when the House adjourns it be to 
meet on Friday next. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 65. 

Mr. BAILEY. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. I believe that motion is now in order. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 
31 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re- 
ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(S. 3115) for the relief of Clement Reeves. (Report No. 2117.) 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A bill(H. R. 2110) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. 
J. Madison Cutts. (Report No. 2118.) 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CATE: A bill (H. R. 9698) for the relief of F. B. Toms 
and Sallie T. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 9699) to pension Thomas E. 


Rochester—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9700) for the relief of A. 
and S. Floyd, of Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 








~~. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CATE: Petition of F. B. Toms and sister, heirs at law 


of Henry C. Toms, deceased, claimants, to accompany House 


bill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Protest of Farmers and Laborers’ Union 
of Vernon County, Mo., against the passage of the Brosius lard 
bill, House bill 395, and praying for the passage of a general 
pure-food law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition for which appro- 
priations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petitionof Thomas E. Rochester, to place 
his name on the Mexican pension roll—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of District No. 1, Ancient 
Order of Hibernians, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, relating to the wrong- 
ful imprisonmentof Dr. Gallagher—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


By Mr. LODGE: Petition of 15 citizens of Florida, for certain 


instructions on immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 415 citizens of Branch 
County, Mich., protesting against any religious legislation by 
Congress—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Henry J. Turner and certificate of 
W. D. McIndoe and affidavit of George W. Foster, for pay as 
deputy provost marshal, United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, August 3, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I[askthatleave of absence may be granted 
to the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], whose 
condition of health is such as to make it impossible for him to 
attend the sessions of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, and leave 
is granted to the senior Senator from West Virginia[Mr. KENNA]. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a resolution of Labor As- | 


sociation No. 3084, Knights of Labor, of Brooklyn, N. Y., in re- 


gard to the imprisonment of Dr. Thomas Gallagher,in England, | 
and praying that steps be taken to bring about his release: which | 


was referred to the Committze on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I present the memorial of Hon. John W. 
Hoyt in regard to a national university, with an accompanying 
document, which is a very valuable historical statement on that 
subject. I move that it be printed and referred to the Select 
Committee to Establish the University of the United States. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that 5,000 extra copies of the docu- 
ment be printed for the use of the Senate, and that the motion 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, we do not hear a word of | 


what is going on. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Ohio please | 


repens his statement? The Chair did not hear it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont presented a 
memorial accompanied by a very valuable document in regard 
to the National University and moved that it be referred to the 


committes on that subject, of which I happen to be a member, | 


and printed. I move that 5,000 extra copies may be printed for 


the use of the Senate. I do not know what it will cost to print | 
that number. I ask that the motion to print extra copies be re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 879) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at Butte City, Mont., re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 2219) for the relief of Eunice M. Brown, 
reported it without amendment. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. QUAY. Lrise, probably out of order, to suggest that at 
the completion of the morning business the Senate proceed to 
consider pension bills unobjected to. 

Mr. SANDERS. I object to that. However, I am willing to 
_go to the Calendar after the morning business is concluded. 
| There are important bills besides pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. QUAY. Do I understand the Senator to object to tho 
consideration of pension bills? 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes, now. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishall not press the request. then, at this time. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3496) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Neeley: which was read twice by its title. and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 3497) concerning the or- 
ganization of certain companies in the Territories: which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 





SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. CARLISLE. If there be no further morning business, | 
suppose it is proper for me to call the attention of the Senate 
again to the resolution I offered a few days ago, which was passed 
over yesterday on account of the condition of the Senate. | 
should like to have it still remain in its present position. Pos- 
sibly something may occur in a few days so that we can have it 
disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 

COURT-MARTIAL TRIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
aresolution coming over froma previous day; which will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. PETTIGREW was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report the names of all 
officers of the Army who have been tried by court-martial during the past 
ten years, the rank of the officer, the offense charged, the verdict rendered 
in each case, and the punishment imposed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My impression is that all that informa- 
tion is already to be had. [ think the resolution had better go 
| over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am of the same mind with my friend from 
Nebraska. I think the Senator from South Dakota can go to 
the room of the Committee on Military Affairs and get the 
whole of it now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then there can be no harm in this in- 
formation being furnished according to the terms of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is the resolution just introduced? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was introduced yesterday and laid 
over. It comes up in regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. If there be no objection the resolution will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. What is the question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thereis no pending question. The 
resolution which has been read has been agreed to in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

Mr. PALMER. Is the question upon the adoption of the reso- 
lution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announced thai the reso- 
lution was agreed to, no objection having been made. 
| Mr. MANDERSON. It is subject to a vote, becaus® it was 
adopted in the absence of objection, if the Senator desires to be 
| heard upon it. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is subject to a vote. 
| Mr. CALL. I should like to know the object of the resolution 
from the Senator who introduced it. It seems to me it is bring- 
ing into unnecessary publicity some private matter that ought 
| not to be made public. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Itis certainly not a private matter. It 
isa matter of public record. I wish the information, and I do 
not want to go to the work of compiling it myself. If think it is 
| a matter which the Senate and the country should know, and it 
| certainly should not be a private matter. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the adoption 
| of the resolution? 

Mr. CALL. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution comes over from yesterday. 
It is subject to a vote. 
| Mr. CALL. I shall not press the objection. I withdraw the 
objection rather than have a question made upon it. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again put the ques- 
tion on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I shall move to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Connecticut, that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I trust that that reference will not be | 
made. It is a mere matter of inquiry, such as isordinarily made 
with regard to every branch of the Government. It seems to 
me there can be no reason why this information should not be 
furnished, and furnished to the Senate and the country. Tama 
little surprised that gentlemen should be so anxious apparently 
to conceal this record and prevent it from going before the peo- | 
ple. 

- [ think it is rather unusual in the Senate to require the refer- 
ence of resolutions simply of inquiry, calling for information 
with regard to the public records of the Government. I very 
much hope the motion of the Senator from Connecticut wiil not 
prevail. 

' Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not care a great deal about it one way 
or the other, but I have been studying the matter and thinking 
what reason on earth there can be for making a new list of men who | 
have been disgraced. The resolution refers only to cases where | 
the trial has gone to an unfavorable conclusion, and inevery one 
of the cases where an officer is cashiered it has been made known | 
by a general order published by the Army, and in probably | 
ninety-nine cases out of one hundred by a newspaper writer, and 
has traveled the country over. There is no occasion to dig up 
those unsavory memories in regard to the Army or parade the | 
misfortunes or crimes of these men, except once in awhile when 
there is a petition here for remedy against what some officer in- 
sists, and sometimes persists in insisting to his dying day, wasa 
gross wrong. In other cases we are willing to let those shames | 
die. I do not care about publishing a list of the men who have 
been false to their trust and their honor as officers of the Army | 
merely as a matter of curiosity, for I perceive no other motive. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think that the statement made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs is as strong a 
reason as can be presented why the resolution should not go 
to his committee. The object of such a reference, it seems to 
me, is apparent. It looks to me as though the people of this 
country have a right to know these facts, and that they ought 
to be made public and paraded, and if there is lack of duty, if 
there is a bad condition of affairs in the Army of the United 
States, the people ought to know it and correct the evil. Itap- | 
pears to me that it should not go under cover, but should be 
subjected to the light of day; that the search-light of public 
opinion should be turned upon these army officers and their | 
record. There is no occasion whatever for concealment, and 
it will lead to a better service and better conduct if these men 
know that when they fail to do their duty, when they are guilty 
of breaches of the law, of embezzlement, and of conduct unbe- | 
coming a gentleman and a soldier it will be made public. It 
will improve thecharacter and conductof the Army of the United 
States. I am all the more anxious, if it is the policy to conceal | 
these things, that the resolution should b2 passed and this in- 
formation furnished. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, that calls forth another re- | 
ply, of course. I see now a motive to parade the number of dis- 
graceful crimes or offenses of various grades committed by the 
Army. It arises out of some unkind feeling towards the Army. 
I have no motive for concealment. None of these things have 
been concealed. Every one has been published to the world. 
The Army is as honorable a body of men as ever served any 
country anywhere, our own or any other. Take them by and | 
large and there are not as many bad men among them as there 
were among the Disciples—one-twelfth, or over 8 per cent. | 
More of them stayed true to their flag at the breaking out of | 
the rebellion than any other class of public servants in propor- 
tion, notwithstanding the education some of them had from 
childhood in the doctrines of secession and the half-taught doc- 
trines of secession at West Point. I say their record is better | 
than that of any of the rest of us, and I do object to making a 
paradeand digging up the record of the lastten years in order to 
make a tabular statement of their few disgraces. 

Mr.SANDERS. Mr. President, there occurs to me another 
reason why this resolution ought not to pass. All this informa- 
tion has been made public. There is no such thing as conceal- | 
ing the result of a court-martial. It is published in general 
orders or in orders of the Army somewhere. The Senator from | 
South Dakota simply wishes to use the Secretary of War as his 
clerk to collate public information to put into one document what 
is already published. I really think that his secretary could do 
that without troubling the War Department, which already, al- 
though the least industrions cf any, has considerable to do. | 














Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I have no desire to shield 
officers of the Army. I am sure they will bear investigation as 
well as any class of public officials. Butif there is to bea report 
of this kind I submit it should be broader and include also all 
officers of the Navy, officers of the Interior Department, and In- 
dian agents who have been short in their accounts. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Postmasters? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Postmasters. It should include them all; 
and the resolution might then well be referred to the Committee 


| on the Judiciary. I submit that it should not be limited in its 
| scope. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I differ with the utmost diffi- 


| denes from the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 


but it does seem to me there can be no possible objection to the 
passage of this resolution. It asks merely that there may be 
collected together, from sources already public but scattered, in 
one form and shape the results of ten years’ judicial proceed- 
ings in the military service. 

I am strongly persuaded that the resolution ought to pass for 
another reason. It has been impressed very strongly upon my 
mind during five years of service upon the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs that very importantreforms may well be introduced 
into the administration of military justice, and principally by 
way of the reviewing authority. It has been my purpose for 


| some time to formulate a measure upon that subject, and certainly 


information of this character, showing the extent of military 
jurisdiction and the cases in which it has been exercised, the 
number of charges and their different character, will be most 
valuable for such a purpose. 

There is nothing to conceal in these public records. Reports 
of this character are usually made upon mere request. This in- 
formation is scattered, though public. Ian see no earthly 
reason why we should not have it. 

Of course I yield to nobody in my entire assent to everything 
that has been said in regard to the high character, the efficiency, 
the honesty, and capability of the officers of the United States 
Army. It is aremarkable institution in that respect. But I can 
not for the life of me see why this information should not b2 ob- 
tained. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the objection to the resolution is 
that every one of these officers has relatives, and that it would 
be a mortification and a humiliation to them without the possi- 
bility of doing any good. It might subserve the purposes of 
statistical science, perhaps, or economic science in some respects, 
to have the name of every man who had been hung in the United 
States for the last ten years, but it certainly would be very 
humiliating and mortifying to the families and relatives of these 
persons to parade them before the public in a convenient hand- 
book. 

What service it can be to any cause to publish the number 
and offenses of the officers who have been court-martialed, or 
the reason why they have been court-martialed, is very difficult 
to see. If there have been a great number it will prove the effi- 
ciency of the discipline of the Army. if there have been but 
few, it will prove that the great majority of the officers of the 
Army are exempt from even a charge of wrongdoing. So I 
can not see the possibility of good, and the information may sub- 
ject some deserving people to mortification. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, in the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, where many cases of this character are presented, we have 
witnessed a great deal of feeling growing outof them. They are 
very often cases where charges were made against a man many 
years ago, even from the close of the war up to this time. This 
resolution is a mere invitation in very many instances to wash 
dirty linen in the presence of the nation. ‘The history of these 
trials has been published and belongs tothe country. Where is 
the necessity of reviving all this unpleasantness and having it 
again printed and spread before the nation? I see no reason 
for it. 

If anyone thinks he has been injured by a court-martial trial, 
he can seek relief by the introduction of a bill or joint resolu- 
tion in this body or in the other House, and letting that go to 
the proper committee, where it will undoubtedly receive due at- 
tention and be thoroughly investigated. If the case is a mer- 
itorious one, the committee will report favorably upon it, and 
it will receive action by Congress. That has been the course 
pursued by the Committee on Military Affairs since I have been 
a member of it. 

[ can see no good that can possibly arise out of the adoption 


| of this resolution, and [ can see noharm that will come to any- 


one by its rejection. From the experience I have had as a mem- 
ber of this body and as a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, I am opposed to the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I could sze, as the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DAVIS] sees, that this information would give us the 
basis for legislative action upon the subject of courts-martial, I 
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certainly should favor the adoption of the resolution without 
reference to a committee, but I am at a loss to see how our re- 
ceiving the names of all officers of the Army who have been 
tried by courts-martial during the past ten years will have any 
influence or effect upon the matter of military court proceed- 
ings. 

Nr. DAVIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does that resolution call for the sentences im- 
posed? ; ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir. The resolution is rather 
strangely worded, and I really do not think that in its present 
language it should be adopted. It proposes that the Secretary 
of War shall furnish “the names of all officers of the Army who 
have been tried by court-martial during the past ten years,” not 
only those who have been convicted, but those who have been 
acquitted as well. Where a man who has received a very grave 
injustice in having had charges preferred against him, and who, 
upon the action of a court-martial, or by the action of the Pres- 
ident of the United States in reviewing the proceedings of a 
court-martial, has gone acquit, his name is again to be spread 
all over the country as one who has had the shame or the dis- 
grace of having had charges preferred against him, for it is in 
the nature of shame and disgrace to have such charges preferred 
even where a man has gone acquit as the result of the investi- 
gation; yet it is proposed that those names shall be published. 

The resolution continues: 


The rank of the officer, the offense charged, the verdict rendered in each 
case, and the punishment imposed. 


I never knew that there was such a thing as a ‘* verdict” ren- 
dered by a court-martial. There is a finding by the court. It 
finds that the charges are true or false; that the man is guilty 
as charged, or that he is not guilty as charged; but it renders 
nothing which can be denominated a verdict. The finding and 
the full proceedings of the court, with the testimony, all go to 


the War nc eae and there receive first the scrutiny of | 


the judge-advocate, who explores it all and makes recommen- 
dations through the Secretary of War to the President of the 
United States, and the President, in his capacity as the review- 
ing tribunal, either affirmsor disaffirms,approves or disapproves, 
the action of the court-martial. The material is all there. 

If the purpose of this inquiry is to ascertain as to any particu- 
lar offense of any particular officsr, or any set of officers, it can 
readily be reached; but I really can sce nothing to be gained by 
the publication of the names of these officers. If it is in the in- 
terest of some reform, why not reform in other lines, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]? Why not 
include the officers of the Navy, who have been occasionally 
court-martialed, I regret to say? 

I can not for the life of me see what may be the purpose of this 
inquiry; I see no good to be derived from it; and if it is under- 
taken it seems to me it would be a waste of the time of the ex- 
ecutive officers and probably a waste of the money of the public 
in printing what may be received. 

i hope the resolution may be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; and, as far as I am concerned as a member of 
that committee, I shall have to receive a better argument than 
| have yet heard before I shall be inclined to report it favorably. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is true there is an inaccuracy 
here in the use of the word ‘' verdict.” Of course, we all under- 
stand that that word in the resolution means the findings of a 
court-martial. There is no obscurity resulting from the use of 
that word. 

I know nothing about the origin of this resolution; I never 
heard of it until a fewmoments ago; but one thing is very appar- 
ent, and this has been in my mind for some years, and that is 
that there has got to be at some time not distant a radical and 
philosophical reform in the entire matter of military jurisdic- 
tionand the administration thereof. 

The most valuable thing in the information to be called for by 
this resolution, in my opinion, is the nature and the diversity of 
sentences which are inflicted by courts-martial throughout the 
land. Under the forms of military justice as now and for a long 
time administered, the sentences for the same offenses, substan- 
tially, in different places have been of varying degree, some ex- 
tremely severe and some extremely light. 

I think that a reform is earnestly to be desired in that direc- 
tion; that there should be some reformation of the military code 
whereby a man tried in one place is assured of the same measure 
of justice, substantially, as a man tried in-another. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, these proceedings of mili- 
tary courts are not as public as those of civil courts; as a matter 
of fact, as we all know, the rules as to sentences are not governed 
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under the influence, perhaps, of garrison intrigue, will, for an 
offense comparatively slight, wreck the life of an officer whose 
conduct in all other respects has been exemplary. In another 
—_ under the influence of garrison intrigue, an offense almost 

einous in its character is almost condoned and passed over. 
These are exceptions, it is true, but they are exceptions which 
are vicious and which affect the entire administration of mili- 
tary justice. I should like to see the record for the last ten years 


| of these various prosecutions or sentences which have been in- 


flicted some here and some there, varying in different degrees 
of intensity. 

What harm can there be in spreading this matter before the 
public and gathering from these scattered sources of information 
the information requested by this resolution? What harm can 
it do any man who has been acquitted to have that fact again 
made a matter of public record? What good may it not do if 
the inquiry be set on foot, and it be ascertained that one man has 
been acquitted under one state of circumstances, which perhaps 
did not warrant him to be acquitted, and another man convicted 
of an offense of the same character, and severely punished there- 
for? 

I do not care what the motive of the introduction of the reso- 
lution may have been; I donot care what special information ma 
be wanted to be gathered and scattered here and there, but [ 
should like to see in one condensed document the record of the 
administration of military justice in this country for the last ten 
years, solely for the purpose I have named. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] 
asked what harm there can be in spreading thisinformation be- 
fore the public. Itis a sort of punishment after death. The 
thing is done with; it is of record; the man has suffered and he 
has perhaps behaved himself well ever since his trial. Is ‘t not 
a s2vere punishment to his family to have these charges brought 
forward in a public document to be printed, as it will be in this 
vase, and be distributed? That is the harm. 

The Senator asks what harm there would be in case the offi- 
cer had been acquitted? Why, Mr. President, a man accused of 
some disgraceful conduct ten years ago, unbecoming an officer 
and agentleman, though acquitted, does not like to have the world 
informed even that charges of that kind were ever made against 


| him, and that he was tried by his brother officers. 


The Senator thinks this information might be valuable ina 
study of the legal processes and the justice or injustice of courts- 


| martial. He, as a member of the Military Committee, is well 


aware that if he formulates a bill in the consideration of which 
this information would be valuable, a simple note to the War 
Department will bring the whole of it to the committee. 

Mr. PALMER. I have listened to the remarks of the author 
of this resolution, the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Prerrt- 
GREW], as well as to the remarks of the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. DAvis], and they de not quite agree as to the reasons for 


| pressing this resolution. 


The Senator from South Dakota says the public have a right 
to know these facts. That seems to be his motive for the intro- 
duction of the resolution. The Senator from Minnesota finds a 
nobler and better reason for urging the passage of this resolu- 
tion. If the purpose is to institute reforms in the trial of cases 
before courts-martial, or in their procedure, or in the reform of 
the military code, this resolution might be maintained; but if 
the avowed reason for the resolution is to institute or to aid in 
the reform of the military code, or in the procedure of courts- 
martial, I would then suggest that it be made much more com- 
prehensive, because the sparse and few facts called for by this 
resolution would furnish but little help in the direction sug- 
gested. 

But it does not seem to me that this resolution ought to be 
adopted by the Senate for reasons, I think, which appeal with 
a great deal of force to every man of sensibility. The army 
ofticers depend upon their reputation largely, and the republica- 
tion of these facts would inflict pain in many directions. They 
have been published, and any Senator who desires information 
with regard to any particular person has but to apply to the 
proper place to obtain all the information he requires. There 
are, however, many cases the republication of which would re- 
vive unpleasant memories and unpleasant controversies, and in- 
flict needless pain, not only upon the officers who are still living, 
but also upon the surviving relatives of those who have died. 

Unless, therefore, I can see some broader reason for the pas- 
sage of the resolution than any which has yet been stated, it 
seems to me to be wholly unjustifiable; and I should regret to 
see it adopted, for it would involve a republication of facts which, 
if retold, would, so far as I can see, do no good and would do 
very much harm, because it world inflict pain in many instances 
upon the innocent and upon the living, who, if they have been 


by the same degree of strictness and statutory description of | tried and convicted, have in many cases outlived the recollec- 
regularity as those of the civil courts. A court held in one place, | tion of their offense. There is no reason why the public mem- 
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ory should be revived or should be recalled to these things. [ | 
can see no justification whatever for this resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. (Putting the 
question.) The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. | ask for the yeas and nays. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; I can see no reason why we should 
not have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if the Senator insists upon 
punishing us, then I beg leave to withdraw my motion to refer. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I insist upon the motion. Since the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, the motion can not be with- 
drawn unless by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have not been 
ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move, then, that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut{Mr. 
HAWLEY] having withdrawn his motion, the Chair will put the 
question on the motion made by the Senator from Nebraska| Mr. 
MANDERSON] that the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. (Putting the question.) The ayes appear 
to have it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the demand seconded? 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is agreed to; and the 
resolution will be referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs. | 


FAILED NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. CARLISLE. On the 2d of June the Senate passed a res- 
olution providing for the appointment of a select committee to 
investigate failed national banks. That resolution has not been 
printed, so far as | can ascertain, otherwise than in the RECORD. | 
[t is important to the committee to have quite a number of | 
copies of the resolution, in order to send the mout to the receiv- | 

| 








ers of these banks and others; and I ask that an order be made 
by the Senate directing the printing of, say, 500 copies, which will 
cost only a few dollars. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The resoiution was not printed because 
it was a simple Senate resolution, and under the rules such reso- 
lutions are never printed. We print concurrent and joint reso- | 
lutions. Ithink, however, there can be no possible objection to 
the request of the Senator. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I ask that 500 copies of the resolu- 
tion be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made in the ab- | 
sence of objection. 

REPRINT OF SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the last print of the sundry civil 
appropriation bill may be reprinted with the amendments num- 
bered. I am told that there are no copies in the document | 
room, and there are many calls for the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the bill ought to be reprinted; but 
{ think only the amendments which are in controversy should 
be in italics. The other amendments have been agreed to, and | 
it will be sufficient to indicate the amendments which have not 
been disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. The pending amendments to be printed in 
italics? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If that is done, then the bill will have 
to be prepared by the Secretary's force or else by the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The bill ought to be printed in that way, 
so that we can see exactly what is in dispute between the two 
Houses. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think so, too. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willsay to the Senator from Nebraska that 
there will be no difficulty about what he has suggested, because 
all the amendments which have not been agreed to are numbered, 
and they can easily be ascertained from the conference report. 

I move that an order be made for the reprinting of the bill 
with the amendments not agreed to numbered as they are num- 
bered now in the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON QUADRO-CENTENNIAL. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. [am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] August 1, 1892, to report it | 
faverably ani without amendment. 


AUGUST 3, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select) or any 
subcommittee thereof appointed for the purpose are hereby authorized dur- 
ing the recess of Congress to visit the grounds of the World’s Columbian 
Exposition for the purpose of obtaining information as to the expenditure 
of the money appropriated by Congress and as to the general conduct and 
management of said World’s Columbian Exposition, with authority to em 
ploy aclerk, and that the expenses of said committee be paid out of the con- 
tingent funds of the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be printed and lie upon 
the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE SITE. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] July 27, 1892, to report it favorably 
and without amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printfng be, and is hereby, authorized to 
sit during the coming recess forthe performance of any and all duties de- 
volving upon it under the law, and for the purpose of continuing investigation 
under concurrent resolution of March 9, 1892, with a view to the selection of 


a site for the Government Printing Office and to make report thereon, and to 
employ 4 stenographer, the expenses thereof to be paid ont of the contingent 


fund ofthe Senate. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
CHEROKEE INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to 


Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to 
report favorabiy and without amendment the resolution submit- 


| ted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] August 2, 1892. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Seeretary read as follows: 


Whereas the Cherokee Nation of Indians claim that from seven to ten 
thousand intruders and trespassers have invaded and settled in their Terri- 


| tory, which they insist it is the duty of the United States under treaty obli- 


gations to evict and remove therefrom; and 

Whereas very many of such intruders have made improvements and 
claimed to have secured rights in such Territory by the permission of the 
Cherokees and otherwise; and 

Whereas there is pending in both Fouses of Congress at this time a meas- 


| ure which imposes an additional obligation upon the United States to re- 


move these intruders: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee consisting of three Senators be appointed 
to visit the said Territory during the recess of Congress and to investigate 
the complaint and charges of the said Cherokees and to ascertain all the 
facts incident and pertaining thereto. 

That said committee be authorized to appoint a clerk, to sit during the re- 
cess of Congress, to administer oaths, and to do all things necessary to a full 


| investigation of the complaints made. 


That the said committee shall make a full report at the second session of 


| the Fifty-second Congress, and that the necessary expenses of such commit- 


tee shall be paid from the contingent fund of the United States Senate. 


Mr. MANDERSON, [ask thatthat resolution may be printed 
and go over. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to the Senator that the resolution 
has been printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. lIask that itmay go over. Ifithasbeen 
printed, it will not be necessary to print it again. I make the 
suggestion that it go over, because [ think it will be found that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, by a resolution of this body, 
are already charged with the performance of this duty. My 


| recollection is that on the motion of the Senator from Alabama 
{[Mr. MORGAN], a member of the Committees on Indian Affairs, 


the seope of the resolution, which was passed early in the session, 
was enlarged by charging the committee with the performance 
of this particular duty. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not speak for the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, but I can speak for the Select Committee on the Five 
Civilized Tribes of Indians, of which Iamchairman. I had au- 
thority at the last session of Congress to make this very inquir) 
and also to examine into the negotiations at that time going on 
between the commissioners and the Indians, but it was imprac- 


| tieable to get the committee to visit the Indian country. 


I wish to say in this connection that this is an extremely im- 
portant question, and especially important in view of the consid- 
eration of the agreement with the Cherokee Indians in regard 
to the Cherokee Strip. I trust that the resolution will pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] objects to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution; and objection being made, 
the resolution will go over. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand the Senator from Ne- 
braska to make objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the resolution had better go 


| over until to-morrow morning, so that the matter can be more 
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thoroughly inquired into. Perhaps I shall not object to it on 
further examination. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion will go over under the rule. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT HELENA, MONT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ifthere be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order. 

Mr. SANDERS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 2920. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to tonsider the bill (S. 2920) to establish a sub- 
port of entry. ; if! 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in line 3, after the words ‘** be a,” to strike out 
‘‘subport of entry,” and insert “ port of delivery in the customs 
collection district of Montana and Idaho:” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Helena, Mont,, be a port of delivery in the customs 
collection district of Montana and Idaho. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to establish a 
port of delivery at Helena, Mont. 

BIG HORN SOUTHERN RAILROAD. 


Mr. SANDERS. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 
3317 be taken up. It is an unimportant bill, but of considerable 
consequence to the individuals int>rested. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3317) exteading the 
time for the construction of the Big Horn Southern Railroad 
through the Crow Indian Reservation. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment, after the word “railway,” in line 13 to in- 
sert ‘conforming in all things else to the requirements of said 
act of February 12, 1889;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time limited in section 4 of the act of Congres: 
entitled ‘‘An act granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Company a 
right of way through a part of the Crow Indian Reservation, in Montana 
Territory,” approved February 12, 1889, within which said railroad company 
was required to construct its road through said reservation, be, and thesame 
is hereby, extended for two years from December 2), 1892, so that said rail 
road company shall have until December 20, 18%, to construct its raiiwa; 
conforming in all things else to the requirements of said act of February 12 
1889 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

INDEPENDENCE OF CUBA. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I now ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution submitted by me on the 
12th day of May, 1892, which I ask may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and requested 
to open negotiations with the Government of Spain for the purpose of in- 
ducing that Government to consent to the establishment in the island of 
Cuba of a free and independent republic; such consent to be given upon the 
payment by Cuba to the Government of Spain of such a sum of money as 
may be equivalent both to the value of the public property belonging to 
Spain in the said island and to the relinquishment of her sovereign rights, 
and also the securing, by treaty, of such commercial advantages as may be 
agreed upon. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it does seem to me that this 
is carrying the question of inquiries far beyond their usual limit 
and I think their constitutional power. The President of the 
United States is the only power in this Government who has au- 
thority to negotiate treaties and to conduct foreign affairs. I 
think it would be very unwise in every aspect of the case for 
Congress to undertake to form a committee to inquire into the 
state of our relations with Spain in respect to Cuba. It is a 
matter that ought to be initiated by the executive authorities 
and not by the legislative authorities. If a treaty is made and 
sent here upon that subject, as a matter of course we shall then 
be called on to act upon it. 

{ think the passage of this resolution would be a very marked. 
I was about to say a gross, interference with the friendly rela- 
tions between this country and Spain. How would we like it if 
some government would say that Utah is a disturbed State, that 
the people there have been overburdened and deprived of their 
right to marry as many women as they want, and an inquiry 
would be instituted by the legislative branch of the British Gov- 
ernment or some other government to ascertain the condition of 
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Utah, the state of the law there, etc.? It seems to me that this 
is too delicate a matter to interfere with, and that it had bet- 
ter be left to the constituted authorities to conduct such nego- 
tiations. 

It strikes me, therefore, with due deference to my friend from 
Florida, that he had better let this matter rest with the Com- 
mitteo on Foreign Relations of the Senate and the Committee on 
loreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, and especially 
leave it to the Presidentof the United States, who alone is armed 
with the power of making treaties or dealing with foreign na- 
tions. I am opposed to the resolution and hope it will not pass. 

Mr. ALLISON. Pending the consideration of the resolution, 
[ move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CALL. ILask the Senator from Iowa to withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
sires to speak. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have no objection to striking 
out from the resolution the word ‘‘ political” and leaving it to 
refer to the commercial relations. There is avast region of 
country, commencing with the Island of Cuba and extending to- 
wards the coast of Europe, which is inhabited and which has de- 
veloped a very considerable commerce. It lies in immediate 
contiguity to the southern coast of the Gulf of Mexico and the 
Southern States bordering on the Atlantic Ocean. 

The Senator from Ohio supported the creation of a committee 
to investigate the relations of this country with Canada, and 
that committze of the Senate performed an important work. | 
should like to know why he did not make the objection then 
that the President of the United States is the only proper per- 
son to negotiate treaties, and the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate, of which a very few members of this body 
are members, is the only proper authority to consider matters 
conneeted with our foreign relations. 

A great majority of the members of this body never have an 
oppo:tunity during their term of service of being upon that com- 
mittee. I have been here fourteen years and I have never had 
any connection with the affairs which come before the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, and soit is with a majority of thi 
body. Yet it is of the greatest importance, not only to the peo- 
ple of the State that Lin part represent, but also to the people 
of all the Gulf States, to know what can be done to improve the 
commercial relations between this country and the West India 
Islands and the Antilles. There are great interests there con- 
nected with the United States and great changes imminent, and 
there is a possibility of the assertion by force of control over 
them by other powers. 

[t is not only Spain but a number of other European powers 
that have dominion over these islands; while this resolution is 
intended to refer altogether to commercial relations, and not to 
any purposes of annexation or any change of the present rule over 
those islands, the facts relating totheir condition, resources, and 
future are matters of the greatest importance to the people of 
all this country. 

T know that an objection will prevent the passage of the reso- 
lution: but ever sines I have been here I have urged it. Mr. 
Jefferson and all the early statesmen of the Republic pointed to 
the importance of our control of Canada, and held the opinion, 
which they repeatedly expressed, that this country ought to em- 
brace in its boundaries the Canadas upon one side and Cuba 
upon the other. While Iam of thatopinion, this resolution does 
not, in the remotest manner, indicate any purpose or iti 
or desire on the part of the Government or the people of the 
United States to establish any new political relations between 
this country and Cuba. 

But while we have committees to investigate Canada and its 
trade relations and the relations with Mexico and other coun- 
tries I think we ought to have a committze to look into the com- 
morcial relations of the West India Islands and Mexico with our 
people. The people of Cuba are a bright, intelligent, and he- 
] 


Certainly I withdraw it, if the Senator de- 


disposition 


‘oic people. All classes of people there are impressed with the 
velief that there must soon be some change in their condition. 
The Cuban citizens of the United States ara profoundly inter- 
ested in the future of the island, and desire all the light that 
can bo shed upon its condition, its resources, and its future. 

Mr. DAVIS. There are six vrivate pension billsas yet undis- 
posed of on the Calendar. Il ask unanimous consent that those 
bills, being favorably reported, may be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. CALL. There has been no action taken on the pending 
resolution. However, I will allow it lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will goover. The 
Chair hears no objection to the request of the Senator from 
Minnesota, and the first pension bill on the Calendar favorably 
reported will b> proceeded with. 
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ANNIE DAVIS. 
The bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to Annie Davis, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Annie Davis, mother of Samuel 


Davis, late a member of Company B, of the Sixteenth Regiment | 


of Wisconsin Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WALTER BARRETT. 

The bill (H. R. 4815) granting an increase of pension to Wal- 
ter Barrett, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll, at the increased rate of 
$50 per month, the name of Walter Barrett, late major of the 

tighty-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN CARPENTER. 

The bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpenter, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Ellen Carpenter, widow 
of Patrick Carpenter, late of Company B, Third United States 


Infantry (Florida war), and to pay her a pension of $12 a month. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. WEAVER. 
The bill (S. 3259) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Weaver was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


»xroposes to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
Veaver, late a seaman on the United States ship Circassian, and 


to pay him a pension of $30 per month, in lieu of that he is now | 


receiving. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move the amendment reported by the 
committee, to strike out ‘‘thirty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four,” 
before the word ‘‘ dollars.” 

Mr. DAVIS. That amendment should be agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the report of the committee, but 
it is not printed on the face of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line6, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” strike 
out “ thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;” so as to read: 

And pay him a pension at the rate of ®4 per month, in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was Goncurred it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ORSON PUTNAM. 


The bill (S. 3260) for the relief of Orson Putnam was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
vension rolls, the name of Orson Putnam, late of Company E, 

hird New York Cavalry Volunteers, and of Company A, Fifth 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

i The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES M’CAMMON. 


The bill (H. R. 4302) granting a pension to James McCammon | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension rolls the name of James McCammon, late a 
private of Company F, Sixty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, and corporal Company B, Second “Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Heavy Artillery, at $50 per month, in lieu of the pension 
he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L, PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 30th ultimo approved and signed the act (S. 

722) to provide for the examination and promotion of enlisted 
men of the Army to the grade of secord lieutenant. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 


first instant approved and signed the act (S. 2137) to amend an | 
act entitled ‘‘An act amending the pension law so as to remove | 
the disability of those who, having participated in the rebellion, | 


have since its termination enlisted in the Army of the United 
States and become disabled ” approved March 3, 1877. 


JOHN H. RANDLEMAN. 
Mr. PROCTOR and others addressed the Chair. 
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_ Mr. COCKRELL. Ifweare to continue indefinitely transact- 
ing business I move that the Senate proceed to the Calendar, 
otherwise I shall move to adjourn for a very good and sufficient 
reason, Which is well known to every Senator who will cast his 
eyes around and look at the number of Senators in the Chamber. 

I do not believe it is proper and best, when there are only two 
House bills on the Calendar, the only two measures that can 
possibly become a law, to be passing bills, first one and then an- 
other, withoutconsideration. I do not believe it is the best way. 
If we take them regularly in order every Senator will know 
what is coming up, and he can look and see whether he has any 
objection to the bill reached. . 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that 
there is a single House bill on the Calendar which comes under 
the same general rule with those we have just passed. It is 
House bill 5781, granting an honorable discharge to John H. 
en I think the Senator has himself considered the 

ill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe there are only three House bills 
on the Calendar that have not been disposed of, and they ought 
to be disposed of; but if it is the intention to go to the Senate 
bills on the Calendar, then I insist upon going to the Calendar of 
Senate bills in regular order. 

Mr. PROCTOR. lLask the Senate to consider the bill I have 
indicated. 

By unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 5781) granting an honor- 
| able discharge to John H. Randleman was considered as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War tocorrect 
the military record of, and grant an honorable discharge to, 
John H. Randleman of De Soto, Iowa, latea member of Company 
C, Fourth United States Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE C. TAYLOR. 


Mr. BATE. There is a House bill on the Calendar which has 
been overlooked. I should like to have it taken up now and dis- 
posed of. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 1044) to 
| correct the military record of Jesse C. Taylor, Sixth Tennessee 
| Cavalry. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of War to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the 
Adjutant-General of the United States Army the charge of deser- 
tion now standing on the rollsand records against Jesse C. Taylor, 
late of Company E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY C. LEAMAN. 


| Mr. PERKINS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider the bill (S. 2246) to correct the military record of Henry 
| C. Leaman. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committes of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: e 


That the Secretary of War be,and is hereby, directed to remove the charge 
| of absence without leave and desertion standing on the rolls of the Adju- 
tant-General’s office against Capt. Henry C. Seaman, late of Company D, 
Fifth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, and set aside the order of dismissal and 
accept his resignation as of the date of July 7, 1863, and issue to him an honor- 
able discharge as of that date. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to give notice that after this bill is 
| disposed of I shall object to the consideration of any bill unless 
we go to the Calendar regularly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of 
| Capt. Henry C. Leaman.” 

JOSEPH C. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope we can go to the Calendar now. 
| Mr. BATE. There is another House bill that must be dis- 

posed of before we goto the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a Senate bill which has just heen 
passed. 
Mr. BATE. I know; but a House bill was overlooked. I tried 
| to get the attention of the Chair when the Senator from Kansas 
| [Mr. PERKINS] was recognized. I ask the Senate to take up the 
| bill (H. R. 2620) for the relief Joseph C. Williams. 
| By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committe of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
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from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in 


line 7, after the word ‘‘discharged,” to insert ‘“‘to date from 
April the 7th, 1863;” so as to make the bill read: 
Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record | 


Williams, late a member of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment 


of Joseph C. ° : L 
and grant him an honorable discharge to date from April 


Illinois Volunteers, 
the 7th, 1863. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 


read a third time. 
The bill was read a third time, and passed. 


JURISDICTION IN LAND PATENTS—VETO MESSAGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: : 

I return herewith, without my approval, the bill (S. 1111) entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States.’”’ 

If I may judge from the very limited discussion of this measure in Con- 
gress the sweeping effects of it upon the administration of the public lands 
could hardly have been fully realized. From the beginning of the Govern- 
ment the administration of the public lands and the issuing of patents un- 
der the land laws have been an executive function. The jurisdiction of the 
courts as to contesting claims for patents has awaited the action of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. Land offices have been established and maintained in all 
the districts where public lands were found, located with reference to the 
convenience of the settlers, and the proceedings have been informa! and in- 
expensive. Itis true that at times, by an administration of the Land Office 
unfriendly toward the settlers, unnecessary delays involving much hard- 
ship have intervened ig the issuing of patents; but such is not the case now. 
The work of the Land Office within the last three years has been so efficient 
and so friendly to the bona fide settler that the large accumulation of cases 
there has been swept away, and the office, as I am informed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, is now engaged upon current business. 

It seems to me that atransfer, in whole or in part, of this business to the 
courts—some of whose dockets are already loaded with cases—can not tend 
to expedition; while it is very manifest that by reason of the greater for- 
mality in the taking and presentation of evidence which would be required 
in court, and of the long distances which settlers would have to traverse in 
order to attend court, the costs in such cases would be enormously increased. 

It is proposed by this bill to give what is called concurrent jurisdiction to 
the district courts of the United States and to the Court of Claims to hear 
and determine all claims for land patents under any lawor grant of the 
United States. Whether concurrent with each other or with each other and 
the Land Office is not clear. 

It is quite doubtful under the rulings of the Supreme Court whether the 
courts now provided by law for the Territories are ‘district courts of the 
United States’? within the meaningof this bill. Theeffectof this legislation 
would, if they were held not to be such, be that as to all suits relating to 
lands in the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and Oklahuma, no 
other forum is provided than the Court of Claims at Washington. In this 
state of the case a settler or one who has taken a mineral claim in any of 
these Territories, would be subject to be brought to the city of Washington 
for the trial of his case. 

In view of the fact that all recent legislation of Congress has been in the 
direction of subdividing judicial districts and of bringing the United States 
courts nearer to the litigants, I can only attribute to oversight the passage 
of this bill, which, in my opinion, would burden the humesteader and pre- 


emptor, whose claim is contested, whether by another individual or by any | 
corporation, by compelling him to appear at Washington and to conduct | 


with the formality and expense incident to court proceedings the defense of 
his title. But, even in the case of land contests arising in the States where 
district courts exist the plaintiff, it will be observed by this act, is given 
the option to sue in those courts or to bring his adversary to Washington to 
litigate the claim. Why should he have this advantage?—one that is not 
given, so far asI know, inany other law fixing the forum of litigation between 
individuals. Not only is this true, but the Court of Claims was established 
for the trial of cases between individuals and corporations on the one side 
and the United States on the other, and, so far as I now recall, wholly for 
the trial of money claims. There are no adequate provisions of law, if any 
at all, for conducting suits between individuals contesting private rights. 
The court has one bailiff and one messenger, no marshal. and is not provided, 
I think, either with the machinery or with the appropriation to send its pro- 
cesses to the most distant parts of thecountry. Yetitisapparent that under 
this bill the real issue would frequently be between rival claimants and not 
between either and the United States. 
with business, since the reference to it of the Indian depredation claims, the 
French spoliation claims, etc., and it certainly can not be thought that a 
mene speedy settlement of land claims could be there obtained than is now 

ven. 
7 Again, the bill is so indefinite in its provisions that it can not be told, I 
think, what function, if any, remains to be discharged by the General Land 
Office. It was said in answer to an interrogatory when the bill was under 
consideration, that it did not affect claims pending in the Land Office: and 
yet it seems to me that its effect is to allow any contestant in the Land Office, 
at any stage of the proceedings there, to transfer the whole controversy to 
the courts. He may take his chances of success in the Land Office, and if at 
any time he becomes apprehensive of an adverse decision, he may begin 
de novo in the courts. If it was intended to preserve the jurisdiction of the 
Land Office and to hold cases there until a judgment had been reached, the 
bill should have so provided; for it is capable of, and indeed seems to me 
compels the construction that either party may forsake the Land Office at 
any stage of acontest. Iam quite inclined to believe that if provision were 
made, as in section 1063 of the Revised Statutes, relating to claims in other 
departments, for the transfer to a proper court, under proper regulations, 
of certain contest cases involving questions affecting large classes of claims 
it would be a relief to the Land Office and would tend to a more speedy ad- 
justment of land titles in such cases, a result which would be in the interest 
of all our people. 

Nothing 1s more disadvantageous to a community, its progress and peace 
than unsettled land titles. This bill, however, as 1 have said, is so radical 
and seems to me to be so indefinite in its provisions that I can not give it my 


approval. 
BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 3, 1892. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
' the objections of the President of the United States to the con- 
| trary notwithstanding? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill was reported from the Judiciary 
Committee by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], with the 
full concurrence of that committee, I believe. In the absence of 
| the Senator from Iowa, and in the absence of the chairman of 

the committee, I move its reference, together with the Presi- 

dent’s message, to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I wish to say ‘a singi> 
with reference to the committee to which the message 
bill should be now referred. 

The bill came from the Committee on the Judiciary, upon the 
proposition that it appertained tothe jurisdiction of the district 
courts of the United States in the States where the public lands 
claimed were situated or appertained to the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Ciaims. But it vitally concerns, as the message of the 
President indicates, the public lands of the United States and 

| the method of their disposition. It seems to me that we took 
the minor consideration involved in the bill in determining the 

| committee to which it should b2 referred and left the greater 
proposition unconsidered. 

[ think the bill should have been referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands in the first instance, and that now, unless there 
is some reason arising out of the fact that it went to the Judi- 
ciary Committee before, it should be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands here and now. Certainly before a bill of that 
kind was passed the Committee on Public Lands ought to have 
hai an opportunity to consider its effect as touching a great 
many questions appertaining to the Land Office and to the con- 
venience of individuals and persons who think they are entitled 
to patents for lands which they claim under some grant or law 
of the United States. 

[ do not wish to make a motion which would seem disrespect- 
ful to the Committee on the Judiciary, but I wish to suggest to 
the Senator from Oregon that either now or at some future time 
the message and the bill which it concerns should be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill was introduced by the late Sena- 
tor Plumb at the beginning of the present session of Congress, 
and was referred, on his motion, to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, which I think, notwithstanding there is some force in 
what the Senator from Montana says, was the proper commitice 
from the fact that it proposes to change the jurisdiction of the 
courts as defined in the act of March 3, 1887, that is to say, the 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims and the jurisdiction of 
the United States circuit and district courts. For that reason 
the bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: but even 
if a mistake had been made in the reference at that time, it oe 
curs to me, in view of the fact that the bill has been returned 

| with a veto m«ssage, it ought for the present at least go back to 
that committee. J hope the Senator from Montana will make no 
objection to that motion, especially in view of the fact that noarly 
all the members of the Judiciary Committee, both Republican 
and Democratic, are absent at this time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suppo:e there would be no objection on 
the part of the Judiciary Committee, after it has considered the 
recommendation of the President, that the subject-matter should 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can not speak for the committee, but as 
a matter of course every committee and every member of the 
| Senate will have full opportunity to consider the question before 
| the bill comes up for final action again. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Of course the whole subject isa matter that 
belongs in the Land Office, and the jurisdiction of any such sub- 
| ject-matter here is in the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a question as to the jurisdiciion of 
the Federal courts also. The subject-matter, I admit, is the 
question of claims arising under the various land laws to public 
lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
is fundamental. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Or it may be said the other is incidental. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the subject should go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary now, and I think the Committee on Pub- 

| lie Lands should have an opportunity to investigate it after- 
wards. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill and message will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, if there be no objection, 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


word 
and the 


The court matter is incidental. The other 


EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. PEF- 
FER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, Mr. FELTON, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. WHITE, 
and Mr. HILL as the select committe to investigate the facts 
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in relation to the employment of armed bodies of men in con- 
nection with differences between workmen and employers. 
GRAND ARMY ENCAMPMENT. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MAN- 
DERSON, Mr. Quay, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. VILAS members of 


the committee to attend the reception of the national encamp- | 
tepublic, commencing on the 


ment of the Grand Army of the 
20th of September next. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. ' 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the | 


consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 


in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock | 


and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, August 4, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 3, 1892. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Lieut. Col. James Forney, United States Marine Corps, to be | 


a colonel in that corps, from the 11th of July, 1892, vice Col. 
Clement D. Hebb, retired. 

Maj. John H. Higbee, United States Marine Corps, to be a lieu- 
tenant-colonel in that corps, from the llth of July, 1892, vice 
Lieut. Col. James Forney, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Depariment. 

Maja Thomas Wilson, commissary of subsistence, to be assist- 
ant commissary-general of subsistence, with rank of lieutenant- 
colonel, August 1, 1892, vice Small, deceased. 

Capt. John F. Weston, commissary of subsistence, to be com- 
missary of subsistence, with the rank of major, August 1, 1892, 
vice Wilson, promoted. 


JUDGES OF PROBATE. 


Stephen V. Frazier, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate | 
in the county of Rich, in the Territory of Utah, whose term will | 


expire September 26, 1892. 

William Goodwin, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate 
in the county of Cache, in the Territory of Utah, whose term 
will expire September 26, 1892. 

Hector W. Haight, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate 
in the county of Davis, in the Territory of Utah, whose term 
will expire September 26, 1892. 

Jacob Johnson, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of Sanpete, in the Territory of Utah, whose term will 
expire September 26, 1892. 

John Rider, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in the 
county of Kane, in the Territory of Utah, as provided by section 
19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, United States Statutes at 
Large. 

Alvin L. Robinson, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate 
in the county of Wayne, in the Territory of Utah, as provided 
by section 1, chapter 397, volume 24, laws 1887, United States 
Statutes at Large. 

Henry Shields, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of Summit, in the Territory of Utah, whose term 
will expire September 26, 1892. 

Orange Seeley, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
the county of Emery, in the Territory of Utah, vice S. J. Hark- 
ness, whose term expired September 25, 1890. 

Martin Slack, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in the 
county of Washington, in the Territory of Utah, vice Francis L. 
Daggett, whose term will expire September 26, 1892. 

‘Thomas S. Watson, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate 


in the county of Wasatch, in the Territory of Utah, whose term | 


will expire September 26, 1892. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Eeecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 3, 1892. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. (junior grade) Augustus F. Fechteler, te be 
tenant. 
Ensign Albert A. Ackerman, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 


THE MARINE CORPS. 


a lieu- 


PROMOTIONS IN 


Lieut. Col. James Forney, to be colonel in the United States | 
Marine Corps. 

Maj. John H. Higbee, to be 
States Marine Corps. 


| 
| 


lieutenant-colonel in the United | 





| CUTHBERT, D. D. 


The SPEAKER. 
will be approved. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 


Journal in the absence of a quorum. 


The SPEAKER. 


De Armond, 
De Forest, 


Bartine, 
Barwig, 


| sponded: 

| Alexander. Coombs, 

Antony, Crain, 
Atkinson, Crosby, 
Babbitt, Culberson, 
Bailey, Cummings, 
Baker, Daniell, 
Bankhead, Davis, 

| Beeman, Dickerson, 

| Bentley, Dingley, 

Bingham, Dixon, 

| Blanchard, Dockery, 

| Boatner, Dolliver, 
Bowers, Durborow, 
Bowman, Edmunds, 

| Branch, Ellis, 


Breckinridge, Ark. English, 


Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, 

Bretz, Epes, 
Brookshire, Everett, 

| Brosius, Fellows, ~ 
Brown, Flick, 
Bryan, Forman, 
Buchanan, N. J. Forney, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, 
Busey, Funston, 
Bushnell, Geissenhainer, 

| Butler, Goodnight, 

|} Bynum, Grady, 

| Byrns, Griswold, 

| Cable, Grout 
Cadmus, Halil, 
Caminetti, Hallowell, 
Campbell, Halvorson, 

|; Caruth, Hamilton, 
Cate, Hare, 
Chipman, Harries, 
Clancy, Heard, 


Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coburn, 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 


Henderson, N.C. 
Hitt, 
Holman, 


Henderson, Iowa 


Hopkins, Ill. 
Houk, Ohio 
Huli, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Johnstone, S. C. 
Jolley, 

Kilgore, 

Kyle, 

Lane, 

Lanham, 
Lawson, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lester, Ga. 


Martin, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McDonald, 
McGann, 
McKeighan, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meyer, 
Mitchell, 
Montgomery, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Otis, 

Page, Md. 
Parrett, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Patton, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Pierce, 


Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 3, 1892. 
Prayer by the Rev. J. H. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 
If there be no objection, the Journal as read 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker,I object to the approval of the 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 


makes the point of no quorum, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The roll was called, and the following-named members re- 


Powers, 
Raines, 


Robinson, Pa. 

Rockwell, 

Sayers, 

Seerley, 

Shell, 

Shively, 

Shonk, 

Simpson, 

Smith, 

Snow, 

Sperry, 

Stephenson, } 
Steward, ILL P. 
Stewart, Tex. j 
Stone, C. W. 7 
Stone, W. A. ) 
Stout, 

Stump, 

Tarsney, 

Terry, 

Townsend, 

Tracey, ; 
Turner, 
Turpin, 
Van Horn, 

Warner, 

Watson, 

Wheeler, Ala. 

Wheeler, Mich. 


White, i 
Wike, i 
Williams, N. C. H 
Williams, Ill. i 
Wilson, Mo. 5 
Wilson, W. Va. 

Wise, : 
Wolverton. F 


league, Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois, be excused on account of sickness. 1 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. Speaker, Lask that my colleague, " 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, be excused on account of illness. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


On this call 172 gentlemen have answered 


to their names, and if there be no objection the Journal as read 


will be approved. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, ; 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint H 
resolution (H. Res. 54) for the relief of Maj. Henry A. Read. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 


the House was requested: 


A bill (S. 559) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.; 
A bill (S. 1465) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows; and 
Joint resolution (S. Res. 115) extending the time of payment by 


| resolution: 


purchasers of lands on the Pawnee Indian Reservation. 
It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the following 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 


be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon Hon. Ephraim King 
Wilson, late a Senator from the State of Maryland, 8,000 copies, which shalt 
include 50 copies, to be bound in full Morocco, to be delivered to the family 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
| adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


of the deceased, and of those remaining, 2,600 copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate and 5,350 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the Sec- 
| retary of the Treasury is directed to have engraved and printed a portrait of 
said Ephraim King Wilson to accompany said eulogies. 


If the gentleman will withhold that motion 


| for a moment, the Chair will submit to the House some telegrams 


| port the first telegam. 


received from absent members who are sick. 


The Clerk will re- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

WAPAKONETA, OHIO, August 2, 1892 
CHARLES F. CRISP, : ar 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington: 

’ “ePAliVe( ossi ° 2 € > aa T ar able ravel. 

Telegram received. Impossible for me to att nd, asI mee - ] 

The SPEAKER. What is the pleasure of the House with re- 
gard to the request conveyed in this telegram? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move that Mr. LAYTON 
be excused. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the 
House ought to have any additional information on the subject 
that any gentleman present may be able to give. 

Mr. DANIELL. Mr. Speaker, I know that Mr. LAYTON was 
overcome by the heat and was quite ill when he went away. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of Mr. 
LAYTON will be granted and he will be further excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

T’he Clerk read the next telegram, as follows: 

LOCK HAVEN, PA., August 3, 1892. 


Hon. CHARLES F.. CRISP, Speaker: 
Impossible to travel anywhere in present health. Please have me further 
excused. My doctor has written you personally. eee, 
A. HOPKINS. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I know that Mr. 
Hopkins of Pennsylvania is quite unwell, and I ask that he be 
further excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read the next telegram, as follows: 

SALEM, MASS., August 2, 1892 
Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, 
Speaker of House of Representatives, Washington, D..C.: 

Confined to house by sickness. My leave was for sickness. _ 

WM. COGSWELL. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker,I desire te say that 
I was in daily personal communication with Gen. COGSWELL be- 
fore he left here, and I know that he was and still is seriously 
ill. I ask, therefore, that he be further excused, and that the 
Speaker notify him of the extension of his leave of absence. 

Mr. DOCKERY. By all means Gen. COGSWELL ought to be 
excused. He is not well. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read the next telegram, as follows: 

CANTON JUNCTION, MASS,, August 3, 1592. 


Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, 
Speaker House of Representatives; 


I have been very sick; convalescing now. Physician forbids my return; 

says dangerous. Will returnif absolutely necessary. Answer telegraph. 
ELIJAH A. MORSE. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is generally understood that 
Mr. MORSE has been and still continues seriously ill. 

Mr. COOMBS. I move that he be further excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Myr. Speaker, my colleague, the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MARTIN], tells me that 
there are several bills pending upon which the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered, and, as it would seem to be desirable that 
those bills should be disposed of without further delay— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman 
[Mr. HOLMAN | to make the motion to adjourn awhile ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was about to say that I will withdraw that 
motion to allow my colleague, Mr. MARTIN, to ask unanimous 
consent to dispose of these pending bills upon which the previous 
question has been ordered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman withdraw the motion 
to adjourn? 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, on pages 6658 and 6659 of the 
ReEcorD I find certain portions of a speech made by Senator 
PERKINS, of Kansas, in the United States Senate, which [ send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
that no question of personal privilege can be raised here upon 
anything which may have been said in the other branch of Con- 

ress. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think, Mr. Speaker, the matter which 1 
have sent to the desk should be read. 

The SPEAKER (afterexamining the matter sent up to be read). 
The Chair would prefer that the Clerk should read this, so that 
the House may hear it; and then any proper question can be 
raised upon it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I am not personally acquainted with the 
writer of that communication and know nothing of his character, but it is 


addressed to Mr. SIMPSON, Who has the honor of representing one of the dis- | 
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tricts of Kansas in Congress, and he is probably some political follower of 
his. Why this communication, which indulges in falsehood andin malicious 
insinuations as to one of the most honorable and faithful officers in the pub- 
lic service, should hive been given to the public and to the press for publica- 
tion I can not comprehend. 

Since its publication | have seen Secretary Noble and conferred with him 


| He says that he does not know of the existence of the man who is spoken of 


in that communication by the name of Guthrie, and he has no knowledge of 
him whatever; knows nothing of his avocation or calling and never had any 
correspondence or conversation with him. To give to the public a commu 
nication of this character, indulging in the insinuations and accusations 


| that the communication indulges in as to a capable, honorable, and faithful 


officer, make it in my judgment deserving of notice and condemnation 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. SIMPSON. What the Clerk has read is not all that I 
sent up. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is apparent from what has been 
read that it is a matter which came up in the ordinary proceed 
ings of the Senate—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. I submit that it should all be read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And that it is improper for any 
member of the House 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Kansas tostate that this and some other matter which he wishes 
to have read contain a reflection on his integrity and his mo- 
tives—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. That will appear if the Clerk will read it. 

The SPEAKER. Not onthe writer of the article, as the Chair 
understood the gentleman from Kansas, but a reflection on the 
member himself. 

Mr.SIMPSON. A reflection on my character, an imputation 


| of improper motives in introducing the letter. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Ulinois. Mr. Speaker, I insist that this is 


| not a matter of personal privilege. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from I[1- 
linois on the question which he raises. 

Mr. HOPKINS of linois. I have already stated my position. 
This matter which the Clerk has read— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas claims that 
there is another extract which has not been read. The Chair 
thinks it should all be read before this matter is determined. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

As I stated, he does not know the existence of this man who is spoken of; 
and I am so thoroughly convinced that there is no foundation for it in fact 
and believing as I dothat it was instigated for political reasons and to slan 
der an honorable and capable officer, that I have felt called upon todenounce 
it in the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, it will be seen from what 
the Clerk has read that lam denounced by name in the Senate 
Chamber - 

Mr. FUNSTON. IL -raise the question—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish to make an explanation in regard to 
that. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemen willsuspendamoment. The 
question presented is whether the gentlemah from Kansas has 
the right to refer to what took place in the Senate Chamber 
The Chair was about to examine the Digest on that point. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Iraise the further question that this does 
not reflect upon the gentleman from Kansas in the least—not a 
single sentence of it. 

Mr.SIMPSON. I will show that itdoes before I get through. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It does not reflect on you in any manner. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair will have read what seems to be the 
rule on this subject as stated in Jefferson's Manual. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 
subject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there 
because the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, 
not to be influenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them 
might beget refiections leading to a misunderstanding between the two 
Houses. (8 Grey, 22.) 

Neither House can exercise any authority over a member or officer of the 
other, but should complain to the House of which he is, and leave the pun 
ishmenttothem. Where the complaint is of words disrespectfully spoken 
by a member of another House, it is difficult to obtain punishment, because 
of the rules supposed necessary to be observed (as to the immediate noting 
down of words) for the security of members. Therefore it is the duty of the 
House, and more particularly of the Speaker, to interfere immediately, and 
not to permit expressions to go unnoticed which may give a ground of com 
plaint to the other House, and introduce proceedings and mutual accusa- 
tions between the two Houses, which can hardly be terminated without d 
ficulty and disorder. (3 Hats., 51.) 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas will observe 
that it is absolutely necessary for the preservation of those pleas- 
ant relations which should exist between the two Houses that in 
neither should there b2 permitted expressions reflecting upon 
members of the other. Accordingly the Manual states that it is 
the duty of the presiding officer of each to prevent or suppress 
promptly such expressions. But where the expressions have 


| taken place, then, according to the Manual, and, it would seem, 


according to the suggestions of propriety and right, complaint 
should be made to the other House. 
If it should appear, for instance, that in this House there had 
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been some improper reflection upon a member of the Senate, it 
would be perfectly competent for the Senate to complain to the 
House that it had permitted on the floor of the House an im- 
proper reference to a Senator; and it would be for the House to 
take such action thereon as might seem proper. But, as sug- 
gested in the extract read, it might be very difficult under our 
rules for the House to deal with a member who had indulged in 
such improper language, for the reason that words excepted to 
as out of order must be taken down at once. So that itseems to 
the Chair it would hardly be proper for the gentleman from 
Kansas to rise to a personal explanation respecting this mat- 
ter, except that it might not be inadmissible for him to disclaim 
any improper motive in any language he may have used or any | 
act he may have committed. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will permit 
me amoment, I would say this, that Ihave not theslightest idea 
of attacking the honorable Senator. I have no desire to say 
anything against him. I merely wish an opportunity to make 
clear to this House that I have had no improper motives 

Mr. FUNSTON. 
not in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I merely wish to make this statement—— 

Mr.FUNSTON. As I understand it, the gentleman rose toa 
question of privilege, and the Chair has not decided that he has 
submitted such a question, and therefore it is not in order for 
him to proceed. The question has been raised as to whether he 
has submitted a matter of privilege, and until that is decided he 
has no right to address the House on this subject. You have not 
decided that question, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas will observe, | 
as the Chair has stated, that it would seem to be a pretty hard | 
rule that the gentleman should not hayé an opportunity simply | 
to Saaee any improper motives which may have been imputed | 
to him. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
sonal attack. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. WilltheChair permit me to cite a prec- 
edent bearing on that question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Inthis House Speaker Blaine once de- | 
cided, when Mr. Beck of Kentucky was a member of the House, | 
and had beenattacked by Mr. Brownlow of Tennessee in aspeech | 
in the Senate, that when the question of personal privilege was | 
raised, the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Beck, had a right to 
be heard. He addressed the Chair and was recognized, and I | 
presume that there is no such excoriation on record as he gave | 
to Mr. Brownlow on that occasion. I can not tell exactly what | 
date that took place, but it occurred probably in 1872 or 1874. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker,I raise the question of order. 
I insist that the gentleman has no right to proceed. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The Chair has recognized me, as I under- 
stand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas will desist un- 
til the Chair can refer to the authority which has been suggested 
by the gentlemanfrom Kentucky. It is important that the prac- | 
tice in regard to this question should be accurately determined. | 

The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from Kansas, if he | 
has no objection, this being quite an important question, affect- 
ing as it may the relations between the two Houses, that he 
withdraw his request for recognition for the present and submit 
it in the morning, and in the mean time the Chair will endeavor | 
to find what precedents there may be on this question. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I will respectfully submit to the suggestion 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. It is a matter of importance that the rela- 
tions between the two Houses shall not be disturbed by any hasty | 
or improper action here. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Before withdrawing the matter for the pres- | 
ent I wish tosay that I have no motive whatever to impute to | 
the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. FUNSTON. Icall the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman isin order. [Laughter.] | 

Mr. SIMPSON. I have no desire to cast any reflections upon | 
Senator PERKINS, but simply desire to make myself understood 
as to my motives in introducing the resolution referred to, and 
in that connection to clear myself of the charge of any improper 
motives. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give the gentleman an op- 
portunity after looking up the precedents. 








Mr. Speaker, I insist that the gentleman is | 


I repeat, I have no desire to make any per- 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 


the House take up now and consider the bills on which the pre- 
vious question was ordered— 
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Mr. REED. 
Mr. MARTIN. 


I demand the regular order. 
Have | not the right, when the Chair has rec- 
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ognized me to submit a request, to make the request before ob- 
jection is made? 

Mr. REED. That can be submitted after the present business 
is disposed of. 

Mr. MARTIN. How can the gentleman take me off the floor? 

TheSPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is of course 
equivalent to an objection, and when demanded the Chair is re- 
quired to enforce it. Thegentleman making a request for unan- 
imous consent can not submit the request as against the demand 
for the regular order. Soif there isany period when the regular 
order is demanded it is understood to be equivalent to an objec- 
tion to anything but the regular order. 

Mr. MARTIN. But if the Chair has recognized me, and | am 
preferring my request, has the gentleman the right to take me 
off the oor? 

The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman has a right to demand the 
rezular order. 


The gentleman may state that he wants unani- 


| mous consent to consider a bill, and the Chair would direct the 
| Clerk to read it, but any gentleman, even during the reading of 


the bill, could demand the regular order, and the Chair has al- 


| ways held that equivalent to an objection, and suspended the 


further reading of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry? 

The SPEA KER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. The proposition which the gentleman from 
Indiana |[Mr. MARTIN] desires to get before the House is, to put 
upon their passage a certain number of pension bills 

Mr. REED. This is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KILGORE. The previous question has been ordered on 
those bills; and now is it not the regular order to take them up? 

TheSPEAKER. The previous question has also been ordered 
on the Senate amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr.BINGHAM. The Chairdecidedthatquestionthe otherday. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, but the amendment to the appropria- 


tion bill has not been called up yet. 

The SPEAKER. The House is proceeding to consider it. 

Mr. KILGORE. It has not been called up. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It comes up of itself. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules and practics it comes up 
immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think these pension bills ought to be con- 
sidered. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House will please be in order. The 
regular order is the further consideration of the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to lay upon the 
table the motion made by the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. 
HOLMAN] to reconsider the vote by which the House receded 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. _ 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the Hous> do now adjourn. 

The question being taken before the announcement of the re- 
sult, Mr. SAYERS demanded a division. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. REED. A division has been demanded. 

On the division there were—ayes 71, noes 80. 

The SPEAKER. The House refuses to adjourn; so that the 





| question now isupon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania [Mr. BINGHAM] to lay upon the table the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House receded from its disagreement 
to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move that the House take a recess until 2 


| o'clock; and pending that I move that the House do now adjourn, 


and pending thatI move that when the House adjourns to-day, it 
adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. TRACEY. A point of order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
moves that the House take arecess until 2 o’clock. The motion 
to adjourn made by the gentleman would not be in order, be- 
cause the House has just voted down a motion to adjourn, and 
the motion to adjourn takes precedence of the motion to take a 
recess; but the gentleman moves that the House take a recess 
until 2 o'clock, and he further makes the motion that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwithdraw that motion, and simply submit a 
motion to take a recess until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I make the point of order against that mo- 
tion that the last vote developed the absence of a quorum, and 
I find in the Digest that where less than a quorum is present the 
motion to take a recess is not in order, and no motion is in order 
except for a call of the House or to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that there is no record of the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. ATKINSON. The last vote devoloped the fact. 

The SPEAKER. There was no point made of no quorum. 
The last record that we have shows the presence of a quorum. 
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Mr. ATKINSON. Thelast motion was the motion to adjourn, | 
and upon that no quorum voted. i 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is aware of the fact that | 


under the practice of the House, except where the yeasand nays | 


are ordered, it has not been customary for the Chair to note the | voting 177; as follows: 


absence of a quorum unless some gentleman makes the point. 


But where the yeas and nays are ordered and taken it has been | Antony, 
held that the Chair must make the point himself. | Booman. rs 
Mr. REED. That is, the Chair can do addition in writing, | Brunner, ~*~ 
but can not do it orally. | Butler, 
Mr. ATKINSON. I make the point that no quorum is pres- | (a™ivetts 
ent, and therefore the motion to take a recess is not in order. ; 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the point, be- | 
cause no vote has been taken disclosing the absence of a quorum. | Atkinson, 
The vote can be taken on the proposition, and that will disclose | Baker, ’ 
Bartine, 


whether there is or is not a quorum present. 
Mr. ATKINSON. The point was made at the time of the | 
reading of the Journal, and the Chair entertained the point. 
The SPEAKER. That was because the rules provide that 
the Speaker shall take the chair atthe hourat which the House 
is to meet, and ‘‘on the appearance of a quorum” shall cause 
the Journal to be read. That is the language; and the point 
was made that no quorum was present. Thereupon the Chair 
roceeded to ascertain the presence of aquorum in the very sat- 
isfactory way of having the roll called. The question now ison 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] that the 
House take a recess until 2 o'clock. 
The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
On a division there were—ayes 21, noes 70, 
Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
of no quorum, and the Chair will appoint as tellers 
Mr. ATKINSON. I make the point of orcer that the motion 
to take a recess is not in order, because no quorum is present. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, and 
appoints as tellers the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

The House again divided. 

Pending the division : 

Mr. SAYERS said: Would it be in order to renew the motion 


to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first announce the result. 
On this question the ayes are 11, the noes 84. 

Mr. KILGORE. A quorum has not voted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
of no quorum. It is now in order to move that the House ad- 


journ. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 69. 


Mr. SAYERS. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 


Tellers were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint the gen- 
tleman from Texas |Mr. SAYERS]and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 58, noes 60. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the House take a recess 
until 2 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor®(Mr. DocKERY in the chair). 
That is the pending motion, and upon that motion tellers are 
ordered. = 

Mr. BAILEY, As I understood it, the motion of the gentle- | 
man from Texas was that the House adjourn. ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, but that was disagreed to; 
thereupon the question recurs upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] that the House take a recess until 2 
o’clock. Upon that motion tellers are ordered. The tellers re- 
ported, and the point of no quorum was made. The Chair will | 
again appoint the gentleman from Texas{Mr. KILGORE] and the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. BINGHAM] to act as tellers. | 

~ i BABBITT. LIask unanimous consent to have aresolution | 
read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thevegular order has been de- | 
manded by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REEp]. If the gen- | 
tleman has withdrawn the demand the Chair will entertain the | 
request of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. REED. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman demands the 
regular order. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and | 
a gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. BINGHAM] will act as 
tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 6, 
noes 18. 





Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 
Mr. BINGHAM. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 25, nays 127, not 


Barwig, 


| Bentley, 


Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Boatner, 
Bowers, 
Bowman. 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Busey, 
Bushnell, 
Cable, 
Cadmus, 


Caldwell, 


| Caruth, 


Cate, 
Chipman, 


| Clancy, 


Cobb. Mo. 
Coburn, 


| Cooper, 


Crain, 


| Crawford, 


Abbott, 


| Alderson, 


Alexander, 
Allen, 


|} Amerman, 
| Andrew, 


Arnold, 
Bacon, 
Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Belden, 


, Belknap, 


Beltzhoover, 
Bergen, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 


| Branch, 


Brawley, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Bunting, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Byrns. 
Campbell, 
Capehart, 
Castile, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Cheatham, 


| Chapin, 


Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ala. 


| Clover. 


Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 

Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 

Covert, 


De Armond, 
Dickerson, 
English, 
Hallowell, 
Houk, Ohio 
Lester, Va. 
Lester, Ga. 


YEAS—25. 


Little, 
McCreary, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Paynter, 
Pierce, 


NAYS—127. 


Crosby, 
Dalzell, 
Daniell, 
Dingley, 
Dixon, 

Doan, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Edmunds, 
Epes, 

Everett, 

Flick, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Funston, 
Geissenhainer, 
Griswold, 
Grout, 

Hall, 
Halvorson, 
Hamilton, 
Hare, 

Harries, 
Hayes, lowa 
Heard, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 


Holman, 


Hopkins, IL. 
Hull, 


Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnstone, S. C. 


Jolley, 
Kyle, 

Lane, 
Lanham. 
Lawson, Ga. 
Lind, 
Loud, 
Mallory, 
Martin, 
McAleer, 
McDonald, 
McGann, 
McKeighan, 
McRae, 
Meyer. 
Mitchell 
O'Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Otis, 
Owens, 
Parrett, 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Powers, 
Raines, 
Ray, 
Rayner, 


NOT VOTING— 176. 


Cowles, 

Cox, N. Y. 
Cox, Tenn. 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, 
Cutting, 
Davis, 

De Forest, 
Donovan, 
Dungan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Elliott, 

Ellis, 

Enloe, 
Enochs, 
Fellows, 
Fitch. 
Fithian, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
Gantz, 
Geary. 
Gillespie, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Greenleaf, 
Harmer, 
Harte¥, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Haynes, Ohio 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Herbert, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, Tenn. 
Huff, 
Johnson, Ohio 


Jones, 

Kem, 
Kendall, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lagan, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, Va. 
Layton, 
Lewis, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Lynch, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McClellan, 
McKaig, 
McKinney, 
MeMillin, 
Meredith, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Newbéfry, 
Norton, 
O'Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, R. I. 
Page, Md. 


Pattison, Ohio 


Peel, 
Pendleton, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Price, 


Quackenbush, 


Rockwell, 
Stout, 
Stump, 
Warner. 


Robinson, Pa. 
Sayers, 
Seerley, 
Shell, 

Shonk, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 

Snow, 
Sperry, 
Stephenson, 
Steward, Il. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Terry, 
Townsend, 
Tracey, 
Turner, 
Turpin, - 
Van Horn, 
Watson, 
Waugh. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
White, 

Wike, 
Williams, N. C. 
Wilson, Moe. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wright. 


Randall, 
Reed, 

Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Rife, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Scott, 

Seull, 
Shively. 
Snodgrass, 
Springer. 
Stahlinecker, 
Stevens 
Stewart. Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Sweet, 
Tarsney 
Taylor, Li) 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, EF. B. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Tiliman, 
Tucker, 
Wadsworth 
Walker, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wever. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Mass. 
Williams. IL 
Wilson, Ky 
Wilson, Wash. 
Winn, 
Wolverton, 
Youmans. 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 
Mr. MOSES with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. Cox of Tennessee with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. ENOCHS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. LocKWoop with Mr. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. MILLIKEN. 
Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
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O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

+, ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

WILSON of Missouri with Mr. HUFF. 

*, ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

*, LAWSON of Virginia with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 
*, WASHINGTON with Mr. RUSSELL. 

*, WISE with Mr. KETCHAM. 

*, COVERT with Mr. CURTIs. 

*, OUTHWAITE with Mr. SCULL. 

*, HEARD with Mr. WItson of Washington. 

*, JOHNSTONE of South Carolina with Mr. BURROWS. 
>, TILLMAN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. Linp, for the remainder of the session. 

On the appropriation for the World’s Fair: 

Mr, O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN on all matters connected 
with the World’s Fair, until further notice. Mr. HAUGEN would 
vote for the appropriation and Sunday opening, and Mr. O’FER- 
RALL against both. Also on all other matters, with the excep- 
tion of the antioption bill. 

Mr. MoorEwith Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, until further notice. 
If present, Mr. CLARK of Wyoming would vote for the appropri- 
ation and Mr. MOORE against it. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Kem. Mr. Scorr would vote for the ap- 
propriation and Mr. KEM against it. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. Currinc. Mr. CUTTING would vote 
for the appropriation and Mr. LAYTON against it. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER, on all political questions; also 
World's Fair. Mr. HARMER would vote for the appropriation 
and Mr. HATCH against it. 

Mr. GILLESPIE with Mr. MCALEER. If present Mr. MCALEER 
would vote for the appropriation and Mr. GILLESPIE against it. 

Mr. BUSHNELL with Mr. FircH. Mr. BUSHNELL would vote 
for the appropriation and Mr. FITCH against it. 

Mr. KRiBBS with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, until Tues- 
day next. Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania would vote for the 
appropriation and Mr. KRIBBS against it. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. WEADOCK, until adjournment. Mr. 
WEADOCK would vote for the appropriation and Mr. TARSNEY 
against it. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. WHITING 
would vote for the appropriation and Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio 
against it. 

Mr. HAYNES of Ohio with Mr. STEWART of Texas, until fur- 
ther notice. Mr. HAYNES of Ohio would vote for the appropri- 
ation and Mr. STEWART of Texas against it. 
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Mr. BRUNNER with Mr.CooLipGE. If present Mr. COOLIDGE 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. BRUNNER against it. 

Mr. ByNuM with Mr. BRICKNER. If present Mr. BRICKNER 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. BYNUM against it. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. LivincsTon. If present Mr. AL- 
DERSON would vote for the appropriation, Mr. LIVINGSTON 
against it. 

Mr. WINN with Mr. Ezra B. Tayztor. If present Mr. Tay- 
LOR would vote for the appropriation, Mr. WINN against it. 

Mr. BULLOCK with Mr. PENDLETON. If present Mr. PEN- 
DLETON would vote for the appropriation, Mr. BULLOCK against 
it. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. O'DONNELL. If present Mr. 


| O'DONNELL would vote for the appropriation,Mr. BELTZHOOVER 


against it. 

Mr. CABLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. 
[After a pause.] I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. I renew the motion, Mr. Speaker. 

The motion was agreed to; ayes 78, noes 34; and the House ac- 


| cordingly (at 12:48 p. m.) adjourned. 





BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 


lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 9701) for the purchase of a 
sit: and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of 
Bluffton, Ind—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


| Grounds. 


Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. WADSWORTH, until further notice, | 


Mr. WADSWORTH would vote for the appropriation and Mr. 
CAMPBELL against it. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9702) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon in the city of Decatur, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9703) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon in the city of Hartford, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9704) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon in the city of Huntington, 
Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9705) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon in the city of Marion, Ind.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9706) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon in the city of Peru, Ind.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9707) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon in the city of Portland, Ind.— 


| to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. BLAND with Mr. BOWERS, untilfurther notice,and on the 


World’s Fair appropriation. 
Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 
would vote against the appropriation. 
Mr. AMERMAN with Mr. SEERLEY, on the World’s Fair appro- 
priation, 


If present Mr. 


ABBOTT | 


Mr. GRADY with Mr. HAMILTON, on the World's Fair appro- | 


priation, 

Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. LITTLE, on the World’s Fair appro- 
priation, for two days. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. HARTER, from Monday until further no- 
tice, on the World’s Fair appropriation. 

The following for this @&y: 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mf. TAYLOR of Illinois. | 
Mr. TUCKER with Mr. RIFE. 

Mr. LAGAN with Mr. BERGEN. 

The following on the World’s Fair appropriation: 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. BRYAN. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BRAWLEY. 


ir. GORMAN with Mr. BACON. 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. PATTISONof Ohio. If pres- 
ent Mr. PATTISON would vote for the appropriation, Mr. CLARKE 
against it. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. SANFORD. If present Mr. SANFORD 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. COCKRAN against it. 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. RANDALL. 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. GANTZ against it. 

Mr. NEWBERRY with Mr. Lewis. If present Mr. NEWBERRY 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. LEWIs against it. 


If present Mr. RANDALL | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9708) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon in the city of Wabash, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Joint resolution (H. Res.160) to continue 
the provisions of existing laws providing temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government—to the Committee on Appro- . 
yriations. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A resolution to change the rules so as to 


_make it in order to move to suspend the rules and consider the 
| joint resolution providing temporarily for expenditures of the 
| Government—to the Committee on Rules. 


| 


By Mr. SIMPSON: A resolution to set apart a day for the 
consideration of Miscellaneous Document No. 331—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A resolution for the immediate consid- 
eration of the joint resolution#providing temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government—to the Committee on Rules. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, August 4, 1892. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J.G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to continue the provisions of ex- 
isting laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 


Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. Geary. If present Mr. GEARY would | Government; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
| ate. 


vote for the appropriation, Mr. DUNPHY against it. 

Mr. YOUMANS with Mr. Funston. If present Mr. YOUMANS 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. FUNSTON against it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. HOOKER of New York. If present 


| 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. ALLISON. As the joint resolution which has just come 
from the House of Kepresentatives is one of importance, I ask 


Mr. HOOKER would vote for the appropriation, Mr. STOCKDALE | the Chair to lay it before the Senate. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to continue the provisions of 


against it. 





1892. 





existing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the joint resolution may be read 
at length. 3 ‘ 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the provisions of joint resolutions approved June 30, | 
July 15, and August 1, 1892, providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government be, and the same are hereby, extended and continued in full | 
force and effect to andincluding the 10th day of August, 1892. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the joint reso- | 
lution may be now considered. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. PASCO. Before the joint resolution is passed, I should 
like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations if 
this is likely to be the last extension? If we are to go onin this 
way continuing the appropriations from time to time and the 
session is likely to continue indefinitely we ought to provide for 
a longer extension than four or five days. It appears tome that 
the Senate should have such information as would enable us to 
reach some conclusion as to when this matter is to be brought 
to a settlement. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would give me great pleasure to inform 
the Senator from Florida and the Senate on the subject relating 
to the extension of these appropriations if I were able to do so. 
My impression is that we are nearer adjournment now than we 
were four or five days ago; and I hope that before the expira- 
tion of these five days all the surroundings and difficulties in our 
pathway may be solved favorably. I think it is wise to make 
this extension, and [ hope and believe that it will be the last. 

Mr. PASCO. If we are only four or five days nearer the end 
of the session simply because that length of time has clapsed, 
for one I can not look forward with any degree of equanimity to 
the prospect of extending these appropriations four or five days 
at a time, as we have done for a month or more. If we are to 
settle down to the determination that the appropriations are to 
be continued under this system of extensions, it seems to me it 
would be best at once to make provision for extending them un- 
til December and make up our minds to close the present ses- 
sion, as all other business, [understand, is practically at an end. 

If, however, the Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, thinks that this is likely to be the 
last extension, [ have nothing further to say atthis time. But 
I realize that if the present condition of things continues there 
must be a time when the Senate will undertake to bring forward | 
some plan that will bring the session to a termination, and if it | 
can only be done by extending the appropriations until Decem- | 
ber, I for one shall advocate that course of procedure. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state in response to the Senator from 
Florida that the extension of appropriations under such a joint 
resolution until December would fall very far short of providing 
for the necessary expenditures of the Government, and that that 
should only be resorted to at the very last moment of time. 

Mr. PASCO. Irealize that fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. LI only know of course from what I see occur- 
ring elsewhere, but I think it may be fairly presumed that those 
who are responsible with us for this condition of affairs, or rather 
without us, because I do not think we are to be heid responsible. 
will hasten a conclusion of the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the joint 
resolution pass? 

The joint resolution was passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
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Mr. KYLE presented two memorials of members of the | 


Seventh-Day Adventist Church, citizens of Farwell and Lake- 


side, S. Dak., remonstrating against the commitment of the | 


United States Government to a union of religion and the state; | 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the memorial of Mary Campbeli 
and 36 other citizens of Smithfield, Nebr., remonstrating against 
the passage of any legislation closing the World’s Columbian | 
Exposition on Sunday; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Laborers’ Association, | 
No. 3084, Knights of Labor, of New York City, and a petition of 
the Emmet Association of Milford, Mass., praying for the pas- 
sage of legislation looking to the relief of Dr. Thomas Gallagher 
from imprisonment in England; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

_ He also presented the petition of John Arthur Lynch, of Wash- 

ington, D. C., praying for the erection by the United States Gov- 

ernment of statues of King Louis XVI and Queen Marie Antoi- | 

— of France; which was referred to the Committee on the 
ibrary. 


TO3L 


NAVAJO INDIANS. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I move that a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Interior, addressed to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, transmitting a copy of Indian Office 
report of the 2ist instant, relative to the situation among the 
Navajo Indians in New Mexico and Arizona be printed as a mis- 
cellaneous document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6108) to pension Mrs. Caroline A. Smith, widow 
of Philander Smith, of West Tisbury, Mass.; and » 

A bill (H. R. 6633) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Minnie Hall. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3498) granting an increase of 
pension to William Brown; which was read twice by its title. 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO BILL. 


Mr. SANDERS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S 3246) revising and amending the stat- 
utes relating to patents; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Iask that the resolution presented by me 
three or four days ago calling for certain information from the 
Post-Olfice Department be postponed until the second Tuesday 
in December, retaining its present position before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON QUADRO-CENTENNIAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read: 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported yesterday from 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select) or any 
subcommittee thereof appointed for the purpose are hereby authorized dur 
ing the recess of Congress to visit the grounds of the World’s Columbian 
Exposition for the purpose of obtaining information as to the expenditure 
of the money appropriated by Congress and as to the general conduct and 
management of said World’s Columbian Exposition, with authority to em 
ploy a clerk, and that the expenses of said committee be paic out of the con 
tingent funds of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was reported yesterday from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I simply want to say that 
in my judgment the result of the appointment of the numerous 
and multitudinous special committees of the Senate at this ses- 
sion will be disgraceful to the administration of the Senate, and 
I want to enter on the record my opposition to every one of the 
resolutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be 
as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WHITE. [ object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Louisiana to intend to object to the consideration 
of the resolution to-day? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The resolution is in order. 
tion does not stop it. 

Mr. WHITE. I objected, as the Chair put the question in that 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Has the resolution been reported from the 


considered 


A single objec- 


| form. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
and went over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, as a member of the Quadro- 
Centennial Committee I assented to the resolution, not on any 
supposition or expectation that the large committee proposed 
would go to Chicago to live, but with the understanding that a 
subcommittee of the committee would at least be there during 
the opening ceremonies in October, partly as a matter of cour- 
tesy and partly that they might have an opportunity of going 
through the Exhibition grounds, looking at the buildings, and 
making inquiries, and be able, therefore, to come here in De- 
cember and report with some degree of intelligence. I shall be 


The resolution was objected to yesterday, 


' unable to go myself, but I have no doubt that a subcommittee of 
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the Quadro-Centennial Committee will bring back some useful 
information. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the resolution been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution was reported yester- 
day from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. The question is on agreeing to the res- 
olution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say that Iam not quarrelling with 
the Senator from Missouri{Mr.CocKRELL] about the extraor- 
dinary number of these special committees. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. [Putting the question.] Thenoes appear to have it. 
The noes have it, and the resolution is not agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What was the decision of the Chair? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the resolution has been dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to reconsider the vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 


moves to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was dis- | 


agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
of reconsideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
mon consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over, if 
there be no objection. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


I hope the matter will go over to-day by com- 


Mr. HUNTON. 
letter from my colleague, the senior Senator from Virginia[Mr. 
DANIEL], giving reasons why he did not comply with the tele- 
graphic request of the Vice-President to report here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

LYNCHBURG, VA., August 2, 1892. 


My DEAR GENERAL: The health and situation of my family is such that I 
take them to-morrow to Sweet Chalybeate Springs (the Little Red), Alle 
ghany County. 

I received the Vice-President’s request to return, ard will do so, if neces- 
sary, after conveying my folks to the mountains. 

ay I beg of you to make my excuses and explanations and oblige, 


Most truly, yours, 
JNO. W. DANIEL. 
Gen. EPPA HUNTON. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent that Senate joint 
resolution No. 8 be made the special order for the second Thurs- 
day in December next. Let the title of the joint resolution be 
read.’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read | 


by title. 


The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R.8) proposing an 


amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing | 


for the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors 
of the States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
made by the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That measure stands second on the Calen- 
dar of bills and joint resolutions, beginning at the ‘ point 
reached under Rule VIII when last under consideration.” 
gest that it is not wise now to be loading down the opening of the 
session in December with special orders. The joint resolution 
can be called up at any time, early in the session. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘Then, if there be objection, I give notice 
that at a very early day in the next session of Congress I shall 
move to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution, 


final vote. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 


RECESS. 
Oo” 


Mr. ALLISON (at 12 o'clock and 27 minutes p. m.). 
that the Senate take a recess until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to ask the Senator from Iowa why we 
should take a recess until 2 o'clock? Why not adjourn until to- 
morrow? 

Mr. ALLISON. My only object is to have the Senate in ses- 
sion this afternoon in order that the Vice-President may sign 
the enrolled joint resolution for the temporary extension of ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
I will modify my motion. 
until half past 1 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 1 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled, 


I move 


That is quite a sufficient reason. 


Il move that the Senate take a recess 


I must call for a division on the question | 


Iask to have read at the Secretary’s desk a | 








MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7520) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and 
for other purposes; insisted upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill numbered 124, 127, 128, 129, 130, 


Zl, 


| 131, 132, 133, 308, 309, 310, and 311, and insisted on its amendment 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 177; agreed to the 
further conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. 
SAYERS, and Mr. BINGHAM managers at the further conference 
on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were ee signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 5394) changing the date for the dedication of the build- 
ings of the World’s Columbian Exposition; 

A bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 9482) for the relief of the Eastern Band of Chero- 


| kee Indians; 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 54) for the relief of Maj. Henry A. 
Read; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to continue the provisions of 
existing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate adjourn until 2 o’clock 


{ 
to-morrow. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 37 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 5, 
1892, at 2 o'clock p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, August 4, 1892. 


The House metat 1lo’clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTH- 
BERT, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCC OK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2920) to establish a port of delivery at Helena, Mont.; 

A bill (S. 3317) extending the time for the construction of the 
Big Horn Southern Railroad through the Crow Indian Reserva- 
tion: 


A bill (S. 3259) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


| Weaver; 
Is there objection to the request | 


A bill (S. 3260) for the relief of Orson Putnam; and 
A bill (S. 2246) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman. 
It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 


| ment bills of the following titles: 


Isug- | 





Perhaps half past 1 o’clock will answer; and | 


| sent members. 


A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to Annie Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 4815) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 4802) granting a pension to James McCammon; 

A bill (H. R. 5781) granting an honorable discharge to John H. 


€ ; | Randleman; and 
and shall insist on its retaining its place until it is brought to a | 


A bill (H. R. 1044) to correct the military record of Jesse C, 
Taylor, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ment the bili (H. R. 2620) for the relief of Joseph C. Williams; 
in which the-concurrence of the House was requested. 

ABSENTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that,in accordance 
with the instructions of the House, he sent telegrams to all ab- 
Several replies have been received, and the 
Chair now submits those in which gentlemen ask to be excused 
on account of sickness. The Clerk will report the first tele- 

ram. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. CHARLES F, CRISP: 
I request leave of absence on account of death in the family. 


LEMUEL AMERMAN. 
The SPEAKER. If there te no objection the request con- 
veyed in this telegram will be granted. 


There was no objection, and it was s9 ordered. 


SCRANTON, PA., August 3,°1892. 





1892. 





The next telegram was read, as follows: 
HAMBURG, N. Y., August 3, 1892. 
Hon. C. F. CRISP: 


I left Washington owing to sickness. 
get along without me at present. 


Iam still very ill. 
T. L. BUNTING. 
There was no objection, and Mr. BUNTING was excused. 


The next telegram was read, as follows: 
TROY, OHIO, August 3, 1892. 


Trust you may 


Hon. CHARLES F.. CRISP, 
Washington, D. C.; 


Physician says I should remain here; so I will not return unless my health | 


improves. Is physician’s certificate required? 


M. K. GANTZ. 


There was no objection, and Mr. GANTZ was excused. 
The next telegram was read, as follows: 
SOMERSET, PA., August 3, 1892. 


> 


Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Am prostrated by the heat and unable to travel. 
EDWARD SCULL. 


There was no objection, and Mr. SCULL was excused. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. : 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privi- 
leged report from the Committee on Rules. I ask the immediate 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That during this legislative day it shall be in order for the 
Speaker to entertain a motion or motions to suspend the rules, in the same 
way and manner as, under the rules of the House, he may now entertain 
such motions on the first Monday in each month. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. 
The previous questic 

adopted. 


vas ordered, and the resolution was 


EXTENSIO:. UF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the instructions 
of the Committee on Appropriations, I move tosuspend the rules 
and pass the joint resolution, which [ send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to continue the provisions ef existing laws 
providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the provisions 
of joint resolution approved June 30, July 15, and August 1, 1892, providing 
temporarily for the expenditures of the Government, be, and the same are 
hereby, extended and continued in full force and effect to and including the 
10th day of August, 1892. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to 
say that that is recommended unanimously by the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

‘The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to; and, two-thirds 
having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the 
joint resolution was passed. 


LEAVE TO FILE COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the call of committees be dispensed with, and that committees 
desiring to submit reports have leave to file them at the Clerk’s 
desk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WORLD’S FAIR APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit the motion which I 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read Mr. HOLMAN’s motion, as follows: 


I move to suspend the rules and reconsider the vote by which the House 
receded from its disagreement to the Senate amendment to the sundry civil 
bill numbered 308, and that the House further insist upon its disagreement 
to that amendment and the other Senate amendments yet undisposed of and 
agree to a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on said amendment. 


ao DINGLEY and Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois demanded a sec- 
ond. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Chair will ap- 
point to act as tellers the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] 
and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 112, noes 28. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] 
is recognized to control the fifteen minutes in favor of the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] to control the fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve my time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am personally without in- 
formation regarding the proposed proceedings of the House this 
morning. I have read, however, in the papers of the day that 
some agreement has been reached in a Democratic caucus held 
yesterday. Of course, as to the newspaper report of that pro- 
ceeding it is presumed to be fairly correct, the purpose being to 
give information to the public. There has been a perfect agree- 
ment on this side of the House in committee as well as among 
members on the floor that for the purpos» of maintaining the 

| business of the Government there shall be a temporary exten- 
| sion for the next six days of the appropriations in the sundry 
| civil act applicable tothe last year, in order that legislation em- 
braced in the pending sundry civil bill may be consummated. 
All the preliminary proceedings have been concurred in thus far 
by this side of the House. But in order that the resolution now 
pending may be fully understood in its purpose, with the hope 
that there is perfect fairness in the action proposed so far as 
future legislation is concerned, I read this proposition to suspend 
the rules: 





Reconsider the vote by which the House receded from its disagreement to 
Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill numbered 308, and that the House 
further insist upon its disagreement to that amendment and the other 
amendments yet undisposed of and agree to a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Senate amend- 

ments. 


As I understand the legislative position of this matter, a mo- 
tion has been made to lay on the table a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the House agreed to recede from its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment, and the previous question has 
been ordered upon that proposition—— 

The SPEAKER. Demanded? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, demanded. Now, Mr. Speaker, in 
order that there may be a full and thorough understanding of 
the proposition, this side of the House having been in no wise « 
party to the proposal which doubtless will come before us—in order 
| that we may vote intelligently I desire to request, and Iam very 
sure the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy] will concur in 
my request—that the other side of the House should at least 
| intimate what is the proposed line of procedure in carrying out 

the determination of the caucus of the Democratic party agreed 
upon yesterday. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the residue of my time, and should 
be glad now to hear from the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HOL- 
MAN] as to what is proposed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to address the 
House. If any other gentleman desires to do so—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that the House, before any action is 
taken, should have some explanation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the resolution explains itself. 

Mr. REILLY rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. L[yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. REILLY]. ; 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I think it entirely proper that 
some response should be made to the inquiry of my colleague 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], because of the fact that the 
majority of the House on this side have, as he says, determined 
upon a line of action in this matter. It is wholly unnecessary 
for me to refer to the parliamentary status during the last week 
or ten days, for every member of the House understands that 
as well as I do. 

[ simply wish to say that. as gentlemen of the House will re- 
member, the Senate amendments to the sundry civil bill involv- 
ing the appropriation for the World’s Fair, are substantially or 
practically the provisions contained in what is known as the 
‘** Durborow bill;” and the friends of the World's Fair on this side 
of the House, in the interest of the dispatch of the public busi- 
ness and with the view of assisting that great enterprise, have 
suggested, and it has been agreed to, that the action of the House 
in regard to this matter, instead of being taken on the Senate 
amendments to the sundry civil bill shall be had directly upon 
the bill reported by the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- 
position and now on the Calendar; and the proposition has been 
made that the appropriation of $5,000,000 as contemplated in the 
Senate amendment and also in the bill reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Columbian Exposition as it now stands, shall be re- 
duced to $2,500,000, leaving the bill in all other respects as it now 
is and as the proposition is contained in the Senate amendment, 
except the further provision that the appropriation of $2,500,- 
000 shall be in consideration of the great national and interna- 
tional character of this enterprise, it being understood that our 
assistance to this grand enterprise is, for the sake of the credit 
and dignity of the Government, made in the shape of an abso- 
lute and unconditional appropriation. 
| Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| allow me? 
| Mr. REILLY. Certainly. 
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agre: 
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Mr 


. CULBERSON. 
ment that that should be the legislation of this Congress. 
. REILLY. Of course no such agreement could be made. 
.CATE. But that we wouldallowa vote to be taken upon it. 
Mr. REILLY. Certainly. 
Mr. CULBERSON. But that the agreement is that the bill 
should be considered on that basis. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. And until a final vote is taken. 
Mr. REILLY. 


Committee on the Columbian Exposition, to the action of the 
House for its determination, instead of the House taking action 
on the Senate amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then the enemies of the proposition concede 
nothing? 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, yes; it brings the matter toa direct vote. 

Mr. PICKLER. They reserving the right to fight the propo- 
sition on a new basis. 

Mr. REILLY. 
House for its final action. 

Mr. BAILEY. 


the part of this side of the House. I desire to say to him that I 


expressly reserved my individual right to do as I believe to be | 


proper under such circumstances as mightarise. That being the 
condition, I am unwilling that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
should put me in the attitude of agreeing in advance to this 
proposition. 


Mr. REILLY. I did not undertake to include the gentleman 
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I do not understand that there is any | 


The idea is, if I can make myself understood, 
to substitute the Durborow bill, or the bill reported from the | 


Oh, no; the question is to come before the | 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as I un- | 
derstand him, undertakes to say that that is an agreement on | 


from Texas or any other member, but simply assert the facts as | 


they occurred in the caucus conference on yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania how we are to get a vote on this proposition? 

Mr. REILLY. 
taken on this proposition not later than Saturday at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. But how is the vote to be taken? 

Mr. REILLY. Andif there is any objection or interference 
to prevent that we expect with full confidence that we can get 
a report from the Committee on Rules, which would enable a 
disposition to be made of the question without delay. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
permit me, | wish to state to the gentleman from Illinois that 
the agreement is embodied in the writing concerning the pro- 
ceedings in the caucus; nothing more and nothing less. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I thought so. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
one question—— 

Mr. REILLY. 
can hear. 
time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
was agreed upon is embodied in the writing concerning the pro- 
ceedings on yesterday. 

Mr. REILLY. Well, I have stated nothing more and nothing 
less, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not want any implication to be con- 
veyed, or any understanding which will go beyond that. 

Mr. REILLY. Ihave not undertaken to doso. It does not 
bind anybody; and I merely state what was the unanimous de- 
cision of the caucus on yesterday. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Let that agreement be read, and 
let us understand what you propose and what we are doing. 

Mr. REILLY. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, if we can have a little 
order on the floor so that we can hear, I will be glad tohave the 
resolutions of the caucus read. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will please resume their seats. 


If we can have order, Mr. Speaker, so that I 
Several gentlemen are asking questions at the same 


The understanding is that a vote should be | 


AUGUST 4, 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
| paper is being read. 
The SPEAKER. 
on the floor. 
Mr. REILLY. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that so far as I know 
the disposition of the members of the House is to carry out in 
| perfect good faith what was there agreed upon. 
[ ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Let us have order, Mr. Speaker, while this 


The Chair will endeavor to preserve order 


This committee submit to the Democrats of the House the following propo- 
sitions, it being understood that it does not commit any member of the com- 
mittee or of the House for or against the World’s Fair appropriation: 

First. Reconsider the vote by which the House has receded from its disa- 
| greement from the Senate amendment and send the sundry civil bill back 
| into conference. 

Second. That pending the conference on the sundry civil bill, the amend- 
| ment appropriating %5,000,000, the Durborow bill be taken up, reduced to 
| $2,500,000, this to aid in the success of the Fair, and that a final vote upon it, 
| without interruption, be taken not later than Saturday, August 6, at2 p.m. 

Third. That meantime last year’s sundry civil appropriations be extended 
and the power of the House be exerted to enfore the attendance of absent 
| members. 

Fourth. That whether the Durborow bill, as amended, be carried or de- 
feated, the vote thereon shall be regarded asa settlement of the question, 
and the sundry civil bill shall be considered as without the Senate amend- 
| ment. 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I will say that as soon as the 
| pending motions in regard to the sundry civil bill are disposed 

of and out of the way and the sundry civil bill is sent back to 

conference it is my purpose to ask unanimous consent immedi- 
| ately thereafter that the House proceed to the consideration of 
the Durborow bill. If there be objection to that, and if there 
be any attempt to preventsuch consideration, we shall introduce 
| a resolution and hope to secure favorable action upon it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will my friend from Pennsylvania pardon 
me for an interruption? 

Mr. REILLY. Certainly. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I notice nothing in this agreement as read 


which will bring the House to a vote upon the Durborow bill. 


| Mr. DINGLEY. 
If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will | 


Let it be understood in advance that what | 


There is so much confusion on the floor that it is impossible for | 


gentlemen to make themselves heard. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Let the gentleman read what 
was agreed upon in caucus for the information of the House. 

Mr. REILLY. I will send it to the desk to be read. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand my friend from Iowa desires to 
have the agreement read? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
quest. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
done. 

Mr. REILLY. Iwill say, in answer tothe gentleman from 
Jowa, as I have already intimated, that the solution of the pres- 


Yes, sir; I have made that re- 


I rose for the purpose of asking that that be 


Mr. REILLY. Yes, there is an agreement that there shall be 
a vote without any interference not later than Saturday at 2 
o’clock. 

Do I understand the gentleman that a cld- 
ture rule is to be brought in requiring a vote at that time? 

Mr. REILLY. I do not know that there will be any necessity 
| for that. So far as I know there will be none. 
| Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Suppose there is a necessity for 

it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to suggest to the gentleman that un- 
less there is a rule brought in it is in the powerof the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], who has given notice that he does not 
consent, to prevent a vote from being taken. 

Mr. REILLY. I donot know that it will be within his power 
to prevent the House from acting. If there is a necessity, we 
shall appeal to the Committe on Rules for some order that will 
meet the case, and hope to have the Committee on Rules give us 
a favorable report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then you only “hope” that such a rule will 
be reported; but it is no part of the agreement that such a rule 
shall be reported? 

Mr. REILLY. Ob, no; we could not make any such agree- 
ment and make it binding upon the Committee on Rules. All 
I can say to the gentleman from Maine is, that of the members 
who attended the caucus yesterday, numbering, I think, 120 of 
this side of the House, there was not one dissenting voice to 
this proposition, and I confidently rely upon their supporting 
our elforts to secure action in this matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will suggest to the gentleman that we 
will cross that bridge when we reach it. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side. | 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I wish to suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that this resolution does not bear out one 
statement that the gentleman has made. 

Mr. REILLY. What is that? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. That is, that this $2,500,000 shall 


| be a donation. 


ent parliamentary tangle, a solution which the Democratic mem- | 
bers of this body thought would relieve the House from its pres- | 


ent difficulty, was put in writing at the meeting of the Democratic 
members on yesterday, and I will send it to the Clerk’s desk, 


Mr. REILLY. Oh, yes it does. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I can not see that it does. 

Mr. REILLY. If you read it, you see it says that it shall be 
an appropriation to aid in the success of the Fair, etc. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. So would a five million-dollar loan 
be to aid in the success of the Fair. 

Mr. REILLY. There will be no quibbling about terms. 

Mr. SAYERS. The bill will, of course, be subject to amend- 


| ment. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I want to find out what you agreed 


with the consent of the House, and have it read for information. | to in conference. 


So far as I know it is the disposition -—— 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. [ wish to ask the gentleman @ 
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question. There is one point which I hope my colleague will 
explain to the House. oe 

Mr. HENDERSON of Ilinois. 

e for a single question. 

"a. WHEELER of Alabama. The sundry civil bill contains 
2 paragraph in reference to the World’s Fair that the Durborow 
bill does not contain. Will the gentleman explain about that? 
I refer to the section which was added by a vote of the Senate. 
It is section 6 of the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. ; 

The SPEAKER. Two or three gentlemen are asking the 


I ask the gentleman to yield 


gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield. It is impossible to hear | 


what any one is saying. To whom does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. REILLY. 
Mr. WHEELER], and I will say in answer to his question, as I 
have heretofore stated, that the Senate amendments to the sun- 
dry civil bill are substantially the provisions of the Durborow 
bill, which we propose to take up and consider. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. I simply desire to ask the gen- 


| tleman if this arrangement was entirely satisfactory to all the 


i have yielded to the gentleman from Alabama 


But there areconditions which | 


need explanation.. By a yea-and-nay vote the House receded | 


from its disagreement from the Senate amendment and a motion 
to reconsider was entered. 

It is now proposed to reconsider that vote and send the sun- 
dry civil bill back into conference. 
which legislates upon the World’s Fair which both the Senate 
and House have disposed of. 

Mr. REILLY. But they are all in conference. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I do not understand that 
they are. My purpose in rising was that I desired to call my 
colleague’s attention to this very parliamentary condition with 
which we are confronted. The Senate amended the Durborow 
bill very materially and added to it what is section 6 of the 
sundry civil bill. Both the Senate and the House have concurred 
in and adopted this section, and therefore it can not go into 
conference. 
modified by the Senate, and, I think, measurably improved. 
They appear in the sundry civil bill as sections 2, 3, 4, and 5. 
These sections were nonconcurred in by the House, and these 
are the only sections which can be stricken out of the sundry 
civil bill by the conferees. These are the only sections of which 
the conference committee will have jurisdiction. 

Mr. REILLY. 
for a moment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I desire to ask my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY|, who I know has been a friend to 
this appropriation in aid of this Fair, whether this proposition 
binds a single member on the other side of the House to support 
the Durborow bill, or any other bill in favor of that appropri- 
ation? 

Mr. REILLY. It does not, any more than it binds any mem- 
ber to vote for the pending motion of my colleague from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Then I desire to say that in 
my opinion this is simply the invitation of the spider to the fly 
to ‘‘ walk into my parlor.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. REILLY. Well, there is a difference of opinion about 
that. LIentirely differ with the gentleman, and assert that the 
proposed action is greatly to the benefit and advantage of the 
Columbian Exposition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
for one minute? 

Mr. REILLY. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. REILLY. I will reserve that, and yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois for a moment for a question. 


Will the genvieman yield to me 


nois. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. In reply to what has been said, 
Mr. Speaker, by gentlemen on the other side, I wish to say this: 
That a number of gentlemen who have voted for the World’s 
Fair appropriation have assurances from Democratic members 
which satisfy them that the Durborow bill shall be brought to a 
final vote, according to the terms of the agreement stated. We 
have assurances that are satisfactory to us, and upon those as- 
surances I shall vote for sending the sundry civil bill to confer- 
ence. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! ”] 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
question. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the 


I yield to the gentleman for a 


Now. there is one section | 


Sections 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Duburow bill were | 


Now, I yield to the gentleman from [Illinois | 





Democratic members of the House who favor the appropriation 
for the World's Fair. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. It was, with the exception of 
one. There was only one dissenting voice. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And it simply separates the ap- 
propriation for the World’s Fair from the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, and gives us a separate vote upon the appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. REILLY. Thatisall. I yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Indiana, who controls the time. ~ 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee (to Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE). 
And you will get a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The gentle- 
manfrom Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REILLY. Whatever time I have I yield to the gentle- 
mau from Alabama, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has half a minute. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. OATES. g 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. REILLY] to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON]. The action of the Demo- 
cratic caucus, while it does not bind anybody to vote for the 
Durborow bill, binds them in honor not to filibuster against 
it, but to giveit a fair legislative consideration. 

Mr. BAILEY. That arrangement binds only those who par- 
ticipated in it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
lowa {Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, a3 I understand 
this agreement, expressly and impliedly, it binds the Demo- 
cratic majority to bring this question to a vote, and to take 
whatever steps are necessary to bring it to a vote. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. That is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And the legislation which the 
friends of the Fair feel bound to is a eut of $2,500,000: and that 
shall be an absolute donation, no dividends, under any cir- 
cumstances, coming back to the General Government. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me 
amoment? This is too important a matter for there to be mis- 
apprehension about it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That is right. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That bill is subject to amendment, altera- 
tion, and any action that the House may please to take. There 
has been no agreement that negatives that idea, and the agree- 
ment made has been read. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the use of asurrender then? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. With the explanation of the 
leader of the Democratic side I take the situation to be this: 
That all of you are committed—perhaps not all—I think there is 
one exception— 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. More than one. 

Mr. HENDERSON o! Iowa (continuing). To bring this toa 
vote, and to take whatever steps are necessary to bring that 
about . 

Mr. CATE. That is right. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. With the right of amendment; 
and the right to a vote may defeat this entirely, soas not to give 
a sing'e dollar to the Exposition—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Lhave said to the gentleman that the agree- 
ment entered into is embraced in the article which has been 
read. The right to amend inevery respect 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But the friends of the Fair, be- 
lieving that they have outside of this agreementsuch assurances 
as will justify them in trying this method, hope to carry the two 
millions and a half proposition. Now, I think that is the way 


I only wish to supplement the answer given by 





. | the matter stands. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I just want tomake a statement. | 


Mr. REILLY. [yield one minute to the gentleman from IIli- | 


Mr. BINGHAM. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the indulgence of the 
House for a moment, to state that in the extension resolution 
adopted this morning there is an error of date. It refers to one 
of the extensions as **August 2,” while it should be ‘* August 1; 
and without objection the Chair will have the correction made. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That is the extension resolu- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Lowa. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, there is no disposition on this 
side of the House to in any manner obstruct or interfere other- 
wise than by voice and vote with the majority of the House upon 
the other side, who have the control of and responsibility for the 
business in which we are engaged. Weon this side have been 


Then that is all right. 
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no party to an agreement or arrangement by which there is to 
be withdrawn from the sundry civil bill, if this resolution shall 
pass, that paragraph which appropriates $5,000,000 to aid the 
World’s Exposition. The majority of the Senate has voted for 
that proposition, and the majority of the House has voted for it; 
and without obstruction from a minority on the other side that 


| 
| 


appropriation would have been ere this law as a provision of | 


the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
Whatever responsibility, therefore. there may be as to any re- 


the House wash our hands completely of it. We are opposed 
to the concession which it is proposed to make, and which, in 
our judgment, endangers any assistance to the World’s Exposi- 
tion; but you gentlemen in control of this House have selected 
your method of procedure. In consequence of the fact thata 
small minority of this House have filibustered and prevented the 
majority from making the appropriation which the majority have 
approved, instead of bringing in a rule that would enable the 
majority of the House to legislate its will, you have practically 
said that the will of thesmajority shall not rule. You have al- 
lowed that filibustering to go on, and have refrained from exer- 
cising your power under the rules, through the Committee on 
Rules, to stop filibustering. 
your course of action. We shall not, upon this side of the House, 
as I have already said, interpose any obstruction or a1 ything 
calculated to prevent you from going forward and carrying out 
your will, except our votes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do not speak for all of us on that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Gentlemen, we simply say to you, whatever 
result may come from this—if it shall be as I fear, the utter fail- 
ure to appropriate a single dollar to aid this great World’s Ex- 
position—the responsibility is not ours; it is yours. Accept it 
and go forward. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


We will acquit you of all responsibility. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


I reserve the balance of my time. 


The question was taken on the motion to suspend the rules, | 


and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. PICKLER. I demand a division. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, we want a yea-and-nay vote 
on this question. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 50, 
not voting 137; as follows: 
YEAS—141. 
Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Kyle, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, Va. 
Lawson, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lester, Ga. 
Little, 
Long, 
Mallory, 
Martin, 
McAleer, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McDonald, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
MeMillin, 


Patton, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pierce, 
Price, 
Rayner, 
Reilly, 
Rockwell, 
Sayers, 
Seerley, 
Shell, 
Simpson, 
Sperry, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, 
Turpin, 
Van Horn, 


e 
Alexander, 
Antony, 
Bacon, 
Bailey, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Beeman, 
Bentley, 
Blanchard, 
Boatner, 
Bowman, Dockery, 
Branch, Dungan, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dunphy, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Durborow, 
Bretz, Edmunds, 
Brookshire, Ellis, 
Brown, Enloe, 
Brunner, Epes, 
Bryan, Everett, 
Butler, Fellows, 
Byrns, Forman, 


Covert, 
Crain, 
Crawford, 
Crosby, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Daniell, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dixon, 


You in caucus have now selected | 


Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Castle, 
Catchings, 
Cate, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coburn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, 


Atkinson, 
Babbitt, 
Bingham, 
Bowers, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Busey, 
Curtis, 
Dalzell, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
English, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, 


Forney, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Hall, 
Hallowell, 
Halvorson, 
Hare, 
Harries, 
Hayes, Iowa 
Heard, 


Henderson, N. C. 


Holman, 
Houk, Ohio 


McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Mitchell, 
Montgomery, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Otis, 
Owens, 
Page, R. I. 
Page, Md. 
Parrett, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


NAYS—50. 


Enochs, 
Flick, 
Funston. 
Griswold, 
Grout, 


Henderson, Iowa 


Henderson, Ill. 
Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, IL. 
Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jolley, 
Loud, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Powers, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 
Ray, 

Reed, 
Shonk, 
Smith, 


NOT VOTING—137. 


Amerman, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 


Bartine, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 


Warner, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Ala. 


Wheeler, Mich. 


White, 

Wike, 
Willcox, 
Williams, N.C. 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton. 


Snow, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Stout, 
Taylor, Il. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Townsend, 
Waugh, 
Wright. 


Beltzhoover, 
Bergen, 
Bland. 


| 
! 





Biount, 
Boutelle, 
Brawley, 
Brickner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Bunting, 
Burrows, 
Bushnell, 


| Bynum, 
| Cable, 


sult that may come from this proposed action, we on this side of | Comaniell 


Caldwell, 


Causey, 
Cheatham, 
Chapin, 
Chipman, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clover, 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 
Cowles, 
Cox, N. Y. 
Cox, Tenn. 
Cutting, 
Dickerson, 
Doan, 
Donovan, 
Elliott, 
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Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Fyan, 

Gantz, 
Geary, 
Gillespie, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Greenleaf, 
Hamilton, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Haynes, Ohio 
Hemphill, 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, Tenn. 
Huff, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Johnstone, S. C. 
Kem, 
Kendall, 
Ketcham, 
Kribbs, 
Lagan, 
Layton, 
Lewis, 


Lind, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lodge, 
Lynch, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McKinney, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Newberry, 
Norton, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Pattison, Ohio 
Peel, 
Pendleton, 
Post, 
Randall, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Rife 


Robertson, La. 


Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk. 
Russell, 
Sanford, 


Avaust 4, 


Scott, 

Scull, 
Shively, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Tillman, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Mass. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Winn, 

Wise, 
Youmans. 


The following-named members were announced as paired: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. QUACKENBUSH. 


Mr. WISE with Mr. KETCHAM. , 
Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 


Mr. MOSES with Mr. SWEET. 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 


Mr. COWLES with Mr. REYBURN. 
Mr. NORTON with Mr. BELKNAP. 


Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 


Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BOUTELLE. 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. MILLIKEN. 
Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 


Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. HUFF. 


Mr. ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. RUSSELL. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. SCULL. 
Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina with Mr. BURROWS. 
Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. MORSE. 


The following for this day: 


Mr. LAGAN with Mr. BERGEN. 


Mr. MAGNER with Mr. RIFE. 


On the World’s Fair appropriation: 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BRAWLEY. 
Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. GRADY with Mr. HAMILTON. 

Mr. PATTISON of Ohio with Mr. BLAND. 


Mr. AMERMAN with SEERLEY. 


Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. GEARY. If present Mr. GEARY would 


vote for the appropriation, Mr. STOCKDALE against it. 


Mr. 


against it. 


BELTZHOOVER 


with Mr. O'DONNELL. 
O’DONNELL would vote for the appropriation, Mr. BELTZHOOVER 


If present 


Mr. 


Mr. BULLOCK with Mr. PENDLETON. If present Mr. PENDLE- 
TON would vote for the appropriation, Mr. BULLOCK against it. 

Mr. WINN with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLor. If present Mr. TAYLOR 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. WINN against it. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr.LIVINGSTON. If present Mr, ALDER- 
SON would vote for the appropriation, Mr. LIVINGSTON against 
it. 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. BRICKNER. If present Mr. BRICKNER 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. BYNUM against it. 

Mr. BRUNNER with Mr. COOLIDGE. If present Mr. COOLIDGE 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. BRUNNER against it. 

Mr. NEWBERRY with Mr. LEwIs. If present Mr. NEWBERRY 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. LEWIS against it. 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. RANDALL. If present Mr. RANDALL 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. GANTZ against it. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. SANFORD. If present Mr. SANFORD 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. COCHRAN against it. 

Mr. Scott with Mr. Kem. If present Mr. ScorrT would vote 
for the appropriation, Mr. KEM against it. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. CuTTiINnG. If present Mr. CUTTING 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. LAYTON against it. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. If present Mr. HARMER would 
vote for the appropriation, Mr. HATCH against it. 

Mr. BUSHNELL with Mr. Fitcu. If present Mr. BUSHNELL 
would vote for ths appropriation, Mr. FiTcH against it. 

Mr. Kripes with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. If present 
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Mr. ROBINSON would vote for the appropriation, Mr. KRIBBS 
against it. 


Mr. WHITING with Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. If present Mr. | 


WHITING would vote for the appropriation, Mr. JOHNSON 
against it. 

“Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. If present Mr. ABBOTT would 
vote against the appropriation. — 

On the World's Fair appropriation, until further notice: 

Mr. HALL with Mr. HARTER. 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. HAYNES of Ohio with Mr. STEWART of Texas. If present 
Mr. HAYNES would vote for the appropriation, Mr. STEWART 
against it. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If present Mr. 
CLARK would vote for the appropriation, Mr. MOORE against it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HAUGEN. If present Mr. HAUGEN 
would vole for the appropriation and Sunday opening, Mr. 
O’FERRALL against both. 

Mr. CAMPBELL With Mr. WADSWORTH. If present Mr. WADs- 
WORTH would vote for the appropriation, Mr. CAMPBELL against 
it. 


Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. WEADOCK on all questions relating | 
to the World’s Fair Exposition until adjournment. Mr. WEA- | 


pocK would vote for the appropriation, Mr. TARSNEY againstit. 
Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. LIND for the remainder of the session. 


Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman | 


from Pennsylvania (Mr. REYBURN]. According to a message 
which I have received he would vote ‘“‘no.” I have voted *‘ yea,” 
but, as my vote isnot necessary to make a quorum, I withdraw it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from New York[Mr. WADSWORTH]. If he were present 
he would ‘‘ nay,” and I would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ENOCHs] is 
present and has voted. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois[Mr. CABLE]. I do not know how he would 
vote if he were present. I have voted ‘‘ yea,” butI withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I voted, not remembering that I 
was paired with Mr. KercHaM of New York. I withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HUFF]. If ks were present, 
he would vote ‘‘ nay ” and I would vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that Iam not 
paired with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. YOUMANS], as 


announced by the Clerk. I was paired for half a day a week | 


ago; but [ have been voting ever since. 

Mr. LOUD. I notified the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cox] some days ago that I should have to transfer my pair with 
him, and I so notified the Sergeant-at-Arms. I do not consider 
myself paired with him any longer. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 141, the nays 
50. Two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the House re- 
considers the vote by which it receded from its disagreement, 
and insists further upon its disagreement to all the Senate amend- 
ments undisposed of, and agrees to the request for a conference. 
The Chair appoints as conferees on the part of the House the 


gentleman from Indiana |[Mr. HOLMAN], the gentleman from | 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania |[Mr. 


BINGHAM}. 
WORLD’S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


Mr. REILLY. I send to the Clerk’s desk a resolution, and 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration and adoption. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
roceed under its rules to the consideration of the substitute for House bill 
Yo. 9267, which may be presented by Mr. REILLY of Pennsylvania; said sub- 

stitute to be treated as an original bill; the consideration thereof tocontinue 
from day to day after the morning hour until said bill is finally disposed of; 
that at the hour of 1 o’clock on Friday next, unless said bill shall have been 
sooner disposed of the Committee of the Whole shall report said bill and 
pending amendments to the House, andthe previous question shall then be 


considered as ordered on the amendments, on the bill to its engrossment | 


and third reading, and to its final passage; and the vote shall then be taken 
on said amendments, on the engrossment and third reading, and should the 
latter motion prevail, on the passage of the bill; and no intervening motion 
= be entertained until said bill shall have been fully and finally disposed 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this resolution 
it is nothing more nor less than a cloture rule, and therefore I 
object. Iam perfectly willing, if the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania will permit y 

Mr. REILLY. The gentleman is not on the floor. I move to 
suspend the rules and adopt the resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will ask consent simply for the consideration of this bill. I think 
we shall get along better, probably, by going into its considera- 
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| tion in the ordinary way, trusting to the good judgment of the 
| House as to the disposition that shall be made of it. 

Mr. REILLY. I have asked unanimous consent—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. But not for the consideration of the bill in 
the ordinary way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that objection is 
mace to the rejuest for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. [am perfectly willing that we enter upon the 
consideration of the bill, leaving other matters for the deter- 
mination of the House as they arise. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the request of the gen- 
| tleman from Pennsylvania; and the gentleman moves to suspend 

the rules and adopt the resolution. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. KILGORE. A second is demanded. 
Mr. REILLY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 
Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
Mr. BAILEY. L[rise to a parliamentary inquiry. As I un- 
derstood the resolution reported from the Committee on Rules 
| by the gentleman from Mississinpi [Mr. CATCHINGS] to-day, it 
| is not 








{Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order!”| 

Mr. BAILEY. This isthe regular order. I am submitting a 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. BAILEY. As I understood the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Rules by the gentleman from Mississippi, it 
is not in order generally to move a suspension of the rules, but 
such motion can only come from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Am I mistaken on that point? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in error. 

Mr. BAILEY. Task to have the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during this legislative day it shall be in order for the 
| Speaker to entertain a motion or motions to suspend the rules in the same 


way and manner as under the rules of the House he may entertain such mo- 
tions on the first Monday in each month. 


The SPEAKER. The first Monday in each month is what is 
known as ‘individual suspension day.” The Chair has recog- 
nized the gentleman from Pennsyivania [Mr. REILLY] to make 
a motion to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution which he 

| has sent tothe desk. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that we proceed with the consideration of this bill in the 
ordinary way. I have the utmost confidence that the House—— 

[Cries of ‘*Oh, no!”’] 

Mr. BOATNER. How can that be done when objection is 
made? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihave the utmost confidence that the House 
will consider this matter in fairness— 

Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order !”’| 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules is not de- 
batable. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous con- 
sent that asecond be considered as ordered on the motion. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KILGORE and Mr. REILLY were 
appointed. 

he House divided; and the tellers reported— ayes 163, noes, 

“o the motion to suspend the rules was s:conded, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] to control the fifteem minutes in 

| favor of the proposition and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE] to control the fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition to say any- 
thing at this time. I reserve for the present the time in favor 
of the proposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield to my colleague from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] whatever portion of the fifteen minutes he may desire. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I realize that it is useless to de- 
tain the Hous? even for a single moment. I realize that those 
of us whoare opposed to seeing the Democratic party cross its ree- 
ord and contradict its oft-repeated assertions are in a hop:less 
| minority. YetI believe that it is the duty of the handful of us 
who are still opposed to this raid upon the Treasury and who 
stand prepared to resist it by every motion permissible under the 
rules—it is still our duty to protest against this high-handed 
and unprecedented proceeding. 

Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, to begin with, the resolution 
violates the agreement entered into by the Democratic caucus 
on yesterday, because nowhere in that agreement is it proposed 
to force the Democrats of this House to vote for the adoption of 
a cloture resolution. I know that there were men in that caucus 
who would have refused to have besn bound by a resolution to 
that effect. 

jut waiving that as a technical objection, | beg the Democrats 
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in this House to reflect upon the attitude in which they are about 
to place themselves and their party before this House and the 
country. For seven months we have been proceeding here with 
the transaction of the public business and many times we have 
found ourselves without a voting quorum. We have sometimes 
been for two days together absolutely powerless even to pass a 
simple res>lution in this body. But notwithstanding that fact, 
sir, never before during this session has it been proposed to in- 
voke this arbitrary power which deprives the Democrats of this 
House of their ancient rights under our rules. 

Mr. KILGORE. Willi my colleague allow me a moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let me ask my colleague if this appropri- 
ation does not violate the very agreement which was entered 
into by the high joint commission which has had this compro- 
mise under consideration and made their report? 

Mr. BAILEY. 1 have just stated that I believe it does. 

But, Mr. Speaker, more than that, it must be a painful sight 
to a thoughtful Democrat that the concluding scenes in a Demo- 
cratic Congress shall discredit its seven months’ labors. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] The Republicans, Mr. Speaker, 
need not applaud; for while the Democratic party has done 
some things for which it may be censured, it has not been half 
as bad as have the Republicans in this body. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. | 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat that it is a painful sight for a Dem- 
ocratic Congress in the closing hours of its session, that it shall 
seck to bind the Democratic members of this body hand and 
foot and deliver them over to the merciless greed of a private 
corporation while it despoils the public Treasury. I submit to 
you, sir, when you go back to your constituents again you will be 
confronted with this question; and what then will be your re- 
sponse? 

Sixteen years ago, when they came to the House of Repre- 
sentatives to procure aid for the Centennial Exposition, for the 
first time in our history you applied public money to a purpose 
like this, but you gave itasaloan. Eight years afterwards they 

same back for aid for the New Orleans Exposition, and again you 
gaveitasaloan. The people perceiving that Congress was ready 
to extend financial aid to corporations throughout the country, 
were induced to believe that they ought to enjoy a like privi- 
lege, and they are here to-day seeking it for themselves. You 
may conceal it as you please, but it is a fear of the people alone 
that prevents you from conforming to the precedents and grant- 
ing this aid as a loan to this corporation, and you seek by sub- 
terfuge to deny to them the benefit of your own argument and 
action, and instead of a loan, which the people would have an 
equal right to demand, you make an absolute gift to this corpo- 
ration. 

I appeal to the Democrats of this House. Do you believe you 
can practice such a subterfuge upon the people of this country? 
Do you delude yourselves with the ideathat the people are going 
to be deceived by any such conduct? Do you imagine that you 
can teach them that while it is constitutional to make this gift 
toa private corporation entirely disconnected with the service 
of the Government, it is unconstitutional to lend tothem? If 
you do I warn you that you underrate their intelligence. 

Mr.OATES. Willthe gentlemanallow mea moment. 
he is—— 

Mr. BAILEY (interrupting). 
men from Alabama,for he voted himself for a loan to New Or- 
leans. 

Mr. OATES. 
wrong to do so. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘So long as the lamp holds out to burn the 
vilest sinner may return.” 

Mr. OATES. Then there is still hope for my friend from 
Texas. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. BAILEY. 
ance. 

Mr. OATES. But will you allow me a moment in connection 
with the subject you have just been discussing? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. The policy that is sought to be carried out here 
was, as my friend is aware, I understand, agreed to in caucus. 
It is a proposition that the House shall take a direct vote upon 
this matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman knows as well as Ido that the 
result will be to adopt this proposition. 

Mr. OATES. Butif a majority of the votes are that way my 
friend knows that we have agreed to abide by it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, since the gentleman has dis- 
closed the secrets of the caucus, and since they have been read 
as a part of this discussion, it is no more nor less than justice to 
ine to say that the first actin the proceedings of that caucus 
was the submission of a resolution by myself, pledging every 


And [ have long since admitted that it was 
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man in the caucus to abide by and conform to its decision, they 
refused to agree toit, and I left. Nomancan contend that I am 
obligated to support this procedure. 

; Mr. CRAIN. That was before we knew what was going to be 
done. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly; it takes no effort to bind yourself 
to do something you are willing to do. 

Mr. CRAIN. But if I know what is going to be done, I do 
. with my eyes open, but you wanted us to do it with our eyes 
shut. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; we let them get their eyes opened the 
night before, and by a vote of 69 to 32 we bound them to post- 


| pone this proposition until December, and then they refused to 


doit. That is true, and there is not aman here that can deny 


| it. So much, Mr. Speaker, for the caucus. 


[think | 


I know it offends the gentle- | 


There must be sin before there can be repent- | 


So far as I am concerned I have done my duty. I have re- 
garded this as no more nor less than a legislative burglary, and 
I have believed it was my dnty to resist it by every means known 
to these rules. If Democrats are determined to consummate it, I 
must first be tied hand and foot, bound and gagged, before you 
can do it, and then you must take the responsibility. Itis im- 
possible to disguise the matter. The adoption of this resolution 
means—and people will judge it by its effect, and they ought to— 


| the adoption of thisresolution means that you open the Treasury 


vaults and permit the Illinois corporation to walk in and take 
$250,000,000—[ Laughter on the Republican sid: |—I meant to say 


| $2,500,000; the slip of my tongue merely mistakes the amount, 
| but the principle is the same. 


The only difference is that the original proposition was grand 
larceny and this is petty larceny. If you have the power to 
give them $2,500,000 you have the power to give them $250,000,- 
000. If you have the right to loan to an [llinois corporation 
money to give an exposition, which not one in one hundred, ay, 
not one in one thousand, of our people can hope to witness, upon 
what ground can you deny the right of a man to borrow money 
from the Government to disencumber his homestead? 

If the Government can loan to anybody, why not loan to every- 
body who presentssecurity. Ihave argued that way, in resisting 
the subtreasury measure. My colleagues from Texas have argued 
it, and every man in the South who has combated the subtreasury 
heresy has contended that if the Government has the power to 
loan, then its duty is to loan every man who can offer security 
and pay interest. 

Mr. HOUK ofOhio. But does not the gentleman see the differ- 
enc:? Ifthe Government appropriates two and a half millions 
of dollars for a great national enterprise, for the vindication of 
its own honor, that is not the loaning of money to an individual 
or corporation. 

Mr. BAILEY. It promotes the welfare of this Republic in- 
finitely more to lift mortgages than it does to give shows. But 
more than this—the bill as originally proposed—and I will state 
that and detain the House no longer, for I know that it is use- 
less—the bill as originally proposed to this House, secured the 
votes of 62 Democrats for a measure that made the United States 
a stockholder in a private corporation, disconnected with the 
service of the Government. In the early days Democrats re- 
sisted the taking of stock in the old national bank. 

Mr. Madison vetoed such a bill in 1815, butsanctioned it in1816 
upon the theory that the bank was necessary in executing the 
fiscal policy of the Government. Is therea man here —bold as we 
have grown in the past years—who will face his countrymen and 
declare that this Exposition is necessary to any service of the 
Government? There is not one. 

Mr. Speaker, when we go home we will be confronted by the 
advocates of the subtreasury scheme with the statement made 
by my distinguished friend from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] that 
the power to give includes the power to loan. 

That has been their argument, and I saw the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] when the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BOATNER] made that reply to me, stand in the aisle nod- 
ding hisassent. Suppose this is a gift; according totheir theory 
we have the same right to loan that we have to give; and if we 
can give to an Illinois corporation—amere thing created by law, I 
leave it to gentlemen to explain how they ean deny it to the peo- 
ple—to men of flesh and blood created by God himself. [Ap- 
plause. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee[Mr. 
McMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is proper that a 
simple statement should be made, and I submit to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania {[Mr. ReEtLLy] whether this is exactly the 
dealing we ought to have in this? 

The resolution adopted by the committee and passed through 
the caucus provided that a vote should be taken not later than 


‘ 
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Saturday. 
of any kind was to be brought to bear, or that it was to be broug ht 


at all to a vote prior to 2 o’clock next Saturday. 
very candid to say it probably y might not have gotten beyond 
the threshold. Then, in addition to that, Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. REILLY| assumes the right by 
this resolution—and the House is asked to force it through—to 
offer a substitute for this bill. But one substitute can be pend- 
ing at a time. 

Therefore, his recognition for that purpose under this rule 


If so, 1 am | 


cuts off the right of any body else to offer a substitute, that is, if | 


his bill is to be considered a substitute instead of being taken 
and treated as if it were the original bill. The substitute which 
is to be introduced under this resolution, as I understand, pro- 
vides, that this is to bo made a gift outright instead of a loan, 


That was a matter that was to be left to the House, and it was 


never contemplated that it would be forced upon anybody in this 
sort of a fashion. 

Mr. REILLY. I desire to ask the gentleman whether it was 
not the unanimous understanding that the bill to be presented 
to the House for consideration should bein thatform? Ofcourse, 
it is for the House to determine in what way it shall be passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was it the understanding that the friends 
of this measure were to have the exclusive privilege of intro- 
ducing a substitute for this measure? Only one substitute can 
beoffered. Theright to offerany substitute existed. Thisright 
is permitted to any gentleman ‘if this is not adopted, but this 
proposition gives the right to him to offer the only substitute 

Mr. REED. But it does it under a two-thirds vote of the 
House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
out of a hundred. 
right. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Of course you do not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itis notin accordance with the agreement, 
and is wrong if it cuts off the rights of others to offer a substi- 
tute. The gentleman from Maine is very solicitous about a two- 
thirds vote of the House; a simply majority used to suit him. 

Mr. REED. And does now. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”| 

Mr. DICKERSON. Task that the resolution be again read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state that the substitute con- 
templated by the resolution is to be treated as an original bill 
and is subject to amendment in any way that an original bill 
would be. The Clerk wili report the resolution again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to say, in reply to 
the gentleman from Tennessee, that the substitute proposed to 
be offered is subst: intially, actively, verbatim et literatim, the Dur- 
borow bill reported and now on the Calendar, with the simple 
modification of the reduction of the amount of that bill from 
$5,000,000 to $2,500,000, and the striking out of the provision re- 
quir ing the refunding tothe Gove ‘rnment, so as to make this: ap- 
prop riation separate and absolute. With that difference, the 
bills are precisely the same, and under the terms of the resolu- 
tion the substitute is to be considered and treated as an original 
bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. I would like toask the gentleman from Pennsy1- 
vania whether or not he understands 

Mr. DINGLEY. I des‘re to ask the gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
Vania a question. ; 

Mr. REILLY. 

The SPEAKER. 
sylvania yield? 

Mr. REILLY. I yield to the gentlemanfrom Kentucky. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the bill now offered as a substitute b2sub 
ject to amendment as if it were an original bill? 

Mr. RE(LLY. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ii that is true, Mr. Speaker, the remark I 
made a moment ago concerning it as a substitute would not ap- 
ply toit. I wouk 1 ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania where 
he finds authority in the action of the caucus to force this quos- 
tion toa vote on Friday at 1 o'clock instead of Saturday at 2 
o'clock. ; 

Mr. REILLY. I was going to say in reply to that that as to 
the matter of the time for taking the vote it was a matter of in- 
difference on the part of every member of the committee, and I 
think of every member of the caucus. 

Mr. FELLOWS. We did not bind ourselves to take the vote 
on Saturday. 

Mr. REILLY. In making the arrangement about the vote 
we fixed a liberal time, and the report was that the vote should 
be taken not later than Saturday. And inasmuch as it is a mat- 
ter of convenience for the House, considering the condition of 
the public business, I think that the vote can be taken better on 
Friday than on Satur di Ly. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Butthe gentleman will remember that mem- 


I do not care if it is done by ninety-nine 
The question is not how it is passed, ‘but isit 


One at a time. 
To whom does the gentleman from Penn- 
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There never was an intimation that cl6ture or force | bers have been telegraphed to come back to vote on this propo- 


sition. 

Mr. REILLY. Lyield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Tilinois [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Lllinois. Mr. Speaker, I would not con- 
sume the time of the House were it not for the statement made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that this is 
not in accordance with the agreement in the committee. This 
is the condition in the agreement of the committee: *‘ Thata final 
vote upon it, without inter ruption, be taken not later than Sat- 
urday, Augus t 6, at 2 o'clock.’ 

Mr. McMIL LIN. Now, was there a 
that a vote would be forced before that 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I never heard of it. 

Mr. WILLI: \MS of Illinois. —o >committee some insisted 
upon Friday, and some insisted in leaving it blank, to be filled 
by the Democratic caucus; and it was finally put in *‘ not later 
than Saturday,” leaving it for the House to determine whether it 
would decide on a vote before that time. It is not in violation 
ofthe agreement; on the other hand, we did agree that we should 
have a vote without interruption not later than 2 o'clock on 
Saturday. 

Now, the gentleman speaks about cloture 
cloture was discussed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It was not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. We did notagree toany cloéture, 
nor did we agree not to have any cloture; but if the gentleman 
knows of any other way than this course to bring the House to a 
vote while some gentlemen are disposed to filibuster, | would 
be glad for him to state it. |Applause.] The committee recog- 
nized, Mr. Speaker, that this House was confronted not only by 
the World's Fair appropriation, but bya situation serious to the 
House and the country. Those who were voting for that appro- 
priation agreed thatif the Durborow bill were permitted to come 
to a vote as stated in the agreement, whether it should be de 
feated or passed, we would vote to take the appropriation out of 
the sundry civil bill and pass that bill through this House; and 
so far as I am concerned, I feel in honor bound to do so, and 
shi = do so if this bill is defeated on its fins al vot 

-. LANHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
que tion? Did not the caucus unanimously indorse the agree- 
ment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Almost unanimously. 

Mr. REILLY. I yield to the gentlemanfrom Texas [Mr. CuL- 
BERSON] of the time I have remaining so much as he desires to 
occupy. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that in 
view of some remarks which have been submitted to the House, 
[ ought to make a few observations upon this question. When 
we went into the committee, which is contemptuously denomi- 
nated by the gentleman from Texas a high joint commission, we 
were confronted with a parliamentary situation in which the 
friends of the World's Fair appropriation had a very decided ad- 
vantage. Both Houses had agreed to the appropriation by a vote 
taken in each House. We had resisted the passage of the ap- 
propriation here by a motion to reconsider and by parliamen- 
tary tactics which prevented the Houssfrom coming to a vote. 
[In that condition of affairs this committee met fire on cither 
side. The friendsof the appropriation yielded up entirely their 
adivantage, and consent dd that the House of Representativ 
might vindicate itself and vindicate its rules by stripping the 
sundry civil aj ppropen ition bill of this extraneous appropriation. 
‘That was a very large concession for the majority, who had fast 
ened that ame a nt on the sundry civil bill, to make 

In consideration of that the other side agreed that the House 
should consider the Durborow bill, and come to a vote upon it, 
and, strange to say, the fricnds of this appropriation further 
agreed that that bill might be considered upon a reduction of 
two and a half millions; thus yielding up the whole of their par- 
liamentary advantage on the appropriation billand yielding also 
half the appropriation which they had already fastened upon that 
bill. Now, Mr. Speaker, I, for one, consented to that, believing 
it to be a fair basis of settlement, not agreeing that the Dur- 
borow bill should pass, because I am opposed to this measure 
in every shape and form, as every one in the committee and in 
the House knows, but I consented to that basis because. it ap- 
peared to be a fair and reasonable way to get out of a tangle 
which had reached, I had almost said, the point of disgrace. 

Mr. BAILEY. Willthe gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Excuse me, if you please, I have not 
time. 

Mr. BAILEY. You took part in resisting the appropriation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. [ have already stated that we did resist 
it. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Idid; and I would like to do so all the 
time but for this arrangement. 

The proposition I want to submit is this: When the friends of | 
this measure have come up like men and executed their part of 
the agreement I would like to know what excuse the other side 
has for refusing to do its part. [Applause.] Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not mean to say that we ought to pass the Durborow bill, 
not at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam satisfied the gentleman will do me the 
justice to say that I was not apart of ‘‘the other side ” obligated 
to support this resolution. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Oh, yes; I will stop long enough to say 
that. [Laughter.] By that I simply mean that my colleague 
was notin the caucus. ThatisallIdomean. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I want to say that while it was not contemplated in this ‘‘ high 
joint commission ” that there should be any gag law or any cloture 

; rule, yet it was the distinct understanding that we who opposed 
the appropriation and those who favored it should have an op- 
portunity to vote against it or for it withoutinterruption. That 
is a true statement of ail this matter. 

Mr. BOATNER. In other words, it was agreed that the ma- 
jority should have the right to rule. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that I shall vote 
for this proposition. I shall vote for it because it carries out an 
honorable agreement, an agreement which I deem to be honor- 
able. It carries out what I understand was the intention of the | 
committee, which was to give us an opportunity to have a vote | 
for and against the proposition. That is all I desiretosay. On 
the main question, when the bill comes up, I shall submit a few 
remarks which will indicate my position with reference to it. 
[Applause.] [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”’] 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] to suspend the rules 
and pass the resolution submitted by him. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
recess until 2 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
under the rules when a motion is made to suspend the rules but 
one dilatory motion is in order—— 

Mr. BAILEY. After the motion to adjourn is disposed of; 
but, before the motion to adjourn is disposed of, I take it that a 
different rule prevails. If the Chair will indulge me a mo- 
ment—— 

The SPEAKER. The question has been often decided. The 
construction for which the gentlemen contends would absolutely 
destroy the effect of the motion; would prevent the House from 
reaching the motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask the Chair to have the rule itself read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the rule, which seems 
to be very clear. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








Pending a motion to suspend the rulesth? Speaker may entertain one mo- 
tion that the House adjourn, but after the result thereof is announced he 
shall not entertain any other dilatory motion till the vote is taken on su3- 
pension. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not disposed to press the point. I know 
it has been decided 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read a ruling which was 
made in the Thirty-ninth Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pending a motion to suspend the rules, so as to take an immediate vote 
lg position, a motion for a recess is not in order—Journal, 2, 39, pages 
Die, Die 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the motion to take a recess hay- 
ing been ruled not in order, I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will finish the reading. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am aware what theruling hasbeen. Imake 
no contest on the point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This decision of the Speaker was sustained on appeal, by yeas and nays, 
of yeas 172, nays 4; and would seem to have settled the question that pend- 
ing a similar motion, dilatory motions, such as had been previously toler- 
ated, would not be entertained hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the 
House do now adjourn. That motion is in order. 

The question having been put—— 

The SPEAKER. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand a division. 
The question being again taken, there were—ayes 7, noes 167. 
Mr. BAILEY. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only D voting therefor. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of ' 


| 
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the gentleman from Pennsylvania to suspend the rules and 


| adopt the resolution which has been read. 


Mr. BAILEY. On that question I demand a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 174, noes 9. 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 6 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being —ayes7, noes 
187—less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. BATLEY. lIcall for tellers on the demand for the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 7 voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are refused; tellers are 
refused, and two-thirds voting in favor of the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. REILLY], the rules are sus- 
pended and the resolution adopted. [Applause.] 

Under the terms of this resolution the House now proceeds to 
the consideration of the substitute bill which the resolution au- 
thorizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania to present. 

Mr. REILLY. Isend to the desk the original bill and the 
proposed substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute bill 
presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania under the au- 
thority of the resolution just adopted. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill entitled, a bill (H. R. 
9710) to aid in carrying out the act of Congress, approved April 
25, 1890, entitled, ‘‘An act to provide for celebrating the four 
hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America by Christo- 
pher Columbus by holding an international exhibition of arts, 
industries, manufactures, and products of the soil, mine, and sea, 
in the city of Chicago, in the State of [llinois,” and appropriat- 
ing money therefor. 

Mr. McMILLIN (interrupting the reading). I make the point 
that this bili must have its first consideration in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The point is well taken. ’ 

Mr. REILLY. I think it may be proper to have the bill read 
now. We have not entered on its consideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ofcourse it might be read now, but my ob- 
ject is to save the double reading. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question that under the rules 
the bill must ba first considered in Committee of the Whole.. ‘ 

Mr. REILLY. I was intending after the reading of the bill 
to ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. I make that request now. 

Mr. KILGORE and others objected. 

Mr. REILLY. ThenI move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the terms 
of the resolution just adopted the substitute bill which is now to 
be considered in Committee of the Whole is treated as an orig- 
inal bill; and in Committee of the Whole it will be subject to 
consideration in all respects as such, not as a substitute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is correct. 

Mr. REILLY. Iask unanimous consent that this substitute 
be printed in the RECORD of to-morrow morning. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will be printed as a matter of course if it 
is read in full. 

The SPEAKER. If read it will be printed in the REcorpD. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering this bill. 

Mr. REED. Do the terms of the resolution require that it be 
considered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution provides that the bill shall 
be considered by the House “under its rules.’’ That is the lan- 
guage of the resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does that cut off general debates? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. The resolution provides that 
the bill be considered under the rules of the House, subject only 
to certain limitations which do not apply to the general debate. 


| General debate can be had in Committee of the Whole until 


closed in committee by unanimous consent or closed by the House 


| under the rules. Atl o'clock to-morrow, if the bill be not sooner 


disposed of, the Cominittee of the Whole must rise and report 
the bill to the House for its final action. 

Mr. BAILEY. And that is the only limitation on debate? 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of considering the bill sent up by him. 

Mr. BAILEY, I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER proceeded tocount the House; but before the 
count was concluded 

Mr. BAILEY said: Mr. Speaker, I realize that the time taken 
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in this way is time taken from the debate; therefore, I withdraw | 


the call for a division. 

Mr. REED. That is one of the advantages of this system. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The motion of Mr. REILLY was agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair, and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill. ; ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill to be con- 
sidered under the special rule. 

The bill was read at length: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of aiding in defraying the cost of 
completing in a suitable manner the work of preparation for inaugurating 
the World’s Columbian Exposition, authorized by the act of Congress ap- 
oroved April 25, A. D. 1890, to be held at the city of Chicago, in the State of 

liinois, there shall be coined at the mints of the United States silver half- 


dollars of the legal weight and fineness, not to exceed five million pieces, to 
be known as the Columbian half-dollar, struck in commemoration of the 


World’s Columbian Exposition, the devices and designs upon which shall be | 


prescribed by the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and said silver coins shall be manufactured from uncur- 
rent subsidiary silver coins now in the Treasu 
relative to the coinage, legal-tender quality, and redemption of the present 
subsidiary silver coins shall be applicable to the coins issued under this act, 
and when so recoined there is hereby appropriated from the Treasury the 
said five millions of souvenir half-dollars, andthe Secretary of the Treasury 
is authorized to pay the same to the World’s Columbian Exposition, upon 
estimates and vouchers certified by the president of the World’s Columbian 
Exposition, or in his absence orinability toact, by the vice-president, and by 
the director-general of the World’s Columbian Commission, or in his absence 
orinability to act, by the president thereof, and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
for labor done, materials furnished, and services performed in prosecuting 
said work of preparing said Exposition for opening as provided by said act 
approved April 25, 1890; and all such estimates and vouchers shall be made 
in duplicate, one to be filed with the Secretary of the Treasury, the other to 
be retained by the World’s Columbian Exposition: 

Provided, however, That before the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay to 
the World’s Columbian Exposition any part of the said five million silver 
coins, satisfactory evidence shall be furnished him showing that the sum of 
at least $10,000,000 has been collected and disbursed as required by said act: 
And provided, That the said World’s Columbian Exposition shall furnish a 
satisfactory guaranty to the Secretary of the Treasury that any further sum 
actually necessary to complete the work of said Exposition to the opening 
thereof has been or will be provided by said World’s Columbian Exposition; 
but nothing herein shall be so construed as to delay or postpone the prepa- 
ration of the souvenir coins hereinbefore provided for. And there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of %50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to reim- 
burse the Treasury for loss on the recoinage herein authorized. 

SeEc. 2. That the appropriation provided in section 1 of this act shall be 
upon condition that the said World’s Columbian Exposition maintain and 


pay all the expenses, costs, and charges of the great departments organized | 


for the purpose of conducting the work of the Exposition, said expenses, 
costs, andcharges to be paid out of the funds of the said World’s Columbian 
Exposition. 

SEc.3. That fifty thousand bronze medals and the necessary dies therefor, 
with SS devices, emblems, and inscriptions commemorative of said 
Exposition celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus, shall be prepared under the su 
of the Secretary of the Treasury at a cost not to exceed $60,000, an 
reau of Engraving and Printing, under the supervision of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, shall prepare plates and make therefrom fifty thousand vel- 
lum impressions for diplomas at a cost not to exceed $43,000. 
and diplomas shall be delivered to the World’s Columbian Commission, to 
be awarded to exhibitors in accordance with the provisions of said act of 
Congress approved April 25, 1890, and there is hereby appropriated, from any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $103,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenditures authorized by 
this section; andauthority may be granted by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the holder of a medal, properly awarded to him, to have duplicates thereof 
made at any of the mints of the United States from gold, or silver, or bronze 
at the expense of the person desiring the same. 

Sec. 4. That it is hereby declared that all appropriations herein made for 
or ee to the World’s Columbian Exposition are made upon the con- 
dition that the said Exposition shall not be opened to the public on the first 
day of the week, commonly called Sunday; and if the said appropriations 


be accepted by the corporation of the State of Illinois, known as the World’s | 
Columbian Exposition, upon that conditionit shall be, anditis hereby, made | 


the duty of the World’s Columbian Commission, created by the act of Con- 
gress of April 25, 1890, to make such rules or modification of therules of said 
corporation as shall require the closing of the Exposition on the said first 
day of the week, commonly called Sunday. 

Sec. 5. That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to supersede 
or in any manner alter or impair the force or validity of the provisions of 
section 15 of the act of Congress approved A. D. April 25, 1890. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Notat this time. The bill will be read 
by paragraphs for amendment after the general debate is con- 
cluded. 

Mr. REILLY, Mr. Chairman, this subject has been fully de- 
bated in the House more than once-—— ; 

Mr. LITTLE. Before proceeding I would like some arrange- 
ment as to the division of the time. 

Mr. REILLY. Iunderstand that I have been recognized and 
am entitled to an hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized and is en- 
titled to an hour, but the gentleman from New York suggests 
that some arrangement be made as to the division of the time. 

Mr. REILLY. Under the terms of the special order the de- 
bate must close at 1 o’clock to-morrow. Now, if there is a de- 
sire to limit the general debate to some earlier period, and an 
agreementcan be arrived at, I have no objection. 
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Are amendments now in 
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The CHAIRMAN. Of course no amendment would be in order 
until the general debate is closed. Therefore. if the general de- 
bate should continue until 1 o'clock to-morrow there would b> 
no opportunity for amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to have some arrangement as to 
the time for and against this proposition. There ought to bean 
equal division, although I see but two or three men here now 


| who are opposed to it. 


Mr. LITTLE. This is the Durborow bill, and the minority 
of the Conimittee on the Columbian Exposition ought to control 
the time in opposition. I presented the minority report, and 


| ask to have control of the time in opposition. 


The CHAIRMAN. Unless some agreement is reached 
Chair will recognize gentlemen under the rules. 

Mr. REILLY. Isuggest that the genera! debate be closed at 
the adjournment of this session to-day. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Oh, no; say two hours. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, two hours is ample time. I 


the 


move 


. to amend by making it two hours. 
, and all provisions of law | . po 2 


The CHAIRMAN. The debate can not be limited in commit- 
tee except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent that it be lim- 
ited to two hours. That is enough. 

Mr. MCCREARY. LIoffer this suggestion to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, in view of the fact that this proposition has 
been already debated at great length in the House, that the gen- 
eral debate be limited to three hours, an hour and a half to each 
side. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. That would take all the day. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Two hours is ample. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Plenty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unan- 
imous consent that general debate be limited to three hours. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Or say until 5 o'clock to-day, that will be 
about three hours and a half. 

Mr. SAYERS. But there are amendments to be offered, 
that would practically prevent their consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest, in connection with the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky, that he also add that not 
exceeding tifteen minutes’ time be allowed each member who 
addresses the committee on this subject. 

Mr. BOATNER. I object to that. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Does the gentleman object to the limita- 
tion of fifteen minutes or tothe limitation of the debate to three 
hours? 

Mr. BOATNER. 
to three hours. J 

Mr. McCCREARY. Then the gentleman from Louisiana does 
not object to my request fixing the time for debate at three hours. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iobject. Itistoolongatime. It leaves 
practically only two hours for the more important part of the 
work, that is for the consideration of amendments and their dis- 
cussion to-morrow. [think that a general debate of two hours 
would be ample. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. If the gentleman from 
Louisiana will allow me, I would suggest this proposition, that 
we have no general debate, but allow the bill to be real by see 
tions now, with the understanding that the time for debate shall 
be extended to ten minutes for each member instead of five min- 
utes, as the rule provides. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. REILLY. But there are a number of gentlemen who de- 
sire to address the House on this proposition at greater length. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. They could probably 
have some extension. 

I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that by agreement the specches shall 
be limited to ten minutes: that is to say, instead of a general de- 
bate that the bill be read by sections, that am>ndments may be 
offered, and the debate on cach section or each amendment be 
limited to ten minutes for each member who addresses the com- 
mittee. That would give a fair opportunity for offering amend- 
ments and also an opportunity for gentlemen-to explain their 
position upon the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unan- 
imous consent that the consideration of the bill be now begun 
by paragraphs, the only exceptioa to the ordinary rule which 
governs in Committee of the Whole being, that debate shall be 
permitted for ten minutes rather than five. Is there objection? 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, [ sugges: to the gentleman 
from Kentucky and to the committee that remarks have been 
made here by certain gentlemen, insinuations have been made, 
which assail the motives of gentlemen who have heretofore 


and 


I have no objection to limiting the debate 


Mr. Chairman, I think that is a good 





' voted for this measure, and that ia five or ten minutes they can 
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not reply to these strictures and criticisms, and they can not 
defi nd themselves against the assaults which have been made. | 
therefore object to it, because I think there should be an oppor- 
tunity to reply to th e attacks 

several MEMBERS. Oh, do not object. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state to gentlemen, that 
in the matter of recognition, that unless an arrangement is 
made the Chair will give recognition first, under the hour rule, 
to gentlemen who constitute the World’s Columbian Committee. 
Therefore the Chair would suggest that, if possible, some ar- 
rangement be made so that debate may be more general. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I suggest to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana that as we have only a comparatively few 
hours to consider the bill, and that as a matter of fairness to 
eve ney one- 


a MATNER. TI will withdraw the objection. 
JHAIRMAN. Is there further objection? 
Mr é ° Mi CREARY. Will the Chair state the proposition? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 


N 
BRECKINRIDGE| asks unanimous consent that the committee 
now proceed to the consideration of the bill which has just been 
reported at the Clerk’s desk under the rules which govern the 
Committee of the Whole in the five-minutes’ d« ebate, the only 
exception and limitation being that the speeches shall extend 
to ten minutes instead of five. 

Mr. MCCREARY. And at what time 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. 
fixed by the resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule provides tha 
taken at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. If this arrangement is 
adopted, amendments will be in order immediately to each sec- 
tion as read, exactly as they 
of any bill, the only difference being that ten minutes instead of 
five shall be the limit of each speech. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. REILLY. If I consent to that, wili I waive my right to 
an hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will. 

Mr. REILLY. Then I will object. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, do not object. 

ey REILLY. Butif I can reserve my hour—— 

McCREARY. 

hay ee an hour, because there are many of us who would like to 
have the same privilege. 

Mr. SAYERS (to Mr. Retituy). Do not object to that. 

Mr. REILLY. Somebody ought to have some control of this 
measure. 

Mr. LITTLE. Why not divide the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. REILLY. I must object unless I can have more than ten 
minutes. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 


That has already been 


he vote shall be 


{ will give the gentleman my time. 

Mr. CARUTH. I will give you a part of my time. 

Mr. REILLY. [shall not want to occupy an hour. 

Several M ae You can get an extension. 

Mr. REILLY. will withdraw the objection. 

_ The CHAIRM AN Is there objection to the request of the 

entleman from Kentucky [Mr BRECKINRIDG E] that the bill be 
now read by sections for amendment, and the debate proceed as 
under the five-minute rule, except that the spe 
to ten minutes? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first sect 
the bill. 

Mr. LITTLI 
adopted? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will now be read and considered 
under the *' five-minute rulo ” which governs in Committee of 
the Whole, except that ter 
Speaker instead of five mint utes, as the rule } 

Th Clers read the first section of the bill. 

During the r . ling, 

Mr. KILGORE said: Mr. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
After it is read ame 

The C 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, 

The eee a Does the 
the pending section or for the entire bill? 

Mr. TERRY. Iw ill offer it as asubstitute for the entire bill, 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [ make the point of order that a substitute 
is not in order at this time. 


Will the Chair now state what is the rule 


rovides. 


Chairman, T want to send up an 


The first section has not yet been read. 
ndments will be in order. 
erk completed the reading of the first section. 

I desire to offer a substitute. 
gentleman offer a substitute fo 


shall the debate close? 


would in the ordinary consideration | 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thé Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Arkansas that a substitute for the entire bill is not inorder 
at this time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, would it not be in order to 
oller it and have it pending? It can not be voted on, of course, 
until the reading of the bill by sections is completed. 

Mr. TERRY. That is all I desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Arkansas will have permission to have his substitute re- 
ported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

eon t all after the enacting clause and insert: 

‘Skc. 1. That upon presentation by the proper officers of the World's Co- 
lumbian ‘e xpos sition of the silver bullion requisite for that pur pose, the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to coin the same 
into souvenir silver half-dollar coins of the same weight and fineness and 


| to have the same qualities in all other respects as the silver half-dollar now 


| officers of the 


| ury shall coin or turn over to the World’s 


authorized by law; and to be of such design and stamped and engraved with 
such inscriptions and devices as will designate their value as coins of the 
United States, and also make them suitable souvenirs of the celebration of 
the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher 
Columbus. Said coinage shall be free of any seigniorage to the Government 
or cost of mintage, and such silver bullion shall be so coined from time to 
time as the same shall be delivered to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
such souvenir coins made therefrom shall be turned over to the proper 

Vorld’s Columbian Exposition until the total number of sil- 
ver half-doliars so coined shall be ten million pieces; and said silver half- 
dollars shall be a legal tender for all debts, public and private, asis now 
provided by law for silver ha!f-dollars; but before the Secretary of the Treas- 
Columbian Exposition any part 
of the said ten million silver coins, satisfactory evidence shall be furnished 


| him showing that the sum of at least $10,000, 000 have been collected and dis- 





bursed as required by the act of Congress approved April 25, 1890: And pro- 
vided, That the said World’s Columbian Exposition shall also furnish satis- 

factory guaranty to the Secretary of the Treasury that any further sum 
actually necessary to complete the work of said Exposition to the opening 
thereof has been or will be provided by said Worlds © olumbian Exposition 
by subscriptions to the capital stock thereof. And itis hereby ceclared that 
all provisions herein made for or pertaining to the World's Columbian Ex- 
position are made upon the condition that the said Exposition shall not be 
opened to the public on the first day of the week, commonly called Sunday; 


| and if the said provisions be accepted by the corporation of the State of 


I should have to object to the gentleman | 


‘ches be limited | 


illinois, known as the World's Columbian Exposition, upon that condition, 
it shall be, and it is hereby, made the duty of the World’s Columbian Com- 
niission, created by the act of Congress of April 25, 1890, to make such rules 
or modification of rules of said corporation as shall require theclosing of the 
Exposition on the said first day of the week, commonly called Sunday. 

“Sxc. 2. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage.”’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
on this amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to make one statement. When I pre- 
pared that substitute, it was tothe original Durborow bill. Now, 
IT understand what the y call the substitute hasa Sunday clause 
init. I wantto preserve the Sunday clause, aud I give notice 
that I shall try to so frame the substitute as to preserve the Sun- 
day clause, unless it is preserved in some other way. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I desire to offer-— 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairunderstands the gentleman from 
Maine t» res+rve all points of order. What point of order does 
the gentleman make 

Mr. DINGLEY. I makethe point of order that itis notin 
order at the present time; and [reserve all points of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire the substitute 
to be passed upon at this time? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam willing that it should be passed for the 
present. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment, 
and I wish to say that I, as well as the gentleman who has just 
had the floor 

The CHAIRMAN 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve all points of order 





Is it to the first section that the gentle- 


| man offers the canine nt? 


ion of } 


Mr. LITTLE. It is. 
Mr. DICKERSON. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. DICKERSON. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
The gentleman will state it. 

Tow many amendments can be offered? 
An amendment, and an amendment to the 


' amendment, and a substitute, and an amendment to the substi- 


minutes shall be allowed for each 


| 
} 
| 


tute. 

Mr. DICKERSON. 
ready offered. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, before that amendment is read, 
let me say that I have drawn that amendment upon the basis of 
the Durborow bill. I inquired of the gentleman from Penn- 


{ thought there were three or four al- 


| sylvania if he had a copy of the substitute bill, but he says it is 


not in print, and the amendment can be made to conform to the 
printed bill when it reaches here. 


The C ler *k read as follows: 
Amendment to bill 9257, to page 1: In line 8 strike out the word “shall,”’ 
and insert the word ‘‘may;”’ and after the word “States” in line 9. , insert 
‘*from bullion furnished by the World’s Columbian Exposition,” and strike 
out the first four words of line 14,0n page 2. Strike out all of line 15,andthe 
first four words of line 16. Strike out all the balance of the section after the 
word *“‘act”’ in line 19, and in place of that substitute the following: “And 
as coined the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to deliver said sou- 
venir coins to the Worid’s Columbian Exposition Nocharge shall be made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury for the coinage of said souvenir coins. 
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Strike out all of sections 2 and 3, and insert the following: ‘‘ Provided, That | 


the said World’s Columbian Exposition shall furnish a satisfactory guaranty 
to the Secretary of the Treasury that any further sum actually necessary 
to complete the work of said Exposition——- 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, thisis a substitute, and is not 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sections. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It applies to section 2 as well as to section 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There appears to be a substitute for sec- 
tion 2 in the proposition of the gentleman, and that section is 
not under consideration. 

Mr. LITTLE. The Clerk should have stopped in the reading 
before he got to that amendment. The amendment can be made 
to conform to the printed bill when we get it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
considering the substitute offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania as an original bil!, it will be impossible at this time to 
determine just where the changes proposed will appear in this 
bill; therefore 

Mr. LITTLE. 


This seems to be a substitute for several 





Will the Chairman permit me to state this, 


that I have inquired here about the bill under consideration, and | 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania thinks that it is almost the 
exact bill? I will have the amendments made to conform to the 
other bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to suggest tothe gentleman that the 
change of a few words in the bill as offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania changes in the place, in the lines; and there- 
fore his reierences to the line in the original bill furnishes no 
information to the committee as to what the amendment is. 

Mr. LITTLE. Does the Chair rule that the amendment to 
the first section is not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair does not. The Chair ventures 
to suggest to the gentleman from New York that by the desig- 
nation by line it is impossible to indicate what part of the sub- 
stitute is proposed to be amended. 

Mr. LITTLE. Can the Chair suggest how the amendment 
can be designated in the absence of a printed bill? I have ap- 
plied for a bill, but I am informed that the bill is not in print. 

Mr. REILLY. It was just offered, and therefore can not be 
in print. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would suggest to the gentleman that he 
can offer his amendment to come in after a certain word. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the first amendment be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill 9267, on page 1, by changing the word ‘‘shall,’’ in line 8, to 
the word “may.”’ 

Mr. LITTLE. That is the first amendment. Would it be in 
order for me to withdraw that and to offer a substitute for the 
whole section? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his amendment 
for the present. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman desires to offer a sub- 
stitute, he will have to withdraw this amendment, and the Chair 
will recognize him to offer it later unless some other substitute 
is pending. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer anamendment in 
the nature of a substitute which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out section 1, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“SECTION 1. Thatif the World's Columbian Exposition shall deposit at such 
mint or mints of the United States as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
designate, a sufficient quantity of silver bullion of the requisite fineness, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to cause the said silver bullion 


In view of the fact that the committee is | 


to be coined and delivered at such mintor mints to the said World’s Colum- | 


bian Exposition in half-dollar silver coins, inamount not to exceed the sum 
of $5,000,000, Which coins shail be of the same weight and fineness, and have 
in all other respects the same qualities as the silver half-dollar now author- 
ized by law; and said half-dollar coins shall be of such design and shall be 


stamped and engraved with such inscriptions and devices as will designate | 


their value as coins of the United States, and also make them suitable sou- 
venirs of the celebration of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery 
of America by Christopher Columbus: Provided, That all costs and expenses 
in and about the coining of such bullion into half-dollars and the delivery 
thereof shall be met and paid by such World’s Columbian Exposition as 
the same accrue and before any of said coins shall be delivered or turned over 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, so that there shall be no charge upon 
the public Treasury or outlay by the United States hereunder or on ac- 
count of anything herein contained: And provided further, That the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury shall not deliver to the World’s Columbian Exposition | 


any of said half-doilar coins until satisfactory evidence shall be furnished 
him showing that the sum of #10,000,000, as specified in the fifth section of 
the act of April 25, 1890, in relation to said celebration has been collected 
and disbursed as required by said act, together with a guaranty that if any 
further sum be actually necessary to complete the work of said Exposition 
to the opening thereof the same has been or will be provided by said cor- 
poration.” 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, [ reserve all points of order on | 


the amendment of the gentisman from Missouri. 


1043 


The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was’read. as follows: 


At the end of section 1, add the following 
ind provided further, That of the said 5,000,000 souvenir half-dollars $50,000 
or sO much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended under 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior by the Super ndent of the Eleventh 
Census for the purpose of procuring, preparing, compiling tion 
and publishing statistics pertaining to the arts, industrie I 
tures and products of the colored people of African descent ding in the 


the dire 











United States from January 1, 1883, to January 1, 1893, the s: rate 
the growth of liberty, morality, and humanity of the Unite id to 


form a part of the United States Government exhibit atthe Wor! Colum- 








bian Exposition, under the jurisdiction and sunervi 1of B of Cor 
trol and Management of the United States Government exh md the 
further sum of 50,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary of said 5.000.- 
0v0 souvenir half-dollars shall be expended under the directionof the Smith 
sonian Institution upon an exhibit of the people, manner of life. a toms 
of North American Indians, showing the phases of develop! ’ 
agery tocivilization. That all historic and scientific mater id all « 
lection of objects made in connection with this exhibit shall be the property 
of the Government, and shall be deposited for permanent exhi ha 


National Museum, and that all protits arising from sale 


o« . 







tured by the North American Indiat ic to sa 
Indians, accrue to said Smithsonian Institution, and n 
50.000 or so much thereof as may bene : ) é ha 
dollars shall be expended under the dire: ! L ) 


in the preparation of an exhibit illustrating the interests of the industrial 
women and women inventors of the United States.’ 


Mr. DICKERSON. Mr.Speaker,I desire to reserveall points 
order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s point of orde 

Mr. DICKERSON. I make the point of order that it is new 
legislation and not germane to the bill. It provides for taki 
@ census. 

Mr. BOATNER. It is not germane to the bill. 

Tae CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Indiana on the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, how isitnot germane? Het 
is an appropriation of $2,500,000, and my proposition is that of 
that sum, $50,000 shall be expended in connection with a Gov- 
ernment exhibit to illustrate the progress and condition of the 
Indian tribes, $50,000 to illustrate the growth and development 
of the people of African race in this country since their emanci- 
pation, and $50,000 for an exhibit of the industries of industrial 
women. Of course itis clear that we have the power to direct 
how this money that we appropriate shal! be expended. 

Mr. DICKERSON. The original bill provided what the pur- 
pose of this expenditure was; it was thoroughly defined. and th 
substitute followsthatidea. Itseems tome thai the gathering of 
statistics in regard to the history of the colored race, or any 
other particular race, has no connection at all with the ordinary 
work of an exposition of arts and sciences. This is a matter 
within the jurisdiction of the Consus Bureau. ‘The idea of gath 








ering up statistics in the history of any race as part of this Ex 


position seems to me to be very remot ym the purp of such 
an exposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order 
Mr. REILLY. [I wish to call the attention of the Chair toth 
fact disclosed by the phraseology of this sec.ion, that this is an 
appropriation made to aid in the work of preparation for the Ex- 


position to be held atChicago. It is provided that the money 
shall be paid out under the approval of the director-general, who 


is a national officer, and the Secretary of the ‘lreasury, upon 
mouthly vouchers, for a particular purpose; and the bill itself in 
this section provides the character of the vouchers to be fur 


nished, and the estimates upon which the money is to bo ex- 
pended. I submit that the amendment of the gentleman fro 
[Indiana is entirely foreign to that purpose—is not atall germane 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the amendment t 
order. 
Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask the indulgence of the 
House at this time to speak, not upon the amend: t, but (as 


| no general debate has been allowed upon the bill) to reply to 





some remarks made this morning by the gentleman from Texas. 
In speaking on the resolution providing ior taking up this bill, 


| that gentleman—whether intentionally or otherwise I do not 


know—placed those Democrats who have supported this meas- 
ure in a false position by misstating the objects and purposes of 
the bill. He appealed to Democrats to know whether they would 
support a contribution by the General Government for the pur- 
pose of promoting a private corporation. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, in the remarks which i submitted on this 
question a few days ago I explicitly stated’ that L voted for th 
proposition because I believed it a strictly governmental pur- 
pose; because it was in aid of a national and international exhi- 
bition which is to be held, and is authorized by law to be held, 
practically under the auspices and direction of the Government 
of the United States, and that the Government, by its invitation 
to foreign powers to appear there and make their exhibits, com- 
mitted itself to the support of this Exposition in such a way that 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to offer an amendment |} the national honor is concerned in holding it up to the standard 


to the original text. 


[ offer it now and ask to have it pending. |! which was contemplated at the time the Fair was instituted. 
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The gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Alabama | 


{Mr. OATES] argue that Congress has no power to make an ap- 
propriation of this kind; and the gentleman wants to know, if 
we vote this appropriation to the “World's Fair—to a ‘* private 
corporation,” as he calls it—how are we going to refuse an ap- 
propriation to lift the incumbrance from a citizen’s farm. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman has been so unfortunate 
in the discussion of this question with his constituents as not to 
draw the distinction between appropriations for governmental 
purposes and an appropriation for purely private purposes, for 
matters of private gain to individuals, that is his misfortune; it 
is not the fault of myself or other ge .ntlemen who do not enter- 
tain the views which control hisaction. I have always thought 
and the language of the Constitution bears me out—that the 


ower of taxation is unlimited except in the legislative discre- | 
} g 


tion as to what may be necessary to pay the debts and provide 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United States. 
It is said by the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from 
Alabama that the power of taxationis unlimited. Isay it islim- 
ited to the purposes indicated in the article, and that the power 
of appropriation arising ex necessitate rei as the result or conse- 
quence of he exercise of the taxing power is subject to precisely 
the same limitations and no others. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman misunderstood my position. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understood the gentleman to say substan- 
tially that— 

Mr. OATES. I said, as unlimited as you argue it to be. 

Mr. BOATNER. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that the power of 
taxation being found in the same article which confers incident- 
ally the power of appropriation, each power is subject to exactly 
the same limitations. Then, Mr. Chairman, the question here 


this appropriation, but whether it will be a wise exercise of that 








Alabama says imposes no limitation on the power of Congress, 
section 8: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 


eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 


Is there any limitation there on the power of Congress to im- 
pose taxes I ask the gentleman? 

Mr. OATES. None. 

Mr. BOATNER. None atall. Then, why has Congress not 
heretofore confiscated the private prop ty of the citizens 
throughout the United States by taxation, if there was no limita- 
tion upon its power? Why has not Congress imposed burden- 
some obligations upon the people by way of direct taxation, if 
its power was uncontrolled and unlimited? Why has it not 
abused, to any extent in the government of our own people, this 
power of a»propriation and this power of taxation? It is because 
the power was given to be used and not abused, and the repre- 
sentatives of the people have generally recognized the limita- 


| tion that it is only to be used ‘‘ to pay the debts and provide for 


| the common defense and general welfare.” 


power to mak:> it. This question addresses itself to the wisdom | 


and discretion of Congress, and does not involve the question of 
power. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. Outside of the provisions of the Constitution 
conferring upoa Congress certain duties, powers, etc., can Con- 
gress, if the majority desires, make an appropriation which, in 
its opinion, is for a general governmental purposze but is outside 
of any provision in that instrument? Does sucha matter rest in 
the discretion of the majority? And, if so, where is the end or 
the limit of that discretion? Is not the discretion un'imited? 

Mr. BOATNER. There is no limit which operates as a bar 
to the power of Congress, exc2pt in the conscience of Congress 
itself 

Mr. OATES. Then the power restsin the conscience of Con- 
gre:s and not in the Constitution, according to the opinion of the 
gentleman? 

Mr. BOATNER. The Constitution places it in the conscience 
of Congress. It gives Congress unlimited power of taxation and 
appropriation for the objects and purposes indicated in that in- 
strument 

Mr. OATES. Well, is that any limitation at all? 

Mr. BOATNER. Of course it is. 

Mr. OATES. Then I would like to have the gentleman to 
point it out, if it depends on the conscience of Congress or on 
the state of the Congressional stomachs; as largely what men do 
depends upon that condition. 

Mr. BOATNER. It may depend on the state of the stomach 
of the gentleman from Alabama if his judgment and conscience 
are treated in that or; gan, 


depend on the state of mind of human beings. 


I say, sir, there is no 
limitation on the power of taxation except those above stated 
which address themselves to the conscience and judgment of 
Congress. 

Mr. OATES. But that is a limitation on the power of appro- 
priation. 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly; just as the terms of astatute are 
a limitation upon the power of the judge who construes it. But 
if the gentleman will not interrupt me, I wish to call attention 


| to one or two instances which have occurred in the history of 
| this country as bearing out this idea. As early a3 the Adminis- 
is, not whether Congress has the constitutional power to make | 


tration of ‘Thomas Jefierson, I believe, Congress made an appro- 
priation for the relief of certain suffering inhabitants of the city 
of Caracas. 

Mr. BAILEY. That was under the Administration of Madi- 
son. 

Mr. BOATNER. Why, the Democrats even in that early day 
have repeatedly made appropriations of a similar character, for 
which you can find no warrant of authority inany of the express 
powers conferred on Congress by the succeeding clauses of sec- 
tion 8 of the Constitution. And asI remarked the other day—— 

Mr. OATES. But Caracas; is not in the United States. 

Mr. BOATNER. But where would you find the power to ap- 
propriate the money of the people for that purpose? 

Mr. OATES. There isno limitation on the power of Congress 
in its dealings with other nations. 

Mr. BOATNER. There is no limitation except the judgment 
and the conscience of Congress, bound by rules laid down in the 
Constitution that all taxes and all appropriations shall be limited 
to the same purpose. Certainly it can not be a sound argument 
that Congress can do, by way of appropriations of public money, 
for foreigners what it would be unconstitutional for it todo for 
its own citizens. On the contrary, I contend that under the gen- 
eral welfare clause it can do for its own citizens what it is not 


| authorized to do for those who do not reside in the United States. 


The distinction between appropriations for public purposes, 
such as are contemplated by the bill under consideration, and 
those for the business of warehousing, banking, and bonding 
money on mortgages, is so clear that I fail to understand how so 
well-informed and logical a thinker as my friend from Texas[ Mr. 
BAILEY] or my friend from Alabama |Mr. OATES] could con- 
found them. 

Such fairs and exhibits have always been held under govern- 


| ment auspices. The great international exhibit held in London, 
Mr. REED. The gov ernment of human beings is very apt to | 


Mr. BOATNER. Was the gentleman from Maine interrupt- | 


ing me? 

Mr. REED. No; I was simply supplementing what the gen- 
tleman from Alabama had said—that the government of human 
affairs is very apt to depend on the state of mind of the human 
beings wha govern, 

Mr. BOATNER. I imagine the condition of the stomach of 


the gentleman from Alabama when he voted the loan to the | 


New Orleans Exposition was a very different one from its pres- 


ent condition; because he appears then to have been able to find | 


a constitutional warrant and authority for that loan, whereas 
now he finds no such guide nor anything to warrant it in that 
instrument. 

Mr. OATES. Idonot belong to that unfortunate class who 
never change an opinion. 

Mr. BOATNER. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be di- 
verted from what I was going to say. 

an wish to call the attention of the committee to the language 

{ this article of the Constitution, which the gentleman from 





those held in Paris, Vienna, and other European cities, our own 
Centennial in Philadelphia, and the grea‘ cotton exhibit, held 
in New Orleans, were all under government auspices and con- 
trol—all in the interest of commerce, science, and art. None 
gotten up for private profit or gain, and none could have been 
held as private enterprises. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


| aquestion right here? 


Mr. BOATNER. Certainly 

Mr. DICKERSON. Do you regard the purposes of this Expo- 
sition to promote the progress of science and the arts? 

Mr. BOATNER. I regard it as a means of promoting and 
providing for the general welfare of the United States. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Then youcarry it beyond—— 

Mr. BOATNER. Wait a moment, and let me finish my state- 


|} ment. I say that it is a question for the judgment of Congress 


whether it is or not—— 

Mr. DICKERSON. Iam asking the gentleman— 

Mr. BOATNER. Wait until [ get through. The proof that 
it is a matter which concerns the general public is that no such 
affair was ever held under private auspices. No such affair can 
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be held under private auspices, and the gentleman’s own State 


has made an appropriation to provide for an exhibit at that Fair. 
Now, if this was the affair of a mere private corporation, would 
the Legislature of the gentleman's State have had authority to 
appropriate public money for the purpose of promoting and as- 
sisting in its affairs? Why, certainly not. Whether the con- 
stitution of the gentleman’s State of Kentucky contains such a 


limitation or not in its express terms, certainly the Legislature | 
of Kentucky is limited by the same principles that limit the Con- | 
gress of the United States in the appropriation of public money. | 


Mr. DICKERSON. Let me read this clause: 

To promote the progress of science and useful arts, by securing for limited 
times to authors and inventors the exclusive right to their respective writ- 
ings and discoveries. 

Now, if the Congress of the United States is limited by these 
express terms to that method of aiding and promoting sciences 
and the arts, is it not outside of constitutional authority to do it 
in any other manner? In other words, if it is given that express 


means of promoting the art; and sciences, is there not by that | 


expression an implied limitation against doing it in any other 
manner? 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman’s premise was correct his 
argument might be correct, but his premise is wholly incorrect, 
and his deduction from the article quoted shows the consequence 
to which his narrow construction of the Constitution would lead. 
I can not concur in the opinion that because Congress may grant 
patents it is prohibited from encouraging art and science in any 
other way. 

Mr. DICKERSON. ILask you whether it is an exposition for 
the purpose of promoting the scienc2s and the arts? 

Mr. BOATNER. Itis, but not wholly; itis alsoin aid of com- 


merce not only between the citizens of our own States butof for- | 


eign nations. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Then my premise is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PIERCE. I wish to offer an amendment to the text of 
the first section. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
[Mr. BOATNER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] have ten minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, Mr. Speaker, when interrupted, I was 
arguing thatthis is a matter public in its nature, amatter which 
peculiarly falls within the jurisdiction of Congress, and within 
our power to make an appropriation for its promotion, and to 
make it a success; and I was calling attention to the fact that a 
large number of the States have made large appropriations for 
the purpose of aiding and promoting this Exposition. The State 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DICKERSON] who has just 


I wish to yield my time to my colleague 


That can scarcely be done except by 


interrupted me, the State which 1 in part represent (Louisiana), | 


and many others have done so; and if the argument of the gen- 
tleman is correct, why, sir, these States have been guilty of what 
the Supreme Court in the Topeka case denounced as “‘ legalized 
robbery.” The Government can put its hand into my pocket 
and take a certain amount of my money for the purpose of de- 
fraying the necessary and proper expenses of government. 


When it has taken my money for that purpose, then the appro- | 


priation of that money for any private purpose would be depriv- 
ing me of my property for a purpose not authorized by law, and 
not contemplated by the Constitution of the United States or of 
any of the States. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Do you mean to say a State could not 
make an appropriation to a private corporation for the further- 
ing of its interests by an exposition? 

Mr. BOATNER. I say that no State can properly make an 
appropriation of public funds for private purposes without vio- 
lating the spirit of American constitutional law. It might do so 
in individual cases. And if there was no express limitation in 
the constitution of the State prohibiting it from doing that, if 
the State did it, it would be a violation, as I said, of fundamental 
American constitutional law. 

Mr. OATES. Is not that decision to the effect that there is a 
limitation on the power of appropriation? 

Mr. BOATNER. The decision to which you refer is to the 
effect that a municipal council could not, under a general statute 
authorizing the imposition of taxes for certain public purposes, 
impcse a tax for a purpose which the Supreme Court of the United 
States dccided was a private purpose. That is all that decision 
is, and it is that principle which I have been undertaking to 
elaborate. 


Mr.CULBERSON. Will the gentleman from Louisianaallow | 


me to make a suggestion by way of inquiry? 
Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. If [understand Democratic doctrine on 
this subject, the proper way to provide for the public welware 
is properly to exercise the delegated powers of Congres 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes; that is one of them. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If I understand that correctly, it is not 
a substantive power at all, but the proper way to provide for the 
general welfare is properly to exercise the powers delegat:d to 
Congress. 

Mr. BOATNER. The express and implied powers. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is not that the Democratic theory? 

Mr. BOATNER. [I believe so. 
|} Mr. CULBERSON. Do you not depart from it whenever you 

hold that you have unlimited power to make appropriations for 
| the public welfare outside the limit of the special pow-rs dele- 
gated to Congress? Do you not depart from Democratic doe- 
trine when you go beyond that? 

Mr. BOATNER. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It seems to me so. 

Mr. BOATNER. I quote the very best Democratic authority 
in support of the position which I take. I quote the authority 
of Mr. Madison himself, and that is supported by the provisions 
o! the Constitution and by the framers of it. 

Mr. REILLY. You do not differ as to the law; you differ as 
to the facts. 

Mr. BOATNER. LIeall the attention of the gentleman from 
Texas to the first paragraph of section 8. As that was reported 
| to the convention, it carried with it only the power of taxation 
to execute expressly delegated powers. That was amended by 
the insertion of the words ‘and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States.” 

If the argument of the gentleman from Texas was correct, these 
words would never have been added if construed as a mere di- 
rection to Congress to execute wisely, and were the powers ex- 
pressly delegated they would be wors2 than superfluous. Our 
caths of office bind us to that. As wellmight every statut> con- 
clude with an injunction that the officers who are to execut» i 
and the judges who are to construe it are to do so honestly and 
faithfully. 

But the words were added to the taxing clause alone: they do 
not refer expressly or by implication to the suceceding clauses of 
the section. They constitute a limitation and direction on their 
power alone, and no others—a limitation that it sball be exer- 
cised only for such purposes as will * pay the debt and provide 
for the general welfare,” and a direction, command, that it shall 
be exercised for those purposes. 

Mr. Madison very pertinently says these words must have a 
meaning and effect, otherwise they are useless. You can not 
construe the article asif they were notinit. You must give 
them some effect, because they are designedly and delib-rately in- 
sertedinit. You want to limit the construction of the Constitution 
only to carry out the expressly defined powers; if you do so you 
make that language entirely useless. If you treat itas only giv- 
ing power to execute the expressly delegated powers you elimi- 
nate the words entirely, because Congress would possess just 
that power if they were wholly lacking from the article. If, on 
the contrary, you treat itas an independentor substantive power 
you eliminate the remainder of the section, because under the 
general welfare clause, if treated as an independent grant of 
power, Congress, with unlimited powers of taxation and appro- 
priation, could do anything which in its judgment would pro- 
vide for the general welfare. Neither construction is correct, 
because either would destroy the force and elfect of a part of the 
article. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If the gentleman will permit me one re- 
mark there, my understanding is that the meaning which prop- 
erly attaches to these words read by him in that clause is that 
you shall exercise the delegated powers in a manner to pi omote 
the public welfare. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, was it necessary, Mr. Chairman—will 
any sensible man so construe it—that the framers of the Consti- 
tution thought it necessary to direct that the Congresses of the 
United States should exercise the expressly delegated powers so 
as to provide for the general welfare? Why, the very execution 
of these powers themselves was designed to be to provide for the 
ceneral welfare in the instances and to the extent that the spe- 
cially delegated powers contemplated. For instance, when the 
Constitution proviled that Congress should maintain an army, 
that was for the purpose of providing for the common defense 
and the general welfare in thatrespect. Soasio the provision for 
the establishment of post routes; that was to provide for the 
veneral good in the dissemination of information and carrying 
the mails. The reasonable construction of this is, that the 
framers of the Constitution foresaw that numerous instances 
would arise in which the public welfare would be provided for 
| by making appropriations for purposes which would not be found 
| covered, either expressly or by implication, by the expressly dele- 
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gated powers contained in the Constitution, and which no human 
foresight could anticipate 


Mr. ns 


more qu¢ me 

Mr. BO. A" TNER. Certainly. 

Mr, OATES. If the majority of Congress has the right to de- 
termine as to the general welfare, what is the " se of putting in 
the Constitution that they should provide for the common de- 
fense by raising armies or by building navies? if it should rest 
within the discretion of the majo: ity what was for the general 
we if we, What was the us> of putting in this clauce or any other? 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman will understand that at the 
time these words were added to this first paragraph of section 8 
all these express powers to which he refers had been reported 
and were before theconvention. They were adopted at thesame 
time that this article as amended was adopted. And if theargu- 
ment of the gentleman were a sound argument, the part of the 
article in these words are asuperfluity; and when he insists 1] 
these words shall have no construction, he forgets, it seems 
me, that construction which is as old as jurisprudence, * that 
no potent words in a statute shall be construed so as to have no 
effect, but that the statute should be construed so that every 
word, line, and syllable in the statute shall be so construed.as to 
give it effect.” 

Mr. OATES. The vice of the gentleman's argument is that 
he undertakes to give aconstruction toa part of thestatute stand- 
ing alone, instead of construing it as a whole, the law being of 
the same age, having been adopted at the same time. 

Mr. BOATNER. The vice of the gentleman’s position is that 
he wants to construe part of the Constitution and ignore the bal- 
ance. 

Mr. OATES. I take it as a whole 

Mi r. page ER. You want to so reduce the meaning of this 
language that it will become a mere superfluity, and you would 

it no effect at all. 

Mr .OATES. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOATNER. And in further reply I refer to the fact that 
when the first paragraph of section 8 was amended by the inser- 
tion of the general-welfare clause, all the remaining paragraphs 
of that article were before the constitutional convention. Can 
it be possible that if the framers of the instrument designed and 
intended to limit the power of taxation and correlative power of 
appropriations to the execution of the remaining seventeen par- 
agraphs of the section that they would have enlarged the power 
conferred by the first paragraph by the addition of the words I 
have quoted? As originally reported, it meant and said just 
what the gentleman says it means now. Had the design been 
to give no other power than he contends exists it would have 
been adopted as reported and without amendment. 

This was not done, and you musteither adopt the construction 
for which I contend, or violate all rules of construction and say 
the words mean nothing,shall have no effect, and that the great 
men who framed the Constitution had no object or purpose in 
their insertion. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when diverted from the line of my argu- 
ment by my distinguished _ able friends, I was about to show 
tha 'y bill and farm loan bills do not fall within 
either the leiter or spirit of the general-welfare clause or any 
other cla Constitution. 

{ending money at interest has never 
ness of government—it is a busi: 
interest of the private citizen. 

That it was not considered as falling within the domain of 
covernmental functions is shown by the fact that, while the 
titution specially authorizes Congress to borrow, it does 

t] nor is there anything in the provisions 


t the ees 


ise of th 
been considered a busi- 
less Which concerns alone the 


Cons 
not authorize it to lend; 
of the instrument or the debates accompanying its adoption to 
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| 


Wiil the gentleman permit me to ask him one | 


how thatany such power or duty was dreamed of by its framers. | 
Itisa |, however, that to loan money to the private citi- 

zen would provide for the general welfare. Possibly it might of 

those who got the money; but would not the same result follow 


from furnishing the poor and proverty-stricken throughout the 
United Sta‘es with food and raiment, or remunerative employ- 
ment by which they could earn it? If thé farmer or landholder 
is to get Government money or an advance on his lands or his 
products, ought not the famished and freezing poor of the great 
ci to be furnished with food and fuel? 


‘The principle is identical in each case, and the object the re- 
lief of the individual, who complains of the hardship of his situa- 
tion. Claiming that he is unable to take care of himself, he asks 
the Government to do so for him, to be his parent and guardian. 

Is it not apparent from the preamble of the Constitution that 


to protect the citizen with wise 
all even chance in the race o! 
and the pursuit of happiness. 
he hand of the tax-gatherer 


this Government was fo nded 
and beneficent laws, which ciy 
life, and protect all in life, liberty, 
How. then, isthe Governmentto ay 
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on my earnings in order to lend them to my less provident neigh- 
ber. To do so is to do what the Supreme Court said. in the To- 
peka cases, is legalized robbery. 

Taxes may rightfully be collected to defray all proper and le- 

gitimate expenses of government, but when taken to promote in- 
dividual and private fortune is an enforced contribution from 
one citizen toanother. Banking, warehousing, and money-lend- 
ing have been in the hands of pi ‘ivate citizens since the dawn of 
civilization. They have never been directly prosecuted by gov- 
aounetnaie as such. They could not have been in the minds of 
the convention which made the Constitution as being covered 
by the general-welfare clause,for the reason that only public 
legis!ation which operated equally upon all and for all could 
justly bo said ‘‘ to provide for the general welfare of the United 
States.” 

A monopoly of any business would be the destruction of all 
others engaged init. If the United States loaned all the money 
needed, handled all the farm products of the country at cost of 
handling, every other person engaged in those industries would 
be compelled to abandon them and seek others. There would 
be no field for private capital or possibility of competition with 
thesovereign, who would print money ad labitum, declare it legal 
tender, and, by doing business at cost, monopolize every avenue 
of trad 

That it would provide for the welfare of the landowner to lend 
him money at 2 per cent no one willdeny, if the money retained 
any value: but what of the citizen who owned no land and who 
could not borrow at all? 

It might help the wheat-grower to relieve himof interest and 
elevator charges and furnish the money to bull the wheat and 
corn market; but what of the millions who buy bread with their 
daily earnings, and who would be called upon to pay the in- 
sased price put upon it by the laws of the United States? 

Would it provide for the general welfare to create by law the 
most gigantic trust ever conceived, with the United States as 
trustee, for the purpose of ‘‘ cornering” the market upon every 
necessary of life? 

Our friends of the Farmers’ Alliance and People’s party will 
say this is not true, but I submit to them that the bill proposes 
the formation of a gigantic trust upon exactly the lines and 
principles of every other trust in the United States, except that 
in those the beneticiaries furnish the capital and in this it is to 
be furnished by the Government. 

The oil trust, the whisky trust, the sugar trust, and the cot- 
ton-sced oil trust were all formed for the identical purpose 
avowed by the supporters of the subtreasury. These hare been 
denounced as criminal, both by the laws of the United States 
and the several States, and our Alliance friends have been their 
most unrelenting fo.s; yet they propose, as I will show, to have 
the Government do for them what private c>jperation has done 
for others. 

The cotton-seed oil trust was formed to put down competition 
in the purchase of seed and in the sale of oil. It was accom- 
plished by all uniting in an association and paying the same 
price for seed. When the oil was ready for market, if the price 
was not satisfactory the trust would advance to the mill desir- 
ing to sell whai the oil was worth in the market, and hold the 
oil within the price advanced toa satisfs actory figure. So of the 
whisky and all other trusts, the object and purpose being to 
control the price of this ” ‘oduct by withholding from the 
market all except such supply as would equal the demand. 

This has been found most advantageous to the trusts but ruin- 
ous to the public. 

Now, if asa matter of fact, the object of the Alliance could 
be accomplished, the price of our food products would be ad- 
vanced as far as a *‘ bull” with his limited resources could do so. 
If all the wheat, and corn, and meat in the United States could 
be locked up for one week the holder could get his own price for 
what he would sell, but would this provide for the welfare of 
those who had to buy? On the contrary would not every privat 
ind ividual who would seek by such a course to extortion the 
public be ju stly characterized as a public enemy? I think so. 

This result, if ac complished, would enrich one class and im- 
poverish another; a result, in my judgment, not prov iding for 
the general welfare. It, however, invariably happens that any 
corner in the market of any necessity of life will fail, however 
powerful the broker, unless the supply is insufficient for the de- 
mand. Now, it isnot proposed that the United States should 
h id these products longer than one year. 

Let us see what would have hapyp: ned to the ec tton-growers of 
the South the past two years had it been enacted into a statute. 

In - 1) middling cotto opened at 9 cents per pound at net: 
by the Ist of January it was down to 7.30cents, a loss of about $6 
per bale. Fully one-half the crop was marketed by that time, 
and the lo-s fell on the buyers. 

Had it been stored in Government 








warehouses it would have 
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fallen upon the growers, and the margin of 20 per cent reserved 


would not have protected the Government against loss. 

Exactly the same thing occurred in 1891. The early sales of 
sotton brought good prices. When the full extent of the crop 
became known, prices declined rapidly and a great part of the 
crop is still unmarketed. 


Ii stored in Government warehouses, who would bear the loss? | 


But our friends say had it been stored the price would not have 
gone down. 

This, in my judgment, is amost grievous mistake. Our farmer 
friends were for years clamorous for the establishment of an Ag- 
ricultural Department. Now they have it, it seems to furnish 
the buyers of their products the safest data upon which to cal- 
culate what-the prices of their products will be a year ahead. 
In other words, it is an invaluable aid to the speculator and the 
buyer, and a corresponding disadvantage to the farmer, for 
whose benefit it was created. 

The consequence would be that with cotton rapidly being stored 
in the Government warehouses the buyer would with certainty 
be able to tell just how large thecropis. If large he does not buy, 
but waits until the loans fall due. He not only knows that this 
cotton must come on the market, but just when it will come, and 
how much must come, and hence is master of the situation. 

Mr. Speaker, this and kindred measures are strangers to our 
system of government, and if adopted would undermine and de- 
stroy it. 

This would be a first and very long step toward socialism, thus 
bringing the Government in the relation of the individual and 
personal condition of its citizens, and if done so as to one or 
more kinds of business it must eventually as to all. 

Class legislation as toone would necessarily be followed by class 
legislation to others, to all. If the farmer and the landowner 
get into the Treasury at 2 per cent, other classes will soon follow 
at the same rate, and if the scheme were successful the United 
States would be the most giganiic monopolistof this or any other 
age. 

When the pension system was; first introduced it was thought 
that a few millions a year for afew years would be all that would 
be required. When the pension bill called for something over 
$40,000,000 Gen. Gariicld apologized for it, and said it was at high- 
water mark and would rapidly decline. It has,on the contrary, 
increased with amazing rapidity and now reaches the staggering 
sum of $145,000,000. 

The pensioners hold the balance of power in many districts; 
no one dares oppos: their demands, and they are rapidly per- 
suading themselves that as they saved the country they have 
been generous to take only a part instead of the whole. As this 
system has assumed such enormous proportions, so the proposed 
plan of the Alliance would throw them utterly into the shade, if 
indeed the mere passage of the bill did not drive our bullion 
money out of circulation, sendit to a premium, and bring us such 
financial disaster as would at once force its repeal. 

Thess measures, Mr. Speaker, the subtreasury and farm-lcan 
bills, are, in my humble judgment, contrary to the letter and 
spirit of the Constitution for the reasons which I have given, 
and I hope [ have made clear to the House the wide difference, 
at least from my standpoint, between an appropriation for pri- 
vate emoluments and gain and one for purposes which provides 
for the general welfare. 

Mr. CARUTH. Send for HatcH. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The timeof the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. BOATNER] has expired. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first submit the question on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the amendment be read. 

‘The amendment was again read. 


‘The question was taken; and the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN 
was rejected—ayes 21, noes 39. 

Mr. PIERCE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask to have my amend- 
ment read. ; 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “Illinois,” in eighth line, down to and in- 
cluauing the word “ haif-dollars,” in line 21, and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury shall proceed to coin all the abraded 
silver coin in the Treasury reduced from any cause below the point of t 
ance into standard silver half-dollars, quarters, and dimes in such propor- 
tion as he may deem proper, and outof the amountof half-dollars coined as 
aforesaid two millions and a half of half-dollarsis hereby appropriated to aid 
in thesuccess ofthe World’s Fair, and said two millions of half-dollars so ap- 
propriated shall be struck or coined with such devices and designs as may 
be designated by the Director of the Mint in commemoration of the Exposi- 
tion.’ 





Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that amendment. The first part of it provides for the 
coinage of all the abraded fractional silver that there is in the 
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Treasury. Obviously that proposition has no connection at all 
with helping the World's Fair. 
Mr. PIERCE. The section refers directly to the subject-mat- 
ter of abraded coin. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I know: but this section provides for the 
the benetit of the World's Co- 


lumbian Exposition, and the proposition of the eentleman from 











Tennessee goes outside of that and provides for a recoinage of 
fractional silver for general outside purposes. The subiect of 
the first section of the bill is the coinage of souvenir half-doilar 
in aid of the World's Columbian Exposition. The gentleman’s 
amendment provides for the co nage of si ‘ for other 103 
and it is not germane to the bill. 

Mr. PIERCE. I think if the Chair wil xamine the a d- 
ment he will see that it is vermane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has some doubt oO! 
tion, but will submit t ‘au stion to the committe 

Mr. PIERCE. I would like toh heard a moment ) i 

uestion. The purpose of this bill is to provide that out of t} 
abraded coin 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 

I’ CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will sta it. 

ir. TRACEY. If want to ask whether the a ndment 
gentleman from Tennessee changes the title of th 


The CHAIRMAN. It does not. 
Mr. PIERCE. The proposition is, out of the abraded coin. 0 


coin below the degree of tolerance, and which is not in use a) 
can not be reissued by the Government, to coin and give to tl 


World’s Columbian Exposition two and a half million 





Mr. DINGLEY. Souvenir half-dollars 

Mr. PIERCE. Souvenir half-dollars. Now. there are in th 
Treasury only a little over $14,000,000 of this abraded coin. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only six millions of abraded. 

Mr. PIERCE. Fourteen million three hundred thousand dol- 
lars. I have just looked at the statement. refore, this 
amen\ment of mine will restore to the people at least te 
twelve millions of money that has gone out of circulation, and 
when you propose here to make a gift to the Columbian Exposi- 
tion of this amount out of this abraded coin which is not 
how can this House refuse to the people the right to have re- 
stored to circulation the remainder of that coin now in t! 
Treasury and out of circulation? 

[ desire to appeal especially to the Democrats upon this si 
of the House and to remind them that the present nominee of 
the Democratic party, Mr. Cleveland, has said, over his own 
signature, that this country needs in its business transactions a 
increase of at least $10 per capita of circulating medium. Now, 
will the Democrats upon this floor refuse to at least ) to 
the people this small amount of money which has been taken ¢ 
of the circulation in this way. I submit also to th Lep ican 
side of the House that on a questionof this kind t! should be 
no partisanship one wav or the othe 

The proposition is simply to restore a part of the mot f the 
country which has been taken out of circulation by reason of i 
abrasion. My amendment simply provides for the restoration 
of that as a part of the circulating medium of the country. And, 
Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen raise the question of a ** dishone 
dollar, [ say to them: You are issuing this co.n to a private co 
poration out of this very fund, and why not extend to the pe 
the same favors. in effect, that you give to this private « mrpora 
tion? 

{ submit, then, to this House that itis but fair a il 
that the question of the free coinage of silver i 
connected with this proposition, which is simply to tore to 
the circulating me ium of the co intry the mney W 
tofore has beenin use.,and by continued use is reduce ) t 
degree of tolerance and under the law remains in the Tr 
as dealcapital. I thinkthatthis amendm ought to be madea 
part of this section. 
~' Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the gent 
man from Tennessee have no bearing upon the pointof orde 

Ir. PIERCE. I did not think the point required any answi 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the suggestions he has made call for a 
reply presenting the simple facts. There is in the Treasury of 
the United States to-day about $14,000,000 of fractional silver 
48,000,000 of which is not aora ed b l w the limit of tolerances 
hut is ready for distribution to whoever may desire it; and it 
does not go out for the simple reason that the people do not d 
mandit. There are only $5,000,000 of abraded silver coin, and 
itis this portion of the $14,009,010 which the bill proposes to 
have r olined intoso ir il dollars for th aid of th World's 
Exhibition. The proposition of the gentleman is to coin this 
money, not for the purposes of the Exvosition. but fo | : 
outside: and it is not german o this s « m of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis on the amendment o ed 
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by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE]. 
are in favor of it 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided thatsome time ago. 
The Chair regarded the question as one not free from doubt, 
and said he would submit the proposition to the committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Submit which—the ques- 
tion of order or the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Submit the motion. Thereupon the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee rose and discussed the question for ten 
minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jerssy. Mr. Chairman, it was un- 
derstood that you would submit the point of order to the Com- 
mittee ‘of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman did not understand the 
decision of the Chair, the Chair will submit the question of order 
to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRACEY. Task that that be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Will the Committee of 
the Whole sustain the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Maine? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 64, noes 31. 

Mr. PIERCE. I call for tellers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. There is no quorum. Of 
course the gentleman is entitled to tellers, if he insists on the 
point. 

Mr. PIERCE. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE] and the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEy]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
ter, you can have all you want of it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that this only consumes time which otherwise might be given 
to the discussion. The vote must be taken to-morrow at 1 
o'clock. 

Mr. PIERCE. I withdraw the call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The ayes have it; the point of order is 
sustained; and the amendment is not before the committee. 

Mr. TERRY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. The gen- 
tleman from Maine, as I understood, raised a point of order 
upon my substitute that it could not be offered as a substitute 
for the entire proposition until the whole bill had been read 
through. That is the way I understood him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That itcould not ba offered then; that the 
gentleman would have to offer it section by section. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, I desire to have the ruling of the Chair 
upon that proposition before we pass from the first section, be- 
cause if the ruling should be adverse to me,I wish to offer it 
as a sub;titute for the first section. I gave notice that I desired 


As many as 


A point of order has been raised on the 


Did the Chair hold that the amendment is 


If you are going to filibus- 
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to perfect my substitute; and I have perfected it by adding at | 


the end of the first section the Sunday closing provision of the 


Senate amenlment, which is to be considered as a part of my | 


substitute, and by adding after the words ‘‘ as now provided by 


law in the matter of legal tender” the words ‘‘for silver half- | 


dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the ques- 
tion of order. The Chair was about to state that the proposition 
would be considered as pending without objection, when the 
gentleman from Maine reserved the point of order. It might be 
just 4s well at this time perhaps—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘The gentleman cun offer his first section as 
a substitute for the first section of the bill, but he can not offer 
«substitute for the whole bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Maine iscorrect. A 
substitute for the entire bill is not in order until we reach the 
conclusion of the bill. But there is now pending a substitute 
for the first section. As soonas that is voted on, the gentleman 
from Arkansas can offer his proposition. 

Mr. TERRY. That will not prevent me from offering the 
same thing as a substitute for the entire bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That ean not be done in Committee of the 
W hole. 

Mr. MCRAE. Why not in Committee of the Whole as well 
as anywhere else? 

Mr. LITTLE. I send 
to submit. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is now pending a substitute for 
section 1; and the Chair suggests that if the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Lrprrut 


to the desk a proposition which I desire 


the vote be now taken without objection on the substitute of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 


| desires to get a vote on his proposition, | 
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Mr. LITTLE. 
present. 

Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. REILLY. 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing pending except the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Missouri for the first section. The 
Clerk will report the amendment sent to th» desk by the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Very well; I withhold my proposition for the 


I desire to offer an amendment to section 1. 
What is the parliamentary status, Mr. Chair- 


Amend the first section of the bill by striking out the word “five” in the 


eleventh line, and inserting the word * ten.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 
sert this? 

Mr. PICKLER. That amendment refers ts the eleventh line 
of the first section of the pending substitute. 

The object of my amendment, Mr. Chairman, is to make this 
bill conform to the expressed will of both Houses of Congress as 
heretofore declared when this subject was before them for con- 
sideration. The Senate and the House have already adopted in 
the sundry civil bill the proposition to make this appropriation 
or loan, a sum of $5,000,000; and I present this proposition now 
as originally agreed upon, so that we may have a direct vote 
upon it. 

Lunderstand from proceedings which have b2en had here this 
morning that some kind of a compromise commission was ap- 
pointed by the majority side of this House, and had this matter 
in charge on yesterday; that they considered it and came in this 
morning with this proposition. Unfortunately we were not all 
consulted as to that agreement, and it is with sincere regret that 
[ learn that the members or friends of the Columbian Commis- 
sion have agreed to this compromise to-day. Ido not unJer- 
stand what they gain by it or what they expect to gain. 

It seems to me that agreeing to strike out the amount of $5,- 
00),C00, which has been inserted in the sundry civil bill by both 
Houses of Congress and making it two and a half millions in- 
stead, as proposed here, is an absolute surrender of the propo- 
sition for the benefit of the World's Fair, the surrender of the 
matter already acted on, and is,in brief, the surrender of the 
ma/ority to the minority. I ask the members on this floor who 
favor this bill, the friends of the measure, what they get by this 
surrender? You do not even bind a member on that side of the 
House who was against the former proposition to vote for this 
smaller appropriation. You leave the matter absolutely open. 
You abandon everything you have gained. 

If this is the most that the friends of this bill expect to pre- 
sent tothe people of this country: if this is all the backbone 
they are able to display, when they have gained a victory on the 
floor of the House, if after the House and Senate have bo -h 
alopted a proposition, and we have spent more thana week here 
contending for it, we are to back down becaus?2 a half dozen gen- 
tlemen in the minority se2m to be able to hold the House, then 
it seems tome it is unworthy of the House to accept a proposition 
of this character in its stead. And therefore, Mr. Chairman, I[ 
offer this amendment, to put the appropriation where both 
Houses before placed it. 

Mr. REILLY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REILLY. Does the gentleman understand that the Sen- 
ate amendment to the sundry civil bill appropriating $5,000,000 
to the World’s Fair required the Columbian Exposition to reim- 
burse the Government of the United States its share of what- 
ever profits may have been derived from the Exposition, whereas 
in this case, as now proposed, the appropriation is absolute and 
unconditional? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not think that it was any objection to 
the plan that the Government should be paid back the $5,000,000, 
In fact, I think it was a good thing. 

Mr. REILLY. Which would you consider as ths more bene- 
ficial to the Exposition? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, lam unable to determine as to details. 
. know that $5,000,000 is what was asked; I know that was -the 
sum which was agreed to by both Houses of Congress, and | 
know that the present proposition is an absolute abandonment of 
what was already gained, and I know the friends of the Fair fa- 
vored the $5,000,000 proposition. And moreover, it seems to me, 
[ repeat, that this is the surrender of the majority of this House 
to a very small minority. I am unable to understand wh t ex- 
planation the friendsof the Exposition will have to make to their 
constituents and to the country for this surrender. 

It was well said by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
SON] this morning, that to his great surprise—or that at least 
was the effect of his language—to his great surprise the friends 
of this bill came in and surrendered willingly everything that 


Where does the gentleman propose to in- 


| they had already gained. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
for a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Which would you rather have, 

a man to loan you $5,000,000 to be repaid hereafter, or to give 
you $2,500,000 outright? 
“ Mr. PICKLER. That question is not before the House. But 
Iask the gentleman this question in response. Which would 
you rather do: Would you rather have the majority of the peo- 
ple’s Representatives in Congress heeded after they have ex- 
pressed themselves, and stand by it and have their will obeyed, 
or have them back down and surrender to a small minority of 
gentlemen from the South? 

Mr. BABBITT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PICKLER. Not now: I would rather not yield. I say 
that the gentlemen from the South have captured the House of 
Representatives, and have compelled the friends of this Fair 
proposition to back down when there was no necessity of their 
doing so. = 

Mr. BABBITT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. BABBITT. You speak of our laboring herea whole week 
to bring about this matter. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from South Dakota if he has been here a week? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, I have. 

Mr. BABBITT. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has 
not just come into this House? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I have been here ten days, and I came 
1,600 miles to vote for this proposition, because I believe this 
World's Fair is a national exposition, and I believe my people 
will be benefited by it, and will ba of great benefit to the people 
of the whole nation, and especially to those of the West and 
Northwest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] unless the gentleman asks unanimous 
consent to proceed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask unanimons consent that I may be al- 
lowed to proceed for five minutes. Am [I not allowed ten min- 
utes under the rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman hashad ten minutes. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], 
but the gentleman from South Dakota asks unanimous consent 
to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. POWERS. I object to the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. BRYAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
ten minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I claim my rights. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota occu- 
pied ten minutes, and thereupon the Chair recognized the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska |[Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly I did not occupy ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman occupied ten minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. If I have had ten minutes, all right; but I 
certainly did not think I had, I will get in later. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. BRYAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Will the gentleman yield to me 





Was nota rule adopted that we should have 


Does the gentleman offer it as an amend- 


ment to the amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota? | 


Mr. BRYAN. No, I offer it as an amendment to the original 
section. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
a moment. The question is upon the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 
“ - 
The amendment of Mr. PICKLER was rejected. 
Mr. BRYAN. Now,I offer the amendment which I have sent 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
By Mr. BRYAN: 
Amend section 1 by striking out the words “from uncurrent subsidiary 
silver coins now in the Treasury,” and insert: i 
“From silver bullion purchased in excess of present necessary purchases 
of silver; and to pay for same the sum of $2,000,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated.” Bs 


Mr.DINGLEY. I make the point of order against that amend- 


ment. 
Mr.BRYAN. Iwould like to have the point of order decided 
now. 


The gentleman will please withhold it for | 
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The CHAIRMAN. What is the proposition? 
Mr. BRYAN. The proposition is to coin these souvenir half- 
dollars from bullion purchased aside from the present necessary 


| purchases by the Government, instead of coining it out of the 


subsidiary coin. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Maine| Mr. DINGLEY] is well 
taken. This isa bill which provides for the recoining in a ecer- 
tain mauner of uncurrent subsidiary coin. The proposition 
offered by the gentleman from Nebraska |Mr. BRYAN] provides 
for the purchase of silver bullion. 

Mr. BRYAN. Just a word. The purpose of this bill is to 
coin souvenir half-dollars for the World's Fair. The bill as pro- 


| pesed would direct the coining out of silver now inthe Treasury 


known as abraded coin. The purpose of the amendment is to 
purchase the silver and coin these half-dollars for the bene (‘it of 
the Fair, instead of using the coin now inthe Treasury. It cer- 
tainly is germane to the bill under consideration. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thatis. you propose new coinage instead of 
recoinage. 


Mr. BRYAN. Yes. 
Mr. DINGLEY. They are two different subjects. 
Mr. BRYAN. 


[tseems to m2 it is certainly not subject to the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the amendment obnox- 
ious to the point of order. 

Mr.C NGLEY. Thesame pointof order was ruled upon dur- 
ing the vonsideration of the sundry civil bill, when a similar 
amendment was propos2d. 


The CHAIRMAN. That istrue. During the consideration 


| of the sundry civil bill a ruling was made by the gentleman from 


| dollars for the benefit of the Fair. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from | 








Georgia |Mr. LESTER] which substantially covers the point made 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY}. 

Mr. BRYAN. If the Chair will allow me, I willstate that the 
point there decided can not be cited as a precedent in this case. 
What is the object of this bill? The real object is to issue half- 
Now, whether they shall be 
issued outof the coin in the Treasury or made from bullion pur- 
chased is certainly a question for this House to consider. It 
relates to the details of the bill. There are some who would be 
willing to give this aid if it is coined out of additional silver 
bullion who might not be willing to reduce the circulation by 
using subsidiary coin; because, Mr. Chairman, if these souvenirs 
are worth anything they will command more than the market 
value, and therefore will not gointo circulation, while if the un- 
current coin is recoined as usual it retains its place in the volume 
of the currency. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Let me ask the gentleman this: Suppose 
it was provided in the bill that this $2,500,000 should be appro- 
priated out of Treasury notes, would not that be legitimate? 

Mr. BRYAN. My amendment would, I think, be germane in 
that case as well as in the present. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I will ask the Chair this question: Sup- 
pose that the amendment was to make this donation outof Treas- 
ury notes, would not that be legitimate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to pass upon any 
question not in issue. 

Mr. DICKERSON. It scems to me the method of giving the 
half-dollars is but an incident. 

Mr. BRYAN. It seems to me that it is purely a matter of de- 
tail; and if the Chair is still of the opinion that the point of or- 
der should be sustained, simply to obtain the sense of the House 
I will appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is: Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand a3 the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
BRYAN, there were—ayes 63, noes 16: so th decision of the 
Chair was sustained. 

Mr. DICKERSON. [ offer th 

The Clerk read as follows: 


following anendment. 


Amend by striking out section 1. 


Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment for 
the purpose of taking the sense of this House on the question. 
[ think, sir, we are going entirely beyond the powers of Congress 
if we make this appropriation. [ desire to say, in the first place, 
on the question as to whether we should appropriate $5,000,000 
or $2,500,000 I am indifferent. 

If we concede the principle of making an appropriation, we 
have passed the crisis on this question; and, so iar as | am con- 
cerned, I am unwilling to make a niggardly appropriation after 
we have conceded the question of principle. | believe that it is 
a violation of the Constitution. I believe that this Congress 
must act under certain enumerated delegated powers, and that 
the words ‘* general welfare” as used in the Constitution mean 
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that we shall legislate within the limited authority of Congress, 
in a manner that will result in the general welfare of this Gov- 
ernment. If we give the construction to the words ‘‘ general 
welfare * that the 
recitation of these 
and there isno reason {a 
expression), there could be no sense in enumerating them. 

What purpose could the constitutional convention have had in 
particularizing and specifying the powers of Congress at all, if 
the words ‘‘ general welfare” shall now be construed to enlarge 
the authority to the discretion of the gentlemen composing this 
body. There is no way to define or ascertain the extent of Con- 
gressional authority under ‘ general welfare” as contended for 
by the gentleman from Louisiana, and the courts could no longer 
test the statutes by the constitutional rule. The court must 
con‘ine its investigation to the fact whether the statute has in 
view the general good. 

The very factof giving ageneral direction at theend of the rec- 
ita‘ion of the specilic powers must destroy the specific powers or 
enlarge them to such an extent that the specification can bo 
no longer effectual. The delegated authority to this Congress 
do.s not extend to such a proposition as this, and I must vote 
against the appropriation, whether it be be $1 or $5,000,000, and 
upon the question of principle, and not upon the question of 
amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. FELLOWS. 
ported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes s seemed to have it. 

. DICK em Division. 
T he committee divided, and there 
So the am sercti nt was rejected. 
ir. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to offer the amendment which I send up to paragraph 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 57, section 1, page 3, the following: 

‘ i / — _— —— imported articles, such as are offered for sale, either at 
can money t he price of such article in theforeign market from whence they 
came, exclusive of tariff or other like charges.”’ 

Vir. DINGLEY. 
ment, that it is not germane. 
av > of souvenir half-dollars. 

Mir. BUTLER. I ask that the amendment be again reported. 

BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman from 
fowa wants the amendment reported again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 
for the consideration of the Chair, when we are 


enumerated and delegated powers are idle, 


The question is on the amendment. 


vere—ayes 16, noes 70. 


This isa provision for the coin- 


be plainly marked, with the denomination of Ameri- 
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gentleman from Louisiana has given, then the | 


nd if you will excuse the use of a coarser | 
| no clear connection ‘iebween haif-dollars — drinks. 


May I ask that the amendment be again re- | 
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the coinage of souvenir half-dollars, and tliat amendment pro- 
vides for abolishing drinks. |[Laughter.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It would be just as proper to pro- 
vide that the director-general should not go down and take an 
ocean bath during the time of the a | Laughter | 

Mr. DICKERSON. It seems to me, Mr. hairman, there is 
[Laugh- 
ter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. BUTLER] 
raises the question of order that this amendment is not ger- 
—_ to the first section of the bill. 

* ATKINSON. Mr.Chairman, I believe itis always within 
the power of the House to impose any condition it may see fit 
upon a grant of money which it makes by way of appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this amend- 
ment is inorder. The House hasa right to place this limitation 
upon the appropriation. The rulings are uniform in support of 
this view. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Is it in order to yield my time? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is in order. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Then I will yield to the gentleman from 
— Dakota [Mr. PiCKLER]. 

BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, at the time the Chair rendered 
his z cision I had risen to take an appeal. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa states that he 


| rose for the purpose of taking an appeal, and the Chair will enter- 





| tain the appeal. 


The ge ntleman from Iowa appeals from the 
decision of the Chair and the question is: Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee. 

The question was taken: and the decision of the Chairman was 
sustained—ayes 65, noes 14. 


Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman,I do not care to repeat the 


| argument that I made in favor of an amendment of this char- 


acter which I submitted some time ago, but I wish to address 
myself for afew minutes to the argument of the gentlemen from 
Kentucky ,who offered an amendment a little while ago proposing 
tostrike out the firstsectionof this bill. I wish to say to him,with- 


| outdiscussing the constitutional questionat very greatlength,that 


we are not engaged in doing anything new or novel in making 


| this appropriation. 1t has been customar y, or it was customary 


‘ » f ~ g Mme oho 
Imake the point of order against that amend | in the early history of the United States, for the Government to 


| take stock in corporations, just as was proposed in the amend- 


Mr. Chairman, I submit | 
extending a | 


concession, whether we have not the right to impose conditions | 


upon which the conesssion is made? Ido not pretend that this 
‘ — S to thi 
souvenirs, or to anything of that character, but it does state a 


condition under which these eoins shall be coined, if coined at 


» form of coining souvenirs, or to the amount of the | 


ing a logical connection between the amendment and the para- | 


or a under consideration. 

. DINGLEY. You could put in a whole tariff bill under 
i suggestion. This is a proposition to coin souvenirs for the 
W - a ee [ixposition. 

. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Nothing is more com- 
mon when grant are being made than to attach provisos which 
are ¢c onditions of the grants. It is continually done. 

. DINGLEY. There is nothing in this first section except 

7) or or coinage of souvenir half-dollars. 


= HAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that this 
ayrondment inits present form is not germane to this section. 
Vir. BRECKINRIDGE of Ar ane If an amendment of this 


character is ruled out [ will ask the Cl 
admissible except as a new sec lon? 

Vhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair would not like to pass upon 
that question at this moment, but will examine and determine 
later. 

eee REILLY. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

-ATKINSON. Mr.Chairman.I offer an amendment which 

I se nd to the desk, 


The amendmert was read. as follows: 


ment to the sundry civil bill which came over from the Senate. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Chairman, I confess that early in 
the history of this country the Federalists helped to inaugurate 
the old Bank of the United States, but I do not concede that that 
= a ee r thing to do. 

Mr. ATKINSON. That may be; but when the Government of 
the United States took stock in the United States bank, it was 
believed to be a constitutional act, and when that stock was 
taken by the Government the taking had the effect of a contem- 
poraneous int2rpretation of the Constitution of the United States. 
The very men who made that instrument interpreted it to give 


; : a ae . | them the authority to take stock in private corporations. 
al; and I submi! that to the judgment of the Chair as constitut- | . } I 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Llinois. 
question? 

Mr. ATKINSON. [can not yield, because I have very little 
time. 

Mr. DICKERSON. What prominent Democrat ever favored 
that construction of the Constitution? 

Mr. ATKINSON. I will call attention to other facts in the 
history of the United States indicating the interpretation given 
by our predecessors to the Constitution. The United States 
took $1,000,000 of stock in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Com- 
pany, and it has that stock to-day, I believe, unless it has been 
given away as utterly worthless. The United States also took 
1,500 shares of stock in the Delaware and Chesapeake Canal Com- 


Will the gentleman permit a 


n is was authorized b *t approved in 182: The 
1air whether it would be | P@ny, and this was ized by an act app 


United States also took 1,000 shares of stock in the Louisville and 
Portland Canal Company, by act approved May 13, 1826. The 


| United States also took 600 shares of stock in the Dismal Swamp 
| Canal Company by act approved May 21, 1832. 


mend by inserti t the end of the first section the following: 

ind provided fu that no part of the appropriation provided for by 
this act shall be paid. or be in any way available, until satisfactory assur- | 
amces are given by the officers of the World's Columbian Exposition that 
the sale of intoxicatir liquors on the grounds of said Iexposition chal be 
prohibited except o1 for medicinal, mechanical, or scientific purposes.’ 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that is not germane to this section. The section provides for 


Mr. BAILEY rose. 

The CHA IRMA AN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON] yie ld to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Ido not at present. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I show here by the record that in at least 
four instances the United States did precisely what we are asked 
to do here to-day: that is, the Government took stock in a pri- 
vate corporation. And while it is too late in this debate to dis- 
cuss the importance of this great Columbian Exposition, yet | 
think I am safe in saying that the United States and her people 
will be as much benetited by a successful exhibition at Chicago as 


' the people were ever benefited by any of the public worksto which 


te Nk 
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Ihave called attention. If it was constitutional then for the | 


United States to take stock in a corporation, I would like to hear 
some stronger argument than has yet been presented to show 
that it is unconstitutional now. Iam now ready to yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. : 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to submit this consideration to the 
gentleman: that in every instance where the United States be- 
came a stockholder in a corporation it was upon the theory that 
the enterprise was connected with the service of the Government, 
and it wasin execution of some project of internal improvement. 


And asto the cases indicated by the gentleman, one of them | 


was under the Administration of John Quincy Adams. 
Mr. ATKINSON. It may be that they were under that Ad- 


ministration. [havegiventhedates. ThegentlemanI presume | 


knows; and anybody else whowill take up the list of Presidents 
and the years of their Administration, will be able to determine 
the question. 

{ believe, however, that this Exposition which we are asked 
to provide for, is an object of as great utility as any of the public 
works that [have named. What may have been the theory of 
the members of Congress and others who were concerned in the 
enactment of those laws I do not know; but I presume they were 
enacted for the purpose of advancing the public welfare of the 
people of the United States, as I believe this Exposition will do. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not deny the facts to 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has alluded in the his- 
tory of the Government of the United States; but I will say that 
on those occasions it violated what 1 believe to be a clear, well- 
defined constitutional principle. But those examples were set, 
not by Democrats, but by the old Federal party, which has never 
had a correct idea of this republican form of government under 
the Constitution as written. 

The gentleman knows that when the old bank of the United 
States was inaugurated it was done at the instigation of Mr. 
Hamilton. He knows that the President of the United States, 
being in doubt upon the constitutional question, submitted it to 
the then Secretary of State, Mr. Jefferson, for his opinion, and 
that Mr. Jefferson wrote an elaborate opinion denying any con- 
stitutional authority on the part of Congress to establish that 
bank, or to take any interest in it whatever. He knowsin addi- 
tion, if he has read the history of that bank, that the then Attor- 
ney-General of the United States, a gentleman authorized, as the 
law officer of the Administration, to advise upon this point, ren- 
dered his opinion in exact conformity with and corroborating 
the opinion of Mr. Jefferson. He knows, too, that the President 
of the United States, acting in a manner that scems to me start- 
ling in the Father of his Country, took these two opinions after 
they had been written, concealed from others the fact that those 
expressions had been given, and submitted them to Mr. Hamil- 
ton that he might criticise them and render an opinion, and di- 
recited Mr. Hamilton to make no copies and toreturnthe written 
opinions to him. So that Mr. Hamilton had opportunity to 
answer the objections which had been made, while Mr. Jefferson 
and Mr. Randolph had no opportunity to consider and criticise 
Riis report. 

The gentleman knows, too, that the action then taken was only 
justified and only justifiable upon the ground that the United 
States at that time had no subtreasuries, had no means of trans 
porting money to remote parts of the country; and hence it was 
insisted that the establishment of the bank was an absolute ne- 
cessity in order that its branches might be used by the Govera- 
ment as agents for the purpose of discharging the duties of the 
Government in paying its debts and distributing the money of 
the United States to its creditors. 

There is no parallel between the condition then and the con- 
dition now. ‘They are not alike in any particular. The same 
necessity existing then does not exist now. At that time we 
had no railroads, no telegraphs, no sufficient means of communi- 
‘ation. Accounts were sometimes as long as six months in pass- 
ing from remote quarters of the Union tothe Treasury; and upon 
the ground of necessity and public exigency the men of that day 
felt justified in stretching the Constitution beyond what was 
proper and reasonable 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania will remember more 
than that. He will remember that Mr. Madison, at the time 
when he took a position against that character of legislation, 
stated as one of the reasons why he was so emphatic in his oppo- 
sition was that, being a member of the constitutional conven- 
tion, a proposition was made there authorizing the Government 
of the United States to engage in this character of legislation, 
and that the constitutional delegates overwhelmingly voted 
against it as not within the legitimate functions of government 
atall. I confess that the gentleman can cite instance after in- 
stance of a violation of the Constitution, but even that is no 
justification for violating it again. 


I confess that there are conditions that can be presented that 
| appeal to our humanity in the strongest terms. The necessity 
| sometimes for extraordinary action is so great that I have at 
| times almost been willing to violate that sacred instrument my- 
self, because I thought that the progress of the country and the 
necessities of the case would possibly excuse it in some instances 
and under certain conditions. But when Ido sol do wrong to 
the country, and my constituents especially. 

When there was an appeal to aid the starving people of Rus- 
sia, when there wasan appeal tofurnish seed toa drought-stricken 
section of Texas, when there was an appeal that the Govern- 
ment ought to go to the relief of the people drowned almost out 
of their homes, and their property destroyed by floods in a sex 
tion of Louisiana, that if there had been any authority in the 
Constitution, if there had been found even a doubtful right to 
exercise that power, my instinct and my kindly reyard for suf- 
fering humanity would have induced me to have resolved the 
doubt in their favor. But with my judgment, educated and ad- 
vised as I am, I can not engage in this legislation except by do- 
ing that which seems to me isabsolutely unauthorized and which 
can not be justified or defended. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania by adding 
the following: ‘“‘ Provided, That hereinafter no intoxicating liquors shall be 
sold in the House restaurant of the Capitol.” 

Mr. PICKLER. [ think, Mr. Chairman, in view of the inves- 
tigation that has been progressing for the last few days, the 
House willdetermine that this amendment is an eminently proper 
one. 

Mr. TRACEY. Is there not a point of order against that? 

Mr. PICKLER. And I trust that no gentleman will rise to 
make a point of order against such an amendment. I hope the 
neeéssities of the case will overshadow every consideration of 
that kind. Self-preservation is the first law of nature, and cer- 
tainly we ought to preserve ourselves, even if the methodof pres- 
ervation is placed upon a bill appropriating money, instead of 
as a direct act of legislation. 

Mr. BUTLER. [rise to a question of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, and do not yield it to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not yield for a question now. 

I want to say that 1 offer this amendment in all seriousness 
I believe, as was said before the investigating committee to 
which I have referred, that this body probably, as a House, is as 
sober and perhaps more so than any previous House. [ should 
hate to say less of this body. But | believe tho time has come 
when the people of this nation demand that all intoxicating 
liquors shall be removed from this building or that there shall 
be no longer an authorized sale of them in this Capitol. I be- 
lieve that the conscience of the people is aroused, and the time 
has come for us to say definitely that there shall be no further 
intoxicating liquors sold under the Dome of the Capitol. Ii 
there is anything to criticise here by gentlemen taking their 
cold tea we are responsible for it more than they. If thisis per- 
mitted within the walls of this building it is done by our per- 
mission and consent. We can cut it off; and it seems to me it is 
our duty not only to ourselves but to the people of this country 
to do so. 

Now, on the other branch of this question on which I spoke s 
few moments ago, J was trying to have gentlemen who pretend 
to be the friends of the World’s Fair on that Democratic com- 
mittee on yesterday to tell us why they abandoned their position 
as they have in the sundry civil bill and agreed to what is before 
us now? How are you gentlemen who are opposing this appro- 
priation on constitutional grounds in the other bill now going 
to ease your consciences by voting for two and one-half millions 
of dollars in this bill instead of five miilions that the sundry 


civil bill carried? Certainly that objection —the constitutional 
objection—was a mere subterfuge, or these gentlemen can not 
vote for the proposition as here presented. 

[ desire the friends who are on that committee to give us a 
reason, when on Saturday they were willing to stop the wheels 
of the Government rather than to allow that appropriation to go 
out of the sundry civil bill, how it is, as the gentleman from 


1 





Texas smilingly says, because when he understands how the 
friends of the bill were captured—he can not state it without 
smiling—how it is that they could surrender their proposition? 
Why is itthatif this wasa world’s fair on Saturday, that the peo- 
ple of the world were looking to us for a grand exposition, if it was 
an exposition of the people of the United States, if it was worthy 
of our action on Saturday how isit that they have come to aban- 
don it now, and now say to Germany, to France, and to all the 
} nations of the earth, that the United States Congress abandoned 


te 
+E 
i 
ey 
5 
i 


—_ 
re 


ae" 
ries 


en 





152 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aveust 4, 


the proposition, and, by backing down from the position already | Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jers»y. There are some too weak 


taken, stamped it as a local exposition, and not as a national 
e xpositio yn? 

I can only express my regret again that any friend of the Ex- 
position should have yielded to the gentlemen of the South. I 
do not wonder that they could stand criticism for the last few 
days. The two gentlemen from Texas [Mr. KILGORE and Mr. 
BAILEY], who have fought this measure, have achieved a vic- 
tory here in spite of the will of the House; and to them belongs 
the credit of this bill being brought in as it is, as I understand, 
and I only regret, as a friend of the measure , that thissurrender 
has been made 

It isasurrender of the majority, friends of the Fair, to the 
minority, the enemies of the same. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man tells us—and from this action of his it seems to be necessary 
for him to tell us—that he is a friend of this bill. He tells us, 
too, that he offers this amendment as a matter of self-preserva- 
tion. Now, I do not like him to go on record in thatshape, and 





[ want here and now to testify that the gentleman is a non- | 


drinker. [Laughter.| [do not believe there is any necessity, 
for his self-preservation, for him to offer any such amendment. 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman from New Jersey allow 
me to make a suggestion in that c es tion? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr. CARUTH. If the gentleman from South Dakota would 


| You will vote when I get through and not before. 
| ** Vote!” 


to do that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman—— [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” * Vote!”] 
[Cries of 
“Vote! ”] Mr. ( ‘hairman, it was only two or three days 
ago that we had quite an excitement on the floor of this House- 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote! ’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will be in order. 
man from Iowa will suspend until order is restored. 

Mr. BUTLER. It was only two or three days ago that we had 
quite an excitement on the floor of this House—— [Cries of 





The gentie- 


« Vote!” ‘* Vote! ”) 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will preserve order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was about to assume that there was no such 
thing as liquor sold in this House; but I am inclined to think 
there is, judging from the interruptions. [Laughter.] 

; The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please preserve or- 
der. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think we had better have the 


| gent!'eman’s words taken down, and an investigating committee 


modify his amendment by putting on a proviso that that provi- | 


sion should not apply to handmade, copper-distilled, sour mash 
Kentucky whisky there would b2 no objection to it. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Strike out anything for Kentucky. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the laws of 
the United States govern the District of Columbia. One of those 
laws provide that there can be no intoxicating liquor of any kind 
sold in the District of Columbia except upon a license by the 
Commissioners, and if the gentleman from South Dakota knows 
of any place about this building where intoxicating liquors are 
sold without any license his duty is plain. It is to complain to 
the authorities, have the indictment drawn, the persons arrested 
and prosecuted, and, if found guilty, sentenced. There is no 
necessity for another line of law upon this subject. I am tired 
of the talk that there is here about ‘‘cold tea,” and all that sort 
of thing. 

[ want to bear my testimony that for the eight years that I 
have been in this House I have been among an assemblage of 
gentlemen so little given to indulgence in intoxicating drinks 
as to be often a subject of remark. [Applause.] They are hard- 
working men and they are sober men, or they would not have 
strength and industry enough toreach this place. 
life had something to do besides tippling at the bar. If any gen- 
tleman is aggrieved by anything that goes on in this Capitol, 
the law gives him his s remedy, and if he will enforce the law 
and have any such place broken up, he will do humanity a benetit. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. Look at the investigating committee that 
has been sitting here for a week taking up the time of the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Precisely, and that com- 
mittee has not taken a line of testimony as to the existence of 
any bar in this House 
subject, but they have not undertaken any investigation as to 
whether there is or isnot a bar. Sothe gentleman does not get 
any information upon which to predicate his action from the 
investigation of that committee. He must have smelled some- 
thing or imagined something. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentlemanfrom New Jersey will assert 
upon his honor that liquor can not be obtained in the House 
end of the Capitol, | will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
never tried it. 


Mr. BUTLER. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Certainly. 
Mr. BUTLER. Iwould like tosuggest to the gent'eman from 


South Dakota— 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Oh, I thought you wanted 
to ask me a question. Now, Mr. Chairman, [ have said what I 
have said because I am a friend of this bill, and I want the bill 
kept clear of all extrancous issues; and if it passes—and I hope 
it will pass—it will probably pass by a small majority; and there 
is no use, it seems to me, for any friend of this Fair to undertake 
to clog its passage by attempting to attach to it measures which 
do not properly belong to it 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Let every man make a law for 
himself. 


Then why do you offer the | 


They have taken testimony on another | 


T can not, because I have | 


appointed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON, ‘‘ Mr. Chairman, where was the speaker at?” 
[Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Iowa has the floor. 

Mr. BOTLER. Mr. Chairman, it was only two or three days 
ago that we had quite an excitement on the floor of this House 
because a certain gentleman said something about people drink- 
ing. It was so exciting atime that I remember it created a 


| great deal of disorder on both sides of the House. Now, here 


to-day a man rises in his place and makes so serious a charge 
as that there is liquor sold in this House somewhere, and even 
provides that there shall be an amendment in this bill to cor- 
rect it, and that is accepted here as an entirely legitimate re- 
mark. [say that the gentleman who assumes, without know- 
ing, as the gentleman says he knows nothing about it—the gen- 
tleman who assumes that there is any liquor sold anywhere in 
this House absolutely insults this House, and does it intention- 
ally. Isay that thatis the exact condition in which we are 
placed to-day. If the gentleman can say that he knows such a 
thing is going on I withdraw the remark I have made. 

Mr. PICKLER. Did you not swear before the committee that 


you had seen @ member ‘intoxicated on this floor. 


| while your charge is a voluntary insult. 
They have in 





| 


Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. PICKLER. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


I did so. 

That is more than I ever saw. 

I was compelled to tell the truth under oath, 
[Great laughter. } 

- lL would suggest to the gentleman 
[Great 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
that he withdraw the last two words—‘' under oath.” 
laughter. | 

Mr. BUTLER. There is nothing in the statement that If 
made that a member has been drunk on the floor that gave rise 
to the idea that he got the liquor in this building. I say that 
the gentleman has gone entirely too far in presenting an amend- 
ment here in this Hous> to provide for the abolition of a thing 
which he himself admits he knows nothing about whatever and 
has seen nothing to indicate that such athing is going on. [Cries 
of ‘*Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken: and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand a division. 

Pending the count 

Mr. PICKLER said: I withdraw the demand for a division. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendmentoffered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ATKINSON. [| ask that the amendment may be again 
reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 


| the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. ATKINSON. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 20, noes 73. 

Mr. ATKINSON. No quorum. 

Mr. REILLY. I hope the gentleman will not make that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. REIL LY] to act as tellers. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman,I ask that the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] be substituted as a teller. 

There was no objection. 

The committee again divided; 
24, noes 75. 


and the tellers reported—ayes 
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Mr. ATKINSON. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being withdrawn, 
the noes have it, and the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvaniais rejected. The question now is on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ARMOND). 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word on 
the substitute before the vote is taken. The proposition is one 
which would supply these people with their coin 

Mr. DINGLEY. Can not the substitute b> reported again? 

The substitute was again reported. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, if this substitute were in- 
corporated into the bill, in lieu of the section that it would dis- 
place, the Secretary of the Treasury would be authorized to coin 
for this corporation 10,000,000 half-dollars, such as are described 
in the amendment, such as are described in the original section. 
The difference between section 1 and the substitute which I offer 
is an important one, and because it is important I think it de- 
serves some consideration. 

Under this substitute, the Illinois corporation would b> re- 
quired to furnish itsown bullion. The mints of the United States 
would perform the work of coining it, all costs and expenses being 
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| open our mints and turn $3,009,000 value of bullion into $5.000,- 


borne by the Chicago concern, and the United States would not | 


supply from its abraded coin, nor out of bullion purchased and 
owned by the United States the material from which these coins 
would be made. What would the material cost? According to 
the markets as they are now, speaking in round numbers, the 
silver bullion out of which ten million souvenir half-dollars 
would be made could be procured at acost of about $3,000,000. 
The difference between $3,000,000 and $5,000,000, or $2,000,000 
would be given directly to this corporation, by opening the mints 
of the United States to it, when they are closed to all the rest of 
the world—something which should be tolerated only as a choice 
of evils. 

There would be a further advantage which this corporation 
would get, and which ought to be kept in sight while consider- 
ing the substitute. The bill provides that these coins shall be 
issued to this World’s Columbian Exposition corporation. They 
will then be placed upon sale, and will not be thrown into circu- 
lation as coin of the United States. Theycan be sold fora protit. 
What profit there will be in theirsale is a matter of speculation, 
and no one can say now just what it will be; but it is safe to as- 
sume that thes? coins, handsome in design, unique, suggestive, 
historic, can be sold for 25, 50,75, or 100 per cent more than their 
face value. 

Who that desires to possess one of these souvenir coins—and 
who does not desire to possess a souvenir of that kind—would 
hesitate to give 75 cents or a dollar for it? The fact that it can 
be thrown into the circulation of the country at any time as a 
half-dollar would make the minted metal worth 50 cents, its coin 
value, plus its value as a souvenir of the celebration of a most 
notable event, not only in the history of the United States and 
of the western continent, but of the world. 

For its associations and memories, for the design upon it, for 
the historic events whose memories it would perpetuate, for the 
romances that will attach to it and its purchase—the time, the 
place, the associations—the souvenir half-dollar would be worth 
atleast one-half more than its face value, perhaps twice as much, 
and would command the enhanced price in the markets of this 
country and of the world. But suppose that it would command 
only half as much more than its face value, then each half-dollar 
could be sold for 75 cents. 

Under this substitute there would be coined $5,000,000 in half- 
dollar coins, which could be sold, it is fair to assume, for $7,- 
500,000. The cost—to the corporation and not to the Govern- 
ment—of procuring the bullion out of which tomake them would 
be, in round numbers, $3,000,000. Thus, there would be left for the 
World’s Fair corporation, a margin of $4,500,000. What other 
corporation resembling this one, what citizen or aggregation of 
citizens in this country, has ever been helped to such benefits as 
would be conferred by this act, even if it should be amended as [ 
propose? 

There would also be another compensating advantage, a great 
one upon constitutional grounds, a great one upon grounds of 
expediency, the compensating advantage that the Treasury of 
the United States would not have to be depleted of any of the 
people’s treasure gathered therein for public uses. There 
would not be taken from that Treasury a farthing of the money 
which belongs to the people of the United States. : 

The fate of amendments offered in this committee has been 
such that I can not anticipate with confidence for this substi- 
tute the fate which upon its merits I think it deserves. Is it 
not enough, in view of the opposition to this appropriation in 
this House, in view of the opposition in the eountry, in view of 
the opposition upon principles well established and long con- 
tended for by statesmen, in view of all this is it not enough if 
for this corporation, this World’s Columbian Exposition, we 


000 of current coins of such design and character that they may 
be sold for two or three millions more? Surely such a proposi- 
tion ought to be acceptable to the friends of this World's Fair. 
It ought to seem reasonable, even from their point of view, that 
of getting something for nothing. They ougat to be willing to 
accept it and to be content with the b netits which it would vive. 

With this substitute for section 1 accepted and adopted as a 
compromise, in the spirit of compromise, possibly opposition to 
tho measure, thus amended, might practically disappear. At 
least, the bill woald be much less objectionable than it now is. 
Might not this be a happy solution of what has proved to be a 
grave problem? It is worth the trial—protecting the Treasury 
is worthy of great effort. : 

Under the circumstances, with a great Exposition about to be 
held, in the success of which we, as a people, are concerned, but 
which, I believe, ought not to be carried on at public expense, 
for private gain, this substitute ought to be acceptable and suffi- 
cient. Many, many persons will desire to secure these souvenirs 
of that great Exposition, and will gladly pay well for them. It 
ought to be acceptable to the country, under the circumstances, 
as a reasonable solution of a serious, dangerous problem, to give 
to these people the great benefit of free coinage of silver bullion, 
with the additional advantage which they would derive from 
the original and historic designs which these coins would bear, 
at the same time avoiding the danger and harm of imposing any 
charge upon the people of the United States in order to do it. 

I hope that this proposition, on the middle ground of benefit 
to the Fair corporation and protection for the people, will re- 
ceive the consideration which, I think, it merits, asa substitute. 
[ myself would not favor it as an original proposition. I prefer 
it to the grab at the people’s money. I think it occupies fair 
medium ground. I think it would give this corporation a great 
advantage, but would not do so by taking money from the publie 
Treasury. Without taking a dollar from the Treasury, it would 
give the corporation, in effect and in substance, millions of dol- 
lars. And yet, I repeat, it would preserve in the Treasury of 
the United States what is held there as the property of all the 
people. In it is protection to the people of the United States 
from being compelled to contribute out of the public funds to 
carry on the enterprise of a money-making corporation, and, at 
the same time, it extends great aid for the enterprise which 
that corporation has in hand. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iwas notin when the gentleman's amend- 
ment was read, and I should like to understand it. Do I under- 
stand that under it the Fair corporation furnishes the bullion to 
the mints of the United States, and that then the mints coin that 
bullion and give the corporation the advantage of the increase 
in value, which will result from coining the bullion and making 
it a legal tender? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Thirty cents on the dollar. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Itamounts to more than that on the sub- 
sidiary coins which, asthe gentleman knows, are not so heavy, 
according to face value, as the regular silver dollar coins. I 
will state again, briefly, what would be the effect of this substi- 
tute. Its effect would be to permit the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position to do what they can not do now, and what no other peo- 
ple in the United States or in the world can do, to carry a 
quantity of bullion to the mints of the United States and have it 
coined with such legends and designs as they may desire. They 
will make the difference between the value of the bullion in the 
market and the value of the coined money. That will amount, 
probably, to two million dollars. They will have the additional 
advantageof whatever premium theycan get by thesale of these 
coins, as souvenirs, instead of passing them as coins simply and 
purely. 

I say, again, I would not propose to do this except asa means 
of escape from something much worse. I would by no means 
open the mints to this corporation and keep them closed against 
others. I would open them for all. But I would much prefer 
coining some silver bullion for this Columbian Exposition, when 
the alternative is to do that or give it $2,500,000 of the public 
treasure. The proposition to amend the bill so that not a cent 
will go from the Treasury to the Exposition Company is that to 
which I address myself—the bill itself, amended or without 
amendment, will come up later, and then we can vote upon it as 
we find it. 

If the World's Fair people designed, Mr. Chairman, to pass 
out these half-dollars simply as coin—if they designed and ex- 
pected to get nothing more than the nominal value of the money— 
the designs upon the coins would be totally immaterial; these 
coins might then bear the old designs and the old legends; there 
would be no necessity to distinguish them from the other coins 
of the realm. In thatcase, in giving them these coins you would 
simply give them $2,500,000. But when you give them this spe- 
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cial, limited, extraordinary, historically-interesting coinage, 
you give them the advantage of being able to sell curios, the 
value of which can only be guessed at or estimated, but which 
must be very considerable—there are, veritably, millions, many 
millions in it. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Did I understand the gentleman to say 
that the Columbian Exposition is the enterprise of a private 
corporation? Is his argument based upon that proposition? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If I could have indulgence for a mo- 
ment— 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I believe the gentleman used that lan- 
guage. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] be allowed five 
minutes additional. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to answer 





e etio?r thie} ac ea } The e l : a hi le ; 
the question which has been put. The gentleman from Ohio, | ;, already a superabundance of halves, quarters, and 10-cent 


who has talked considerably upon this question, said he under- 
stood me to speak of this Exposition as a private corporation. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. No, sir: as the enterprise of a private 
corporation. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. 
tion? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iunderstcod the gentleman when he was 
speaking of this matter the other day to say that if the propo- 


As the enterprise of a private corpora- 
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Mr. DE ARMOND. Ten million half-dollars amounting to 
rn face value; as souvenir coins worth much more, in 
act. 

Now, as to the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine. 
These coins under this substitute, as under the original section, 
will have all the attributes of the subsidiary silver coin of the 
United States. They do not need redemption. If thrown into 
circulation they would pass exactly as other coins do. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But they drive out a corresponding amount 
of coin which the Government has issued and compel the Gov- 
ernment to hold that much more. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. They do not drive out anything, Mr. 
Chairman, To say they would drive out anything you must first 


| assume that there is now an abundance, or a superabundance, of 


such money in circulation, and that increasing the amount of 
that money in this country by this bill or the operation of this 
substitute, to the extent of the coinage provided for, would be 
to create an overplus of money and destroy the demand 

Mr. DINGLEY. But my friend is aware of the fact that there 





pieces in the Treasury; that is to say, the Treasury has to-day 
$8,000,000 of surplus coin in the the shape of halves, quarters, and 


| 10-cent pieces, for which there isno demand. The country will 


only takeso much of the fractional currency as may be abcolutely 
necessary for the businessof making change. It is impossible to 


| get into circulation more of these small coins than is necessary 


sliion were to appropriats money to a private corporation or to | 


a corporation he would be opposed to it. Was I correct in that’ 
Mr. HOUK of Ohio. For a private purpose. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. “For a private purpose,” the gentleman 
putsinnow. My ideaof this business, Mr. Chairman, is that this 


appropriation is to a private corporation or to a corporation dis- | 
tinct and independent from the purposes of the Government. | 


It is not a corporation to carry on any function of the Govern- 


ment; it is not a corporation that is to do anything for the Gov- | 


ernment. [understood the gentleman the other day, in speaking 


of this same corporation, to say that it is an agent of the Govern- | 
| atall. That far it is that bad, according to his objection, but 


ment. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
that the Commission is an agent of the Government. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Thisappropriation is not to the Commis- 
sion; it is an appropriation to the persons who are to get the 
gate receipts, to the persons who are to receive every cent of 
the money thatcomes infrom thisenterprise. Is not that where 
the money goes? 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. 
Commission. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Isnotthat where this money goes? Does 
it not go into the treasury of the corporation which gets all the 
receipts from this enterprise? I understand the gentleman’s si- 
lence togive eloquentassent to the affirmative of that proposition. 

But passing that question as answered, I say that the propo- 
sition submitted here by me, the proposition upon which this 
Committee of the Whole will vote, in voting on this substitute, 
is to coin for these people their own bullion—a thing you do not 
do for anyone else. We here make a special and distinct propo- 
sition; we go that far to unravel this difficulty, to compromise 
the differences of opinion between the parties on the one side 
and on the other of this question. In doing this you give at 
once, independent of the special value of these coins, $2,000,000 
in round numbers, without cost or expense to the people of these 
United States. Thatis enough to give, in addition to what you 
give in the special value of these coins. But guarding and pro- 
tecting the Treasury isthe greatthing. TodothatI haveoffered 
the substitute for section 1, which would take $2,500,000 from it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But if the coins are presented for redemp- 
tion the amount might run up to four or five or six million dol- 
lars. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the coins should not all be taken up as 
souvenirs, the balance presented for redemption might run up 
to five or six million dollars. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, yes, the balance, if any, not taken 
up as souvenirs would be abroad as coins. 

A MEMBER. How much does your amendment provide for? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It provides that upon a deposit by this 
corporation of a sufficiency of silver bullion, of the requisite fine- 
ness, the Secretary of the Treasury may cause to be coined as 
souvenir coins $5,000,000, in half-dollar pieces, of such designs, 
cte., as he may think proper. ; 

A MEMBER. That would be 10,000,000 coins. 


It is subject to the supervision of the 


I said | 


for the mere purposes of change; and while there may be wanting 
a larger volume of currency of larger denominations, as the gen- 
tleman has suggested, yet there is a sufficiency of this currency 
and, as I have stated, a surplus of it already in the Treasury. 
Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Chairman, it would be utterly im- 
posssble in the time allotted to me by the courtesy of the House, 
and I am trespassing on its indulgence now, to discuss the sug- 
gestion advanced in the question of the gentleman from Maine. 
I shouldentirely dissent from his conclusion that we have too 
much subsidiary coin to-day in circulation or too much money 
or coin of any kind of a character to discharge the functions of 
money. Itis proposed by this bill to increase the coinage to a 
certain extent, to take coin thatcan not circulate and make of 
it coin that can circulate if the souvenir coins are to circulate 


to my mind it is no objection, and therefore I do not agree with 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. Chairman, I have opposed any appropriation of public 
funds for this World’s Fair corporation, opposed it steadily, and 
I shall oppose it to the end. Loffer this substitute as an olive 
branch. [am trying to take from an objectionable bill its worst 
feature. I do not hope to make it a good bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BYNUM, Mr. Chairman, I have taken no part in the 
discussion of this proposition either in its original or in its pres- 
ent shape. In fact, I made up my mind to vote against the prop- 
osition as originally presented. [ am, however, since this agree- 
ment or compromise, as it is called, has been entered into, in 
favor of carrying it out in the most liberal spirit; and I believe 
that the friends of this Fair Association are entitled to an open 
and square vote on the substitute as presented bythem. Andso 
believing,I shall vote against any amendment which materially 
changes the nature of the bill, or proposes in any other manner 
to weaken its strength. 

[ have been paired against this appropriation, especially in its 
original shape, and have not made up my mind yet that [ shall 
support this measure. I want to say, however, that if I do I 
want it distinctly understood on both sides of this House that it 
is not to be quoted as a precedent against me in the future. 
[Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the utterances 
of the gentleman from Indiana I desire to say that there is no 
compromise entered into which prevents an amendment like that 
which has been offered by the gentleman from Missouri, or of a 
similar nature, which the House may see fit to adopt. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentlemaafrom Tennessee will not under- 
stand me as saying that it went so far as that. My suggestion 
was that so far as I am concerned I think the bill should be kept 
practically as it was proposed to be submitted to this House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [did not understand the gentleman to so 
limit it. But still, Mr. Chairman, there is no agreement that 
any particular bill or measure should be fixed upon the House. 
A bill was to be brought here in the shape substantially as it is, 
and the House was to do as it saw fit with it. But yet from no 
agreement submitted, or action taken or intimated, was there any- 
thing to prevent the House from adopting such an amendment as 
this. Itseems tome that if the House is to pass the appropriation 
in any form, thisis decidedly the least objectionable that has yet 
come to my notice. It will yield, as has been shown by the gen- 
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tleman from Missouri who offers it, more money for the manage- 
ment of the Fair than by the bill itself. 

It is true it coins an additional amount of money, and they are 
put to the inconvenience of furnishing the bullion for that pur- 
pose. But there is nothing in the proposition which requires 
them to furnishit allat once. They can furnish itasitisneeded; 
they can furnish, up to the limitof the bullion, any amount that 
is needed; and in doing that they make no draft on the Treasury 
except the charge that is involved in the mere work of coining. 

[ think the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri is the 
best mode that could be devised for the purpose contemplated; 
and it should be sustained by the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, but asingle 
word. I was not present at the proceedings of the Democratic 
caucus. I somehow failed to receive a notice. I am compelled, 
therefore, to depend for my information as to its doings upon the 
daily press; and I find that the second proposition agreed to by 
the high joint committee, as it is called by the gentleman from 
Texas, is in these words: . 

Second. That pending the conference on the sundry civil appropriating 
#5,090,000, the Durborow bill be taken up, reduced to $2,500,000; this to aid in 
the success of the Fair, and that a final vote upon it without interruption— 

And soforth, 

Now, according to that statement whatistobetakenup? The 
Durborow bill. 

Mr. DICKERSON. As amerided. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey (reading): 

Fourth. That whether the Durborow bill as amended is carried or defeated, 
the vote thereon shall be regarded as a settlement of the question. 


Now, what is the essence of the Durborow bill? Theessence of 
it is that a certain amount of souvenir half-dollars shall be coined 
and given to this Exposition; not that the question of free coin- 
age of silver shall enter into it, not that the question of tariff 
shall enter into it, not that any other of these questions on which 
this House and, in fact, the majority of this House has been di- 


vided in times past shall enter into it, but that this bill in its | 
essence shall be taken up and voted upon, amended so as to make | 


it more effective; but it certainly does seem to me—and I know 


[am not acourt of appeals from the decision of a Democratic | ) 
| world’s market. 


caucus and do not set myself up as such—it certainly does seem 


to me that the views of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] | 


upon this subject are sound and correct, and that the spirit of 
this compromise as I find it in the daily press can only be carried 
out by agreeing to those amendments which are in the line of 
the essence and purpose and true intent of the Durborow bill and 
by rejecting all others. [Applause.] 

And now butanother word. I wantto call the attention of the 
friends of this measure to the fact that the great bulk of these 
amendments come from gentlemen who in the past have opposed 
the bill at its every stage: and if you want this bill to pass, your 
only safe course is to vote down every amendment which does 
not tend to perfect the bill. 

Mr. LESTER of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. DINGLEY. An amendment to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment pending. 
is a substitute pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That should these souvenir coins be sold at a premium, 
the World’s Columbian Exposition shall report the amount thereof to the 


Treasury of the United States, and such amount shall be covered into the 
Treasury of the United States. 


There 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REILLY. [call for a vote upon the substitute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to end of section 1: 

“And provided furiher, Thatno part of the money hereby appropriated shall 
be available except upon condition that the World’s Columbian Exposition 
Company shall agree that all imported articles of a commercial character 
exhibited at such Exposition shall be required to have plainly marked on 
them in denominations of American money the prices at which they aré 
sold in the markets from which they are imported, without the addition of 
tariff or other charges of a2 like character.’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will not stop to make the point of order on 
that, but will ask for a vote upon it. It seems to me that the 
friends of this bill ought to understand the object of these amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will state that the 
point of order which the gentleman made against the other 
amendment would not hold against this amendment. 

Mr. HAYES of Iowa. The gentleman did not make any point 
of order. , 

Mr. BREGKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I did not know whether 
he reserved it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; I did not make any point or reserve it. 
I simply asked for a vote upon it. 


| tion would be practically a farce. 


| they think, to the Fair itself. 


| sition. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Arkansas. I want tosay, Mr. Chair- 
man, in regard to this amendment, that it relates to a matter of 
undoubted importance in an exposition of this character. This 
Exposition is largely for commercial purposes. It would be an 
idle thing for us to invite foreign exhibitors to show us their 
wares and commodities unless we permitted them to inform us 
also of the advantages which they are supposed to enjoy in the 
matter of price. 7 a 

[ believe that this question arose at one time, and under the 
regulations of the Fair the permission to place the price, exelu- 
sive of tariff charges, upon the articles, was withdrawn. Then, 
if | am rightly informed, exhibitors through their governments 
made representations of the manifest unfairness of this ] 5 
Then the permission was again granted; but while that power 
now exists it exists simply by the will of the company that the 
Government is now proposing to do so much for. It can be re- 
called. When these exhibitors have their goods here, have in- 
curred all the expense, then they can be denied this privilege 
which is more than a privilege, whichis in every sense of equity 
aright. They can be denied this, without which our Exposi- 
Therefore this right should 
exist in astronger manner than merely by the consent of the 
corporation. Itisa reasonable condition, therefore, to accom- 
pany the grant of funds. 

I say this, Mr. Chairman, without any desire at all tohamper 





the measure which I know is ofso much importance to the gen- 


tlemen who advocate it, and which is of so much importance, 
Tam not a supporter of the ap- 
propriation, but I have steadfastly refused to place any impedi- 
ment in the way of a full and fair consideration of the request 
they have pending here before the House; and I believe that this 
goes to the practical character and to the integrity of the Expo 
Surely America does not want to be anything but fair 
in dealing with the people of other countries: and we ought not 


| to shrink from a comparison, in the markets of the world, with 


any people of the world. 

Let them come here with their products and let the people of 
the United States, when these goods are exhibited in our great 
city, be informed also of the prices at which they are sold in the 
I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
ing them from doing that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. There is nothing that 
compels them to do it, and once being given to them, I am told 
it was withdrawn. This prevents its being withdrawn again. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Do you think the: 
compelled to put the prices on their goods? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. [think they should. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. They have the right. [ think 
that is sufficient. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. They have it not now 
except by mere consent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. There is no legal objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I[ think that the com- 
pany should require the price to be indicated at which the ar- 
ticles are sold abroad. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the gen- 

tleman admits that he has not voted for the appropriation, and 
[ do not hesitate to say that it is my firm belief that if his amend- 
ment is adopted still he will fail to vote for the appropriation. 
As I said a little while ago, the friends of this biil must under- 
stand the necessity of keepingit unhampered by any side issues. 
[ do not hesitate to say that the adoption of this amendment 
will lose the bill votes. I know whereof I speak. [do not hesi- 
tate to say that if this amendment be adopted I shall consider 
seriously the alternative of voting against the appropriation. I 
know of others who will do the same thing. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Why? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. These exhibitors have that 
power now, and there is no use of putting it in the form pre- 
scribed by this amendment, and thus hamper this appropriation 
by anything of that kind. Let me say further, that | doubt the 
expediency of doing it for one reason, if for no other. I do hap- 
pen to know, because I have talked with the gentlemen them- 
selves, that there are foreign manufacturers who bill their goods 
at one price to a manufacturing country, and at another price to 
a noncompeting country; and which price they will be allowed 
to put on their goods will be the troublesom= question to be set- 
tled when they come to exhibit. 

I repeat, that the friends of this bill must see the necessity of 
keeping it unhampered by these side issue The Commisson 
have sense and judgment enough to make this Exhibtion a suc- 
cess such as the world has never seen, provided we. who do not - 


Yes, sir. 
Is there anything now prohibit- 


sho ld be 





know anything about the management of such expositions, do 
not, in our blind ignorance, hamper them with conditions which 
make success impossible. Suppose these prices are put on the 
goods, who is officially charged with the duty of seeing that the 
prices stated are real and not fictitious? The whole thing is 
without any safeguard, and should not be made imperative. 
Permission is already granted, but that permission can be re- 
voked in cases of fraud or false invoice. Make it imperative, 
and no revocation can bs had, be the case ever so flagrant. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If the gentleman will allow me, I would sug- 
gest that we ought to be very careful about placing conditions 
upon foreign exhibitors who come here to exhibit their goods, 
inasmuch as the theory of the McKinley bill was that the for- 
eigners pay our taxes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
has been an inveterate enemy of this appropriation. 
like one. [Laughter.] 


{[Mr.CLARKE of Alabama withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. | 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to 
my friend from Alabama [Mr. CLARKE] that he and a great 
many others seem to be under a misapprehension in regard to 
the reciprocity provision of the McKinley law. I have not time 
to discuss this question fully, but I am going to give my version 
of it very briefly, and there are several gentlemen here who can 
correct me if lam wrong. I do not believe there was ever a 
time when Maj. McKinley, or any Republican member of the 


I believe the gentleman 
He talks 


Ways and Means Committee of the last Congress, was opposed | 


to the kind of reciprocity which ent2red into and became a part 
of the McKinley law. 

I remember very well when this matter was first agitated, that 
the kind of reciprocity discussed was the kind that had been pro- 
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was accepted. If not another kind of reciprocity, a batter under- 
standing in regard to it was reached, and hence gentlemen are 
welcome to this kind of discussion if they see proper to resort to 
it. The Ways and Means Committee have never changed their 
opinions, The Republican members of the Ways and Means 
Committee were always in favor of the kind of reciprocity that 
ultimately became a part of the McKinley law. The fact is that 


| Secretary Blaine had not fully matured any plan of reciprocity 


posed between this country and Canada, reciprocal commercial | 


relations, without regard to competing or noncompeting pro4i- 
ucts. That was the kindof reciprocity that was proposed early 
in the last Congress when the bill was before the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House. I know that that was the kind 
of reciprocity that was discussed at that time among Repub- 


licans who were not members of the committee, and this is | 


the way we understood the proposition, and, whether Secretary 
Blaine was understood or misunderstood, all of us who knew any- 
thing of the matter understood it in this way, and never until 
Secretary Blaine made his celebrated Waterville speech was the 


| 


line of distinction drawn between competing and noncompeting | 
products in connection with the question of reciprocity. At | 


least, the public did not understand it till then. 


I gave considerable attention at the time to what was going | 


on before the Ways and Means Committee, as I hai understood 
that some sort of commercial union was being proposed between 


the United States and the South American republics, which, if | 


accepted, would admit wool free of duty. To thisI was strongly 
opposed, and I remember very distinctly that the first proposi- 
tion in regard to reciprocity contemplated the admission into 
this country of South American wool free of duty in case our 
products were admitted into these republics free of duty. The 
ie ge re as I then understood it, was that we should admit 
ree of duty the products of any country that admitted our prod- 
ucts free of duty, and the one product that I was most concerned 
about was wool, as it is a great product in the South Ameri- 
can republics. Closer commercial relations was the demand, 
and I was as much opposed to this as I was to commercial union 
with Canada. 
portunity of expressing my opposition to it. 


at the time he talked the matter over with the Republican mem- 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee; and I am satisfied that 


| his first plan was a much broader plan than the one he presented 


| my career in Congress. 





to the Senate. 

The plan outlined in his Waterville speech contemplated that 
we should admit free of duty only such things as we do not pro- 
duce, such as tea, coffee, sugar, drugs, spices, ete., in considera- 
tion that these countries should admit free of duty such articles 
as we produce in excess of ourhomedemand. Secretary Blaine 
argued that we never should have removed the duty onany kind 
of imports without demanding from the country from which the 
imports came some reciprocal advantage in the way of gaining 
freer accession for our products; that we gave great favors and 
got nothing in return. He never attacked the tariff in any par- 
ticular. He denied that reciprocity in any way conflicted with 
a protective tariff. He always proclaimed the victories of pro- 
tection, and insisted that these reciprocal relations constituted 
the perfection of our protective system, and this is the kind of 
reciprocity that all good Republicans believe in. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to address 
the observations I desire to make to the pending amendment, 
but to speak vonerally of the policy of this measure and its pro- 
visions. I have consistently and persistently antagonized all 
such legislation since I have been honored with a seat in this 
House. In the Fifty-first Congress I opposed the proposition 
which had for its object the connection of thisGovernment with 
this Chicago picnic. I would not then vote to locate the show 
anywhere. I was willing, perhaps, that it might be located at 
Big Sandy, Tex., or at Cumberland Gap, Tenn.; but I would not 
commit myself to a Government connection or partnership with 
any corporation or any city, town, or State, in theshow business, 
by agreeing to its location by act of Congress. 

[ have been consistent on this subject from the beginning of 
I was particularly pronounced against 
any connection by the United States with the World’s Fair. It 
was certainly no surprise to my friends who were in that Con- 
gress to find me opposing any further appropriation by Congress 
for that purpose, believing as I did and do now, that such legis- 


| lation can not be justified under the Constitution or upon any 


theory which has ever been contended for by Democrats. I be- 
lieve that when we pass a measure of this kind, when we make 
appropriations for such a purpose as that contemplated by this 
bill or by the Senate amendment, we drive a six-horse team 
through the Constitution and through the principles of the Dem- 
ocratic party. 

Having very strong and pronounced convictions on this subject 
I have acted with those who led the movement to obstruct the 
passage of this bill and the Senate amendment. 1 have coipera- 
with them because I thought the measure ought not to pass, and 
felt we were justified in employing all the methods and using a!l 


the obstructive tactics which might be deemed necessary to de-- 


feat the measure. Ihave no apologies to make to anyone for the 


' course which I have pursued. I would willingly continue to ob- 


I could see no difference, and I never lost an op- | 


There never was a time when Governor DINGLEY, who sits | 


before me, or Maj. McKinley, or any other Republican member 


of that committee was opposed to the kind of reciprocity that | 


was ultimately incorporated into the bill. 
to the kind of reciprocity that was being presented and discussed 
at that time. It will be remembered that a very distinguished as- 
sembly had been convened in this city in which was represented all 
the republics on the continent—a congress composed of gentlemen 
from all of the republics of South and Central America. 

be remembered that we all felt very kindly toward them; that 
we were full of enthusiasm and generosity toward them; we 
were more or less carried away in the presence of this dignified 


assembly, and it may be that Secretary Blaine shared in this | 


feeling. 
stocd until he made his Waterville speech about two years ago, 
just before the Maine election, which occurred, I think, on the 
8th of September, and the kind of reciprocity he then suggested 


But whether he did or not, he was never fully under- | 
| during last Congress. 


They were opposed | 


It will | 


| 


| and one-half million dollars. 


and outlined was made welcome by every Republican member | 


of the Fifty-first Congress. 

I know that gentlemen in talking about this matter often say 
that reciprocity was rejected at this end of the Capitol; but that 
is not true. 


and another kind of reciprocity was proposed in the Senate and 


struct the passage of the bill if it had not been made impossible 
to do so by the arbitrary action of the House in adopting a rule 


| to gag the minority who insist that the people shall not be plun- 


One kind of reciprocity was proposed in the House | 


dered. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we propose to appropriate by this bill 
two million and a half of dollars. That is what the House pro: 
poses todo. They have “run us in,” to use an expression com- 
mon to the police; they have used the power of this House toa 
cléture and compel a vote on a measure which plunders the 
Treasury, and violates, in my judgment, the Constitution and 
every principle of our Government. Thecldture hasnever been 
invoked in this House since I have been a member, except to secure 
the passage of the most obnoxious and pernicious legislation 
known to the American Congress. It was used to pass a force 


| bill, the McKinley bill, the direct-tax bill, to unseat Democrats 


and seat Republicans who were not elected. The want of a clo- 
ture saved the country from a force bill twenty years ago and 
Now we invoke it to rob the Treasury and 
We propose now to appropriate two 
In December they will be here 
with a powerful lobby, wanting two and one-half millions, per- 
haps five millions. 

Gentlemen claim that the Government is committed to the 
policy; that the Government has entered into an agreement to 
make this Exposition a success. The Government refused to 
bind itself in the last Congress; declared it would not be bound any 


violate the Constitution. 
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further than to make and pay the appropriation. This issetdown 
in the contract in plain words, yet you say it is bound to the sup- 
port of the Fair. Now you deliberately bind yourselves to the 
success of this enterprise by your action here to-day if you pass 
this bill. And once bound as you now propose, no two million 
and a half of dollars will be sufficient to discharge the obliga- 
tion. Constantly and relentlessly will they urge their demand for 
more regardless of the wishes of the people and the intolerable 
burdens which weigh them down. 

I want to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a prophecy 
in which I indulged at the last Congress. Mr. Flower, then a 
member of this House from New York, now governor of that 
State, controlled the time in opposition to the bill to appropriate 
one and a half million dollars for the Government exhibit at 
Chicago, which was under consideration on March 25, 180. He 
yielded me three minutes’ time, and in that time I made th> ob- 
servations found in the RECORD of March 26, 1890, which I send 
to the Clerk’sdesk that he may read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. K1uGcore. Mr. Speaker, I have very little to say on the pending bill 
and very little time in which to say it. The proviso at the end of the seven- 
teenth section should be stricken out entirely. It recites that the Govern- 
ment shall not be liable for more than a million five hundred thousand dol- 
lars, to be used to pay the Worid’s Fair commissioners, to erect buildings 
for the Government exhibits, and to pay the expenses of transporting and 
caring for such exhibits. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] undertook to amend the sec- 
tion by reducing the amount to $1,000,000, but the amendment was rejected. 

This proviso is a delusion andasnare. It is an imposition on the House 
and the country and ought to be eliminated from the bill. If the friends of 
the measure, the patriotic advocates of a world’s fair to be held under the 
direction of the United States Government, were disposed to deal fairly and 
candidly with the people, they would amend the proviso by striking out #1,- 
500,000 and insert $5,000,000. Because it will cost the Government every cent 
of five millions of the people's money to discharge the obligations which the 
Government will incur if this bill becomes a law. I will not offer such an 
amendment for the reason [ am unwilling that Congress should appropriate 
a single dollar of public money to pay for this Chicago show, this picnic. 

But the House seems determined to bind the Government to participate 
in this Exposition. a scheme to promote the business interests of the people 
of a great city at the expense of the taxpayers of the country, and it ought 
to be honest enough and courageous enough to let the country know the 
amount of money likely to be used in thatscheme. There is a pretense in 
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to do with the proposition made by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. ™ 

[ simply rise now for the purpose of saying that I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] will not prevail, and only to submit one or two thoughts 
on that proposition, not because I do not think it is a wise pro- 
vision in the beginning, or would not be a proper provision to be 
prescribed in connection with the Exp sition to require the 
price to ke marked on commodities as indicated by him. But I 
do want to say to the gentleman from Arkansas that in my judg- 
ment this Congress has already delegated the power which he 
seeks to exercise in this particular. The Congress of the United 
States in establishing the Commission, and providing for this 
organization, has also given them power to provide all of the 
details in respect to the conduct of the Exposition. 

A more complete organization has never beon effected to effec- 
tuate a great puryose than that organization now existing for the 
conduct of the Columbian Exposition. They have already exer- 
cised that power which the gentleman seeks to enforee, and if 
they have not done so they have the right to exercise it under 
the delegation of power given them by the Congress of the 
United States in their original organization. Having delegated 
to the proper authorities the specific duty of doing this very 
thing, I think it is entirely improper and unwarranted for Con- 
gress toattempit to exercise the power now in respect to this 
particular matter, or in fact in regard to anything else which 


| has been committed to the conduct of the organization which 


this bill to limit the amount toa million and a half dollars. At the same | 


time every member of this House knows that no such limitation can be im- 
posed by Congress. The next Congress, or this Congress, at its next session, 
er during this session, can disregard this pretended limitation and appropri- 
ate five millions or any other sum of money to carry outthe purp ses of the 
bill if it should become a law. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not yield to the gentleman fren Illinois. I have very 
little time. 

Mr. MASON. I want to ask the gentleman from Texas one question. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, I will yield for just one question. 

Mr. MASON. Do you want to fix this bill or any other billso that any future 
Congress shall not extend the limit of the appropriation? ; 

Mr. KILGORE. You propose in this billto fixa limit on Congress. Yousay 
the Government shall not be liable for more than a million and a half dol- 
lars, and that is what Iam now objecting to. You are not acting in good 
faith with the people. You know that no such limitation can be imposed on 
future Congresses by the proviso which I have recited. Itis so much waste 
paper, and ought to be stricken out. 

The bill prima facie affords conclusive reasons why such limit does not fix 
the maximum amount of the money necessary to pay the expenses incurred 
by the Government. The bill authorizes the appointment of 106 commis- 
sioners and 106 alternate commissioners to be named in thirty days after the 
law is passed, and to continue in office till the Ist of January, 1898, a period 
of seven years and six months about. Their pay is # per day and transpor- 
tation. Their per diem amounts to $636. Then there are other, and indeed 
necessary, expenses of that august commission. It will be compelled to 
have stationery, fuel, rooms, clerks innumerable, and typewriters, and I 
am actually informed that a typewriter is a very expensive luxury. I have 
never been able to afford one myself. [Great laughter. | 

I hope the House will not consume too much of my limited time with lauch- 
ter and applauses. [Renewed laughter.] Taking everything into considera- 
tion, the expenses of this commission will not be less than $700 or $800 per day. 
and this to continue in existence about seven and one-half years; ani they 
will always be on handto draw pay. If one dies, or resigns, or fails to act. 
an alternate is provided for in the bill; hence there will never be a vacancy 
in the commission when it comes to drawing pay. We may reasonably con- 
clude that this commission alone will cost the Government two million and 
a half of dollars. Then the bill appropriates besides $400,000 for buildings in 
which the Government is expected to place its exhibits; and $200,000 for the 
transportation and care of the Government exhibits—all ostensibly for a pa 
triotic purpose, really in fact in the interest of private speculation. 

I want, in conclusion, to repeat and emphasize the declaration that if this 
bill becomes alaw, and the Exposition is held at Chicago, as contemplated 
by the bill, the people of the United States will be out 85,000,000 before it is 
done with, possibly much more. But, indeed, this is not the worst feature of 
the measure. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
RECORD, as justread by the Clerk, establishes clearly the char- 
acter of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] as a prophet, 
and, in my judgment, it establishes also his character as a states- 
man, because he takes the same view that I have taken in revard 
to the power of successive Congresses in the matter of appropri- 
ations; and holds, as I have done, that we are not controlled by 
any limitation imposed in the original act; and for this reason 
he must be a statesman. [Laughter.] 

But I do not propose to ent»r into a discussion of this general 
question; and I do not see what the subject of reciprocity has 
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has control of the Exposition, and for that reason I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman will not prevail. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Chairmarf, at the 
suggestion of several gentlemen, [| propose to make the amend- 
ment I offer conform exactly with the regulations as I under- 
stand them to exist under the more recent orders of this com- 
pany. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the former 
amendment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. No, sir: I offer this as a 
modification of two or three words of that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words * shall be required to,’ where they first occur, and in- 


| sert the word ‘‘may;"’ so that it willread, ‘‘may have plainly marked on 
| them,”’ ete. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, this 
agrees exactly with the regulations as they at present exist. If 
Lam rightly informed, this agrees with the regulations as they 
originally existed before this power or permission was revoked. 
But as I indicated, it has since that time been restored. 

Now, it is not right to leave foreign exhibitors exposed to any 
uncertainty, especially when it involves s> important a right as 
that of being permitted to state the prices at which, taken on a 
commercial basis, they are able to supply the customers whose 
business they come here to solicit. 

[ am somewhat surprised at the position taken by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey |Mr. BUCHANAN]. It has been stated that 
prices by foreigners were lowered to those countries which pos- 
sessed protective tariffs. The gentleman from New Jersey states, 
if I rightly understood him, that foreigners had two prices; one 
is the price to acountry with which it competes, and the other a 
higher price at which it sells toa country with which it does 
not compete. Now, sir, we know that ofall the great nations of 
the earth weare the smallest exporters of manufactured goods. 
Therefore we are less competitors than any of the great nations 
of the earth. 

But now we have it stated that they do not make special re- 
ductions when they sell to us, by which they pay tariff charges, 
but sell at a higher rate to us than tothe foreign nations with 
which they are in competition. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Do I understand that the 
gentleman from Arkansas has been referring to my remarks? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. [| was referring to con- 
clusions from the remarks of the gentleman. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Dol understand the gen- 
tleman to say that I said t iat? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I say that is the conclu- 
sion to b> drawn from what the gentleman did say, and | am ap- 
plying my arguments to the conclusions which are so drawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. On the contrary, that is 
not the conclusion to be sodrawn by anyon» who gives the mat- 
ter any thought. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. That is the conclusion I 
draw, and I take it to be a logical conclusion. The gentleman 
can give it any other construction that he likes to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of NewJersey. ButI decline to have words 
put into my mouth that 1 do not use, and that no man of sense 
an use. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I thank the gentleman 
for his courtesy. Istated the gentleman's proposition and then 
proceeded toarguefromit. Thegentleman wholly misinterprets 
eth 





. BUCHANAN of N 

state d it as my words. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Not at all. I stated it 
as my conclusion from the gentleman’s words. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Oh, I beg the gentleman's 
pardon. He may state any conclusion he wishes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The pardon is freely 
granted. 

Mr. HOPKINS of I 
a question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Do you propose to vote for this 
bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 
with the merits of my amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will you answer.my question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will answer the gen- 
tleman frankly. Ido not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Llinois. Then if you should get this—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. But I state that in my 
opinion this tends to perfect the bill, and if the bill passes I 
wish to see it pass in as perfect a form as possible. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Even if you perfect it by the adop- 
tion of this amendment, you will still vote against it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would it not o nd to perfect it still more, if 
the gentleman will pardon me 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I ask the gentleman to 
desist for one moment. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopkins], I will say that I am opposed to this bill because 
it carries an appropriation. Therefore, I would vote against it 
wh ther it carried two millions and a half of dollars or any other 
amount. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 


‘ew Jersey. I thought the gentleman 


llinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 


That has nothing to do 





Now, let me ask the gentleman 
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of debate. I wish the gentleman to bear thisin mind, that while 
Iam not voting for this bill,and while many other gentlemen 
upon this floor are not ¥: ting for it,and possibly a majority, as 


| it may turn out, or if nota majority, yet a very large minority, 


further, even if this amendment to this bill should be adopted | 


by the committee, you would still, on the final passage of the 

bill, vote against it, and vote against your amendment also? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I would vote against 

the bill, and of course in doing that I would vote against it even 


with my amendment in it; and my reason for voting against it | 


would be that it gave an appropriation. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I wanted the committee to under- 
stand the gentleman's position. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, if the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. One moment. My object 
is tosecure what [ consider to be the rights of exhibtors, and 
the rights of the American people to know the difference in the 
prices of articles which they buy, and which they ought to be 
permitted to buy; and I wish to show 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does not the gentleman know, as 
has been already stated by the gentleman from Ohio| Mr. HouK], 
thai that power already exists in the legislation upon this sub- 
ject, and that this proposed amendment is simply a stumbling 
block in the way of the national commissioners, who have al- 
ready made the arrangements, or are making arrangements, 
with foreign commissioners? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I think we understand 
what was said by the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. HouK]. The 
power exists to grant this; and, if I am rightly informed, it was 
granted and afterward rescinded. It is now granted again: but 
I propose to put it where it can not be treated in this variable 
manuer. Il wish now to yield to the gentleman from Main»| Mr. 
DINGLEY] for a question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the ljne of the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, who seems to be very anxious to perfect 
this bill, as he calls it, in certain directions, if we shall proceed 





to perfect the bill in such directions, would it not be well a‘so to 
add the provision that foreign exhibitors shall put upon the 


tags on the goods exhibited the wages that are paid to the work- 


men who manufacture the goods, and other facts of that kind? | 


if we are going into that line, does not the gentleman see that 
he is going in cortain directions, the tendency of which is to dis- 
tract the attention of those who are inclined to be friends of this 
bill and to bring in other questions? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman from 
Maine knows perfectly well that when he undertakes to give a 
list of wages paid he enters into elaborate statistics in regard to 
the conduct of establishments—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no: it isa simple matter of statement. 

Mr. BRE KINRIDGE of Arkansas. A matter of statement 
which fills very large volumes. Lhave too much respect for the 
intelligence of the gentleman from Maine to believe that he 
means that to be anything more than a smart point in the run 


yet we represent the people who in part pay the money which 
goes to carry out the provisions of this bill. Gentlemen appear 
to think that if the bill shovld pass there remain no rights with 
the great body of the people who pay the expenses incurred by 
the bill. They have their rights. They have aright to know 
the nea s in prices between these articles at home and 
abr Oat 

_ Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, will the gentleman allow me 
just one question more? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Coneceding for the sake of argu- 
ment that a great many things might be added to the Dill, col- 
z aeons the main subject, that would be beneficial to the Amer- 

‘an people, is not the ‘gentle man willing to concede that at this 
sti ige of the session, and in view of the tact that this isa compro- 
mise, and that the bill that is pending here is one that has been 
prepared and submitted to the nat ional commission itself, that it 
is better to allow that bill to go through; and if the gentleman 
desires to secure information of this kind, that it would be bet- 
ter to do it by an independent proposition, eitherat this session 
or at the next? Is not that fairer and a better way? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I will state to the gen- 
tleman that [ do not think so, because this does not exceed and 
only makes permanent a regulation that already exists. But 
why does the gentleman wish to reserve to the management the 
power to revoke this permission? It is a guaranty that it is 
not in conflict with the policy already pursued, and it is only a 
guaranty of continued good faith. I am surprised that the gen- 
tleman can see anything hostile in the real spiritof it unless they 
want—which I am sure “they do not intend—to reserve the power 
to deal unfairly with these exhibitors after they get them and 
their goods upon the ground, 

Mr. HOPKINS of lilinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. One moment. I desire 
to call attention to the fact that gentlemen seem to be afraid to 


| let the American people know the truth as it will be taught by 


these object lessons of tariff taxation upon articles they con- 
sume. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I think the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas entirely misappre shends the opposition to 
hisamendment. Nobody is afraid of the proposition that he pre- 
sents here. There is nothing new init that anybody need at- 
tempt to avoid; but as has already been suggested by the gentle- 
man from Maine, the gentleman seeks to bring out a half truth 
which would leave a false impression upon the public mind; and 
if we were to enter upon legislation of that kind in order to show 
the American people the exact facts, it would be necessary to 
couple with it a variety of suggestions like the one made by the 
gentleman from Maine, so as to give the capital invested the 
rate of interest paid by the parties there, and a hundred and one 
sonditions that govern and control the price of the products of 
foreign countries as compared with the production of the same 
kinds of articles in America. 

Now, so far as [I am concarned, an investigation of that kind 
is something I would agree to. The only reason I object to it 
here is this: That we can readily see when it comes from an 
enemy of the appropriation to this great International Exposi- 
tion, when it comes from a gentleman who states upon the floor 
of this House that he has been opposed and is still opposed to 
this Exposition receiving one dollar of the proposed appropria- 
tion carried in this bill, we must know, as every other gentle- 
man upon the floor knows, that if an amendment of that kind 
were adopted it would complicate this bill in a manner that would 
destroyit. This body alone can not make this bill alaw. Ithas to 
pass through another legislative body of as much importance as 
this who will care fully scrutinize this bill, as it is being seruti- 
nized in this body. 

Now, as stated upon this floor, if gentlemen on that side of the 
House desire to carry out in good faith the agreement which was 
made by the friendsand the opponents of this appropriation yes- 
terday in caucus, they should see to it that this amendment is 
voted down; and not only that, but they should see that no 


| amendments are brought in here that will change or modify in 


the least the bill that was presented this morning by the gentle- 
manfrom Pennsylvania{Mr. REILLY],who has this bill in charge. 
Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
Mr. SAYERS. 


Yes, sir. 
Does not the gentleman know that by the very 


language of the agreement, amendments were to be offered and 
voted upon on this bill? Can the gentleman charge those of us 
who are opposed to the bill with bad faith, because we seek to 
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of theagreement? The gentleman is not fair. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have said noth- 
ing against offering amendments, but I have warned gentlemen 
upon that side that amendments that look to the defeat of the 
bili should be voted down. I do not think that the proposition 
itself contemplated amendments of such a character as the one 
presented by the gentleman from Arkansas. That is something 
outside of the question of appropriation itself. It is a subject 
that is collateral. Yes, more than that; it is a subject entirely 
independent of the main proposition contained in this bill. I 
is a subject that leads to an investigation that ought to be 
covered by a different species of legislation than that proposed 
here; and while gentlemen may have the right to offer thei: 
amendments, I say that these amendm entsshould be looked a'ter, 
and if they come from a pronounced and open enemy of the ap- 
propriation itself, that itself should be sufficient to put the 
fricndsof the bill upon their guard. [Criesof‘‘ Vote!” ‘ Vote!’] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a few 
vords upon the pending measure. The gentleman from Illinois 
not only dos those of us who are opposed to any appropr iation, 
as I am, for the World’s Fair an injustice, but ‘he does himself 
an injustice when he seeks to convey the idea that because we 
propose to vote for amendments which are offered in good faith 
to the bill and which meet our approbation we are not carrying 
out the terms of the agreement. Now, sir, 1 am opposed to any 
appropriation whatever for this purpose. I shall vote against 
this bill whether it comes before the House as it emanated from 
the committee originally or as amended by this committee: and 
at the same time I shall adhere to the spirit and letter of the 
agreement made by the committee to whom the differences on 
this side of the House were referred. The bill has no warrant 
either in the Constitution or in correct administration, and I sin- 
cerely trust that it may be defeated. 

Ir. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I can understand why the ardent 
friends of this World’s Fair appropriation should be opposed to 
the pending amendment, because with them the appropriation 
is the all-controlling consideration. I can understand that be- 
cause the threat has just been thrown out by the Republicans 
that if this amendment is adopted it will probably result in the 
defeat of the appropriation. but I can not understand why that 
threat should emanate from the source that it does. I can not 
comprehend why gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber 
who preteyd to be in love with the McKinley tariff bill should 
object to this amendment. This is simply beyond my compre- 
hension, because I have always understood that it was claimed 
by the friends and advocates of the McKinley bill that its prime 
object was to cover the difference between the wages paid to 
labor abroad and the wages paid to labor in this country. 

Now, if that be true, | do not see why Republicans should ob- 
ject to the laborers of ‘this country, who are supposed to be the 
principal beneficiaries under the McKinley act, having an op- 
portunity to obtain the information which thisamendment would 
givethem. The amendment simply permits foreign exhibitors 
at the World's Fair to attach to their goods the pricesat which 
they are sold in the countries where they are manufactur d. 
Why not permit it? We Democrats desire that the consumers 
of this country sh: in have this object lesson by which they can 
see just how much more they are required to pay for these wares 
by reason of the exactions of the McKinley bill, and our Repub- 
lican friends object because they fear to let the truth he know n. 
If the laborers of this country really get the benefit which it is 
claimed they do under the McKinley law. I can not understand 
why these self-constituted friends of American labor are opposed 
to letting the laborers see what those benefits are that the y are 
suppos .d to receive under this protective and burdensome taritf 
legislation. It is natural that they should desire to keep the 
information from the consumer. 

The gentloman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] thinks it would be 
well to amend the amendment by adding that the wages which 
are paid to foreign laborers should also be placed upon 1 the man- 
ufactured articles. That is not at all nee sssary, Mr. Chairman. 
If it be true, as is claimed, that our American laborers get the 
benefit of the difference between the foreign price and the Amer- 
ican price under the tariff act, then the wages paid abroad can 
be ascertained by a mere calculation, and it is not necessar y to 
do more than state what the fore ign price of the articles is, and 
knowing what like articles are sold for in this country, the in- 
formation sought by the gentleman from Maine | Mr. DINGLEY] 
can be ascertained by the e simplest sum in subtraction. 

But, Mr. Chairman, everybody knows that the laborers in 
our factori s and workshops do not get the benefits exacted 
by a protective tariff in their name, and therefore the Repub- 
lican leaders upon this floor are _ willing that the laborers 
shallreceive the information sought by this amendment any more 
than they are witling that the great body of consumers shall 
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yusly they are taxed under the McKinley bill. 
They are very anxious to secure this World’s Fair appropria- 
tion, bat not sulliciently anxious to be willing to have the ac- 





tual workings of the McKinley bill exposed by the very simple 
process proposed in the amendment under consideration. Mr. 

hairman, I am opposed to the appropriation under any and all 
circumstances; but if $2,509,000 of the people’s money is to be 
voted to the World's Fair, then in the name of justice I ask that 
they get some compensation in the way of this information 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman,I think there is altogether too 
much timidity about this matter of putting the for ind 
the American prices upon goods to be exhibited at the World 
Fair. I am somewhat experienced in the matter of home and 
foreign prices, and I do not know of anything that we } 
to manufacture upon an extensive scale, and where we are not 
hampered by the extra cost of raw material, j in which we shal 
suifer by the comparison. In woolen goods we shall suffer } 


comparison as to price, principally on account of the extra 
cost of our raw material, and in dress goods, other than woolen 
and silk, as to St) vle: but, altogether, the exceptious are too few 
to justify any alz irm on our part at the prospect of a comparison 
of pric es. 

As aman interested in the exportation of American goods | 
want the merchant who comes from Mexico and from Centra 
America to have an opportunity to compare our manufacturers 
prices with those of European manufacturers. I wart him to 
learn, as he will learn, that he can get American-manufactured 
goods cheaper, quality for quality, than he can get European 
goods. I think such a comparison as is proposed will be in th 
interest of the American manufacturer, in the interest of Ameri- 
can commerce, in the interest of general intelligence. Lama 
merchant interested in the development of the trade of this 
country, and whose interests would be unfavorably alfected by 
an unfavorable comparison; yet I have no fear of the result 
And, Mr. Chairman, I shall vote in a of this bil! 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. C <atren thatexhibitors should 
have the right to place their prices upon their exhibits, but | 
am informed by the director-general that an order has gone out 
through the Secretary of State that foreigne xhibitor s shall have 
the right to place their prices upon their goods, the prices at 
the factories, the prices in bond in Chicago, and the prices out 
of bond. I am informed further that the on!y time when any 
different ruling was made was in a letter written by the cl 
the director-general, which was corrected as soon as it was dis- 
covered, and that there is no intention to change that ruling 
Now, sir, as nothing will b2 gained by putting this provision o 
the bill, and as it will simply encumber it to a certain extent in 
case the Senate should reject it and the bill should come back 
here to be again considered by the House without any rule under 
which we should be assured of a vote, I can not sce any reason 
why the friends of the measure should allow this amendment to 
be put upon it. [Cries of ** Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

The question.was taken on the amendment of Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE of Arkansas, and the Chairman declared that the noes 

emetl to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 

The committee divided: and there were 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DocKERY, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under considerationa bill 
H. Rt. 9710) in relation tothe World’s Columbian Exposition and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


rele c 
rah O 


[ ask for a division 


ayes 1S, noes HS. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 160) to continue the provisions of existing 
laws providing t ‘mpor: rily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
joint re solutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9482) for the relief of the Eastern Band of 
kee Indians; 

A bill (S. 3394) changing the date for the dedication of the 
buildings of the World’s Columbian Exposition: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 54) for the relief of Maj. Henry 
Read; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) tocontinue the provisions of ex- 
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isting laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government; 

A bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpenter; 

A bil) (H. R. 1044) to correct the military record of Jesse C. 
Taylor, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry; 

A bikl (H. R. 4302) granting a pension to James McCammon; 

A bill (H. R. 4815) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 5781) granting an honorable discharge to John | 
H. Randleman; and 

A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to Annie Davis. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: 

On August 3, 1892: 

An act (H. R. 6262) fixing the fees of jurors and witnesses in | 
the United States courts in certain States and Territories; 

An act (H. R. 3888) for the relief of Samuel Howard; 

An act (H. R. 6093) for the relief of Quincy McNeil; 

An act (H. R.793) to amend the military record of De Loss 
Cramer; 

An act (H. R. 7213) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authoriz- 
ing the appointmentof receivers of national banks, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 30), 1876; 


An act (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie B. Mor- | 


ris; 
An act (H.R. 
An act (H.R. 


2428) granting a pension to Mary O’Connor; 
2429) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harley; 

An act (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Mary C. Smith: 

An act (H.R. 5766) granting a pension to Miss Adda Boodger, 
of Lockport, N. Y.: 

An act (H. R. 7146) to pension Anna Morgan Burns; 

An act (H. R. 7244) granting a pension to Florence Esther Wil- 
liams, the blind daughter of Henry D. Williams, late a private 
in Company IF’, Sixty-fourth Regiment, Illinois Volunteers: and 

An act (H. R. 222) to grant certain public lands to the State 
of Minnesota for perpetual use as a public park. 

The following-named bill having been presented to the Presi- 
dent on July 22, for his approval, and not having been returned 
by him to the House of Congress, in which it originated within 
the time prescribed by the Constitution of the. United States, has 
become a law without his approval: 

An act (H. R. 4365) for the relief of Neil Fisher. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate » Calendars, and other- 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 

ISSUANCE OF ORDNANCE STORES AND SUPPLIES TO THE STATE 
OF NEBRASKA, ETC. 

Mr, LANE, f 
favorably the bill (S. 1348) for the issue of ordnance stores and 
supplies to the State of Nebraska to replace similar stores de- 
stroyed by fire; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROME, N. Y. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 284) for 
the erection of a public building at Rome, N. Y.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CREATION OF A NATIONAL HIGHWAY COMMISSION. 

Mr. DURBOROW, from the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Exposition, reported back in the nature of a substitute for House 
bill 9575 the bill (S. 3368) to create a national highway commis- 
sion, and to prescribe its duties; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FOREIGN EXHIBITS AT WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 

Mr. DURBOROW, also from the same committee, reported fa- 
vorably jointresolution (S. R. 106) authorizing foreign exhibitors 
at the World’s Columbian Exposition to bring to this country 
foreign laborersfrom their respective countries for the purpose 


of preparing for and making their exhibits; which was referred | 


to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
PROTECTION OF PERSONS PERFORMING WORK UPON PUBLIC 
WORKS. 
Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri, from the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department, reported back favorably the 
bill (H. R. 9650) for the protection of persons performing work 





| o'clock p. m.) adjourned. 


rom the Committee on the Militia, reported back | 
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and labor upon, or furnishing materials for, public works; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT RENO, STATE OF NEVADA. 


Mr. ENOCHS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
| Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 56) for the erection 
| of a public building at Reno, State of Nev an which was re- 

ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
| Union,and,with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PINE BLUFF, ARK. 
Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 22) for the erec- 
' tion of a public building at Pine Bluff, Ark.; which was referred 
| to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
| By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
| To Mr. KEM, indefinitely, on account of ill health. 
| To Mr. MILLIKEN, indefinitely, on account of serious illness. 
To Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, indefinitely, on account of serious 
illness. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR MEMBERS OF THE GRAND ARMY OF 
THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous con- 
| sent for the present consideration of the bill granting leave of 
absence to the members of the Grand Army of the Republic dur- 
ing the encampment here of the Grand Army in September next. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motioa was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 





BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
\By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 9709) to classify timber lands 

| and provide for the sale of timber thereon—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: A resolution appointing a committee 
| to investigate the conduct of the Post-Office Department in the 
matter of Government repair thereof, so called—to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a private bill was reported from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, delivered to the 
| Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
| follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: The bill (H. R. 8172) for the 
| reltef of Isaac S. Simpson. (Report No. 2125.) 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETE. 
Under clause lof Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 9711) for the relief of S. 
J. Gursen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MCRAE (by request): A bill (HT. RK. 9712) tocorrect the 
military record of G. W. Want—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
By Mr. CHARLES W. oo A bill (H. R. 9713) for the re- 


lief of George Rushburger—to the Committee on Claims. 





2ETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
“" re laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of 61 citizers of Harlan, Iowa, 
against closing the World’s Fair on Sunday, and against the en- 
actment of any other law looking to a union of church and state— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers in the case of Capt. Mark Serling, 
for a pension as a veteran of the Mexican war—to the ( ‘ommittee 
| on Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers in the case of W. B. Horner, for the 
| occupation of his drug store, Memphis, Tenn., during the late 
| war—to the Committee on War ORR 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of J. A. McWilliam and 28 

others, of Iowa, against the passage of ‘any bill or resolution to 
close the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on 
the Columbian Ex ae 
| By Mr. FELLOWS (by request): Petition of Patrick Camp- 
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bell McCourt, of New York, for relief—to the Committee on | lief of the Stockbridge and Munses trie of Indians, in the State 
| of Wisconsin, heretofore reported from that committee. 


Accounts. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of ‘H. J. Childress and 11 others, of 
Des Moines, Iowa, asking that no restrictions as to Sunday be 
ae on the World's Fair—to the Select Committee on the 


Columbian Exposition. 
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By Mr. LANE: Eight petitions of the Farmers’ Mutual Bene- | 


fit Association of Illinois, as follows: Petition from the counties 
of Shelby and Fayette; four petitions from Shelby County, two 
from Fayette, and a petition from Effingham County all against 
the passage of the Brosius lard bill, H. R. 395, and 
the paszage of a general pure-food law—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, six petitions of churches of Illinois, as follows: The Con- 
gregational, of Bunker Hill; the Evangelical Lutheran, of Mont- 


raying for | 


gomery County; the Methodist Episcopal, of Montgomery County; | 
the Methodist Episcopal, of Mason and Edgewood; the St. Elmo 


Lutheran and the Methodist Episcopal, of Vandalia, all for the | 


closing of the World’s Fair on Sundays and the prohibition of 
the sale of liquors on the grounds—to the Select Committee on 
the Columbian Exposition. 


By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: Petition of Frances Signiago, | 


administrator of the estate of John B. Signiago, St. Louis, Mo., 
formerly of Livingston County, Ky., praying that her war claim 


be referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the | 


Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Two petitions of citizens of South Dakota, 
one of the Adventist Church, citizens of Farwell, Sanborn County, 
and the other of 34 citizens, Adventists, of Highmore, Hyde 
County, both against any legislation concerning closing the 
World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Four petitions of churches of Indiana, as 
follows: Members of the First Baptist, of Warsaw: the Metho- 
dist Episcopal, of New Carlisle; the Baptist, of Mishawaka; and 
the Reformed, of Marshall County—to the Select Committee on 
the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of George M. Dakin and 22 others, of La Porte, 
Ind., asking the adoption or modification of the sixteenth ar- 
ticle of the Constitution of the United States as therein indi- 
cated—to the Committtee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. O. Cattemore and others, of Logansport 
(Ind.) Presbytery, requesting that the World’s Fair be closed on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of George H. Shoemaker, of South Bend, Ind., 
asking a reissue of his patent on spark-arrest:r—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, petition of George H. Shoemaker, of South Bend, Ind., 
asking for reissue of letters patent—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Petition of the Choctaw Pres- 
bytery, to close the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, August 5, 1892. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and upproved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of citizens of Lee County, 
Miss., praying for the pas-age of what are known as the Wash- 
burn-Hatch antioption bills; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask leave to withdraw the petition of 
Clarke W. Harrington. praying that he be appointed custodian 
of the Yorktown monument, which was presented heretofore 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave to withdraw the petition will 
be granted if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 181) for the relief of Eliza EF. 
Phillips, Chesta M. Phillips, Charleau Phillips, and Nora Phil- 
lips, of the city of New Orleans, La., and Robert L. Phillips, of 
the town of Washington, Ark., to submit an adverse report 
thereon. As the Senator who introduced the bill is not present 
I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committe:. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Claims, sub- 
mitted the views of the minority on the bill (S. 3594) for the re- 


7061 








PROPOSED NATIONAL UNIVERSITY. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following resolution, reported it without amend- 
ment, and it was considered by unanimous conseni and agveed to: 

Ordered, That 5,000 additional copies of the memorial of John W. Hoyt in 


relation to the establishment of the University of the United States with the 
accompanying paper be printed for the use of the Senate 


AMENDMENTS TO BILL. 

Mr. FELTON. [submit certain amendments intended to be 
proposed by me to the bill (H. R. 9286) to create the California 
Debris Commission, and regulate hydraulic mining in the State 
of California. I move that the amendments be referred to the 
Comunittee on Mines and Mining, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF ELECTIONS BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Kesolved, That there be printed 4,000 extra copies of H.R. 11045, in pamphlet 
form. being an act of the Fifty-first Congress, first session, to amend and 
supplement the election laws of the United States, and to provide for the 
more efficient enforcement of such laws, and for other purposes 

TARIFF RATES. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution: which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed by the Public Printer for the 
use of Senators, to be placed in the Senate folding room for distribution, 
6,000 copies of Tariff Rates, prepared by John M. Carson, clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the Fifty-first Congress, containing existing 
tariff law with rates of duties under the same, and the previous law, etc 

CHEROKEE INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask consent to call up at this time the res- 
olution reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate providing for the appoint- 
ment of aselect committee relating tothe a‘fairs of the Cherokee 
Nation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before 
the resolution, which will be read. 

The ChiefClerk read the resolution, reported on the 3d instant 
from the Commiitee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, as follows: 

Whereas the Cherokee Nation of Indians claim that from seven to ten 
thousand intruders and trespassers have invaded and settled in their Terri- 
tory, which they insist itis the duty of the United States under treaty obli- 
gations to evict and remove therefrom: and 

Whereas very many of such intruders have made improvements a1 





the Senate 


claimed to have secured rights in such Territory by the permission of the 
Cherokees and otherwise; and 

Whereas there is pending in both Houses of Congress at this time a meas 
ure which imposes an additional obligation upon the United Stat to re 


move these intruders: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee consisting of three Senators be appointed 
to visit the said Territory during the recess of Congress and to investigate 
the complaint and charges of the said Cherokees and to ascertain all the 
facts incident and pertaining thereto. 

That said committee be authorized to appoint a clerk, to sit during the r 


| cess of Congress, to administer oaths, and to do all things necessary to a full 


investigation of the complaints made. 

That the said committee shall make a full report at the second session of 
the Fifty-second Congress, and that the necessary expenses of such commit- 
tee shall be paid from the contingent fund of the United States Senate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the resolution require the raising of \ 
select committee for this investigation? 

Mr. PERKINS. The resolution proposes to raise a select 
committee of three. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould be glad to ask the Senator from Kansas 
why the duty is not imposed upon the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs or a subcommittee of that commit’ ee? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will stati, in answer to the inquiry of the 
Senator from Tennessee, that in the last Congress the Select 
Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes, with the Senator from 
South Carolina |Mr. BUTLER] as chairman, was directed to make 
this inquiry, but the Senator from South Carolina informs me 
that it was impossible for him to get a committee or subcommit- 
tes of his committee to do the work; and after consultation with 
him [ prepared this resolution. The subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, which will visit the Indian Territory, 
has been directed to make an inquiry concerning matters that 
will more than consume its time. 

The agreement to ratify the purchase of the Outlet, which has 
been agreed upon by the Cherokee Indians, imposes expressly 
upon the Government of the United States the duty of remov- 
ing the intruders. The intruders say that they have made im- 
provements and secured rights there by permission of the Chero- 
kee Nation, or at least by permission of individual members of 
that nation, and they have offered evidence tending to show 
that their improvements are worth from $250,000 to $300,000, 


The question is on agrecing to the 





Aa = ee 
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Yet the Cherokees say they will not consent to the opening of | crying demand that I can see why an investigation should be 


the Outlet unless the intruders are removed from their home 

reservation. Hence the investigation proposed becomes a mat- | 
ter of importance to the country, as well as to the Senate, that | 
they may consider intelligently the pending legislation. 

[ hope there will be noobjection tothe resolution. I live near | 
there, and there will bs no considerable expense attending it so | 
far as 1am concerned. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER], who I hope will bo a member of the committee if the 
resolution passes, said tome that he could not get his committee 
to do this service in the last Congress, as I have stated. 

Mr. MANDERSON. When this resolution wasreached in due 
order of morning business the other day I objected to its consid- 
eration that an opportunity might be given to Senators to look 
into it and see its scope and purpose. I was under the impres- 
sion that under the general resolution requiring certain duty to 
be performed by the Committee on Indian Affairs this matter of 
investigation of the rights of the so-called intruders upon the 
Cherokee lands was to be looked into by thatcommittee. While 
perhaps under the general resolution it might be inferred that 
such duty would devolve upon the committee, I realize that dur- 
ing the short vacation which is to come it will be impossible for 
the Committse on Indian Affairs (and I say this in the absence 
of the chairman of that committee, knowing his views upon the | 
subject) to perform this duty with the other duties that are | 
thrown upon it in different parts of the country. 

I understood from the chairman of the Committee on the Five 
Civilized Tribes that this investigation, which it was proposed 


to be made by his committee, was not made because it seemed im- | 
| the Government by making a show of resistance to its ratifica- 


possible to get members of his committee to take upon themselves 
the burden of the investigation. It is an investigation which 
should be made, and it ought to be made before the nextsession | 
of Congress. There are overseven thousand people located upon | 





the lands of the Cherokees, the Cherokees say without a shadow 
of right, the intruders say by right, not only by reason of invita- 
tion but by reason of acquiring some sort of title to the lands. 

There is no bill before either House of Congress that does not | 
propose to eject by force of arms, by the full power of the Gov- 
ernment, these people from the lands of the Cherokees; and it 
certainly is very important before we attempt to legislate upon 
these conflicting rights that some committee, be it great or 
small, shall thoroughly investigate the matter and make report. 
I know of no matter that is before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs about which there is so much conflict, not only conflict 
= opinion but a difference as to claimed rights and claimed 

acts. 

Thinking this matter over, I realize that it is quits likely 
this small committee of three will cause no more expenditure, 
and perhaps a much less expenditure of public money in making | 
this exploration than if it is done by a regular committee of the 
body, and, therefore, I withdraw any objection that I urged the | 
other day to the consideration of the resolution, and hope that 
it may be adopted. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Mr. President, the statement made 
a moment ago by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS| at- | 
tracted my attention. I had not heard the reading of the reso- | 
lution; [donot know what is in it; but the Senator from Kansas | 
stated that one of the difficulties that I understand is to be investi- | 
gated by this proposed special committee is the removal of a | 
number of intruders from the Indian Territory. The Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs appointed a subeommittee to take intocon- 
sideration the approval of the agreement made between the | 
Cherokees and the Cherokee Commission sometime since. That | 
subcommittee was composed of the Senator from Connecticut | 
(Mr. PLATT], the Senator from South Dakota[Mr. PETTIGREW |, | 
and myself, and we made as complete an investigation as we 
could of the facts bearing on this question, the Cherokees having 
representatives here, and there being some persons here speak- 
ing for the so-called intruders. 

The agrcement made between the Cherokee Commission 
and the Cherokees was that the intruders should upon the de- 
mand of the principal chief of the Cherokees be removed from 
this territory. Itstruck us as a great hardship and likely to re- 
sult in great wrong to propose to remove seven thousand peo- 
ple without regard to the facts under which they went to the 
nation, and have them put outside of the country. So the sub- 
committee proposed to the Committee on Indian Affairs that | 
they should recommend to the Senate a change in the agree- 
ment made between the Cherokees and the Cherokee Commis- | 
sion to the effect that before it should be lawful to remove any | 
intruder from the Indian Territory who went there subsequent 
to 1886 he should be paid for all of hisimprovements by the Cher- 
okee Nation before the removal took place. 

it seems to me there can be no very great wrong done these 
intruders when they are protected by sach a law. There is no | 


| Ship. ete. 


| estly. 


made into the circumstances under which these people have 
gone there when they can not be removed unless they are there 


in violation of right, and when they will be paid the full value 
of their improvements, to be assessed by three appyaisers to be 


appointed by the President of the United States, before they can 


be put out of the Cherokee Nation. 

As [ said a moment ago, I know nothing about the pending 
resolution, and I do not know that I care anything about it; but 
I think it isdue to the Senate that the facts should be under- 
stood as to@bw it is proposed in the report made by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs that the intruders shall be treated. 
Just before the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] left the 
Senate he made a report which seems to me to be elaborate and 
full upon this very question of the ratification of the Cherokee 
agreement, and recommends that it be ratified with certain 
amendments which are proposed, the one I have stated among 
others. 

Mr. PERKINS, Will the Senator from Arkansas permit a 
question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator if the Chero- 
kees, or the representativesof the Cherokees who are here, have 
not said to the committee, and said publicly, that if the amend- 
ment to the agreement suggested by the Senator from Arkansas 


| was made they would not accept the bill? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I have nodoubt the Cherokees have 


_made such statements. My observation is that they are shrewd 


tracers, and if they can increase the price to be paid to them by 


tion I have no doubt they will do it; but at the same time, Iam 
perfectly satisfied that they will agree to the change proposed by 
the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, perhaps it is proper that | 
should make a statement in view of what has already been said 
by gentlemen on both sides of this question. 

At the last session of Congress the committee, of which I had 
the honor to be chairman, were instructed to proceed to the In- 
dian Territory and investigat2 quite a number of subjects which 
were regarded at that time as extremely important to the Indians 
and to theGovernment. I found it impossible to procure the as- 
sistance of the committee and therefore had to abandon it. But 
I wish to say in connection with this matter that this was one of 
the subjects which that committee intended to inquire into. It 
has been a matter of dispute and controversy and anxiety be- 
tween the Indians and the Government for a number of years, 
the Indians on the one hand claiming that these people are in- 


_truders, and they on the other claiming that they are there by 


invitation and because they have acyuired the right of citizen- 


I think the Senate will fa that when we come to ratify the 
agreement between the Cherokee Indians and. the Government 
this very matter will be a serious stumbling-block. After con- 
versation with the delegates of the Cherokees in Washington I 
know that they are not content atall with having the agreement 
modified as suggested by the Senator from Arkansas. I think 
it is dus to the Cherokee Indians and due to the Government, 
under the obligation which the Government has assumed, that 
these people should be dealt with fairly and equitably and hon- 
There can be no doubt in my mind, aftera very thorough 
investigation, that the intruders ought to be expelled from that 
territory. iam not prepared to agree with the Senator from 
Arkansas that it ought to be done at the price he states. How- 


| ever, that is a question which it is now unnecessary to raise; 


but I do insist that this is one of the most important questions 
for investigation and the procurement of evidence in order that 
the Senate may act intelligently when we come to pass upon the 
agreement. 

I therefore hope that the resolution will pass without regard 


to who goes on the committee or who does not. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, a statement was made here the 
other day to the effect that a subcommittee of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs would visit the Indian country during the com- 
ing vacation, and a partof their duty is toinvestigate and report 
as to the means which have been used to continue the permits to 
keep cattle on the Cherokee Strip. In other words, under a 
resolution of the Senate already passed that committee is re- 
quired to visit the Cherokee Strip and report as to the question 
which I have stated. 

Now, the question before the Senate, it seems to me, is whether, 
in addition to that committee, we are to send a special committee 
there to make investigations in regard to the Cherokee Outlet 


_orStrip. The Senator from South Carolina[Mr. BUTLER] states 


to me that it is with regard to intruders upon the Indian lands. 
Mr. BUTLER. As I understand the scope of the resolution 
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into the rightfulness or wrongfulness of the intru- | 


is to inquire 
as may be neces- 


ders being there, and to suggest such remedy 
sary to get rid of them. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. And, if I may suggest to my friend, to in- 
quire also into the circumstances under which they went there, 
whether they made improvements, the character and value of 
such improvements, etc.—to get all that information. a 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Why can not the committee which 
is already authorized to go there obtain tiais information? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Sena‘or from Missouri will 
allow me, JI should like to correct a statement which has been 
made, as I understand it. I know nothing about any direction 
being given to have these cattle leases investigated, but I do 
know that there was a general resolution adopted, directing the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to investigate the Indian question. 
It embraced everything, as I understood, and I am satisfied it 
oor r. VEST. Ican inform the Senator from Arkansas that the 
other day—possibly he was not in the Senate at the time—I 
offered a resolution which requires the Committee on Indian 
Affairs when they go to the Indian Territory to investigate the | 
question of cattle leases. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But that wassubsequent tothe gen- | 
eral authority given the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I[ know it was. As a matter of course, it simply 
put the supplementary duty upon that committee. My inquiry 
is why the Indian Committee, when they come to investigate 
generally Indian affairs and cattle leases, can not inquire as to 
the white men, or intruders, as the Indians term them, being upon 
the Indian lands. 

Mr. BUTLER. Simply because of the statement made by the 
Senator from Nebraska |Mr. MANDERSON] that they will not 
have the time. 

Mr. VEST. All of us who understand these matters know 
that it will take very little time to make this inquiry. 

Mr. PERKINS. [If theSenator will permit an additional sug- 
gestion, and one that will occur to him at once upon reficction, | 
I will say that the investigation which is to be prosecuted con- | 

| 


cerning the leases is to be prosecuted 250 miles from where the | 
investigation proposed by this resolution should be prosecuted. | 
One will be prosecuted along the Cherokee Outlet, that long 
strip of country lying between the State of Kansas and the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, where these settlers are in the home reser- 
vation of the Cherokee country. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me the Committee on Indian Affairs, | 
as the Senator from Arkansas |[Mr. JONES] has stated—I am not 
going back to the resolution to read it—has been authorized to 
go to the Indian country and inquire into affairs generally in 
the Indian country, and it will be impossible for them to make | 
an intelligent report unless they consider the question of these | 
intruders, because that seems to be a question which has given | 
rise to more irritation and discussion among the Indians than 
all other questions put together. I do not care a great deal | 

| 
| 


about it, but I think the inquiry ought to be made by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr.HAWLEY. I call the attention of the Senator from Kan- 
sas to a correction which should be made in the third line of the 
preamble to the resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, the word ‘‘which” there should be 
changed to *‘ whom.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. In line 3 of the first clause of the pre- | 
amble to the resolution, before the word‘ they,” itis proposed 
to strike out ‘‘which” and insert ‘‘ whom;” so as to read: 

Whereas the Cherokee Nation of Indiansclaim that fromseven to ten thou- 
sand intruders and trespassers have invaded and settled in their Territory. 
whom they insist it is the duty of the United States under treaty obligations 
to evict and remove therefrom; and. 7 ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
to the resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. PERKINS, Mr. But- 
—_ and Mr. HIGGINS as the select committee under the reso- 
ution, 


RECOMMITAL OF A BILL. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the bill (S. 126€) to pay the 
awards of the Court of Claims in the French spoliation cases 
may be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
if not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII | 
is in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. The last two bills on the Calendar are House 
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| sion, but we ought to stop doing business. 
| business. 


pension cases. I ask that unanimous consent may be given for 
their present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESID Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears none, and the 
first House pension bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


ENT. 


i4 
ha 


CAROLINE A. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 6108) to pension Mrs. Caroline A. Smith. widow 
of Philander Smith, of West Tisbury, Mass., was announced as 
first in order, and the Senate, as in the Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to place upon the 
pension rolls the name of Caroline A. Smith, widow of Philander 
Smith, late of the ship Edward, Mexican war, and allow her a 
pension of $8 per month. 

" s ‘ . ’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MINNIE HALL. 

The bill (H. R. 6633) to restore to the pension rolls name 

of Minnie Hall was considered as in Committee af the Whole. 


+} 
the 


| It proposes to restore to the pension rolls, at$i4 a month, the 


name of Minnie Hall, the dependent idiotie child of Albert L. 
Hall, deceased, formerly of Company C, One hundred and fifty- 
second New York Volunteers, to be paid to her duly appointed 
committee or guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


or- 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that we take a recess for thirty 


| minutes. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


T should like to have an executive session. 
I have no objection to an executive ses- 
Thisisno time todo 
Mr. MITCHELL. 


[ do not rise for the purpose of moving to 


| proceed to the consideration of any legislative business, but 


there are a number of nominations which ought to be acted upon. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield to the Senator from Oregon 
for the motion which he suggests. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I move that 
consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in 
executive session, the doors were reopened. 


the Senate to th 


proceed 


OVERHEAD WIRES IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I submit aresolution, which l ask may 
be considered at this time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereb) 
directed to report to the Senate at the opening of the second session of tl 
Fifty-second Congress, the total mileage of streets, roads, avenues, and alleys 
along or over which lines of overhead wires are 
maintained for electrical purposes; the proportion of said total mileage 
owned or controlled by each of the various companies concerned, by the Dis 
trict of Columbia or by the United States; the tension at which said wires, 
are operated; which, if any, of the said lines are dangerous to life and prop 
erty, and what legislation is necessary to secure prompt removal of all lines 
of overhead electrical wires, including poles, from the streets, roads, avenues 
and alleys of the said District of Columbia. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the resolution may be printed and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
resolution is reported from the Committee on the District of Co 
lumbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was not aware of the fact 
reported from a committee. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The resolution has not been reported 
from the District Committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I suggest to my colleague on the com- 
mittee that the resolution be printed, and referred to the Com- 


hee 


that it had been 


| mittee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have no objection to that, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia in the 


absenee of objection. 


CLERKS TO SENATORS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I! am instructed by the Committe: 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to 
report a resolution which I ask may be considered at this time. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That authority is hereby given to JAMES F. WILSON, a Senator 
from lowa, and to ALFRED H. CoLQuItrr, a Senator from Georgia, toemplos 


| each a clerk during the recess of the Senate; and the Secretary of the Sen- 


ate is hereby directed to pay each of such clerks the usual per diem compen- 
sation out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H.R. 9710) to aid in carrying out the act of Congress ap- 
proved April 25, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for celebrat- 
ing the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America 
by Christopher Columbus, by holding an international exposi- 
tion of arts, industries, manufactures, and products of the soil, 
mine, and seain the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois,” 
and appropriating money therefor; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

WORLD’S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill which has just come from the 
House of Representatives provides for an wane for the 
World's Columbian Exposition, and as a similar bill has been con- 
sidered by the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial, I 
ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the 
House bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill(H. R. 
710) to aid in carrying out the act of Congress approved April 
25, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for celebrating the four 
hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America by Chris- 
topher Columbus, by holding an international exposition of arts, 
industries, manufactures, and products of the soil, mine, and sea 
in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois,” and appropri- 
ating money therefor; which was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of aiding in defraying the cost of 
completing in a suitable manner the work of preparation for inaugurating 
the World's Columbian Exposition, authorized by the act of Congress ap- 

yroved April 25, A. D. 1890, to be held at the city of Chicago, in the State of 
llinois, there shall be coined at the mints of the United States silver half- 
dollars of the legal weight and fineness, not to exceed five milion pieces, to 
be known as the Columbian half-dollar, struck in commemoration of the 
World’s Columbian Exposition, the devices and designs upon which shall be 
prescribed by the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and said silver coins shall be manufactured from uncur- | 
rent subsidiary silver coins now in the Treasury, and all provisions of law 
relative to the coinage, legal-tender quality, and redemption of the present 
subsidiary silver coins shall be applicable to the cajins issued under this act, 
and When so recoined there is hereby appropriated from the Treasury the 
said five millions of souvenir half-dollars, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is authorized to pay the same to the World’s Columbian Exposition, upon 
estimates and vouchers certified by the president of the Worid’s Columbian 
Exposition, or in his absence or inability to act, by the vice-president, and by 
the director-general of the World’s Columbian Commission, or in his absence 
or inability to act, by the president thereof, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, for labor done, materials furnished, and services performed in prose- 
cuting said work of preparing said Exposition for opening as provided by 
said act approved April 25, 1890; and all such estimates and vouchers shall 
be made in duplicate, one to be filed with the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
other to be retained by the World’s Columbian Exposition: Provided, how- 
ever, That before the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay to the World's 
Columbian Exposition any part of the said five million silver coins, satis- 
factory evidence shall be furnished him showing that the sum of at least 
#10,000,000 has been collected and disbursed as required by said act: And pro- | 
vided, That the said World’s Columbian Exposition shall furnish a satis- | 
factory guaranty to the Secretary of the Treasury that any further sum ac- | 
tually necessary to complete the work of said Exposition to the opening 
thereof has been or will be provided by said World’s Columbian Exposition; 
but nothing herein shall be so construed as to delay or postpone the prepa- 
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ration of the souvenir coins hereinbefore provided for. And there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to reim- 


“burse the Treasury for loss on the recoinage herein authorized. 


Src. 2. That the appropriation provided in section 1 of this act shall be 
upon condition that the said World's Columbian Exposition maintain and 
pay all the expenses, costs, and charges of the great departments organized 
for the purpose of conducting the work of the Exposition, said expenses, 
=. and charges to be paid out of the funds of the said World’s Columbian 
~Xposition. 

Src. 3. That fifty thousand bronze medals and the necessary dies therefor 
with appropriate devices, emblems, and inscriptions commemorative of said 
Exposition celebrating the four hundredth aniversary of the discovery of | 
America by Christopher Columbus, shall be prepared under the supervision 
of the Secretary of the Treasury at a cost not to exceed $60,000, and the Bu- | 
reau of Engraving and Printing, under the supervision of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, shall prepare plates and make therefrom fifty thousand vel- | 
lum impressions for diplomas at a cost not to exceed $43,000. Said medals 
and diplomas shall be delivered to the World’s Columbian Commission, to 
be awarded to exhibitors in accordance with the provisions of said act of 
Congress approved April 25, 1890, and there is hereby appropriated, from any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $103 000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenditures authorized by 
this section; and authority may be granted by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the holder of a metal, properly awarded to him, to have duplicates thereof 
made at any of the mints of the United States from gold, or silver, or bronze, 
at the expense of the person desiring the same. 

Sec. 4. That it is hereby declared that all appropriations herein made for 
or pertaining to the World's Columbian Exposition are made upon the con- 
dition that the said Exposition shall not be opened to the public on the first 
day of the week, commonly called Sunday;.and if the said appropriations 
be accepted by the corporation of the State of Illinois, known as the World's 
Columbian Exposition, upon that conditionit shall be, and itis hereby, made 
the duty of the World's Columbian Commission, created by the act of Con 
gress of April 25, 1800, to make such rules or modification of the rules of said 
corporation as shall require the closing of the Exposition on the said first 
day of the week, commonly called Sunday. 

See. 5. That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to supersede | 
or in any manner alter or impair the force or validity of the provisions of | 
section 15 of the act of Congress approved April 25, A. D. 1890. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if I could defeat this measure by 
any sort of parliamentary tactics whatever, I should do so ver 
cheerfully. It is very evident to me, however, that this bill will 
pass, and all I could hope to do under existing circumstances 
would be to delay action upon it for a number of days only. 

It is entirely useless now to go back to the inception of this 
enterprise and to what occurred in Congress in regard toit. I 
have not been disappointed in the history of this Exposition. 
When debate was had here upon it at the time the bill was orig- 
inally presented to us for our action, I expressed the opinion that 
after the Government of the United States had given its indorse- 
ment to the enterprise, the city of Chicago would come to the 
Congress of the United States and demand, in the name of the 
national honor, appropriations in order to carry on this enter- 
prise. It was indignantly denied at the time that such wou'd be 
the case, and we were told when Chicago sought the location of 
the World's Fair in that city that her people were amply able to 
make good every guaranty, and that an appropriation simply for 
the governmental exhibit would be required from the people of 
the United States. It is hardly necessary to remark that, wit!- 
out the gift of prophecy, I did not foretell one-half of what has 
occurred in regard to the demands made upon the Treasury of 
the United States in behalf of this Exposition. 

Against my opposition and that of other Senators a bill was 
passed appropriating $5,000,000 in these souvenir half-dollars, to 
be coined out of thé uncurrent silver in the Treasury. Under 
that bill the people of the United States had some prospect of 
recovering back or receiving back a portion of the money. 

If one-half of the report of the House committee in regard to 
the outcome of this Exposition be true, it is a business enter- 
prise which will give large returns to the investors. We know 
that the great expositions in Europe have paid largely to the 
stockholders; we know that the Philadelphia Exposition paid 0 
cents on the dollar, and that if managed according to modern 
business methods it would have paid more: we know that the 
population of this country has largely increased, that the popu- 


| lation of the world has increased, that intercourse hetween na- 


tions has increased, and there is every reason to believe that the 
stockholders of this Exposition, unless it is recklessly and ex- 


| travagantly managed, will receive dividends upon their invest- 


ment, 

Under the bill which comes back to us now from the House of 
Representatives here is a pure, naked donation of $2,500,000 of 
the tax money of the people of the United States, from which they 
will never receive one cent. It is a donation of $2,500,000 tothe 
stockholders of this corporation. It is simply giving them so 
much to increase their dividends, and the Government of the 
United States, instead of standing like other stockholders, is 
made tofurnish the money to put dividends into th ir pockets. 

Mr. President, I know of no language in which I can convey 
my opposition to a measure like this. I repeat now simply if I 
could by any sort of parliamentary means defeat this bill, I should 
resort to them. 

I shall say nothing in regard to the circumstances by which 
we are surrounded. Every intelligent man will understand them. 
I have never been a factionist and do not want to filibust-r, but 
Iam now powerless to do more than to say to the people who 
have sent me here and to the people of the United States, that 
in my judgment this bill is utterly indefensible, utterly without 
foundation, except in the demand which has been worked up in 
Washington City, especially, for more money for this Exposition, 
in order that the honor of the people of the United States may 
not be sullied. 

Chicago took this Exposition with a full knowledge of all the 
responsibilities placed upon her. I know in certain quarters it 
may be insinuated that because I represent in part the greatcity 
of St. Louis, which was a rival for the location of the Exposition, 
I have some personal or sinister motive. Mr. President, to be 
frank aboutit, | never thought for an instant that St. Louis could 
ever secure the World’s Fair, and I told my constituents who 
came here in behalf of their city the same thing. But I de- 
manded then, what I had a right todemand as an American Sen- 
ator, when Chicago applied upon certain conditions for the Fair, 
that there should be guarantees that those conditions would be 
met. ‘They have not been met, and I repeat that we have atlast 
come to this, that $2,500,000 is to be taken out of the tax money 
of the people of the United States and donated to the stockhold- 
ers of this corporation in ordér to put dividends into their pockets 
while the Government is to be left without the possibility of ever 
receiving back a single cent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I desire to enter upon the 
record my opposition to the passage of the pending bill. It is 
useless to consume further time in the discussion of this question 
than has been given to it by my colleague. I simply desire to 

jac» upon record, without calling for the yeas and nays at this 
fate day in the session, my opposition to the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM obtained the floor. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? anes 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield to the Senator from Mississipp1 
if he desires to speak upon the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
tion when it was before tne Senate as an amendment to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill, but it was sustained by a very large 
majority. I merely desire to say now that I regard the propo- 


sition contained in the bill as one that ought not to receive the | 


sanction of the American Congress, and if I knew any way by 
which I could defeat it I would resort to that method. 
desire to place on record my opposition to the pending bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois is enti- 
tled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I voted for the original appro- 
priation for the World’s Fair at Chicago. I thought it was a 
wise and legitimate subject of appropriation. I thought that 


I voted, Mr. President, against this proposi- | 


I simply | 
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its proportion back to the Government would make the situation 
worse than if we declined to give any money at a]l to the Expo- 
I think that was also the judgment of the House of Rep- 
presentatives in determining to give @utright the amount of 
money specified in the pending bill. 

[ do not know myself whether it will be possible for the Expo- 
sition to get along with this amount, but unless they givea 
guaranty to the Secretary of the Treasury that they will be 
able, with what other means they may be able to raise, to open 
the World’s Fair on the 2Ist of October, they can not get the 
amount of money specified in the bill. 


{t does seem to me that the time has gone by when the Con- 


| gress of the United States ought to hesitate any longer in giv- 


the provision made by the committee was an exceedingly judi- | 


cious one. I thought that provision exhibited great wisdom 
and looked to the possible security of nearly the entire amount 
to ke advanced by the Government to aid that great public en- 
terprise. 

But I can not vote for this bill as it comes from the other 
House. I understand that some constitutional idea entered into 
the minds of the gentlemen who opposed the measure as it went 
from the Senate and induced them to vote for the bill as it now 
comes tous. I can not see any foundation for that constitutional 
scruple. 

if the Government has the power to give the money it can 
only be because the work is a public one. If it is a public work 


ing what is specified in the pending bill. The authorities be- 
lieve that they can possibly get along with this appropriation, 
but they can not get the money until the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall be satisfied that they have the necessary amount of 
money in order to open the doors of the Fair on the 21st of Octo- 
ber. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
he will allow me. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have a distinct impression in my mind, 
though it has been a good while ago, that when this proposition 


I should like to ask the Senator a question, if 


| wasfirst before the American Congress we had an assurance that 


I can see no just reason why the Government should not be en- | 


titled to take back its pro rata share of the avails created by the 
expenditure of the public money. If the Government were to 
make an appropriation to-morrow, for instance, to equip the mi- 
litia in a particular State it would be eminently just and pre- 
eminently proper that a provision should be inserted providing 
for areturn to the Government of the materials bought with the 
public money when they had ceased to be of use for the purpos2 
for which they had been purchased. 

Here we are to give by this bill $2,500,000 todo what? Two 
million five hundred thousand dollars, as was aptly said by the 
Senator from Missouri, to create afund. If we have the Consti- 
tutional power, because it is a public purpose, to create an asset 
by the use of public money, I ask how are we going to justify, 


either in a constitutional way or in a business way, the absolute | 
gift of money without any provision for the return to the Gov- | 


ernment of her share of that which her own money will have ob- 
tained? 

I can not vote for this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, as the Senator from Illinois is 
in a yielding mood, I trust he will yield to me long enough to 
enable me to say, inasmuch as I do not propose to ask a division 
upon the question, that I voted against the amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill making the $5,000,000 appropria- 
tion, and I want to put on record the fact that I am against the 
passage of this bill. Having put that statement on record, I 
have said all that 1 have to say upon the subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have about come to the con- 
clusion that I do not care to say anything atall. ButI rose more 
for the purpose of saying that in the first instance there was no 
disposition on the part of those conducting the World’s Fair, as 
we call it, and responsible for its administration, to ask for the 
appropriation in the shape it now comes to us. The authorities 
were perfectly willing, if the Congress of the United States had 
given what it seemed to think, and what seems to me now, to be 
absolutely necessary to carry on the World’s Fair successfully 
without any further concern about appropriations, that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should share and share alike with 
the people of Chicago, who had contributed over $10,000,000; and 
therefore it was that the Senate of the United States put in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill the provision making the appro- 
priation of $5,000,000 on the theory or with the terms that the 
Government should receive its proportion back again if the Fair 
should prove asuccess, as has been believed by almost everybody 
there and in the country, I may say. We put that kind of an 
amendment on the sundry civil appropriation bill in the Senate, 
sent it to the other branch of Congress, and there, after a long 
delay, after adopting it, as we all know, at one time, it has finally 
been taken out of the sundry civil appropriation bill and comes 
back to us as a separate measure and cut in two in the middle, 
giving the Fair but $2,500,000 instead of $5,000,000. 

Mr. President, in my judgment, with that amount in the bill 
any incumbrance upon it in the shape of a provision for paying 





if the Fair was to be located at Chicago, and I believe $1,500,000 
appropriated for the purpose of taking care of the exhibits of 
the United States Government, that city would furnish all the 
balance of the money and that we would never be called upon to 
advance another cent. I should like to know from the Senator 
from Illinois whether that impression of mine is correct or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President. I did not intend to take up 
the time of the Senate a moment longer, but I will refer to the 
interrogatory of ihe Senator from Mississippi. Of course when 
the struggle was going on here between different cities for the 
location of the Fair, there were all sorts of talk by the reprvsent- 
atives of those cities as towhat would or would not be done. 

I myself do not know what individuals may have said as to 
what Chicago would do if the Fair was located there. I only 
take the action of Congress, which the honorable Senator will 
see in the resolution passed by the House of Representatives au- 
thorizing what was known as the Dockery investigating com- 
mittee, and which reads, after the first whereas, 

Whereas the act designating Chicago as the site of said Exposition re- 
quired the people of that city to provide a suitable site and $10,000,000 to com- 
plete the appropriation for holding said Exposition: and 

Whereas, in response to the requirements of said act, the citizens of Chi- 
cago have furnished a site and provided over $10,000,000, a sum deemed ade- 
quate by Congress, etc. 

It seems to me that that recital, which is the recital of the act 
itself which Congress passed, ought to be a sufficient answer to 


as follows: 


| every Senator that Chicago had really done what the authorities 


of the city declared at the time it would do: that it has raised 
not only the $10,000,000, but, according to this very report of 
Mr. DOCKERY to the other House, nearly $11,000,000; for the es- 
timate of the Dockery committee is that its value is over $10,- 
600,000, So it seems to me that, notwithstanding any question 
now as to what the talk was when this great struggle was going 
on between New York, Chicago, and St. Louis, and the other 
places contending for the location of the Fair, this recital of the 
act that was passed as to the amount of money necessary to be 
furnished by the locality securing the Exposition ought to fore- 
close any further discussion upon that point. 

Therefore I desire to say, if I may be excused for taking 
another minute, that, in my judgment, it was not in the mind of 
a single Senator or any member of Congress that the Exposition 
by any possibility would require the amount of money that it 
has seemed to require in order to open the doors of the Exposi- 
tion when the time shall come for them to open; and that is not 
the fault of the local board, neither is it the fault of the general 
board: but it is the growing disposition on the part of the na- 
tions of the earth to take part in that great Exnosition which 
has necessitated the enlargement of the buildings more and more 
from time to time until the cost has far exceeded what anybody 
expected it would be. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate further. I know that it is the wish of everybody to get 
through with the pending bill and other legislation to-day, and 
| hope that will be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in my judgment the Con- 
gress of the United States occupies a very unpleasant attitude in 
respect to the Chicago Exposition. The people of the United 
States have entered upon the idea of celebrating this historical 
event, one of the greatest in the history of mankind, and [ think 
the feeling in Congress three years ago, when the subject was 
first broached, was that the event of the discovery of America 
by Columbus should be celebrated, and it was shared in by all 
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the people of the United States. When that sentiment grew, 
various cities contested for the right to hold the Exposition. 
New York, St. Louis, and Chicago were the great competitors, 
although Cincinnati andgseveral other places made very strong 
showings. Of those tnreee cities it was generally considered 
that one of them would probably beselected. Congress specified 
what it would require, and finally made the selection of the city 
of Chicago. 

The city of Chicago is itself a marvel in the history of man- 
kind, and is probably without arival. 
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this money under the terms and conditions and in the way in 


| Which it is here given. The people of Chicago could raise this 


Nowhere else in the world | 


in the history of civilization have more than a million people | 
been gathered into a great and powerful city within the short | 
period of the life of almost every member of this body, because | 
| after the Government had taken out its entire fund. It is pos- 


in 1837 there was nothing there. 
Mr. CULLOM. The population of Chicago is about 1,500,000. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think about 1,150,000 is the resident popu- 
lation. 
Now, the city of Chicago has done all that it was expected to 


$2,500,000. With a little exhibition of the spirit and feeling of 
the people of that city they would raise it and need not accept 
this appropriation. It is better indeed for us to give $5,000,000 
in a generous way, and say ‘If you will give $5,0u0,000 more we 
willcontribute and share in the profit and loss of the undertaking.” 
I have no doubt that had $5,000,000 been appropriated promptly 
at the beginning of this Congress the portion that would have 
been recouped by the United States would have been far more 
than one-half. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] said that the Phila- 
delphia exposition paid back 60 per cent. I think it did not 


sible it paid 60 per cent on the whole amount, but the Govern- 
ment of the United States took one-third of it beforehand, and [ 
think that the amount was less than 60 per cent. However, [ 


| do not know the exact figure. At any rate, if we had paid to 


do. Everything required by the law has been done by the city | 


of Chicago. Their people must be a wonderful people. They 
have invested $11,000,000 in that enterprise without the certainty 
of any return, but with the hope that probably a portion of it 
will be returned. 

in the mean time the idea grew in the eyes of the people and 
in the sentiment of mankind. All the nations of the world were 
to participate in the Exposition except probably two or three 
that we have exclude by our severe laws, although, by modifi- 


cations recently made they may also be represented. Under | 


those circumstances Congress ought to have done one of two or 
three things. The Government made an appropriation of $1,- 
500,000, but that was only to exhibit its own strength, its own 
wealth, its own resources. Congress declared in that act that it 
did not commit itself to go any farther. Yet, a3 the Exposition 
grew in magnitude the expenses increased. I have not been in 
Chicago to see the buildings, but we have ample information 
about them. Iam a member of the Select Committee, and have 
studied the subject somewhat. 

The buildings provided in the city of Chicago for the Exposi- 
tion are greater, grander, more costly, and more appropriate 
than those for any other exposition in the history of mankind. 


the Chicago Exposition $5,000,000 we would have got back at 
least.50 or 60 or 70 per cent. What is to be done with the great 
sums of money that will be paid in by the persons whoshall visit 
this Exposition? Vastsums of money will comein. ‘Then what 
is to become of the property that will be left after the Exposi- 
tion? That property will beof great value. It will besold here- 
after and converted into money. Merely because we say we will 
not have anything to do with sharing in the profits of this con- 
cern, taking that position, shall we deny ourselves and the peo- 
ple of the United States the right to have their share of the 
money returned to them after paying the profit and loss involved 
in this matter? It seems to me that is not a kindly way to doit. 

Still, here the bill is. Both Houses of Congress are remain- 
ing in session in order that this matter may be settled. The 
President of the United States is detained here under peculiar 
circumstances to abide our action, when by the sympathy of 
every man among us he ought to be elsewhere. Under these cir- 
cumstances I donot see anything better to be done than to allow 


| the bill to pass. At the same time, if I were called uponon a 


They are wonderful buildings there on the shores of Lake Mich- | 
igan, in a flat region, and cost immense sums. They are works 


of art. They have been commended by European countries as 
works of art. An enormous expense has been incurred. In my 
judgment we have contributed to that by sending a commission 
of eighty-four or eighty-eight leading represesentatives of the 
United States to take charge of the Exposition and to have prac- 
tical control over it; and now the United States through its board 
does control it. 


Under those circumstances it is found to be necessary to ex- | 


pend more money to carry on the Exposition. Congress was 
appealed to to contribute $5,000,000. I did not like the way, and 
{ do not like the way now, in which Congress is to contribute. 
If nothing had been said about silver or gold, but we had paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States the $5,000,000 and shared 
with ithe people of Chicago in the enterprise the profit or loss 
that would have been the right thing todo. But Congress can 
not do those things. 

Congress treated the people of Philadelphia, when they were 
engaged in the same kind of an enterprise, with somewhat of the 
grasp of a miser. When the city of Philadelphia, after going to 
the extreme tether to have the exposition of 1876, involved itself 
in debt and could go no further, it appealed to Congress for help, 
and how was that appeal responded to? One million five hun- 
dred thousand dollars was finally given or loaned to that expo- 
sition upon the express condition thatevery dollar of that money 
should be refunded to the United States of America before one 
single cent was paid out to any person in Philadelphia who had 
contributed to the same purpose. It was one of those things 
which was regarded as harsh and unjust. Yet the people of 
Philadelphia were in such a condition that they could not refuse 
it, and they accepted the $1,500,000; and the Government of the 
United States collected from the people of Philadelphia every 
dollar of the money thus loaned before a single dollar was paid 
out or distributed to theshareholders who had given theirmoney. 
‘There was an act of injustice. 

We proposed to give $5,000,000 to the people of Chicago, and 
to share with them the profitand loss. I would rather give $10,- 
000,000 and share with them the profit and loss, than to give 
them the $2,500,000 and tell them,‘* Here, we throw you this bone; 
we will give you this $2,500,000, and we do not expect anything 


from it; we expect it to be all wasted and gone.” That is the | 


way in which this enterprise is treated by the Congress of the 
United States. 

Sir, if this bill stood alone, without its surroundings, I should 
vote against it. 


yea-and-nay vote I should vote against it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I lay no stress upon the fact 
that we have been called upon contrary to our expectations to 
contribute to the success of this Exhibition. When the question 
was up here originally and these same considerations were un- 
der debate I said that after we should have invited the world to 
come there was no possibility to retreat whether Chicago esti- 
mated wisely or not. But Chicago has contributed over $10,000,- 
000, and has done, I think, all that ought to be reasonably ex- 
pected. 

| do not quite understand why the Senator from Ohio thinks 
that it would have been more creditable to become a partner 
than to make a gift outright. Iam quite satisfied that the set- 
tlement of this question now proposed is satisfactory to the peo- 
ple of Chicago. I do not anticipate that anybody will make any 
material addition to his wealth by reason of his holding shares 
in the Chicago contribution. At the Centennial Exhibition, 
after the Government had b2en repaid its million and a half, the 
stockholders received, [ think, something less than 23 per cent. 
It is true, if they had not been obliged to give back the million 
and a half to the Government, there would have been a dividend 
upon the capital stock of between 50 and 60 per cent. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the Illinois corporation, what- 
ever may be its legal form, is but a trustee for the people of the 
United States, and I trust that after the event it will be found it 
has discharged that trust in a way to satisfy every interest. I 
have no doubt, referring to the inyuiry of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE], that it was a promise, and it was expected 
that the money the original act provided would be sufficient for 
the Exposition, but its proportions have grown beyond the con- 
ception of anybody. I was at Chicago last winter, and my atten- 
tion was called to the size of the buildings and to what I supposed 
to be their unnecessary dimensions. I was told that the discov- 
ery inasingle art had since tue Exposition was conceived in- 
creased to more than one-third what was supposed to be required 
for its purposes then; that in the mere matier of electrical ap- 
pliance and apparatus the actual inventions since that time had 
increa¢ :1 one-third. 

We ave very proud of Chicago, and we have great confidence 
in the good faith of the Illinoiscorporation. Illinois voted from 
its treasury $800,000 in aid of the Exposition. 

I do not know that I can say more to the Senator from Missouri 
than to ask him to suspend his judgment and wait until the event 
of this the grandest of all human expositions. I do not propose 
to discuss this particular measure, for it comes to the Senate in 
aform dictated by those who are not favorable to any exten- 
sive assistance to the Fair. It comes here and is accepted; and 
[ say to the Senator from Missouri wait until after the event and 


If Lwere a citizen of ChicagoI would not accept | I am quite sure that he and others will feel proud of the achieve- 
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ments of the World’s Exposition at Chicago. It is beyond all 
conception the grandest of all human enterprises of that class, 
and even fhose who conceived itin the beginning are already 
astonished at its wonderful development and its great extent. 
I am very much gratified at the disposition to allow the bill to 
pass without serious controversy. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, as we are not to have a call o 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill, I take this method 
of placing on record the fact that I am apposed to it and shall 
vote against it. I voted against the amendment upon the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill, appropriating $5,000,000 for the 
Chicago Fair, and for the same reason that [ voted against that 
I shall vote against the pending bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 106) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the World's Columbian Exposition to bring to this country for- 
eign laborers from their respective countries for the purpose of 
preparing for and making their exhibits. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2520) for the relief 
of Joseph C. Williams. 

The message further announced that the House had passed acon- 
current resolution providing for the printing of 1,000 copies of the 
report of the results of the survey made pursuant to the act of 
March 2, 1891, ‘‘to enable the President to cause careful sound- 
ings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in 
the Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpose of deter- 
mining the practicability of laying a telegraph cable between 
these points.” 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9657) to provide for lowering the height of a bridge 
proposed to be constructed across the Ohio River between Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, and Covington, Ky., by the Cincinnati and Coving- 
ton Rapid Transit Bridge Company; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 161) providing for the payment of 
the salaries of officers and employés of Congress for the month 
of August, 1892. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message Jurther announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills: and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 5781) granting an honorable discharge to John 
H. Randleman; 

A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to Annie Davis: 

A bill (H. R. 1044) to correct the military record of Jesse C. 
Taylor, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry: 

A bill (H. R. 2520) for the relief of Joseph C. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 4802) granting a pension to James McCammon: 
and 

A bill (BH. R. 4815) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barrett, 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Owing to the absence of the Senator from 
Maine |Mr. HALE], who was obliged to leave the Senate on ac- 
count of illness, [ask that the Senator from Illinois |Mr. CULLOM] 
be substituted on the conference committee upon the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request made by the Senator 
from [owa will be agreed to, if there benoobjection. The Chair 
hears none, and it is agreed to. 





EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE FORD. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to state that it had been my 
oe to call up the resolutions received from the House of 
Representatives some time since upon the death of Hon. Mel- 
bourne H. Ford, of Michigan, and to ask the Senate to consider 
appropriate resolutions thereon, but it bas been inconvenient to 
arrange atime with the friends who proposs to participate in 
those exercises, and therefore I give notice that I shall call up 
the resolutions early in December next. 


PRINTING OF ELECTIONS BILL. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report back favorably the resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr CockKRELL], and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, procseded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, Tnat there be printed 4,000 extra copies of H. R. 11045, in pamph- 


let form. being an act of the Fifty-first Congress, first session, to amend and | 


supplement the election laws of the United States nd to p 
mol ficient enforcement of such laws. and for other purpo 

Mr. MANDERSON. I find that the cost of this document will 
be 40 cents each, so it is within the limit prescribed by the law. 


The resolution was agree i to 


TARIFF RATES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing. to whom 


was referred the following resolution. submitt { \ 
COCKRELL, reported it without amendment, and asked for its 
present consideration: 
solved by the Senate, That there be printed by the Public P the 

use of Senators, to be plac 1 in the Sena folding room 
6.000 copies of Tariff Rates, prepared by John ) . 
mittee on Ways and Means of the Fifty-iirst Congr ,con r 
tari law, With rates of duties under the same and the pi 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to e 
resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state that the cost of this docu- 


ment will be 70 cents each. 
Mr. CARLISLE. What is the document? 


Mr. MANDERSON. Comparative rates of the tar act of 
1885, comparing it with the tariff act of 1890, prepared er the 
direction of Congress by John M. Carson, clerk of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means of the Hou-e of Representatives in the 
last Congress. ; 

M . COCKRELL. i will state for t e information of ie Hen- 
ate that this pamphlet, prepared by Maj. Carson, ¢ sins the 
tariff law of 1890 on one page and on the opposite page are thr 
columns containing the rates of duty unde th re t law in 
one column, the rates of duty under the law of I5*3 in anoth 
column, and the rates of duty under the proposed Mills bill of 
ISS8S in the third column: and the rates of duty are reiueed to 


average ad valorem. Soitis avery important do ient and 
ery useful to everybody 

Mr. CARLISLE. In this connection I will state that in loo‘- 
ing through the document casually | discover that there are 
some mistakes made by the compiler, which I suppose will | 
corrected in the new edition. 

The resolution was agreed to. 





OHIO RIVER BRIDGE. 


‘ 


Mr. CARLISLE. I desire the present consideration « 
bill which has just come from the House of Repre:entaiives. in 
relation to a bridge across the Ohio River betwcen Covington 
and Cincinnati. 

The bill (H. R. 9657) to provide for lowering the height of 
bridge propose to be constr ieted across the Ohio River te 
Cincinnati, Ohio, and Covington, Ky., by the Cincinnati a 
Covington Rapid Transit Bridge Company, was rea 
time by its title, and the second time at length. 


Mr. CARLISLE. The general law requires this bridge to be 
constructed 53 feet above high-water mark, but the other bridges 
there are not over 43 feet, and it is the purpese of the bili to 
make this bridge conform to the others. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe present 


consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee o 
W hole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a very important local measure. | 
should like to have some information about it. Is it recom- 
mended by the Secretary of War’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iwill say to the Senator from O 
never heard of this bill until a few moments ago: but the mem- 


ber of the House representing that district has brought to me a 
letter from the Seeretary of War approving the bill and stat 
that its result would be simply to place this bridge at the same 


height with the Chesapeake and Ohio Railread bridge, which 
a very short distance below it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know there was at one time a very im- 
portant litigation or controversy about the height of a bridge 
at Cincinnati which involved more than half a million dolla 
All I want to know is whether the Secretary of War has c 
sidered and approved it. I should like to have the letter 
the Secretary of War read. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I sendit to the desk and ask that it be read. 

Ir. BLACKBURN. If the Senator from Ohio and my col- 
league will permit me, I will state that just above and just below 
this bridge are two bridges neither of which has a higher span 
than is here proposed; and the Secretary of War is content and 
satisfied with the plan and has approved it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the letter of the Sec- 
retary of War read, because this isa matter involving Kentucky 
and Ohio on the opposite sides of the river, and «sa matter of 
course I wish to know whether it has the approval of the Secre- 
tary of War. Let the letter be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 


ym 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 26, 1892. 
Sik: In reply to your telegrams of this date, requesting that the Rapid 
Transit Bridge Company be permitted to reduce the height of its bridge 
across the Ohio River from Cincinnati to Covington to the same height of 
the Chesapeake and Ohio bridge across the same river, I have the honor to 
advise you that upon reference of the matter to the Chief of Engineers he re- 
ports thereon as follows: ‘The act of vengras authorizing this bridge re- 
quires a clear height of 53 feet above local highest water. This was prob- 
ably considered the most favorable height for river navigation, and a height 
to which the other bridges at Cincinnati might possibly have to be raised. 
“So long, however, as the present bridges remain at their existing heights 
there would seem to be no objection to the Rapid Transit Bridge being built 
at the height of the Cheasapeake and Ohio bridge.” 


Very respectfully, 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Major-General, Acting Secretary of War. 





Hon. W. W. DICKERSON, 
House of Representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment,ordered 

toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CABLE BETWEEN SAN FRANCISCO AND HONOLULU. 

Mr. FELTON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
table the resolution which has just come from the other House 
in regard to the printing of copies of the soundings between the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Hawaiian Islands and San Francisco, or rather Monterey Bay, | 


for the purpose of layingacable. A resolution of this character 
was passed by the Senate and went to the other House but was 
mislaid, and the House has passed another resolution and sent it 
here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read for informa- 
tion. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate | 


aconcurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which 
will be read. 
The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 1,000 copies of the report of the results of the survey made pur- 
suant to the act of March 2, 1891, ‘‘to enable the President to cause careful 
soundings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the 


ticability of laying a telegraph cable between these points;’’ 300 copies to be 
for the use of the Senate, for the House, and 300 for the Navy Depart- 
ment; the cost of the same to be paid from the unexpended balance of the 
money appropriated for this survey. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I think under the law the resolution 
must go to the Committee on Printing. I ask that it may be re- 
ferred. lL willstate that I shall report it back at once, because 
we have acted upon it in the form of a Senate resolution. 

Mr. FELTON. It has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. To comply with the law it must be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution wi.l be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. MANDERSON subsequently said. I am directed by the 


Committee on Printing to report back favorably the concurrent | 
resolution from the House of Representatives for printing the | 


report of the results of the survey made between San Francisco 
and Honolulu. 
of this document has already been ordered printed by the Sen- 


ate, and that the Senate passed a resolution identical with this | 


one a few days ago, which has gone to the other House. I ask 
for the present consideration of the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. | 


O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 


I will state concerning it that the usual number , 


dent had on the 5th instant approved and signed the following | 


acts: 

An act (S. 3394) chang!2g the date for the dedication of the 

brildings of the World’s Columbian Exposition: and 

/ Anact(S.1273) to authorize the entry of lands chiefly valua- 

ble for building stone under the placer mining laws. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spentin 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

PAYMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint res- 





AvGUST 5, 





Mr. BUTLER. Iofferan amendment which I send to the desk, 
and ask to have read. J 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word ‘* Provided,” in line 8, as follows: 

This shall carry no additional compension to that allowed by existing laws. 

And insert: 


That the session eaplerS now on the rolls of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives be paid their respective salaries up to and including the3ist day 
of August; and a sum sufficient therefor is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. ALLISON. The original resolution requires the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives and the Secretary of the Senate 
to pay these employés immediately after the adjournment of 
Congress. I think that resolution is rather an impracticable 
one. Itis not an —_ thing to pay in advance the salaries for a 
month of all the employés immediately ater the adjournment of 
Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. The resolution reads ‘‘ as soon as practicable 
after adjournment.” 

Mr. ALLISON. But that means that every employé will be 
on hand in about twominutes and a half after adjournment. The 
other question is whether or not we shall allow a full month's 
pay to all the employés of the Senate not borne on the annual 
roll. Of course, I know we have had a long and difficult session 
and our employés have been very faithful. That is the amend- 
ment, as I understand, of the Senator from South Carolnia. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it should be provided, however, that 
the clerks t» committees, etc., receiving per diem salaries who 
are also continued as clerks during the vacation, should not be 
allowed to have an additional month’s pay. In other words, I 
think, as the Senator’s amendment strikes me at a glance, that 
it would allow session clerks of committees to receive a month’s 


. r a the | pay. and then if any of the committees with which they are con- 
Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpose of determining the prac- | nected should sit during the recess. the clerks will continue to 


receive pay. I think that ought to be carefully guarded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are about enough select committee 
to give employment to all the temporary clerks. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state very frankly what my objects in 
offering the amendmentis. There isnoncedof beating about the 
bash in relation to this matter. My object is to allow the secre- 
taries of Senators to get their pay for the month of August, in- 
stead of for only six daysin August. I can see no earthly reason 
why they should not be paid if other employés of the Senate are 
paid, and there is no good reason for it. If the House joint res- 
olution is to bs passed, it ought to pass with this amendment. 
I do not want to pay anybody twice, and I do not believe that 
under my amendment anybody will be paid twice. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator has no such purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will observe that the amend- 
ment is very specific: it says for the month of August. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

RECESS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
8 o'clock this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 58 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 3499) to establish the 


tenth judicial circuit; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


olution (H. Res. 161) providing for the payment of the salaries | 


of officers and employes of Congress for the month of August, 1892; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
sidered at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, procceded to consider the joint resolution. 


[ask that that joint resolution may be con- | 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
REPRINTING OF BILL. 


On motion of Mr. FELTON, it was 


Ordered, That the bil. (H. R. 9286) to create the California Débris Commis: 
sion and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California be reprinted 
with the proposed amendments. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the following concurrent resolutions of the Senate: 

A resolution for the printing of 2,000 copies of the Twenty- 
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third Annual List of Merchant Vessels of the United States for 


the year ending June 30, 1891, as prepared by the Commissioner 
of Navigation; 

A resolution for the printing of 10,000 extra copies of the reports 
of the Smithsonian Institution and of the National Museum for 
the year ending June 30, 1891; 

A resolution providing that with the 6,000 copies already 
ordered to be printed of the reports on European immigration 
the Public Printer be directed to include the letters to the Com- 
missioners from the European steamship companies and the 
accompanying circulars, the appendix to the report on~Russia 
without the map, and the general index, under the supervision 
of the Commissioners, etc.; 

A resolution for the printing of 6,000 copies of the special re- 
port of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury De- 
partment in regard to ourcommerce with the countries of Europe 
from 1870 to 1890; 

A resolution for the printing of 35,000 additional copies, in 
cloth binding, of the seventh annual. report of the Commis- 
sioner of Labor, relating to the cost of producing textiles and 
glass in the United States and Europe and the wages and cost of 
living of the persons employed in the textile and glass industries; 
and 

A resolution for the printing of 35,000 copies of the report of 
the Commissioner of Education for 1889-’90. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 238) for the relief of the heirs of Davis B. Bonfoey and 
Emma W. Bonfoey; 

A bill (S. 3126) to regulate the times for holding the terms of 
the United States courts in the State of South Dakota; and 

A joint resolution (S.R.42) extending an invitation to the 
King and Queen of Spain and the descendants of Columbus to par- 
ticipate in the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 3134) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the 
States of North Dakota and South Dakova with amendments; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolution, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1795) to increase the pension of A. J. Copenhaver, 
late a soldier in the Mexican war; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 162) to pay the session employés, 
now on the rolls, for the month of August and making appro- 
priation therefor. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution for the printing of 13,0U0 copies, to be dis- 
tributed through the folding rooms of the respective Houses, of 
the evidence taken by the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
investigation of the employmentof Pinkerton detectives by rail- 
road companies engaged in the transportation of interstate com- 
merce and of the labor troubles at Homestead, Pa. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 6108) to pension Mrs. Caroline A. Smith, widow 
of Philander Smith, of West Lisbury, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 6633) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Minnie Hall: 

A bill (H. R. 9657) to provide for lowering the height of a bridge 
proposed to be constructed across the Ohio, River between Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, and Covington, Ky., by the Cincinnati and Coving- 
ton Rapid Transit Bridge Company; 

A bill (H. R. 9710) to aid in carrying out the act of Congress ap- 
proved April 25, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for celebrat- 
ing the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America 
by Christopher Columbus, by holding an international exposition 
of arts, industries, manufactures, and products of the soil, mine, 
and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois,” and ap- 
propriating money therefor; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 161) providing for the payment of 
the salaries of officers and employés of Congress for the month 
of August. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1795) to increase the pension of A. J. Copenha- 
ver, late a soldier in the Mexican war, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PAY OF SESSION EMPLOYES. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 162) to pay the session employés 
now on the rolls for the month of August, and making appro- 
priation therefor, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. A joint resolution embracing the same subject- 


-~ . 
i069 
matter has just been signed by the President of the Senate, and 
[ move that this joint resolution lie on the table. 
Mr. HARRIS. Why not indefinitely postpone it? 
Mr. BUTLER. I move thatitbe indefinitely postponed. 
will be the best disposition to make of it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the joint resolution be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC 


That 


LANDS IN NORTH AND SOUTH 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before 


DAKOTA, 


the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3134) for the 
relief of settlers upon certain lands in the States of North Da- 


kota and South Dakota. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, on 
page 2, line 6, to strike out the word “ shall;” on page 2, line 244, 
to strike out ‘‘ proved” and insert ‘‘ provided:” on pag» 3. line 
21, after *‘seventy-one,” to insert ‘‘ opposite toand conte: minous 
with such portion of said railroad as was constructed and com- 
pleted within the time required by the said grant and the acts 
amendatory thereof for the construction and completion of the 


whole of said railroad;” on page 4, line 32, after the word 
*lands,” to insert a comma, and ‘so classified as nonmineal at 
the time of actual Government survey, which has been or shall 
be made.” : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate concur in the 


amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EMPLOYMENT OF PINKERTON MEN, ETC. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives which 
was read: 

Resolved by the House of Represe ntatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 10,009 copies for the use of the House and 3,000 copies for the use 
of the Senate, to be distributed through the folding rooms of the respective 
Houses, of the evidence taken by the Committee on the Judiciary in the in 
vestigation of the employment of Pinkerton detectives by railroad com- 


panies engaged in the transportation of interstate commerce and of the labor 
troubles at Homestead, Pa. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the concurrent 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
The motion was agreed to. 


resolution 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE QUADRO-CENTENNIAL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. A resolution was submitted by me an- 
thorizing the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial to sit 
during the recess, and on the question whether it should le 
agreed to it was declared lost. I made a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was disagreed to, which I think 
is the pending question. I wish to have it acted upon now 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from South 
Dakota that I think the Senator from Missouri |Mr. CocKRELL| 
expressed some interest about the matter, and I hope he will 
not insist upon the consideration of the resolution during the 
absence of that Senator. He was here a moment azo, and will 
be in the Chamber in a few minutes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [shall not insist upon its consideration 
until the Senator from Missouri comes in. 

Mr. COCKRELL entered the Chamber. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I see the Senator from Missouri is pres- 
ent, and I move that the vote by which the resolution was de- 
clared lost be reconsidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from South Dakota, that the vote 


The question is on the motion of 


SOLU- 


upon the i 
tion be reconsidered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read at length. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported August 3, 1892, 
from the Committee to Andit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select) or any 


subcommittee thereof appointed for the purpose are hereby authorized dur- 
ing the recess of Congress to visit the grounds of the World’s Columbian 
Exposition for the purpose of obtaining information as to the expenditure 
of the money appropriated by Congress and as to the general conduct and 
management of said World’s Columbian Exposition, with authority to em 
ploy a clerk, and that the expenses of said committee be paid out of the con- 
tingent funds of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on the motion to reconsider? 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator from South Dakota insists upon a 
vote, Ishall demand the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Of course I shall not insist upon a vote 
on the resolution if the Senator proposes to call the yeas and 
nays, although I am informed there is a quorum of the Senate 
in the city. I had intended, if there had b2en no objection, to 
offer an amendment tothe resolution, striking out all the pro- 
vision for a clerk or any expense whatever to be incurred by the 
Government. I think that the resolution should pass. Ll be 
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lieve that in view of the sum of money which Congress is ex- 
pending for this purpose some supervision should be had over it 
during vacation. I have no desire whatever to advocate the 
passage of any resolution for the purpose of a junketing trip for 
anybody, particularly for myseif, for I very often visit Chicago, 
and I shall do so many times during this summer at my own ex- 
yense. 





Mr. COKE. Taccept the amendment proposed by the Senator | 


from South Dakota, and agree to the resolution if it will cost the 
Government nothing. 
Mr. PE'TIGREW. The pending motion is to reconsider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is first 
in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word ‘‘ Exposition,” 
strike out the following words: 

With authority to employ a clerk, and that the expenses of said commit- 
tee be paid out of the contingent funds of the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now let the resolution be read as it would 
stand amended. 

The SECRETARY. The resolution would then read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select), or any 
subcommittee thereof appointed for the purpose, are hereby authorized dur- 
ing the recess of Congress to visit the grounds of the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position for the purpose of obtaining information as tothe expenditure of 
the money appropriated by Congress and as to the general conduct and man- 
agement of said World’s Columbian Exposition. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to | 


reconsider. 


Mr. COKE. I offer an amendment. At the end of the reso- | 


lution I move to add, ‘‘the investigation to be made at the ex- 
pense of the committee.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first question ison the motion 
made by the Senator from South Dakota to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was disagreed to. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion recurs on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me that that amendment is 
unnecessary. I hope the Senator will withdraw it. 

Mr. COKE. I insist on my amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, that raises another interesting ques- 
tion. 

Ths VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word ‘* Exposition,” in- 
sert: 

The investigation to be made at the expense of the committee. 


Mr. HAWLEY. As the resolution stood it necessarily re- 


quired that whatever was done should be done at the expense of | 


the committee. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Texas is of no use under the sun except to be distinctly offen- 
sive to the committees, of which I have the honor to be one. 
Mr. COKE. I insist on my amendment, because if it is not 
placed on the resolution, at another session of Congress the com- 
mitice will come in and ask that the expenses be paid. 
Mr. HAWLEY. We do not hear a word on this side. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas insists on | 


his amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A inessage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3296) for the relief of Henry Cozad. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 6024) for the relief of William H. Taylor; 


A bill (H. R. 9437) for the removal of the charge of desertion | 


against William H. Holloway; 

- _ (Hf. R. 9433) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Mercer 
Slaughter: 

A bill (H. R. 3122) to pension William Russell for services in 
Orevon Indian wars: 

A bill (H. R. 4875) granting a pension to Margaret Hyatt; 

A bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to Mrs. Phebe Bigler; 

A bill (H. R. 6194) to commission David P. Cordray as second 
lieutenant, to date from June 12, 1892; and 

A bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Margaret Byron. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 288) for the relief of the heirs of Davis B. Bonfoey 
and Emma W. Bonfoey; . 

A bill (S. 3126) to regulate the times for holding the terms of 
the United States courts in the State of South Dakota; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending an invitation to the 
King and Queen of Spain and the descendants of Columbus to 
participate in the World’s Columbian Exposition; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 106) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the World’s Columbian Exposition to bring to this country for- 
eign laborers from their respective countries for the purpose of 
preparing for and making their exhibits. - 

INDEPENDENCE OF CUBA. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the present consideration of the con- 
current resolution offered by me, May 12, 1892, for the appoint- 
ment of a joint committee toexamine and report on the commer- 
cial and and political conditions of Cuba and other islands and 
their relations to the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, that resolution was up for consid- 
eration a few days since without the amendments which I now 
| propose to it. It wasthen objected to by the Senator from Ohio 
{Mr. SHERMAN]. I have submitted it to the Senator from Ohio 
| as I have modified it, and I am authorized to say that he makes 
no objection to the passage of the resolution. It involves no ex- 
| pense to the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the resolution be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will first be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a 
joint committee of three Senators and four Representatives of the Congress of 
the United States shall be appointed by the President of the Senate andthe 
Speaker of the House, respectively, Wh shall inquire into the condition of 
Cuba and the islands known as the Greater Antilles and the Lucayos or Ba- 
hama Island, andthe Lesser Antilles, or Windward or Caribbee Is!ands, and 
their commercial, military, and political relations with the people of the 
United States of America, and report to Congress such legislation as may be 
expedient and necessary to improve the commercial and political relations 
of the United States of America and the people of these islands. 

Second. That the committee shall have power to send for persons and pa- 

pers and to employ a stenographer, and the expenses of such investigation, 
including the pay of the stenographer and clerk, shall be paid out of thecon- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. CULLOM. I thought the Senator said there was to be no 
expense incurred by the passage of this resolution. 
Mr.CALL. Let the resolution be read as I propose to modify 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as modi- 
| fied. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the resolution been reported from the 
| Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
| Senate? 

' Mr.CALL. If the Senator will allow me, I propose to modify 
the resolution so as to leave it without any expense and thus 
avoid the necessity of referring it to a committze. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests that the reso- 
lution as proposed to be modified shall first be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let the resolution be read as proposed to 
be modified. I supposed it had been so read. My object was to 
know the precise form of resolution that the Senate was ex- 
pected to adopt. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair supposes that the Cal- 
endar would be the regular order. 

Mr. CALL. The resolution is before the Senate. Ithinkthe 
Senator from Wyoming does not intend to displaceit. If he 
does, the resolution is in order; it is the regular order. 

Mr. CAREY. If an objection will knock this resolution out, 
| that is exactly what I propose to do. 

Mr. CALL. An objection does not knock it out. It has been 
taken up and it is before the Senate, and it is not in order to 
make any objection to it. 

Mr. CAREY. Of course, I am not very well acquainted with 
the rules; but, as I understand, an objection can be made at any 
time before the vote on a measure of this kind is taken. 

Mr.CALL. There is no such rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has been taken up, 
no objection having been made. The Chair would suppose that 
it is proper that the resolution as proposed to be modified shall 
be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was this resolution introduced to-day? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was introduced on the 12th of 
May. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it be reported as proposed to be modified. 
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form to a simple resolution, constituting 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify the resolution so without eharge upon 


as to read: the contingent fund, a committee to make this exploration. 

Be it resolved by the Senate, That a committee of five Senators of the Con- [ submit, as a matter of parliamentary practice, that Hf it is an 
gress of the United States shall be ot by oe See the mnie amendment to the concurrent resolution making a charge upon 
who shall inquire into the condition of Cuba and the islands KnoWD a3 the | ¢he agntines Pad iat ar Man Beek aes a as 
Greater Antilles and the Lucayos or Bahama Islands, and the Lesser Antilles, - a nt fund it must go to the Committ to Audit and 
or Windward or Caribbee Islands, and their commercial relations with the Con roi th : Contingent Expenses of the Senate under t - 
people of the United States of America, and report eee —y legisla- | if it is an abandonment of the concurrent resi the nad as - 
tion as may be expedient and necessary to improve the trade and commer- le res or ileal ieee AO ies ; ze 7 = 
cial relations of the United States of America and the people of these islands. pie resolution introduced for rpose, it is subjes o the ob- 

ection made by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], and 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agre ‘ing tothe | [ ask the ruling of the Chair upon that proposition. 
resolution as modified. , The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that a 
Mr. MANDERSON. As I understand the status of this mat- } the amendment is substantially a new resolution it is subieect to 


ter itisthis: A coneurrent resolution was introduced in the words | objection. 
which were first reported at the desk, and that concurrent reso- Mr. CALL. LIappeal from the decision of the Chai 
lution was referred. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is, Shall the « 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands it was a | of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 
joint resolution. Mr.CALL. Mr. President, the logic of the Senator from Ne- 


( 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perbaps a joint resolution; but, joint or | braska is no logie at all: sassertion. There is no rule 
concurrent, it was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- | of this body which prohibi amendment of a resolution: 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. , there is no limitation upon the power of the Senate; and t 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ohb,no. The Senator is mistaken in that. | proposition of the Senator from Nebraska is not in accordance 
The resolution has never been before the Committee to Audit | with any rule of the Senate. That acommittee of this body has 


i 





and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. more power than the entire body isa proposition which is seareely 
Mr. MANDiXRSON. Though it proposes to make a charge | worthy of argument or consideration. Whether this resolution 
upon the contingent fund. be concurrent or joint is a matter of no consequence. 


Mr.CALL. [ will state to the Senator from Nebraska that The verbal criticism made by the Senator as to the unpre- 
that part of the resolution has been stricken out, leaving noth- | cedented character of a resolution proposing to pay out of t 
iny but provision for a special committee, without any charge | contingent fund of the Senate the expenses of a joint invest 


upon the contingent fund or any expense to investigate the sub- | tion is like the rest of his argument. It is, of course, a 





ects referred to. criticism upon the omission of a word in the resolution: but the 
Mr. MANDERSON. I understand. senator from Nebraska can find no rule for the proposition that 
Mr.CALL. It involves no charge upon the contingent fund. | it is not in order to amend a resolution of this bedy, whether it 
Mr. MANDERSON. I so understand, but still the parlia- | be e ncurrent or joint, by the power of the whole Senate. Such 
mentary condition is in no wise changed. Here is a joint rcso- | a rule would be an entire obstruction to the business and a limi 
lut on, which,as I understand, was referred to nocommittece. I | tation on the power of the Senate. It do ’s not matter whether 


Was of the impression that the Senator stated that it had been | this is a joint resolution, a concurrent resolution, or a bill. In 
referred tothe Committ-e to Audit and Control the Contingent | point of fact the Chair has decided within fifteen minutes that 
Exp -ns°s of the Senate. It seems it has not been referred to a | a resolution of the Senator from Nebraska might be amended i 
committee, notwithstanding the requirement of the rules, and | the very same resp 


without reference to any committee it is proposed to take it Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no. 
from the table and change its form to that of a simple orSenate | The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection having been made to 
resolution. } that resolution, it was passed by unanimous consent 
Now, | submit that the Senator who introduced the joint reso- Mr. CALL. If withdraw my appeal. 
lution having seen fit to change its form to a simple resolution, Vir. MANDERSON. What is the status of the resolution? 
itis as though that was an entirely new introduction, and it is The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Sen- 
subject to an objection, which would carry it over to next legis- | ator from Florida[Mr. CALL] has withdrawn his appeal from 
lative day. the decision of the Chair that the resolution is subject to objec- 
Mr. CALL. There is no rule of the Senate, and no such rule | tion. 
was ever heard of before, that a bill or resolution may not be Mr. CALL subsequently said: I think there was a misappre- 
considered without reference to a committee if the Senate saw | hension of the decision of the Chair in the matter which has 
fit to do so. been under consideration. I supposed the Chair had announced 
Mr. MANDERSON. Only by unanimous consent. that the resolution was passed without objection, and the objec- 
Mr.CALL. There never has been a motion to refer this reso- | tion had been withdrawn, but I understand that that was not 
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lution; it has been moved to be taken un twice, and has been e ing of the Chair. 
taken up on motion, and it has been submitted to the chairman The VICE-PRESIDENT. Towhat resolution does the Senator 
of the Committ-e on Foreign Relations, who first objected to it, | refer? 

but who now has consented to its passage. It involves no ex- Mr. CALL. The resolution that was just up for consideration. 
pense. Thereis no parliamentary rule againstit. Being before The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
the Senate, it is subject to amendment, as any other resolution, | Senator from Florida? 

whether joint or concurrent. The Seaator from Nebraska cane Mr. CALL. The same. 

point to no rule which prohibits the amendment of a resolution The VICE-PRESIDENT. No; the Chair did not understa 
by the Senate. The Senate is equal to a committee, and I sub- | that the resolution had been agreed to. 

mit to the Senator from Nebraska that there is no kind of rea- Mr. CALL. Then I desire that the vote be taken on the ap 
son why there should be any objection to this resolution. It! peal. as my announcement was made under the impression of 
does not interfere with anyone; it imposes no expense, and it is Senators ar und me that the Chair had decided the resolution 
asked for by a very large and respectable portion of the people | to be agreed to. [ask thatthe vw 

of this country. rom the decision of the Chair as 


‘te be taken upon the appeal 
: to whether the resolution is 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have sent forthe resolution which was | proper!y before the Senat 
introduced by the Senator from Florida, and I find my original | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florid: 





4 
impression in regard to it was correct. It is not a joint resolu- | from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the de- 
tion—— cision of the Chair stand as judgment of the Senat 
j The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was in error in suppos- ir. CALL. Ido not ask for a division upon the question. 
ing it was a ioint resolution. I} VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution was orivinal y sub- 

Mr. MANDERSON. But it is a concurrent resolution. It |! mitted the S-nator from Florida on the lZth of May. The 
was originally a resolution *‘ for the appointment of a jointeom- | rv tion under the rules would have gone to the Committee to 
mittee of Senate and House for examination and report on th \ t and Control the Contingent I of the S t rut 
commercial and political conditions of Cuba and the West India | was not so referred: it was laid on The Sena now 
Islands an { their relations to the United States.” Its form wa submits an ginendment which the Chair is of opinion is in the 
‘* Be it resolved by the Sencte (the House of Representatives concur- | nature of a new resolution, and upon that point the Chair holds it 


ring);” which evidences very clearly that it was a concurrent | is subject to obiection: ani objection having been made by the 


resolution. in the second paragrap) it proposes to make ai S nator from Wyoming [ Mr. Carey }, th 12ir holds that the 
charge upon the contingent fund of the Senate to pay the ex- | resolution is n t before the Senate, but will go over until a sub- 
penses of a joint committee which was proposed to be raised by | sequent day. Prom this decision the Senator from Florida ap- - 
a concurrent resolution, something unprecedented, I think. peals, and the question is, a'l the decisios of the Chair stand 
That resolution not having gone to the Committee to Audit | as th dgment of the Senate’ [Putting the « stion.| The 


and Control the Contingent Exp -nses of the Senate, which is im- ayes appear to haveit. The aves have it: and the decision of 
peratively demanded by the rules. it is proposed to change its | the Chair is sustained. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. In reference to the matter which has just 
been concluded, there seems to have been a misapprehension on 
the part of the Senator from Florida, and perhaps on the part of 
others; that is, that a concurrent resolution should be referred 
to the Senate Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. It is not properly referable to that com- 
mittee, because the expenses under a concurrent resolution are 
not chargeable to the Senate fund. Some other provision must 
be made for the expenditure under such a resolution. I desire 
simply to make that statement in order that there may be no 
wrong impression. 

Mr. CALL. ThenTI hope the Senator will move a reconsid- 
eration of the vote by which the decision of the Chair was sus- 
tained. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This question does not relate to that point. 
The Chair, I understand, decided the resolution to be not prop- 
erly before the Senate. Being a concurrent resolution, it was 
not properly referable to the Senate Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Lask unanimous consent, there having been a 
misapprehension, that the vote by which the decision of the 
Chair was sustained be reconsidered, and that the question be 
submitted to the decision of the Senate. I think the point of 
order made by the Senator from Nebraska is well taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ask that the request be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is that the vote by 
which the Senate sustained the decision of the Chair be recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills this day received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their titles and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 9437) for the removal of the charge of desertion 
against William H. Holloway; and 

A bill (H. R. 6194) to commission David P. Cordray as second 
lieutenant, to date from June 12, 1892. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 6024) for the relief of William H. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 9483) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Mercer 
Slaughter; 

A bill (H.R. 3122) to pension William Russell for services in 
Oregon Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 4875) granting a pension to Margaret Hyatt: 

A bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to Mrs. Phebe Bigler; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Margaret Byron. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to thereport of the committee of conference onthe amendments 
of the Senate numbered 124, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 1382, 133, 177, 
808, 3809, 310, and 311, to the bill (H. R. 7520) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
yearending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (H. R. 4496) to place upon the pension rolls of the United 
States the name of Thomas F. Sheldon, late captain Company A, 
One hundred and twenty-fifth New York Infantry; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 323) granting a pension to Thomas Cooper: 

A bill (S. 1033) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone; 

A bill (S. 1878) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton; 

A bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to Bertha Test; 

A bill (S. 2696) granting a pension to John A. Dean; and 

A joint resolution (S. R.100) to permit the railroads of the 
District to lay extra tracks to accommodate the traveling pub- 
lie during the Grand Army of the Republic encampment. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, and I shall then submit the conference report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the action of the House of Representatives agreeing to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7520) making appropria 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
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June 30, 1893, and for other parpenes, having met, after full and free confer- 
oe _— agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

be yd the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 182, 308, 309, 310, 
and 311. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 130 and 131, and agree to thesame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $408,250;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $230,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 128,and agree tothe same with amendments as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$110,000; ” and after the word ‘‘ managers,” 
in line 9, page 24 of the bill, insert the following: ‘Provided, That all ex- 
penses of administration and installation in the Woman's Building shall be 
paid by the World’s Columbian Exposition;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 129, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘ $5,000; ’’ and the Senate 
agree to the’same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “In 
full of the liability of the United States on account thereof; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 177, and agree to the same 
with an amendment, as follows: Strike out said Senate amendment, and in 
lieu of the matter inserted by said House amendment ingert the following: 
“That no — of the Pinkerton Detective Agency or similar agency shall 
be employed in any Government service or by any officer of the District of 
Columbia;’’ and the House agree to the same. 


W. B. ALLISON, 

S. M. CULLOM, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The 
question is on concurring in the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the great necessity of passing 
the bill at an early hour this evening induces me to forego some 
observations I intended to make respecting the appropriations 
at this session, If there shall be opportunity later in the even- 
ing I may have some observations to present to the Senate. In 
the mean time I ask leave of the Senate to print two or three 
tables stating the condition of the appropriations, prepared by 
the clerks of the Anpvropriation Committees of the two Houses 
respectively. I ask ihat they be printed in the RECORD. 
ask leave, unless I have opportunity later in the evening, to 
make some explanation of the tables in the RECORD. Iask that 
the report be concurred in. 

The report was concurred in. 


THOMAS COOPER. 


Mr. VOORHEES. The bill (S.323) granting a pension to 
Thomas Cooper has come from the other House with an amend- 
ment, which [ask the Senate toconcurin. Iask that the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
there was no amendment made to the bill by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is:2e that the other House made a mistake. 
They intended to amend the bill, and I am very glad they have 
made the mistake. It is better as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No amendment having been 
made to the bill, it stands passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5049) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Lucius L. Dyer; 

A bill (H. R. 8230) for the relief of Louis G. Sanderson, of 
Craighead County, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 6737) granting a pension to D+lzell R. Bradford, 
Twenty-fourth Michigan Volunteers; 

A bill (H.-R. 8907) to increase the pension of John Malloy: and 

A bill (H. R. 6233) granting a pension to Thomas T. Prather. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
following concurrent resolutions of the Senate: 

A resolution for the printing of 5,000 copies comprising the 
necessary text, tables, and charts of the paper entitled ‘* Cer- 
tain Climatic Features of the two Dakotas,” and a resolution for 
the printing of 5,000 copies of the bulletins of the Bureau of 
American Republics submitted to Congress by the President in 
connection with the first annual report of that Bureau. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 3134) for the relief of settlers upon 


W.S. HOLMAN, 

JOSEI #H D. SAYERS, 

HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Lalso . 
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certain lands in the States of North Dakota and South Dakota; 
and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 
BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 
Mr. MANDERSON. If I may have the attention of the chair- 


man of the Committee on Appropriations, I hope he will take | 


advantage of some time before the adjournment to give to the Sen- 
ate the material to which he referred a few moments ago. I 


think it would be far more satisfactory to Senators whoare present | 


if that could be had to-night rather than await its publication 
in the RECORD hereafter. 

I wish to give a statement which has been prepared in the 
office of the Secretary with reference to the business of the two 
Houses, and particularly the business of the Senate, transacted 
during the present session. I think we may say that it is un- 
precedented, at least for many years past, that the Calendar of 
cases should have been reduced as it is shown to be by the Cal- 
endar of to-day, August5. There are upon this Calendar not to 
exceed six House bills yet undisposed of. There are compara- 
tively very few Senate bills remaining upon the Calendar. 

During this session the Senate has passed 709 Senate bills, 
and of these Senate bills the other House has passed 120. The 
House of Representatives has passed 460 House bills, and of these 
the Senats has passed 314. I[ submit that this is evidence or 
showing of the despatch of very considerable business. 

I do not think it improper to call attention also to the fact, for 
it is not secret, that of all the nominations which have come to 
the Senate during the present session there has not been the re- 
jection of a single nominee, and but three nominations die upon 
the Executive Calendar of the Senate, one, I believe, acollector of 
internal revenue and two postmasters. 

I doubt whether any long session of Congress for many years 
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| tomaintain the service during the fiscal year. 


| sions, amounting to $30,000,000 in all, mace 





can make such a showing as this, and I earnestly hope that the | 
Senator from Iowa will supplement this statement by the state- | 
ment of the material that he has in hand to which he referred a | 


few moments ago. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, in response to the suggestion 


made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], and also | 


in response to suggestions made by Senators about me, I will, as 


session of Congress two years ago. 
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several of the regular bills and a dimunition in others, all of 
which are accounted for by changed conditions and situations. 
lor example, there is an increase of $8,000,000, in round numbers, 
in the Post-Office appropriations made necessary by the gradual 
growth and development of our country. It ought to be said 
that notwithstanding this large increase in two years the appro- 
priation for the current year will fall a million or two million 
dollars shortof the necessary expenditures for the postal service. 

[In settling our controversies with the other House the Senate 
surrendered a portion of our increase in this appropriation, al- 
though the increas? made by the Senate was scarcely sufficient 


So here as in 
other departments of the Government large and unusual defi- 
ciencies will be required to meet the current expenditures of 
the year. 

Another large increas? is found in the appropriation for pen- 
necessary by the 
passage of the dependent-pension act of 1X). I need not say 
that this increase, though large, has met with no adverse 
criticism from any quarter in this body, but is regarded as a 
proper expenditure of public money for the benefit of the de- 
pendent soldiers of the Republic, thus smoothing in a degree 
their pathway to the grave. Whatever criticism may be made 
respecting these large appropriations no on» criticising adver- 
sely is likely to dwell with emphasis upon this increase. 

There is also an increase in ths agricultural appropriation of 
a million and a half dollars, in round numbers, made neesssary 
by the recent aid given to experimertal stations in agricultural 
colleges in pursuance of a law which passed this body and the 
other Hous; without adverse criticism, and which is regarded 
as a wis? and prudent expenditure to promote the development 
of our great agricultural interests, and it was also made necessary 
by what is known as the meat inspection act, which has con- 
tributed so largely to the reopening of foreign markets to our 
meat products. . 

[It will ba szen that there is an increase of nearly $1,000,000 in 
the legislative appropriation bill. This increas» has been made 
necessary chiefly with a view to securing early action upon pen- 


i ut | sion claims. 
briefly as I can, state in general terms the condition of the ap- | 
propriations of this year as compared with the corresponding | 


I have before me a table giving a history of the appropriation | 
bills of the present session, also estimates and appropriations for | 
the fiscal year 1892~’93; and also appropriations for the fiscal year 


just closed, 1891-92; which table I submit for publication in the 
RECORD: [See page 7074. } 


This table does not include the appropriations made for the | 


first session of the Fifty-first Congress, for the years 1890-91. 
From this table it will be seen that the total appropriations for 
the current fiscal year amounted to $507,701,380.57, which in- 
cludes what are known as the permanent annual and indefinite 
appropriations as estimated for by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
amounting in the aggregate to $121,863,880. Deducting these 
permanent appropriations from the total aggregate it will be 
seen that the appropriations for the current year are $385,437,- 
500.57, or, in round numbers, $17,000,000 less than were appropri- 
ated for like purposes for the fiscal year 1891-92. 

The foregoing table, as is well known to Senators, was pre- 
pared by the Clerk of the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
in conjunction with the Clerk of the House Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and may be regarded as an accurate and fair state- 
ment of all appropriations for the current year and for the year 
just closed. 

A fairer test of the relative progress of appropriations from 
year to year and from session to session will be found in a com- 
parison of appropriations for the current fiscal year with the 
appropriations made at the corresponding long session two years 
ago, instead of comparing with the appropriations of the last 
fiscal year. For this purpose I have had prepared by the Clerk 
of the Senate Committee on Appropriations a statement of the 
appropriations made at the first session of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and also the appropriations made at the first session of 
the Fifty-second Congress, the latter being for the current fiscal 
year, which table I herewith submit: [See page 7075.] 

Making this comparison it will be s2en that the total :e vular 
annualappropriations forthe current fiscal year amount to $ {85.- 
837,500.57 as against $361,770,057.79 at the first session of the 
Fifty-first Congress. I do not include in these aggregates what 
are known as permanent annual appropriations, but will treat 
them separately. 

This table discloses that the regular appropriations for the 
current year are $17,476,504.18 in excess of the regular appro- 
priations for the corresponding session of two years ago. 

A further examination of this table discloses an increase in 
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| current and ordinary expenditures of th» 


The reductions inappropriations will be found to be nominal 
rather than real reductions in expenditures. For example, the 
appropriations this year for fortifications are $1,500,000 less than 
the appropriations of two years ago for a like purpose. These 
appropriations are regarded as necessary for the protection of 
our seacoast cities, and can be progressed with rapidly or 
slowly, as Congress from year to year may determine. 

So there is a reduction this year for the increase of the Navy 
as compared with two years ago of a half-million dollars. That 
reduction can easily be made, because of the large appropria- 
tions made for the increase of the Navy during the last Con- 
gress, which appropriations, to a considerable extent, have not 
yet been expended. 

There is a reduction, in round numbers, of $4,000,000 in the 
river and harbor bill as compared with the bill two years ago, 
but the billof this year authorizes contracts to b> made for river 
and harbor improvements to the extent of $31,090,000 beyond the 
appropriation of $21,000,009 made in the bill. So whilst the 
money is notimmediately appropriated the Government can con- 
tract to the extent of $31,000,000 beyond the current appropria- 
tion and the appropriations must h -reafter be made to mect the 
contracts thus authorized. 

The deficiencies this year are less than the deficiencies two 
years ago, mainly becaus: of the large deficiency two years ago 
ior the Eleventh Census and for bounty, back pay, etc. 

The miscellaneous appropriations are $4,000,000 less than two 
years ago for the reason chiefly that the miscellaneous appro- 
priations of two years ago included some large appropriations 
which are now carried in the regular bills, and for certain ex- 
ceptional expenditures, such as purchase of land for the Kock 
Creek Park in the District of Columbia $1,200,000, for statistics 
of farm mortgages $1,090,000, for printing the agricultural re- 
port, relief of destitute persons on account of overflow of the 
Mississippi River, for the World’s Columbian Exposition, for 
public buildings, and other smaller items, aggregating nearly $6,- 
000,000; whilst the miscellaneous appropriations for ‘ent 
year, do not include any appropriation for new public buildings 
authorized at this session, nor for any special | magni- 
tude except $2,500,000 just appropriated in aid of the World’s 
Columbian Exposition. 

So it will be seen that the increases and the diminutiong in 
these appropriations are accounted for by special circumstances 
and are not to be regarded in the comparison asshowing extrav- 
acance in the one case or economy in the other, as it will bescen 
by an examination of the great appropriation bills that for all the 
t ap- 
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yurpose of 


Government, the 
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Chronological history of appropriation bills, first session of the Fifty-second Congress, estimates and appropriations for the fiscal year 1892-'93, and appropria- 
tions Jor the fiscal year 1891-92. : 


[Prepared by the clerks to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Representatives. } 
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| | a he 
ies | Wettmates Re House. the | Passed the House. Reported to t _ | Passed the Senate. | Law, 1892-93. 199 
ie — -? | . 
1893. —— = ——— 0 ~ 
Date. Date. | ‘Amount. | Date. Amount. | Date. Amount. | Date. : Amount. Date. Amount. Amount. 
mean — — 1 —_———— a —_—— ‘pe lee neces _eeee " -_ a — —_—_—— 
1892. | 1892. | 1892. | 1892. 1992. | 
Agricultural -....-.- $3, 360, 995. 50, June 2 | $3, 210, 495.50 June 8 | $3, 210, 495, 50 June 22) 83, 247, 995. 50 i2,,| $3, 260, 495.50, July 5 | $3,232, 995. 50\a@3, 028, 153.50 
Army..----- wa onae| 25, 949, 207.59, Mar. 5 | 21, 197, 899. 82 Mar. 21 | 24, 266, 899. rn 24, 511, 499. 8: " Apr. 27) 24,511, 499.82) July as 24. 308, 499. 82} 24,613, 529. 19 
Diplomatic anc | | | | 
constilar.-... ee 2, 138, 466.14) Mar. 8] 4, 509, 545. 00) May 3) 1,478,245.00)June 1] 1,710,045. ete 7! 1,718, 845. 00 July 16) 1, 604,045.00} 1, 656, 925. 00 
District of Colum- | | 
bia b.....-.-..----| 5,602,125.17) Mar. 1] 4,987,555.27) Mar. 3| 4, 987,580.27) April 4| 5, 733, 690. 27) | Apr. 8| 5, 906, 984. 27 7 July 14] 5,998, 414.27) 5, 507, 125, 17 
Fortification.......| 9/386, 607.001 May 3 2, 412, 376.00 June 15| 2,412) 376.00|July 8) 2,946,776. 00, July 15| 2! 989, 276. 00, July 2 2, 734, 276. 00}. 3, 774, 803. 00 
NS EEE EE 603, 907.76) Feb. 13 7, 464, 219. 44; Mar. 1 7,437, 269.44) Mar. 17) 7 941, 227, 68) Apr. 6 8, 209, 441. 68. July i 7, 664, 047. 84) c16, 336, 284. 86 
Legislative, etc ..../ 22, 754, 038.05] May 28 21, 683, 752. 05) June 6 | 21, 683, 752. 05) June 27 22' 034, 772. 97| June 29| 22, 052, 412.97, July 16 21 809, 252. 97] 22, 027; 674. 75 
Military Academy. 506, 320. 18 Jan. 25 465, 795. 18) Feb. 12) 396, 665. 18) Mar. _ 434, 827. 33) Mar. 15) "434, 827.33) July 14 428, 917.33 402 " 064. 64 
ee ced | 27, 194, 639.80, Mar. 20 | 23, 726,773. 00) Apr. 18] 23, 476, 773.00) Apr. 27) 24, 223,773. 00| May 17) 24, 315, 385.00 July 19| 23,543, 385.00! 31,541, 654. 78 
Pension -.-...------|147, 064, 550. 00 Mar. 4 134, 825, 066. 00) Mar. 7 134, 825, 066. 00 Jane 13 146, 737, 350. 00) June 29/146, 787, 350.00) July 13 |146, 737, 350. 00 135, 214° 785. 00 
Post-Office d__......} 80,323, 400.51) Apr. 16 | 78,2 78, 586, 832. 92) June 22| 80, 807, 312.51) June 29) 81, 013, 926.73, July 13 80, 331, 876.73) 77 + 97, 2 222. 61 
River and harbor-..! (e) a. 9 21; 290, 975. 00) May 9) 21, 346, 975. 00| May 1 =m, 118. 00) May 20} 21 ‘374, 368. 00) July 13) 21, 153, 618. 00 tT) 
Sundry civil -..--- | 3, 183, 955. 91) ar. 24 | 25, 157, 787.27; May 27 25, 222) 2. 27) July é 35, 797, 798. 70! July 14 37, 437, 458. 70, Aug. 5} 27,837, 228.93) 37, 410, 363. 99 
DOU enn snc 3, 388, 098, 213. 61) 349, 238, 307. 45 349, 291, 912. 43] (379, 654, 186. 78 380, 007, 271. 00, 366, 798, 907. 39/359, 560, 586. 49 
Deficiency, Cen- } | ~ | Feb. 4 3,000.00'Feb. 5|  318,514.17|Feb. 15| 467, 907.62| Feb. 16] 467,997.62, Mar. 8| 428, 664.17|. ; 
sus, ete, 1892.... | | lt | | 
Deficiency, Agri- | 
Mar. 3) 160,000.00 Mar. 5 160,000.00) Mar. 9 160, 000. 00) Mar. 10 160,000.00 Mar. 18 160, 000. 00) 





partment -...-.. | 
Deficiency, ur- || 


gent, 1892 and \ | a5, 25 


|| | | | 


s,so1.g9|{ Mar. 4) 438,413.70 Mar. 5/ 438,413.70) Mar. 11] 502,886.64) Mar. 11) 502,886.64 Mar. 18] 479, 641.70 io 90,746.96 

















prior years ---- I | 
Deficiency, ur- | |} Apr. 1} 952, 630.00) Apr. 12 1,016, 630.00) Apr. 21} 1,090, a. Ape 22] 1,030, 436.11) May 13 en 
gent, 1892 -...... | | 
Deticiency, pen- June 4) 7, 688,332.00! June 7| 7, 688,332.00; June 9} 7, 688,332.00) June 9| 7% 688, 332. 00) June 14} 7, 688, 332. " 
sion, 1802 . ...... | | | | 
Deficiency, 1892 
andprioryears J | | (June 18} 4,871,385. 88 June 27} 4,819, 231. 35) July 13} 5, 781,144.46) July 18] 6,223. 908.53 med —| 5,900,319. 20) 
Total de fi- | | | | a as | ae 
ciencies -...} 15, 254, 891. 39)... -osese) MEER, 761. 58) 5 esis aie ee 121. 22) ease 15, 690, 796. 83}... ...-... 16, 133, 560. % Bis ta aiak tl 15, 885, 593. 18) ‘| 38, 699, 746. 96 
WOOGE 5.- cones ‘383, 323, 105.00). .......- 363, 552, 069. 03 Sechaba wan 363, 733, 033. oe 395, 34, 008.61 ietske wea 396, 140, 831.90 abe eeney 382, 684, 500. 57| 398, 260, 333. 45 
Miscellaneous . ....| g4. 262. 272. 26-22-22... Se hee ered ieRAeS Sp onnseiteliaians hates | , kt eee eet Pee | 8, 158,000.00) 4, 271, 531. 10 
eueediiened Someta emienneainee a a sneuemmunnea | EE a > 
Total, regu- | | | 
lar annual | 
ap propria- | 
tions .......|887, 585, 377. 26).......... is cieeaksanwismaainn capstan csc 2 citi asicans Gade adic Rg are ae 1385, 837, 500. 57/402, 531, 864. 55 
Permanentannual | | | | | 
RPPCOPEIAIONS ~ 191, OOD, SOOO oon. oon ota ace sinns ne seefacnsnccenfenescescssenee B.Sc 5 ise ata: Seah lene eal og SERRA eae aioe oe j121,863 1880.00) 7122, 486,808.00 











Grand total, | 
regular | 
and perma- 
nent an- 
nualappro- | 


a 


| | 
priations ....|509, 449, 257.26... ; ke! | acca ‘ coos vo-|--o----+- 507, 701, 380. 57525, O18, O72 55 

j | | 
DT OE I CE I I I iirc 5 ork Sin recast nn 4 mw Des ote niki natnin bed ina hang tec nla itd aan atti ne a nein is $375, 090, 000. O4 
Amount of estimated postal revenues for fiscal year 1893__.........-.- hens ah ed Sk osrhaiaaeie ded ae Nanda acd atlas eiaine weet Se eee i 80, 336, 350. 40 
Total estimated revenues for fiscal year 1898 .................---.-.2-------.-200- Si cae si ia a Se I ee 455, 336, 350. 44 


a Includes $889,753.50 for the Weather Bureau heretofore appropriated for under the War Department. 

» One-half of the amounts for the District of Columbia payable by the United States, except amounts for the water department (estimated for 1893 at 
$403,939.46) Which are pays ible from the revenues of the water department. 

eIncludes special appropriations for ratifying agreements, together with #2,991,450 payment to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nation of Indians; in all, 
$8,617,740.75. 

dIncludes all expenses of the postal service payable from postal revenues and out of the Treasury. 

¢ No estimate is included in the “annual estimates for the public service” for rivers and harbors for 1893. ‘The amount that can be profitably ex- 
pended " in that fiscal year, as reported by the Chief of Engineers, is 353,064,950. [Book of Estimates, 1893, pages 202-208. ] 

r No general river and harbor appropriation act was passed for 1892, but an appropriation of 31,000,000 for the improvement of the Mississippi River 
was made by joint resolution approved March 3, 1891, and appr opriations amounting to #1,951,200 for the improvement of certain harbors and rivers were 
included in the sundry civil act, making in all for 1892, $2,951,200. 

q This amount is approximated. 

# This amount includes $29,335,598.34 for pensions for the fiscal year 1891; $1,000,000 to carry on work on the new naval vessels heretofore authorized 
by C ‘congress, and $1,304, 404.46 for payment of Wrench spoliation clainis. 

i This amount includes the specific appropriation of $500,000 made by the act to refund direct tax es, but does not include the indefinite appropriation 
made by said act, nor the indefinite appropriation of the proceeds of the sale of the old custom-house in New York (required to be sold for not less than 
$4,000,000) toward the construction of a new custom-house in that city. 

j TYhisis the amount originally submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury as estimated to be necessary under permanent, specific, and 
indefinite appropriations. 


propriations for this year are substantially the same in amount | found necessary to add considerable sums for the purpose of ex- 
as the appropriations for last year and for the corresponding ses- | tinguishing the Indian title to lands now held under various titles 
sion two years ago. by Indi: in tribes. 

The appropriations to carry on the great Departments of the | It gives me pleasure to say that in the preparation of these 
Grovernment, to maintain the Army and the Navy, to provide bills in the Senate Committee on Appropriations and in their 
for the rivers and harbors, and all the various miscellaneous s>*rv- | consideration in the Senate there have been no party divisions 
ices of the Government, are substantially the same from year , and no party criticism of items. There has been a concurrence 
to year, excepting only the constant increase in the appopriations | of opinion in the Senate Committee on Appropriations that all 
for the Post-Office Department. Sometimes these exceptional | of the appropriations, or substantially all, reported from that 
appropriations are large in a given year and then drop out en- | committee and considered in the Senate are appropriations nec- 
tirely. For instance, last year we appropriated nearly $9,000,000 | essary for the conduct of the Government, and, in most instances, 
to eXtinguish titles to Indian reservations and Indian lands in | absolutely essential to its conduct. 
order that thos» lands might be opened to individual settlement, | These appropriations largely rest upon laws that have been 
provision being made for the reimbursement of the Government passed from time to time after the fullest and most mature con- 
by the sale of the lands to actual settlers. It happens that this | siderationin both Houses, and that the laws requiring these ap- 
year no such purchases haye been made, but it is quite probable | pro sriations are in accord with the popular judgment and will, 
that at the next session, as during the last session, it will be ' is neal shown in the fact that no proposition has been made 





1892. 


Comparison of appropriations ma le at the first session of the Fifty ) 
Title of bill 
Agricultural 
Army 


Diplomatic ‘and consular 
District of Columbia mee 
Fortifications 
EE een 
gislative .....- 





Navy -- 
Pensions. 
Post-Office ; 
River and harbor. 
Sundry civil..... 


Total 
Deficiencies aN 
Miscellaneous .........- 


Total regular annual appropriations ..........-...-- 
Permanent annual appropriations 


Grand total appropriations........ na aladdin oe eaten 





Net increase, first session Fifty-second Congress, over first session Fifty 
a Includes $7,674,332 pension deficiencies for fiscal year 1892. 


b Includes $1,000,000 approprii uted by joint resolution for nickel ore or nickel 





¢ Includes $25,321,907.35 pension deficiencies for fiscal year 1890. 

ad Exclusive of pension deficiencies which are included under pensions 

e Exclusive of pension deficiencies which are included under pensions. 
tal service, and $1,147.995 for bounties, back pay, etc. 


f Includes $1,000,000 for farm-mortgage statistics, $1,364,000 for aid to State agri 
and $598,085.81 for additional clerical force for Pension and other offices to fa 
q This is the amount submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury as nece¢ 


in either House of Congress to repeal or modify them at this ses- 
sion. 

Thus far I have discussed only those appropriations which are 
made in the annual appropriation bills or in separate bills under 
the head of miscellaneous appropriations. I have not included 
in the discussion thus far what are known as permanent and in- 
definite appropriations. These appropriations do not pass from 
year to year under the scrutinizing eye of the Committees on Ap- 
propriations of the two Houses. They are appropriations for 
purposes deemed so important and sO esse ntial that provision 
has been made for payment of the sums estimated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treneues under the head of permanent and indefinite 
appropriations in the laws of their origin. Many of them ex- 
tend far back in the history of our Government, and many of 
them are not immediate drafts upon the revenues of the Goy- 
ernment but arise from settlements and adjustments in the 
proper transaction of the public business. The estimates of the 
Secretary of the Treasury for these permanent appropriations 
this year amount to $121,863,880. 

In illustration of items that are not chargeable to the current 
revenues I may illustrate by taking the estimate for the redemp- 
tion of national-bank notes included in the above aggregate 
which amounts to $9,500,000 for the current year. These re- 
demptions are actually made from deposits by the national banks 
in the Treasury for the redemption of these notes. 

There is found an estimate of repayment to importers, in ex- 
cess of deposits, $7,000,000. This is a repayment to importers 
who are required to deposit the estimated amount of duties 
upon goods imported at the time the goods are withdrawn for 
consumption and before the liquidation of the final amount due 
from the importers on account of duties, the Government always 
being careful to secure a sufficient sum to cover final liquida- 
tion. The excesses thus deposited during the year are estimated 
at $7,000,000, and they are not carried into the current receipts 
from customs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. While on the subject of 
propriations would it disturb the Senator to ask 
the estimates of what has been appropriated at each session, doe 
not always include whatever the estimate of the Treasury De- 
partment may be as tothe aggregate of that fund, and sometimes 
it turns out that it is less and sometimes greater than the esti- 
mate? 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for inte rrupting me to 
make that statement. I should have made it myself. It is true 
that those who make up these tables and who state the amount 
state it from the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
these estimates, as the Senator properly s 8 s, are sometimes un- 
derstated, and sometimes overstated. So the $121,000,000 of 


permanent ap- 
if Congress, in 


permanent Seveneenens. in this account for the current ye: 
I think should not be included in any discussion as to the rela- 
tive appropriations of this year as compared with those of two 


yea 


$s ago. 
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7075 | 
Congress with those » , nd 
es nl 
Increase fit Reduction 7 
I ifty-second F first Cor seanion Bitte first sesslo 4 
Conere firs I rst e 1d Con Fifty-second (| 
session . fis al session. fiscal rress over firs ong from il 
year 1893 ear 1891 session Pitty ‘ 
‘ 
1,690, 100. 00 > ROS. 5O 
$, 200, 471. 79 O28 
1,71 9 2106, 770. 00 
’ 146, 1.2. BS 
4, 1. 498. 659. 00 
‘ HL, US1. 3 
21 868, £0 
b24 HO 3 
123 30, 632, 313 
3 8. 105 
» Os tA 
| 29 1,901 a 
| 374, 473, 239. 39 241, 46: 41, 543, 945. 96 8, 534, 318. 48 
| 8,211, 261.18 €13, 295 5, O84, 280. 4 
3, 153, 000. 00 S7 3, 857, 905. 27 
5 361, 770, 057.79 41, 543,946.96 | 17,476,504. 18 
| g121, 863, 880. 00 7101, 628, 453. 00 20, 235, 427. 00 
507, 701, 380. 57 79 61,779, 373.96 | 17, 476, 504. 18 
t Congress, $44,302,869.78 
matte for naval purposes 
amount includes $3,325,000 for the Eleventh Census, $1,740,000 for the po 
ultural colleges, $1,200,000 for Rock Creek Park, District of Columbia 
litate the settlement of pension claims 
‘ssary for permanent appropriations 
The largest item in this $121 ,000,000 is $48,632,000 for the sink 
ing fund, and the next largest item is $22,000,000, in round num- 
bers, for interest upon the public debt, and so on. Without 
going into detail as to these various appropriations it will be 
seen that they are so necessary to the conduct of the Govern 
ment that our laws have provided for their payment from year 
to year without special and detailed annual appropriations in th 
regular appropriation bills 
This estimate for the current year is large _— the estimate 
of two years ago by $20,000,000, the increase being accounted for 
by the payment of bounty upon the production of domestic suga 
and by carrying into the indefinite appropris og the redemp- 
tion of national-bank notes under the act of July 14, 1890. The 
amount paid for bounty on the production of sugar is a dir 
charge upon the revenues of the Government, but the increas 
on account of national-bank notes is not such a charge and is set 
off by the deposits made by the national banks thems sin ad 
vance of such redemption. 
F) ‘om these tables it will be seen that, including egular 
annual appropriations and permanent appropriations, the in 
crease of the first session of the Fifty-second Congress over the 
first session of the Fifty-firstCongress amounts in round num- 
b rs to $44,000,000, or, ex iding pensions, the increase is $13,- 
70,000 in round numbers. 
Having given care and attention to all these bills and all thes 
appropriations, I can truthfully say that they are not im 
dent, or extravagant, or unnecessary for the general conduct of 
the great affairs of this great Government of ours; and whilst 
minor criticism may be made upon special items, it will not be 
within the competency of any future Congress to reduce these ap 
propriations without first changing ina radical sens» important 
aws upon our statute books, which no one has yet ventured i 
ither House to propose. 
So it may be said that whilst the lifty-first Congress was se- 
verely criticised in certain qi uarters for the large appro riations 
made by that Congress, a careful rev a of the appropriations 
in the two Houses at this session has disclosed that it is not pra 
ticable to reduce appropriations in any con aside rable degree, but 
rather that as the years go on mi derate increases must be made 
in the argregate of the a prop iations of Coneress. 
L think I « ught to say in additi yn to what I have already said 
that although these appropriatio seem large the current reve- 
nues of the Government w s suffi ient to meet them all, ex- 
cept the provision for th nd and such appropriations 
as can not be expended during the fisca year,s +h as for public 
buildings, rivers and harbors, etc. The estimates of the reve- 
nues for the present fiscal year, including $80,000,000, in round 
numbers, for postal revenues, are $455,000,000. Of the appropri- { 
ations for the present fiscal year $10,000,000 were paid d ig the \ 
fiscal year ending on the 30th of June la t, Which can be ducted , 
from the appropriations of this year should all such appropria a 
tions be expended during the year. M: o t and F 
; 
oy 
al 
ea) 








not including the sinking fund of $48,632,000, there will be a 
small surplus from current revenues. 

There is no obligation resting on the Government to provide 
for the sinking fund, except from surplus current revenues, as 
that fund is over $400,000,000 in excess of the payments required 
by the original act, and especially is there no necessity for this 
provision, as it can only be made by the purchase of 4 per cent 
bonds at a large premium, or by the redemption of the few 
millions of extended 44 per cents which bear only 2 per cent in- 
terest. 

It should, however, be borne in mind that our expenditures 
ean not be very much increased without providing the revenue 
to meet such increase, and it should also be borne in mind that 
the unusual deficiencies to be provided for next winter must 
either be provided from the surplus money now in the Treasury, 
or from the postponement of the expenditure of a considerable 
amount of the appropriations made in the various bills at the 
present session. This situation and these considerations require 
that those who are responsible for appropriations and expendi- 
tures should have a care that they are not unnecessarily extended 
beyond the current requirements of the public service. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May Lask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
the effect that the appropriations for the present year were five 
hundred and sven odd millions, compared with $463,000,000 two 
years ago, I take it the Senator simply includes those appro- 
priations for the two years which are estimated for by the Treas- 
ury Department to carry on the business of the General Govern- 
ment, which are included in the several general appropriation 
bills, and does not include appropriations made by special acts, 
such as the World's Fair, for which $2,500,000 has been appro- 
priated? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the sums I have 
named include the appropriation just made for the World’s Fair, 
‘and include what may be called miscellaneous appropriations, 
that is, those appropriations which are covered by separate and 
distinct bills passed by the two Houses of Congress. 


in my observations. 
Mr. MITCHELL. 
public buildings? 
Mr. ALLISON. Not this year, for the reason that no public 
building bill has passed both Houses this year, as lam informed. 
Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask the Senator a question, with 
his permission. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. PASCO. 
whether appropriations have not been maie for public buildings 
which were provided for during the last Congress, the amount 


Does this include the appropriations for 


Certainly. 


being fixed by previous laws, and the appropriations being made | 
to carry out plans which were included in the bills passed during | 


the last Congress? 
Mr. ALLISON. 

completion or continued construction of public buildings which 

were authorized and partly appropriated for at the last session 


of Congress, I think amounting to about $1,800,000, in round num- | 


bers, but it has been usual hitherto to pass during the session a 
number of bills authorizing public buildings, and those authcr- 
izations have required the Committee on Appropriations to make 
appropriations for those buildings authorized by law at the same 
session of authorization. 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator will further permit me, my un- 
derstanding is that rathera different course of procedure ex- 
isted during the last Congress, when a great many new public 
buildings were authorized and only asmall amount of the appro- 
priations made for them. That is the reason why no new enter- 
prises of that kind have been made during the present Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the suggestion made by the 
Senator [ shall not enter into the reasons why the public-build- 
ing bills at this session have not become laws, but I will say to 
the Senator that the amount provided for in every bill authoriz- 
ing a public building last year was either appropriated for in full 
or one-half of the amount necessary to construct the building was 
appropriated, with the exceptional ceses of Omaha and a few 
other large cities, where the buildings are expensive and a suf- 
ficient amount only was appropriated to carry on the work for a 
single year. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I need occupy the attention 
of the Senate any longer in making these explanations. A care- 
ful scrutiny of the tables I submit will give every Senator all the 
information he desires upon the subject of these appropriations. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will have the tables printed in 
the RECORD? 


Mr. ALLISON. I shall have them all printed in the RECORD. 
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| sponsible, but of the immense sum of $507,000,000 which we ap- 
| propriated at this session, $60,000,000 of it became necessary be- 





s. ‘Those mis- | 
cellaneous appropriations this year are $3,000,000 as against | 
$7,000,000 two years ago, for the reasons which I stated earlier | 


[ should like to ask the Senator from Iowa | 


There have been appropriations made for the | 
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They are accurately stated and will show not only the appropri- 
ations this year as compared with two years ago, butall the ap- 
propriations of the Fifty-first Congress and the various stages of 
progress of the appropriation bills during the present session. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Lowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
has made to the Senate a very fair and accurate statement of the 
appropriations at this session. Of course the tables to which 
he has alluded will be published in the RECORD, and will be ab- 
solutely accurate. But the fact remains, to which I have once 
before referred during this session of Congress upon the fioor of 
the Senate, and it will be recognized by the country, that the 
appropriations at this session of Congress will amount in round 
numbers to $500,000,000. Notwithstanding the extraordinary 
efforts on the part of the representatives of the people to keep 
the appropriations within reasonable bounds, laws heretofore 
sey have made it absolutely necessary to appropriate over 
$500,000,000 to support the Government. 

As the Senator from Iowa well states, Mr. President, this is 
not matter altogether of party. In part this immense sum be- 
comes necessary by reason of the growth of the country, the 
extension of our postal system, the extension of our pension sys- 
tem, and other permanent and necessary appropriations which 
have been made, and for which neither party should be held re- 


cause of the act passed during the Fifty-first Congress, a Con- 
gress for which, if I may speak of party, the party to which I 
belong had no responsibility whatever. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], the senior mem- 
ber on this side of the Chamber on the Committee on Appro- 
priations, made a statement which I took the liberty to have 
spread upon the records of this body early in the session, show- 
ing that it was impossible to make any great reductions as the 
laws stand. 

Mr. President, $30,000,000 of this $60,000,000 of increase at 
this session comes from pensions alone. The estimates of the 
Departments were wrong, and the deficiency had to be supplied 
or else the pensioners would have to go without money. 

The amount of appropriation for the ocean mail service we 
were compelled to provide for in these appropriation bills, and 
the increase of the appropriations for the Post-Office Depart- 


| ment of seven or eight million dollars came as a matter of 


course and had to be provided for. So the appropriations have 
grown until it was not within the power of those who framed 
these bills to make the amounts less. 

This is aquestion, however, which must come to both parties, 
and will be brought home sharply and settled cnly by the de- 
termination on the part of the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment, as well as of Congress, to reduce expenditures. 

There is one item, however, which has grown in the last year. 
I mean that of pensions, which will grow at the next session of 
Congress, and which will grow at the succeeding Congress, no 
matter which party may be in power in both Houses of Congress 
or in either House of Congress. It will increase $20,000,000 at 
the lowest estimate in the next year, and continue to increase 
until it will reach $200,000,000 per annum; and I doubt very much 
if it will be possible for any Administration or both parties in 
Congress to reduce appropriations at the next session of Con- 
gress much below $500,000,000. It will require an extraordinary 
effort and the united action, as I have said, of the Executive and 
of both branches of Congress to bring us back to economy and 
to proper appropriations. 

Mr. President, not only that, but before this Congress ad- 
journs, unless I very much mistake the figures presented by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, we shall be compelled to levy addi- 
tional taxes to meet the requirements of the Treasury under the 
laws which are on the statute books. When the time comes, as 
I believe it must come before the end of the fiscal year 1893, that 
an additional amount must be levied to meet these require- 
ments, I have no doubt that both political parties, being brought 
so sharply face to face with the people, will find some method 
by which these immense sums which we now appropriate annu- 
ally may be reduced. 

I do not care at thistime to say more. Fullstatements of why 
these appropriations have grown and an enumeration of the laws 
which have made these increases necessary will be made and will 
find their way into the Recorp. I have no doubt they will be 
as fairly made as the statement of the Senator from Iowa. His 
figures can not be questioned, but the fact remains that sooner 
or later both sides of this Chamber will have to unite in an ef- 
fort to modify the laws which make these appropriations neces- 
sary, for they are too great for the revenues of the Government. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O, 








1892. 
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TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: . 
A bill (S. 2321) granting an increase of pension to Jonas Deyo; 
and 
A bill (S. 2638) granting a pension to W. W. Harllee. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 323) granting a pension to Thomas Cooper; 

A bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to Bertha Test; 

A bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John A. Dean; 

A bill (S. 1878) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton; 

A bill (S. 3296) for the relief of Henry Cozad; 

A bill (S. 1033) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone: 
and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 100) to permit the railroads of the 
District to lay extratracks to accommodate the traveling public 
during the Grand Army of the Republic encampment. 

BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] probably did not explain quite fully in regard to 
the permanent appropriationsand why they have been increased. 
These estimates are made by the Treasury Department upon the 
existing laws requiring payments to be made out of the Treas- 
ury, independent of appropriation bills. The Treasury Depart- 
ment makes an estimate at a given time, and that is charged up 
to that session of Congress. At thenext session the Department 
revise that estimate as time has passed, making one for the next 
session, and it very frequently occurs that these estimates prove 
very defective; sometimes they will be many millions over the 
amount actually expended, and sometimes millions less. 

There has, however, been a very great increase in the perma- 
nent appropriations by the legislation of the Fifty-first Congress. 
The appropriations for the national-bank note redemption fund, 
$20,000,000, estimated for the past fiscal year, and for the ex- 
penses of Treasury notes under the law of July 14, 1890, the silver 
bullion certificate law, the coinage of silver bullion, and th» 
bounty on sugar are included; they are now in the permanent 
appropriations, and they are additions, as I understand, made by 
the legislation of the last Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
a moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far as the national-bank redemption fund 
is concerned, it is no charge upon the Treasury, because it is 
met by the deposits of national banks of United States notes, ex- 
cept in so far as payments are to be made because of the money 
covered into the Treasury which was formerly to the credit of 
the national-bank note redemption fund, which money was used 
to pay the interest-bearing debt. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not now recall the exact amount, but 
some $54,000,0J0 of the national-bank note redemption fund was 
in the Treasury at the time of the passage of the law of July 14, 
1890, and it was covered into the Treasury as assets of the United 
States. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was used in the redemption of bonds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was used, and became one of the means 
of preventing the exhaustion of the Treasury. We had in the 
Treasury of the United States some $54,000,000 of trust funds be- 
longing to the national banks for the purpose of the redemption 
of their notes. We said to the national banks, ‘‘We are your 
depositary; we simply hold this fund intrust to pay out: we are 
perfectly solvent; we will use your funds and we will reimburse 
the holders of your notes whenever they are presented.” That 
was the practical operation of that law.” 

That amount, then, increased the balance in the Treasury by 
just that sum, some $54,000,000, and now the amount necessary 
to meet that $54,000,000 becomes a permanent appropriation, what- 
ever the amount may be. It is estimated for the present year at 
$20,000,000. I am not sure what it amounts to. Therefore its 
tendency is to increase the apparent amount of the appropriations 
of Congress, not only of this Congress but also of the last Con- 
gress by just that amount. Then the sugar bounty is a new item 
to this fund, and there are the other items I have mentioned. 

There is one item which, as a matter of course, has increased 
and will increase, and the demands of the taxpayers of the coun- 
try will compel a very large increase in that particular item of 
expenditure at no distant day. WhenlI entered the Senate the 
postal expenditures were about $33,000,000. I had hoped that I 
could get my hand upon the exact amount ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator proceeds, if he will allow 
me, though I dislike to interrupt him—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is no interruption at all. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator— 
because I know he desires to get all these figures in—to the fact 
that the amount covered into the Treasury by the act of July 14, 
1890, on account of the national-bank redemption fund, was %51,- 
000,000, l think. I have not the exact sum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know it was $54,000,000 or over. I tele- 
graphed to the Secretary of the Treasury and had it, but I can 
not lay my hand upon it at present. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Next year we redeem of that fund national- 
bank notes to the amount of $23,500,000, and last year we re- 
deemed $16,600,000. So that in round numbers in 1891 and 1892 
we redeemed $41,000,000 of that $52,000,000, or over $40,000,000 in 
these two years. 

But I wish to call the attention of the Senator—because I have 
no doubt he has omitted it unintentionally—to the fact that every 
dollar of this fifty-one or fifty-two million dollars was invested 
in the Government securities of the United States, bearing in- 
terest, thus saving interest to the Government, and I think it 
was a wise disposition of that fund. For the current year the 
estimates are only $,000,00 for that purpose, and probably will 
not all be required. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not speaking about the propriety of 
a depositary taking public funds and putting them into its 
pocket and telling the creditors it is perfectly solvent and will 
pay whenever payment is demanded. Asa matter of course, 
everybody knew that the United States was perfectly responsi- 
ble and knew that it could not run off to Canada, as cashiers of 
banks sometimes do, and would have done if they had perpe- 
trated the same act with the public funds deposited in any bank. 
It was probably best, to maintain the credit of the United States 
and to keep the Treasury from actually becoming drained, that 
this trust fund should be paid into the Treasury, and it has 
helped very materially. 

As to the Post-Office Department, the revenue of that Depart- 
mont in 1860 was $8,518,067.47; the appropriations for that year 
were $11,154,167.54; but the actual expenditures were $19,170,- 


| 609.89; in 1870 the expenditures, including revenues and appro- 


priations, for the Post-Office Department had increased to $23,- 
998,837.63; in 1875 to $33,611,309.45; in 1880 they had increased to 
$36,542,803.68; in 1885 they had increased to $50,046,255.21; in 
1890 they had increased to $66,259,547.84; in 1891 to $73,059,519.49. 
I do not recall the amount appropriated for the fiscal year 1892. 
I ask the Senator from Jowa what was the estimate for that year? 

Mr. ALLISON. Seventy-eight million dollars is the appropria- 
tion for the year 1893. Does the Senator mean the receipts? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. What is the estimated amount for 
1892, not for 1893. Eighty million dollars is what we have ap- 
propriated for 1893. 

Mr. ALLISON. Seventy-eight million dollars for 1892 is my 
recollection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Seventy-eight million dollars, and the ap- 
propriations estimated for the fiscal year 1893 are over $80,000,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. It is $78,000,000 in round numbers for the 
past year fiscal—1892. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Seventy-eight million dollars in round 
numbers for 1892, and $80,000,000 for 1893, the current fiscal year. 

Now, Mr. President, with every new line of railroad com- 
pleted, with the establishment of every new post-oflice, and with 
every star route in the country there is an increase in th> ex- 
penditures for the Post-Office Department, and the people of the 
country now in many places are demanding free delivery in ag- 
ricultural districts, which would add an enormovs amount t» the 
expenditures of the Post-Office Department. This will increase, 
and it is probable the expenditures for the fiscal year 1504 may 
run up anywhere from $83,000,000 to $85,000,000, depending 
somewhat upon the legislation increasing postal facilities. 

But, Mr. President, I did not intend to mak» any particular 
discussion. I have not had time to examine accurately and 
make comparisons of the tables, 1 know the tables submitted 
by the Senator from Iowa are correct, and they show the facts, 
so that any one man may take them up and make his own argu- 
ment from them. 

But I desire to say that, in my judgment, the other House has 
done the very best it could to keep down the appropriations to 
an economical basis. That they have been greater than many 
have expected I do not doubt. 

L do not pretend to be gifted with prophecy, but in April, 1891, 
I prepared an article and had it published in the press, which 
gave my views of the appropriations of th: Fifty-first Coagress 
and of the difficulties which the present House of Kepresenta- 
tives would encounter in reducing the amount which would be 
absolutely necessary to be appropriated for an honest and eco- 
pomical administration of the General Government under the 
existing laws, which the present House of Representatives has 


| no power to repeal, amend, or modify. As I have that letter 
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here, and as it has been heretofore printed in part, I ask that it 
may be appended to my remarks just as it was published at the 
time, if there be no objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The 
Chair hears no objection. 
The article referred to is as follows; 


UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., April 18, 1391. 
EDITOR THE REPUBLIC: I thank you forcalling attention to the article in 
the Philadelphia Press over my name and its startling headlines. The 
article was simply an interview in the form of a statement reduced to writ- 
ing and submitted to me for correction to be published in a syndicate of 
papers. 

. Whenit left my hands it was not addressed to any particular person or 
paper, and had no caption or headlines to indicate its contents. The head- 
ines in large letters, ‘‘ Republicans Not Lavish,” ‘‘The Next May Spend 
More,”’ were placed there without my knowledge or consent, and were evi- 
dently intended for partisan purposes, and are in no manner justified or sus- 
tained in whole or in part by anything in the article, and for such headlines 
Iam not responsible. Inthe article as published I stated clearly that the 
Democratic House of Representatives in the Fifty-second Congress would 
undoubtedly watch the expenditure of public money closely with a view to 
retrenchment, and that a large number of useless appropriations had been 
made by the Republican Congress in the last two years, and that it was cer- 
tain that the Fifty-second Congress, with all its large Democratic majority, 
Will refuse to consent to the wasteful or extravagant expenditure of money, 
and on account of the laws enacted by the Fifty-tirst Congress I did not see 
how any very great reductions from its appropriations could be made. 

NO APOLOGY FOR REED’S CONGRESS. 


Imade no sort of apology for or justification or extenuation of the ex- 
travagant appropriations or still mere extravagant legislation of that Con- 
gress. The labors of the Fifty-first Congress ended March 4 last. In the 
elections of November, 1890, the people repudiated its work by the election 
of a decisive majority of Democrats as members of the House in the Fifty- 
second Congress, from March 4, 1891, to March 4, 1893, but left the Republican 
party in control of the Senate and the Executive. The sovereign people, 
Republicans as well as Democrats, should now ascertain exactly what the 
Fifty-tirst Congress did in appropriating their money and in enacting laws 
binding in the future till repealed or changed, and also what powers the 
Democratic House in the Fitty-second Congress has and can actually exer- 
cise in the way of retrenchment and in enacting laws in order that expecta- 
tions may not be created which can not be met. 

The aggregate of the appropriations of the Fifty-first Congress for the fis- 
cal years 1891 and 1892, according to a statement prepared by the clerks of 
the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, is $988,410, 129.55, includ- 
ing #224,115,261 as the estimated amount of the permanent annual appropria- 
tions for those two years, being $101,628,453 for 1891 and $122,486,808 for 1892. 
in the Book of Estimates of all appropriations deemed necessary for the ad- 
ministration of the Government, required by law to be submitted by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to Congress at the beginning of each regular ses- 
sion—submitted in December, 1889—the permanent annual appropriations 
for the fiscal year 1891 were estimated at the sum before stated, and so in- 
cluded in the statement of the aggregate I have given. 

But in the Book of Estimates for fiscal year 1892, submitted in December, 
1800. showing the item of the estimated amounts of such appropriations for 
isv2 and for 1891 and the appropriations for 1890, the aggregate of the perma- 
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nent annual appropriations for 1891 was stated at $126,703,149.72, an increase 
over the former estimate made in 1889 of $25,074,672, which increase was hot 


included in the aggregate of all appropriations of the Fifty-first Congress, 
und should be added to that aggregate because it arose from the laws of that 
Congress and the executive administration. 

ESTIMATES INCREASED. 

[ have compared the two estimates for 1891, submitted in December, 1889 
and 1890, respectively, and find that in the estimate submitted in December, 
IkvU, there are twenty-eight new and increased items and twelve decreases. 
The principal decreases are in the items sinking fund and coinage of the 
standard silver dollar, while the principal increases are in interest on public 
debt, $500,000; sinking fund Union Pacific Railroad Company, %550,000; re- 
payment to importers, $2,000,000; drawbacks or bounties (not sugar bounty), 
71,000,000; army transportation, $100,000; operating canals, etc., $200,000; 5, 3, 
and 2 per cent fund to States, $150,000, and fees of supervisors of elections, 
s100.000. Thenewitems are: Bank-note redemption fund, $20,000,000; expenses 
of ‘Treasury notes under July 14, 1890, $305,000, and coinage of silver bullion, 
FL5O.000, 

Upon the passage of the law of July 14, 1890, called the silver-bullion law, 
there was in the ‘Treasury the sum of $54,207,975.75 held in trust-to redeem 
the notes of national banks, which sum by that law was covered into the 
‘Treasury, increasing the surplus by that amount, and such notes were there- 
after to be redeemed from the general cash in the Treasury, appropriated as 
a permanent annual appropriation. I give these facts that all may under- 
stand them clearly. In addition to this sum of $25,074,693.72 there should be 
added to the said aggregate of appropriations at the lowest estimate $15,000,- 
000 for refunding the direct tax to the various States under the law of March 
~, I84t. and also #4,000,000 for the proceeds of the sale of the old custom-house 
in New York City appropriated toward the construction of the new house. 

MORE THAN A BILLION, 


By adding these three sums, aggregating *44,074,696.72, to the aggregate of 
the other appropriations of the Fifty-first Congress, we have the startling 
sum of $1,032,484,826.27. Truly it can be called the bilfionCongress. Ex-Sen- 
ator Gen. John Lb. Henderson, of Missouri, could very appropriately have used 
the language attributed to him in the public press as follows: *‘As a Repub- 
lican, I think the extravagance of the Congress just adjourned was an out- 
rage upon the party and the people. However the aaa may be 
justified, the fact that they reach #1,000,000,000 is ofitself appalling. Nosuch 
enormity of appropriations has been voted since the war, and occurring ina 
time of profound peace as this is, and when the greatest economy was de- 
manded, no excuse can be offered for the extravagance.”’ 

In the aggregate I have given is included an appropriation of #25,321,907.35 
for pension deficiencies of the fiscal year 1890, appropriated by the Fifty- 
tirst Congress, Which, being charged to the Fiftieth Congress and credited to 
the Fifty-lirst Congress, stillleaves the aggregate $1,007, 162,918.92 chargeable 
to the biNion Congress. In this statement I have not included the indefinite 
appropriations for pay of two and three year volunteers, for bounty to volun- 
teers, their widows and heirs, for bounty under act of July 28, 1866, and for 
commutation of rations to prisoners of war, which claims are being audited 
from time to time and paid out of the indefinite appropriations therefor, 
which will probably amount to about #2,236,000, nor a supposed deficiency 
of about $3,000,000, which the Commissioner of Internal Revenue reported 
January 15, 1891, would probably be required to pay the sugar bounty for the 
liscalyear 1892 in addition tothe permanent annual appropriation of $7,000,000. 
I give the Fifty-first Congress credit for the pension deficiency appropriation 
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for the fiscal year 1890, although the Fiftieth Congress appropriated the 
amount estimated for that year, just as I shall charge to the Pirty-first Con- 
gress any deficiency in the pension appropriation for 1892, although the 
Fifty-first Congress appropriated the entire estimate. 

CONTRASTED WITH THE FIFTIETH CONGRESS. 

In order to realize the enormity of the appropriations of the billion Con- 
gressitis important to contrast those of the liftieth Congress, when the 
House was Democratic. The aggregate of the appropriations of the Fiftieth 
Congress for the fiscal years 1889 and 1890, as prepared by the same clerks, 
is $817,963,859.90, to which Ladd the pension deficiency for 1890, which I have 
credited to the Fifty-first Congress, being $25,321,907.35, and increasing the 
aggregate to $843,285,766.25. In this aggregate is included a pension defi- 
ciency of $3,500,000 for the fiscal year 1888, appropriated by the Fiftieth Con- 
gress for that year and properly chargeable to the Forty-ninth Congress and 
credited to the Fiftieth Congress. 

In the same aggregate of the Fiftieth Congress, the permanent annual ap- 
propriations for the fiscal years 1889 and 1890 are estimated at $224,331,854.85, 
while the actual expenditure, as shown by the Treasury Department reports, 
Was only $200,514,420.03, leaving an excess of : Nort mea over actual ex- 
penditure of $23,817,434,82 to be credited to the Fiftieth Congress. Deducting 
these two sums, amounting to #27,317,434.82, from the said aggregate of the 
Fiftieth Congress, we have #815,968,327.43 charged to that Congress, which be- 
ing deducted from $1,007, 162,918.92 ‘shows an excess of the appropriations by 
the Fifty-first Congress over the Fiftieth of $191,194,591.49. 


TREASURY STATEMENTS. 


About the Ist of September in each year the Treasury Department pre- 
pares a statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Government up to 
the close of the last preceding fiscal year, Which does not include the revenues 
of the postal service nor its expenditures, except only the cash paid from the 
Treasury. The Post-Office Department collects its revenues and expends 
them without placing them inthe Treasury. By this Treasury statement. 
issued about September 1, 1890, the total expenditures for fiscal years 1889and 
1890, including sinking fund, were %696,243,701.76, to which we must add the 
expenditures of the Post-Office Department fromits revenues in excess of the 
cash drawn from the Treasury, as shown by reports of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, amounting to $116,731,649.31, making the aggregate expenditures for 
those two years #812,975,351.07. What may be the actual excess of expendi- 
tures under the appropriations and laws of the Fifty-first Congress over those 
of the Fiftieth Congress no one can now estimate with accuracy. 

Wecan not now tell what deficiencies for 1892, and even for 1891, may be 
reported to the coming sessions of the Fifty-second Congress, to be pro- 
vided for and chargeable to the Fifty-first Congress. The expenditures from 
the permanent annual appropriations may, and most probably will, exceed 
theestimates. Someyearsthey are greater and some less than the estimates. 


PERMANENT APPROPRIATIONS. 


Permanent annual appropriations are such as are required by general law 
to be paid from the Treasury and are not named in the regular annual ap- 
propriation laws and arecalled ‘‘specific’’ and ‘‘indefinite.’’ The ‘specific ’’ 
are those which fix the exact amount to be expended, andare forthe Smith- 
sonian Institution, for collecting revenue from customs, and for arming and 
equiping the militia, aggregating %,942,180. The ‘‘indefinite’’ are for nu- 
merous objects, such as for the sinking fund, forinterest on the public debt, 
for repayments to importers, excess of deposits, for customs, for drawbacks 
and allowances for bounty on sugar, for redemption of national-bank notes 
and for colleges for agriculture and mechanic arts, and whatever sum be 
necessary for the objects named is appropriated without naming the exact 
amount for each year. 

The Treasury Department annually, in its Book of Estimates, submits to 
Congress a statement showing the objects and the amounts estimated to be 
necessary for each object and the total amount of all the estimates, which is 
in the calculations of the appropriations of each year added to them al- 
though not named. In 1885 the expenditure exceeded the estimate over seven 
millions; in 1886 was less by over one and one-half millions; in 1887 exceeded 
by four and one-half millions; in 1888 was less by over by six millions, and 
in 1889 and 1890 was less by over twenty-four millions, as before stated. 

The largest of the increasedappropriations by the Fifty-first Congress over 
the Fiftieth Congressin the appropriation laws are as follows: 


Agricultural, increase 
Fortifications, increase 
Indian, increase 
Legislative, increase 
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River and harbor, increase 2, 738, 678. 10 
Ey COE, FCI ai si in eis he wake cchebes seneaeassnemese 15, 530, 499, 72 


In regard to the pension item it must be noted that in the statements of 
appropriations for pensions by the two Congresses those of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress are stated at $175,017,400, and those of the Fifty-first Congress at $288,- 
$29,751.69, Which gives the above increase. To ascertain the actual increase 
in pension appropriations for each Congress we must from those of the 
Fiftieth Congress deduct $3,500,000 pension deficiency of 1888, appropriated 
by the Fiftieth but chargeable to the Forty-ninth_ Congress, and add $25,- 
321,907.35 deficiency for 1890, appropriated by the Fifty-first Congress and 
chargeable to the Fiftieth Congress, and credit said last amount to the 
Fifty-first Congress, which being done leaves for the Fiftieth Congress $196,- 
839,307.35, and for the Fifty-first Congress $263,007,844.34, and shows the actual 
increase to be $66,168,535.99, provided there be no deficiencies for 1892. 


EFFECT OF INDEFINITE LAWS. 


The enormity of its appropriations of the people’s money must not make 
us overlook the laws the billion Congress enacted, and thereby laid legal 
liabilities upon the no for years to come. 

The McKinley tariff law grants a bounty to the producers of sugar from 
beets, sorghum or sugar cane, or maple sap of 2 cents per pound testing not 
less than 90 degrees by the polariscope, and 1} cents per pound testing less 
than 90 and not less than 80 from July 1, 1891, to July 1, 1905, and makes a per- 
manent annual appropriation of whatever sum may be mosspeney to pay such 
bounty. The estimate submitted in December, 1890, to pay such bounty for 
1892 was #7,000,000. Whatsuch bounty will amount to for 1892 and subsequent 
years can not be estimated with an approach to accuracy. The Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, in his report of January 15, 1891, says: ‘‘It is believed 
that the bounty to be paid under this act during the next fiscal year will not 
fall much short, if any, of $10,000,000." It seems almost certain that it will 
largely increase from year to year and add to the burdens of the future. 

“An act to provide for ocean mail service between the United States and 
foreign ports and to promote commerce,” approved March 3, 1891, author- 
izes the Postanaster- eneral “to enter into contracts for a term notless than 
five nor more than ten years for the carrying of mails on American steam- 
ships between the ports of the United States and such ports in foreign coun- 
tries, the Dominion of Canada excepted. as in his judgment will best sub- 
serve and promote the postal and commercial interests of the United States, 
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* to be equitably distributed among the Atlantic, Mexican Gulf, and 
Pacific ports,’ and divides the steamships into four classes according to con 

struction, speed, and tonnage, and provides that the rate of compensation 
for such services per mile shall not exceed # for the first class nor $2 for the 
second class by the shortest practicable route for each outward-bound voy 

age, nor $1 for third class, nor 66} cents for the fourth class for the actual 

number of miles required by the Post-Office Department to be traveled on 
each outward-bound voyage. In the Post-Office appropriation law for the 
fiscal year 1892 the amount for transportation of foreign mails was increased 
over the estimate of December 1, 1890, by $97,010. The amount which may 
be required to meet the contracts the Postmaster-General may make for the 
fiscal year 1892 and subsequent years will depend entirely upon the number 
of steamships so contracted with. It is safe to say that the amount for 1892 
will exceed the appropriation and will increase from year to year for years 
to come, for there is no limitto the time when the Postmaster-General shall 
make contracts, the only limitation being as to the length of contract from 
the time made. 

MINOR INDEFINITE MATTERS. 

“An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from 
Indian depredations,”’ approved March 3, 1891, confers upon the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction to adjudicate such claims and render judgments therein 
against the United States, and the band or tribe of Indians committing the 
wrong, if identified, to be paid from annuities of Indians, if any. and if not 
then by the United States. The estimate of the aggregate of such claims 
varies from $8,000,000 or $10,000,090 to $20,000,009. The future alone will disclose 
for what amounts and during what years the Court of Claims may 1 
judgments in such cases. 

In the deficiency appropriation law of March 3, 1891, $1.304,095.37 was appro 
priated to pay the findings of the Court of Claims on the particular claims 
therein named for indemnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 1 
1801. These were only a small part of the aggregate of all such claims 

The cost of the public buildings authorized to be erected by the Fifty-first 
Congress, as fixed and limited in the respective laws and the increase of 
cost made by the Fifty-first Congress on public buildings previously author 
ized over and above the limit of cost fixed in the original laws, amount to 
$17,046,635.54, and the appropriations made to $8,886,630.54, leaving $8,160,000 to 
be appropriated hereafter. This does not include the New York custom 
house, authorized to be sold for not less than $4,000,000 and the proceeds ap 
propriated to the construction of new buildings. The river and harbor ap- 
propriation law of the last Congress authorizes contracts to be made for the 
construction, ete., of the works at Galvesten, Tex., St. Mary’s River, Hay 
Lake Channel, Philadelphia and Baltimore, estimated to cost $16,122,979, and 
only appropriated #4,791,200, leaving $11,331,779 to be provided hereafter 

THE PENSION QUESTION. 





nder 





»~ 


Under the pension law of June 27, 1890, over 600,000 applications have been 
filed and hundreds are being filed daily. Many of these applications are b 
applicants or pensioners at low rates under the old law. 

The actual expenditures from the Treasury for pensions for the years 


named have been as follows: 


For 1885 | BSG. 268. 67.40 | Wow 1688 ....~.oenecececes 
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For 1887 | 75,029, 101.79 | For'1890 





Will there be a pension deficiency for 1892, and an increase in the aggregate 
amount of allthe pensions for several years th 
swer yes. 

The increases for s« years past have been as follows: In 1889 ov 
$7,336,270.34; 1890 over 1889, $19,512,076.95; 1891 over 1890, $20,856,204.27, and for 
1892, according to the estimates submitted in December, 1890, and appropr 
ated for the increase over 1891 is only $7,421,725.65. 

No claims under the law of June 27, 1890, are included in that fiscal year 
Three to four months of the fiscal year 1891 passed before the Pension Office 
was fairly organized for work on the claims under the new law. If the Pe 
sion Office shall dispose of the hundreds of thousands of pending claims with 
dispatch and promptness there will be a deficiency for 1892 and considera! 
increase for years to come under existing laws. 


The appropriations for 1891 are $127,793,059.34, and for 1892 are $135,214,785 
ry 
*t 
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POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The actual expenditures of the Post-Office Department, including revenues 
and cash from Treasury, have been as follows: For 1880, $86,542.803.68:; for 
1886, #51,004,743.80 for 1889, $62.317,119.36; for 1890, $66,259,547 and the ap 
propriations are for 1891 $72,226,698.90, and for 1892 $77,907,222.61. The liabi 
ties for 1893 and 1894and subsequent years, by reason of new lines of r 
ways, new post-offices, and star-route service, free-delivery service, and the 
ocean mail service under the law before referred to. will be largely in 
creased, : 






OFFICES CREATED; 

The Fifty-first Congress created 1,951 new specific offices, with specific sala 
ries amounting to $2,359,215. and omitted or abolished 246 specific offices, with 
specific salaries amounting to #310,864.18, leaving 1,705 as the net increase of 
new specific offices, with specific salaries amounting to $2,048,350.82. It in- 
creased the salaries of 1,218 offices by 1,353.12 and reduced or decreased t} 
salaries of 12 specific offices by $3,628.30, leaving 1,206 specific offices with a 
net increase of theirsalaries amounting to $247,724.82 annually. Thesalari 
of the net increase in new specific offices and the net increase of salaries in 
specific offices will amount to the sum of $2,296,075. 64. 

It also appropriated the amount of $2,942,351.50 for new offices created by) 
increase of appropriation or other law without specifying the number of 
such offices or the amount of each salagy, and withheld or omitted appro 
priating $41,240 for offices without specifying the number or the salary of 
each, leaving a net incre: ,901,111.50 annually. The aggregate of such 
new offices, salaries, and increase of salaries is an increase of %5,197.187.14 
annually. 


SALARIES INCREASED 









ESTIMATES FOR APPROPRIATIONS, 

The Secretary of the Treasury will submit to the first and second regular 
sessions of the Fifty-second Congressin December, 1891 and 1892, respectively, 
his Book of Estimates of the amounts of all appropriations required for the 
administration of the Government under the existing laws for each of the 
fiscal years 1893 and 1894, respectively, and also all estimates for deficiencie 
for the fiscal years 1892 and 1893, respectively. The estimates of each De 
partment for its entire service will be made out by such Department and 
submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, who will consolidate all the 
estimates and submit them in one book to Congress. These estimates wil! 
form the basis from which the House will make the various appropriation 
bills for the different Departments. Theaggregate amount ofthe permanent 
annual appropriations for each year, though not specified or named in any 
annual appropriation law, will be charged to that session of Congress and be 
added to the aggregate appropriations of such session as L have before ex- 
plained. it is safe to assume that these estimates by Republican officials for 
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their own administration will be amply sufficient to co ull ¢ 
under existing laws without any defici 
A ( VAL ¢ 
Griefiy stated, these are some of the actual conditions which ¥ mfront 
ie Fifty-second and subsequent Congresses. 


We are hearing the advocates of ) 
eform party, denouncing the Democratic as we 

wr failures to redeem their pledges an 

The Republican party during the past f 
control and power of the Executive and in both Hous 
record shows the manner in which they have redeem 
billion appropriations and extravagant legislation 





for the future and mortgages upon the labor of the « 





Democratic party done or omitted to do to justify ‘ othin 
ro the extent of our power, and consequently our r ponsibilit " hav 
redeemed our pledges and kept inviolate our promise 

At no one time nor during any one Congress since March 4, 1861, has 





had control of Congress in 
Our party had 


Democratic party 
tive 
Fort) 


both Houses and of the Ex: 
control only of the House during the Forty 
fifth Congresses, from March 4, 1875, to March 4, 1879, the Senate and 
itive being Republi During the Forty-sixth Congress, fror 


i). to March 4, 














ssl, Wwe had control of Congress in both Hous: ) na 
ties—the Executive being Republica During the Forty-seventh 
gress, from March 4. 1881, to March 4, 1883, the Republican party ha 
of Congressand the Executive. During the Forty- th Cong 





1885, to March 4, 1885, we had control of the House only, v 


publican Senate and Executive 





During the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Con ses, from March 4 ’ 
March 4, 1889, we had control of the Hou the E uti wit R 
publican Senate. During the Fifty-first Congress, from Mar { ¢ ) 
March 4, 1891, the Republican party had full control of the Congress and the 


Executive. During the Fifty-second Congress, from March 4, 1891, to Mar 
4, 1893, we will control the House and have a Republican President and Sen 
ate. At no time, therefore, has the Democratic party had full power to 


enact any law. Any bill, whether originating in the House or Senate, must 





before it can become a law, be passed by each House and approved by 
Executive, or if vetoed, be passed over the veto by two-thirds of 1 Hou 
THE PEOPLE MUST CONSIDER. 
Our Democratic Hou » of the Fifty second Congress no power toena 
law or to repeal, amend, or modify any existing law without the approval 


of the Republican Senate and Executive. The House has 
to originate all bills for raising revenue, but 
rights of amendment as on other bills. The House exer 
originate the appropriation bills, but the Senate has full ps 
ment and equal power with the House in passing all bil 
ment can be reached the bill fails. 

The sovereign people as well as the Democratic members of the lifty-second 
Congress should calmly and dispassionately consider and unde! 


the Senat 









vance the serious conditions growing out of the appropriations and laws of 
the billion Congress and the Republican control still of the Senate and of th 
Executive. which must be met and removed before any I icti 





apparent aggregate ol 





can be made in the appropriations and t expendi 








t es of the Government be reducea to that economical a1 \ basi 
demanded by the best interests of our Government and of the ; ut ; 
( the people 

Notwithstanding the very serious stacles « yr us, our Demo- 






to the fullest possible ¢ it of its power 


cratic House must and will ‘ 
P ions to the lowest amount absolutely required 





ly reduce the appropriat 
for an economi id ho t administration of our Government, and f 

into practical operation the true Jeffersonian Democratic principie of co 
omy in the public expense that labor may be lightly burdened,” and f 


every dollar of reductions made will be entitled to 1 praise 


minority of La \ loubtless heartily an 
with the Dem majority of the House 

ment of the cardinal principle of our party. 

10W I shall gladly do so as a member of the Senate Commi 
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ypriations, andif any Democratic S nd et Lea 
») secure reductions of expenditures j te hist 
i earnestly to the one us mn I 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
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following bills from the House of I 
severally read twice byt , 
nittee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R.4496) to place 
States the name of Thomas |’. Sheldon, late captain Company A, 


ifth New York Infantry: 


upon the pension rolls of the United 


On» hundred and twenty-fi 








A bill (H. R. 8230) for the relief of Louis G. Sa son, of 
Craighead County, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 6737) granting a pension to Dalzel ht. B ford, 
Twenty-fourth Michigan Volunte 

A. bill (H. R. 8907) to increase th sion of John Malloy 
and 

\. bi H. R. 6233 lon I 1as ‘T. Pra 

The bill (H. R. 5049 ! larg tf des ion against 
Lucius L. Dyer, was its title ar red to tl 
Committee on Milit 

ENROLI » BILI ED 

A message from the yresenta ) ro 
TOWLES. its Chief Cler that the Speaker of th 
House had signed th oll and é ‘ e 
thereupon signed by tl t 

A bill (H. R. 7520) making appropriations for st ex- 


yenses for the Government for the fiscal yes ndi e 30, 
1893, and for other purpos 
A bill (S. 2321 
\ bill (S. 2638 


granting a pel 


granting a pension to 
FINAL ADJOURNMEN 


Mr. ALLISON. 


L report back from the Co ee on Appro- 








riations the resolution of the House of Representatives provid- 
ing for final adjournment with an amendment, to insert instead 
of ‘‘ Saturday, July 30,” ‘Friday, August 5;” and instead of ‘ 2 
o'clock p. m.,” “11 o'clock p. m.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEYin thechair). The 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word ‘‘on,” strike out 
‘Saturday, July 30,” and insert ‘‘ Friday, August 5;” andin the 
last line, after the word ‘‘at,” strike out “‘two” and insert 
‘‘eleven;” so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives declare their respective Houses adjourned without day on 
Friday, August 5, 1892, at 11 o’clock p. m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is before the 
Senate, and the question is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. JAMES 
KERR, itsClerk, announced that the House had passed a resolu- 
tion providing for the appointment of a committee of three mem- 
bers of the House to ,oin a similar committee on the part of the 
Senate to wait on the President of the United States and inform 
him that the two Houses of Congress are ready to adjourn and 
respectfully inquire if he had any further communication to make 
to them, and that Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. FELLOWS, and Mr. O’NEIL 
of Pennsylvania had been appointed the committee on the part 
of the House. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed on the part of 
the Senate to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives to wait on the President of the United States and inform him 
that unless he may have any further communication to make the two Houses 
are now ready to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER appointed Mr. ALLISON and Mr. 
GORMAN as the members of the committee on the part of the 
Senate. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. | 


L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 


dent had on this day approved and signed the following acts and | 


joint resolutions: 

An act (S. 288) for the relief of the heirs of Davis B. Bonfoey | 
and Emma W. Bonfoey; 

An act (S. 3126) to regulate the times for holding the terms of | 
the United States courts in the State of South Dakota; 

An act (S. 3134) for the relief of the settlers upon certain lands 
in the States of North Dakota and South Dakota; 

A jointresolution (S. R. 42) extending an invitation to the King 
and Queen of Spain and the descendants of Columbus to partici- 
pate in the World’s Columbian Exposition; 

A joint resolution (S.R.100) to permit the railroads of the 
District to lay extra tracks to accommodate the traveling public 
during the Grand Army of the Republic Encampment; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 106) authorizing foreign exhibitors at | 
the World’s Columbian Exposition to bring to this country for- | 
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| proceed to the consideration of House bill 4 


Av@aust 5, 





offer the resolution which I send to the desk; and I ask for its 
present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 

; Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered to Hon. 
CHARLES F’. MANDERSON, President pro tempore of the Senate, for the digni- 
fied, impartial, and courteous manner with which he has presided over its 
deliberations during the present session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to unanimously. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, itsChief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 2612) granting a pension to Tendoy, chief of the Bannocks, 
Shoshones, and Sheepeaters tribe of Indians, with an amend- 
ment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to George W. Clark. 


TENDOY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2612) grant 
ing a pension to Tendoy, chief of the Bannocks, Shoshones, and 
Sheepeaters tribe of Indians. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 
4, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘thirty ” and insert 
** fifteen.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I understand that it is too late to have the bill 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was | signed, amd I Sek that 39 Be on the table. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


| the bill (S. 1661) granting an increase of pension to John Hal- 
| lam. 


The message also announced that the Houre had passed the 
bill (H. R. 4255) to pension Samuel G. Briggs, of Hale County, 
Ala.; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pen- 


| sion to George W. Clark; and it was thereupon signed by the 


Vice-President. 
SAMUEL G. BRIGGS. 


I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 


95 


Vd». 


Mr. MORGAN. 


Mr. CULLOM. What bill is that? 
Mr. MORGAN. Itis a bill just received from the House of 
Representatives to pension a very decrepit old man, who prob- 


_ably will be dead before December. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the bill before the 
Senate. 

The bill (H.R. 4255) to pension Samuel G. Briggs, of Hale 
County, Ala., was read the first time by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length for 


eign laborers from their respective countries for the purpose of | information. 


preparing for and making their exhibits; | 


An act (S. 323) granting a pension to Thomas Cooper; 
An act (S. 2105) granting a pension to Bertha Test; 
An act (S. 1083) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone; 
An act (S. 2606) granting a pension to John A. Dean; 

An act (S. 1878) to increass the pension of Ambrose B. Carl- 

ton; 

An act (S. 
An act (S. 


| 
2321 | 
2638 


oT} 


granting an increase of pension to Jonas Deyo; 
granting a pension to W. W. Harllee; 


) 
) 
) 
) 


An act (S. 3296) for the relief of Henry Cozad; and 
An act (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Clark. 


THANKS TO THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I submit a resolution for which 
1 ask the present consideration of the Senate. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Lesolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered to Hon. LEVI 


P. MORTON, Vice-President, for the dignified, impartial, and courteous man- 
ner With which he has presided over its deliberations during the present 
sessi-n. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to unanimously. 
THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 
Mr. COCKRELL 


The question is on agreeing to 


Mr. President, it gives me pleasure to | 


The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| directed to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel G. Briggs, of Hale 
| County, Ala., who served in the Florida war as a soldier in Capt. Henry 
| Webb’s Company, Col. Acklin’s regiment; and that the said Samuel G. Briggs 


be paid a pension under the provisions of the pension laws at the rate of #15 


| per month. 


Mr. MORGAN. On further consideration, I move that the 


| bill be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 


, TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 


to the amendment of the Senate to the House concurrent rezo- 
lution fixing a time for adjournment without day. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


At 10 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m. Mr. ALLISON and Mr. 
GORMAN, of the joint committee appointed to wait upon the 


| President of the United States and notify him that Congress 


was ready to adjourn, appeared at the bar of the Senate, and 
Mr. ALLISON said: Mr. President, the committee on the part 
of the Senate, with a like committee on the part of the House, 


| have waited upon the President and informed him that the two 


Houses were now ready to adjourn unless he had some further 
communication to make. The President infarmed the commit- 
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| 
tee that he had no further communication to make to the Senate 
and House. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The hour of 11 o’clock having arrived, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT said: Before making the announce- 
ment that will terminate the present session, the Chair desires to 
pay a personal tribute of respect and affection to the memory of the 
two distinguished members of this body who were present at the 
first roll call, but have since passed from the busy walks of earth 
to the realities of eternal life. 

They will no longer occupy their accustomed places on this 
floor, but will long be remembered, not only in the Senate, but 
in other fields of human activity, as conspicuous leaders, as illus- 
trious citizens, and as able, honorable, and patriotic public serv- 
ants. 

It is my agreeable duty to express my most grateful apprecia- 
tion of the honor conferred upon me by the resolution unani- 
mously adopted by the Senate during my absence from the chair. 
If I am entitled to the highly commendatory words of the reso- 
lution it is owing to the uniform courtesy and kindness accorded 
to me by every Senator on this floor. 

With the earnest hope that upon the reassembling of Con- 
gress every member of this body may be found in his seat in re- 
newed health and strength, I now declare that the Senate stands 
adjourned without day. 


. 


NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received by the Senate August 5, 1892. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF THE MINT AT CARSON. 
Theodore R. Hofer, of Nevada, to be superintendent of the 
mint of the United States at Carson, in the State of Nevada, to 
succeed Samuel C. Wright, deceased. 
CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate August 5, 1892. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF THE MINT. 
Theodore R. Hofer, of Nevada, to be superintendent of the 
mint of the United States at Carson, in the State of Nevada. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 5, 1892. 


The House met at J1 o'clock a. m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. Prayer by the Rev. J. H, CUTHBERT, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

JOSEPH C. WILLIAMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2520) for 
the relief of Joseph C. Williams with a Senate amendment 
thereto. 

The amendment of the Senate was read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, J move to concur 
in the Senate amendment. It simply changes the date of dis- 
charge. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Senate bills of the following titles were severally read and re- 
ferred to the committees named below: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 115) extending the time of payment by 
purchasers of land on the Pawnee Indian Reservation—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3317) extending the time for the construction of the 
Big HornSouthern Railroad through the Crow Indian Reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3260) for the relief of Orson Putnam—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3259) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2920) to establish a port of delivery at Helena, Mont.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S, 2245) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 559) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1465) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows—to the Com- | 
mittee on Claims. 

E. DARWIN GAGE. 

The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House the bill (S. 3314) for 
the relief of E. Darwin Gage, late lieutenant-colonel of the One | 
hundred and forty-eighth New York Infantry. 
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_Mr. RAINES. Mr. Speaker, there is on the Calendar of Un- 
finished Business of the House a similar bill tothe one which has 


| just been reported, and I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 


substituted for the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman mean to ask for the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. RAINES. 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I will ask 
what is the object of this bill. 

Mr. RAINES. The object of the billis to change the muster 
of E. Darwin Gage. 

Mr.McMILLIN. What is the object to be attained? 

Mr. RAINES. The object to be attained is that it will in the 
end result probably in giving his wife the pension of a widow of 
a lieutenant-colonel instead of a captain. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He was killed in that capacity, was he? 
Mr. RAINES. He was killed in the battle of Fair Oaks, seven 
days—— 


Mr. KILGORE. 


[ ask unanimous consent for its present con- 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
equivalent to an objection. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

DRAWBACKS ON SUGAR. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged 
report upon a resolution of inquiry. I ask the Clerk to read the 
resolution which I[ send t» the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to report to this House the amount of the drawbacks allowed the 
American Sugar Refiners’ Company or sugar trust during the past year, the 
allowance per pound, and by what means or how the amount of said draw- 
backs is arrived at. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have to ask the indulgence 
of the House to report a copy instead of the original. I thought 
the original had been reported according to the instructions of 
the House, but on examination I find that it was not, and being 


| unable to find the original I produce this copy instead, stating 


that it isa copy. The committee recommend its adoption. I 


| went to the Treasury Department and found that while they 


were not able to give the information sought there, the amount 
paid for the six months ending December 31 last at the port of 
New York was $217,286; but since that time, in the next succeed- 
ing quarter, it was only $374, showing that the change in getting 
free sugar had also reduced the amount of drawbacks. I demand 
the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman that it not only 
changed the amounts but entirely abrogated the drawbacks un- 
less they chose to import refined sugar. It entirely abrogated 
the drawbacks. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Inthe next quarter there were $374.71 paid. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was on refined sugarimported. There 
can be no drawback under the present act on anything else. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

SUBTREASURIES. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Idesire tomake a privileged report. [am 
instructed by the Committee on Ways and Means to report the 
bills (H. R. 6660 and 4773) to establish a system of subtreasuries, 
and for other purposes, with adverse reports. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the titles of the bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6660) to establish a system of subtreasuries, and for other 
PNA bill (H. R. 4773) to establish a system of subtreasuries 
yurposes. 

The SPEAKER. 
these bills adversely. 
will lie upon the table. 


and for other 


The Committee on Ways and Means reports 
The report will be printed, and the bills 


Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a privileged 
report from the Committee on Accounts, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it up if it is priv- 
ileged. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be instructed to place his name upon the 
laborers’ roll, and that the said Fred Rice be paid out of the contingent fund 
for services rendered from February 1! to May 1, 1892, inclusive, at the rate of 
#2 per day. 

REPORT. 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of April 
9, 1892, submitted by Mr. HATCH of Missouri, have had the same under con- 
sideration and respectfully report that the said Fred Rice has performed 
the duties of a messenger to the Committee on Agriculture since the Ist day 
of February. The public business intrusted to the Committee on Agricul 
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ture embraces numerous and important matters, and as they have been and 
are constantly engaged in giving hearings to arties representing the great 
agricultural interests of the country, and the House having given the com- 
mittee power to sit duri img the sessions of the House it was absolutely impos- 
sible to carry on the work of that committee without the assistance of a mes 
senger. Your committee desire to submit the following letter from Charles 
H. Turner, Doorkeeper of the House, in reference to the same. In view of 
the above stated facts, your committee recommend the passage of the reso- 
lution, with the follow _ game ndment: Strike out ‘April 1, 1892,’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof * May 1, ” 
The Jetter is as Slits : 
‘“ WASHINGTON, D. C., February 25, 1392. 


“Sir: In compliance with your communication of recent date, I have the 
honor to inform your committee that itis impossible for this Department to 
detail amessenger to the Committee on Agriculture during the sessions of 
the House. Every messenger is employed at the doors of the House, and 
some men are detailed from the folding room to perform similar service. 
The work in the folding roomis very much behind, and I think it impractica- 
ble to further weaken thai force. 

‘Very respectfully, 
“CH ARLES H. TU RNER. 
** Doorkeeper. 

‘Hon, H. W. RUSK. 


* Chairman Committe Accounts, House of Representatives.” 


Mr. DICKERSON. I only want to say that the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture made a statement before the | 


Committee on Accounts that it was absolutely ne 
the services of this messenger. The report is based on the 
statement of the committee as to the necessity. We have acted 
therefore upon the facts as submitted to us. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a unanimous report? 

Mr. DICKERSON. It is a unanimous report. I 
previous question upon its adoption. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does this create a new office? 

Mr. DICKERSON. No, sir; only pays the committee’s mes- 
senger. It does nothing but pay this man for services actually 
rendered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


move the 


[| have no objection to this proposition if it 


strikes out the words ‘placed on the rolls,” for that implies a 


continuation of the service. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Very well, Mr. Speaker; I will make that 
amendment. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
submitted the views of the minority on the investigation of the 
Yellowstone Park, which were ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. ANTONY | 


of Texas on the Committee on Education and on the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture. 


PERSONAL REQUESTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House certain 
personal requests of members, which the Clerk will read. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 
JACKSON, MICH., August 5, 1592. 
Hon. CHARLES F’, CRISP: 


I have been too ill to travel, sickness in my family preventing my return 
terday. CanI be granted leave of absence? Please answer. 
JAMES O'DONNELL. 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
from Michigan will be granted leave of absence. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ye 


BUFFALO, N. Y., August 3, 1892. 
tion. CHARLES F. Crisp, 
Speaker House of Representatives: 
{am sick and unable to travel at present. 
D. N. LOCK WOOD. 


The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, leave of absence 
will be granted to the gentleman from New York. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Speaker Crisp, Washington, D. C.: 


WORCESTER, MASS., August 4, 1892. 


Congressman WALKER has injured his leg and is physically unable to go | 


to Washington. 
H. Y. SIMPSON, M. D. 


TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will be excused. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 
reference to these personal telegrams, 
answered that they expect to return. All of these seem to be 
from men who are sick and unable to come. 

The SPEAKER. Quite a number have already come. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And others are on their way. 

The SPEAKt|i. The Chair will state to the gentleman and 
to the House thai he is only submitting to the House such tele- 
grams as ask leave of absence and require the action of the House. 


I wish to inquire, Mr. Speaker, 


essary to have | 


if any oo ers cies e | 
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Mr. 


ae TAYLOR of Illinois. I understand; but my inquiry is 
| whether any have answered that they will come? 
| The SPEAKER. Quite a number have done so. 
Mr. MEYER. I wish to ask that my coleague |Mr. LAGAN] 
be excused. I have a telegram from his daughter stating that 
he is very sick. 
There was no objection. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. COOLIDGE in- 
| definitely on account of sickness. 
| 
| 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. WILSON of 
West Virginia to withdraw papers heretofore filed by him in 
the case of John Lyons without leaving copy. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to the members of 
the Committee on Appropriations, severally, to print remarks on 
the sundry civil and other appropriation bills. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. WHEELER of 
Michigan and to Mr. DUNGAN of Ohio to print remarks on the 
report of the Committee on the Investigation of the Pension 
| Office 

Leave was also granted to Mr. HARTER to print remarks on 
the bill (H. R. 8033), the tin-plate bill. Subsequently leave was 
also granted to Mr. ‘BUCHANAN of New Jersey and Mr. PICKLER 
to print remarks on the same bill. 


REPRINT OF A HOUSE BILL. 


| On motion of Mr. PATTISON of Ohio, by unanimous consent, 
a reprint of the bill (H. R. 9629) was ordered. 
PERSONAL EXPLANAION. 

Mr. SIMPSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas[Mr. SIMPSON] 
rises, as the Chair understands, to a question of personal privi- 
lege. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I desire tosubmit again the —- of per- 
sonal privilege which I submitted on Wednesday last, and which 
the Chair held over in order to hunt up the authorities. I did 
not press this matter yesterday, because there was urgent busi- 
ness before the House, and I did not wish tooceupy its time with 
a personal matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
| after such examination, as with the limited time at his disposal 
he could give to the matter, he thinks that if language has been 
used reflecting upon the integrity of the motives or purposes of 
the gentleman from Kansas, the gentleman must be entitled to 
set himself right. Of course that right is limited in this way: 
That the rule of the House as to reflections upon members of 
another body can not be violated. Butit is the right of a Rep- 
resentative, as the Chair thinks, to set himself right if his 
motives have been impugned. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully submit—— 

Mr. FUNSTON. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that the gentleman from 
| Kansas [Mr. fUNSTON] will submit his point of order before the 

other gentleman from Kansas proceeds. The Chair has stated 
| what he thinks upon the question, but will hear the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON] on the point of order. 
| Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, let us have order. 
| We can not hear anything that is going on. 





The SPEAKER. ° What is the point of the gentleman from 
Kansas |[Mr. FUNSTON]? 
Mr. FUNSTON. My point is this: That this is not anything 


| which in any manner reflects upon the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. SIMPSON]; that the statements made in the Senate do not 
refer to him directly, but only incidentally, as the person to 
whom the communication referred to was addressed. The Sen- 
ator simply states that this is a matter which has appeared in 
the public journals. He says, for instance: 

My attention has been called to a communication which has appeared in 
the public press. 

He does not refer to this House; he does not refer to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas except incidentally, in speaking of a letter 
which was addressed to him. 

There is no way in which this matter can be twisted so as to 
be regarded as reflecting upon the gentleman from Kansas. 
Therefore I say the gentleman can not make this a question of 
‘*nersonal privilege.”’ Lask the Speaker to read the remarks of 
the Senator. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If the gentleman will allow me, I will read 
_them myself and draw attention to the particular portions re- 

flecting on my character and my intentions. 
Mr. FUNSTON. I want the gentleman to point out the exact 


' language which does so. 


1892. 


Mr. SIMPSON. 

Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
me the opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] rises to a question of per- 
sonal privilege, and states that he wishes to occupy only a few 
moments. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iwill say to the gentleman [Mr. FUNSTON] 
that if I can be permitted to proceed without interruption it will 
take me but a very few moments to point out to the House 
wherein I have been misrepresented—wherein the Senator from 
Kansas has referred to me in particular. If the gentleman will 
allow me I will now preceed to do so and will occupy but a very 
few minutes. 

Mr. FUNSTON. ButI want my point of order settled before 
the gentleman proceeds with his question of ‘‘ personal privi- 
lege.” If he intends to point out where the question of *' per- 
sonal privilege” comes in I am perfectly willing. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman must read the lan- 
guage showing that a question of personal privilege is involved. 

Mr. FUNSTON. ‘Then Lhope he will confine himself to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is proceeding to do so, as 
the Chair understands. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, the speech I propose to refer 
to was delivered in the Senate by Senator PERKINS. He rises 
to a question of ‘* personal explanation ;” and the Presiding Ofti- 
cer of the Senate allows him to proceed to make a “‘ personal ex- 
planation,’ which is simply a defense of an officer of the Gov- 
ernment—Secretary Noble—clearly a violation of the rules, as 
there was presented no question of personal privilege involving 
the Senator at all. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to call the gen- 
tleman to order, and demand that he point out the offensive 
language. 

The SPEAKER. 
disposed of. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. PERKINS says in his speech: 

Mr. President, [am not personally acquainted with the writer of that com 
munication— 


That is what I will do. 
Then let the gentleman do it. 
[am only waiting until the gentleman gives 


The Chair trusts that this matter may be 


Referring to a letter that was addressed tome by a gentleman 
from my own county that I had printed in a short speech in the 
House 
and know nothing of his character, but itis addressed to Mr. SIMPSON, who 
has the honor of representing one of the districts of Kansas in Congress, and 
he is probably some political follower of his. Why this communication, 
which indulges in the falsehood and in malicious insinuations as to one of 
the most honorable and faithful officers in the public service, should have 
been given to the public and to the press for publication I can not compre- 
hend. ‘ 

Now, Mr. Speaker; to whom is that letter addressed? It was 
addressed to me, as he states in his speech. Whogave it to the 
pub ic? It was given to the public, because I had it printed in 
the RECORD; hence the gentleman’s charge is directly against 
me, and against no other person. Now, let me proceed. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Notawordof the language which 
has been employed—— 

Mr. SIMPSON (continuing the reading): 


Since its publication I have seen Secretary Noble and conferred with him. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I want to call the attention of 
the Speaker to this point. The point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas was that he rose to a question of personal 
privilege, and I submit that the language read by the gentle- 
man from Kansas does not raise a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I have not concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not finished the read- 
ing of the language. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
goes on to comment on it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I have not finished. The 
Speaker allowed me to do this, and I must be permitted to finish 
reading it. 

The SPEAKER. This simply occasions delay. The matter 
must be submitted in an orderly way. The Chair will state that 
in the precedent cited by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
GOODNIGHT] the other day, in the case of Mr. Beck, where it 
was suggested that a reflection had b2en made upon him in the 
Senate, he rose tomake a personal explanation’ There was some 
contention about it on the floor, but leave was granted to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, with the limitation that his personal 
explanation should vindicate himself but not assail a gentleman 
of the other body. Now, the gentleman from Kansas states that 
this language reilects upon his motives and purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, but, Mr. Speaker, upon that I 
call attention to the fact that I heard the speech delivered in 
the Senate, and have read it since. and nowhere in that speech is 





But he has read language and 
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| there anything that reflects upon any gentleman in this House, 


Mr. SIMPSON or anybody else, and none of the language is sus- 
Coy 


tible of such construction. Now, is a member of this House 
to be allowed to attack a member of the other 


body under such 
circumstances? 


Mr. SIMPSON. [am not attacking a m*mber of the other 
body. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will read the lancuage with- 


out comment, so that the Chair and the Hou 
what it states. 


Mr. SIMPSON. 


»may understand 


That is all I ask. 
Since its publication I have seen Secretary Noble and conferred with 








Q him 
He says he does not know of the existence of the man whois spoken of in 
that communication by the name of Guthrie, and he has no knowledge of 
him whatever; knows nothing of his avocation or calling and never had any 
correspondence or conversation with him. To give tothe publi 
: 

Mark you— 

To give to the public a communication of this character ing int! 
sinuations and accusations thatthe communication ind LS ca 
ble, honorable, and faithful officer, makesit in my judgment s¢ i 
tice and condemnation 

* 1” e Pa * * 

And Secretary Noble assures me, and has officially assured Mr. MANS‘ 
the colleague of the Senator from Missouri, that there is no foundation what 
ev fort accusation, and he challenges investigation and challeng 
‘ As aid, he does not know the existence of this man 

Refer 


‘ing to Secretary Noble’s statement 
that is spoken of, and Iam so thoroughly convinced 
rit in fact, and believing as I do that 

Now, mark you— 


that 


officer, 


tion ft 


it was for political reasons, and to sland 
that I have felt called upon to denounce 


* an honorable and capa 
it in the Senate Ch 


That is my question of personal privilege. Now, Mr. Speaker, 


in the first place—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. FUNSTON. Now, Mr. Speaker- 

Mr. SIMPSON. Who is it that he refers to 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Now, I want tocall the attention 
of the Speaker to the fact that nowhere does this refer to a pub 
lication emanating in this Chamber, or to anything being d 
in this Chamber. This letter was written by someone to a gen 
tleman of the name of Simpson. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Now, if the gentleman wiil allow me, he says 


that it is addressed to a gentleman who represents a distri 
Kansas. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But nowhere does it refer to 


being made public in this House. Non constat. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Itis published in the RECORD. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But ithas been published in th: 
newspapers. The gentleman has brought this calumn; 

Mr. SIMPSON. Why, it never appeared in the newspap 
until it appeared in the RECORD. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You do not know, and you can 
not assume that. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I can prove it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You can not prove it: there are 
thousands of newspapers printed. 

Mr. SIMPSON. What evidence have you that it appeared in 
the papers before it was published in the RECORD? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The gentleman from Kansas 
no right to assume that that is the publication referred to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Kansas and the House 
vill please give attention to the extracts read by the gentleman 
from the remarks made in the Senate by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PERKINS]. In those remarks the Senator denounces as 
falso an accusation or insinuation made by the writer of a letter 
addressed to Mr. SIMPSON, and states that to give to the public 


4 


a communication of sucha character, in the judgment of the Sen- 


has 


itor, deserves notice and condemnation. 
Now, in the judgment of the Senator from Kansas, the act of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] in giving such a let- 


{ 

it 

ter to the public is deserving of notice and condemnation. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Itcan not be foundin the RECORD 

that Mr. SIMPSON is the gentleman referred to as making it pub- 

lic. It nowhere appears in Senator PERKINS’S speech—nowht 
Mr. SIMPSON. Why, that is very plain from the RECORD. 


The SPEAKER. TheChair does not think that the other ex- 
tract throws much light on the question. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the records of 


that 


the House show at letter into the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Itis always very difficult to determine what 
is or what is not a question of privilege, but this language which 
has been used by the Senator from Kansas in which he says that 
the act of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] in giving 
to the public a letter addressed to him containing slanderous ac- 
cusations is deserving of notice and condemnation—— 

Mr. FUNSTON. But, Mr. Speaker, Senator PERKINS doe 


[ am the one that put th 
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not make that statement. He does not state that the gentleman 
from Kansas gave it to the public. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Oh, yes, he does, in plain language. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] the letter appeared in the RECORD 
and was read in the House at his request. 

Mr. FUNSTON. But the Senator starts out by saying that it 
appeared in the public journals. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the gentleman fron Kansas 
[Mr. SIMPSON] has the right to explain his motives without as- 
sailing the motives of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I hope now that I shall be al- 
lowed to proceed without interruption. I mean to comply with 
the rules of the House, but I also mean to be heard and I do 
not propose to be gagged down. I do not know what the gen- 
tlemen are afraid of. I have no idea of attacking any officer of 
the Government. 
other that they are afraid of. My purpose is simply to defend 
my own character, which is as dear to me as that of the highest 
officer of this Government can be to him, and I propose to do 
that and do it under the rules, and respectfully, and any inter- 
ruption coming from the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON] 
will not cause me to desist from that purpose. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SIMPSON. No, sir; I will not. I decline to be inter- 
rupted. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to read again: 


To give to the public a communication. 


Who gave that to the public? The Senator has said in the | 


very start that I am the one he refers to, that I represent a dis- 
trict in Kansas. Thisletter is addressed to me, and it so appears 
as published in the RECORD; consequently, it is plain that the 
Senator referred to me. 


Now, this matter came about because I introduced a resolu- | 
tion here asking that a day be set apart by the Committee on | 


Rules to consider, and, if possible, to pass a bill, known as the 
‘*Peel bill,” to open up the Cherokee Strip or Outlet. I cited as 
a reason that there were a great many people, 50,000 people, 
along the borders of Kansas, in my own and other districts, that 
wanted that Strip opened up; and I cited as a reason why it 
should be opened that there was a widespread idea, or opinion, 
among those people that there was somebody to blame for its 
not being opened; that there were so many cattle held upon that 
Strip (it being a good place to raise cattle) that it gave rise to 


the idea that the cattlemen were in collusion with officers of the | 
In connec- | 
tion with that I had this letter read from a gentleman in my | 
own county, a gentleman whom I know very well, one of the | 
most extensive farmers in that county, a gentleman who has | 


Government to prevent the opening up of the Strip. 


held many honorable positions in the county, who, up to two 


years ago was @ prominent man in the Republican party, and who | 


is to-day a candidate for office. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. On what ticket? 

Mr. SIMPSON. On the People’s party ticket. The writer 
of that letter goes on to tell what the dickers have been, and con- 
cludes by stating that there is an idea that Secretary Noble is in 


collusion with these cattlemen and that a large campaign fund is | 


being obtained from them for the benefit of the Republican party. 
That is what this attack is made about, and Iam accused of sinister 
motives and of introducing this letter for political purposes. 
Now, what are the facts? The facts are that to-day there are 
500,000 head of cattle on that Strip in violation of law, and the 
heads of Departments, the Secretary ofthe Interior and the Pres- 
ident of the United States and the Secretary of War know of 
this fact. There was a proclamation issued by the President in 
1890, I think, ordering the troops to drive all the cattle out of 
that Strip. 

Why have they not been driven out? 
derstood that somebody is getting a large revenue from the fact, 
that those cattle are there. Cattle are shipped from Texas by 
the train lcad, and unloaded at Red Rock, Purcell, and other 
stations, and are allowed to pass over into this Cherokee Strip, 
and are held there until they are fattened. A cry was raised 
that the cattle should be driven out; an order was given to that 
effect, and troops were sent there to drive them out, toward the 
Kansas border. At once a protest was entered. Some gentle- 
men came down to Washington to see Secretary Rusk; and he 
issued an order that those cattle should not be driven up into 
Kansas. 

The ground of this order was that the cattle were infected with 
‘Texas fever, and if driven into Kansas would infect the cattle 
belonging to the people there. Hence it was ordered that they 
should be turned the other way. ‘‘Turned the other way ” meant 
that they should go down through Oklahoma, and the adjoining 
territory, where there are other native cattle. The ery was 
raised there also that these cattle should not be driven that way, 


I have an idea that there is something or | 


Simply because it is un- | 


because the Texas fever would be communicated to the native 
cattle and destroy them. So, as a consequence, cattle are being 
held on this Strip. I do not say that Secretary Rusk understood 
the situation. I believe he had been ‘‘ buncoed,” so to speak— 
had been imposed upon by these designing fellows. 

Now, the people along the border know that this thing is go- 
ing on. They know that for two years they have been denied 
access to that territory on account of the existing condition of 
things. They have undertaken to make themselves heard by 
complaints and petitions. All summer letters have been com- 
ing to me, urging that I do what I could to get a bill through 
opening up that Strip. 

Mr. FUNSTON. [rise to a question of order. I desire that 
the gentleman shall confine himself to his question of ‘‘ personal 
privilege.” 

Mr. SIMPSON. Iam doingso. I am explaining my motives 
in introducing that resolution. I am coming right to the point. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman is simply making a stump 
speech. I insist that he confine himself to the offensive language 
which he claims has been used in the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Kan- 
sas will confine himself to the question of personal privilege. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I will do so; and I want to read an extract 
from a Republican paper to show that I am not the only one who 
had this opinion—to show that the gentleman who wrote me the 
letter also had the same opinion. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That does not affect the gentle- 
man’s motives. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman 

from Kansas can go intoan argument as to the merits or demerits 
of the proposition as to opening up or not opening up the terri- 
tory. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Iam not going todoso. I am just going to 
show what were my motives, and that I was acting in accord with 
the general desire of the people there to have this Strip opened— 
that I was not influenced by any desire to slander any ollicer of 
the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman’s right in 
this matter is limited to an explanation of his motives, or a de- 
nial of improper motives, in reading in the House the letter of 
| his constituent. 
| Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, I will confine myself to that; and my 
line of remark bears directly upon that point. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman will see that unless 
there be some limitation in this matter he might argue the 
merits of the whole question, which certainly was not the inten- 
tion in according a member the right to call attention to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. 

Mr. SIMPSON. This which I am about to read alludes di- 
rectly to me, and I believe bears directly on the question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has that appeared since the publication in the 
| RECORD? 
| Mr. SIMPSON. No, sir; before. 

_ lican paper. ° 
| Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ris> to a question of order. 

| TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman may 
| 





And this is from a Repub- 


read extracts tending to throw light on the letter. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This will not explain the matter 
at all. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes; itis a direct reference to me; it men- 
tions my name. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state that the right 
to rise to a question of personal privilege—one of the highest 
rights belonging to a member—is only granted under certain 
circumstances. In this case the Chair thought the gentleman 
ought to have this right tothe extent of being permitted to deny 
any improper motives that may have been imputed to him in 
giving to the public through the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a 
communication from his constituent. But the Chair does not 
think that in order to vindicate the gentleman from Kansas it 
is necessary for him to demonstrate that all the statements in 
the letter were true. It +eems to the Chair that the gentleman 
might be vindicated by a statement that the letter was from a 
gentleman of high character whom the member regarded with 
confidence and esteem, so that in presenting his letter he pre- 
sented it as coming from one of his constitents entitled to cre- 
dence anywhere. But the gentleman from Kansas will of course 
see that under the guise of aquestion of personal privilege the 
whole merits of the original matter can not be opened up for 
argument. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will submit aletteron 
this subject, written afew days ago. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But, Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that the gentlemancan not read letters, any more 
than he canenter into a discussion of the merits of the question. 
| The SPEAKER. The House is desirovs of course that the 
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gentleman from Kansas shall avail himself of the privilege which 
he has asked; but he can not go beyond that. 

Mr. FUNSTON. We have no assurance that he will not take 
this opportunity of again arraigning a public officer by the read- 
ing of such communications as he proposes to read. He may do 
again what was done the other day, and if he slanders in one 
ease he will in another 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not assume that the gentle- 





man from Kansas would violate the privilege extended to him | 
The gentleman will therefore | 


under the rules of the House. 
proceed in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I will endeavor to do so, Mr. Speaker. 
charge against me is of improper motives in introducing a let- 


ter. I wish to show to this House that there are a great many | 


cattle on this Cherokee Strip, and that the opening of the Strip 
is desired. The presence of these cattle and the capital back of 
them prevents the opening, and the people who desire the open- 


oD 


ing of the Strip attribute its failure to the fact that these cattle | 


are there. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me ask if that letter was re- 
ceived before you made your remarks the other day? 

Mr. SIMPSON... No, sir; the day before yesterday. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ThenI submit that it has noth- | 


ing to do with the question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. It is a post mortem affair. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Of course aletter written sub- 
sequent to the date of the remarks to which the gentleman from 
Kansas takes exception could not be germane. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the merits of the question 
are not involved in this issue; and while the House is anxious 
and the Chair is desirous of extending to the gentleman from 
Kansas every consideration, and that he should have an oppor- 
tunity to make a personal explanation, yet when the point is 
made the Chair must rule in accordance with his convictions as 
to the extent to which he may go. Now, the Chair has intimated 
what he thinks the gentleman from Kansas would have a right 
to do, but beyond that manifestly the gentleman can not go. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Then I cheerfully submit to the Chair's 
ruling. Ishould have hoped that I would have been allowed to 
furnish evidence to show that there are many cattle on this 
Strip in violation of law, and the people so understand it, and 
the fact that I introduced—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
If this discussion is going on will an opportunity be furnished 


to anyone to contradict the assertions which may be made by | 


the gentleman from Kansas? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes it will not go on. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I respectfully submit thatit would 
not be fair to permit the gentleman to nae such a charge and 
not allow any opportunity to defend the action of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. SIMPSON. But I am not attacking him. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes, you are. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish to proceed, Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen 
will desist from interruptions. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not proceed in that 
direction. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The only motive I had was to serve my con- 
stituents and the people of the United States. I wish, if possi- 
ble, to secure the opening of this Cherokee Strip. I had noidea 
of slandering the Secretary of the Interior. I never said a word 
against him; but will say, what I believe every gentleman here 
will say, that I believe him to be an honorable and upright man 
in every particular. But that he has been imposed upon I do 
thoroughly believe, and if an opportunity had been allowed me, 
I would have been enabled to demonstrate it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is it not true that there is pend- 
ing in this House a bill to open the Cherokee Strip? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
to the House? 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is a fact. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That the Secretary of the In- 
terior favors its passage? 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON of iowa. And is it not true that he has 
not recognized any leases except where the Cherokees them- 
selves lived on the Strip and owned their own cattle, and that 
he would not allow them to grant leases to anybody else? 

Mr. SIMPSON. If gentlemen here would allow me I would 
have made it plain by evidence that I have before me. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It only makes manifest the fact 
that the gentleman is going into the discussion of the question; 
and if that be so, we must discuss it thoroughly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


And that it has not been reported 


The | 
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Mr. BUTLER. If itis notin order for the gentleman from 
| Kansas to discuss the merits of the question, it is not in order 
| for those who now interrupt him to question him in regard to 
the merits. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. Has 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] finished his explana- 
tion. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman wiil finish 
it in order. Otherwise the House will be forced to go on with 
| other business. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
rupt me. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
sent. 

Mr. SIMPSON. That is true. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
House. 
| Mr.SIMPSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I stated before, my 
| motives were, I believe, good motives, in the interest of opening 

up this large tract of land. AsI said before, I had no desire to 
| slander Secretary Noble, and no thought of such a thing: but | 
do know that there are cattle there in violation of law, and I will 
| say that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] came to 
me directly from Secretary Noble and asked me if I had any in- 
tention of casting any reflection upon him. [| said I had none 
whatever at all; and hesaid ‘I am informed by Secretary Noble 
that he went to the President twice and informed him that there 
were cattle there in violation of law ” 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
order. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to exonerate Secretary Noble. 

Mr. FUNSTON. You can not exonerate anybody. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The gentleman has done 
that as far as he can exonerate him. The gentleman did notrise 
for the purpose of exonerating Secretary Noble, but for the pur- 
pose of exonerating himself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will finish his explanation 
in order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The gentleman has made 
his explanation, and now he is detailing a conversation with the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR| about the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 

The SPEAKER. 
| Kansas desire? 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
planation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that the gentleman will 
adhere strictly to the question of privilege. There must be 
some limit to this. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I would say in conclusion of what I was about 
to say that Secretary Noble told Mr. MANSUR—and I violate no 
confidence, because Mr. MANSUR told me three times—that the 
President had ordered the Secretary of War to turn the cattle 
out, and the Secretary of War had refused to do it, or failed todo 
it. Now, in the evidence of that letter that I had printed in the 
RECORD it is shown that Capt. Paddock, when he was proceed- 
ing to turn the cattle out of the Strip, was interrupted by a tele- 
gram from Washington stopping him from doing that, and tell 
ing him that this man Guthrie, who is named in that letter, had 
authority to hold cattle in the Strip. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the 
gentleman is making a statement about telegrams not before the 
House. We do not know from whom they are, or to whom they 
were sent, and the gentleman is raking up a question that we 
are not to have the opportunity to be heard on. [submit that 
the Speaker should protect the ruling that he has made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kan- 
sas is now out of order. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I will submit, then, to the Chair. 
* Regular order! ”] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The rez- 
ular order is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will I be allowed to print my remark;in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. POWERS. 


Not yet. 


I hope, also, that gentlemen will not inter- 


I interrupted you with your con- 


Then do not complain to the 





I call the gentleman to 


That will explain my position. 
How much time does the gentleman from 


Such time as will enable me to finish my ex- 


{Cries of 


[ object, Mr. Speaker. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REILLY. Iask unanimous consent that the call of com- 
mittees for reports be dispensed with,and that gentlemen have 
ing reports to file be allowed to hand them in at the Clerk’s 
desk. 

| ‘The SPEAKER. Before submitting that request the Chair 
desires to call the attention of the House to the fact that there 
| is outstanding an order of the House requiring the Sergeant-at- 
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Arms to proceed to the residences of absent members and arrest 
them, and bring them to the bar of the House. Without objec- 
tion the Chair will have an order entered revoking that part of 
the order. 

Mr. TRACEY. It appears tome that some action ought to be 
taken in the cases of those members who have declined to pay 
any attention to the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the suggestion? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. 
revoked. 


Mr. REILLY. Now,I renew my request that the call of com- 


mittees for reports be dispensed with, and that gentlemen who | 


have reports to file be permitted to hand them to the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. REILLY. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the special order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. lLask unanimous consent that the time for 


taking a vote under the special order be extended until a quarter | 


to 2. 
Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. McCREARY, and others objected. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE 
Mr. HOLMAN. ILask my friend to yield just for a moment 
for the adoption of a formal resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


NEXT SESSION. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcommittees 
as they may designate, are hereby authorized to sit during the vacation. for 
the purpose of considering and facilitating the business of the committee 
in advance of the next regular session, to be convened at such time as the 
chairman of said committee may order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, that is a resolution that has 
usually been adopted by Congresses in long sessions. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Such a resolution has passed at 
every long session of Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
REILLY] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the House bill 7210. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WORLD'S FAIR EXPOSITION. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKERY in the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, under the special order. ‘The 
Chair would suggest that under the rule adopted yesterday by 
unanimous consent, ten minutes was allowed each gentleman 
recognized for debate. In view of the fact that an hour of the 
time has been unexpeciedly employed in other business, the 
Chair hopes that the rule may be so modified as to limit the 
speeches to five minutes, otherwise the Chair will be very much 
embarrassed in the matter of recognitions. Is there objection 
to the modification of the order so that speeches may be limited 
to five minutes? . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FELLOWS] wants longer time than that: and unless he shall 
have longer time I shall object. 

Mr, REILLY. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objectionismade. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes of my 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of [llinois. I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is withdrawn. The Chair rec- 
ognizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] for five 
minutes. 

Mr. REILLY. I do not understand that to be the regular 
of proceeding in the Committee of the Whole. If the 
gentleman from New York, who has been recognized, desires to 
address the committee, or to offer an amendment, he is entitled 
to do so; but I do not understand that he can take the floor and 
vield it to another gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from New York for five minutes under the unanimous consent 
given to limit speeches to five minutes. 

Mr. REILLY. But unanimous consent is not necessary for 
recognition for five minutes. The Chair has the right to recog- 


COUPrSe 


That part of the order will be suspended or | 


RECORD—HOUSE. Aveust 5, 


mo 


offering amendments or addressing the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order was modified limiting the time 
to five minutes. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, it isa matter of pride with 
me that I have filibustered against this looting proposition. 
{Applause.] Ifeel if that great filibusterer, Samuel J. Randall, 
had been living and upon the floor of the House to-day he would 
| have beenamong those at my side. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Better speakfor the living, and not 
| for the dead. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman's voice is weak. Ican not 
hear him. Sir, it is said that this World's Fair is already a Gov- 


| nize members, as they address the Chair for the purpose of 


ernment affair. Its advocates unblushingly assert it. It looks 
as though there was some basis forthe assertion. So thoroughly 


has the Fair mixed itself up with the Government on this floor 
that it is difficult to tell which is the Government and which is 
the Fair. Not only this, but it has covered the floor with rem- 
| nants of old Congresses until you can hardly tell whether the 
present Congress isrunning the Houseor the heeltaps of former 
Congresses. [Laughter.] 
In fact, Mr. Chairman, it seems to have whirled all the em- 
| ploy¢s of the House into its mzlstrom of greed. So that none 
| can spare a moment for his regular duties. 
I have read in Western newspapers of swarms of grasshoppers 
that stop the wheels of railroad trains on the prairies. Well, sir, 
| these grasshoppers are here. They are here in the shape of 
World’s Fair officials, drawing sustenance from the public Treas- 
ury,and they are here in the shape of men, women, and children 
from Chicago, all trying tolootthe Treasury. [Laughter]. They 
have come into the swirl here like swarms of grasshoppers on 
Western prairies, until they have actually stopped the wheels 
of this Government for a longer time than Joshua commanded 
the sun to stand still. [Laughter.] If this does not make it a 
Government affair, what is it? 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have experienced some of these influ- 


ences. Within the last twenty-four hoursI have received these 
dispatches. [Exhibiting a handful of telegrams.] Not one of 


them from my district; not one of them from my city; urging 
me to vote for this looting proposition. Not one of them is 
signed by the name of a human being, but all with signatures 
such as the ‘‘ Whapwallopy Bolt Company,” the ‘‘Shickshing 
Iron Company,” ‘* The Buffalo Spring and Gear Company,” and 
the ‘‘Glens Falls Buckboard Company,” all capitalists, and not 
a farmer, laborer, or mechanic among them. And the farmers, 
laborers, and mechanics are to be taxed to supply the $5,000,000. 
All begin in the same way: ‘‘ We feel that the best interests of 
| the country demand that you should vote for the appropriation 
| to the Columbian'Fair.” In other words, give five millions of the 
Government money to an Illinois corporation which received 
the Fair on the express stipulation that it would not ask the 
' Government for a cent of aid outside of the Government exhibit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FELLOWS. Mr. Chairman, manifestly it would be use- 
less to attempt to discuss the merits of the proposition upon 
which we shall presently come toa vote. I came to this House 
with a disposition to vote against this appropriation upon one 
ground only, namely, that the Government had never committed 
itself in any way to this enterprise save in becoming the mouth- 
piece of Illinois, or of Chicago, in doing that toward foreign na- 
tions which those localities could not do for themselves. 1] 
thought that the National Government was in no way beyond 
that involved. But I have very carefully studied the legislation 
which has taken place under this roof, and have satisfied myself 
that the Government has, by every form of its authority, taken 
control of this enterprise and made it governmental work. 

All the legislation, from the inception of the movement down 
to this hour, has been of a character to indicate that this thing 
was to be controlled and directed by the United States as a Gov- 
ernment. It is buta little while ago that this House gave to one 
of the Territories the authority which, except for the action of 
the House, it would not have had, to appropriate money to this 
Fair. The gentleman from Texas very well apprehended the 
meaning of that bill. It was that the Government, through the 
officers it appointed, should take control of the affairs of this Ex- 
position. The idea of the Fair was born in Congress. It did 
not originate with [linois or with Chicago. It hadits inception 
here. [From start to finish it has been a governmental work. I 
have been appealed to as a Democrat, by Democrats on the floor 
of this House, to act in the interest of the Democratic party and, 
if their influence could control me, not to give my aid to what 
my esteemed colleague from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] has de- 
fined to be a proposition to loot the Treasury. 

Sirs, if we were torest this matter upon party grounds, [ have 
received my commission and my authority from a higher repre- 


‘sentative body of the Democratic party than the majority on the 
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floor of this House, and to read to the Democrats here 
: 


[ propose 

pry : ie 
assembled what that party in convention assembled has said: 

Recognizing the World's Columbian Exposition as a national undertaking 
of vast importance, in which the General Government has invited the coop 
eration of all the powers of the World, and appreciating the acceptance by 
many of such powers of the invitation extended and the broad and liberal 
efforts being made by them t mtribute to the grandeur of the undertaking, 
ve are of the opinion that Congress should make such necessary 
provision as shall be required for the mainten » of the national hx 
public faith Applause 


Mr. Speaker, I was a member of that convention. 
various planks of its platform that received the dissent of the 
convention, which was expressed there, but not one murmur of 
disapprobation of this proposition was made by any single dele- 
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be used to provide entertainment for the rich and prosperous, you 
can not deny bread to the poor and hungry, : outlive their 


shear ee ee8 : 
ee heileee 
et a ae 


wrath. You inculcate a lesson which the men who set the ex- | 
ample will be the first to repent. | 
And this, sir, is to be done in the name of progres Mr. | 


Chairman, I believe in progress; but as [ read the history of my 


race man has achieved his best, his highest, his most enduring 
| progress when the governmenthas made him free and left him to 


gate in that convention, and a storm of applause which rang | 


through an audience of 20,000 people hailed it as the expression 
of the Democratic idea. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gertleman has expired. 

Mr. FELLOWS. Will you permit me just a single word 
more? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
consent that the gentleman be permitted to proceed? 

Mr. FELLOWS. Only for a moment. [ will not trespass 
for thirty seconds more upon the House. 

A MEMBER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did any gentieman object to the exten- 
sion of the time of the gentleman from New York? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and the gentleman will 
proceed. 

Mr. FELLOWS. 
add. 
ognizes as distinctly as language can express thought two ideas. 
The first is that this Exposition is a national undertaking. It 
declares it in words. Second, it imposes upon the Democratic 
party, insofar as a convention can bind its representatives, the 
duty of making a contribution of financial aid to that govern- 
mental enterprise. And, with the highest respect for the opin- 
ions of my associates upon this side of the House, whenI come 
to receive direction that shall control me in my action as a 
Democrat, [ prefer to receive it from a convention where every 
Congressional district in the United States has its representa- 
tion rather than to take it from a part of my colleagues upon 
this floor, and for that reason and for no other, being a Demo- 
crat, I shall give to this proposition my hearty acquiescence and 
my vote. [Applause.| 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, the passage of this bill fixes it 


unanimous 


Mr. Chairman, I have only a single word to 


as a settled and permanent policy for the federal Government | 


to extend aid in projecting and encouraging enterprises like the 
World’s Columbian Exposition. Before we take that final step, 
sir, it may be well to review the progress of this idea: for never 
again will it be seriously debated in the American Congress 
whether we have the power or whether it is wise to make ap- 
propriations like this; but hereafter it will be merely acontention 
over the amount—a calculation fit only for the counting-room. 

The first exposition of this kind was held in 1851, in the great 
city which my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. FEL- 
LOWS] so ably represents. But, nowhere in the records of 
Congress can it be found that they implored a dollar’s aid from 
the Federal Government; and certainly it can not be found in 
the statutes that they received a single dollar. 

Sixteen years ago, for the first time in our history, Congress 
committed the Government to aid an exposition. As the one 
hundredth anniversary of our independence approached patriotic 
men conceived the idea of its celebration. 
Congress and asked the enactment of a law merely authorizing 
the President to invite foreign nations to participate in that 
celebration. In 1874 they came back and asked the incorpora- 
tion of the Centennial Company; and the law which incorporated 
it distinctly disclaimed the purpose of the Federal Government 
to commit itself to the appropriation of a single dollar. 
they came back imploring Congress to save them from the dis- 


grace of a failure, declaring that the law which authorized the | 


invitations to be extended to foreign nations committed the Gov- 
ernment by honorable engagement to make it a success. Mr. 
Randall, who, though a Representative from the city of Phila- 
delphia, had stood for five years resisting the idea that the 
Federal Government should use the public moneys for such a 
purpose, finally yielded; and he yielded distinctly upon the ground 
that not again in one hundred years could such ademand be made. 
Right years afterward they were here from New Orleans; and 
again the Congress appropriated public money for a purpose in 
nowise connected with the Government's service, and though 
they said in the beginning that not once in a hundred years couid 
the request be repeated, yet in sixteen years we are confronted 
for a third time with a demand of this kind, and this time the 
demand is for well-nigh twice as much as ever before. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit to the thoughtful consideration 
of members that if they teach the people that public moneys can 


This resolution which I have read in your hearing rec- | Scio 
| have not been as firm in our adherence to these principles as we 


In 1871 they came to | 


In 1876 | 





work out his own destiny in his own good way. 11 


rt 
ave no sym 
pathy, sir, with this modern and ] } 


aangerous tendel cy iat sub 


jects not only the business but even for the entertainment of our 

people to legislative aid and legislative interferen it teache 

a baneful doctrine and it will ultimately bring the people to be- 
: t { 


lieve that it is the duty of the Government to support them in- 
stead of their duty to support the Government. 

Sir, I am opposed to this appropriation because it violates the 
basic and fundamental principles upon which this Republic was 
founded. I amconscious that we have not been as firm i 
adherence to those principles in this generation as \ 
have been. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to continue his remarks for a few minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I ask that the 
man's time be extended for five minutes. 

Mr..BAILEY. Two minutes will satisfy me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from Texas two minutes, to come out of the time 
in opposition to the bill? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I repeat, I am conscious that we 


e ough TO 


ventle- 


ought to have been; but in our departure from them we have 
demonstrated their wisdom, because in neglecting them we have 
entailed upon this country social and political conditions which 
excite the gravest apprehension in all thoughtful minds. 

It was natural, sir, that in the excitement of a great civil war 
and under the passions which it engendered, we should wander 
from the ancient landmarks that our fathers set in this inherit- 
ance; but I trust that there is still time for us to retrace our steps 
and to regain those paths which Mr. Jefferson said can alone lead 
us in peace and safety. We must persuade our countrymen to re- 
new their faith in the immortal truth proclaimed by Andrew Jae! 
son, that ‘* it is not in asplendid government supported by pow- 
erful monopolies and aristocratical establishments that the people 
will find their happiness, and their liberties will find protection; 
but in a plain system, void of pomp, protecting all and granting 
favors tonone—dispensing its blessings like the dews of heaven 
unseen and unfelt save in the freshness and the beauty which 


| they contribute to produce. Itis such a government that the 
genius of our people requires, and it is such a one only under 
which these States may remain forages to come united and pros- 





| body of what their duty is, and to inform us what tru 


perous and free.”’ [Applause. 
| Here the hammer fell. | 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas 
who has just addressed the committee seems to be very much 
concerned regarding the Constitution. The burdenof his plaint 


is that the Constitution is being violated and its sacred provis- 
ions disregarded. Hehas assumed the duties of wet nurse to that 
venerable institution here; and he has undertaken all through 
this discussion to admonish the House and the members of this 
» constitu- 
tional law consists of. I havea great deal of respect for that 
gentleman, Mr. Chairman, and yet after forty years of experi- 
ence in courts of this country, after an experience in different 
legislative bodies, Iam not as yet prepared, with absolute cer 
tainty, to assert what the law or the Constitution is. I have, of 
3¢, my opinions, but I dare not undertake to do soin the 
presence of this learned audience; in the presence of men who 
have grown gray in the service of their country. 
[ dare not arise here and flippantly assert that [, in my view 

ire, and that all other views 


eourse, 


] + 





am right beyond all peradvent en 
tertained by other gentlemen on this floor which are not in ac- 
‘ord with mine are erroneous beyond all peradventure. Th 
centleman from Texas is a perfect Niobe here. He is all tears 
He beholds this fair fabric of our institutions crumbling into 
ruins around our ears; and this disaster is to be achieved by 
what? Why, by asmall appropriation to this great obj the 
World’s Fair. The country is to be ruined, forsooth, by doing 


an act which would be glorious to any people, and which would 
hed a luster on any country. Does the Constitution of the land 
prohibit it? Does the Constitution only permit us to do the 
small things of legislation, and stand as an impassable barrier 
vhen we attempt to do the great things, thoss things which cor 


duce to the glory, to the welfare, and to the prosperity of the 
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CO intry? Is that the Constitution which was framed by the 
fathers? 
Is that the Constitution under which we have grown rich and 
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powerful, and under whose shield we have made the glorious 
progress which is to be apotheosized in this World’s Fair? [have 
read the history of this country wrong; shall I have read that in- 
strument wrongly, if it is a cast-iron garment; ifinstead of being 
a means of progress and an instrument of welfare to our people, 
it is a close-fitting fetter, binding us in every muscle and pre- 
venting free action, preventing the proper circulation of the 
vital blood of the nation. If that is your Constitution, then in- 
stead of being a blessing and a glory to be prized and an institu- 
tion to be revered it is a curse and a calamity to your country. 
I repeat, is that the Constitution which our forefathers gave us? 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Ifthe gentleman could make his question 
very brief I would yield, but I have but five minutes, and without 
any discourtesy to the gentleman I must decline. I have never 
asked a man to yield to me when he had but five minutes on the 
floor. 

But, Mr. Chairman, what is to become of this country under 
this Constitution? Are we to vote down this great Exposition 
to which we have invited the nations of the earth and our own 
people; are we to destroy it, bury it, and follow the gentleman 
from Texas as the chief mourner with his bands around his hat 
and expressions of woe on his face and tears dropping from his 
eyes? or are we to go on and perfect the great work commenced, 
as has been well said by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FELLOWS], not in Chicago, not in New York, but here upon the 
floor of the House of Representatives, by bills introduced with- 
out régard to the place where the Fair was to go? Shall we de- 
stroy it or go on with it and carry it through in all its magnifi- 
cence for the glory and welfare of thiscountry? I have nodoubt 
that it will be a thoroughly edifying spectacle to ses the young, 
the gallant, and handsome member from Texas in his grief on 
that occasion. 

But L have no question, Mr. Chairman, that one year from 
to-day or from this fall, when that Fair shall have unveiled all 
of its splendors, you will realize the fact that even that gentle- 
man’s grief, like the grief of a widower in his second year, will 
relax into smiles, and he will begin prinking up and say after 
all ‘*I had something to do about the World’s Fair bill; I, too, 
belonged to that Congress.” [Laughter and applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I would like one minute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unan- 
imous consent that he be allowed to proceed for one minute more. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr.CHIPMAN. Ithankthe gentleman. I expectto see the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. BUTLER] with a white band on his hat 
when the funeral of the Constitution is held. The gentleman 
has not done any talking himselfthissession. Iam much obliged 
to him. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have been voting against this 
World’s Fair appropriation and expect to continue to do so, but 
as it seems probable that it will pass, I want to see if we can not 
direct the use ofa part of the funds to be applied to the exhibi- 
tion of one of the most remarkable productions that this country 
has produced in the last four hundred years. I would like to put 
on exhibition at the World's Fair at Chicago the present Com- 
missioner of Pensions. [Laughter.] He is the only man that 





in the past four hundred years could administer a Bureau of the | 


Government as he has aiministered the Pension Bureau and yet 
escape the penalty which should justly be visited upon his deeds. 


When he was Commissioner of Internal Revenue I understand | 


he succeeded in suppressing an investigation. During the last 
Congress he was investigated by a committee of this House, but 
by some means or other he succseded in escaping the conse- 
quences of the developments made in that investigation. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I decline to yield to the gentleman’s point of 
order. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of or- 
der. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
gentleman has no right on the floor of this House to attempt to 
seandalize an officer of this Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will pro- 
ceed under the rule. 

Mr. ENLOE. In reply to that point of order I will say, Mr. 
Chairman, that it is not necessary that [ should scandalize this 
officer, for he has scandalized the Bureau over which he pre- 
sides: he has scandalized the public service, he has scandalized 
the Administration with which he is connected, and he is a dis- 
grace to-day to the present Administration. 

I thought I was going to get an opportunity after this com- 
mittee was appointed and had devoted six months to its work, 
and had made these disclosures which have disgraced him, to 
bring the matter to a test in this House and have an expression 


My point of order is that the | 
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of opinion on the part of the House; but by some meansor other 
this cat-like and crafty gentleman alights on his feet again, and 
when we have a day set apart for the consideration of that re- 
port, by some means or other the Committee on Appropriations 
steps in and takes the day away from the committee. 

Now, I say the man who can do that ought to be put on exhi- 
bition. A man who can escape the censure of the Democratic 
majority of 143 members in this House, when a committee has 
been constituted as this was. of four members of the Grand Army 
of the Republic and the other one a Republican, three of those 
—_ having reported against him, deserves to be put on exhi- 

ition. 

It is a strange spectacle indeed that there can not be time had 
in this House to take up and consider that report and have the 
House express its condemnation of this officer. I say that if I 
had been permitted to go on in the discussion of this case the 
other day I should have taken it up in detail and shown con- 
clusively by the evidence not only that this officer has disgraced 
his position, but I would have shown conclusively that his record 
as a witness before that committee is as spotted as any leopard 
ever was. He was contradicted by numerous witnesses on the 
stand, and the attempt has been made to disgrace every witness 
who testified against him. 

The minority attempts to shield him by a plea of confession and 
avoidance. It does not attempt to meet the charges against 
him. He does not attempt to meet them, but he comes in to dis- 
credit the witnesses; yet I will say that I will take this record, 
and I will go before any jury of this land and submit the char- 
acter of those witnesses as shown by this testimony to a com- 
parison with his character, and I will show that the characters 
of the witnesses for the prosecution are far superior in every re- 
spect to that of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am glad to have had this opportunity to 
call attention tothe completion of my argument upon this case, 
and to that I invite public attention. The power of the Presi- 
dent may keep this man in office notwithstanding the attitude 
in which he stands before the country; but this record has placed 
a blot upon his character that will cling to him when the power 
of the President will have ceased, and if the President keeps 
him inoffice, a part of the odium of his conduct will attach to 
the “S apeg for keeping such a man in official position. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that a speech 
like that to which we have just listened should have been injected 
into this debate; a speech directed against a high officer of the 
Government, whose record as a soldier and a citizen may be com- 
pared with that of any citizenof the United States; who for many 
years occupied the position of Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, and as such was the personal custodian of the largest fund 
of money that ever was committed to the fidelity of one man in 
the history of the world’s business, and who laid down that great 
trust with an account that challenged comparison with the most 
exacting standards of accuracy and integrity. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask the gentleman’s pardon. [Cries of 
“Let him go on!’ 

Mr. MEREDITH. Go ahead, then. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
in his unconscious stupidity has presented an argument for Gen. 
Raum of more force and effect than could possibly be framed by 
any of his friends here. He has shown that the charges which 
| have been industriously trumped up by him for the past three 
months have made so little impression upon the sense and con- 
science of his own associates and colleagues on this floor that 
they have not been deemed worthy by the Democratic party of 
a hearing, much less a decision in this tribunal. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] And I could not more perfectly present 
the answer of the Republican and Democratic friends of the 
| Commissioner of Pensions than to say that we are defending a 
man whose character is so high that the gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee, with his syndicate of discharged pension employés fol- 
| lowing at his heels, could not make a case against him of suffi- 
cient importance to enlist the attention of his own colleagues on 
the floor of this House. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in favor 
of the substitute offered to this bill by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas|[Mr. TERRY]. It was suggested by one of the friends of 
this Exposition. as they term themselves, that we, who opposed 
the appropriation upon the last vote, should have nothing to do 
with the perfecting of this bill. I wish to say that those who 
have voted against the appropriation in the form in which it has 
been presented are not enemies of this Chicago Exposition. I 
believe there is not a member upon this floor who does not wish 
for that Exposition the most abundant success; but, Mr. Chair- 
man, representing their constituents, they have not been able to 
bring themselves to agree to the propositions that have been 
made. And I appeal to the members of this House to consider 
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the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas, be- 
cause I believe it relieves this question from all embarrassment 
and puts it in a position where all the members of the House can 
support it. 

It was argued in the first place that for the Government to 
take part as a partner in this enterprise was objectionable, be- 
cause that would establish a precedent which might lead to un- 
told evil. It was urged that to the appropriation of $5,000,000, 
or rather to the loan of that amount, there was the objection 
that never before had a loan of even one-third of the amount 
been made in a matter of this kind; and it is insisted now that 
for the Government to give two millions and a half establishes a 
precedent which for a hundred years will be pointed to as area- 
son for voting aid to various enterprises of similar character. 
There is no person who has had a seat upon this floor who does 
not realize the force of a precedent. There is no one who does 
not know that if a precedent can be pointed out as an excus> for 
an appropriation it has an almostirresistible influence. We know 
that upon this floor recently members who voted in favor of a 
former loan have been pointed out and accused of being incon- 
sistent because they refuse to support this proposition. 

The substitute gives to the managers of the Chicago Exposi- 
tion the free coinage of ten million souvenir half-dollars. This 
means a profit of nearly $2,000,000, without injury to the public 
and with but little cost to the Government. 

I for one would be willing toincrease the amount, if desired, by 
permitting them to have coined fifteen or even twenty million 
half dollars. This aid can be given if put in that form, and yet 
it does not place the members on this floor in a position for which 
they will have to apologize. It does not establish a precedent 
that will lead to evil consequencesin the future. Those who op- 
posed the free coinage of silver opposed it on the ground that 
unlimited coinage would flood this country with coin. Thatcan 
not be urged against this, because it is limited, and we who fa- 
vored free coinage are only giving to these people the privilege 
which we were willing to extend to all. 

And I appeal to the members to put this bill in such shape 
that all the friends of the World’s Fair can support it. The 
Senate has shown itself friendly to silver at this session, and we 
have every reason to believe that it would pass the bill as thus 
amended. If those in charge of the bill wish an amendment in- 
creasing the coinage to twenty million half dollars I will gladly 
support it. Such an amendment would give to the Fair more 
aid than two million and a half directly donated. It might also 
to some extent increase the circulation and be a public benefit, 
while the bill as presented by the World’s Fair Committee will 
give away and probably take out of circulation two millions and 
a half in uncurrent coin which might be recoined and retained 
in circulation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated 
in this Hous: on more than one occasion that the Government 
lends money to certain parties at 1 per cent and authorizes them 
to relend the same money at 8 per cent, and the question has been 
asked, Why not authorize the Government to lend money to 
other people at the same rate or at some very low rate of inter- 
est? This argument is generally presented in support of the 
subtreasury scheme. These gentlemen claim that the Govern- 
ment furnishes to national banks a certain amount of circulation, 
which is loaned to the people at 8 per cent, upon which they pay 
back to the Government | percent in taxes. ‘They seem to think 
that national banks have a bonanza in the profit which they de- 
rive from their circulation. In the first place, if this is true, the 
national-banking system is no monopoly, and all who wish to go 
into the business can doso. In the next place, no national bank 
takes its circulation as a matter of choice, but because the law 
compels it. 

The question of profit or loss upon the bank notes which a bank 
receives as its circulation is purely a question of figures, and I 
submit for the consideration of the House the following state- 
ment, which was prepared by the Comptroller of the Currency: 


$100,000 4 per cent bonds at 17 per cent premium, annual interest._.... €4, 000 
Circulation, 90 per cent on par value. .............-...-..-....... #90, 000 
Deduct 5 per cent redemption fund ...................-.......... 4, 500 


Loanable circulation ___. 85, 500 *5, 130 





CONS TOCEIIEE oan nce dcsccccee a a Re ae et . 9, 130 
ey Oe ee eee ee siaeakwant #000 
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ND acs a ladbciers ddadigndanmitnad temasepticicssvade 1,214 
—— 27,144 
EE IE 9s se wWinx.suns ceawdonsdqdude cndeawuawedanghetmetgglingwa wuslaie 6, 986 
$117,000 loaned at 6 per cent. __..-..- ic sth i ci NE dd eet cian nies abe 7,020 
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From this statement it is seen that in case a half dozen or more 
gentlemen wish to organize a national bank with a capital of 
$100,000, they will have to raise $117,000 of money, as it will re- 
quire this much currency to purchase 100,000 of 4 per cent Gov- 
ernment bonds, and if this $117,000 of money was loaned at 6 per 
cent, they will lose this interest by calling it in, which is a loss 
of $7,020, and we will see ina moment how much they will get 
in return out of their banking enterprise. They deposit this 
$100,009 of Government bonds with the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency and receive $90,000 of circulating notes, but before any of 
these notes can be used or loaned by the bank,5 per cent of them 
has to be returned, as a redemption fund, and this permanent 
fund of $4,500 which the bank has to keep in Washington, in the 
hands of the Treasury. reduces the circulation of the bank to 
85,000, which constitutes its loanable money, and if all of this 
money can be kept out all of the time, the interest. at 6 per cent 
will amount to 35,130. This added to the $4,000 which the bank 
will receive as interest on its $100,000 of Government bonds will 
make the income of the bank $9,130. 

Out of this income the bank will have to pay $900 a year tax 
to the General Government, being 1 per cent on the circulation, 
*30 a vear for the expense of redeeming its notes, and it will 
have to bear the annual loss of the premium paid for the bonds. 

[In this case the premium is $17,000, and as this will fade away 
in fourteen years, when the bank cas only receive the face of the 
bonds, the annual loss to the bank will be $1,214, which will make 
the ret receipts of the bank $6,936, which is $34 less than the $117.- 
000 was bringing at the same rat: of interest. 

This is the way the Comptroller of the Currency makes the 
calculation. I then called upon the cashier of the Ohio National 
bank of this city for his statement of the profit or loss of ana- 
tional bank on its circulation, and he gave me, nota ecaleulation, 
but a statement of the last year’s income and outlay on its cireu- 
lat-on. The capital of the bank is $200,000, but it took out the 
minimum circulation, which is $45,000, by depositing $50,000 of 
Government bonds, His statement is as follows: 


ee eS Se See ae eee ae _ $50, 000 
rg a ee ; 10, 600 
SE Rk Nap Be a el Ns a _.. 60.600 *83, 636 - 
an Sp pn TN nn a cctidln di wemaebod umckwamnciauae 660 
Semiannual tax, $225 and $225__......._- oat pata acest ied nie 450 
PING | jo nicaen ae Eas Pa LN 7 : 75 
Examiners’ fees ___......_.._.._. ee ee ; h a 52 
Redemption of our notes.__.......-- eS 53 
Pa a nt ee ict et aaa a ta adbehdh ae er ee eee 4, 926 
Cireulation .- rie eee ; ..... $45,000 
Redemption fund _......-.. 2.2... = 2, 250 
SN din cnacn ncn kee SE Se a ne $2, 750 #82, 565 
Interest on $50,000 at 4 per cent__........---..--- 2, 000 
- 1,565 
Loss on circulation. _...... 361 


The Comptroller's statement shows that a new bank starting 
now with $100,000 capital would lose on its circulation $34 a year 
purchasing bonds at their present price. The statement of the 
cashier of the Ohio National Bank shows that this bank, which 
is only about one year old, lost during the first year $361, and 
the difference: in the rate of loss arises from the fact that the 
cost of the plate on which the notes are printed, which is always 
paid by the bank, and some other expenses are omitted in the 
Comptroller's calculation. 

These calculations show that national banks derive no prolit 
from their circulation, but, on the contrary, sustain an actual 
loss on every dollar of their circulation. 

In New York City alone the national banks could have $50,- 
000,000 more circulation than they now have, but they do not 
take it for the reason that under the present laws they sustaina 
loss upon every dollar of their circulation. Hence it is that 
nearly every national bank in this country is now taking out the 
minimum circulation. Instead of investing all of their capital 
in Government bonds they only invest one-fourth of it. 

Mr. OTIS. Why do they take out any, then? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. They doit because they want to 
be organized under the national banking system as a matter of 
choice. They sustain a loss upon their cireulation, but they 
make a profit on their deposits. They makea profit on their de- 
posits just as every other bank does. 

Some of the New York national banks take out no circulation 
whatever. They simply deposit the amount of, Government 
bonds which the law requires and ask for no circulating notes, 
and thereby save the cost of plates and the tax on circulation. 
The profit in banking is in the deposits, and notin the 90 per 
cent of circulating notes which a national bank can have on the 
face value of Government bonds, and a priva‘te bank can have 
this advantage as well as a national bank. There is nothing in 
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the charter of a national bank which gives it any advantage over 
any other bank so far as making money is concerned. Many of 
the private banks in the country are more profitable than the | 
national banks in the same locality. 

But the question of deposits does not enter into the question 
whether a national bank derives an advantage from the law per- 
taining to its circulation. The question is whether a given 
amount of money, loaned at a given rate of interest, will yield 
more or less profit than the same amount of money invested in 
United States for the purpose of national banking, 


bonds of the | 
where the circulation is loaned at the same rate of interest. I 
have shown that there is a loss when the money is used in a na- 
tional bank, as heretofore stated, but there is a patriotism in the 
national banking system which the country admires, and a feel- | 
ing that the system ought to be perpetuated, as there is no better | 
system in the world, no better money in the world. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, I want to remind gentlemen who call in 
their loans to invest the money in national banks that there are 
numerous other expenses which they will have to pay which are 
not enumerated in either of these calculations, such as local 
taxes, rents, insurance, clerical expenses, etc. These are inci- 
dental to banking and should be taken into account. If some of 
the burdens were lifted from national banks they would invest 
all of their capital in Government bonds instead of 25 per cent 
of their capital, as at present, and they would take out their full 
quota of circulation. The South and West should demand this, 
if they ever expect their full share of banks, instead of restoring 
the old State banks. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I desire briefly to put before 
the House a few circumstances connected with the location of 
the Fair as it was made by the last Congress. There are facts 
that are material and that shoula be known by members of this 
House who were not members of the last Congress. When the 
question of the location had been reduced to a contest between 
two cities of this country, New York and Chicago, certain things 
occurred here and certain statements were made, and I want 
this House and the country to be reminded of the pledges that 
were made at that time by the representatives of those two cities 
upon this floor. 

Gen. Spinola, then a member of this House from New York 


City, uttered the following: 
New York will erect all the buildings for the fair, including the Govern- 
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t buildings provided for in the bill, as reported by the committee. The 
ity of New York will do all that may be necessary without any 
aid of any kind, either in money or Government guaranty. 
efore no Government help is necessary for the organization or manage- 
fair in the city of New York 
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This pledge, Mr. Chairman, was reiterated by every member 
of the New York delegation. As an earnestof what the position 
of Chicago was, a Representative of that city upon this floor, 
Mr. Lawler, made a statement which was reiterated by the pres- 
ent chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. SPRINGER. 
This is what Mr. Lawler said: 

I want the New York people to come beyond the Allegheny Mountains once 
und see What we have got in the great West. I say that Chicago stands 
ready to make this a successful enterprise. Chicago does notask a dollar to 
the expenses, but our business men will subscribe, if necessary, $25,000,- 
000 to make this exhibition what it ought to be. 

{fn reply to that the gentleman from New York, Mr. Spinola, 
tered the following: 


veal 


ut 

in my. 
at Chic 
and § 
give u 


lement if it goes on and we give authority to establish the fair 
ago as it stands in this bill if it passes, then you will come back to us 
y, in the most bland and fascinating manner, ‘*‘Gentlemen, you must 
few more millions just to grease the thing along.” 





Thus it appears, Mr. Chairman, that Gen. Spinola, now sleep- 
ing in his grave, was a prophet, for Chicago is here asking at 
the hands of the people of this country that millions of money 
be voted for this fair, although her Representatives upon this 
floor in the last Congress gave their pledge that she would not 
ask asingledollar. Noris this all. The distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, in answer to these remarks, 
rose in his place upon this floor and read the following telegram, 
signed by business men of Chicago, addressed to Mr. Gage, who 


Was upon the ground: 
CHICAGO, March 7, 1890 
LYMAN J. GAGE 
Willard’s Hotel, Washington, D. C.: | 
\Ve wish ir continued success in Washington; we will stand by youand | 
the commi » in every way. Chicago will now, as in the past, prove equal | 
to ry emergency You can count on our hearty support. 


\ \ lle 


llerton, capitalist; John B. Drake, proprietor Grand Pa- 
fic Hotel; G. B. Shaw, president Merchant Loan and Trust 
Company; C. L. Hutchinson, president Corn Exchange Na- 
tional Bank; John C. Black, president Continental National 
Bank; J. W. Ellsworth; W. E. Hale, president Hale Elevator 
Company; Potter Palmer, preprietor Palmer House; R. T. | 
Crane, president Crane Bros. Manufacturing Company; E.G. 
Keith, president Metropolitan National Bank; HE. Eames, | 
president Commercial National Bank; A. L. Patterson, Chicago | 





Globe; W.J. Huiskamp, Chicago Times; J. J. P. O'Dell, presi- 
dent Union National Bank: Victor F, Lawson, Chicago News: 
E. St. John, vice-president Rock Island Railroad Company: 
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|; were immediately wired by 
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Samuel M. Nickerson, president First National Bank; William 
T. Baker, president Chicago Board of Trade; William Penn 
Nixon, Chicago Inter Ocean; John N. Clark, collector of cus- 
toms; N. V. Ream, capitalist; O. W. Potter, president Ili- 
nois Steel Company: James W. Scott, Chicago Herald; H. 
H. Kohlsatt, capitalist; E. S. Pike, capitalist; C. R. Crane: 
Joseph Medill, Chicago Tribune; George Schneider, president 
National Bank of Illinois; George R. Davis, county treasurer; 
A. F. Seeberger, wholesale hardware; Stuyvesant Fish, presi- 
dent Illinois Central Railroad Company; J. W. Doane, presi- 
dent Merchants’ Loan and Trust Company; the Hibbard, 
Spencer & Bartlett Company. 
It is proper to explain that a fairly full report of my statements and pledges 
press correspondents and were published in 
the Chicago papers the morning of March *% It is in the light of these facts 
and the information thus conveyed to the signers thereof that the telegram 
in question is to be construed as an indorsement of our proposition. 


[ have read you what was uttered on this floor. I wish I hada 
minute or two more to refer to what Mr. Lawler said. If he 
were a member now, I believe he would not be on the outside, 
lobbying in favor of this scheme, but would stand by his pledges 
and the pledges of the city of Chicago. 

Mr. BROSLUS. Mr. Speaker, it was the custom (I have some- 
where read) of the ancient Saxons, at the ringing of the evening 
curfew, to cover the embers onthe hearthstone. In like manner 
but to a better purpose it has been our habit at nightfall to cover 
the embers of disagreements and resentments on the hearthstone 


| of debate, so that we could go to our pillows without any feelings 


of bitterness rankling in our breasts, or as much as the mem- 
ory of an acrimonious word to disturb the mind’s repose. 

More important still is it that in the closing hours of the ses- 
sion, when we are soon to say our farewells, and palms are about 
totouch palms in fraternal good-byes, we avoid discussions calcu- 
lated to excite feelings unsuited to an occasion which ought to 
invite emotions of the most fraternalcharacter. It seems to me 
that every member of the House is sufficiently sensible of the 
propriety of this course to join me in the unfeigned regret that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] in his prosecuting 
zeal, found it agreeable to his feelings to enter, in the expiring 
moments of the session, upon an angry debate on the resolutions 
reported by the majority of the Committe on Pension Investi- 
gation. I say this much, Mr. Speaker, to free myself from any 
responsibility for such a debate at such an hour. 

PLEA TO THE JURISDICTION, 


Before entering upon a consideration of the merits of the reso- 
lution I desire to make a few observations in the nature of aplea 
to the jurisdiction. 

Supposing every finding of the majority is true, ought the 
House of Representatives to adopt these resolutions? In my 
opinion to do so would be an invasion of executive functions 
and an indignity to the President of the United States,and re- 
porting them by the committee is altogether impertinent and 
scandalous. 

The committee was not appointed to investigate whether the 
Commissioner of Pensions or any of his subordinates ought to be 
removed. The only authority it was in the power of this House 
to confer upon the committee was to ascertain the existence of 
abuses of any kind that could be corrected by legislation. The 
investigation must be for a legislative purpose, and that only, 


| and the recommendations ought to have been confined within 


the warrant of the commission which authorized the committee 
toact. This is a perfectly plain proposition, too obvious to need 
the support of any authority. 

In a case in New York somewhat similar, in which the senate 
appointed a committee to investigate abuses in the office of the 
commissioner of public works in the city of New York, the su- 
preme court of New York expressed the view I have advanced 
in these words: 

The investigation must be for a legislative purpose, and the recommenda- 
tions of the committee should be limited tothe purpose of the investigation- 
The Legislature had no power to remove the commissioner, and the only ac- 
tion the committee could recommend would be appropriate legislation to 
prevent a recurrence of the irregularities if they were found to exist, and to 
be of such a nature that they could be prevented or rendered more difficult 
by legislation. (McDonald vs. Keeler, 99 New York, 466.) 


Now, I commend this ruling to my distinguished and greatly 


| esteemed friend from New York who signed these resolutions 


and joins his colleagues in asking this House to adopt them. 

A moment’s reflection will disclose the monstrous impropriety 
of this House volunteering advice to the executive department 
of the Government as to the appointment or removal of officers. 
The same warrant exists for tendering advice concerning an ap- 
pointment as aremoval. Aswell might this House have adopted 
aresolution advising the President to appointits clfoice to fill the 
vacancy onthesupreme bench. Whataspectacle that would have 


| been, yet it would no more transcend the power of this House, or 
violate the propriety, dignity, and decorum of legislative action, 
than the adoption of the resolution proposed. 

The facts incriminating an official investigated by Congress. 
if such facts are reported to the House, are presumed to come to 
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the knowledge of the President; and to tender unasked any di- 
rection or advice to him touching his duty in the premises im- 
plies an assumption on the part of the House that he either lacks 
the wisdom to know his duty or the virtue to perform it. 

The lines which divide the codrdinate departments of our 
Government and circumscribe the functions of each are drawn 
with great distinctness, and the invasion by one department of 
the province of another, even by so much as the gratuitous ten- 
der of counsel, is such a breach of duty and of dignity as to meet 
with pronounced disfavor if not to give just offense. 

[ appeal, therefore, to the House not to compromise the dig 
nity or violate the decorum which belong to legislative bodie: 
or do an act of discourtesy to the President of the United 
or so far exceed its jurisdiction as to invite the public b-lief 
that this investigation is an act of political buncombe to which 
this House can not descend without forfeiture of public respect 

THE MERITS, 

Now, Mr Speaker, I proceed with considerabie reluctance to 
obey the command of a plain duty to express to the House the 
grounds of my dissent and utter disagreement with the views of 
the majority of the committee. I will try to show how trivial 
the grounds, how vicious the reasoning, how inconsequential the 
conclusions, and how unjust the resolutions reported. I want to 
add something to what my colleague from Minnesota has so well 
said in the wey of unmasking this remarkable investigation, so 
thatit may appear to the House unclothed, in its naked deformity: 
that just men will wonder how the conclusions were arrived at; 
shrink from acquiescence in them; andserve justice and common 
humanity by refusing to adopt them. 

On the threshold of my remarks I desire to distinctly disclaim 
any purpose to reflect in anything I may say in the heat of dis- 
cussion upon the good faith, honor, and integrity of any mem- 
ber of the committee. Itis with methods and results tha‘ | 
shall deal, and though Iam shocked by the cruelty of the con- 
clusions reported, and contemplate almost with abhorrence the 
injury done to a public servant, yet any language I may use in 
depicting the striking aspects of the report of the majority will 
in no instance refer to the motives of the members of the com- 
mittee, which I shall never cease to regard as upright, honest, 
and pure, however mistaken I may conceive them tole. Saul 
thought he was doing the works of righteousness when he was 
persecuting the Christians. 

Nor will we be driven todepartfrom this purpose by the fact that 
the gentlemanfrom Tennessee[Mr. ENLOE| who seems tofeelsome 
pride in being the prosecutor in this case, took occasion to say in 
his remarks that the minority assumed the attitude of attorneys 
for the defense rather than the position of judges to impartially 
try this case. We have the happiness to know that no member 
of the committee that was charged with the duty of hearing and 
determining the inquiries arising in the investigation was guilty 
of so gross an imputation upon the official conduct of their asso- 
ciates. A slip of this kind must be due toa lack either of care 
or of sensibility. There is some excuse for one who commits a 
wrong without being sensible of it, and the minority will not 
allow themselves to be irritated by this hasty observation, any 
more than they would be if they were jostled by a blind man on 
the sidewalk. 


states, 


BENEFIT 
Nor am I surprised that the gentleman from Tennessee lays 
the flattering unction to his soul that he has rendered some 
service to his country in prosecuting thisinvestigation. I quite 
agree with him. ‘There isreason to believe that the numerous 
investigations set on foot by this Congress may justify the out- 
lay incurred in prosecuting them. It is open to doubt whether 
there is a more effective way for our Democratic friends to 
qualify themselves for the duties of government than to look 
into the modes of doing things employed by Republicans. | 
think the service rendered in-this instance is more apparent 
than in some others, for it has brought to light and directed 
public attention to the superior effectiveness of the management 
of the Pension Bureau. The trivial defects criticised by the 
prosecutor, when compared with the body of excellences which 
have secured such splendid results, will tend to produce in the 
public mind a conviction of the generally satisfactory condition 
of the Bureau, 


OF THE INVESTIGATION. 


SCOPE OF THE 

The scope of the investigation is distinctly defined in the reso- 
lutions authorizing it, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee to consist of five members shall be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker, which shall have power and authority to investi 
gate and report upon the methods of business in the Bureau of Pensions 
and before the Board of Pension Appeals; to inquire whether use has been 
made by the Commissioner of Pensions of his official position to promote 
his private affairs or partisan political purposes; whether there has been 
discrimination between applicants for pensions or between attorneys prac- 
ticing before the Pension Bureau: whether any clerks or subordinate offi- 
cers of the Bureau have abused their power or taken advantage of their 
positions to make profit for themselves or others; whether the civil-service 
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iOS 
laws have been violated by the Commissioner or other officers of the 
in the matter of appointments and promotions, and generally to inquire 
into all alleged abuses pertaining to said Bureau or any of its officers or em 
ployes. 
Said committee shall have the power t 
examine witnesses under oath, and may 


ny " 
pureau 


nd for 
employ a 


»s persons an 


l papers, to 
stenographer 


and one 


clerk. It shall report the result of its investigation to the House, with such 
recommendation as it may seem proper to make The expenses of ich in 
vestigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the H 

The terms of these resolutions seem to contemplate : ly 
legislative purpose and embrace five distinet inquiri Th st 
and most important relates to the methods of busin 1 the 
Pension Bureau. The second relates to the use by the Commis 
sioner of his official position to promote his private affairs or par- 
tisan political purposes. The third relates to discrimin 5 
between applicants for pensions or attorneys. The fourth re- 
lates to the abuse by clerks of their positi mm to make profit fo 
thea a] ¢ rr > ift] >» lat ‘ — let? n f +) 7 . . 

1remselves. ihe ith relates to violations of the civi 5 


law 
iaws. 


[ desire now to direct the attention of the House te th 


at er 
of our pursuit of these several inquiries. 
PENSION BUREAT 
The Pension Bureau was established for the purpose of carry- 


ing into execution the pension laws of the United States by hear- 
ing, adjudicating, and granting pensions. Itisa bureau of great 
magnitude, containing about two thousand clerks. The service 
organized—with a view to convenience and efficiency—into nu- 
merous divisions, with a chiefatthe head of each. Our examina- 
tion of theadministrative features of the Bureau, comprising the 
character of its organization, the effectiveness i ) 
plans, the systematic subordination in its service, and the harmo- 
nious and successful operation of all the parts of this mammoth 
management disclosed an administrative system which seemed to 
the investigator and to the observer as well (for we personally in- 
spected, on the invitation of the 


sis 


of its working 


Commissioner, the details of 


the management, following a claim from the time it is takenout 
of the mail on its arrival until it is returned to it in the form 
of a pension certificate) as near theoretic perfection as the wit 
and wisdom of man will be likely to devise 

[tresembles acomplex piece of modern machinery having many 


parts, but each part so nicely adjusted to the whole as to run 
smoothly, and co‘perate toacommon purpose. The whole man- 
agement exhibited the handiwork of a skilled organizer, and the 
man who conducts such a bureau and keeps it in the state of 
progressive efficiency in which we found this Bure: 
sess superior executive ability, wide intelligence, and c 
hensive views of the requirementsof the public service. 
cessful have the operations of the Bureau been, as demonstrated by 
this searching investigation, that the majority of the committe 


u must pos- 
mpre- 


So suc- 


find nothing of consequence to criticise, and have in their report 
directed the attention of the House to no defect in the admini 

trative features of the management, noirregularity that has im 
paired efficiency in any branch of the service, and they make no 
complaint of the work accomplished, which in the last year, as 
shown by the statement whici f append, vindicates, as far as re- 
sults can, the perfection of the system and the excellence of its 


management. 

[It is clear, then, that so far as the , and 
subject of this investigation is concerned, namely, 
ss in the Bureau, the effectiveness and 
ministration, as shown in the results, no fault has be 
discovered. 


the 
the 


success 


first paramount 
methods 
of its ad- 


nor can be 


of busin 


1orat 


The investigation on the line of the third subject of inquiry, 
namely, discrimination between applicants for pensions or b 
tween attorneys practicing before the Bureau, resulted in no 


discoveries that would justify adverse criticism, and the majority 
report contains none 

The fourth inquiry, whether the subordinate officers of 
bureau abused their positions to make profit for themsel 
was equally barren of results, and the majority found nothing to 
report. 

The fifth subject of investigation, whether 
laws have bzen violated by the Commissioner or other officers 
of the Bureau, turned out to be absolutely sterile, and yielded 
not a blade of grass to appease the languishing hop f the 
weary pursuers. 


the 


Ves, 


tl the civil-service 


oO 


THE COMMISSIONER 


1 
‘ 


There remains one subject of inquiry, namely, whether the 
Commissioner of Pensions used his official position to promote 
his private affairsor partisan political purposes? At this point 
commences the argument of the gentleman who wears the hon- 
ors of the prosecution. Here he imagined that water actually 
issued from the smitten rock, and when it touched his parched 
lips they were refreshed. Here he thought he found manna in 


the wilderness, and the eternal springing quality of hope revived 
him, and he took heart again. 
In the discussion of this branch of the subject | undid 
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snough not to withhold the homage every man owes to truth by de- | upon the head of the Bureau which dispensed with their valu- 


nying that under the testimony some inferences might be drawn 


against the conduct of the Commissioner by reversing all the | 


established rules of evidence which humanity and the jurispru- 
dence of Christendom have recognized and enforced for a thou- 
sand years, and that an adverse conclusion might b2 arrived at 
by stripping him of all legal presumptions in his favor, the armor 
with which universal justice encircles every accused person and 
leaving him naked to his enemies. 

The only circumstance upon which they base the assumption 


that he used his office to promote his private affairs was the | 
accidental concurrence of twoevents—the promuigation of orders 


Nos. 149 and 151, providing for what is known as the completed 
files—and the indorsement of a nots for $12,000 by George E. 
Lemon for the accommodation of the Commissioner. One was 
an act of official duty; the other a personal business transaction. 
That there was any connection between these two transactions 
is an assumption unsupported by any evidence in the record. 
The majority, however, have found that one transaction was the 
consideration for the other, and have declared the Commissioner 
guilty of venality on the ground that the concurrence of these 
eventscould not have beenamere fortuitous coincidence, but that 
they must have sustained the relation of cause and effect. They go 


upon the antecedent probability that when two such transactions | 
concur one must be the cause of the other, and this probability is | 


to sustain a conviction of wrongdoing when no proof can be had. 
If this mode of establishing guilt in courts of justice was substi- 
tuted for the lax rule which has been in vogue for a thousand 
years, requiring an accusation to be proved by testimony beyond 
a reasonable doubt, and that no accused person is required to 
open his mouth in his defense until his guilt is shown, but that 
the presumption of innocence stands as a triple armor of defense 
until it is pierced by the lance of proof, there would soon not be 
enough innocent people out of jail to keep the criminals in. 


UNIQUE REASONING. 


The majority in the application of this novel and unique mode 
of trial have fortified it by a piece of syllogistic reasoning that 
will excite the wonder and admiration of the acutest logic chop- 
per on this floor. They say orders 149 and 151 were beneficial 
to Mr. Lemon; the indorsement of the note was beneficial to the 
Commissioner; therefore the Commissioner prostituted his office 
by promulgating the orders in consideration of the indorsement. 
Now, if there is a man who is not bereft or possessed, who would 
pluck a feather from a sparrow’s wing on such lame, impotent, 
and inconsequential reasoning, I would say if it was parliamen- 
tary, that the portion of his brain in which the faculty of logic 
is supposed to reside must be a howling wilderness, and that part 
of his heart where the milk of human kindness is supposed to flow 
must be an arid desert on which the dews of charity have ceased 
to fall. 

I recall an incident recorded somewhere which illustrates this 


new, and effective mode of trial, by reasoning from the motive | 


and means to commit an act to an act committed. 

The Turks were forbidden by the Koran any indulgence in 
intoxicating beverages. An officer of the Government observing 
an individual with a jar upon his head that contained the juice of 
the grape summoned him before the tribunal, and there preferred 
acomplaint for a violation of the ordinance against wine-drinking. 
The alleged offender acknowledged the wine, but denied the of- 
fense; whereupon the accuser rested his charge upon the proba- 
bility of guilt from the motive to commit the offensa when he 
could so easily do so. ! 
his accusera glittering scimiter immediately turned to the mag- 


istrate and accused the officer of murder, and when called upon | 
to sustain his chavge relied upon the reasoning that had been | 


urged against himself, ‘‘ Taat shining blade,” said he, ‘‘is an in- 
strument of death. I find it drawn and naked in your hands. 
Jf the mere ability to commit a crime b2 evidence of crime com- 
mitted, you stand arraigned and condemned upon your own mode 
of proof.” The Turk was discharged. 

Take this case as an illustration. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE] was the prosecutor in this investigation. I 


will not say he was relentless or cruel, but will say, as was once | 


said of another distinguished statesman: If he indulged the im- 
partiality of a saint, he employed the vigor of a devil. Now, 


suppose he is accused of forming a conspiracy with a number of | 
discharged clerks to bring this Administration into disrepute | 


by convicting anofficeholder of corrupt practices. In support of 
the charge it could be urged, adopting the same mode of proof 


employed in this case, that the gentleman from Tennessee is a | 
candidate for renomination in his district, that it would be a | 


big feather in his cap if he could convict a great bureau of the 
Government of criminal abuses and put a stain upon a Repub- 
lican Administration. That there were a half dozen or so dis- 
charged employés eager to avenge their imagined wrongs 


The prisoner observing in the hand of | 


| able services, whom he supposed were swelling buds of mighty 
| secrets, ready to burst into blossoms of revelation. Here we 
_have in conjunction the motive and the instruments, and only 
| have to add the conclusion; therefore, the gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee, to promote his political interests, entered into a foul 
| conspiracy to disgrace and degrade the chief of a Bureau of the 
Government. This is only an illustration, but I doubt if the 
| gentleman from Tennessee, or any member of this committee, 
| would like to submit himself to the tender mercies of a tribunal 
which employed that mode of proving guilt. 

For the purpose of these illustrations I have assumed that the 
two premises of the syllogism were true, but in fact Mr. Lemon 
derived no more advantaze from the orders promulgated than 
other attorneys, as the testimony clearly shows. 

Perhaps it was to supply this defect that the majority called 
into requisition the presumption that Mr. Raum was guilty in 
manner and form because he chose not to tell them all about his 
private business. The report of the majority, page 27, says: 


Whatever of wrong there was in this indorsement is probably concealed 
by the failure to keep any record of the 35,240 cases carried to the completed 
files under Order 149. The Commissioner could have given the committee 
full information as to the bona fides of this transaction if he had chosen to 
do so, but this he refused. It is a presumption of law if a person has infor- 
mation which he conceals that it would be against him if produced. Thisis 
a just presumption, and there is no unfairness in holding Commissioner 
Raum to the full force of that presumption. 


That is, the wrong that we allege exists is concealed. We 
have not been ‘able, with all our dragnets, to bring it to light; 
| our proof has failed. The Commissioner knows all about it, and 
as he refuses to tell, he must be guilty, and we so find. And 
this in the face of the testimony of Mr. Lemon, and the state- 
ment of Mr. Raum under oath that the two alleged transactions 
had nothing on earth to do with each other. 

Mr. Lemon, 0n page 1246 of the record says: 

I deny in the broadest terms that this order was asked for or was ever in- 
tended to apply to my cases only, or to apply to my cases in any manner 
other than it applied to the claims represented by other attorneys or by the 
claimants themselves. It was a general rule of action asked for, and it is a 


general rule against which not one word can be said except through igno- 
rance or malice. 


And on page 1259 he says: 

Q. It was simply a coincidence, the issuance of the order and the indorsa- 
tion of the paper? 

A. Entirely. There was no communication nor any promising, nor was 
the matter ever a subject of conversation between us that for any consider- 
ation, the indorsement of paper or any other, that he should advance my 
claims, nor that in any way would it be of benefit to me. 

Q. And you stated that you needed no further inducement to indorse his 
paper than his statement that this security was all right and the additional 
fact that you knew him to be a man of good commercial standing? 

A. Yes, sir; a good, reputable man. 


Gen. Raum, on page 1550, says: 

I had no motive whatever in preparing and issuing my orders Nos. 149 and 
151, except to promote the efficiency of the service and for the public good; 
| no object or intention that directly or indirectly any attorney should have 
| any preference in the consideration of his case, or be treated in any way dif- 
| ferent from any other attorney whose case was in like condition in the Bu- 
| reau. Nor has there been to my knowledge any preference or partiality to 
| any attorney practicing in the Pension Office by myself or by any sub- 
ordinate. 

No notice was given to any attorney directly or indirectly of the issuance 
of these orders in advance of their adoption. 

I had no conference in any way with Mr. George E. Lemon about them, 
nor anycommunication with him onthe subject of the method of the adjudi- 
cation of claims, except the letter of November 16, 1889, and the communica- 
| tion referred to in it; none whatever since that date. 
| ‘The ‘completed files’’ system as applied to the Pension Office is my own 
and has been administered, so far as I know, with absolute impartiality and 
| without favor to any. 


To hold that the refusal of a defendant to go upon the stand 
in hisown defense, when he has the right to do so, justifies the 
conclusion of his guilt is a novel doctrine of presumptions—an- 
other new invention in the administration of justice which will 
| make modern jurist; open their eyes. 
| The rule that prevails where I have practiced law—and I think 
itis the general rule in the United States—is that the burden 
of proof lies upon the accuser, and the fact that the accused does 
| not become a witness does not justify an inference of guilt, and 
| can not be used for that purpose. 
| In States where by statute defendants are made competent to 
testify in their own behalf, in some instances, early in the his- 
| tory of this amelioration in our criminal jurisprudence, courts 
permitted counsel to comment upon the refusal of defendants to 
avail themselves of their privilege; but the inhumanity of the 
| practice so shocked the sense of mankind that legislation 
| promptly put an end toit. But here in a legislative proceeding 
| we have the spectacle of a committee of statesmen, for the pur- 
pose of convicting a public official of corruption, adopting a doc- 
| trine of presumptions which is outlawed by the jurisprudence of 

the country, and whose refinement of cruelty would move the 
pity of a Jeffreys and excite the abhorrence of the pettiest ses- 
| sions justice in the land. 
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CIRCUMSTANCES 

But they say circumstances establish the wrong charged. 
Well, the circumstances are these: That Raum once asked | 
Lemon to indorse prior to his appointment as Commissioner. 
That Thompson would not indorse him, and that he was insolent. 
Do these circumstances point to the conclusion of corruption. 
Within amonth I was asked to goon a man’s bond and declined; 
but ina weekI changed my mind. How common acircumstance 
it is for one man not to indorse a note 
hesitation? But he was insolvent, they say, and- how do they 
prove it. It is not in evidence, but the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has gone outside the record and printed in his speech a 
transcript from the dockets of the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, showing the judgments entered against Mr. Raum. 


This was to show the insolvency of Mr. Raum when Lemon in- | 


dorsed his note. 
NOVEL MODE OF USING EVIDENCE. 


If there is anything in modes of using evidence that fills the 


manner in which this record is manipulated to stiffen up the 
limp and lifeless inference that Lemon’s indorsement was for a 


was calculated to mislead, but he may not have been a 
that there was anything improper in that, and to that extent he 
must be excused, for the first and earliest judgment mo record 
was entered fourteen months and the last one two years and a 
half after the indorsement of the note. 
point this out in his remarks. But then the nature 
may find no difficulty in believing that judgments entered to-day 
prove insolvency two years ago. 
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and another does it without | 
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empt it would be due to the clemency of the court. I do not 
direct attention to this mode of making the worse appear the 
better cause, to move members to rage against a prosecution 
thussupported, but to pring into the view of dispassionate minds 
| the dire extremity of a cause which needs to be buttressed in that 
way. 

FURTHER ILLUSTRATIONS. 

In this connection let me pursue a little further the prose- 
cutor’s mode of reaching conclusions. 

He argues that Morgan came to Washington at the instance of 
the Commissioner, w hen there is not only noevidence to support 
the assumption, but in the face of all the sworn evidence on the 
subject to the contrary. 

He assumes that the Commissioner upheld and protected his 
son in wrongdoing, when, in fact, there is not sufticient evidence 
in the reeord to convict Mr. Raum, jr.,of any serious irregular- 
ities; but when itcame to the attention of the Commissioner that 


C i 1 L Alls | suspicion of wrongdoing rested upon his son, he immediately ad- 
measure of an hon>st man’s conception of the diabolical, it isthe | 


vised him to resign, showing r a dispassionate consideration for 


| the public service and a promptitude of action to keep it above 
L | suspicion commendable in the highest degree. 
consideration. The gentleman must have known that the record | 


The gentleman did not | 
of his mind | 


Remembering that the indorsement of Lemon was on the 7th | 


of January, 1890, look at this record, which speaks trumpet- 

tongued of the character of the case that requires such butchery 

for its support: 

List of judgments in the supreme court of the District of Columbia against Green 
B, Raum, sr. 


| Amount of Date of 














No. Title of suit. Action. | Judgment. judgment. 
| 
31438 | Arthur L. Conger vs. Green B. | Notes ....| 2, O71. 334 | | Mar. 3, 1891 
} Raum. 

81794 | Riggs & Co. vs. Green B. Raum-!....do-__.- 750.00 | July 8, 189! 

31920 | Citizens’ National Bank vs. ccna 750.00 | Sept. 2, 1891 
Green B. Raum. 

$2192 | Butterworth & Lowe vs. Green .do 1,200.09 | Dec. 2, 1891 
B. Raumand Wm.W. Dudley. | 

32433 | Traders’ National Bank vs. | Note 350.00 | Jan. 6, 1892 
Green B. Raum. 

32445 | The Roessler and Hasslacker | Account -| 834.49 | Do. 
Chemical Company vs. Green 
B. Raum. | 

32812 | E. Southard Parker, use of the | Note .__..| 300.00 | May 5, 1x92 
Columbia National Bank, vs. | | 
ThomasW. Buckey and Green | 
B. Raum. | 

$2931 | John H. Magruder vs. Green B. | Notes .._-. 235.85 | June 8, 1892 
Raum. 

33134 | J. D. ee vs.Green B. Raum | Account - 3,750.00 | July 15,1892 
et al, 


But not content w with this monstrous injustie e which every 
honest man must contemplate with abhorrence he goes further 
and emphasizes it in these words on page 7451 of the RECORD: 

He had put up his house here, his home in Lilinois; he had put up every- 


thing he could command except the patronage of the Pension Office; and he 
went around negotiating that in order to secure loans. 


To say that there is not a scintilla of evidence in the record 
to support this statement and that it is wholly a figment of the 
prosecutor’s imagination would be treatment too meek and gen- 
tle for such a savage assault upon the truth. When his mind 
overtakes this part of his address he will not wonder, if suspicion 
is aroused (though I would not aftirm it to be so), that this arrow 

was drawn from the quiver of malice and feathered from the 
wings of partisan hate; and he will excuse those who may be 
cruel enough to believe that no man could bend his bow to speed 
such a shaft in a proceeding like this without first carrying in 
his own breast the corpse e of his respect for that perfect ‘candor 
and scrupulous reserve which should characterize legislative 
and judicial proceedings. 

In his remarks the other day on the floor the gentleman from 
Tennessee even exceeded this license. He not only went outside 
the record for evidence, but he supplied defects in the testimony 
by declaring he had the evidence» but could not honorably use it. 
This is his statement: 


Mr. ENLOE. The witness denied knowledge of that, but I say that I had in 
formation which Icould not honorably use, that it was through letters 
from these men that the Tribune was silenced. 


If counsel would commit an act of such impropriety in the trial 


He charges the Commissioner with conspiring with the Post- 
Office Department to injure F’. M. Taylor, not only in the absence 
of evidence, but in the face of the following distinct testimony 
to the contrary from the post-oftice inspector, Mr. Rathbone, on 
page 1591: 

By Mr. Brosivs: 
Q. Had the Pension Office any agency whatever in the institution of the in- 


vestigation relating to Mr. Taylor? 


A. Not to my knowledge. 

& That investigation, then, was instituted in con formity with the practice 
of the Post-Office Department in such matters? 

A. Yes, sir. 


In like manner he satisfies hisown mind that the Commissioner 
violated the civil-service law by the crafty trick of placing Mr. 
Jennings on the special examiner's roll, for the purpose of drop- 


| ping him at the end of the year, thus imputing a bad motive to 


a perfectly good act without the slightest evidence to justify it. 

He convinces himself that the Commissioner surrounded him- 
self with spies and informers, not only without evidence, but in 
the face of allthe testimony tothecontrary. He utterly failed to 
find a single individual who had ever acted as a spy or ever been 
solicited by the Commissioner to do so. Gen. Raum declares on 
page 294 of the record that he never had anyone detailed for the 
purpose of spying, and never authorized anyone to do so or had 


knowledge of anyone doing so. Mr. Lineweaver, on page 744, 
corroborates this statement. Hisimazination seemed to be soaf- 
| ffighted that he thought spies were even on his track. He 
thought he saw Frank E. Brownell lurking about his house after 


of a cause before a jury, a juror would be withdrawn, and the | 


cause continued at his cost, and if he escaped a fine for con- 


nightfall. He seemed to think ‘‘each bush an officer.” 

He called Mr. Brownell a witness to tell of the weary 
vigils he was keeping about his premises, but the witness said, 
on page 1600 of the record, that he had never been near Mr. 


as 


KNLOE'S house except to pass by it on his way to the Army and 
Navy y Club; that he never saw Mr. ENLOE to know him; he had 
never been directed to keep watch at his house, and never heard 


of anyone being so directed or soengaged. Still my friend from 
Tennessee believes in spies, and believes on the same evidence 
that supported Sir Mathew Hat!e’s belief in witches So he goes 
cn; [can not further pursue him through his meanderings in 
search of something to complain of. I have shown enough t¢ 
satisfy the House that he does not need the advice of King Lear 
Get thee glass eyes; 
And, like a scurvy politician, seem 
To see the things thou dost not. 

It is not possible, Mr. Speaker, without unduly extending my 
remarks, to answer in detail and expose the vicious reasoning 
and monstrous non sequitus which characterize the argument of 
the prosecutor. He dwells with apparent relish upon the petty 
scandals which were dished up by the committee as if they 
were morsels suited to his taste. He over with tireless 
iteration the few instances in which employs were removed, 
and rejudges the judgments of the Commissioner and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior as if he was a court of appeal. 

His efforts to convict the Commissioner of corruption or even 
of unintentional error haye been rewarded with no real success, 
and are only satisfactory to hisown mind because he has pursued 
his reforming mission with such ardor and with such a determi- 
nation to drag from their concealment appalling abuses, that 
his faculties lost their natural balance, his judgment and dis- 
crimination were suppressed, while his scent for defects to ex- 
pose acquired preternatural acuteness and his eyes grew into 
what Sam Weller described as ‘‘ double million magnifying mi- 


S. 


y : 
goes 


croscopes of ‘hextra’ power.” Seeing everything not to his 
liking thus enlarged, his argument, deriving its distinguishing 


character from the mental illusions which misled him, takes on 
the form of gross exaggeration; so much so, indeed, that it would 
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have to pass through a filter of reason before it could b2 safely 
considered by honest minds. 

He not only exaggerates what is, but he creates in his imagina- 
tion what is not, and that, too, against overwhelming evidence 
of itsnonexistence. Sothathis preternatural acuteness of vision 
for what he wants to see is accompanied by the opposite malady 
of total blindness to the objects he does not care tosee. This 
double malady has produced an argument not easily treated; and 
this must be my excuse for dwelling at this. length upon it. 

[t hag been said by some philosophic writer that the strength 
of the donkey’s mind lies in adopting a course inversely as the 
arguments urged, which, well considered, requires as great a 
mental force as the direct sequence. I would not use this argu- 
ment to demonstrate the intellectual power of the distinguished 
prosecutor, whose conclusions in some instances suggest it, but I 
am bound to say, on the incontestable evidence of his own reason- 
ing, that his mind when employed on aspects of the case which he 
does not care to see sometimes seems to resemblejthe pupil of the 
eye—the more light you throw on it the more it contracts. 

A HIDEOUS BURLESQUE. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when circumstantial evidence is relied 
upon, every fact which is the basis of an inference must be es- 
tablished; and when all the facts are proven which the evidence 
tends to prove, if, they can be reasonably explained on the hy- 
pothesis of innocence, they can not be used to support an infer- 
ence of guilt. There is not a fact or circumstance, alleged or 
proved, which is not as consistent with rectitude and official 
honor and probity in the Commissioner as with the contrary 
conclusion, and to use them in such a case to lead the mind to a 
conviction of guilt is a monstrous subversion of the principles of 
evidence, a prostitution of the necessary agencies in the adminis- 
tration of law, and converts this investigation into a hideous 
burlesque. 


COMPLETED FILES. 

But, furthermore, the order authorizing the ‘‘ completed files” 
was one Of the best orders ever promulgated by the Bureau. It 
was in the line of the effective administration which has char- 
acterized the Pension Bureau under the present management. 

This Bureau has been kept in a state of continuous improve- 
ment by the promulgation of new orders, modifying the service 
with the utmost promptitude whenever experience demon- 
straied that improvement was possible. Every chief of division 
was puton the stand and asked to give his judgment of the 
merit of the ‘‘completed-files” system, and every man gave as 
his unreserved and unqualified opinion that it expedited busi- 
ness and increased the efficiency of the office. Their judgment 
was conlirmed by the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and Gen. Bussey, whose duty it was to know all about it, and 
their united testimony is corroborated and confirmed by the 
strongest evidence of which the nature of the subject will ad- 
mit—not trifles light as air, but ponderous, substantial, incon- 
testible, and convinecing—strong as proof of holy writ, the fact 
that the majority find in its operation not only nothing to con- 
demn, but are unable to suggest, and do not suggest in their re- 
port, any improvement upon the system. 

Here, then, we discover and unmask before the eyes of the 
House another of those “ peculiar make-ups” in which this re- 
port abounds. Let me recapitulate. A new order is promul- 
gated, the efficiency of the Bureau is improved to such astate of 
perfection that astute gentlemen charged with the duty of find- 
ing defects and reporting remedies for them can suggest no 
further improvement, and yet the Commissioner is accused of 
official misconduct for keeping his administration up to the high- 
est standard of efficiency, because he is suspected of an evil mo- 
tive for doing so. 

This is a beautifulexemplification of the philosophy of the cynic 
who puts all human actions in two classes, ‘‘openly bad and 
secretly bad,” and holds that no man does a good thing except 
for profit. 

It may not be highly censurable for a man to be a little astute 
‘ofind good motives for his own bad acts, but it is despicable be- 
yond expression for a man to employ himself night and day in 
the pursuit of bad motives for the good acts of his neighbors. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CENSURE. 

The zeal of the prosecutor has impelled him to great lengths, 
still there is an equitable principle in his distribution of respon- 
sibility for what he is pleased to call *‘ the condition ” of the Pen- 
sion Bureau. He bestowshis accusations with equal prodigality 
upon the Commissioner of Pensions and the members of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives. These are his words: 


Mr. ENLOR. I will say to them that I believe that the members of Con- 
gress—members of the senate and of the House—are as much responsible as 
anybody for the prostitution of the Pension Office and making it a political 
machine. 


If this is true, it was a departure from the usual impartiality 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, not to include in his condem- 
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nation all the guilty participants in the abuses which he imagines 
he has unearthed. Some members of this House may think he 
has been too sweeping, as well in his personal imputations of 
wrongdoing as in his allegations of abuses; and ‘I doubt not 
there are those who find from the record of these proceedings 
so little ground for the wholesale character of the charges as to 
justify their belief that the character the prosecutor has as- 
sumed in this investigation is fairly described by Butler, in the 
familiar lines of Hudibras, which my friend from Tennessee 
will excuse me for inserting, as I do it with entire respect: 

In falling out with that or this, 

And finding something still amiss, 


More peevish, cross, and splenetic 
Than dog distract or monkey sick. 


POLITICAL GENEROSITY. 

Another part of this accusation is that the Commissioner used 
his position for political purposes, and the proof of it consisted 
in the fact that a competitor of Mr. COOPER, who was a candi- 
date for Congress in Indiana, was allowed for a short time the 
privilege of sending in slips for statusof pension claims. Well, 
supposing this is true, what is the magnitude of this offense? Is 
such an act acrime for which there is no atonement without 
the shedding of blood? Was any law violated? Is the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions responsible to this House for the privileges he 
extends to friends of pensioners to help on their claims? Sup- 
pose it was a real offense; it was the firstand onlyone? Canthe 
angels of righteousness, Retrenchment and Reform, only be ap- 
peased by the removal from office and the degradation of a man 
for this first and only offense?, At this point the report of the 
majority becomes really humorous, andreminds me of an incident 
in the political career of Henry Clay. It is said that one of his 
constituents refused to support him for renomination on the 
ground that he had voted for an offensive measure. Mr. Clay 
said to him, ‘* My friend, did you ever have a good rifle?” 
Yes,” said he. *‘ Did it ever miss fire?” said Mr. Clay. ‘ Yes, 
it did once,” said the Kentuckyfarmer. ‘' Well, did you throw 
it away?” asked the statesman. ‘‘ No, I did not,” was the reply. 
**[ picked the flint and trieiit again.” ‘* Well, now,” said Clay, 
‘this is the first time I have missed fire; will you throw me 
away?” ‘No; I will pick the flint and try you again,” was the 
reply of the conciliated constituent. Ifthe gentleman from Ten- 
nessee and the majority of the committee had any sense of 
humor, I think they would have reported that this being the 
first and only time Commissioner Raum has missed fire, they 
recommend that we pick the flintand try him again. 

DETECTIVE SERVICE. 

Complaint is made that Gen. Raum pursued Mr. COOPER, by 
improper means, and the majority charge him with a conspiracy 
to smirch the character of a member of the House. The prose- 
cutor says, the plans were laid in this city. The evidence is 
distinctly the reverse. Hereis another instance of not only pre- 
suming without evidence, butagainst evidence. By such amode 
of proof, it is easily seen, you could convict of crime the best cit- 
izen in the community, and an angel would hardly be safe in the 
courts of heaven. 

When you comprehend the situation you will see the pro- 
priety, nay more, the imperative duty on the part of the Com- 
missioner to put detectives on the track of the people who were 
using the Pension Office improperly for gain. A man by the 
name of Hersey was selling pension attorneys throughout the 
country information he obtained from the Pension Office whilé 
clerk for Mr. COOPER, and by the use of Mr. COOPER’S name on 
Congressional call slips. It appeared that Mr. COOPER had gen- 
erously permitted his stencil to be used, to the extent of many 
thousands, by those desiring to call up cases in the office. This 
situation it will be plainly seen presents a striking coincidence 
which involved Mr. COOPER as well as his clerk; and on the 
principles of evidence applied by the majority to convict Gen. 
Raum of corrupt practices, would establish the connection of 
Mr. COOPER with Mr. Hersey’s corrupt use of the Pension Office. 
The minority, however, disavow, denounce, and condemn the use 
of circumstances however suspicious to establish guilt when 
they can be explained on the hypothesis of innocence. But the 
duty to investigate was plain enough, and everything done in 
the progress of the investigation was clearly justified by the 
practice of detectives as well as by the law governing the sub- 
ject. The length to which detectives may go in the use of de- 
coys and tricks of discovery, for the purpose of bringing to light 
the guilt of wrongdoers, is clearly set forth in the following 
language in a Pennsylvania case. 

In one of the Molly McGuire cases in Pennsylvania, the su- 
preme court say: 

That if McParlan was employed as a detective and joined the ‘‘order”’ for 
the purpose of ferreting out and exposing and bringing crimina!s to punish- 
ment, he was not an accessory in the eye of the law so long as he honestly 


carried out the original purpose for which he entered the organization, and 
although he may have encouraged and counseled parties who were about to 
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commit crimes, if in so doing his intention was that they should be discoy 
ered, arrested, and punished. (Campbell vs, Cam, 8t Pa. S. R., 187.) 

A detective who enters into communication with criminals, without an 
felonious intent, but for the purpose of discovering and making known their 
secret designs and acts throughout with this deliberate purpose is not to be 
regarded as an accomplic (State vs. McKean, 36 Lowa, 343 





SCAFFOLDING. 


Now, let me direct the attention of the House to another in- 
teresting feature of the majority report. A man can never erect 
a building of much size without scaffolding—but scaffoldins can 
pe made of odd bitts of cast-off stuff, otherwise useless in the 
construction of the edifice. This report ma'-es a scaffolding of 
a half-dozen or more cases of removals from office of employés, 
who for one dereliction or another became, in the judgment of 
the Commissioner, unsuited for the public service. It is by no 
means clear that he stumbled in judgment in any one of these 
cases; but supposing he did, what man has sosure-footed a judg- 
ment that he never trips? What judge, sitting in judgment, 
enjoys immunity from error? Is he to be disciplined and dis- 
missed from office because he errs? Men whose duty it is to 
judge and exercise discretion are not to discharge their duties 
in the terror of punishment for a mistake. No such sword of 
Damocles is suspended over the heads of public servants to 
paralyze their minds, when they ought to be exercised with 
entire freedom from constraint of any kind but the obligations 
of official duty. 

There is no evidence of consequence that in any of the cases 
recited the Commissioner was actuated by any improper mo- 
tives. The reasons for his action are of record, and whether we 
would have judged with the same judgment and arrived at the 
same conclusion is not a permissible inquiry. It was his duty 
to decide —and ridding the public service of improper men is a 
duty of too high and important a character to suffer it to be im- 
peded by fear of consequences—for the exercise of an honest 
judgment, to which somebody who is not in a situation to feel 
the force of the reasons which lead to it, may take exception. 

No higher encomium can ever be paid Gen. Raum’s qualifica- 
tions for the management of large bodies of men than the naked 
and unvarnished fact that with from 2,000 to 6,000 men under 
him in various degrees of subordination and subject to his su- 
pervision and control to a greater or less extent, an investiga- 
tion of six months’ duration, as searching as the vigor and 
ability of the prosecutor, whetted to as keen an edge as the 
metal would bear. with all the resources and agencies that the 
House of Representatives could supply at his hand resulted in 
the discovery that he has had during his incumbency of the of- 
fice differences with half a dozen or so of the 2,000 men in his 
Bureau. Itseems tomea marvel that more instances of this 
kind could not be found: that there were not more dismissals 
than the beggarly number of twenty-eight in two years, espe- 
cially as there were so m: iny in the previous administration of 
Mr. Black. 

The following statement exhibits the contrast in a striking 
manner: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER 
Washington, March 21, 1889 

Sir: I submit herewitha tabulated statement showing in detail all changes 
which have occurred in the official force of this Bureau from the date of my 
assuming charge thereof, on the 17th of March, 1885, down to and including 
the 3ist of December, 1888; and in addition to this, a memorandum of 
changes made in the clericai force aforesaid, down to and including the 28th 
of February, 1889. 

The following summary of said detailed statement and subsequent chanzes 
is herewith furnished: 

There have been 293 resignations, 70 deaths, 347 dismissals, 80 dropped by 
reason of expiration of term of appointment, 110 reductions, 670 appoint- 
ments, 66reinstatements, 771 promotions. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 

JOHN C. BLACK 
Commissioner 
Hon. JOHN W. NOBLE, 


Secretary of the interior. 


Mr. Raum, in his statement, says: 


I present alsoalistof the dismissals in the Bureau of Pensionsfrom March 
17, 1885, to March 25, 1889, during Gen. Black’s administration, from which it 
will be seen that 317 ersons were dismissed from the public service and not 
reinstated, of whom 126 were soldiers, and that 80 persons were dropped from 
the rolls, making a total of those who were retired by being dismissed and 
dropped of 397. 

I also present for your consideration a list of the persons who have been 
dismissed upon my recommendation and not reinstated during my adminis- 
tration of the Pension Office of more than two years and seven months, which 
shows that 28 persons have been dismissed upon my recommendation: so it 
seems that while Gen. Black, during a period of four years, caused the re- 
tiring by dismissal and dropping of 397 persons, I have caused 28 persons to 
be dismissed from the service, 12 of whom had been soldiers. 

It may be insisted that my immediate predecessor, Mr. Tanner, may have 
applied the guillotine with such vigor that the dismissals whichoccurred dur- 
ing his occupancy of the office, added to what I may have done in the way of 
dismissals, equaled the long list of Gen. Black. That there may be no mis 
understanding in regard to this matter I present herewith a list of the dis- 
missals by Mr. Tanner, which shows that he caused the retirement of 152 
persons, 118 of them being civilians and 34 of them soldiers. 
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So it appears that while Gen. Bla ismissed and retired 397 perso I 
the Pension Office during his incumbency, the number retired by Mr. T 
nerand myselfamounted to 180 persons 





[ would naturally expect, in view of the magnitude of the 
pension business of this country, the immense number of em- 
ployés, and the colossal piles of business to be handled, the same 
papers passing through so many different hands, creating so 
many inviting opportunities for + the clashing of views and con- 
flicts of judgment, and generating jealousies, envies, and dis- 
agreements that some scrious ¢ anibae: some real delinquen- 
cies would be discovered bythe eagle eye of the proescution, due 
to the infirmities of human nature and incompatibility of tem- 
per and disposition among so large an aggregation of people, 
selected without the aid of the ‘‘fairy’s mirror” to test their 
qualities, and I think our friend from Tennessce out to be chas- 
tised for not finding more occasions for complaint. 

He will excuse me for being reminded of an incident told me 
by a friend in military life. A soldier took offense at some act 
of his captain, and drawing arevolver aimed it at the face of 
his superior officer and pulled the trigger. The pistol missed 
fire, whereupon the captain ordered the mutinous soldier under 
arrest for one month for not keeping his arms in better condi- 
tion. Now, my distinguished friend will excuse me for saying 
his pistol at this point of the case missed fire. He ought to 
have had it in better condition. 


VW 








RESPONSIBILITY FOR REMOVALS. 

But, supposing he recommended dismissals without cause; he 
could dismiss no one, as the Secretary of the Interior pee oved 
the recommendation before it could be carried into effect. The 
Secretary could remove these men without cause if he wished 
to. These people were not under the civil-service law, and no 
statute was violated in their removal. The report says thi it: all 
the controversies between the Commissioner and e mployés were 
confined to appointees not embraced within the civil-service law. 

When President Cleveland sent te » the Senate six hundred and 
forty-three nominations of persons appointe lin the places of ofli- 
cers removed inthe first thirty days of the Forty-ninth Congress; 
when heads were falling thick and fast, and the red ax of powe 
knew no surceas?, but kept the crimson flood in full flow, there 
was no Congressional investigation set on foot to bring the Ad- 
ministration into disrepute. These workers of righteousness 


were then in their sins and the wicked flourished like a green 





| bay tree. 


MORE SCAFFOLDIN 


But another — of the scaifolding which helped = 1a 
jority up to the ae tion of their work consists of acritique on 
the personal characte risti esof theCommissioner. They arraign 
him for lack of integrity of purpose on the line of rectituds in 
matters of publictrust. That he hasa peculiar mental make-up, 
uses indirect methods, evades and avoids direct issues. and has 
a peculiar disposition. They ought to have added to complete 
the inventor y of personal c haracteristics. that he walks with hi 


feet, works with his hands, thinks with his brain, hears with his 
ears, and sees with his eyes. 

‘** Lack of integrity of purpose on lines of rectitude in matters 
of public trust!’ 

Is there any excuse for this aspersion of the character of a 
public servant who has besn an honored memb>r of this House; 
who has administ ‘red two great bureaus ot the Government, 
which collects and disburses hundreds of millions of dollars 
without the loss of a cent or a breath of suspicion to tarnish 
the perfect rectitude of his administration or the purity of his 
personal character? ‘‘He has a peculiar mental make-up.’ 
Yes, he has a very peculiar and very superior mental make-up, 
or he could never have organized the Pension Bureau and con- 
ducted it with such consummate skill and masterful ability Lt 


| would be a mercy toour country if Providence, which at tim 


has kindly taken us under His wings, would bestow upon our pu 
lic service more men of such peculiar mental make-up. Hism 
ods are effective in the production of results in the administra 
tion of his office, whether they are direct or indirect: and hi 
disposition, whether peculiar or otherwise, has not impeded t 
discharge of his duties or in any way disqualified him for his 
high oftice. 

Now, tell me what this committe x has 
sition, the mental make-up, or the directné 
the methods of the C wiaidedater ,and by wh y do they 
sit in judgment upon these personal characteristics of this pub- 
lic official. Here they exceeded the warrant of their co nmission: 
went where they were not called; stepped aside from the ath o! 
duty to put imputations upon the character of the C ommissionet 


tness of 





which, greundless though they be, carry poison under their wing, 


> 


and may find credulous people to believe there is something 


wrong, and thus injure the fair fame and good name of a faith- 


ful public servant. 


2 eae 


. 


: oh sete es 
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Every gentleman knows that aspersions of that kind can not | authority of the House, by convicting the witness without a 
| hearing and inflicting the punishment without as much as af- 
_fording him the poor privilege of showing why the sentence of 


well be answered and no character can be proof against them. 
They are like a Scotch mist, which no umbrella will turn. 
When we ses this mode of sustaining serious accusations em- 


ployed in legislative proceedings and witness the number of un- 


considered trifles that are snapped up and knit together toform a 


web strong enough to carry the conclusions of the committee, | 


we are reminded of Shakspeare’s lines, that— 
No might or greatness in mortality 
Can censure ‘scape; back-wounding calumny 
The whitest virtue strikes. , 

That broad Christian principle that the Master taught, ‘‘ Do 
unto others as ye would that others should do unto you,” would 
commend to us those other lines so pregnant with charity: 

Let us speak of a man as we find him and censure alone what we see; 
If any one blame let’s remind him, from faults there are none of us free. 

If the veil could be torn from the heart, and the mind be writ on the brow, 
There are many we'd pass byin scorn we are loading with high honorsnow. 
ASPERSION OF CHARACTER. 

Butit is equally asouree of regret that the exigencies of his case 
required the prosecutor in his remarks on the floor to asperse 
the character of Gen. Bussey, Gen. Raum,and Mr. Lemmon. The 


man who, under the protection of aconstitutional license, assails | 


the character of others who have not the privilege of reply, com- 
mits an act which can not be characterized in parliamentaryterms. 
The basest man can assail the noblest; an asp can sting a hero; 
and when this kind of an assault is made, it generally happens 
that the blow struck isanupward one. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

SCANDALS. 

“ome difficulties between employés are recited in the majority 
report, showing occasional disagreements,with which Gen. Raum 
was in no way connected. Among so many employés it could 
not be expected that unbroken concord would prevail or that all 
the odors would be sweet and the air balmy and pure at all hours. 
To spread these trivial dissensions upon the record shows too 
keen an appetite for scandal, or else it denotes an urgent neces- 
sity for such trifles ‘‘ to thicken the proofs that do demonstrate 
thinly.’ This zeal in works of righteousness that outsports all 
discretion and exceeds the plainest propriety not only reminds 
us of the activity of the new convert, but is also suggestive of 
a character which the greatest poet of a'l the ages depictsin 
these words, which the prosecutor of this investigation, if he was 
as candid as Iago, might address to the House: 

I do beseech you,— 
Though I, perchance, am vicious in my guess, 
As I confess, it is my nature's plague 
To spy into abuses; and, oft, my jealousy 
Shapes faults that are not,—I entreat you then, 
From one that so imperfectly conjects, 
You take no notice; nor build yourself a trouble 
Out of his scattering and unsure observance. 

THE 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the law tells us and humanity abundantly 
instructs us that when a person stands charged with an offens2 
we must not substitute busy rumor or the misty moonshine of 
prejudice or malice for the meridian light and fullness of truth, 
which can only emanate from credible evidence. 
case importance is given to the testimony of discharged em- 
ployés, inspired with every motive to exaggerate their griev- 
ances, While the sworn statements of reputable and responsible 
men are discredited. This mode of hunting down abuses can 
not be commended. 

The prosecutor takes the scent. The sleuthhounds of revenge 
for imagined wrongs, Tray, Blanch, and Sweetheart, little dogs 
and all, whose former positions in the Bureau, the memory of 
which is their crown of sorrow, gave color to the assumption that 
when they unfolded their tales of woe the sun would hide his face, 
swelied the cry, and the howling pack for six weary months, 
swept down the trail, ofttimes losing the scent, but never the 
cry, until the finish, when, lo! the game, instead of being a royal 
tiger of Bengal, was a poor, domestic, harmless, necessary cat. 

COMEDY ERRORS 

The last resolution submitted by the majority fitly crowns their 
extraordinary ‘* Comedy of Errors,” and reveals the real malig- 
nancy of the genius which has presided over the prosecution of 
this investigation. 

[It resolves that two employés of the Pension Bureau, who were 
witnesses before the committee, should be dismissed from office 
for refusing to answer c:rtain questions. When did the Secre- 
tary of the Interior «sk the House of Representatives for counsel 
on the subject of removals or appointments in his Department? 
The uniform mode of proceeding, wher witnesses decline to tes- 
tify before committ es of the House, is to summon them before 
the bar of the House to answer for contempt and purge them- 
selves if they can. No other remedy had ever been discovered 
by the enlightened statesmen of a century, until the report of 
the majority in this case revealed a “ short cut” to maintain the 


HUNT. 
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But in this | 








the House should not be executed upon him. Such a fate would 
be little better than that of the unhappy Englishman who had 
twelve butchers for a jury and a Jeffrys for a.judge. 

MENTAL MAKE-UP. 

Speaking of the peculiar mental make-up of Gen. Raum, it is 
within the observation of all men that great abilitios and sure- 
rior integrity are not incompatible with marked eccentricities— 

Great wits are sure to madness near allied, 
And thin partitions do their bounds divide. 

Thisreportiseccentricity personified. The culminating point 
of its grotesqueness is seen by a comparison of its reeommenda- 
tions with the accusations. Of the six recommendations it con- 
tains not one relates to or suggests a remedy for any of the 
abuses named in the resolutions. It has at least one parallel in 
history. The treaty of Ghent contained not one word about the 


| differences which caused the war of 1812, but it covered every- 


thing else to the mutual satisfaction of the parties; and the 
event was celebrated with feasting and music, the band playing 
‘*God save the King” and ‘ Hail Columbia.” We might have 
such an auspicious ending of this controversy between th» prose- 
cutor and the Commissioner, with a composition of differences 
to the strains of the ‘Star-Spangled Banner” and ‘* Yankee 
Loodle.” if the terms of peace, which are a wide depavture from 
the original ground of complaint, were only satis‘actory to both 
sides. 

It seems to the minority that it required some peculiarity of 
mental make-up to so manipulate the evidence in this investiga- 
tion to arrive at the conclusions of the majority, but this does not 
imply moral obliquity in their case any more that inGen. Raum’s 
and no man would be quicker than myself to resent such an im- 
putation upon their honor and integrity. If they were not above 
reproach as far as human beings can be in this wicked world, 
strangers contemplating this record in connection with the rec- 
ommendations of the majority, might wonder if the surprising 
result was due to their insensibility of the obligations of ** integ- 
rity and rectitude” in matters of public trust, on the princip'e so 
neatly expressed by the poet: 

All seems infected that th’ infected spy, 
As all looks yellow to the jaundic’d eye. 

But thos> of us who know them and believe them true in mo- 
tive and purpose are driven to the explanation that they we-e 
enslaved by some powerful spell, whose bidding they followed, 
unconscious of their guide; like gentle Ariels, beautiful and 


kindly, doing the bidding of some malignant Sycorax. 


OUR GREATEST GLORY. 

[ musi b2 pardoned for reverting once more to the argument 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, through which there runs a 
wail of despair on account of the growth of the pension roll. I 
can not share with him his melancholy prospect. I sea in it quite 
a different view. No other policy of our Government can ever 
shed upon our history so fadeless a luster as our liberality to- 
ward the defenders of the Union. 

When the muse of history shall record the achievements and 
recite the glories of the Republic she will put for American pa- 
triotism the overthrowing of treason and rebellion and the resto- 
ration of the Union. For American heroismshe will write down 
the unrivaled splendor of the martial valor exhibited on the bat- 
tletields of the Union, North and South. 

lor the charity of the Republic she will write in figures of gold 
the fabulous sums disbursed to assuage distress, relieve the suf- 
fering and dispense the consolations of religion in the dark night 
of war. For the magnanimity of the nation she will point with 
pride to the parol of a vanquished army and amnesty to every 
American citizen who bore arms against his country. Then 
dipping her pen in the sunlight she will write on the clear blue 
high above them all, for God and the angels to read, the enormous 
sums carried by the pension rolls of the nation to stand for the 
Republic's imperishable gratitude to her heroic defenders. 

‘TIS NOBLE TO RIGHT A WRONG. 

But what is done is done. The majority have exhausted their 
power to injure the Commissioner of Pensions. It remains for 
the House, with a clearer view, a larger justice, and a generous 
sentiment of fairness that blooms sometimes like fragrant flow- 
ers over the walls of party politics, to rigat the wrong already 
done, and show to the world that a Democratic House of Repre- 
sentatives on occasion is capable of rising above the clouds of 
partisan feeling, above the temptations that beset the dema- 


= 


gogue. whois apt ‘‘ to wear the livery of h:aven to serve the devil 
in;” above the rdéle of the scurvy politician, who too often ‘fills 
the sails he sets for heaven with blasts from hell,” into the 
clear sunlight of that batter state in which the mind feels no 
constraint but duty, knows no guide but truth, and treats with 
equal justice either side. 
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GENERAL LAW, 
Army: 
Invalid original -. 
Invalid increase .-- 
po” ee Sst ocala at acct ata aio 
Invalid restoration ; as namo 
Invalid supplemental _-____- 
Invalid restoration and supplemental 
Widows, etc., original . i ts 
Widows, etc., increase 
Widows’ reissue_...- 
Widows’ restoration 
Widows’ supplemental 
Navy: 
ns on cnenenamiemman 
Invalid increase-_-.-.........- 
Invalid reissue EA EE ISD OF 
Invalid restoration 
Invalid supplemental 
Widows, etc., original 
Widows’ reissue 
Revolutionary war: 
Widows’ reissue 
Old wars: 
i tte inh nadacagdeepebediineinbtene dil 
EEE EEE TOLLS Le 
po eee 
I gon enn kn nc bacnbnmd 
Te I oh a eed muakheenwe 
Widows’ restoration 
War of 1812: 
ck te dares dunt aa eka meradtaaadews 
NN cca shed csp a phe len ta akc os egal eae Aaa 
a eterna 
Widows’ reissue 
Mexican war: 
a Ri ee neeg tie wal eedaieneteed 
I ie at 
Survivors’ restoration 
Invalid increase 
Widows .....-- 
Widows’ reissue . 
Widows’ restoration 
Navy: 
Ten years’ service _....... 
Twenty years’ service_.-. 
Alrears, acts 1879_.__. 
pe eee 

















ACT JUNE 27, 1890. 
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Javalid ofiginel ... ...-.260sc<sssces 
Invalid additional 
Invalid reissue eo 
Invalid supplemental 
Invalid increase ‘ 
Invalid restoration and supplemental! - 
Widows, etc., original 
Widows’ reissue 
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Widows’ increase 
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Invalid original. 
Invalid additional - 
Invalid reissue __... 
Invalid supplemental 
Widows’ etc., original 
Widows’ reissue 
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Average ~— 
General law___- 
Act June 27, 1890 





In addition to the above 957 duplicate certificates were i 
Number of pensioners on rolls June 30, 1891 

Number of pensioners on rolls June 30, 1892 

Average first payment during fiscal year 1891 
Average first payment during fiscal year 1892 
Total number of origi 
Total number of increase, etc., cases allowed during fiscal ye 





inal cases allowed during fiscal year 1892 
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Total number of restoration cases allowed during fiscal year 1892 


Amount expended in payment of pensions, fiscal year ended 
Amount appropriated but not paid out for want of time 


Total appropriation 


JULY 11, 1892. 


June 30, 1892 
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Comparative statement of the business 


FROM MARCH 1, 188, TO JUNE 30, 1888. 


Number of calls on War Department 
Pieces of mail matter received 
Pieces of mail matter sent 
Certiticates issued: 
I OI cn cating a iE wink el lca ell 
Widows’ original, increase, etc . 
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led June 3 
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first pay 
ment. 





449. €0 
38. 86 
1,171. 00 


206. 10 
33. 60 
147.77 
146. 86 
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Monthly rate. 
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Comparative statement of the bu 


FROM MARCH 1, TO JUNE 
Total amount expended for salaries of clerks ana special ex 
— rs, together with 7 diem and expenses of special 


1885, 30, 1888. 


*%8, 106, 419. 87 
24. 24 


Ave rag re cost in salaries of issuing each certificate 
Amount expended for per diem and traveling expenses 3 of 
special examiners siete 
Less amount expe nde 
Medical examinations made > eae 6 
Number of boards of examining surgeons.-_- ‘ 
Amount disbursed for pensions from March 1, 1885 
30, 1888 oa - 
Cost of disbursement __- 
Average cost of disburs sing r one dollar during said per iod- 
Average cost of paying one pensioner -.- 
Total number of original and restor: ution cases allowed from 
March 1, 1885, to June 20, 1888, and added to the rolls 
Excess in latter period 
Total “pe ae increase and reissue 
March 1, 1885, to June 30, 1888 
Excess in latter period 
Total number of pensioners on rol 1s March 1, 1885 
Total number of pensioners on rolls June 30 1888 
Net increase during said period .__...-- 
Excess during latter period _.... 


$1, 485, 389. 79 


i during second period csccnnnae alcnaces hee 
; 592 


eee 400 
», to June 
$237, 685, 704. 77 
899, 009. 56 
. 0035 
0. 729 


181, 269 


allowed from 


cases 


{Cc 


during 


* The official force of the Bureau was incr 
civilians and 966 soldiers 


sased by act o 
their widows, orphans, etc. 


mmeress 


Statement showing the number of claims pending July 2, 1892, and n 


ing cases on the completed files. 


umber of pe nd- 


CLAIMS PENDING JULY 2, 1892. 
Old wars: 
Original invalid 


Original widows 























enum 4, 200 
General law (service since March 4, 1861): 
ee ae a a 
ERNE SEIU 3c <n on> aexksucantnes camsuncnmenese beGweneent 6 
198, 221 
Act of June 27, 1890: 
EN ee ae eee eee 155, 214 
Original widows ..................- a 65, 807 
—— 221, 021 
Claims under new law filed with general law—pending claims 41,612 
Claims under new law filed with general law—rejected claims 18, 711 
Claims under new law filed in cases where pensions have been 
SO WIG BREE BI a oo oie ses ac eccinie seunbaccestean 63, 433 
A ae 26, 974 
————. 150, 730 
Increase claims... a tk elt See emcccccecs Shee 
We ROWS BOCEUOE BIG TICHORNS . on oc cccc cess denncnenncecsessusec< 9, 757 
243, 356 
Total icabannietwskihhteriedan a 817 
CLAIMS ON THE COMPLETED FILES JULY 2, 189. 
EE BOR I i. inl sin as deb epiahicpbaciondss Seren aemaniednea ae ee 
Sm NTI CE ee chaciaigua ba 
UL NINE 3 a, x vinwinmscdmaianiean obeoedba pion crue eee 
Total Pl a a el ia Ta A a Eel a cae 148, 805 
CLAIMS IN PROCESS OF FINAL ACTION. 
LEE DE LG IE IONS DR 25, 260 
I i 4, 852 
CertaBcate GIVABROM ooo nce ccceccnccsccd ia ak eee BE Oe 4, 867 
TD, ebinisihcninin wien sitinictcaanieiiman teeta e aad 34, 979 


Original invalid claims filed under the general law and ‘original invalid 
claims filed under the act of June 27, 1890, are numbered in the same consec- 
utive series; are kept in the order of their numbers in the same file cases; 
are drawn in the order of their numbers, for making calls upon the War De- 
partment, for making calls upon the claimant forevidence, and for ordering 
medicalexaminations. They are handled by the same examiners, and when 
completed their completed file cards are kept in the same boxes, and the 
cases are drawn for adjudication in the order of their completion. More 
cases are allowed under the act of June 27, 1890, because more of them are 
completed. These original claims are now being drawn for adjudication, 
in the respective divisions, in the following order, as to the time of comple- 
tion: Eastern division, April 20, 1892; middle division. March 15, 1892; west- 
ern division, May 1, 1892; southern division, June 1, 1892; 
division, March 10, 1892. 

Completed cases are divided into three general classes: 


First, original in- 
valid; second, widows’ claims: 


third, increase and new disability claims un- 
der general laws, and additional claims under act of June 27, 1890. Cards 
representing completed cases in each class are kept separate. A larger 
number of examiners are kept upon the first and second classes of claims, 
consequently more original claims are allowed than increase and other 
claims of the third class. The policy of the-Bureau of keeping a larger force 
on the claims of those who have never drawn pensions than on the claims of 
those now on the roll is believed to be just and proper. 

In all original invalid claims filed under the act of June 2 
1892, calls have been made 
tory ‘of the claimant, 
Su 
have been allowed or are now on the completed files awaiting theirturn. In 
all the other cases the claimants have failed to appear for medical examina- 
tion, have neglected to furnish necessary evidence called for to complete the 
case, or the claims have been rejected on their merits. 

The work of making calls on claimants for evidence to complete their 
cla 3 is now being pushed with great energy, and it is believed that during 
the next three months the work of making calls for evidence and ordering 
medical examinations will be made current. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to say that it is w em sincere regret I ‘find myself unable to find 
constitutional power in the Congr ess of the United States tomake 
this donation. T con were many reasons why it would have been 
gratifying to me to hav 
and if with a clear conscience in the discharge of my represent- 


7, 1890, to June 1, 
upon the War Department for the military his- 
and he has been ordered for medical examination. 








h of these claims as were filed in the years 1890 and 1891, and completed, | 


seen Congress aid this greatenterprise; | 


the 
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old war and navy | 


s| the 


| should be appropriated only for a public purpose; 
| Congress itself to decide 
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siness Of the Bureau of Pensions—Continued. 


FROM MARCH 1, 1889, TO JUNE 30, 1892. 
Total amount expended for salaries of clerks and special ex 
aminers » Los rether with per diem and expenses of special 
ir ein Sn cn oe 
Average c ost in salaries of issuing each certificate .........- 
Amount expended for per diem and traveling expenses 
special examiners -_. 


#38, 437, 857. 40 
11.10 


$1, 059, 270. 81 
#426, 118. 98 


Medical examinations made ._._......................... eee. 1, 204, 038 
Number of boards of examining surgeons............--..--.. 1, 232 
Amount disbursed from March 1, 1889, to June 30, 1892 ...--- $391, 064, 778. 46 
Cost of disbursement ..._.............. eae hae 1, 268, 310. 23 
Average cost of disbursing one dollar during : said period... - 0032 
Average cost of paying one pensioner -..................--..- 0. 49} 


Total number of original and restoration cases allowed from 
March 1, 1889, to June 30, 1893, and added to the rolls 


Asus austen taninde bests WOke nemesis Ieee Bae Teta dtndae ginminie tie aiaeibed 294, 091 


Total number of increase and reissue cases allowed from 
March 1, 1889, to June 30, 1892 266, 7 


59, 601 


Tot: al n umbe r of pe nsioners on rolls May 31, a 856, O87 
Net inet sO GUTTA GREG DOKI oo. c wanccnncccncnevesnsnsennata 383, 167 


year 1890 from 1,554to 2,009employés. This force is now composed of 1,043 


ative duty to the constituency whose commission I bear, I could 
have voted for it, | would have been glad to doso;: not being able 
to doso I desire to put on record for myself and for that constit- 


| uency the simple protest that this shall not be considered a unan- 


imous precedent for this construction of the Constitution; that 


| it shall not be considered hereafter that there was not a protest 


raised, even under such circumstances, and where the enterprise 
was so great and so worthy, against a construction of the Con- 
stitution which substantially gives to Congress unlimited power 
in the appropriation of the money gathere rd by taxation. 

There are reasons which require me to make this statement in 
the most public and official manner. Ican not find such warrant 
in the Constitution. Ican not find in that instrument any power 
in Congress to take money raised by taxation for governmental 
purposes and donate it to thisobject. I regret that I am unable 
to do so; but not being able to find such warrant, I have no al- 
ternative but to keep my conscience clear and vote against the 
proposition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr.Speaker,I shall not consume 
few minutes allowed me in making a constitutional argu- 
ment in favor of this appropriation. I agree that public money 
but it is for 


what is a public purpose. The gentle- 


| man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE| must decide for him- 


| an exposition of the United States 
| or the State of Illinois—and that it may be recognized as a na- 








self, and I must decide for myself, when the question is up for 
consideration; and if Congress err in its judgment or its action 
there is a higher tribunal, the Supreme Court of the United 
States, to correct that error. 

It is because I believe this Exposition will be a great national 
benefit that I shall give this appropriation my support. It is 
because I believe its advantages and benefits will not be limited 
to the city of Chicago or the State of Illinois, but that every 
citizen of the country is interested in the success of this Exposi- 
tion—for that reason I shall vote for a taxation of about 2 cents 
on each citizen of the United States, in order that foreign coun- 
tries participating in this Exposition may understand that it is 
-not of the city of Chicago 


tional exposition, and be made a national success. 
I have no explanation to make of the remarks of my friend 
from Chicago, Mr. Lawler, except as he has explained them 


| himself, that at the time he told this House that Chicago would 


do all these things he simply desired to convince the House and 
the country that a gentleman from Chicago could outlie a gen- 
tleman from New York. [Laughter.] 

I believe the opportunity that this Exposition would afford to 


| the people of the United States to exhibit to the world the prod- 
| ucts of our farms and our factories in comparison with those of 
| other countries; I believe that the 


friendship which this Expo- 
sition will cultivate and strengthen between the United States 
and the nations of the earth; I believe its effect upon the future 
commerce of the United States will be a benefit, not to the rich 
alone, but to every citizen throughout this broad land. And, 
Mr. Chairman, it is because entertaining these views, and re- 
garding this as a public benefit to the people of the United States, 
that I shall vote for this appropriation. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. DICKERSON. 


The time of the gentleman from Illinois 


I merely wanted to ask if the gentleman 


would have been willing to vote for this appropriation if the 
Fair had been located in New York? 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
when I come to it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ANTONY. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 
me to offer an amendment? 

Mr. REILLY. I regret that I can notdo so, as my time is 
limited. 

Mr. Chairman, congratulating the House upon this happy 
termination of the troublesome and vexed question which has 
confronted it for the past few weeks, I wish to say a few words 
in closing this discussion. The fundamental error into which 
gentlemen who oppose this appropriation fall is in treating 
this proposition as an attempt to make a grant or loan of public 
moneys to a private corporation. 

Never has there been a more egregious error or a conclusion 
so unwarranted by the real facts. As stated by the gentleman 
from New York |Mr. FELLOWS] during the course of this dis- 
cussion, this enterprise in its very inception had its origin in 
Congressional action. 

It was the action of Congress that breathed into it the spirit 
of life, and called it into existence, and by virtue of which action 
it has existence and being to-day. But for this action of Con- 
gress there would have been nothing of anational character about 
it. Itis in no respect a private concern. 

Let me brietly review the history of this enterprise. The pro- 
priety of celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America by Columbus suggested itself to the minds of 
American people, and met with a favorable response. [or 
several years past it has been earnestly advocated and agitated, 
and during the past several Congresses innumerable petitions 
from all parts of the country were presented to both Houses of Con- 
gress favoring such celebration in the form of a grand national 
and internationalexposition. Thesubject attained such magni- 
tude, and the sentiment of the people was so pronounced and uni- 
versal in favor of itthat inthe Fifty-first Congress it was deemed 
asubject of suflicient importance to justify the appointment of a 
select committee, to which should be referred for consideration 
and action all matters touching the subject. 

The matter was considered by Congress in all its phases, and 
as the result of its judgment we have the act of April 25, 1890, 
inaugurating this great Exposition. It will be borne in mind 
that in this respect this affair differs from any other in that it 
was originally inaugurated, created, established by direct, posi- 
tive action of Congress. Its action has provided for the holding, 
conducting, and carrying on of this Exposition in allits details, 
and is the supreme controlling power over it to-day. Congress 
determined where this Exposition should be held, when itshould 
be held, the time it should open, the time it should close, and 
how it should be conducted; Congress provided all the agencies 
and instrumentalities necessary to carry out its will. 

It seems tome, Mr. Chairman, that a mere perusal of this act 
is in itself sufficient to carry conviction to any fair mind upon 
this question. In the preamble it is declared: 


Well, I will cross that bridge 


Whereas it is fitly appropriate that the four hundredth anniversary of 
the discovery of America be commemorated by an exhibition of the resources 
of the United States of America, their development, and the progress of civil 
ization in the New World; and 

Whereas such anexhibition should be of a national and international char 
acter, so that not only the people of our Union and this continent, but those 
of all nations as Well can participate, and should, therefore, have the san 
tion of the Congress of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That an exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures 
and products of the soil, mine, and sea shall be inaugurated in the year 18 
inthe city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, as hereinafter provided. 

The act then provides that a Commission, representative in its 
character, composed of two Commissioners from each State and 
Territory, and from the District of ‘Columbia, and eight Com- 
missioners at large, be constituted, and designated as the World's 
Columbian Commission. These Commissioners were duly ap- 
pointed, and, under the terms of the act, clothed with full power 
and authority to conduct the affairs of this Exposition. The 
Commission was empowered to determine the plans and scope of 
the Exposition, allot space for the exhibitors, prepare a classilfi- 
cation of exhibits, appoint all judges and examiners for the Ex- 
position, award all premiums, and generally have charge of al! 
intercourse with the exhibitors and the representatives of foreign 
nations. The site to be selected and plans and specifications of 
the buildings to be erected for such purpose were made subject 
to the approval of this Commission; supervision over all rules 
and regulations tonching the management and conduct of said 
Exposition was vested in the Commission. 

So that it will be seen, Mr. Chairman, from a perusal of this 
law, that this work is one for which the act of Congress provides 
in all its details. Moreover, by the terms of the act the Presi- 
dent of the United States was authorized to make proclamation 
of the time at which this Exposition will open and close, the 
place at which it shall be held, and on behalf of the Government 


and people to invite foreign nations to take part in the Exposi- | 


tion, and appoint representatives thereto. 
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fore, Mr. Speaker, to assert that this is a mere local enterprise 
or an affair gotten up by a private corporation. The American 
people do notso understand it. They regard it as a national af- 
fair, and one in the success of which the credit and fame of our 
nation are involved. By the terms of the act referred to this 
company were required to provide a site and the sum of $10,- 
0U0,000 to be used in the erection of suitable buildings thereon 
for the purposes of the Exposition. This has 


++ } fr, 
site been iur- 


nished, comprising a beautiful tract of land containing an area 
of 635 acres, located in Jackson Park, in the city of Chicago, 
fronting on Lake Michigan, and affording one of the most pic- 
turesque and beautiful pieces of landscape which can be found 
on the earth. 

This they have done; and I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that 


speaking as an American citizen, I am proud that we have in our 
midst a community so prosperous and patriotic as to undertake 
the task of raising this enormous amount of money for this pur- 
It may be said that they are selfish in their motives, and 
that their investment is for speculative purposes. I donot take 
such a narrow view of it, and I believe that those people are to- 
day animated more by sincere desire for the success and gran- 
deur of this Exposition than they are for any mere return in the 
way of money that they can expect from it. But be that as it 
may, I hope it will be a success, first for the credit of our com- 
mon country, and, second, as a reward for their enterprise and 
patriotism. And I for oneshould be glad to see the affair sogreat 
a success that they will get back every dollar that they invested, 
with a handsome return on the same. 

But again, Mr. Chairman, it is hardly consistent for any mem- 
ber of this House to set up the plea now that this is not a na- 
tional enterprise, for by our action here we have committed 
ourselves on that question. On the 8th of February last this 
House adopted a resolution authorizing and empowering a com- 
mittee of this House to inquire and report whether the require- 
ments of the act of April 25, 1890, were being justly and prop- 
erly complied with: whether the expenditures were . being 
judiciously made, and generally to make full investigation into 
all the affairs and details whatever of the Exposition authorized 
by Congress. That resolution was adopted by a yea-and-nay 
vote of this House; and I find by the REcORD that gentlemen 
who now oppose this appropriation upon the ground that it isin 
the interest of a private corporation voted in favor of making 
this investigation which, it will be borne in mind, was to be 
made at the public expense, and was so made. That committee 
made its investigation and report thereon to this House, which 
report was printed at the Government Printing Office at public 
expense, and gives to the House full particulars in the premises. 

Now, sir, if this matter is simply the affair of a private cor- 
poration, a matter in which the Government has no interest, and 
with which it is in no way connected, pray tell me upon what 
principle or authority gentlemen who voted that that investi- 
gation should be made at the public expense reconcile their po- 
sitions upon this question? 

So that [ take it, Mr. Chairman, when we calmly reflect upon 
the true history of this affair, it can not be serio 
that there is any constitutional objection to this appropriation 
on the ground that it is not of a national or public character. | 
submit that such is its character; that it is so fully declared by 
law, and this being the case, there can be no question about the 
power of Congress to legislate and appropriate money in support 
of it. 

ArticleV HI,section 1 of the Constitution, empowering Congress 
to legislate for the general welfare, as was clearly shown in the 
argument of the gentleman from Louisiana |[Mr. BOATNER] the 
other day, confers ample power upon Congress in this respect. 
But I will not take time to dilate upon the constitutional ques- 
tion. I take it here in this discussion there is little difference 
between us as to the law; the dispute is rather as to the facts. |] 
assert that this is not a private aifair, but, on the other hand, a 
great national public enterprise that is calculated to materially 
promote the general welfare of our people, and gentlemen who 
oppose it, asserting that it is the affair of a private corporation, 
are, I submit, mistaken, and not borne out by the facts of the 


pt se. 


] 
isly asserted 


are, 
case. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the necessity for this appropriation 
let me say justa word. The investigating committee to which 
| have referred, have made a scrutinizing investigation into all 
the affairs of this Exposition, and their report is | and 
that report shows, as the result of their own deliberate and care- 
ful judgment, that on the Ist day of May, 1893, the time fixed by 
law for the opening of the gates, there will be a deficiency o 
nearly $5,000,000 in the revenues of the Exposition. About this 
there is no controversy, and the question is, under these cil 
cumstances shall the Government furnish any aid, or shall we 
let the management of this great Exposition, to which the na- 
tions of the world have been invited, gothrough the money 


efore us: 


It will not do, there- | marts of Chicago, New York, London, or Paris, seeking to hy- 
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pothecate their securities or receipts for the purpose of raising 
money tocarry on the work of preparing this great Exposition, 
which, as [ have already stated, is inaugurated by act of Congress, 
and is being carried on under the auspices of this great Gov- 
ernment? To my mind there ought to be no hesitation or doubt 
as to our duty in the premises. 





Now, as I have said, Mr. Chairman, the Columbian Exposition | 


were to raise $10,000,000. This they have done, and, as shown 


by the report of the Dockery committee, nearly $8,000,000 will be | 
Then the | 


expended for the construction of the buildings alone. 
expenses of the great departments of the Exposition, organized 
and established by the National Commission, are being paid for 
by the Exposition, which will amount to at least $1,500,000 more 
by the Ist of May, and, taking into consideration the thousand 
and one other incidental expenses which I need not stop to enu- 
merate, it becomes readily apparent that there must be a de- 
ficiency in the revenue necessary to carry on this great work 


according to the planand scope determined by the National Com- | 


mission. 


sixty nations of the earth have responded in a spirit of amity, 
and are expending large sums of money in the preparation of 
exhibits to be installed at this Exposition. The amount of 
money thus being expended by foreign nations amounts to 
$5,000,000. Our own States, through their Legislatures, have 
made liberal appropriations, my own State appropriating the 
sum of $300,000. The amount which will be expended by 
the various States and Territories will aggregate nearly five 
millions, and all this aside from the immense amount that will 
be expended by individuals and private concerns in the prep- 
aration of their exhibits. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this promises to be a grand success. The 
investigating committee to which I have referred so report. 
The management has been honest, able, and skillful. The af- 
fairs of this Exposition have in all respects been managed with 
a degree of ability and fidelity that is highly commendable, and 
there is but one desire upon all sides, the management as well 
as the people at large, that this great event shall be a splendid 
success. 

Let me quote a word from the report of this committee: 

In its scope and magnificence this Exposition standsalone. There is noth- 
ing like it in all history. It easily surpasses all kindred enterprises, and 
will amply illustrate the marvelous genius of the American people in the 
great domains of agriculture, commerce, manufactures, and invention, 
Which constitute the foundation upon which rests the structure of our na- 
tional glory and prosperity. 

Now, Mr. Chairman as a member of the Committes on the 
World’s Columbian Exposition I have given this subject care- 
ful thought and study. Iam somewhat familiar with its origin 
and the legislation that has inaugurated it. I submit there 
can be no question that this is and was from the beginning in- 
tended to be an affair of great national interest and character. 
I have no seruples whatever in giving my support to this bill, 
and | endeavor to be as conscientious in the discharge of my 
duties here as any other member upon this floor. 

This Exposition will not only redound to our fame and glory, 
but will materially benefit our glorious Republic. It will infuse 
new blood into the arteriesof trade. It willopennew channels of 
commere>, expand our commercial relations with the nations of 
the earth, elevate and advance our civilization to a still higher 
standard. 

| make no appeal, Mr. Chairman,to sentiment as to the pro- 
priety of thus celebrating the greatevent which this Exposition 
is t) commemorate. Just four hundred years ago this month, 
Co'umbus, with undaunted spirit and confidence, started on his 
voyage of discovery of the New World. Success crowned his 
e‘lorts; and now, in the light of history, of the benign influ- 
ences upon the human race that followed from that discovery, 
and especially the great blessings that the citizens of our free 
Republic enjoy, it is eminently fitting that we should testify our 
appreciation of this great epoch in the history of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, | hope the House wil! rise to the 
spirit of this occasion; and without questioning the convictions 
of any member upon this floor I shall hope to see the pending 
bill passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House the com- 
mittee will now rise and report the bill to the House. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 9710, had directed him to report it 
with a pending substitute for the first section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House the previous question 
is ordered upon the substitute, and the bill to its final passage. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, under this order I 
maintain that the substitute offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri/Mr. DE ARMOND|isnotinorder. Ithink that a proper con- 
struction of that resolution is that the amendment or substitute, 
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whichever it is, should have been voted upon by the Committee 
of the Whole, and afteradoption by the Committee of the Whole 
that it should then come back into the House, either for approval 
orrejection. But it not having been acted upon by the Commit- 
tec ofthe Whole, it falls. It is simply a proposition that was ten- 
dered in the Committee of the Whole and never acted upon. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that under the ordinary rule, of course, when the com- 
mittee rises and reports a bill, it reports it with a reeommenda- 
tion that certain amendments be agreed to, no matter what the 
number may be. 

Mr. HOPKINS of fitinois. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. But this order destroys the usual rule in 
the Committee of the Who!e to this extent that it puts a limit 
upon the time when the Committee of the Whole may consider 
it, and requires the Committee of the Whole to report the bill 
back, even though the bill has not heen read through by sec- 
tions. It provides that the committee shall report the bill | ack 


| to the House with the pending amendments, and the Chair 
Again, Mr. Chairman, in responses to our invitation more than 





thinks that a fair construction of that would be that the amend- 
ments that were pending in the committee should come with the 
bill to the House. The Chair is informed that there is but one 
amendment pending, which is a substitute for the first section. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes; the reason I raise this point 
is that that was never acted upon in committee at all. 

The SPEAKER. That is true; and under the ordinary rules 
it could not be acted upon in the House; but this order provides 
that the committee shall report back the bill and the pending 
amendments. The Chair thinks that means the amendments 
pending in the committee at the time when the committee, 
under the order of the House, was compelled to rise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this proposition a substitute for the first 
section? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ii is a substitute for the first section. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE AR- 
MOND] has offered, and there is pending, a substitute for the 
first section of the bill, which substitute the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 1,.and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“SECTION1. Thatifthe World’sColumbian Exposition shall deposit at such 
mint or mints of the United Statesas the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
designate,a sufficient quantity of silver bullion of the requisite fineness, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to cause the said silver bullion 
to be coined and delivered at such mint or mints to the said World's Colum- 
bian Exposition in half-dollar silver coins, in amount not to exceed the sum 
of $5,000,000, Which coins shall be of the same weight and fineness, and have 
in all other respects the same qualities as the silver half-dollar now author- 
ized by law; and said half-doilar coins shall be of such design and shall be 
stamped and engraved with such inscriptions and devices as will designate 
their value as coins of the United States, and also make them suitable sou- 
venirs of the celebration of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery 
of America by Christopher Columbus: Provided, That all costs and expenses 
in and about the coining of such bullion into half-dollars and the delivery 
thereof shall be met and paid by such World’s Columbian Exposition as 
the same accrue and before any of said coins shall bedelivered or turned over 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, so that there shall be no charge upon 
the public Treasury or outlay by the United States hereunder or on ac- 
count of anything herein contained: And provided further, That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shail not deliver to the World’s Columbian Exposition 
any of said half-dollar coins until satisfactory evidence shall be furnished 
him showing that the sum of $10,000,000, as specified in the fifth section of 
the act of April 25, 1890, in relation to said celebration has been collected 
and disbursed as required by said act, together with a guaranty that if any 
further sum be actually necessary to complete the work of said Exposition 
to the opening thereof the same has been or will be provided by said cor- 
poration.” 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Suppose when the vote is taken upon this 
it is adopted as a substitute for the section for which it is pro- 
posed as a substitute. Would not the vote then come on the 
adoption of the entire bill as amended? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to substitute the language 
just read for the language contained in the first section of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And upon that being adopted— 

The SPEAKER. Ifthat motion is adopted the question would 
then be upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is, the enemies of the bill propose to 
vote this in and then turn around 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, upon the pending motion I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. 

Mr. BRYAN. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRYAN. If this substitute is defeated, will we then have 
a vote upon the substitute offered by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. TERRY]? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
ing. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House nothing is to 
be voted on except the bill as reported from the committee and 
the pending amendment, because the previous question is now 
ordered and amendments are not in order. 





There is no other substitute pend- 
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Mr. TERRY. My proposition was offered as a substitute for 
the entire bill, and the chairman of the Committee cf the Whole 
ruled that it was not in order at that point, and then 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And then he did not offer it again. 

Mr. TERRY. 
first section; but the Chair ruled that the substitute proposed by 
the gentleman from Missouri was ahead of me. 

The SPEAKER. Of courses the House must act upon the re- 
port made to it from the Committee of the Whole. The chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole reported this bill back with 
one amendment in the nature of a substitute,and the question 
now is upon substituting the language just read for the language 
contained in the first section of the bill, and on that question the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] demands the yeas 





And then I offered it as a substitute for the | 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 


voting 113; as follows: 


YEAS—%. 


75, nays 140, not 


Alexander, Cowles, Holman, Oates, 
Bailey, Cox, Tenn. Jones, O’Ferrall, 
Baker, Crawford, Kilgore, Otis, 
Bankhead, Cummings, Kyle, Pierce, 
Beeman, Davis, Lanham, Richardson, 
Blanchard, De Armond, Lawson, Va. Shell, 
Branch, Dickerson, Lawson, Ga. Stout, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dockery, Lester, Va. Tarsney, 
Bretz, Dunphy, Lester, Ga. Terry, 
Brookshire, Edmunds, Little, Tucker, 
Bunn, Ellis, Long, Turner, 
Butler, Enloe, Mallory, Turpin, 
Byrns, Epes, McCreary, Warner, 
Jaminetti, Everett, McKeighan, Wheeler, Ala. 
Capehart, Forney, MeMillin, Wheeler, Mich. 
Castle, Goodnight, McRae, Williams, N.C. 
Cate, Halvorson, Meredith, Wilson, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Montgomery, Youmans. 


Cobb, Mo. 


Antony, Culberson, Hull, Reyburn, 
Atkinson, Curtis, Johnson, Ind. Rife, 
Babbitt, Dalzell, Johnson, N. Dak. Rockwell, 
Bacon, Daniell, Jolley, Rusk, 
Bartine, De Forest, Lane, Sayers, 
Barwig, Dingley, Lapham, Seerley, 
Bentley, Dixon, Loud, Shively, 
Bingham, Doan, Martin, Shonk, 
Boatner, Doliiver, McClellan, Simpson, 
Bowers, Donovan, McGann, Smith, 
Bowman, Dungan, McKaig, Snow, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Durborow, Meyer, Sperry, 
Broderick, English, Mitchell, Stephenson, 
Brosius, Enochs, Mutchler, Stevens, 
Brown, Fellows, O'Neill, Pa. Steward, Il. 
Brunner, Flick, O'Neill, Mo. Stone, C. W. 
Buchanan, N. J. Forman, Owens, Stone, W. A, 
Busey, Fowler, Page, R.I. Storer, 
Bushnell, Funston, Page, Md. Stump. 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Parrett, Taylor, Ti. 
Cable, Griswold, Patterson,Tenn. Taylor,J. D. 
Cadmus, Grout, Patton, Townsend, 
Caldwell, Hall, Payne, Tracey, 
Caruth, Hare, Paynter, Van Horn, 
Catchings, Harmer, Pearson, Washington, 
Cheatham, Harries, Pendleton, Watson. 
Chipman, Harter, Perkins, Waugh, 
Clancy, Hayes, Iowa Pickler, White, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson,Iowa Powers. Wike, 
Coburn, Henderson, Ill. Quackenbush, Willcox, 
Coombs, Hermann, Raines, Williams, Ill. 
Yooper, Hitt, Ray, Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, Hooker, N. Y. Rayner, Winn, 
Cox, N. Y. Hopkins, Il. Reed, Wolverton, 
Crain, Houk, Ohio Reilly, Wright. 
NOT VOTING—113. 
Abbott, Crosby, Kribbs, Robinson, Pa. 
Alderson, Cutting, Lagan, Russell. 
Allen, Elliott, Layton, Sanford, 
Amerman, Fitch, Lewis, Scott, 
Andrew, Fithian, Lind, Scull, 
Arnold, Fyan, Livingston, Snodgrass, 
Belden, Gantz, Lockwood, Springer, 
Belknap, Geary, Lodge, Stahlinecker, 
Beltzhoover, Gillespie, Lynch, Stewart, Tex. 
Bergen, Gorman, Magner, Stockdale, 
Bland, Grady, Mansur, Stone,Ky. 
Blount, Greenleaf, McAleer, Sweet, 
Boutelle,” Hallowell, McDonald, Taylor,Tenn. 
Brawley, Hamilton, McKinney, Taylor, E. B. 
Brickner, Hatch, Miller, Taylor, V. A. 
Bryan, Haugen, Milliken, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Haynes, Ohio Moore, Wadsworth, 
Bullock, Hemphill, Morse, Walker, 
Bunting, Herbert, Moses, Warwick. 
Burrows, Hoar, Newberry, Weadock, 
Campbell, Hooker, Miss. O’ Donnell, Wever, 
Causey, Hopkins, Pa. O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
Chapin, Houk, Tenn. Outhwaite, Williams, Mass. 
Clark, Wyo. Huff, Pattison, Ohio Wilson, Ky. 
Clover, Johnson, Ohio Peel, Wilson, Wash. 
Cockran, Johnstone, S.C. Post, Wise. 
Cogswell, Kem, Price, 
Compton, Kendall, Randall, 
Coolidge, Ketcham, Robertson, La. 


Henderson, N.C. 


Norton, 


NAYS—140. 


So the substitute of Mr. DE ARMOND was not agreed to. 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. BARTINE. 

Mr. MOSEs with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BoUTELLF. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLor of Tennessee. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Hurr. 

Mr. ANDREW with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. SCULL. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. LIND, for the remainder of the session. 

On the appropriation for the World's Fair: 

Mr. BULLOCK with Mr. HAUGEN on all matters connected 
with the World’s Fair, until further notice. Mr. HAUGEN would 
vote for the appropriation and Sunday opening, and Mr. BuL- 
LOCK against both. 

Mr. MOORE with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, until further notice 
If present Mr. CLARK of Wyoming would vote for the appropri- 
ation and Mr. MOORE against it. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. KEM. Mr. Scorr would vote for the ap- 
propriation and Mr. KEM against it. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. CUTTING. Mr. CUTTING would vote 
for the appropriation and Mr. LAYTON against it. 

Mr. HatcH with Mr. HARMER, on all political questions; also 
World's Fair. Mr. HARMER would vote for the appropriation 
and Mr. HATCH against it. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, until Tues- 
day next. Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania would vote for the 
appropriation and Mr. KRIBBS against it. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. WEADOCK, until adjournment. Mr. 
WEADOCK would vote for the appropriation and Mr. TARSNEY 
against it. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. WHITING 
would vote for the appropriation and Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio 
against it. 

Mr. HAYNES of Ohio with Mr. STEWART of Texas, until fur- 
ther notice. Mr. HAYNES of Ohio would vote for the appropri- 
ation and Mr. STEWART of Texas against it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. WADSWORTH, until further notice. 
Mr. WADSWORTH would vote for the appropriation and Mr. 
CAMPBELL against it. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. BELDEN. 
would vote against the appropriation. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. CROSBY. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. BRYAN. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. BRAWLEY. 

Mr. BUNTING with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. SANFORD. If present Mr. SANFORD 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. COCKRAN against it. 

Mr. GANTZ with Mr. RANDALL. If present Mr. RANDALL 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. GANTZ against it. 

Mr. NEWBERRY with Mr. LEwI!s. If present Mr. NEWBERRY 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. LEWIS against it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. GEARY. If present Mr. GEARY 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. STOCKDALE against it. 

Mr. BRUNNERWith Mr. COOLIDGE. If present Mr. COOLIDGE 
would vote for the appropriation, Mr. BRUNNER against it. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. LIVINGSTON. If present Mr. AL- 
DERSON would vote for the appropriation, Mr. LIVINGSTON 
against it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. O'DONNELL. If present: Mr. 
O’DONNELL would vote for the appropriation, Mr. BELTZHOOVER 
against it. 

Mr. GRADY with Mr. HAMILTON. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. GREENLEAF. 

Mr. Lock Woop with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. HALLOWELL. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. PATTISON of Ohio with Mr. BLAND. 

For this day: 

Mr. GILLESPIE with RUSSELL. 

Mr. LAGAN with Mr. BERGEN. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. Houk of Tennessee. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Spsaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois |Mr. SPRINGER]. Not knowing how he would vote 
upon this proposition, I withhold my vote. If he were present 
I would vote ‘‘ ay.” 


If present Mr. ABBorTT 


A Ae a 


a 


Sa eee 
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The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | gentleman from Pennsylvania|[Mr. HUFF]. Having voted inad- 


The SPEAK 
third reading « 


Mr. HOLMAN, 
Mr. REILLY. 


of the bill 


sage 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


mand. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


ER, 
f the bill. 


[ call for the yeas and nays on that. 
Let us have the yeas and nays on the final pas- 


[ suppose we had better take the yeas and 
nays on the final passage of the bill, and I withdraw the de- 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


The SPEAK 


Mr. HOLMAN, 


ER. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 83, not | 


voting 114; as follows: 


Andrew, 
Atkinson 
Babbitt, 
Bartine. 
Barwig, 
Bentley, 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Bowers, 
Bowman 
Bretz 
Broderick 
Brookshire 
Brosius, 
Brown 
Buchanan, N. J 


Busey, 
Bushnell 
Butler, 
Bynum, 
Cable, 


Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Castle, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Cheatham 
Chipman 
Clancy, 
Coburn 


Alexande1 
Antony 

Bac 

Bailey 

Bake 

Bankhead 
Beeman, 
Blanchard 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bunn 

By 
Ca 





ris 
ke 

arke, Al 
Cobh, Ala 
Cobb, Mo 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Cox. T 

( ’ 


ra 


Abbott 
Alderson 
Allen, 
Amerman 
Arnold 
Belden, 
Belknap, 


3Jeltzhoover 


Bergen 
Bland 
Blount 





Boutelle 
Brawley, 
Brickner, 
Brunne 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, Va 


Bullock, 
Bunting, 
Burrows 
Campbell 
Chapin, | 
lark, Wyo 
over, 
kran 


( 
( 
{ 
Cc 
( 
( 
( 


rosbyv 


So the bill w 
Mr. CAMPB 


man from New York |Mr. WADSWORTH]. 


YE 
Coombs, 
Cooper, 
Cox, N. Y 
Curtis, 
Dalzell, 
Daniell. 
Dingley 
Dixon, 
Doan, 
Dolliver, 
Dungan, 
Durvorow 
English, 
Enocns 
Fellows 
Flic kx, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Funston, 
Geissenhainer, 
Griswold, 
Grout 
Hall, 
Hare, 
Harries 
Harter, 
Hayes, Iowa 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, Ill. 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il 


4 a4 
AS—I131. 


Houk, Ohio 
Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jolley, 
Lane, 
Lapham, 
Loud, 
Martin 
McClellan 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
Meyer, 
Mitchell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Owens. 
Page, R. I. 
Page, Md. 
Parrett, 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Pendleton, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers. 
Price, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 
Ray, 
Rayner 
Reed, 


NAYS—83. 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Davis, 
De Armond, 
De Forest 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Donovan 
. Dunphy, 
Edmunds 
Ellis, 
Enioe 
Epes, 
Everett, 
Forney, 
Goodnight, 
Halvorson, 
Heard. 
Henderson, N.C 
Holman, 
NOT 
Cutting 
Elliott 
Fitch, 
Fithian 
F yan, 
Gantz 
Geary, 
Gillespie, 
Gorman 
Grady, 
Greenleaf, 
Hallowell, 
Hamilton 
Harmer. 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Haynes, Ohio 
Hemphill 
Herbert 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, Tenn 
Huff, 
Johnson, Ohio 


Johnstone, S.C 
Kem 

Kendall 
Ketcham 


as passed. 


ELL. 


VOTING 


Jones 

Kyle, 
Lanham, 
Lawson, Va. 
Lawson, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lester, Ga 
Little 

Long. 
Mallory, 
McCreary, 
McKeighan. 
McMillin, 
Mc Rae 
Meredith, 
Montgomery, 
Mutchler, 
Norton, 
Oates 

O’ Ferrall 
Otis, 

~114. 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs. 
Lagan, 
Layton, 
Lewis, 
Lind, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lodge, 
Lynch, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McAleer, 
McDonald, 
McKinney 
Miller, 
Milliken 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Newberry, 
O’ Donnell, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Pattison, Ohio 
Peel, 
Randall. 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 


The question now is, Shall the bill pass? 
On that I call for the yeas and nays. 


Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Rockwell, 
Rusk, 
Seerley, 
Shively, 
Shonk, 
Smith, 
Snow, 
Sperry. 
Stephenson 
Stevens, 
Steward, Il. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Stout, 
Stump, 
Tarsney. 
Taylor, lili. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Townsend, 
Tracey, 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
White, 
Wike. 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton 
Wright. 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Paynter, 
Pearson 
Pierce. 
Richardson, 
Sayers 

Shelli, 
Simpson 
Terry. 
Tucker, 
Turner 
Turpin. 

Van Horn, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, N.C 
Winn 
Youmans. 


Russell, 
Sanford, 
Scott, 

Scull. 
Snodgrass, 
Springer. 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Tex 
Stockdale 
Stone, Ky. 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Tillman, 
Wadsworth 
Walker, 
Warwick 
Weadock., 
Wever, 
Whiting, 
Willcox. 
Williams, Mass 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wise 





Mr. Speaker, [ am paired with the gentle- 
If he were present he 


would vote in the affirmative and Lin the negative. 


Mr. WILSON of Missouri. 


Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the 


The question now is on the engrossment and | 





| the 


| man from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH]. 


vertently, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BRUNNER. Mr.Speaker, Iam paired with the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [ Mr. Co tant, and having voted, I de- 
sire to withdraw my vote. If he were present he would vote 
‘*vea,” andI should vote ** nay.” 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. If he were present he would vote 
‘**vea,” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ANDREW. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. LODGE], 
but understanding he would vote on this question as I would, I 
have voted. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
If he were present he would 
vote for this appropriation and I would vote against it. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr.Speaker, my colleague, Mr. STONE 
of Kentucky, is paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Morse]. If he were present he would vote ‘‘ay” on the 
first question, and ‘‘no” on this vote. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the vote be recapit- 
ulated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of members voting. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 131, and the 
nays are 83. The ayes have it, and the bill is passed. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 


| which the bill was passed, and I also move that the motion to 


reconsider be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. The 
question is on the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iask fora division. 

The House divided; and there were 

Mr. BAILEY. No quorum. 

Mr. REILLY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘ Tellers.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, it is obvious that there is aquo- 
rum in the hall, so I withdraw the point of no quorum and de- 
mand tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers, and they were re- 
fused; only five members voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 
fourteen members voted in favor thereof, not a sufficient num- 
ber. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers on the demand for 
yeas and nays and six gentlemen voted in favor thereof: not 


that the 


ayes 135; noes 28. 


Mr. Speaker, | demand tellers on ordering 


| a sutticient number. 


The SPEAKER. Tellers are refused, the yeas and nays are 


| refused: the ayes have it, and the motion to lay the motion to 
| reconsider on the table is agreed to. 





QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa 
question of personal privilege. In the New York Tribune of 
to-day, in a description of the debate yesterday upon the famous 
‘** sold-tea” subject, much that I said is attributed to the gentle- 
mun from Iowa| Mr. BUTLER], and much that he said is attributed 
tome. Now, sir, my endurance has its limit. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, BUTLER. My point is that the gentleman's suggestion 
raises a question of personal privilege for me instead of for him. 
[Laughter.] ~° 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. In the report occur these 
words: 


Mr. BUTLER suggested that the gentleman from New Jersey {|Mr. Bucu- 
ANAN], in assuming that liquor was sold in the House, insulted the House. 


| and insulted it intentionally. 


Now, the gentleman from lowa made no such suggestion. He 
said nothing of the kind; he charged nothing of the kind upon 
me; I never assumed that liquor was sold in the House, and, 
therefore, did not insult the House: and, not having done it at 
all, of course I did not do it intentionally. I believe the gentle- 
man from Iowa did charge something of this kind upon the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], but the names in this 
report are transposed in such a way that it is impossible to tell 
who said what. [Laughter.] 
INVITATION RECEPTION TO THE 

REPUBLIC, 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a resolu- 

tion which I ask to have considered at this time. 


TO GRAND ARMY OF THE 
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Resolved, That the invitation of the citizens’ executive committee having | and the Secretary of the Senate to pay the House and Senat 
in charge the reception exercises of the national encampment of the Grand | employés their salaries for the month of August as soon as pra 
Army of the Republic to this House be, and the same is hereby, accepted : 
and that the Speaker be, and is hereby, authorized, in pursuance thereof, to 


The resolution was read, as follows: one dollar. It simply proposes to allow the Clerk of the House 


ticable after the adjournment of Congress instead of waiting 


appoint a committee of seven members of this House toattend and partici ntil the end of the month, when nine-tenths of them De 
pate in the reception and ceremonies of that occasion. away from the city. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he is informed by The SPEAKER. The joint resolutio t to the 
the gentleman from New York that there is no expense what- | gentleman from Tennessee will! be read 
ever incident to this invitation. Is there objection to the con- The Clerk read as follows: 
sideration of this resolution? Joint resolution providing for the paymen the sa 
There was no objection. employés of Congress for the month of A 
i The resolution was adopted. Resolved by the Senate and House of Representat res . 
: The SPEAKER appointed as the committee on the part of | pore >. aaa ai ; ts  decninemeanit tis car thn of - : 
the House, Mr. ROCKWELL, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. NEWBERRY, | Senate and House of Representat ncluding the ¢ 
Mr. MCDONALD, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. BINGHAM, and | SPective sala for the month of August, If 
Mr. BELKNAP. oe eee a dba annic 
PAY OF SENATE AND HOUSE EMPLOYES. _ Mr, HOLMAN. Until the resolution of the gentleman fror 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I offer the | =" ie aaeeey Se5 = ra os MM), Se eae ee ee a 
. ° . « P 7 ined as to lts eftlect, L must interpose an ob ‘t1o » the onsid- 
resolution which I send to the desk, and which is the customary ° : ‘ 


L 3 ation of this matter. 
resolution adopted at the close of the long session. 





The resolution was read, as follows: tEPORTS ON EUROPEAN IMMIGRATION 

Che 1 lution was read, as follow RI R1 El N IMM 

Resolved, That the session employés now on the roll be paid for the full 7 ». SPRPAKRR Tha att ante, Been Dhaest r\y View 
month of August; and a sum sufficient therefor is hereby appropriated out K “* = (KER. | h eee St: agence — os _— geeky 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. LAIG}] Gesires to present several privileged reports trom 

The SPEAKER. is there objection tothe present considera- eM eee : oT ok lovti ft} 
. : onan § has wir. MCKALG. ask the at I the neurrent resolu- 
tion of this resolution? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. - a ask the adoption of the co 0 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, before that is voted upon | * “Tr which I — he the desk. 
[ would like to offer the proposition which I send to the desk, he Clerk read as follows: 


>} j . he E . 28 - ° r ' 
j »ylved / e Senate (the House of Representatives co irri ha “ 


which is germane, and which may very well come in as an | ,,4 









ss ; : he 6,000 copies already ordered to be printed of the reportson European In 
amendment to that resolution. migration, the Public Printer be directed to include the letters to the 
. ad \r . , rr rT . . ; . . Y } y . } t 

The amendment offered by Mr. WASHINGTON was read, as | missioners from the European steampship companies, and the accom] 
follows: ch irs, the ¢ vendix to the report on Russia without tl map, and 

. . s reneral Index under the supervision of the Commissioners: anda to prin 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) providing for the payment of the salaries of | as a separate volume the general appendix, containing the consular letter 

officers and employés of Congress for the month of August, 1892. of W h volume 1,200 copies shall be printed and bound, 400 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary | ' f the Senate and 800 copies for the use of the House 
of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and they are il a ag a 
hereby, authorized and instructed to pay the officers and employés of the | VACATION OF RECESS 
Senate and House of Representatives, including the Capitol police, their re- _ DOT — . oe ‘ a ; 
spective salaries for the month of August, 1892, in advance, as soon as prac [ ne SPEAK ER. Pending this report trom the Committee o 
ticable after the adjournment of this session Printing the Chair will suggest that the order for a recess at 5 


1 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Let the resolution of the | o’clock this evening until 8 o’clock be vacated. Is there obje 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] be regarded as | tion? 


the original resolution, and mine be treated as an amendment. Mr. HOLMAN. [think that the business of the Hous» wi 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think this matter ought to lie over for the | be facilitated, and an adjournment can probably be accomplished 
present. before 10 o'clock, if a recess of the House be taken. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Pending the objection I would like to The SPEAKER. The only question now is on the vacation « 
make a statement with regard to the resolution I offer. the ordinary Friday evening recess. Without objection that 
The SPEAKER. The question will be upon the amendment | order will be vacated. 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. There was no objection. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. [I eall attention to the fact that the amend- Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make this suggestion—I d 
ment is in the form of a joint resolution, while the proposition | make a motion 


of the gentleman from New Jersey is a simple House resolution. Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, there is a privileged 
[ am in sympathy with the purpose of the gentleman from Ten- | port before the House 
nessee: but | do not wish to see legislation put in an awkward Mr. HOLMAN. I wish toask unanimous consent in the 
shave. erest of the public business 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I withdraw my resolution Mr. McKAIG. Iask the considerationof the pending report. 


as an original proposition, and offer it as an amendment to the 


+s ‘ p , mm REPORTS ON EUROPEAN IMMIGRATION. 
joint resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
























Mr. HOLMAN. Unanimous consent has not been given to the The SPEAKER. The report of the Committee on Printing 
introduction of the original proposition. accompanying the resolution already reported will be read. 
The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was given to consider lhe Clerk read as follows: 
the proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bv- ro ompany Senate concurrent resolution authorizing : 
‘THAN y 6,000 copies of the reports on European immigratian made to thes 
: HANAN]. T * ee ] “ Vv tne special c« mmMissioners appointe Lunder authori of the sundry ci 
Mr. HOLMAN. I did not hear that. ppropriation act of March 3, 1891, excluding t aie ain 
Mr. WASHINGTON. And in connection with that 1 sent up pendix to report on Russia,” and the papers m ScheduleC” ar ‘ 
to be read—— os eeromg : 000 copl le Sena 1,000 coy 
The SPEAKER. The question is whether the amendment of r d Pree ‘ ae i 
. rh r . Turn "1 n ommittee o rinting, to Whom Was reierred the above 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] is germane | pesolution. havin 1 tl ume under co ‘ration, ma % 
to the proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey. The gen- | report 
Saree ‘om Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] makes the poi at i The cost of tl ‘inting will be $1,205 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] makes the point that it ens 1 loictie eicaniaaihee tambien Cincniibtadtennn 
is not. . . ; | i by the retary of the ‘Treasury to investigate in Europe the fact 
Mr.McMILLIN. I have no objection except that the one reso- | 1 ing the importation into the United States of aliencontra 
ti is a j0i "e ion and the other a simple House resolu- | #24 to obtain such information as was accessible touching the immigra 
lution is a joint resolution and it pile I ‘ er classes of aliens whose landing in this country was prohibited by la 
tion. a : ts ai lhe reports are quite full and well indexed, and will make a quarto m 
Mr. WASHINGTON. I withdraw my resolution until the | of pages or thereabouts 
ta dis The subjects treated cover the principal causes whi operate to it 
er is sposed of. ibjec I I pera 
other ” dispos being ak . he re lution f Mr. Buc! TAN emigration to the United States; the extent to which emigration to t 
[The question being taken, the resolution of Mr. bUCHANA? try is promoted or stimulated by steamship or other carrying com 
of New Jersey was agreed to. I 3, or their agents, for the resulting passenger business; the extent to 
On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey, a motion to | Which contract laborers are engaged, openly or covertly, for exportation to 


reconsider the last yots was laid on the table. “ap he oo whine a eee coumaie tole, ok anes ) 
The SPEAKER. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman | fectives, paupers or persons likely to become a public charge, and person 
from Tennessee |[Mr. WASHINGTON] in reference to the resolu- | @iicted ene or dangerous contagious diseases are encouraged 
tion which was sent up a few moments ago. - ee sapaianennamee i: Pemuteladanibeesamienior an Soe apes wheth¢ ; 
Mr. WASHINGTON. I ask the consideration of the joint | by relatives, societies, communities, or Government authorities; the extent t 
resolution which I send to the desk, and before objection is | Which and the manner in which, if at all, the steamships or other tra 


} 


° Mateo tnt : . ’ | tion companies inquire into the character and condition of intending emi 
asked for I wishto makea statement. This jointresolution does | op ants with 7 wt haar: - 1 m 











se excluded by the laws of tl Un 


} 
not increase the expenditures of either House to the extent of ! States, and what checksare applied in Europe to the migration to this country 


: 
; 
: 
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of prohibited classes; the extent to which such inquiry by such companies can 
be made effective; whether it would be practicable to adopt and apply an 
effective system of examination of intending emigrants by American 
consuls in foreign countries, or officers under their direction, together with 
the probable cost of maintaining such asystem of inspection; whether there 
is any considerable migration from European countries of adult males, un- 
accompanied by families. with the purpose of returning to Europe after a 
limited period, and whether there is such a return movement, with the 
causes, 

All of these topics have been to some extent covered by reports of consuls 
and others interested in the subject of immigration into the United States, 
and the United States Government has published a great deal of literature 
on the stibject, yet no one report has been printed containing as much nor so 
varied information on the general subject as does the report of this com- 
——— and which is proposed to be printed by the resolution under con- 
sideration. 

The committee has learned that there is a large public demand for the re- 
port on account of the rapidly growing interest in the subject, and believe 
that it a be printed. Itis thereforereported back with recommendation 
that it do pass. 


The question being taken, the concurrent resolution was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McK AIG a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
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REPORT COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. McCKAITG also, from the Committee on Printing, submitted 
the following report: 


The Co.nmittee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying con- 
current resolution, having considered the same, report it back with the rec- 
owmmendation that itdo pass. The cost of the printing and binding will be 
$31,150, or about the same as the cost of printing the last report. 

Fesolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of the 
report of the Commissioner of Education for 1889-’90 there be printed 35,000 
copies; 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of the 


| House of Representatives, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the Commis- 


sioner of Education, 
The resolution was adopted. 
SURVEY OF PROPOSED CABLE ROAD, PACIFIC OCEAN. 


Mr. McKAITG also, from the Committee on Printing, submitted 
the following report: 


The Committee on Printing, towhom was referred the accompanying con- 
current resolution, having had the same under consideration report it back 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 1,000 copies of the report of the results of the survey made pur- 
suant to the act of March 2, 1891, to enable the President to cause careful 


REPORT, SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. soundings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, in the 

| Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpos® of determining the prac- 

ticability of laying a telegraphic cable between these points, 300 copies to be 
for the use of the Senate, 400 for the House, and 300 for the Navy Depart- I 
| ment, the cost of the same to be paid from the unexpended balance of the } 
| money appropriated for this survey. 


The resolution was adopted. 


REPORT OF THE BUREAU OF STATISTICS. , 
Mr. McKAIG also, from the Committee on Printing, submit- 


Mr. McKAIG also, from the Committee on Printing, submitted 
the following report: 

The Committee on Printing, towhom was referred the accompanying reso- 
lution, having had the same under consideration, report it back with the 
ee that itdo pass. The cost of printing 10,000 copies will be 

15,200. 

‘Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring). That there 
be printed of the reports of the Smithsonian Institution and the National 
Museum for the year ending June 30, 1891, in two octavo volumes, 10,000extra 


copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the 
Smithsonian Institution, and 2,000 copies for the use of the National Mu- 
seum.” 


The resolution was adopted. 
REPORT, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


Mr. McKAIG also, from the Committee on Printing, submit- | 


ted the following report: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying res- | 


olution, having had the same under consideration, report it back with the 
recommendation that it do pass. The cost of printing, as per estimate of 
the Public Printer, will be $1,306. 


* Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there | 
be printed for distribution by the Bureau of Navigation of the Treasury De- | 
partment 2,000 copies of the Twenty-third Annual List of Merchant Vessels of | 
the United States for the year ending June 30, 1891, as prepared by the Com- | 


missioner of Navigation.”’ 
The resolution was adopted. 


REPORT, HOUSE COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. McKAIG also, from the Committee on Printing, submit- | 


ted the following report: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying res- 
olution, having considered the same, report it back with a proposed amend- 
ment, and as thus amended recommend its passage: 

Strike out ‘'2,000copies”’ and insert ‘1,000 copies.’ ; 

The cost of printing the same, as per estimate of the Public Printer, will be 
E250. 4 
** Resolved, That 2,000 copies of the report of the House Committee on Immini- 


’ 


zration and Naturalization, and the evidence of that committee, acting jointly | 
with the Senate Committee on Immigration, under the joint resolution | 
passed January 29, 1892, relative to the working of the various immigration f 

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 


laws of the United States, be printed for the use of the House.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
REPORT HOUSE SUBCOMMITTEE ON TRUSTS. 


Mr. McKAIG also, from the Committee on Printing, sub- 
mitted the following report: 
The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the following resolu- 


tion, having had the same under consideration, report it back with the recom- | 


mendation that it do pass: 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the report of the Subcommittee on Trusts | 


made to the Committee on Manufactures, be printed for distribution and use, 
at a cost not to exceed $36. 


The resolution was adopted. 
REPORT COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. McKAIG also, from the Committee on Printing, submitted 
the following report: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying con- 
current resolution, having had the same under consideration, report it back 
with the recommendation that it do pass. The cost of the printing, as per 
estimate of the Public Printer, is #23,710 for 35,000 additional copies. ‘The 
number called for in the concurrent resolution is a reduction from 54,000 
copies which have heretofore been printed, and the reduced number the 
Commissioner thinks will be sufficient. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 35,000 additional copies, incloth binding, of the seventh annual re- 


port of the Commissioner of Labor relating to the cost of producing textiles 


and glass in the United States and Europe and the wages and cost of living 
of the persons employed in the textiles and glass industries, 8,000 copies for 
the use of members of the Senate, 16,000 copies for the use of members of 
the House of Representatives, and 11,000 copies for the use of the Depart- 
ment of Labor. 


The resolution was adopted. 





ted the following report: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the accompanying res- 
olution having considered the same, report it back with the recommenda- 
tion that it dopass. The number of copies provided for in the resolution is 
half the number authorized of the Statistical Abstract bythe general print- 


| ing bill, and would seem to be as small an edition as should be published of 
| areport on a subject of such general interest. 


The cost will be, according 
to the report of the Public Printer, #1,300. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
shall be printed 6,000 copies of the special report of the chief of the Bureau 
of Statistics of the Treasury Department in regard to our commerce with 
the countries of Europe from 1870 to 1890; 1,000 copies for the use of the mem- 
bers of the Senate, 2.000 copies for the use of the members of the House of 


| Representatives, and 3,000 copies for distribution by the Bureau of Statis- 


tics. 
The resolution was adopted. 
RECONSIDERATION. 


On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
several votes by which the above reports from the Committee on 


| Printing were adopted was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendments bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R.6108) to pension Mrs. Carolina A. Smith, widow of 
Philander Smith, of West Tisbury, Mass.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6633) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Minnie Hall. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 2520) for the relief of Joseph C. Williams. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
The following reports of committees were handed in at the 
Clerk’s desk, referred to their appropriate Calendars, and other: 
wise disposed of as indicated below: 


SETTLEMENT OF OUTSTANDING CLAIMS AGAINST THE 
TRICT OF COLUMBIA, ETC. 

Mr. FELLOWS, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back favorably the bill, H. R. 2771) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the settlement of all outstand- 
ing claims against the District of Columbia and conferring jur- 
isdiction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY, STATE OF KANSAS. 

Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1270) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Kansas City, in the State of Kansas; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SUPERVISION OF ELECTION LAWS, ETC., NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER. As directed by the resolution adopted on 
the 9th of July last, the Chair appoints the following committee 


DIS- 
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to inquire into the supervision, etc., of election laws, by officers | 


of the United States, in the city, county, and State of New York, 
so far as the same relate to members of Congress: 

The gentleman from New York, Mr. FITcH; the gentleman 
from New Jersey, Mr. GEISSENHAINER; the gentleman from 


Connecticut, Mr. DE FOREST; the gentleman from New York, | 


Mr. RAY: the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr: HARMER. 
FOREIGN LABOR, WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration and passage of the Senate joint 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, which authorizes 
foreign exhibitors at the World’s Columbian Exposition to bring 
to this country foreign laborers from their respective countries 
for the purpose of preparing for and making their exhibits. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas under and in pursuance of the act approved April 25, A. D. 1890, the 
President of the United States has invited the governments and citizens of 
foreign nations to peeeyete in the international exhibition authorized by 
the act above recited; anc 

Whereas the invitations so extended have been accepted by the several na- 
tions, and space for installing foreign exhibits has been applied for and duly 
apportioned, and concessions and privileges granted by the Exposition man- 
agement to the citizens and subjects of foreign nations; and 

Whereas for the purpose of securing the production upon the Exposition 
grounds of scenes illustrative of the architecture, dress, habits, and modes 
of life, occupation, industries, means of locomotion and transportation, 
amusements, entertainments, etc., of the natives of foreign countries, it has 
been necessary for the World's Columbian Exposition to grant concessions 
and privileges to certain firmsand corporations conceding the right to make 
such productions: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That the act of Congress approved. February 26, 1885, pro- 
hibiting the importation of foreigners under contract to perform labor, and 
the acts of Congress prohibiting the coming of Chinese persons into the 
United States, and the acts amendatory of these acts, shall not be so con- 
strued nor shall anything therein operate to prevent, hinder, orin anywise 
restrict any foreign exhibitor, representative, or citizen of a foreign nation 
or the holder who is a citizen of a foreign nation of any concession or privi- 
lege from the World’s Columbian Exposition, from bringing into the United 


States under contract such mechanics, artisans, agents, or other employés, | 


natives of their respective foreign countries, as they, or any of them, may 
deem necessary for the purpose of making preparation for installing or con- 
ducting their exhibits or of preparing for installing or conducting any busi- 
ness authorized or permitted under or by virtue of or pertaining to any con- 
cession or privilege which may have been granted by the World’s Columbian 
Exposition in connection with such Exposition: Provided, however, That no 
alien shall by virtue of this act enter the United States under contract to 
perform labor except by express permission, naming such alien, of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; and any such alien who may remain in the United 
States for more than one year after the close of said Exposition shall there- 





after be subject to all the processes and penalties applicable to alienscoming | 


in violation of the alien contract-labor laws aforesaid. 


Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a resolution, 
very carefully guarded, to authorize exhibitors to bring work- 


their exhibits at the Chicago Exposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to know if that provides for 
their return to foreign countries? 

Mr. DURBOROW. Yes, it does. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was ordered to a third reading, and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARGES MADE BY REPRESENTATIVE WATSON. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the majority 
of thespecial committee appointed to investigate certain charges 
made against the House of Representatives by the gentleman 


and ask that they be printed and lie upon the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER.- The gentleman from Louisiana presents a 
report. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

From the special committee appointed toinvestigate certain charges made 
in public by THOMAS E. WATSON, a member of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish the privilege of submitting the minor- 
ity report from the same committee. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman send it up? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I will send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana presents this 
report and asks that it be printed and lie upon the table, and the 
gentleman from Kansas presents the views of the minority, which 
will also be printed. 


| with the investigation of the 
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not wish to take up the time of the House in the discussion of 
the matter at this time. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I understand the gentle- 
man’s views are not accompanied by exhibits. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the rule referred to. 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, [ will not do anything to delay 
the business of the House. 
TheSPEAKER. Without objection the views of the minority 
will be priuted with the views of the majority. : 
Mr.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I also present a minority report. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] 


| also presents the views of the minority, which will be printed 
| with the others and lie upon the table. 


PINKERTON DETECTIVES. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the evidence taken by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
the present time in the execution of the order of the House touching the in- 
vestigationof the employment of Pinkerton detectives by railroad companies 


| engaged in the transportation of interstate commerce, and the late labor 


troubles at Homestead, Pa., and the connection of Pinkerton detectives there- 
with, be printed for the use of the House, and that the subcommittee of the 
said Committee on the Judiciary may continue the said investigation in 
vacation or during the recess and report to the House at the second session 
of this Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What committee is this? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on the Judiciary, charged 
employment of Pinkerton detec- 
tives, etc. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, in connection with that I ask con- 
sideration of the following concurrent resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring ), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies, for the use of the House, and 3,000 copies for the 
use of the Senate, to be distributed through the folding rooms of the respec- 


| tive Houses, of the evidence taken by the Committee on the Judiciary in the 


investigation of the employment of Pinkerton detectives by railroad com- 


panies engaged in the transportation of interstate commerce, and the labor 
troubles at Homestead, Pa. 
Mr.OATES. Mr. Speaker, it would be necessary for this res- 


olution to go to the Committee on Printing and be considered 
by that committee, in the ordinary course of procedure, but I 
ask unanimous consent that it may be at once considered. The 
demand for the evidence taken touching the Homestead labor 
troubles is very great, and I have also been requested by several 
Senators individually, to have some copies printed for the Son- 


men from their own countries to assist in preparing and making | @te.. | hope there will be no objection to the immediate consid- 


eration of the resolution. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not understand what distribution 


| the resolution makes. 


Mr. OATES. Through the folding rooms of the House and 
Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What number? 

Mr.OATES. Ten thousand copies for the House and 3,000 for 
the Senate. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. OATES, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


| was laid on the table. 


AUGUST SALARIES OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYES OF THE SEN- 
ATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, the objection having 


| been withdrawn to the consideration of the resolution which | 
> . 1 | offered, I now ask for its consideration. 
from Georgia [Mr. WATSON], I submit a report and resolution, | 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, does it require unanimous con- | 


sent to print the views of the minority? Because, if it does, I 
object, unless the report is read. There is a statement in this 
report which was printed in one of the New York papers yester- 
day which concerns my character. It is an absurdity, and I do 
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| 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be further objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) providing for the payment of the salaries of 
officers and employés of Congress for the nonth of August, 1892 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, efc., That the Secre 
of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and th 
hereby, authorized and instructed to pay the officers and employ¢ 
Senate and House of Representatives, including the Capitol police, ti 


spective salaries for the month of August, 1892, in advance, and as 
practicable after the adjournment of this session: Provided, This shall 
no additional compensation to that allowed by existing law 


The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the present 
consideration of this resolution. [After a pause.| The Chai» 
hears none. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
passage of the resolution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
ment to the resolution that will carry to the Senate the same 
privilege granted to the employés of the Hous». 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, [demanded the previous 
question. 


[ ask for the previous question on the 


| desire to offer an amend- 


; 
; 
4 


om. 
rat 


~~ 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. All right. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the joint resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WASHINGTON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the 
table. 


sRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT CINCINNATI. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk's 
desk. And I do so because the condition of the work requires 
its immediate passage. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R » provide for lowering the height of a bridge proposes to 
be constructed across the Ohio River between Cincinnati, Ohio, and Cov- 
ngton, Ky., by the Cincinnati and Covington Rapid Transit Bridge Com- 
pany. 

Whereas the Cincinnati and Covington Rapid Transit Bridge Company, a 
corporation organized for the purpose of constructing and maintaining a 
highway bridge across the Ohio River between the cities of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
and Covington, Ky., has complied with all the requirements of the acts of 


O07) te 


Congress approved December 17, 1872, and February 14, 1883, authorizing the | 
construction of bridges across the Ohio River, and has obtained the approval | 


of the Secretary of War to theplans for construction of said proposed bridge; 
and 

Whereas the act of Congress entitled “‘An act supplementary to an act 
approved December 17, 1872, entitled ‘An act to authorize the construction 
of bridges across the Ohio River and to prescribe the dimensions of the same,’” 
approved February 14, 1883, requires the bridges constructed below the sus- 
pension bridge at Cincinnati, across the Ohio River, without a draw span, 
shall be constructed with a clear water way between piers of 500 feet, meas- 
ured at low-water mark, and with a clear height of 53 feet above local highest 
water, measured at the lowest part of the channel span; and 

W hereas the bridge proposed to be constructed by the Cincinnati and Coy- 
ington Rapid Transit Bridge Company is located between the suspension 
bridge and the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad bridge, both of said bridges 
crossing the Ohio River between said cities of Cincinnati, Ohio, and Coving- 
ton, Ky , the said location being 1,200 feet below the said suspension bridge 
and 1,300 feet above the said Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad bridge; and 

Whereas the height of the suspension bridge above low-water mark is only 
103 fect, and the height of the Chespeake and Ohio Railroad bridge is only 
105.3 feet above low water; and 

Whereas the height required by act of Congress approved February 14, 
1k83, for the construction of the bridge proposed to be constructed by the 
Cincinnati and Covington Rapid Transit Bridge Company is 115 feet above 

water; and 

Whereas no just and sufficient reason exists why the bridge proposed to be 

onstructed by the Cincinnatiand Covington Rapid Transit Bridge Company 
shall be constructed at a greater height above low-water mark than is the 
suspension bridge above said structure and the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad 
bridge below said structure; and whereas the construction of said bridge 
at the height now required by law, namely, 115 feet above low water, will 
entail an unjust and unreasonable expense upon said bridge company: 
Now, therefore, 7 : . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Cincinnati and Covington Rapid Transit Bridge 
Company be, and is hereby, authorized and permitted to construct a gen- 
eral traflic highway bridge across the Ohio River between the cities of Cov- 
ingt Ky., and Cincinnati, Ohio, at the place and according to the plans 
of said bridge, approved by the Secretary of War, except¢hat the height of 
said bridge above low water shall be 105.3 feet, instead of 115 feet as now re- 
quired by law and as shown by the plans approved by said Secretary of War. 

Src. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that the 
communication from the War Department, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, be printed: and I will offer no further remarks on 
the subject. 

The SPEAKER 
tion of this bill? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Dof understand that the gentlemen repre- 
‘nting Cincinnati agree to this bill? 

DICKERSON. Every gentleman representing Cincin- 
nati agrees to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I notice that the elevation is less than that 
required in the other bridges. 

Mr. DICKERSON. The members representing Cincinnati 
have looked at the bill, and it has also been examined by the 
War Department, and they approve it. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I will state to the gentleman from 
Indiana that I reported this bill, and those gentlemen who rep- 
resent Cincinnati favor its passage. 

Mr. WATSON. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill state tothe gentleman that I do not 
object to the consideration of the bill if the gentlemen who rep- 
resent Cincinnati are in favor of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects. 

Mr. ENOCHS. I trust the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 
jection. 

Mr. WATSON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 
This work has already been prepared for, and it is necessary to 
arrange it in existence with the existing plans. I say to the 
gentleman that the bill has met the approval of every gentleman 
representing Cincinnati and Ohio generally. A communication 
from the War I) tment states that itis acceptable to that 
Department. 

Mr. ENOCHS I 


” 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


1. 
ask 


permission to make an explanation. 


This matter has gone before the Secretary of War, and it has 
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been agreed to by that Department. There was some difficulty 
in trying to make them build this bridge, 6, 8, or 10 feet higher 
than the other five or six bridges that have already been erected 
between Cincinnati and the other side of the river. Now, the 
Secretary of War has agreed that this bridge may be built of the 
same heightasthe others, and the billisall right and proper. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the statements made 
[ will withdraw my objection to the consideration of this bill; 
but it is apparent that important matters can not be properly 
considered at this time,and unless matters are regularly and 
properly considered they ought not to pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. DICKERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
SETTLERS UPON CERTAIN LANDS IN NORTH 

KOTA. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 3134) 
for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the States of North 
Dakota and South Dakota. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion 
that I can not hear the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

The Clerk again proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. I make the point of order that there is so 
much confusion that we can not hear the reading of the bill; 
and unless I can hear what is going on I shall object to every- 
thing. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. Gentle- 
men in the aisles will resume their seats and cease conversation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


AND SOUTH DA- 


Whereas under the rulings of the General Land Office the extension into 
Dakota Territory, now States of North Dakota and South Dakota, of the 
limits of the grants of land made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
the several lines of railroad now owned by the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company was denied, and in consequence of said rulings 
lands within the limits of the said grants in the said States have been claimed, 
settled upon, occupied, and improved by numerous persons in good faith 
under color of title or of right todo so derived from the various laws of the 
United States relating to the public domain, and are now claimed by them, 
their heirs, or assigns, and many of said lands have actually been patented 
to such occupants or to their grantors; and 

Whereas under recent construction of said grants the said occupants, im- 
provers, or purchasers, are liable to be evicted from their holdings: Now, 
therefore, for the aes of releiving the said occupants, improvers, and pur- 
chasers of thesaid granted lands from the hardship of being now deprived of 
the same under the circumstances aforesaid, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior shall, as soon as con- 
veniently may be done, cause to be prepared and delivered to the said rail- 
Way company a list of the several tracts which shall have been purchased, 
claimed, occupied, and improved, as stated in section 2 of this act, and are 
now claimed by such purchasers or occupants, their heirs or assigns, accord- 
ing to the smallest Government subdivisions. Within a reasonable time 
after the receipt by the said railway company of the said list, it shall execute 
under its corporate seal and deliver to the Secretary of the Interior its deed 
of conveyance releasing to the United States all its claims upon the lands 
described in said list, and shall also procure and cause to be released to the 
United States all liens and claims to said lands derived through or under said 
company, Whereupon all right, title, and interest of thesaidrailway company 


; toeach of such tracts shall revert to the United States, and such tracts shai! 


be treated, under the laws thereof, in the same manner as if norights thereto 
had ever vested in the said railway company, and all qualified persons who 
have occupied and made improvements on said lands, as herein proved, or 
who have purchased said lands in good faith, their heirs and assigns, shall 
be permitted to perfect their titles to said lands according to law asif said 
grants had never been made. 

SrEc. 2. That the said railway company is hereby permitted to select, in 
lieu of any lands forming odd-numbered sections or parts thereof situated 
in the State of North Dakota or in the State of South Dakota, within the 10- 
mile limits of a grant of lands made to the Territory of Minnesota by act of 
Congress, entitled “An act making a grant of land to the Territory of Min- 
nesota, in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of certain railroads 
in said Territory, and granting public lands, in alternate sections to the State 
of Alabama, to aid in the construction of a certain railroad in said State,”’ 
approved March 3, 1857, as amended by an act of Congress, entitled “An act 
extending the time for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the 
States of Minnesota and Iowa, and for other co ange approved March 38, 
1865, and of a grant made by act of Congressentitled ‘An act authorizing the 
St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company to change its line in consideration of 
a relinquishment of lands,” approved March 3, 1871, which, prior toJanuary 1, 
A. D. 1891, any person had purchased or occupied or improved, in good faith, 
under color of title or right to do so, derived from any laws of the United 
States relating to the public domain, but not including any lands within the 
limits of the grant, to aid in the construction of the St. Vincent branch of 
said road, as located under the act of March 3, 1871, upon which any per- 
son or persons had, in good faith, settled and made or acquired valuable im- 
provements thereon prior to March, 1877, and equal quantity of nonmineral 
public lands of the United States not reserved and to which no adverse right 
or claim shall have attached or have been initiated at the time of the making 
of such selection lying within any State into or through which the railway 
owned by said railway company runs, to the extent of the lands sorelinquished 
andreleased: /rovided. Thatthe lands to be released by said company, and in 
lieu of which said company shall be entitled to select other lands of equal 
area, shall only include lands to which, at the date of the definite location of 
the lines of railroad in aid of which said land grants were made, no para- 
mount grant, sale, pre®mption, or homestead right had attached, this pro- 
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viso not to be considered as in any way extending the limitation as to 1877 
herein above provided: And provided further, That the tracts of land so by 
said company to be selected in any one body under the authority of this act 
shall not exceed 640 acres, and such selections shall not exceed in the agyre 
gate 65,000 acres. But said company shall not be required to relinquish an 
greater amount of land than it is permitted by this act to select. 

Src.% That — the filing by the said railroad company, at the localland 
office of the land district in which any tract of land selected in pursuance of 
this act shall lie, a list describing the tract or tracts selected, and the pay 
ment of the fees prescribed by law in analogous cases, and the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, he shall cause to be executed, in due torm of 
law, and delivertosaid company a patent of the United States, conveying to 
it the lands soselected. In case the tract so selected shall at the time of se- 
lection be unsurveyed, the list filed by the company at the local la f 
shall describe such tract in such manner as to designate the same with are 
sonable degree of certainty, and within the period of three months after the 
lands including such tractshall have been surveyed, and the plats thereof file 
in the local land office, anew selection list shall be filed by said company, de- 
scribing such tract according tosuch survey; and incase such tract as origi- 
nally selected and described in the lists filed in the local land office shall not 
precisely conform With the lines of the official survey, the said company shall 
pe —s d to describe such tract anew, so as to produce such conformity. 

SEC. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after the 
time ot its acceptance by the said railway company, which must be within 
ninety days from the approval of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. 





tant bill, and [hope the gentleman from North Dakota will be | 


permitted five minutes in which to explain what its objectsare. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right of objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It isso important a measure that I think it 
ought to be explained. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Myr.Speaker, in 1857, when 
Minnesota was a Territory, Congress granted these lands to that 
Territory for railroad purposes. At that time the western bound- 
ary of the Territory of Minnesota was the Missouri River. ‘The 
next year, when Minnesota was admitted into the Union as a 
State, the boundary between Minnesota and Dakota was fixed at 
the Red River. The country in the Red River region was then 
and for many years afterwards an absolute wilderness. A few 
years after that people began to settle in that country. The 
peop'e took it for granted that the Red River was the ancient 
boundary. 

The Land Department even went on the theory that the an- 
cient boundary was at the Red River, and that Department put 
upon the market all the lands west of the Red River, supposing 
these lands that lapped over were not included in the grant. 
They amounted to 57,000 acres—a narrow strip of very fertile 
land. In i871 the company to whom the grant was made de- 
manded these lands from the Land Department. The Land De- 
partment refused the demand, and decided that the grant did 
not extend west of the Red River. It then put these lands on 
the market. Settlers bought them. Now, the lands have be- 
come very valuable. The railroad company went to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and by a unanimous decision of the 
court it was decided in the Ransom Phelps case, December 22, 
1890, that the Red River was not to be taken into consideration 
in that grant; so that the grant had to be made according to the 
boundaries in 1857. 

So that those settlers lost the title to their lands for the reason 
that the Government had first granted the lands to the railroad 
company and then had sold them to the settlers. Jn 1890 the 
Senate passed a resolution authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to enter into negotiations with the company to see if some 
arrangement could not be made to save the homes of these set- 
tlers.. An arrangement was finally made that the company would 
accept an equal number of acres of wild land somewhere in the 
public domain in the States west where they were extending 
their line. So these lands, which have now become very valua- 
ble and upon which these settlers are located, lands worth on an 
average $30 an acre, can now be saved to the settlers by grant- 
ing to the company an equal number of acres of unoceupie d pub! ic 
lands elsewhere, and this is nec: essary, because the Government 
has twice disposed of these lands, first to the railroad company 
and afterwards to the settlers. 

The judicial department and the executive department of the 
Government have both held against the settlers, and the only 
department of the Government thatrcan now grant them relie of 
is the legislative department. This bill has passed the Senate 
and has the unanimous recommendation of the House Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. I sincerely trust that there will be no ob- 
jection to the imm¢ — e passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKEE Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on the Public Lands, were agreed to: 

Strike out the word ‘“‘shall” in line 6 of section 1. 

Strike out the word “‘ proved” and insert the word 
of section 1. 

Insert before the word “ which,” in line 21 of section 2, the following: 

‘Opposite to and coterminous with such portion of said railroad as was 





“provided” in line 24 
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constructed and completed within the tin 





rea nt an 
the acts amendatory thereof for the ion of th 
whole of said a ; 
Insert afte 1e Word “‘lands,”’ in line 32 « ‘ction 2, the following 
50 cl lassifle las nonmineral at the time of actual Government sur 
which has been or shall be made 


7 h e b vill as am‘ nde d W = ue! 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed: and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
report accompanying this bill be printed in the Recorp. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I think that ought to be don 
There was no objection: and it was so ordered 
The report (by Mr. MCRAE) is as follows: 
The Committee on Public Lands, towhom was referred the bill (S. 3134) 
for the relief of certain settlers upon certain lands in the States of North 
and Sot ith Dakota, have had the same under consideration and report the 
ime bi “ k with amendments, and recommend th is umended it do sass 


The necessity for the proposer l 1 in the preamble to 


> i legislation is set fort 
the bill. The Intericr Department held that thegrants for the railroad com- 


ed to a third reading, and it was 


] 














‘ - k o 7 +] at I ; s a i Or pany, now known as the St, Paul, Minn “ap lis and Manitoba Railway Com- 
mpe aker, [ think that t 118 18 an lin} o 
t i 


pany, and its St. Vincent extension, did not extend beyond the boundaries 

f the State of Minnesota, and invited and allowed certain persons to settle 
upon and enter lands now in the States of North Dakota and South Dakota 
and in many cases their entries have passed to patent. 

rhe United States Supreme Court decided in the case of said company rs 
Ri :nsom Phe ips (137 U.S., 828), involving land in North Dakota wi thin the 

_— of the company’s grant for its main line, that the grant extended int 

» Dakotas, and the Department has since, on April 18, 1891, expressed the 
opinion ‘ hat the decision in the Phelps case is applicable to the branch as 
wellas mai inline. This decision, which is appended to this report, ap 

» establish theright of the company to lands within the 10-mile limit 
rant in the Dakot 1s so far as the road was completed within the time 
required by law, and therefore any settlements made upon the granted sec 
tion within the 10-mile limits of the main line, or within said limits of the 
St. Vineent extension, opposite road constructed within the time required 
by law are invalid and can be recovered by the company. 

The object of the bill is to protect the settlers by securing the reconvey- 
ance of the lands settled upon, or purchased, to the United States, for those 
persons who have purchased, occupied, or improved them, pursuant to rul- 
ings made by the Interior Department. To induce the company to convey 
them, free from all incumbrance, it is proposed to permit it to select, in lieu 
thereof, any nonmineral lands of the United States to which no adverse 
right shall have attached at the time of selection, lying within any State into 
or through which the raifway owned by the companyruns; and the bill also 
proposes toallowthe company toselect unsurveyed lands. It provides, how 
ever, that the lands to be re leased by the company, and in lieu of which se- 
lections are to be permitted, shall only include lands to which “no para 
mount grant, sale, preemptio 


I 











of its 





t 





n. or homestead right had attached” at the 

ute of the detinite location of the lines of road, and that they shall not in- 
clude any lands lying within the limits of the grant to the St. Vincent exten- 
sion of the company’s road be. on Which any person or persons had, in good 
faith, settled and made or acquired valuable improvements thereon prior to 
March 1, 1877. 


The privilege it is proposed t » give the company is a valuable one, bi 
nds to be released are also valuable. being sh« wn to be worth from #50 to 
#40 per acre; and that unless some adjustment shall be made with the m 






loss and 
the lands it 





pany, the settlers will be i involved in g1 
on their part. Having sold and pate nte d 





ernment to protect the purchasers and settlers in the itle 
The whole of the main line of the said railway con ny wa mstructed 
| within the time prescribed by the law. The St. \ incent ¢ ter on 
structed from St. Cloud to Melrose, and from a point in i ilp 
138 north, range 46 west, to a point in section 7, township 154 north, ra 47 





| west, in the St Raat iieeanin whlake tae tenia ouenn ribe i, and the balance 
was constructed out of time. The committee does not believe that the com 
pany has a right to lands for any part of the road construct vi after the time 
prescribed, and so they have reported an amendment limiting the bill u 
! 


fands opposite to road comp! eted within the time prescribe ml by the g anting 
act and the amendments thereof. If it could be done it would be better to 
secure the release of the company for a reasona ble sum of money but as no 


such settlement appears to be possible, and believing that the settlers and 
purchasers are entitled to full and prompt protection in tl titles 
Government issuing them, the bill is recommended with the fo Siew ! 
ments: 

Strike out the word “shall”’ in line 6of section 1. 

Strike out the word “ proved”’’ and insert the word “ provided ’ in line “4 
of section 1. 

Insert before the word ‘“‘which” in line 21 of section 2, the followir 


‘* Opposite to and eoterminous with such portion of said railroad as was 
c nstt ucted and completed within the time required by the said grant and 
the acts amendatory thereof for the construction and completion of the whole 
of said railroad.” 

Insert after the word “lands” in line 32 of section 2, the following 

‘‘Soclassified as nonmineral at the time of actual Government survey 
which has been or shall be made.”’ 

The committee append the report and exhibits thereto made by Senator 
DoLPH for the Senate Committee on Public Lands on this bi 


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.—NO. %.—OCTOLEK TERM, 1890 


[The St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company. appellant, vs 
Ransom Phelps. Appeal from the circuit court of the United States f r 
the district of Minnesota. December 22, 1890. | 

Ir. Justice Lamar delivered the opinion of the court 
This was a suit in equity brought by the St. Paul, Minnea polis and Mani- 
toba Railway Company, a Minnesota corporation, against Ransom P helps 
to quiet the title to about 80 acres o f land in Richland County, N. D vk. D ‘ai 

tleularly described as the east half of the southeast quarter of section 15 

township 132, range 438, alleged to b ‘long to the plaintift, and which wa 

claimed by the defendant 
The bill was filed April 29, 1884, and set forth at creat length th iou 
steps by which the plaintiff derived its claim of titic, averred that the de 


| fendant had no valid title to the land, by reason of plaintiff's prior right in 


the premises, and prayed that its own equitable title be quicted and pro 
tected, and the defendant be enjoined from setting up any claim what r to 
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the land, and for other and further relief, etc. The defendant answered, 
denying all the material allegations of the bill, and the plaintiff filed a repli- 
cation. 

The case was tried upon an agreed statement of facts, and on the 3d of 
March, 1886, the circuit court announced its decision and opinion in writing, 
pursuant to which it ordered that the bill be dismissed at complainant's 
cost. The opinion is reported in 26 Fed. Rep., 569. On the 4th of March, 
1886, a final decree was entered, dismissing the bill of complaint, and an ap- 
peal to this court was taken and allowed. 

The materéal facts in the case are, briefly, as follows: The plaintiff claims 
the land in dispute as the present beneficiary under the acts of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1857, 11 Stat., 195, and March 8, 1865, 13 Stat., 526, making a 
grant of lands to the Territory of Minnesota, to aid in the construction of 
= roads. The provisions of the act of 1857 material to this issue are as fol- 
Ows: 

‘* Be it enacted, etc., That there be and is hereby granted to the Territory of 
Minnesota, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, from 
Stillwater, by way of St. Paul and St. Anthony, toa point between the foot 
of Big Stone Lake and the mouth of Sioux Wood River, with a branch via 
St. Cloud and Crow Wing, to the navigable waters of the Red River of the 
North, at such point as the Legislature of said Territory may dete: mine; 
from St. Paul and from St. Anthony, via Minneapolis, to a convenient point 
of junction west of the Mississippi, to the southern boundary of the Territory 
in the direction of the mouth of the Big Sioux River, with a branch, via Fari- 
bault, to the north line of the State of lowa, west of range 16; from Winona, 
via St. Peters, to a point on the Big Sioux River, south of the forty-fifth 
parallel of north latitude; al*eo from La Crescent, via Target Lake, up the 
valley of Root River, toa point of Junction with the last-mentioned road, east 
of range 17, every alternate section of land, designated by odd numbers, for six 
sections in width on each side of each of said roadsand branches; but in case it 
shall appear that the United States have,when the lines or routes of said roads 
and branches are definitely fixed, sold any sections, or any parts thereof, 
granted as aforesaid, or that the right of preémption has attached to the 
same, then it shall be lawful for any agent, or agents, to be appointed by the 
governor of said Territory or future State, to select, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, from the lands of the United States nearest 
to the tiers of sections above specified so much land, in alternate sections, 
or parts of sections, as shall be equal to such lands asthe United States have 
sold, or otherwise appropriated, or to which the rights of preémption have 
attached,as aforesaid; which lands (thus selected in lieu of those sold, and 
to which preémption rights have attached as aforesaid, together with the 
sections and parts of sections designated by odd numbers as aforesaid, and 
appropriated as aforesaid) shall be held by the Territory or future State of 
Minnesota for the use and purpose aforesaid: Provided, That the land to be 
so located shall in no case be further than 15 miles from the lines of said 
roads or branches, and selected for and on account of each of said roads or 
branches.” 

Section 3 provides: ‘That the said lands hereby granted to the said Terri- 
tory or future State shall be subject to the future disposal of the Legislature 
thereof for the purposes herein expressed and no other.” 

Section 4 defines the manner in which the lands granted shall be disposed 
of by the Territory or future State. 

The act of 1865 enlarged the original grant from 6 to 10 sections per mile 
on each side of the road, and the fademnity limits from 15 to 20 miles. 

‘To carry out the provisions of the granting act, the Territorial Legislature 
passed an act creating the Minnesota and Pacific Railroad Company, and 
bestowed upon it the lands which had been granted to the Territory; and 
by the same act the terminus of the main line of the road was fixed at Breck- 
inridge, at the mouth of the Sioux Wood River, as the point “ between the 
foot of Big Stone Lake and the mouth of the Sioux Wood River,” referred 
to in the act of Congress. 

On the 5th of December, 1857, the company filed with the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office a map showing the definite location of the main line 
of the road as far west as Breckinridge, but as the public surveys at that 
time extended only to the west line of range 38—about half the length of the 
road—it was not accepted as the map of definite location by the Land Office 
any farther west than the surveys extended. After the surveys had been 
completed as far west as Breckinridge, the company filed another map of 
definite location for the remaining part of the road, which was, in reality, a 
map of the original location made to conform to the public surveys. The 
exact date of the filing of this latter map and its acceptance by the Land De- 
partment does not appear in the record, but it was prior to May 25, 1869. 

The railroad was completed to Breckinridge within the time limited by 
the act of March 3, 1865, supra. It is coneeded that the tract in controversy 
is part of an odd section lying within six miles of the line of the road, and 
that the appellant has succeeded to all the rights and privileges respecting 
the grant that were originally conferred upon the Territory of Minnesota 
and by its legislature conferred upon the Minnesota and Pacific Railroad 
Company. 

The main contention of the appellee is, that this land, although within 6 
miles of the line of the road as definitely located and as actually constructed, 
and otherwise conforming to the description of the lands granted by the act 
of 1857, Was not granted by that act, because it lies outside of the limits of the 
the present State of Minnesota, within what is now the State of North Da- 
kota, although at the date of the grant it lay within the limits of Minnesota 
Territory. This contention is based upon the following theory: At the time 
the grant of 1857 was made Minnesota was a Territory, whose western bound- 
ary was the Missouri River. Five days prior thereto, to wit, February 26, 
1857, Congress passed an enabling act for the proposed State, 11 Stat., 166, 
which designated the western boundary thereof as follows: ‘‘ Beginning at 
the point in the center of the main channel of the Red River of the North, 
where the boundary line between the United States and the British posses- 
sions crosses the same; thence up the main channel of said river to that of 
the Boix des Sioux River; thence (up) the main channel of said river to Lake 
Travers; thence up the center of said lake to the southern extremity thereof; 
thence in a direct line to the head of Big Stone Lake; thence through its 
center to its outlet; thence by a due south line to the north line of the State 
of Iowa.” 

Under thisenabling act the State of Minnesota was organized and admitted 
into the Union May 11, 1858. (11 Stat., 285.) Itissaid that it has been the 
settled policy of the Government to confine land grants made in aid of rail- 
roads wholly within a State or Territory to landslying within the same State 
or Territory, and that, therefore, inasmuch as the land in this case is out- 
side of the State of Minnesota, although within the limits of the Territory as 
it existed atthe date of the grant, it can not be included in the grant to this 
branch of the road lying wholly within the State. 

This was the conclusion reached by the circuit court, in view of the ruling 
of the Land Department, and the refusal of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
the adjustment of the grant to this branch of theroad, tocertify to the State 
any lands lying beyond its western boundary line, which ruling the court 
expressed itself unwilling to reverse or to jeopardize the rights and large 
interests (including a prosperous village) that were said to have grown up 
on the faith of it. Against this conclusion there are strong and, in our 





view, unanswerable objections, 
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It was admitted that, according to the plain letter of the statute, the grant 
would include lands west of the Bois des Sioux River, in Dakota, and that 
the land in controversy is within that grant. It is also conceded that Con- 
gress has the power to grant to a State lands in another State or Territory, 
to aid in the construction of a railroad wholly within its own limits. But it 
is argued that the positive and express provisions of the law must give way 
and be controlled by the presumption founded upon an alleged policy of the 
Government, that Congress, having in view the probable organization of 
Minnesota Territory into a State, intended to restrict the grant in question 
to lands within the limits of such future State. We see much in the act 
itself and in the circumstances which attended its enactment that repels 
such presumption. In the first place, what is called the uniform and settled 
policy of the Government to confine land grants, in the manner described, 
as far as it exists, was established by the express provisions of statutory en- 
actments, and not by any construction of the Interior and Law Departments 
of the Government, wherein they have sought to find an opposition between 
the actual text of the law and the public policy of the Government, making 
the former yield to the latter as expressive of the intent of Congress. 

In most if not all of the grants of land made to the various States in aid of 
railroads within their respective limits some words of limitation were used 
to denote that the grant was restricted to lands withineach particular State, 
when such restriction was intended. Thus in the act of 1857, now under con- 
sideration, the terminus of the second line of road provided for was at ‘‘the 
southern boundary of the Territory,” and the terminus of the branch of that 
road was at the ‘‘north line of the State of Iowa.”’ The act of June 29, 1854 
(10 Stat., 302), which was repealed August 4, 1854 (7d., 575), granted lands tothe 
Territory of Minnesota to aid in the construction of certain railroads, one of 
which was to run from the southern line of the Territory via certain men- 
tioned points to the eastern line of the Territory. The act of June 3, 1856 
(11 Stat., 20), granted lands to Wisconsin in aid of a road from Fond du Lac 
northerly to the State line; andan act of the samedate (/d., 21) made a grant 
of lands to Michigan in aid of a road to run from Little Bay de Noquet via 
certain points to ‘the Wisconsin State line.” The act of March 3, 1863, (12 
Stat., 772), granted lands to Kansas in aid of a railroad to run from Leaven- 
worth via certain other points to the ‘southern line of the State; ”’ and also 
- - a railroad to run from Atchison via Topeka to the ‘‘ western line of 
the State.’ 

The act of May 5, 1864 (13 Stat., 64), granted to the State of Minnesota, to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from St. Paul to Lake Superior, ‘‘ every al- 
ternate section of public land, etc., within Minnesota.,’ The act of July 4, 
1866 (14 Stat., 87), granted lands to Minnesota to aid in the construction of a 
road from Houston to the “ western boundary of the State,”’ and for another 
road from Hastings to a point on the ‘‘ western boundary of the State.”’ The 
act of July 26, 1866 (14 Stat., 289), granted lands to the State of Kansas to aid 
in the construction of a southern branch of the Union Pacific Railroad,which 
was designated to run from Fort Riley via certain named points to the 
‘‘southern line of the State of Kansas.” See also the Florida-Alabama grant 
hereafter referred to; act of May 15, 1856 (11 Stat., 9), granting lands to the 
Stat of Iowa to aid in the construction of certain railroads in that State; act 
of May 12, 1864 (13 /d., 72), granting lands to the State of lowa toaid in the con- 
struction of a railroad in that State; and act of July 2, 1862 (12 7d., 503), donat- 
ing public lands to the several States and Territories which may provide col- 
leges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts. 

These statutes are allin harmony with the construction which we think 
should be put upon the actunder consideration. In almost the same lan- 
guage in which those statutes grant lands to States, this act provides ‘*‘ that 
there be and is hereby granted tothe Territory of Minnesota, for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of railroads,’ and then proceeds, in words no ° 
less express and precise than the words of the statutes just cited, to define 
the lines of the different roads and branches, to designate the points of their 
termini, and to declare the terms, extent, location, and limitations of the 
grants, all within the limits of the Territory. Notja word in any section or 
provision of the act indicates an intention of Congress to confine the grant 
within the limits of the contemplated State. 

The words of the grant are: ‘‘Every alternate section of land designated 
by odd numbers for 6 [10] sections in width on each side of each of said 
roads and branches.’”’ Each of what roads and branches? Such as are by 
the express terms of the act confined within the proposed boundaries of the 
future State? The question is answered by the actitself. It provides for 
four separate roads and two branches, particularly designating the points 
from which each is to start, and the limits within which the terminus of each 
may be fixed. It expressly designates the terminus of the third of these 
roads (the Winonaand St. Peters) at “apointon the Big Sioux River, south 
of the forty-fifth parallel of north latitude,’’ some 30 or 40 miles beyond the 
boundary of the State; and thatof theone under consideration which might 
have been, if so directed by the Territorial Legislature, also fixed beyond 
the western boundary, and yet be within the terms of the act. 

These provisions are all embodied in the same section, and all of them 
alike constituted legislation in reference to the proposed State, andif one 
was limited by the presumption of the rule of construction contended for, so 
were all theothers. Forthey all prescribed, with respect to the extent of the 
grant, the same terms, putting each grant on the same footing in propor- 
tion to the length of the road, é. ¢., ‘‘every alternate section of lan —_ 
nated by odd numbers for 6[10] sections in width on each side of each of said 
roads and branches.”’ Again, it is to be observed that after the State of 
Minnesota was organized and admitted into the Union, with its boundaries 
fixed by the enabling act, Congress passed an act, May 12, 1864, as to one of 
these roads, and March 3, 1865, as to all the others, renewing the grant of 
1857, and enlarging it from 6 to 10 miles on each side of said roads and 
branches, and nothing is said in either of them toindicate any restriction to 
the State limits of the lands originally granted, or those added to the grant. 

We think that the language of those acts is too plain and unequivocal to 
need or even to admit the aid of an extrinsic rule of construction to get at 
the intent and meaning of Congress. The assumption of the appellee, that 
the uniform policy of the Government, asitis called, arose from the coustruc- 
tion put by the administrative department upon railroad grants, and that it 
arose with respect to the very fifst grant made by Congress in aid of a rail- 
road, is erroneous. Counsel for the appellee have failed to bring to our at- 
tention any instance of such a construction, except the one now before the 
court. Had any such cases been presented when the language of the statutes 
under consideration was dubious and open to different interpretations, the 
established construction of them by the Department charged with their exe- 
cution would have very great force and generally a controlling one in the 
formation of the judgment of this court; but where a statute, as in this case, 
is clear and free from all ambiguity, we think the letter of it is not to be dis- 
regarded in favor of a mere presumption as to what is termed the policy of 
the Government, even though it may be the settled practice of the Depart- 
ment, 

We have already stated what we think the general policy established by 
Congress has been in respect to the restriction of land grants made in aid 
of railroads to be constructed wholly within a State or Territory; but we 
are of opinion that the alleged general policy of the Government in the 
matter under consideration is hardly so broad as isclaimed forit. Wedo 
not think it can be safely asserted that it has been a general police of the 
United States Government to restrict a grant made to a State, in aid of rail- 
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roads, to lands within such State, where a part of the line of road extended 
into one of the Territories. As we have already shown, that part of the 
grant to the Winona and St. Peters division, by the act of 1857, was never 
construed to have that effect. 

Another case to which we now refer is conclusive upon that question. By 
the first section of the act of Congress of July 23, 1866, 14 Stat., 210, there was 
granted to the State of Kansas, for the use and benefit of the St. Joseph and 


Denver City Railroad Company, a Kansas corporation, to aid in the con- | 


struction of a railroad from Elwood, Kans., westwardly via Marysville, in 
that State, so as toeffect a junction with the Union Pacific Railroad, or any 
branch thereof, not further west than the one hundredth meridian of west 
longitude, every alternate section of land designated by odd numbers, for 
ten sections in width on each side of the road to the point of intersection. 
Such point of intersection was in what was then the Territory of Nebraska. 
The company filed a map of definite location of its line of road to a connec- 
tion with the Union Pacific Railroad Company in Nebraska, March 25. 1870, 
and built sections of the road, from time to time, as far as Hastings, Nebr.. 
where it madea junction with the Burlington and Missouri River Railroad, 
July 15, 1872. It never made a junction with the Union Pacific Railroad un- 
less the Burlington road is a branch thereof. The road as built did not follow 
its line of definite location, but deviated from it in some places a few rods, in 
others, several miles. 

The company filed its articles of incorporation in the office of the secretary 
of state of Nebraska, April 1, 1873, but did not otherwise attempt to comply 
with the laws of that State in respect,to foreign corporations extending their 
lines into that State. April 13, 1870, which was after the definite location of 
the road, one Van Wyck entered, at the Beatrice land office in Nebraska, : 
portion of an odd section of land in that State within 10 miles of the road as 
definitely located and as actually built, and on the 15th of November, 1871 
obtained a patent therefor from the United States. The tract having been 
claimed by the railroad company as a part of its grant, was sold by it to one 
Knevals, who brought suit in the circuit court for the district of Nebraska 
against Van Wyck, and obtained a decree in that court, declaring that Van 
Wyck had received his patent and the title it conveyed in trust for the com- 
pany, and that at the commencement of the suit he held the lands in trust 
for the complainant, to whom it was further decreed that he convey them 
That decree was affirmed by this court at October term, 1882, the case being 
reported as Van Wyck vs. Knevals, 106 U.S., 360. 

One of the defenses interposed in the suit was that the company had not 
complied with the laws of Nebraska allowing foreign railroad corporations 
to extend their roads into that State. In treating of that point this court 
said (p. 369): ‘As to the want of compliance with the conditions imposed by 
the laws of Nebraska allowing railroad companies organized in other States 
to extend and build their roads within its limits, itis sufficient to say that 
when the grant was made to the company Nebraska was a Territory. and it 
was entirely competent for Congress to confer upon a corporation of any 
State the right toconstruct a road within any of the Territories of the United 
States. The grant of land and a right of way for the construction of a road 
to 2 designated point within the Territory was sufficient authority for the 
company to construct theroadtothatpoint. Itmay be welldoubted whether 
the State subsequently created out of the Territory could put any impedi- 
ment upon the enjoyment of the right thus conferred.” 

Adopting the reasoning of the court in that case, we say that if it was 
tirely competent for Congress to confer upon a State corporation the righ 
to construct a railroad in any of the Territories, and obtain landsin a Terri 
tory in aid thereof, a fortiori, might a Territorial corporation, under Con- 
gressional authority, construct a railroad in such Territory and obtain its 
full quota of lands, even thougha part of the Territory embracing the granted 
lands should afterwards become a State. 

The counsel for appellee, to sustain their statement as tothe ruling and 
action of theadministrative department upon the land grant legislation, cite 
the construction given by Attorney-General Crittenden to the act of Septem- 
ber 20, 1850, 9 Stat., 466, granting lands to the States of Illinois, Mississippi. 
and Alabama, in aid of a railroad from Chicago to Mobile. The first section of 
that act granted a right of way 100 feet wide through the public lands to the 
State of Illinois, for the construction of a railroad through the public lands 
within the same limits, followed by provisions, in the first six sections, de 
claring the terms, limitations, and restrictions of the grant, with two other 
branches. 

By the second section there was granted to the State, for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of such railroad and branches, every alternate 
section of public land designated by even numbers, for six sections in width 
on each side of said road and branches. 
sections detailed the manner in which the grant should beadministered, et 
and the seventh section provided as follows: ‘That in order to aid in the 
continuation of said Central Railroad from the mouth of the Ohio River to 
the city of Mobile, all the rights, privileges, and liabilities hereinbefore con 
ferred on the State of Illinois shall be granted to the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, respectively, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a 
railroad from said city of Mobile to a point near the mouth of the Ohio 
River, and that public lands of the United States, to the same extent im pro- 
portion to the length of the road, on the same terms, limitations, and restric- 
tions in every respect, shall be, and is hereby, granted to said States of Ala 
bama and Mississippi respectively.” 

In the adjustment of the grant, the States of Alabama and Mississippi 
claimed the right to take lands not only for those portions of the road within 
the boundaries of those States, but also for that portion in Kentucky and 
Tennessee, and that question was submitted to the Attorney-General for an 
opinion. Ina well considered and clear opinion that officer held that such 
claim of those States could not be sustained. and that each grant was con- 
fined to the portion of the line within the territorial limits of the grantee 
State. There is in that opinion not the slightest reférence to the settled pol- 
icy of the Government as a rule of construction, or as in any way indicating 
the intentionrof Congress; not the slighest hint that the words of the statutes 
should be controlled by any presumption based on what is termed the public 
policy of the Government, as to the restriction of land grants. His conclu- 
sion was based upon the language of the act, holding that“ the meaning and 
intention of ’’ Congress “as contained in the seven sections of the act will be 
expressed and clearly understood "’ by taking the first six sections of the act 
and applying them first to the State of Alabama and then to the State of 
Mississippi, etc. Quoting some of the words of the act, he says; *‘ To give to 
those words a differentconstruction * * * wouldlead toinexplicable difil 
culties and toconsequences irreconcilable with plain provisions of the act.” 
(5 Opin., 603.) 
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The other case cited arose under the act of May 17, 1856, 11 Stat., 15, grant 
ing lands to the States of Mlorida and Alabama “to aid in the construction 


of certain railroads in said States.’’ The claim of the State of Alabama to 
select indemnity lands lying in Florida was denied by the then Attorney 
General upon the authority of the opinion of Attorney-General Crittenden 
in the Alabama-Mississippi case above referred to. Neither of these cases 
support the general policy contended for by the appellee, and each is entirely 
waline the one under consideration, where the entire line of road and the en 
tire grant of lands claimed by the appellant are within the limits of the Ter- 
ritory to which the grant was made as it then existed. 

Furthermore, at the time the grant of 1857 was made the State of Minne- 


The third, fourth, fifth, and sixth | 
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sota had no existence, and there 





was no absolute certainty of their being 
such a State before the road was definitely located and built. Congress was 
therefore, very careful as to the terms in which the tnt was made. Inthe 


granting clause the language is “that there be and is hereby granted to the 
lerritory of Minnesota,” etc., while in other parts of the act, even in the 
same section. the grant is referred to as having been made to the Territory 


or future State. It is thus seen that the language of the act was framed to 





provide for the administering of the grant either by the Territory or by the 
future State. The object to be accomplished was the building of railroads 
to those parts of the then Territory which were the most thickly settled, and 
thus give to the settlers so many highways of commerce to the Eastern 
markets: and it was of little concern to Congress whether the then Territory 
or the future State wasthe means of accomplishing the object : 
Now, had the grant been wholly administered by the Territory. the ques- 
tion under consideration would never have arisen. For had no State been 
created until the grant was administered, it is not conceived how the ques 
tion could have arisen. It hardly seems probable that Congress c 


the grant to mean one thing if administered by the Territory. a1 
thing if administered by the State; or, to speak more accurately A 
grant should be of a certain extent if administered by the Territory, and be 
greatly diminished if administered by the State : 

Again, it is settled law that railroad grants, such as 
struction, are grantsin presenti, and take effect upon the sections of land, wh« 
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the road is definitely located, by relation. as of the date of the grant. Van 
Wyck v. Knevels, 106 U. S..3€0. Had this line of road been definitely located 
before the State of Minnesota was admitted—that is tosay, if the richt of the 
road had attached to its granted lands while Minnesota was yeta Territory 


wouldit be seriously contended for an instant that the land now in dispute 
did not pass under the grant? We think not, and yet such is the leg 
consequence of the appellee's contention. 

It is also urged that these lands did not pass under the grant of be 
cause at that time they were in the occupancy of the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
bands of Indians. The sixth section of the act, however, made piovisicon for 
such anemergency. It is there declared as follows: ** That in case any lands 
on the line of said roads or branches are within any Indian territory no title 
to the same shall accrue nor shall the same be entered upon by the authorit 
of said Territory or State until the Indian title to the same shall have been 
ext-nguished.”’ By that section the right of Minnesota to lands within 
indian country was made somewhat in the nature of a float, t 
wen the Indian title was extinguished. 

W hen the road was definitely located and the Indian title wasext 


itimate 


iM 
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»>becom ested 


inguished, 







the land passed to the State for the benefit of the road. Buttz vs. Northern 
Pacitic Railroad, 119 U.S., 55. The title of the appellant is complete, and 
neither the appellee nor the Northern Pacific Railroad under which he claims 
ever had any title to the land in controversy. 

it is immaterial that the appellant did not begin its suit at an earlier date. 


The decision against it by the Secretary of the Interior, in 1871.was n« ind 








ing as to the law of the case, and the bringin ‘suit in Sst was ime 
Decree reversed, and cause remanded t it court with directions 
to enter a decree in consonance With thi 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, |Vashington, June 25, 1892. 
SIR: Lam in receipt, by reference from you, of House bill No. 9228, entitled 





A bill for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the 
kota and South Dakota,” for report thereon. 

This bill is substantially the same as the one i 
ate on March 30, 1892. in response to a resolution of that be 
connection I would respectfully refer you to Senate report (C 
on Senate bill No. 3134, in which a history of the transacti 


North Da- 
transmitted » the Sen 
Vy; and in this 
tlendar No. 716 
n Which led up to 





the submission of said bill is given at considerable length. 
The records of this Department show that in the spring of 1871, when near 
if not all of the lands involved in this controversy were vic t and f1 ol 





m by settlement or entry, the railroad compa 
same under its grant and requested their wit! 
and entry. The contention of the company 
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the 





was the grant wa 








limited by the boundary line bet ween the State of Minnesota and the Territory 
of Dakota, but extended to the lands within the limits of its grant situate in 
Dakota. Inanswer to this demand the Land Department « essly ruled 
that the grant was limited to the State of Minnesota, and that the company 
ould take no lands within the limits ofits grant west of the west boundary 
of that State, or, in other words, in Dakota. 

This position was persistently maintained by the Land Departmen nd 





rs. allof the lands in Dakota ¥ 


ier its instructions andruling 1 i 
iile limits of both the main line and the St. Vincent Extension, exce 
those reserved by the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, we 
entered under the homestead, preemption, and timber-culture laws 
patents have issued for the greater portion of the same 

In the unanimous decision of the United States Supreme Court in the case 
of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company v. Ransom 
Phelps (137 U. S., 528), which was rendered upon the identi mtentio 
Which has been persisted in by the company before the Land Department 






si ¢ 


was held that the action of said department had been erroneous, and that 
the company had the better right to the land within the limits of its grant 
situate in Dakota. 

Under this ruling of the court the Department holds that the grantex 


to said lands and has recognized the claim of the company on that point 





Thus, by the decision of the tribunal of last resort, the settlers on these lands 
find themselves without legal title to their homes and are at the mercy of the 
company, and the only branch of the Government that can afford relief is the 
legislative. 

This Department is in possession of information to the effect that the com- 
pany has initiated proceedings to ert its claim to the lands in question, but 





rved fron an examination of the corre between the 





it will be obs 


spondence 





Department and the company, published in Senate Report, Calendar No. 716 
before referred to, that it has in effect agreed to an adjustment of the 
mon the terms proposed in the bill now under consideratioi 
In view of all the facts and as a matter of justice hese ttlers, I ild 
recommend that the bill become a law 
I herewith transmit the report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on said bill. 
Very respectfully, 
JOHN W OBLI iy 
Hon. T. C. MCREA, 
Chairman Committ the Ps L l 
House of ki n 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 92 
Sir: Lhave the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by refe1 ym the 
Department for report, of Senate bill 3131, * For the relief of ttl upon 
' certain lands in the States of North and South Dakota 











TLIO 


In reply I have toinclose herewith a copy of the report of this office of June 
22, 1882, upon House bill 922s, identical in its provisions, Which expresses the 
Views of this office upon the subject. 

In addition thereto, and in response to a request of the chairman of the 
House Committee on Public Lands, contained in an indorsement on the bill, 
{ have to report that the whole of the main line of the St. Paul, Minneapolis 
and Manitoba Railway Company was constructed within the time prescribed 
by the law. ‘The railroad known as the St. Vincent Extension of said com- 
pany’s road was constructed from East St. Cloud to Melrose, and froma 
point in section 35, township 138 north, range 46 west, to a point in section 7, 
township 154 north, range 47 west, in the Stateof Minnesota, within the time 
prescribed, and the balance thereof was constructed after the time prescribed. 

{ inclose a diagram showing that portion of the line of the St. Vincent 
Extension. the limits of the grant for which extend into North Dakota, on 
Which I have marked the points in section 35, township 138 north, range 46 
west, and section7, township 154 north, range 47 west, between which the road 
was constructed within the time allowed bythe law therefor. Abovetheline 
in the section last mentioned the road was constructed after the expiration 
of that time 

The line colored yellow is the limit of the grant on the western side of the 
road, and an examination of the diagram will show that the only land in 
North Dakota, within the purview of the proposed law, which lies opposite 
road constructed after the time prescribed by the granting act and the amend- 








iments thereto, are those situated in townships 162 and 163 north, range 51 
west, and lying between the Red River and the yellow limit line aforesaid. 
Very respectfully me? 
W. M. STONE, Acting Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 
{Senate Report No. 670, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 
Mr. DoLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, submitted the following 


report (to accompany S. 3134). 
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rior Department has so construed it, as will appear from the following cor- 
respondence: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 30, 1892. 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith for your information certified 
copies of certain correspondence between the Secretary of the Interior. the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the registers and receivers of 
the land offices at Fargoand Grand Forks, N. Dak., and Watertown, S. Dak., 
relative to lands in said States pertaining to the St. Paul. Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway grant. 
Very respectfully, 
GEO. CHANDLER, 
First Assistant Secretary 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washinglon, February 3, 1891. 


Sir: Lam in receipt of your letter of the 23d instant, forwarding for my 
approval a diagram showing an extension of the limits of the grant for the 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railroad Company, “within the State 
of North Dakota,’’ in conformity with the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the case of said company against Ransom Phelps, de 
cided December 22, 1890. 

You state that the limits heretofore established and shown on the diagrams 
on file in your office restrict the grant to the State of Minnesota. 

The Phelps case, supra, involved the E. 4 SE. }, Sec. 18, T. 132, R. 48, North 
Dakota, and was tried on an agreed statement of facts. It was admitted 
that the tract is within 6 miles of the line of road as definitely located under 


the granting acts of March 3, 1857 (11 Stat., 195), and March 3, 1865 (18 Stat., 
| 526), but it was contended that the grant did not extend to any lands now in 
| the State of North Dakota, though such lands may have been in the Terri- 


The Committee on Public Lands, having had under consideration the bill | 


(S. 2998) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the States of North 
Dakota and South Dakota, respectfully report: 

On February 28, 1891, the Senate passed a resolution directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to— 

Negotiate, subject to the approva] of Congress, With the St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis and Manitoba Railway Company with a view to secure its consent to 
mate selections of other public lands, not mineralin character, in lieuof such 
of the land to which it may be entitled by force of a decision of the Supreme 
Court rendered on the 22d day of December, 1890, in the case wherein it was 
plaintiff, and Ransom Phelps defendant, as have heretofore been patented by 
the United States, or to which any settler may have acquired rights under 
the land laws of the United States.” 

The Secretary of the Interior résponded to said resolution by letter dated 
March 30, 1892, being Executive Document 67, Fifty-second Congress, first 
session, a copy of Which is hereto appended, transmitting the draft of an 
act proposed by said company as an adjustment of the matter which was 
stated by the Secretary to be the ultimatum of the company. The bill now 
reported, however, and which the representatives of the company have as- 
sured the committee it will accept, has been so amended as to remove many 
of the objections to the bill as submitted by the Secretary. 

The history of this matter is as follows: 





tory of Minnesota at the date of the grant. 

The court failed to concur in this view, but held that lands within the lim- 
its of the grant for said road, lying within the Territory of Minnesota at the 
date of the grant, though now in North Dakota, were subject to the opera- 
tion of the grant, and that the Northern Pacific Railroad, under which 
Phelps claimed, never had any title to the land in controversy. The tract 
lay also within the indemnity limits of the grant for that road. 

The diagram submitted shows the lands in North Dakota affected by this 
decision. You propose to instruct the iocal officers to withdraw from entry 
any vacant lands within the granted limits, as shown by the diagram, if any 
suchremain. You state, however, that with the exception of a small por- 
tion included within the indemnity limits of the Northern Pacific road, 
“about all the odd-numbered sections” included within such limits have 


| been disposed of by the United States under the general land laws, and in 
| most cases patents have issued; that the right of the company attached on 


By act of Congress approved March 3, 1857 (11 Stats., 195). a grant of lands | 


tothe Territory of Minnesota in aid of the construction, among 
a railroad ‘from Stillwater. by way of St. Paul and St. Anthony, 


was made 


thers, of 


a ‘tween the t ig Stone Lakeand the mouth of Sioux Wood | ; 
a point between the foot of Bi mn vke and th 1 ( , | agreed to such a condition.” 


ver, With a branch via St. Cloud and Crow Wing, to the navigable waters 
the Red River of the North at such point as the Legislature of said Terri- 
tory may determine.” The grant was of the odd-numbered sections for Six 
sections in width on each side of said road and branch, with the right to in- 
demnity to be selected within 15 miles of the road and branch. 

May 22, 1857, the ‘Territory accepted the grant and conferred it upon the 
Minnesota and Pacific Railroad Company. Breckenridge. at the mouth of 
the Sioux Wood River, and St. Vincent, on the Red River of the North, were 
designated as the western termini of the main and branch lines, respec- 
tively. (Laws of Minnesota, extra sess., 1857, p. 3.) 


Ri 
' 
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} commonly known as the forfeiture act.”’ 


By joint resolution appreved July 12, 1862 (12S tats., 624) that portion of | 


the grant for the branch line which extends northwesterly from the inter- 


section of the tenth standard parallel with the fourth guide meridian was 
vacated. and in lieu thereof the State was authorized to construct a branch 
road to Lake Superior. 

By act of Congress approved March 3, 1865 (13 Stats., 526), the grant of 1857 
was increased to ten sections per mile for each of the roads and branches, 
subject to any and all limitations contained in the act of 1857 and subsequent 


iu and as therein provided. 
By section 9 of the act 


| Calling for legislative action.” 


May 10, 1869, and that the dispositions made are long subsequent thereto. 

The terminus of the road is at Breckinridge, Minn., a town lying on the 
Bois de Sioux River, between said State and North Dakota. 

The line forming the terminal limit of the grant, formerly established, 
runs in a northeasterly direction from Breckenridge. By continuing this 
line through the terminus of the road into North Dakota, you fix the termi- 
nal limit now proposed. 

The only objection to this line is the suggestion of your office that it is 
questionable whether the tract actually litigated in the Phelps case, supra, 
would be included within the limits of the grant so fixed. On this point you 
say that, in view of the opinion of the court, you have resolved the doubt 
“to coincide with the opinion of the court, all parties to the suit having 
'The question seems to be merely whether the 
terminal line should pass north or south of the land involved in the Phelps 
ease. In view of the decision of the court, I approve your action in that 
matter. 

You suggest that lands within the indemnity limits be not withdrawn,‘ in 
view of the repeal contained in section 4 of the act of September 29, 1890, 
Said section repeals the provisions 
contained in certain grants (among them the one in question) requiring the 
Secretary of the Interior to reserve lands within the indemnity limits 
thereof. 

This suggestion is approved, and also the withdrawal as proposed. 

You state that the settlers within the grant and those claiming under them 
are “atthe mercy of the company,” and that ‘‘it would seem to be a case 
Should it appear, When all the facts are be- 
fore you. that such action is necessary you will please submit such sugges- 
tions in the premises as may seem proper, together with the facts bearing 


| upon the question. 


of 1865 the provisions of said act were extended to | 


the portion of the line authorized to be vacated by the joint resolution of | 
July 12, 1862, notwithstanding the vacation thereof, as though said joint reso- 
lution had not pas 

sv act of Congress approved March, 3, 1871 (16 Stats., 588), the St. Paul 


and Pacific Railroad Company was authorized to so alter its branch lines that 
a road from Crow Wing to St. Vincent and from St. 


instead of constructing 

Ci ito Lake Superior, it might in lieu thereof locate and construct a line 
from Crow Wing to Brainard and *‘from St. Cloud to a point of intersection 
with the line of the original grant at or near Otter Tail or Rush Lake, so as 


rm amore directroute to St. Vincent, with the same proportional grant 
of lands, to be taken in the same manner, along said altered lines as is pro- 
the present lines by existing laws.” 


tot 
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1 line of the road was located and constructed upon the route de- | 


Herewith is returned the diagram. 
Very respectfully. 
; JOHN W. NOBLE, Secrelary. 
The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1891. 

Sirs: Linclose herewith a diagram showing an extension of the limits of 
the grant for the St. Paul, Minneapolis and and Manitoba Railway Company, 
within your district, prepared in conformity with the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the matter of the case of said company 
against Ransom Phelps, decided December 22, 1890. 

You will withdraw from further entry or disposition all the vacant odd- 
numbered sections and parts of such sections within the 10 miles granted 
limits as shown upon said diagram. 

The 15 and 20 miles indemnity limits are also shown upon said diagram. 
but no withdrawal of lands within such limit will be orderedethese limits 
being merely for information to mark the limit within which indemnity may 
be selected. . 

You will please acknowledge the receipt of this diagram. 

Very respectfully, 
LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissione; 

REGISTER AND RECEIVER, 

Watertown, S. Dak. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D., U., February 4, 1891. 
Stirs: I inclose herewith a diagram showing an extension of the limits of 


| the grant for the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company 


fined act of 1857, Whereupon the St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Com- | 
pany, and afterwards its successor, the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitob: 
Railway Company, applied to the Department for the conveyance of the 
lands within the limits of the grant, situated in what was then the Territory 
of Dakota. This claim was rejected by the Department upon the ground 

that the grant was restricted to land within the State of Minnesota. There- | 
upon the Manitoba Company filed its bill in equity in the United States cir- 
cuit court for the district of Minnesota against one Ransom Phelps, who 
laimed title under the Northern Pacitic Railroad Company to a tract within 
he 6-mile !imits in the Territory of Dakota. Thecase finally reached the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, where a decision was rendered in favor of 
Manitoba Compal St. P., M.& M. Ry. Co. vs. Ransom Phelps, 137 U.S.., 
deci \ right of the company to the lands in place within 
t mile lit ( ts original grant in the Dakotas beyond controversy. 
The lar in que na art within the 10-mile limits of the grant made 
by of TROT 1 ine, andin part within the 10-mile limits made 
by the act of Maa iit ithe construction of the St. Vincent branch 

as located wader tt 

It has been held that ( March 8. 1871, above referred to, makes a 
new grant to the compar the aate of the passage of the act Minnesota 
wasa State. The precise ion as to Whether this grant extended beyond 


the State h 1 det 


the limits of 


rmined by the courts, but the Inte- | 


within your district, prepared in conformity with the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the matter of the case of said company against 
Ransom Phelps, decided December 22, 1890. 

You will withdraw from further entry or disposition all the vacant odd- 
numbered sections and parts of such sections within the 10 miles granted 
limits as shown upon said diagram. 

The 15 and 20 miles indemnity limits are also shown upon said diagram, 
but no withdrawal of lands within such limits will be ordered, these limits 





1892. 


being merely for information to mark the limit within which indemnity may 
be selected. 
You will please acknowledge the receipt of this diagram. 
Very respectfully, 
LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissio 
REGISTER AND RECIEVER, Fargo, N. Dak. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 13, 1391 

Sik: Lam in receipt of your letter of the 28th ultimo, forwarding for » 
approval a diagram showing an extension of the limits of the grant for the 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company (St. Vincent Exten 
sion) into the State of North Dakota, in conformity with the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the case of said company against Ransom Phelps. decided 
December 22, 1890. (137 U.S.,528.) You call attention to the fact that you 
have already withdrawn from entry the odd-numbered sections within the 
10-mile primary limits of the grant for the main line as extended into the 
Dakotas, which action was authorized by departmental letter of February 3 
1891,on the authority of said Phelps case. That letter also approved a dia 
gram showing the limits of said grant along the main line of the road as ex 
tended under the Phelps case. 

That case held that an old-numbered section lying within 6 miles of the 
main line of said road, though within the State of North Dakota, passed to 
the company under the grant. The St. Vincent Extension or branch line 
nevthell for in the original act of March 3, 1857 (11 Stat., 195), was author- 
ize’ to adopt its present location by the act of March 3, 1871 (16 Stat., 5588), 
which provided: 

* That the St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company may so alter its branch 
lines that, instead of constructing a road from Crow Wing to St. Vincent 
and from StsCloud to the waters of Lake Superior, it may locate and con 
struct in lieu thereof a line from Crow Wing to Brainerd, to intersect with 
the Northern Pacific Railroad, and from St. Cloud to a point of intersection 
with the line of the original grant at or near Otter Tail or Rush Lake, so as 
to form amoredirect route to St. Vincent, with the same proportional grant 
of lands, to be taken in the same manner along said altered lines as is pro- 
vided for the present lines by existing laws."" * * * 

The decision in the Phelps case seems applicable to the branch as well as 
the main line. 

The diagram is accordingly approved, and you are authorized to order a 
withdrawal within the primary limits of the branch line as shown thereon. 

The suggestions in said letter as to proposed negotiations with said com- 
pany, under Senate resolution of february 28, 1891, looking to an adjustment 
of the conflicting claims of said company and settlers within said limits, will 
be considered in another communication. 

Herewith is returned the diagram 

Very respectfully, 





GEO. CHANDLER, Aeling Secretary. 
The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 22, 1891. 


Sirs: Herewith I forward you a diagram showing an extension of the lim- 
its of the grant for the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Com- 
pany, St. Vincent Extension, into the State of North Dakota, in conformity 
with the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of 
said company against Ransom Phelps (137 U.S., 528), so far asthe same falls 
within your district. 

You will withdraw from further entry or disposition all the vacant odd- 
numbered sections and parts of such sections within the 10-mile granted 
limits, as shown upon said diagram. 

The 20-mile indemnity limits are also shown upon said diagram, but no 
withdrawal of lands within such limit will be ordered. 

They are shown upon the map merely for information, to mark the limit 
within which indemnity may be selected. 

You will please acknowledge the receipt of this diagram 

Very respectfully 
T. H. CARTER, Commissione) 
UE LGISTER AND RECEIVER 
Grand Forks, N. Dak. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 22, 1891 

Sires: Herewith I forward you a diagram showing an extension of the 
limits of the grant for the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Com 
pany, St. Vincent Extension, into the State of North Dakota, in conformity 
with the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of 
said company against Ransom Phelps (137 U.S.,528), so far as the same falls 
within your district. 

You will withdraw from further entry or disposition all the vacant odd 
numbered sections and parts of such sections within the 10-mile granted 
limits, as shown upon said diagram. 

T’he 20-mile indemnity limits are also shown upon said diagram, but no 
withdrawal of lands within such limit will be ordered. 

They are shown upon the map merely for information, to mark the limit 
within which indemnity may be selected. 

You will please acknowledge the receipt of this diagram 

Very respectfully, 
T. H. CARTER, Comunissione 

REGISTER AND RECEIVER, 

Fargo, N. Dak 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 23, 1892. 
Sink: Referring to your letter of April 12, 1892, in the matter of the negotia- 
tions with the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company for a 
release of its claim to certain lands within the limits of its grants as ex 
tended into the Dakotas, I have to advise you, in accordance with your sug 
gestion, that I have this day requested the opinion of the honorable Atto1 
ney-General upon the questions as to whether the grants for said company, 
made by the acts of March 3, 1865 (13 Stat., 526), and March 3, 1871 (16 Stat 
588), follow the construction given to the act of March 3, 1857 (11 Stat., 19 
by the United States Supreme Court, in the case of said company agai! 
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Phelps (137 U. S., 5218), or whether said grants are limited to the boundaries | 


of the State of Minnesota. 

Upon receipt of response thereto, the other matters referred to in your 
letter of the 12th instant will receive consideration. 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretar; 
Hon. J. N. DOLPH, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate. 

NovTE.—It would be well for you to write honorable Attorney-General re- 

questing early consideration. 


| 
| 
| 


‘itl 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, M 4, 18992. 


j 


sik: Ll herewith transmit copy of the response of the honorable Attorney* 











General upon the reference to that officer, in accordance with your request 
of the question as to whether the grant to the State of Minnesota, made by 
the acts of Conzress approved March 3, 1865 (13 Stat., 526), and March 3, 1871 
16 Stat., 588). follow the construction given to the act of March 3, 1857 (11 Stat 
195), by the Supreme Court inthe case of the St. Paul. Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company vs. Phelps (137 U. S., 528), or whether said grants 
ire limited to the boundaries of the State of Minnesota, in which he declines 
Lo give an opinion for the reason therein stated 

fam aware of no decision in the premises, except in directing the with 


drawal of lands within the State of North Dakota this De 
L. D.. 375 

rhe St. Vincent extension or branch line, provided for in the original act 
of March 3, 1857 (11 Stat., 195), was authorized to adopt its pre 


held (1% 











uti 
by act of March 3, 1871 (16 Stat., 588), which provided 

That the St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company may so alter its branch 
lines that, instead of constructing a road from Crow Wing to St. Vincent 
and from St.Cloud to the waters of Lake Superior, it may locate and con 
struct, in lieu thereof, a line from Crow Wing to Brainerd, to intersect with 
the Northern Pacific Railroad, and from St. Cloudto a point of inter tion 
with the line of the original grant at or near Otter Tail or Rush Lak 
to form a more direct route to St. Vincent, with the same propurti rant 


of lands to be taken in the same manner along said altered lin 
vided for the present lines by existing laws. 





“The decision in the Phelps case seems applicable to the Lranch as we 
the main line. 
The diagram is accordingly approved. andyou are authorized to ordera 


vithdrawal within the primary limits of the branch line, as shown thereon 

In your letter of April 12, 1892, referring to the proposition by the Mani 
toba Railway Company to release its claim, in favor of settlers, to lands 
within the limits of its grants as extended into the Dakotas, you ask ! 

Is not something more than a release of the claims of the company to these 
lands necessary? Should the company not be required to secure the release 
of all liens created by or derived through or under it (2) Should not the 
bill be also made more guarded to prevent the company from receiving in 
demnity for lands to which the Northern Pacific has a prior right by reason 
of a prior grant?’’ 

As to the first question, I would state that it might be advisable to require 
a more formal act than a mere relinquishment, and also to require of th 
company some evidence that it has not encumbered the land 

As to the second question, I would state that if the Northern Pacific Rail 
road Company has the prior right, a waiver of claim by the Manitoba Rail 
way Company will be of no effect. 

The proposition, as I remember it, only contemplates the relinquishment 
f such lands as were free from other claim or right at the date of the defi 
nite location of the Manitoba road, and upon which settlement has bee 
made at a subsequent date 

Very respectfully 





JOHN W. NOBLE 
Hon. J. N. DOLPH, 


United States Se 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washinglo ipril 28 

Sirk: Your communication of April 23, instant. asking an opinion as to the 
proper construction of certain railroad land grants made by Congress to the 
State of Minnesota, has received my consideration. 

I do not perceive that the questions presented relate to any matter tha 
calls for the action of the Department of the Interior. On the contrary) 
seems quite evident, from your letter, that those questions relate to a mat 
ter which is now before Congress, and that action with reference to it 
contemplated by Congress, and not by the Department of the Inte 

If I correctly understand your relation to the matter in question it seen 
quite clear that I can not pass upon the questions submitted without step 
ping outside of the limits which the law has thrown around me 

Section 356. Revised Statutes of the United States, provides that t 


head of any Executive Department may require the opinion of the Attor 
ney-General on any questions of law arising in the administration of ! 
Department 

Accordingly, when the head of a Department, at the request of a Senator 
asked the opinion of Attorney-General Brewster upon a certain Senate bill 


the Attorney-General declined to give an opinion on several grounds, one 
of which was that no question of law was presented that had arisen in the 








uiministration of the Department by whose head the opinion had been re 

quested. (17 Op., 357. See, also, 6 Op., 24; 18 Op., 77, 107: 19 Op., 7, 331, 695 
Furthermore. the questions propounded are judicial in character and 

must be decided by the courts, if decided at all. and, therefore, an pre 


m of opinion on them by me would have no more weight than the ¢ 


of any unofficial person. (19 Op., 56; 13 Op., 160.) 





But the lawintended that the opinions of the Attorney-General should 
have authority, and this object can only be accomplished by con ng them 
to questions strictly appertaining to executive administration. It is true 

law does not say what effect shall be given to the opinion of the Atto1 
ney-General, yet the general practice of the Government has been to follow 

and this for the reasons stated by Attorney-General Cushing (6 Op., 334 


t 


namely, that an officer going against it *‘ would be subjected to the imputa 
tion of disregarding the law as officially pronounced,” and that without 

the guidance of a single department of assumed special qualifications and 
official authority,”’ uniformity and stability in the application of the law 
would be hardly attainable 

I have the honor to be, sir. your obedient servant, 
CHARLES H. ALDRICH 
Acting Attorney-General! 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The committee think there is no doubt that as held by Assistant Secretary 
Chandler the words in the act of March 3, 1871, “‘ with the same proportional 
rrant of lands to be taken in the same manner along said altered linesa 
provided for the present lines by existing laws,’’ bring the grant under this 
ict within the rule laid down in the case of the Company vs. Phelps, above 

ted, and that the grant for the St. Vincent branch extends into the Dako 





tas. 

The Department held that the grants did not extend into the Dakotas and 
lisposed of the lands within the limits of the grant t Dia is under 
the general land laws, and have patented most of t The lands have 





n improved, and are worth from $30 to #40 per acre. I ‘amount 
sold can not be ascertained. The Department, as will be seen reference 
to the attached letter of the Secretary, estimate the amount at 29,067.50 ac1 





r the main line and 25,404.28 acresfor the St. Vincent extension 
54.472.78 acres. 
if some adjustment is not made with the company the United States wil 


be in equity bound to indemnify its grantees for the loss of their lands when 
they are evicted. The right of selection of other lands in lieu of those to be 


Fee 











released by the company under the provisions of the bill is a valuable one, 
but the lands to be released are valuable and your committee believe the ad- 
justment of the matter proposed by the bill herewith reported as a substitute 
should be made, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 30, 1892. 

Sir: I have the honor to herein make report under Senate resolution of 
February 28, 1891, being as follows: 

‘Whereas a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case 
wherein the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company was 
plaintiff, and Ransom Phelps was defendant, was, on the 22d day of Decem- 
ber, 1890, decided in favor of the plaintiff; and 

‘*Whereas under said decision it appears that said railway company is en- 
titled to large amouats of land in Richland County, N. Dak., and also along 
the line of definite location of the St. Vincent branch of said railway from 
Fargo to Pembina, in said State; and 

“Whereas a large part of such lands have already been patented by the 
United States to actual settlers under the land laws of the United States 
while the rigiits of other settlers under said land laws have been established, 
although not fully matured, said lands having been extensively improved 
and rendered valuable by such settlers and purchasers, and now represent- 
ing all the earthly possessions of hundreds of them: Therefore, 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to negotiate, subject to the approval of Congress, with the St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis and Manitoba Railway Company with a view to securing its consent 
to make selections of other public lands not mineralin character, in lieu of 
such of the lands to which it may be entitled by force of a decision of the 
Supreme Court rendered onthe 22d day of December, 1890, in the case wherein 
it Was plaintiff and Ransom Phelps defendant, as have heretofore been pat- 
ented by the United States, or to which any settler may have acquired rights 
under the land laws of the United States. 

“And the Secretary of the Interior is further directed toreport to Congress 
the progress orresult of such negotiations at a date not later than the 15th 
day of December, 1891.’’ 

Upon a reference of said resolution to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, with directions to report his views as to the best means of car- 
rying the same into effect, he made report, dated March 28, 1891, copy here- 
with marked Exhibit A. 

This report shows, inter alia, the amount of lands involved, and the condi- 
tion of the same 

Acting under said resolution, I addressed a letter, dated May 6, 1891, to W. 
P. Clough, vice-president of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Rail- 
way Company; copy herewith marked Exhibit B, and in answer received a 
letter, dated June 2, 1891, herewith marked Exhibit C, and also a letter dated 
June 6, 1891, herewith marked Exhibit D. 

At a later date, after a conference with a representative of the company, a 
bill was drafted by the company and filed, which is herewith marked Exhibit 
Ki 

The effect of this bill is to grant the company a valuable scrip right, which 
could be assigned and located by any one, which feature was deemed to be 
specially objectionable. ° Z 

After a further conference with the company’s representative, which oc- 
casioned a long delay, and is the cause of the lateness of this report, the 
accompanying bill, marked Exhibit F, was filed with a letter from W. P. 
Clough, dated March 26, 1892, which is also herewith, marked Exhibit G. 

In this connection I might add that, at the instance of Senator CASEY, the 
authorof the resolution, no response Was made last December for the reason 
that at that time the company had not signified what would be acceptable to 
it in exchange for the lands occupied and claimed by settlers within its limits 
as extended under the decision referred to, and it was desired that the report 
be withheld until a final proposition from the company was received. 

The bill now proposed is free from many of the objections attaching to the 
first bill, and is submitted without amendment, as it is the ultimatum by the 
company. In its present condition the bill discriminates against certain 
parties who have made entries within the limits in South Dakota. It is not 
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believed that this was intentional on the part of the company, but a mere | 


oversight in preparing the bill. : ; 7 p 

The extension of the limits under the grant for the main line of said road, 
or the line to Breckenridge, shows that twotracts, covered by pending entries 
Within the State of South Dakota, are embraced within the primary limits 
adjusted to said line, and as the proposed bill is restricted to lands within 
North Dakota, such changes should be made as to make available to these 





parties any relief that may be extended to those similarly situated within | 


the State of North Dakota. 
Numerous inquiries are received from interested parties, and the demands 
for an early settlement of the matter would seem to be most urgent. 


Very respectfully, bs : 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 
EXxHIbir A, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. U., March 28, 1891. 
Sirk: Lamin receipt, through reference for report, of Senate resolution of 
lebruary 28, 1891, as follows: 
Here follows copy of said resolution.) 
Following the decision referred to, this office, with your approval, 
ew from entry the odd-numbered ) L . 
mary limits upon the main lines of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Mani- 


) 


pr 
tova Railways, as ) i , , 
“ram showings » limits upon the St. Vincent Extension of said road, for 
your examination and approval before directing a withdrawal thereon. 

" Thave had the lands embraced within the limits upon both lines, as ex- 


























tended, examined in connection With the tract books of this office, with the 
following results? 
MAIN LINE. 
W he in nt embraced within the granted limits upon extension. 41, 243. 80 
Vacant and subiioct tO GTO. ccsocs <i ecedccisen ceccccscsseuct 12, 176, 30 
Embraced in entries or filings ee 
— 41, 243. 80 
ST. VINCENT EXTENSION, 
Whole amount embraced within the granted limits upon extension. 61, 168. 52 
Within conflict with Northern Pacific, whose grant is su- 
OTRO o.. don anna cts on :mondedds enuuiesdeiuhiaaneannineeee 14, 785. 22 
Vacant and subject to grant.__........- su isitininstcbilaihngs soe: a 
Entries made prior to June 22, 1874... 0... cccccccccceccencas 2, 760. 66 
Entries made prior to March 1, 1877... 2... .... ..--ceccceccce 2, 841. 21 
Entries made subsequent to March 1, 1877.................. 25, 405. 28 . 
— 61, 168. 52 
In the case of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company 


|} St. 





with- | 
ections shown to fall with the 10-mile | 


‘xtended intothe Dakotas, and herewith I forwarda dia- | 


August 5, 


against Chas. W. and James Greenalgh, decided by the United States Su- 
preme Court March 2, 1891, it Was held that— 

“The act of Congress of June 22, 1874 (18 Stat., ch. 424, p. 203), in its first 
section declares that it extends to the St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany the time for the completion of its roads to March 8, 1876, and no longer, 
upon thefollowing conditions: 

* That all rights of actual settlers and their grantees who have heretofore 
in good faith entered upon and actually resided on any of said lands prior 
to the passage of this act, or who otherwise have legal rights in any such 
lands, shall be saved and secured to such settlers or other such persons in 
allrespects the same asifsaid lands had never been granted to aid in the con- 
struction of the said lines of railroad. 

“In its second section it required the company, as a condition of acquiring 
any rights under the act, to sign a formal acceptance of its conditions, and 
file such acceptance in the Department of the Interior for record and preser- 
vation. It does not affirmatively appear that any such acceptance was ever 
signed; but as the company continued to assert and exercise ownership over 
the road and other property after the expiration of the time for completing 
the road to the same extent as previously, it will be considered, in the ab- 
sence of proof to the contrary, as having in fact accepted the conditions im- 
posed and relinquished all claim to the lands thus settled upon and occu- 
pied. 

‘It seems also that the State of Minnesota, on the Ist of Maich, 1877, en- 
acted that the railroad company should not, in any manner, directly, or in- 
directly acquire or become seized of any right, title, interest, claim, or de- 


| mand in or to any piece or parcel of land upon which any person or persons 


have in good faith settled and made or acquired valuable improvements 
thereon on or before the passage of the act. 

The road of the plaintiff under consideration here was not completed till 
November, 1878, and consequently the rights granted to the company were 
subject to forfeiture, or at least the company was subject to hostile proceed- 
ings. for breach of this condition attached by law to the grant. A mere 
vreach of condition does not of itself work a forfeiture of a grant; some 
other proceedings must be taken by the grantor to indicate his dissatisfac- 


| tion with the breach and his intention to exercise his rights to revoke the 


grant and take possession of the property in consequence thereof. While in 
this case lo specific action was taken by Congress to work a forfeiture of the 
grant, or by the State, yet the continued possession and use of the property 
by the company were, in fact, subject to the condition that the rights of set- 
tlers upon lands at the time should not be interfered with where such settle- 
ments had been made in good faith, as was the case in the present instance; 
and it would be in the highest degree inequitable to allow the company to 
have all the benefits of the extension of time to complete its road so as to 
avoid any forfeiture of its privileges and franchises without at the same 
time holding it to the conditions affecting the rights of settlers upon the 
lands of the company, in consideration of which the extension was made.”’ 

Under this decision it wouldappear that, upon the St. Vincent extension, 
all settlers’ claims initiated prior to March 1, 1877, are confirmed, or can be 
without the intervention of the company, and ifindemnity is allowable there- 
for, it must be taken within the limits of the grant, and to treat with the 
company as to such lands is unnecessary. 

The case referred to involved lands upon the St. Vincent extension, and the 
entire argument Was necessarily confined to said road, which was not com- 
pleted, as stated, until November, 1878. 

The main line was all built as early as 1872, but the act of June 22, 1874, re- 
lated to the St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company, and it may be that 
settlers upon the main line prior to that date are also protected without fur- 
ther action on the part of the company. 

If this be so, 225.80 acres, embraced in settlers’ claims upon the main lines, 
and included in the 29,067.50 acres reported in above classification as *‘em- 
braced in entries and filings,’ are already protected. 

Upon this I think there is a grave doubt, as the main line was entirely con- 
structed long prior to 1874. 

From the above it will be seen that for the protection of settlers it will be 
necessary to treat with the company upon the following basis: 

Acres. 
29, 067. 50 
. 25, 404. 28 


54, 472. 78 


Maine line. .. 
Vincent eo 
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[have thought it advisabl to present the matter in this shape, that it can 
be thoroughly considered, and that the basis for selection elsewhere (in the 
event of a compromise with the company) may be determined, and the whole 
matter adjusted with the least possible delay. 

I should suggest that the entire matter be presented to the company, and 
that negotiations be upon the basis of 54,472.78 acres, and in the event that 
the same shall be successful, that the company be required to file a valid re- 
linquishment to all lands within the extension referred to. on which any set- 
tlement rights under the land laws of the United States have attached. 

It may be that, upon proper reHnquishment and selection, indemnity may 
be obtainable under the act of June 22, 1874 (18 Stat., 194), as to all lands dis 
posed of subsequent to the definite location of the road and prior to March 
1, ik?7, but such indemnity must be taken from lands within the limits of the 
grant. 

As to the diagram, submitted herewith, I would recommend its approval, 
and that the same be returned with direction to withdraw the vacant odd- 
numbered sections within the primary limits upon the St. Vincent extension 
in North Dakota. 

The resolution is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 
W.M. STONE, Acting Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


EXHIBIT B. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, May €, 1891. 


Sir: In the case of St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company 
ve. Ransom Phelps, decided December 22, 1800 (1387 U. S., 528), the Supreme 
Court held that the grant for said company extended into the Territory of 
Dakota, now the States of North and South Dakota. Therefore the Depart- 
ment had held that said grant was confined to the State of Minnesota. 
nt to said decision of the court the Department, on February 3, 
dered a withdrawal of the odd-numbered sections within the primary 
limits of the grant for the main line as extended into the Dakotas, and on 
April 18, 1891, a withdrawal of like lands along the St. Vincent extension of 
the grant within the State of North Dakota. 

On February 28, 1891, the Senate of the United States passed the following 
resolution: 

(Here follows copy of resolution.) 

Pursuant to the spirit of this resolution, and in the hope that an under- 
standing an! agreement may be reached between the Government and the 
company whereby the actual settlers on these lands may be secured in their 
holdings. and believing that the company will be willing to lend its aid in 











1892. 


reaching a fair and equitable solution of the difficulties presented by the cir 
cumstances of the case, the Department hereby requests the company to in- 
dicate its views as to the proper basis upon which the negotiations may be 
carried on and the best method for bringing such negotiations to a speedy 
and satisfactory conclusion. 

It should be understood, of course, that any conclusion that may be reached 
as to indemnifying the company for any !oss of Jands it may have sustained 
must be subject to the anproval of the Congress. 

Very respectfully, 


W. P. CLOUGH, 
Vice-President St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company, St. Paul, Minn, 


JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 


EXHIBIT C. 
ST. PAUL, MINN., June 2, 1891. 
DEAR Sir: I beg toacknowledge receipt of your favor of 6th ultimo, which 
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arrived here during a long absence in the East. I have not yet been able to | 


gather all the data necessary for making as complete a reply to your favor 
as would be desirable, but expect to have the necessary information com- 
plete within a very few days. It will then give us great pleasure to com 
municate our views upon the subject. The company only wants what is just 
andright in thepremises. The grant will be several hundred thousand acres 
short when everything available shall have been secured. 

This deficiency is directly traceable to the action of the Department, per 
sisted in through many years, in refusing to recognize the right of the com- 
yany to make selections of land on the Dakota side of the Red River. Had 


imits been assigned on that side of the river at the proper time ample lands | 


would have been available in the various limits to satisfy the grant. As it 
has turned out, the company’s rights in Dakota have been withheld from it 
until settlement has taken away practically every acre of land on that side 
of the river which could be selected for indemnity purposes. It must be ap- 
parent, therefore, in view of all the circumstances, that fairness requires 
the most liberal regard by the Government for our rights in respect to such 
lands as the law now entitles us to. 

Respectfully yours, 

W. P. CLOUGH, Vice-President. 
Hon. JOHN W. NOBLE, 
Secretary of the Interior, Washington, D. C. 


EXHIBIT D. 
St. PAUL, MINN., June 6, 1891. 

DEAR Sire. Referring once more to the subject of your letter of May 6 last, 
I have the honor tofurther inform you that, after having carefully considered 
the samein the light of all the facts, the board of directors feel that the com- 
pany can not justly be asked to make any considerable sacrifice in connec- 
tion with the lands in question. It will be unnecessary to again refer to the 
losses which the company will have sustained through the misapprehension 
ofits rights by the Land Department of the Government when it shall have 
realized the full value of every acre of the grant left available for selection. 
That subject was sufficiently covered in the previous letter. 

The lands in question are situated in the counties of Richland, Cass, Traill, 
and Grand Forks, in the State of North Dakota. The inclosed newspaper 
clipping shows what lands will bring in this region, even at public auction; 
and the lands in question are undoubtedly more valuable, upon the average, 
than the school lands in the same counties, for the reason that a large pro- 
portion of the latter are not as well located nor of as good quality. It has 
not seemed to us probabie that Congress would consider the proposition of 
a money indemnification that would be anywhere nearly adequate. We have 
assumed that any arrangement for the relinguishment by this company of 
these lands would have to be done upon the principle of taking other lands 
in their stead. But we are not acquainted with any lands belonging to the 
Government and unappropriated at this time which are anywhere nearly of 
equal value to those we are asked to surrender. Certainly there are none, or 
at least no considerable body of any such, in either North Dakota or Minne- 
sota. 

The search for an equivalent amount in lands would necessarily extend 
throughout the body of the nonmineral lands of the United States, and then 
it is doubtful if an equal area of equally desirable lands could be found. 

I am authorized to say, however, that a proposition from Congress giving 
to the company the right to select from any of the nonmineral public: lands 
of the United States, not reserved for other uses, an aggregate quantity of 
lands equal to that to be surrendered by the company would be entertained 
by the latter and probably accepted. 

Yours, respectfully, 
W. P. CLOUGH, 
Second Vice-President St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba 
Railway Company. 
Hon. JOHN W. NOBLE, 
Secretary of the Interior, Washington, D. C. 


EXHIBIT E. 
Anact to permit the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railroad Com 
yany to select lands in lieu of those within the 10-mile limits of its grant, in 
North Dakota, on which setttements or improvements had been made by 
other parties prior to the confirmation of its title to such lands by the Su 
preme Court of the United States. : : 

Whereas under the rulings of the General Land Office the extension into 
Dakota Territory, now State of North Dakota, of the limits of the grants of 
land made by Congress to aid in the construction of the several lines of rail- 
road now owned by the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Com- 
pany was denied, and, under said rulings, nearly all the lands falling within 
the said grants, in said State, have been settled upon and improved by numer- 
ous persons, in good faith, with intent to acquire the same under the various 
laws of the United States relating to such matters, and many of the same 
have actually been patented to such settlers; and 

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United States has lately decided that 
the limits of the said grant do in lawand of right extend into said State: 

Now, therefore, for the purpose of relieving the said settlers upon and oc- 
cupants of the said granted lands from the hardship of being now deprived 
of the same, under the circumstances aforesaid. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the St. Paul, a and Mani- 
toba Raiiway Company, or its assigns, are hereby permitted to select inlieu 
of any lands forming parts of odd-numbered sections, situated in the State 
of North Dakota, within the 10-mile limits of the several grants of lands of 
the United States, heretofore made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
the lines of railway now owned by said railway company, on which, prior to 
January 1, A. D. 1891, any person had settled or made improvements, With in- 


said railway company a list of the several tracts upon which settlement or 


TELS 


tent to acquire title thereto, under any law of the United States, an equal 
quan ity of nonmineral lands of the United States, to which noadverse richt 
shall have attached at the timeof the making of such selection, lying within 
any State into or through which any line of railway owned by said railway 
company May run. 

SEc. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall, as soonas conveniently may 
be done, cause to be prepared and delivered to the said railway company a 
list of the said several tracts upon which settlement or improvement shall 
have been made, according to the smallest Government subdivisions, and 
shall also prepare for delivery to said railway company aseparate certificate 
for each of such tracts, stating the area thereof, and that the said company, 
or its lawful assignee, shall have the right to select an equal quantity of 
lands out of any nonmineral lands of the United States, to which no adverse 
right shall have attached at the time of making selection, lying within any 
of the States aforesaid. 

Within a reasonable time after the receipt by the said railway company of 
the said list it shall execute, under its corporate seal, and deliver to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, its deed of conveyance releasing to the United States 
all its claims upon the lands described in said list; whereupon allright, title, 
and interest of the said railway company to each of such tracts shall revert 
to the United States, and such tracts shall be disposed of under the laws 
thereof, in the same manner asif no right thereto had ever vested in the said 
railway company. 

Upon the receipt of such release of any of the said tract from the said rail 
way company, the Secretary of the Interior shall deliver to the said railway 
company a certificate, as aforesaid, for the selection, by itself or its assigns, 
of an equal quantity of other lands of the United States as aforesaid. 

SEc, 3. That the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company, 
or its assigns, may locate any such certificate upon any tract of land be- 
longing to the United States, of the character and situated as aforesaid. not 
exceeding in area the quantity specified in such certificate; and upon the 
filing at the local land office of the land district in which the lands desired 
to be located upon shall lie a notice by the locator of the intention to make 
such location, and the deposit at said office of such certificate, and the pay- 
ment of the fees prescribed by law in analogous cases, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause to be executed in due form of law, and delivered to the 
locator of such certificate, the patent of the United States, conveying to it 
or him the lancs upon which the said certificate shall have been so located 

In case the tract upon which any such certificate shall be located shall, at 
the time of location, be unsurveyed, the notice filed by the locator at the lo 
cal land office shall describe such tract in such manner as to designate the 
same With a reasonable degree of certainty; and within the period of three 
months after the lands including such tract have been surveyed, and the 
plats thereof filed in the local land office, a new notice of location shall be 
filed, describing such tract according to such survey; and in case such tract 
as originally located and described in the notice filed in the local land oftice 
shall not precisely conform with the lines of the official survey, the owner of 
such certificate shall be permitted to readjust the location to produce such 
conformity. 


EXHIbIT F. 


An act for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the State of North Da- 
kota, 


Whereas under the rulings of the General Land Office the extension int 
Dakota Territory, now State of North Dakota, of the limits of the grant 
land made by Congress to aid in the construction of the several lines of r: 
road now owned by the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Com 
pany was denied, and under said rulings nearly all the lands falling within 
the said grants, insaid State, have been settled upon and improved by 1 
merous persons, in good faith, with intent to acquire the same under the va 
‘lous laws of the United States relating to such matters, and many of th 

ame have actually been patented to such settlers; and 

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United States has lately decided that 
the limits of the said grant do in law and of right extend into said State 

Now, therefore, for the purpose of relieving the said settlers upon and o« 
cupants of the said granted lands from the hardship of being now deprived 
of the same, under the circumstances aforesaid, 

Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior shall. as 
soon as conveniently may be done, cause to be prepared and delivered to the 
improvement shall have been made, as stated in section Yof this act, accord 
ing to the smallest Government subdivisions. Within a reasonable time 


| after the receipt by the said railway company of the said list, it shall execute 





under its corporate seal, and deliver to the Secretary of the Interior, its deed 
of conveyance, releasing to the United States allits claims upon the lands 
described in said list; whereupon all right, title, and interest of the said 
railway company to each of such tracts shall revert to the United States 
and such tracts shall be treated, under the laws thereof, inthe same manner 
as if no rights thereto had ever vested in the said railway company. 

Src. 2. The said railway company is hereby permitted to select, in lieu of 
any lands forming parts of odd-numbered sections situated in the State of 
North Dakota, within the 10-mile limits of the several grants of lands of the 
United States heretofore made by Congress to aid in the construction of the 
lines of railway now owned by said railway company on which, prior to 
January 1, A. D. 1891, any person had settled or made improvements, with 
intent to acquire title thereto under any law of the United States, an equal 
quantity of nonmineral lands of the United States, to which no adverse 
right shall have attached at the time of the making of such selection, lying 
within any State into or through which the railway owned by said railway 
company runs: Provided, That the lands to be released by said company, 
and in lieu of which said company shall be entitled to select other lands of 
equal area, shall only include lands to which, at the date of the definite loca- 
tion of the lines of railroad in aid of which said land grants were made no 
paramount grant, sale, preémption, or homestead right had attached 

Sec. 3. Upon the filing by the said railway company, at the local land 
office of the land district in which any tract of land selected in pursuance of 
this act shall lie, a list describing the tract or tracts selected, and the pay- 
ment of the fees prescribed by law in analogous cases, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause to be executed, in due form of law, and delivered to the 


i 
A 
| said company, the patent of the United States, conveying to 1t the lands so 


selected. Incase the tract so selected shall at the time of selection be un- 
surveyed, the list filed by the company at the local land office shall describe 
such tract in such manner as to designate the same with a rersonable degree 
of certainty, and within the period of three months after the lands including 
such tract shall have been surveyed, and the plats thereof filed in the local 
land office, a new selection list shall be filed by said company describing such 
tract according to such survey; and in case such as originally selected and 
described in the lists filed in the local land office shall not precisely conform 
with the lines of the official survey, the said company shall be permitted to 
describe such tract anew, so as to produce such conformity 

SxEc. 4. This act shall take effect and bein force from and after the time of 
its acceptance by the said railway company. 


; 
; 
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EXHIBIT G. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 26, 1892. 

Complying with your request to more specifically state what the St. 
Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company would be willing to 
accept in lieu of the lands in the Red River Valley, State of South Da- 
kota, awarded to it by the recent decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, I have the honor to repeat what I have previously suggested 
in this connection, viz, that adequate indemnification in lands of equal area 
to those which the United States has permitted others to settle upon will be 
impossible, for the reason that the United States has no nonmineral lands 
anywhere now under its control of anything like equal value. The com- 
pany, however, is willing to make a good deal of sacrifice in order to secure 
an adjustment of the difficulty into whichnumerous deserving settlers have, 
unfortunately, been led without any fault on its part. In this viewit would 
entertain a proposition based upon the following principles, viz: 

1. The Secretary of the Interior shall, as soon as conveniently may be 
done, cause to be prepared and delivered to the railway company a list of 
the several tracts upon which settlement or <8 ore shall have been 
made according tothe smallest Governmentsubdivisions. Withinareason- 
able time after the receipt by the railway company of such list it will exe- 
cute, under its corporate seal, and deliver to the Secretary of the Interior 
its deed of conveyance, releasing to the United States all its claims upon the 
lands described in such list. 

2. The railway company shall be permitted to select, in lieu of any land 
forming parts of odd-numbered sections, in the State of North Dakota, within 
the 10-mile limits of the several grants of lands by the United States, here- 
tofore made by Congress to aid in the construction of the lines of@ailway 
now owned by the railway company, on which, prior to January 1, 1891, any 
person had settled, or made improvements, with intent to acquire title 
thereto under any law of the United States, an equal quantity of nonmin- 
eral lands of the United States, to which no adverse right shall have at- 


SiR 


tached at the time of the making of such selection, lying within any State | 


into or through which the railway owned by said railway company runs: 
Provided, That the lands to be released by the company, and in lieu of which 
the coment shall be entitled to select other lands of equal area, shall only 
include lands to which, at the time of the definite location of the railroad, 
no paramount grant, sale, preémption, or homestead right had attached. 

3 Upon the filing by the railway company, at the local land office of the 
land district in which any tract of land selectedin pursuance of the arrange- 
ment shall lie, a list describing the tract or tracts selected, and the payment 
of the fees prescribed by law in analogous cases, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall cause to be executed in due form of law, and to be delivered to the com- 
pany. the patent of the United States conveying to it the lands so selected. 

ncase the tract so selected shall, at the time of selection, be unsurveyed, 
the list filed by the company at the local land office shall describe such tractin 
such manner as to designate the same with areasonable degree of certainty; 
and within the period of three months after the lands, including such tracts, 
shall have been surveyed, and the plats thereof filed in the local land office, 
a new selection list shall be filed by the company, describing such tract ac- 
cording to such survey; and incase such tract as originally selected and de- 
scribed in the list filed in the local land office, shall not precisety conform 
with the lines of the official survey, the company shall be permitted to 
describe such tract anew so as to produce such conformity. 

4. jnfairness to the company the act of Congress covering the arrange- 
ment should contain such provisions as will make the rights of the company 
arising to it under the arrangement readily assignable before as well asafter 
the time of making the selections. 

Very respectfully, 
W. P. CLOUGH, 
For St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company. 
Hon. JOHN W. NOBLE, 
Secreta y oF 


the I 


terior. 
ST. JOSEPH’S CHURCH, MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the Senate bill 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, Imustask for the regular order. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Let this bill be read and 
then see whether you will insist on the regular order. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam not objecting to the gentleman’s bill at 
all, but—>- 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 

Mr. MARTIN. Very well. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Bishop J. J. Kain, trustee of St. Joseph’s Catholic 
Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va., out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of #2,880, the same to be in full of rent and 
damages for the use and occupation of said church by the Army of the United 
States during the war of rebellion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
this time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
\WtLSON] asks unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. DUNGAN. I object. 


Then let the bill be read. 


Mr. Speaker, how does that bill come in at 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
[Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]demands the regular order. Theregular 
order is the consideration of a number of private pension bills 
on which the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 
the attention of the House to one matter in connection with these 
bills. If there be here who have knowledge as to when 
the adjournment is likely to come, and if it is to come very soon, 
there are some Senate bills, which, if passed, are liable not to 
reach the President, and, therefore, not to be signed in time. I 
ask the gentlemen who have charge of such bills to take the re- 
sponsibility of asking that they be passed over, if they have any 
fear of that kind. Otherwise the regular order of consideration 
of the bills will be and upon the Calendar. 


re 
whose 


as t] 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 





| hopes the gentleman will not withdraw his motion. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 9433) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Mercer Slaughter. 


The SPEAKER. This bill comes over with the previous ques- 

tion ordered upon it and upon the amendments. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Miss Ann Mercer Slaughter, a 
daughter of Capt. Philip Slaughter, an officer in the Revolutionary war, upon 
the pension roll at $30 per month; the said Miss Ann Mercer Slaughter being 
blind, helpless, and dependent, and over 82 years of age. 

Amend the title soas to read: ‘‘Granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Mercer 
Slaughter.” 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 


RECESS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. [ask unanimous consent that immediately 
after the conclusion of the proceedings upon the pension bills 
upon which the previous question has been ordered the House 
take a recess until 7 o'clock p.m. I make this request at the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], the 
chairman of the Committe: on Appropriations, and in the belief 
that it will expedite adjournment. 

The SPEAKER. There areagreat many of these bills. 
Chair does not know how long they will take. 


The 
There are one 


hundred and seven of them. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Mr. Speaker, if those bills occupy the 
whole of the time until 7 o’clock, of course the session will go on 
in the regular way. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] that after these bills are 
disposed of the House take a recess until 7 o'clock. 

Mr. MALLORY. I object. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
take a recess until 7 o'clock this evening. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, does that cut off the consid- 
eration of this bill? If it does I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw the motion. [Great confusion in the Hall.] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The Chair 
The Senate 
can not consider these bills at this session. It is utterly impos- 
sible. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
Kentucky? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. My motion is that the House take a 
recess until 7 o'clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that 
the House take a recess until 7 o'clock this evening. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
84, noes 47. 

Mr. MARTIN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, pending the 
announcement of the vote on the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, I ask unanimous consent that the resolution offered 
by myself to-day, providing for the payment of the August sala- 
ries to the session employés of the House, be considered and 
treated as a joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order will 
be made. 

The announcement of the vote on the motion of Mr. Mont- 
GOMERY was then made; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 9 min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess until 7 o’clock. 


What is the motion of the gentleman from 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House, at 7 o'clock p. m., re- 
sumed its session. 
TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS, SOUTH 
Mr. JOLLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pass 
a Senate bill (S. 3126) to regulate the times for holding the 
terms of the United States courts in the State of South Dakota. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


DAKOTA, 


Be it enacted, etc.. That hereafter the terms of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States in and for the State of South Dakota shall be as 
follows: At Sioux Falls on the first Tuesday in April and the third Tuesday 
in October; at Pierreon the first Tuesday in March and October; at Dead- 
wood on the first Tuesday in February and September. 

Sec. 2. The provision of statute now existing for the holding of saidcourts 
on any day contrary to the provisions of this act is hereby repealed, and all 
suits, prosecutions, process, recognizances, bail bonds, and other things 
pending in or returnable to said court on the days now fixed by law are 
hereby transferred to and shall be made returnable to and have force in the 











oyter-se ry 


1892. 


said respective terms iu this act provided in the same manner and with the 
same effect as they would have had had said existing statute not been passed 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suppose this isa loca 
to the local interests? 

Mr. JOLLEY. Yes, sir: and unanimously reportea by the 
Judiciary Committee. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered ordered toa 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOLLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table 

EFFECT OF PRESENT IMPORT DUTIES ON AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. FORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the ITouse of Representatives, That there be printed for the use of 

e House 25,000 copies of the report of the Committee on Agriculture under 
the resolution instructing the said committee to investigate and report to 
the House of Representatives the effect upon agriculture of the present law 
for thecollection of revenues under the system of duties imposed upon im 
ports, and a like number of copies of the views of the minority thereon 

Mr. DOCKERY This provides for distribution. among the 
merabers equally through the document room? 

Mr. EC ee AN. It provides that this printing shall be done 
for the use of the House. 

The SPE AKER i. The Chair will state that it is only a resolu- 
tion for the House to print the majority and minority reports of 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

The resolution was adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H.R. 9657) to provide for lowering the height of a 
bridge proposed to be constructed across the Ohio River between 
Cincinnati, Ohio, and Covington, Ky., by the Cincinnati and 
Covington Rapid Transit Bridge Company; and 

A bill | = R. 9710) to aid in carrying out the act of Congress 
approved Apr il 25, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for celebrat- 
ing the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of America 
by Christopher Columbus, by holding an international e *xposition 
of arts, , industric s, manufactures, and products of the soil, mine, 
and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois,” and ap- 
nroprik ating money therefor. 

it also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, joint resolution (H. Res. 161) providing for the payment 
of the salari ies of officers and e mployé s of Congress for the month 
of August, 1892. 

[It also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 1,000 copies of the report of the results of the survey made pur- 
suant to the act approved March 2, 1891, **to enable the President to cause 
careful soundings to be made between San Francisco, Cal., and Honolulu, 
in the Kingdom of the Hawaiian Islands, for the purpose of determining the 
praticability of laying a telegraph cable between these points, 300 copies to be 
for the use of the Senate, 400 for the House, and 300 for the Navy Department, 
the cost of the same to be paid from the unexpended balance of the money 
appropriated for the survey. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

VAN Horn, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to print remarks in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

To Mr. SHIVELY, on the sundry civil appropriation bill; 

To Mr. DOLLIVER, on the World’s Fair; 

To Mr. DAVIS, onthe subtreasury subject and the bill reported 
adversely by the Ways and Means Committee; and 

To Mr. CAMINETTI, on the tariff. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE 

On motion of Mr. McMILLIN, the Committee on Ways and 
Means was discharged from the further consideration of memo- 
rials numbered as follows. which were referred as indicated, 
namely: 

Nos. 165, 249, 281, 318, 341, 355, and 363, relating to silk cul- 
ture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Nos. 128, 143, 260, 282, 284, 302, 342, and 350, relating to dealings 
in options, and to the adulteration of food and drugs—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Nos. 356, 357, and 3d, relating to the establishment of branch 
homes for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

No. 48, in relation to drawback on gi 
on Claims, 


| bill and satisfactory 


ain bags—to the Committee 


| 
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Nos. 303 and 316, with reference to the free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-ltoads. 
No. 286, in relation to proof on tree claims in the same manne 


as homestead claims—to the Committee on the Public Lands 


WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 
Mr. REILLY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con 
sideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





Joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending an invitation to the K ‘ Q 
of Spain and the descendants of Columbus to participate in the Wor 
lum Exposition 
ved by the Senate and House of Repres ttives of the 1 is 
in Congress assembled, That the President of the United State 
and he hereby is, authorized and requested toey LtoH I tv Alfonso 
XIU, to Her Majesty the Queen Regent of Spain, and to Cr bal ¢ 
La Cerda, the Duce of Veragua; second, The Marquis Bar 
‘other; and third, Don Cristob de Larreateg Agu 
wives and children, if any, the living descenda of Chris ) ( 
invitation to attend the openil ‘ ionie¢ W i 
Exposition as the cuests of the Government and people the | 
and i it under his direction the Secretary of State shall make s 


rangements for their reception and entertainment 


3 b ‘ine no ol 


eration of the joint resolution: which was ordered to a th rd 
reading, read the third time, and passed 

On motion of Mr. REILLY.a motion to reconsider the last 
ite was laid on the table. 


yjection, the House proceeded to the consid 


ve 
HEIRS OF DAVIS B. AND EMMA W. BONFOEY. 

LONG. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 

eration of the bill (S. 238) for the relief of the heirsof Davis B 


? 
Bonfoey and Emma W. Bonfoey. 





‘I bill was read, as follows: 

/ a » Secretary of the Tre iT f ted Stat 

and he i ‘ized and directed to pay to Ge Bonfo 
Clarence P ey Beverly H. Bonfoey, and Edwin B n child) 
and sole heirs of Davi s B. and Emma W. Bonfoey, deceased, or their legal 
rep esentatives, the sum of $15,000, being the amount of money belonging to 
their mother. Emma W. Bonfoey, which was taken by officers of the Govern 





ment and paid into the Treasury upon the supposition that it or Lto 





the United States, as a part of the money collected by t id Db: B 
Bonfoey as collector of internal revenue of the h dis the State 
Texa And the said sum is hereby appropriated out of ey he 
reas iry not otherwise appropriated for said purpose 8 pa ul 
received in full discharge and satisfaction of all vim s 
wainst the United States 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present conside 


tion of this bill? 

Mr. BYNUM and others. Let us hear the report. 

Mr. LONG. The report is rather long, and if a statement by 
me will be sufficient it may save time. 

Mr. BYNUM. That will be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The report is quite lengthy, and in the a 
sence of objection the gentleman from Texas |[Mr. LONG] wi 
be permitted to make ‘an explanation. , 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, Davis B. Bonfoey, whose heirs a) 


the beneficiaries in this bill, was collector of internal reven 
in the State of Texas, and as such had collected something ove) 
$100,000. In consequence of a difficulty with one of his dey 
ties he was imprisoned: and during hisimprisonment this money 
was taken possession of by a squad of soldiers, against the pro 


test of the legal custodian of the funds, and also of Bonfo y's 
sureties. With the money belonging to the Government was 
about $13,000 belonging to Mrs. Bonfoey, which amount this bill! 
proposes to repay to the heirs. The matter has been ii ti 
vated from time to time and favorably reported upon in 
House. It has also recently passed the Senate. 

Mr. BOATNER. Do you mean that those soldiers in takin 
this money took $13,000 of the money of this man’s wife 

Mr. LONG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUNN. Yes; her money was taken along with that of 
the Government: and besides that, the lady herself was m 
dered by the guard sent to protect her. 

Mr. BYNUM. Did the Government getits money, outside of 
the amount which belonged to this lady? 

Mr. BUNN. The soldiers stol the whole business Hot o7 
the Government money, but the money of this lady. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then the Government did not get any o 
money? 

Mr. BUNN. Very little of it; but sui as instituted against 
the sureties, and the money recoveret 

Mr. BYNUM. Whv should the Government make good th 
money of this lady which was stolen, if the Governme i ot 

et isows money: 

Mr. SUNN. Bec: so off $ or Tl 10 men were in 
charge of this money. 

Mr. BYNUM. But the Government is not liable for 
of its officers. 

Mr. BUNN. The lossof the Government has been cov L by 


: 
the sureties, 
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Mr. BYNUM. 
lady ? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Yes, the Government got $136,000, 
$13,000 of which belonged to this lady. 

Mr. BYNUM. I understood the money was stolen by the sol- 
diers ? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Oh, no; it was all taken by the 
commander in charge there. The commander sent some sol- 
diers to guard this lady’s house during the absence of her hus- 
band and they murdered her. Then the Government took 
charge of the money which was taken down to camp, and the 
soldiers gambled away about half of it. 

Mr. BYNUM. But did the Government get the money of this 
woman? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 
money. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
ment? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. This was in 1866. The officer in 
command there was telegraphed to take charge of this money; 
and he did so. 
all the money. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
tary of the Treasury? 

Mr.LONG. Under orders from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. BUNN. Under orders of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
take charge of it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ulinois. 
before the House. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LONG, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

SALARIES OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the 
resolution (H. Res. 161) with a Senate amendment. It relates to 
the employés of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 161) providing for the payment of salaries of offi- 
cers and employés of Congress for the month of August, 1892. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


But did the Government get the money of this 


her 


The Government officer got 


Was this a financial officer of the Govern- 


This is as just a claim as ever came 


On line 8 strike out all after the word ‘provided ”’ to the end of the resolu- 
tion, and insert: 

‘That the session employés now on the rolls of the Senate and House of 
Representatives be paid their respective salaries up to and including the 
31st day of August, and a sum sufficient therefor is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, this is simply anembodi- 
ment of the resolution offered by the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey |[Mr. BUCHANAN] to-day. It has been put on my resolution 
as an amendment. I move to concur in the amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I want to call the attention of my colleague 
to the fact that it embraces the employés of the Senate as well, 
who, as is well known, are already letter paid than the employés 
of the House would be after they receive this. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Only the session employ¢6s—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the same language applies to them as 
to the others. They are better paid than ours would be after 
they get this money. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I do not know that that cuts any ma- 


terial figure in this case, as to whether they are better paid than | teers and ‘as such served from January 6, 1847, to July 31, 1848, in the war 


ours or not. Itis known here that every employé here who rents 
a room has to rent that room by the month. 


to pay their board bythe month. We have kept them until the 


5th of August, and if we adjourn, simply giving them five or six | 


days’ pay, it is easy tosee in what condition they will stand finan- 
cially. I do not think the Government will be greatly hurt by 
our adopting the resolution. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman if that 
includes the extra force employed in the folding room? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I am unable to say. The resolution 
was'made to cover the employés of the House, the regular an- 
nual employés and the session employés. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. WASHINGTON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

DAVID P. CORDRAY. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. 
consideration of the bill which [ send to the Clerk's desk, it be- 
ing the bill (H. R. 6194) to commission David P. Cordray as sec- 
ond lieutenant, to date from June 12, 1892. 


Most of them have | 
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It was the ofticer of the Government that took 


Was thisdone under orders from the Secre- | 


Aveust 5, 


The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill to commission David P. Cordray as second lieutenant, to date from 
June 12, 1892. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and hereby is, authorized to issue 
a commission as second lieutenant to David P. Cordray, in the infantry, of 
the date of June 12, 1892, in lieu of the one issued to him August 29, 1891, upon 
the return by the said David P. Cordray of his commission of the latter 
date to the President: Provided, That no additional pay shall be taken by 
said Lieut. Cordray by virtue of the passage of this act. 


The committee recommended that the bill be amended by 


| striking out the word ‘‘ two,” in line 6, and inserting the word 


**one.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to ask why it is proposed to be dated back a year? 

Mr. HULL. it is simply a mistake of the printer. He grad- 
uated in 1891, and stood among the first in his classes, except in 
Spanish, a language that is only studied for six months. This 
is simply to let him rank with his class. No extra pay or emol- 
uments of any kind are involved. It simply gives him what he 
has earned. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill. 

‘There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9710) to aid in carrying out the act of Congress 
approved April 25, 1890, entitled *‘An act to provide for cele- 
brating the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus, by holding an international 
exposition of arts, industries, manufactures, and productsof the 
soil, mine, and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Ili- 
nois,” and appropriating money therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 6108) to pension Mrs. Caroline A. Smith, widow 
of Philander Smith, of West Lisbury, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 6633) to restore to the pension rolls the name of 
Minnie Hull; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 161) providing for the payment of the 
salaries of officers and employés of Congress for the month of 
August, 1892; 

A bill (H. R. 9657) to provide for lowering the height of a 
bridge proposed to be constructed across the Ohio River between 
Cincinnati, Ohio, and Covington, Ky., by the Cincinnati and 
Covington Rapid Transit Bridge Company; 

A. J. COPENHAVER. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1795) to increase the 
pension of A. J. Copenhaver, late a soldier in the Mexican war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States 


the name of A. J. Copenhaver, of Winchester, Frederick County, Va., late a 


| private in the First Regiment of Virginia in the Mexican war, at the rate of 


#30 per month, according to tne rules and regulations governing pensions, 
which shall be in lieu of the pension which the said A. J. Copenhaver is now 
drawing. 

The report (by Mr. WILSON of Missouri) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1795) 
granting an increase of pension to A. J. Copenhaver, have considered the 
same and report: , 

Andrew J. Copenhaver was a private of Company kK, First Virginia Volun- 


with Mexico. He is now drawing a pension at $8 per month allowed him 
under the Mexican war service-pension act of January 29, 1887. 

A petition,signed and sworn to bya large number of the claimant's friends 
and neighbors,shows that he is almost totally blind, incapacitated for work, 
and that his financial and pecuniary condition is so reduced that he is almost 
entirely dependent. He is now about 64 years old. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word “fifty,’’ in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘thirty;’’ also 


| by filing in the blank spaces in the bill so as to show that the claimant 


served as a private in the First Regiment of Virginia, and thatasso amended 
the bill do pass, 
The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


time, and passed. 


Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 
| 


On motion of Mr. OFERRALL, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
WILLIAM J. LARKIN. 


Mr. CROSBY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 





1892. 


present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3883) for the relief of the 
Rev. William J. Larkin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to reinstate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, toappoint 
the Rev. William J. Larkin, late chaplain in the Army of the United States, 
to such position as chaplain, and to place him on the retired list of the 
Army as of that grade; and all laws and parts of laws in any manner in 
conflict herewith are hereby suspended for this purpose only. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to hear a statement about this bill. If I am correctly advised, a 
minority report was made in this case by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BELKNAP]. I would like to hear from the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts a statement of the case. 

Mr. CROSBY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is to put the Rev. W. J. 
Larkin upon the retired list. He entered the Army in 1888 and 
served faithfully until 1891, when, by reason of the change of 
climate his health failed and he was sent before a retiring board 
and resigned. His record is an enviable one, and I may say that 
this bill has the approval! of the Secretary of War, Mr. Elkins. 
whose letter is annexed to the report, and for the information of 
the Houss I should like to have that letter read, if there be no 
objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 6, 1892. 

DEAR SiR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 16th instant requesting my views with respect to the bill H. R. 3883 ** For 
the relief of Rev. William J. Larkin,’’ and to submit the following: 

Mr. Larkin was appointed a chaplain in the Army in December, 1888. In 
December, 1890, on his own application, he was ordered to appear for exami- 
nation by a retiring board, and the board found him “incapacitated for 
active service by reason of cardiac dilation and fatty degeneration,” and that 
the cause of said disability was not incident to the service, 

The board further declared that the incapacity was permanent, but being 
unable to fix the exact time when the disability originated. stated that ‘in 
its judgment it originated prior to Chaplain Larkin’s entry into the service, 
and at least as far back as early in the year 1887.’’ Upon this finding Mr. 
Larkin was wholly retired from the military service February 9, 1891. 

After careful study of the record and circumstances of the case, and with 
two briefs before me prepared by two different officers in this Department 
without conference (both of which are herewith inclosed), I am of the opin- 
ion that had all the facts been fully laid before this Department when the 
proceedings of the board were first under advisement, they would have sug- 
gested strong grounds for leniency. The only evidence before the board 
was the professional opinion of the medical officers who examined Mr. Lar- 
kin, which, however sound and fair it was, did not enable the board to fix 
the exact time of origin of Mr. Larkin’s disability. 

Admitting that he was infirm at the time of his examination before the 
board, the fact should be borne in mind that the laws governing appoint- 
ments of chaplains prescribe no restrictions as to age or physical condition, 
and in that respect may be regarded as exceptional. One of the two med- 
ical officers who testified, and upon whose opinions the board based its find- 
ings, clearly admitted that Mr. Larkin’s tendency to heart troubles would 
have been aggravated in an altitude as high as that of Fort Lewis, Colo. 

It doubtless happens at times that candidates for appointment to the 
Army may not be wholly sound physically, and yet sound enough to be ad- 
mitted to the service. And further, a candidate who has certain tendencies 
only may subsequently develop an infirmity in the line ofduty. It is not to 
be expected of course that infirmities will generally develop within a period 
of two years’ service, but the fact that itis possible would seem to involve 
the case of Mr. Larkin in doubt. which in view of the fact that his own state- 
ments were unrefuied, ought at least to be construed in his favor. 

In whatever view may be taken of the case there would seem to be some 
doubt, to which the candidate, Mr. Larkin, should be entitled, especially as 
the official reports of the Inspector-General showed that Chaplain Larkin 
was in good standing and well spoken of by his commanding officer, and his 
professional ability officially rated as ‘‘excellent.” 

Very respectfully, 
S. B. ELKINS, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. JOHN C. CROSBY, | 
House of Representatives. 


[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


RETENTION OF EMPLOYES IN FOLDING ROOM. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report, and | 


ask for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and hereby is, authorized | 


and directed to continue on his rolls fifteen folders, now provided for under 
House resolution of March 16, 1892, until the Ist day of November, 1892, and 
that the salaries of the same be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of the 


sideration and beg ieave to make the following report: 

That under the terms of the resolution of March 16, 1892, the employment 
of these fifteen folders ceases at the expiration of one month after the ad- 
journment of Congress. During the Fiftieth and Fifty-first Congresses men 
were employed under similar resolutions, and by the reason of the fact that 
both of those Congresses remained in session until October, the men were 
employed until November. It is now proposed to continue the present force 
for a like time, and your committee see no reason why this should not be 
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Is there objection to the request of the gen- | 


In view the facts set forth your committee therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the resolution. 

Mr. RUSK. Ilask that the letter of the Doorkeeper be read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATI 
Washington, D. U'., Auquat 2. 

MY DEAR SiR: I have the honor to transmit letter of Mr. J. Martin McKay, 
foreman of the folding room, relative to the condition of the work in his de- 
partment. 

I beg to urge on your committee the necessity of continuing for a short 
time the session folders authorized by the House on March 16. I believe with 
this aid the department can doits work efficiently. 

Iam, sir, With great respect, yours to command, 
CHAS. H. TURNER 
Doorkeeper House of Representatives. 


1so2 


Hon. H. W. Rusk, 


Chairman Committee on Accounts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., Angust 2, 1992. 
_ DEAR Sir: Inclosed please find statement as to the condition of the work 
in the folding room as requested. 

During the present session we have received the following amounts of 
books, maps, pamphlets, and speeches: Books, 220,000; pamphlets, 79,000; 
maps, 8,000; speeches (about) 5,000,000. 

We expect to receive about 500,000 speeches during the present sessik 
shortly after adjournment. 

Most of the force in folding room have been employed (and are now em- 
ployed) in folding speeches since February. Speeches have the preference 
‘fall other folding. Our regniar work (books, etc.) has fallen behind con- 
siderable, and it is impossible with our present regular force to fold the 
documents during the recess when you take into consideration that we will 
receive before the convening of next session over 400,000 books that should be 
ready for distribution and placed to the account of members before the con- 
vening of next session. 

The following books will be delivered to this department, with pn 
others, during the recess: 

300,000 Agricultural Reports, 1891 (26,000 received up to date). 

36,000 parts CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. first session Fifty-second Congress. 

24,000 parts International American Conference. 

35,000 Diseases of the Horse. ; 

The above and thousands of other documents will be received by 1 

Our regular force is about twenty-six men, who are employed 
lows: : ; 

Two on wagon, four in mailing room, one assistant foreman, one watch- 
man, two to store books at ‘‘annex” folding room, two to receive bo« ut 
Capitol, and one clerk in mailing room, making inall thirteen, which leaves 
about thirteen men actually employed in folding 

It would take all of these thirteen men to fold all of the documen 
have accumulated while they were folding speeches during the ses-i 
Congress. We have on hand about 200,000 unfolded books and 90,000 pamph- 
lets at the present date. We have about 150.000 speeches on hand which we 
are working offat the rate of 35,000 per day; they are being delivered to us at 
the rate of 25,000 per day. I know of 300,000 speeches yet to be delivered to 
us. 


mm, or 


any 


a. 


Ss 


1 
is fol- 


+ that 


n of 
s 


[ am, very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
J. MARTIN MCKAY 
Foreman Folding Room 
Hon. C. H. TURNER, 
Doorkeeper House af Representatives. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman desires fur- 
ther information, I ask for a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I would like to know how much 
this will increase the expenditures? 

Mr. RUSK. Sixteen hundred and eighty dollars will cover 
the entire increase for the pay of these fifteen men. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. As I understand, a similar thing 
was done in the last two Congresses. 

Mr. RUSK. The time of these men will extend to the Ist of 
November. The Congresses of two years and four years ago sat 
until October, so that the time will be the same. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6194) to commission David P. Cordray as second 
lieutenant to date from June 12, 1892; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 106) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the World’s Columbian Exposition to bring to this country for- 
eign laborers for the purpose of preparing for and making their 
exhibits; 

A bill (S. 3126) to regulate the times for holding the terms of 
the United States courts in the State of South Dakota; 

A bill (S. 238) for the relief of the heirs of Davis Bb. Bonfoey 


| and Emma W. Bonfoey: 
House, submitted by Mr. JONES of Virginia, have had the same under con- | 


done, since it involves no greater expense than the same work in the past 


two Congresses. 
Your committee find from the statement of the Doorkeeper and the fore- 


man of the folding room that such an extension of time is necessary to | ies, comprising the necessary text, tables and charts, be printed « 


make the office efficient. 


» 


Joint resolution (S. R. 42) extending an invitation to the 
King and Queen of Spain and the descendants of Columbus to 
participate in the World’s Columbian Exposition; 


CLIMATIC FF TWO 


Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate 


EATURES OF THE DAKOTAS. 


That 5,0 cop 
f the paper 
a presenta- 


ring 


(the Ilouse of Representatives conc 


being 


entitled *‘Certain climatic features of the two Dakotas 








f 
oa 








711s 





tion ote special information collected by the Weather Bureau for a long series 
of ye: as to temperature, rainfall, winds, barometric pressure, evapora- 
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tio1 ae atmospheric disturbances which are believed to have marked infin- | 


ence upon agricultural interests of the said States; that 1,000 copies be for 
the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
~,000 copies to be distributed by the Weather Bureau. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents two other reports 
that are privileged. The Clerk will report the next resolution. 
BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lesolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 copies of the Bulletin of the Bureau of American Republics 
submitted to Congress by the President in connection with the first annua 
report of that Bureau; of Which number 1,000 shall be for the use of the mem- 
bers of the Senate, 2,000for the use of the members and delegates of the House 
of Representatives, and 2,000 for distribution under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of State, and said bulletins not to exceed six volumes. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE INVESTIGATION 
OF THE PENSION OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER. The Cler! k will report the next resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 6,000 copies of the reports of the majority and minority of 
the Special Committee on the Investigation of the Pension Office, together 
With the testimony, be ordered printed for the use of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. How many is that? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is that six hundred or six thou- 
sand? 

The SPEAKER. Six hundred. 

‘The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McK AIG, a motion to reconsider the several 
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third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
HENRY COZAD. 
‘The next business on the Calendar was an act (S. 3296) for the 
relief of Henry Cozad. 
The bill was read. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, [ would inquire how that bill 


| comes up here. 


The SPEAKER. This isone of a series of bills reported from 
the Committee of the Whole and with the previous question or- 
dered upon their passage. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading: and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM RUSSELL. 

The next business on the Calendar was a bill (H. R. 3122) to 
pension William Russell for services in Oregon Indian wars, te 
ported from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. HOLLOWAY. 
The next business on the Calendar was a bill (H. R. 9437) for 


| the removal of the charge of desertion against William H. Hol- 


votes by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the | 


table. 
THOMAS F. SHELDON. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to put 
on its passage the bill (H. R. 4496) to place upon the pension 
rolls of the United States the name of Thomas F. Sheldon, late 
captain of Company A, One hundred and twenty-fifth New York 
Infa utry. 

The bill was read, as follow: 


‘ 


+: it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut! horiz sod and directed to place upon the pension rolls of the United States, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of law, the name of Thomas F. 
Sheldon, late captain Company A, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment 
New York Infantry. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The House willplease beinorder. The reg- 
ular order is the consideration of a number of pension bills. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is the regular order. The previous 
question has been ordered on that bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But that is not the first one. All these 
bills must come up in their regular order. 

the SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 

ular order is the consideration of a number of private pension 
bills upon which the previous question has been ordered which 
were reported from previous Friday night sessions, and the 
Clerk will report the first bill. 

MISS ANN MERCER SLAUGHTER. 

The bill (H. R. 9433) granting a pension to Miss Ann Mercer 
Slaughter was read, the amendments agreed to, the bill as 
amended ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended to conform to the bill. 

MARGARET HYATT. 

The next business on the Calendar — the bill (H.R. 4875) 
granting a pension to Margaret Hyatt, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with an ams canes. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, when the previous question 
has been ordered unon the passage of a bill, does the rule still 
require that the bill shall be read in full? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker,I would like to hear the report 
that case read. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
this bill, and the reading of the report is in the nature of debate. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered, 

and there is an agreement that there may be fifteen minutes’ de- 
bate on each side. The Chair recognizes the demand of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota for the reading of the report as in 
the nature of debate. The Clerk will read the report. 


5 


The report was read in full. 

The amendment r-commended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


loway, reported from the Committee of the Whole with an 
amendment. 

The bill was read. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the report 


| in that ease read. 


The previous question has been ordered on | 


The report was read 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time: and being engrossed,it was acc ordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

LUCIUS I. DYER 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5409) to 
remove the charge of desertion against Lucius L. Dyer, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Icall for the reading of the report in that 
case 

The report was read. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

PHEBE SIGLER. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7729) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Phebe Sigler, reported from th« 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

i MARGARET BYRON. 

The next business on the Calendar was a bill (H. 2 
granting a pension to Margaret Byron. 

The bill was read. ° 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly,read the third time, and 
passed. 


at) 


WILLIAM H. TAYLOR. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6024) for 
the relief of William H. Taylor, reported from the committee 
with an amendment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was according|y read the third 
time and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr.Speaker,I rise toaparliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REILLY. As to the pension bills reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with a favorable recommendation, would it 
be in order to ask unanimous consent that they be read by title 
and put upon their passage in bulk? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinkseach bill ought to be read 
once. 

Mr. PICKLER. lIask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARI gentleman from lowa 





|Mr. BUTLER] shall have their bills taken up and considered, so 
that we can get to some other business. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman from Louisiana has had his 
already. [Cries of ‘ 


Regular order!”] 


INGRESS 


1892. IONAL 


The SPEAKER. Theregularorderisdemanded. The Clerk 


will report the next bill. 
JOHN MALLOY. 
The next business on the Calendar was a bill (H. R. 8907) to 
increase the pension of John Malloy. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the 
report in that case. 


The ) Rep rt was read. 
Che amendment reported from the C 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended wa 
third time: and being 
third time, and ] vd. 


CIVIL 


ymmitt of the Whole 


s ordered to be engrossed and read a 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
JASS¢ 


SUNDRY 


MAN, iker, I rise to present 
-the report of the conference on the sundry 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_HOL 


report 


Mr. Spea a privilege 


- civil appro- 


priation bill. I ask consent that the statement made by the 
House conferees may be read for the information of the House 
instead of the formal report. 

Tnere was no objection, and it was so ordered 

The statement was read, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree 


ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bil 1 | 


H. R. 7520, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment, submit the following written statement in explanation of the action 


agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying conference report as to 
each of said amendments, namely: 
On amendment numbered 124: Appropriates for the Government exhibit 


at the World's Columbian Exposition $408,250, instead o 
by the House, and $500,000, as proposed by the Senate 

On amendment numbered 127: Appropriates for the World’s Colum! 
Commission #230,000 instead of $95,500 as proposed by the House, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 128: Of the 
Columbian Commission, authorizes the 
Managers, instead of $36,000, as proposed by t 
posed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 129 


f 3316,500, as proposed 
ian 
and $320,000 


sum appropriat ted for the World 
use of $110,000 for the Board of Lady 
the House, and $138,000, as pro- 


: Authorizes the use of %,000 instead of $10.,- 
000 as proposed by the Senate of the sum appropriated for the World's Co- 
lumbian Commission to be used in the discretion of the director-general for 
incidental expenses. 

On amendment numbered 130: Authorizes two meetings of the World's 
Columbian Commission and the Board of Lady Managers during the fiscal 
year 1893 as proposed by the Senate instead of one such meeting 
posed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 131: Strikes from the bill the provision propost i 
by the House conferring the powers and duties of the World’s Columbian 
Commission prescribed in section 7 of the act of April 25, 1890, on the board 
of reference and control when said Commission is not in session. 

On amendment numbered 132: Strikes out the provision proposed by the 
Senate for two additional members of the World’s Columbian Commission, 
to be appointed from the five c iv ilized tribes in the Indian Territory. 

On amendment numbered 133: Provides that the sumsappropriated on a 
count of the Governmentexhibit and the expenses of the World’s Columbian 
Commission shall be in full of the liability of the United States on account 
thereof. 3 

On amendment numbered 177: Appropriating $1,200 for additional police in 
the Capitol building on the occasion of the national encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, and an amendmet it of the House thereto con- 
cerning the employment of Pinkerton detectives, the following pr Vision is 
inserted as a substitute for the House amendment, namely: * * Thatno 
employé of the Pinkerton Detective Agency or similar agency ‘shall be em- 
ployed in any Government service or by any officer of the District 
lumbia. 

On amendments numbered 308, 309, 310, and 311: Relating to the World’ 
Columbian Exposition, and appropri: iting $5,000,000 toward the same, as pri 
pose d by the Senate, the whole are stricken from the bill. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $27,837,228.93, being #9,600,229.77 
less than as it passed the Senate, $2,614,246.66 more than as it passed the 
House, and $9,572,135.06 less than the last sundry civil appropriation act 

W.S. HOLMAN, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

HENRY H. BINGHAM. 
Manage ra on the part of the House 





of Co 


The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of confere nee on the disagreeing 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1893, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer 
ence have agreed torecommend and dorecommend to their respective Houes 
as follows: 


votes of the two Houses on 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 132, 308, 309, 310 
and 311 : 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 


Senate numbered 130 and 131 and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 124: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $408,250; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the Houserecede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with 


an amendment asfollows: Inlieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $230,000;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. , 
Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede fromits disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'#100,000;"" and 
after the word “managers,” in line 9, page 24 of the bill, insert the following: 
“* Provided, That all expenses of administration and installation in the wom- 
an’s building shall be paid by the World’s Columbian Exposition;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the s: ame. 

Amendment numbered 129: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 129, and agree to the same with 


as pro- | 
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tn amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pri d in said ar 
insert *'$5,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagre 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieuof the matterinserted by said amendment 


Mos 


ement 


insert the following: ‘In fullof the liability of the United States on account 
hereof; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 177: That the Senate recede from its disagreemet 


to the 


fas 


amendment of the House tothe amendment of the Senate numbere a 






and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out said 
te amendment and in lieu of the m: atter r inserted by said House amend- 
insert the following: “That no employé of the Pinkerton Detective 
gency, or similar agency, shall be « mpl. in any Government service or 
y any Officer of the District of Col umbia;’ * and the House agree to thesame. 
W. S. HOLMAN, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the H 
W. B F ¥ ISON 
S. M. LLOM, 
ae GORMAN. 
Managers on the p wtoft : 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the statement just read cover 


very fully the points in disagreement, so that I shall indulge in 


very few remarks. There are, however, two items to which I 
especially desire to call the attention of the House. 

{n the final statement of the results of the conferences which 
have occurred on the sundry civil bill, the sum of money carried 


by the bill which passed this afternoon making appropriation 
for the World’s Columbian Exposition, must of course be taken 
into account; that is of course so much eliminated from this sun- 


dry civil bill. Butthe final result of the conferences which hay: 
been held is as follows: 

The bill as finally agreed upon aggregates $27,837,228.93, being 
$9,600,229.77 less than the amount carried by the bill as it passed 
the Senate ([ again call attention to the fact that the amount 
carried by the bill passed this afternoon is to be taken into ac- 
count because it reduces the amount) and $2,614,246.66 more than 


the amount of the bill as passed by the 
conceded to the and $), 
carried by the last sundry civil appropriation act. 

The usual concessions have been made, and the increased 
amount proposed to be appropriated by the Senate for the Go 
ernment exhibits at Chicago has been substantially divided, th: 


House (that amount was 


Senate 172,135.06 le SS thi in the amount 


concession on the part of the House heing however alittle larger 
than that on the partof the Senate, but amounting only to a f 
thousand dollars. 

One of the items to which I desire to call attention is the first 
amendment made by the House to Senate amendment 177. Lam 


exceedingly anxious that the House should understane the ac- 
tion on this matter, because I regard it as one of the most im- 
portant features of the bill. I ask that the oo amendim« 





23 


of the Senate w it! 1 the amendment adopted by the House may 
be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the board of Capitol police to employ additional policemen du 

ng th e meeting of the national encampment of the Grand Army of the R 
pu - in Se ptember, 1892, $1,200, or so mnch there« ‘essary. | 





S$ may be n 
suthorize 
imbia, tocontrac ‘ 


mm aetec 


shall not be lawful for any officer of the Government 
tracts, norany oOfficerin the District of Co 
firm, or corporation who employ Pinkert 


ro 





tives or any other assoc la 






tion of men as armed guards; = no employé of said Pink eter 
tive Agency. or sin iuzency, shall be er in any Governmen ‘rvi 
or by any Officer of the District of ¢ sol 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Senate: the effect of the present report 
is that the Senat recedes from its amendment enlarging the 
Capitol police (which was quite an unimportant matter) and in 


sists upon substituting for the language of the amendment of 


| fered to the Senate amendment by the gentleman from Missouri 


(H. R. 7520) making appropria- | 


| adopt ed 1 


[Mr. O'NEILL], who sits by my side, the language which I ask 
the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as Seen: 

That no employé of the Pinkerton Detective Agency or similar agency shall 


be ¢ ee din: any Government service or cer of the District o 


( un La 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. aker, the original proposition 
y the House was a very broad one. It not only prohib- 
ited the employment of the Pinkerton force or any similar qua 
military organization by any officer of the Government or the 
District of Columbia, but it prohibited the employment of such 
force by ~~ individual, firm, or corporation having contracts 
with the United States. 

Now, that proposition is a little too broad, as gentlemen upo1 
flection will see; but I think it would be exactly right if we 
excepted companies transporting the United States mails, and 
also express companies; because it may occur, as it has occurred 
in the past, that in the sparsely settled sections of the country 
the defense of property and life might render it proper that th: 
means of protection should be allowed to be provided by these 
important transporting organizations. This isespecially true as 
to companies transporting the United States mails 

But the effect of the provision as now agreed to—the 
would make no concessions—if the present report had not been 


by any 


Spe 





penate 





i 
hl 


adopted we should have been obliged to report back a final dis- 
agreement, as the Senate was determined on this matter as it 
now stands—the effect of this provision is simply to prohibit the 
employment of Pinkertons, or corresponding organizations, by 
any oflicer of the United States or of the District of Columbia. 

| hope I am distinctly understood, because this is a point on 
wich there should be no misunderstanding. The conferees on 
the part of the House have finally determined at this late hour 
to report the proposition back to the House in the only form in 
which the Senate conferees would consent to it. It must be ad- 
mitted that it is quite a mild form. The conferees on the part 
of the House insisted upon the original proposition, with an ex- 
ception in the cases of express companies and companies trans- 
porting the United States mails. That was not satisfactory to 
the Senate conferees, and no agreement upon that basis could be 
reached. So that the matter is now before the House for its ac- 
tion. 

If the House thinks this concession ought not to have been 
made (and I think myself it ought not to have been made in its 
entirety, except upon urgent necessity), it is for the House so to 
declare, or, if it thinks proper it will, of course, accept the propo- 
sition as reported. But the matter is now brought before the 
House, and attention called to it, so that there may be no misap- 
prehension as to the state of the question as now pending. 

There was another point of disagreement between the two 
Houses that seemed to be quite vital, and occasioned a great 
deal of delay. The original act authorizing the holding of this 
Exposition, expressly limited the sum of money which should 
be appropriated by the United States in its support, fixing the 
amount at $1,500,000 in express terms. The House, in passing 
this bill, provided as follows: 

And the sums herein appropriated for the World’s Columbian Exposition 
shall be deemed a part, and in full, of the sum of $1,500,000, the limit of lia- 


bility of the United States on account thereof fixed by the act of April 25, 
1890, authorizing said Exposition. 


The Senate struck out the language that I have read and in- 
serted the following: 
And the sums herein appropriated for the World’s Columbian Exposition 


shail be in full of the liability of the United States on account thereof for 
the fiscal year 1893. 


That is to say, the 30th of June next. That was a clear modi- 
fication of the original limitation of $1,500,000, and was mani- 
festly an invitation to the World’s Columbian Exposition to 
come again and demand further appropriations by Congress. 

The conferees on the part of the House were not willing to ac- 
cept that proposition, or any other proposition that did not de- 
clare in effect, by fair and expressive words, that in regard to 
the appropriations made by this bill, giving, asit did, several 
hundred thousand dollars beyond the amount originally agreed 
upon to be appropriated, that the limitation should be retained 
on the basis of that increased appropriation, and the House con- 
ferees therefore insisted on striking out those words: ‘‘ For the 
fiscal year 1893"—the present fiscal year. So that the language 
as retained in the bill would be in full of the liability of the 
United States on account thereof. The Senate finally acquiesced 
in the wishes of the conferees on the part of the House, and 
these words, “for the fiscal year 1853,” were stricken from the 
bill. 

Now, while the bill is in no more satisfactory condition than 
is common in the issues between the two Houses, I feel justifi- 
able in saying that the concessions have been fairly reasonable— 
moderately reasonable. Not such concessions as I or my col- 
leagues think ought to have been made, but fairly reasonable; 
and the reduction of the appropriation some eight or nine mil- 
lions of dollars from last year’s bill indicates at least some com- 
mendable effort on the part of the House to reduce the expendi- 
tures of the Government carried by this great bill. 

! believe that that is all I desire to say at this time, and yield 
to the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. You are in favor of the conference 
report, are you? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I acquiesced in signing the report. I do not 
pretend to be entirely satisfied with it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. But you are for it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [signed it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, in addition to what the gentle- 
man from Indiana has said in regard to the amendment which 
was proposed by the House to the Senate amendment in refer- 
ence to the employment of Pinkerton or other detectives, I wish 
to state to the House that the conferees of the Senate insisted 
upon the right of the Senate to recede from their amendment, 
and thus destroy the amendment placed upon the bill by the 
House. 

To this proposition the House conferees did not agree, but in 
the final judgment of the differences between the two Houses on 
this amendment ws agreed to the amendment as proposed by the 
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committee of conference as a compromise and as the best that 
could be obtained. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. And you are for it now? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, I am for it now; and while it is not such 
a report as I would have had, because I would have had the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate to recede entirely from their in- 
creases of the appropriations, yet in view of the fact that the 
Senate is a codjrdinate branch of the Government, I felt it due to 
them that we should agree to a compromise, and I have no hes- 
ar in recommending to the House the acceptance of this re- 
ort. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. I have no doubt if you were both 
Houses of the Legislature, you would have legislation to suit 
you. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will now yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. How much time does he desire? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I propos2 to speak in opposition 
to this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman want? 
Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Ten or fifteen minutes. 

[Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!” ‘** Do not take that long!’’] 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I can get that much time easily 
enough. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam notsosure about that. How much time 
does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield fifteen minutes, retaining the 
floor, however. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, there is more in- 
volved in this question than appears in the report made by the 
gentlemanfromIndiana. Stripped of all its verbiage, the amend- 
ment brought in by the committee provides that no Pinkerton 
detectives shall be employed in the United States service or by 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nor in any Department of the Government. 
Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Nor in any Department of the 
Government. But does not the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] well know that nobody objects to the legitimate use of 
a Pinkerton detectives as such. It is their use as armed guards 
that is objected to, and it is the sending of these armed guards 
from one State into another that is objected to; and itis the 
sending of these armed guards from one State into another that 
has brought up a protest from every section of thisland, and has 
even resulted in the enactment of a law by the State from which 
the gentleman comes, prohibiting that class of men from com- 
ing into that State. It is the armed-guard principle that we pro- 
test against. 

It is not that we object to the legitimate use oi detectives, but 
we have not yet reached the time in this country when we are 
willing to admit that the law officers of a State and the power 
of this nation are not sufficient to protect life and property, 
without the agency of this band of hired murderers sent from 
State to State. That is the principle which is crystallized in 
this bill, and there has been no act by this Congress that people 
have so thoroughly indorsed as this very act. 

I read the proceedings of the Senate. I saw the shuffling, 
evasive way in which they treated this propositlon. Theysaid 
that they did not like the phraseology of the amendment, and 
they did not think it was drawn very accurately. Why did not 
their giant minds create according to their notions a proper 
amendment? Only to-day,in conversation with members of the 
Senate, they stated that they were willing to incorporate a pro- 
vision to prohibit the sending of armed guards from one State 
into another, and I stated to them that the people would accept 
that if they could notsecure theentireamendment. That would 
be a compromise that meant something. 

But this miserable makeshift is practically a back down by 
the representatives of the people in this House at this late hour. 
I realize how anxious you all are to adjourn, but the principles 
involved in the House proposition will justify you in standing 
by the amendment we adopted and we ought to compel thatcon- 
ference committee, if the language of the amendment does not 
suit them, to change its phraseology so that it will suit them, but 
to keep in that bill the proposition that the use of armed guards 
and the sending of them from one State into another meets with 
the intense disapprobation of the people, and that the American 
Congress, the representatives of the people, emphasizes the 
sentiments of the people. 

It is a grand thing, in a free land, where you find a responsive 
Legislature, one that feels the pulse of the people and keeps in 
line with them. Do not let this House act the coward. Do not 
let this House weaken because the elements of concentrated 
wealth and capital oppose measures of this kind. Let me tell 
you right here and now that the only menace to the Republic 
lies in the danger that may come from the improper use of con- 
centrated wealth and corporation power with its own militia to 
compel submission by the people to its unjust exactions. 
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In the interest of peace and good will among men put your heel 
upon these armed guards, or you may have civil war; because 
no body of free American workingmen will be crushed by any 
band of hired assassins brought in for the purpose of striking 
them to the earth when they are contending for their rights. 
Do not accept this makeshift. Do not makea promise to the ear 
only to break it to the hope. The word Pinkerton is used here, 
and this amendment says ‘‘ we will not allow a Pinkerton de- 
tective to be used in the District of Columbia.” 

But I ask you to strike out that provision, and to go further 
and say that the Government of the United States will not make 
a contract, or permit any agent of the Government to contract, 
with a firm that uses such infamous methods as these. Send 
this back into conference. Stand by this principle and I have 
no fears but what they will agree upon a proposition that will be 
just to the people, and that will give life and vitality to this 
principle. {Applause onthe floor and in the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be inorder. The rules of 
the House forbid any demonstration, either of approval or dis- 
approval, on the part of the occupants of the gallaries. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the record of the first session 
of the Fifty-second Congress has been made, it and its issues, and 
to-night they will beconcluded. Incontention we note the many 
conditions of alleged economy in the Fifty-second Congress and 
the declared extravagance of the Fifty-first Congress. When, 
gentlemen, you have concluded your appropriation legislation the 
exhibit, in accordance with party rule and procedure. will be 
entered upon, and each side will endeavor to defend the policy 
and record of parties. I am well satisfied in having been a 
Representative in the Fifty-first Congress, upon the Republican 
side of any past or present controversy. You can place your 
economy versus our extravagance. We will confound you in 
the wisdom of our detail legislation and submit a sum total less 
than your alleged economies will aggregate. 

In the bill, sir, that we have (as a conference) conciuded and 
submitted to-night, certainly on that side of the House an exhi- 
bition of the reduction of $9,000,000 in the sundry civil can not 
but receive applause. How it will stand in the general exhibit 
will be known in a few days. The only subject of contention 
seems to be the amendment the conference submits upon the 
paragraph inserted by the Senate and amended by the House, 
called amendment numbered 177. ‘ 

Inthe bill we find amendment 161 providing for maintaining 
public order in the District of Columbia during the national en- 
campment of the Grand Army of the Republic, accompanied with 
the following provision as to employment of an additional police 
fores: 

Provided, That policemen borne on the rollsof the police force of the cities 
of New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore may be employed, and none others 
outside of the District of Columbia. 

All the Pinkerton force, so called, or armed organizations out- 
side of men upon the well-defined police rolls of New York, Phila- 
delphia, and Baltimore are, therefore, excluded. This was in- 
serted by the Senate and approved by the House. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] desired to make 
an amendment to the bill, and allowed the passing of that para- 
graph until he could perfect an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 177, which reads as follows: 

To enable the board of Capitol police to employ additional policemen dur 
ing the meeting of the national encampment of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public in September, 1892, $1,200, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

That amendment simply allows the addition of a limited num- 
ber of men to aid in protecting and maintaining order here in 
the Capitol building. To that amendment the gentleman from 
Missouri added his amendment. I make declaration here and 
now that when the gentleman first proposed and first thoughtof 
his amendment he never intended that it should have the scope 
and breadth that his later amendment incorporated. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Do you object to its scope? 

Mr. BINGHAM. LaterI will come to the question of the gen- 
tloman. The gentleman now recommends to the House this: 


It shall not be lawful for any officer of the Government authorized to make 
contracts, nor for any officer in the District of Columbia, to contract with 
any person, firm, or corporation who employ Pinkerton detectives, or any 


other association of men as armed guards, and no employéof said Pinkerton. 


Detective Agency, or similar agency shall be employed in any Government 
service or by any officer of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. That is right. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The breadth and scope of that amendment 
signifies what? I am with the gentleman for examination, delib- 
eration and care in all legislation. 

The sad, serious, and terrible conditions in Western Pennsy]- 
vania, in labor and capital contention, have invoked national 
attention. The Senate of the United States has designated a 
committee of distinguished Senators to examine into the con- 
troversy. 
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Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. 
interrupt him? y 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, sir: 1am not through. The House of 
Representatives, the body of the people, weeks ago selected its 
representatives to look into, investigate, and report upon dis- 
turbances in Western Pennsylvania that have in sacrifice, suffer- 
ing, and death shocked the humanity of the generation and in- 
voked Federal intervention. When the committees of the two 
Houses of the Fifty-second Congress report I will be prepared 
to act. The peace, happiness, and prosperity of 65,000,000 of 
people being in issue—capital and labor—the gentleman from 
Missouri and myself can not be far apart. Legislation wise, far- 
reaching, and safe can be enacted. The life, liberty, and prop- 
erty of the people will be the issue. Party will be merged into 
patriotism, and our vote and action will be unanimous. 

The Constitution will be observed, and the rights of States 
will be maintained. What is the scope and force of the gentle- 
man’s amendment? 

It will if enacted into law make now and until repealed im- 
possible the right of the Government to authorize any officer to 
enter into contract for army or naval ordnance metal, as well as 
steel plates for armored vessels or defensive fortification mate- 
rial. The life of the nation, the property of the people, should 
war be entered upon, the safety of the Republic in jeopardy, 
placed so because of unconsidered, hasty legislation. Is this 
House prepared to take this step now and here? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. You mean the $4,000,000 contract 
with Carnegie? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It will gofurther. It will prevent and for- 
bid the Adams Express Company, the United States Company, 
and all others in transportation of bullion, coin, and valuables, 
bonds, etc., necessary for the Government, to use guards or 
armed subordinates. The transportation of the mails of the 
Government will be in jeopardy, delayed, and literally useless, 
either as certainty, expedition, or safety. Therefore, I submit, 
I am fully in accord, by word or vote, with any investigation that 
will result in legislation wise, safe, prudent, and conclusive. 
Not for to-day, but for years tocome. Not to be readjusted to- 
morrow, but to remain for guidance and control, a basis for labor 
and capital, for employer and employé. 

The two Houses by carefully selected committees are now in- 
vestigating this question. Authorized to sit during the recess 
of this Congress—certainly we can trust their fidelity and cour- 
age. Weare and will b2 responsible to our constituencies for 
our vote after we know all the facts and law. Therefore the 
proposed amendment can wait; the sundry civil bill, now under 
consideration, however, can not wait. The bill must pass to- 
night; important and necessary bureaus of the Government can 
not wait until our December session. Action without a refer- 
ence and another conference is imperative. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And the committee is instructed 
to report a bil’, too. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The conferees on the part of the Senate 
c'aimed that as the original amendment had been inserted by 
the Senate, and that amendment amended by the House, in ac- 
cordance with their legis!ative understanding of conference re- 
lations, they would put in ademurrer, ani held they had the 
right to strike the entire proposition from the bill. 

The House conferees objected to that, and, after afull and com- 
plete examination of the subject, they have brought back to this 
House as a result of the conference a provision that is legitimate, 
that is germane, and the logical sequence of the proposition, and 
it is this: That the Capitol police shall be increased to the ex- 
tent of $1,200, and that no employé of the Pinkerton Detective 
Agency or of any similar agency shall be employed in any Gov- 
ernment service or by any officer of the District of Columbia. 
The other paragraph in the bill with reference to the employ- 
ment of a subordinate force by the Commissionersof the District 
of Columbia confines and limits the subordinate force to police- 
men borne upon the rolls of the New York Metropolitan police, 
the Philadelphia police, and the Baltimore police. 

To the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL]I desire to 
say, speaking for this side of the House, that we condemn as un- 
qualifiedly as that side of the Houss any employment of armed 
f rees of men that pass from one State to another and by any 
cours > of procedure place in subjection the labor of any State. 
State legislation must regulate all armed forces or the employ- 
ment of armed forces within State borders. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Why not put it in the bill, then? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We believe that when discord or dkorder 
arises its suppression belongs to the Government—to the con- 
stabulary first, to the militia next, and finally to the Army of 
the United States. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, [ yield three minutes 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON]. 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


to the 








7122 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Avaust 5, 





a 


Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire, in the three minutes 
accorded to me, to denounce this cowardly surrender on the part 
of the House to the representatives of the plutocracy of this coun- 
try. According to the argument of the gentleman from Penn- 
syivania |[Mr. BINGHAM|all these great corporations find it nec- 
essary to-day toemploy armed guards in defense of their property. 


He refers to the great steel works and iron works where they | 


make plate, and with whom the United States Government are 
contracting for plate to plate their armor-clad war vessels. ‘That 
includes Mr. Carnegie, and that is the reason these gentlemen 
stand up here to-day and defend organized capital. 

There is a fatal admission in this, that the express companies 
and all these great corperations find the civil authorities of this 
country insufficient for their purposes; that they find ordinary 
watchmen insufficient, and that they are compelled to employ 
these armed murderers and robbers and thugs who are de- 
nounced as such by the press all over the country, a force re- 
cruited from the ‘‘bums” and outcasts of every city in the 
Union. Those are the men that these corporations say they 
find it necessary to employ to defend the wealth that they have 
gathered from the strong arm of labor. 

I say that the representatives of the people in this House have 
forgotten their duty to the people when they have surrendered on 
this question even to the Senate of the United States, and gen- 
tlemen, if lam not mistaken, you will hearfrom thisin theelection 
that is to come off this fall. And you ought tohear from it, and 
every man who votes for this amendment ought to be left at 
home, because he is not representing the true interests of the 
people of this country. The farmers of my State, and the farm- 
ers all over the country, are in full sympathy with labor. 

In their meetings they have expressed their sympathy with 
the laborers in the strike at Homestead and that issue has been 
brought before the country squarely. You knew your duty; you 
should have done it like men, and stood by the people, and not 
surrendered to the representatives of wealth. Disguise it as 
you may, the day is coming when the people will all take sides 
upon this question, and I am glad that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |Mr. BINGHAM] standing, I presume, for his party, 
has shown upon which side that party stands. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He is standing for the people; and when 
you claim that you represent the people my suggestion is that 
you go te them and ascertain their sentiments. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Yes, “the people!” Those that he calls 
‘‘the people” are the greatsteel works of the country—properly 
named *‘steal”—and the great railroad corporations, and all the 
corporations. Those are *‘ the people” that the gentleman and 
his party stand for and represent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say an additional 
word or two before I call the previous question. I think that 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, SIMPSON] and the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL] have been a little intemperate in 
their expressions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. If you will permit me, I want to 
ask one question. The gentleman representing the other side 
in this House says he is in favor of prohibiting the employment 
of thess armed guards; you favor it; the Senate committee say 
they favor it. If this report should be recommitted how long 
will it take your committee to frame the necessary amendment, 
that would emphasize this principle on which we all agree. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOLMAN. [yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me say to,the gentleman from Missouri 
that the conferees of the Senate did not say any such thing to 
the conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. The chairman of that conference 
committee stated that to me to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas{[Mr. SAYERS] is 
occupying the floor, and must not be interrupted without his 
consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it does not make any difference 
whet conversation has transpired between the gentleman from 
Missouri and anybody else. I say that the Senate conferees 
made no such proposition to the conferees of the House. On 
the contrary, they said that the amendment as now reported by 
the conference committee was the only one they would accept. 
The question before the House is, therefore, whether it will ac- 
cept the report of the conference committee, or will send the mat- 
ter back to the conference with the alternative of losing the sun- 
my — bill, or continuing this session for three or four days 
onrer 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] al- 
ludes to this report as a ‘‘cowardly surrender” by the conferees 
of the House. Let me say to him that itis not true, and he knew 
it to be untrue when he uttered those words. A ‘cowardly sur- 
render!” I know not what the career of the gentleman from 





Kansas has been, but | know what my own career has been, and 





| those who know me will say that cowardice has never actuated 


my action in any particular. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. Now, Mr. Speaker, in spite of the 
gentleman’s blatancy on this occasion he has not been, and he 
can not be, more friendly to the common people than I am, and 
have been from my youth up; and when the gentlemansays that 
this report is a ‘‘ cowardly surrender to the plutocracy of the 
Senate,” I denounce the statement in his presence as utterly and 
willfully false. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, the conferees on the part of the House did the 
best they could under the circumstances. We would have been 
glad to havesecured, if we could, the adoption of the amendment 
of the House as proposed by the gentleman from Missouri; but 
we could not do so; and, feeling that this House was impatient, 
and that it was desirous of adjourning, we have bronght in this 
report, and we now ask the House to pass upon it. If it should 
be the judgment of the House that we ought not to have agreed 
to it, the conferees will return, and will adjust their action in ac- 
cordance with the wishes of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] have covered almost all that I in- 
tended to say; but I did not intend to refer to the ungracious 
words of the gentleman from Kansas[Mr.SIMPSON]. There are 
some things said on this floor which are so discourteous that they 
need no answer. |Applause.| 

Now, Mr. Speaker, on last Tuesday a week ago your conferees 
brought this bill back to the House and reported their disagree- 
ments. One of the principal points of disagreement was this 
Pinkerton amendment which had been incorporated in the bill. 
The House concurred in the action of its conferees in insisting 
upon that provision, and asked foranother conference; and from 
that time to the present efforts have been made to adjust this 
matter in some form. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
mark? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That reference back to the House was a pro 
forma reference; it was not the result of discussion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, it was not discussed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Theaction was pro forma. 

Mr.SAYERS. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania will re- 
member that the Senate conferees said they would not concur in 
the House amendment; that they would rather advise the Senate 
to recede from its amendment, and let the House amendment 
drop altogether from the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That I recognize; andtherein is the victory 
that the House conferees bring to this House to-day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not regard it as a “‘victory.” On the 
contrary I wish to say to the House that after these continued 
conferences, during all of which the Senate has peremptorily 
declined to accept this preposition or any other proposition 
which has been submitted on the part of the House, the House 
being informed from time to time of the position taken by its 
conferees and by those of the Senate—the whole facts being laid 
before the House—we have now reported an agreement upon 
a provision in this mild form. Of course there was no other 
form in which we could have reported except by reporting a 
new disagreement, and we took it for granted that in such an 
event the House would call for another conference. 

We took it for granted that it was due to the House to have 
the proposition before it in some tangible form, on which it 
could express its wishes, so that the views of this body could be 
ascertained, and the bill either passed and sent tothe President 
for his approval or else another conference provided for. 

The gentleman from Missouri asked me the question a few mo- 
ments ago if I did not tell him that the conferees on the part of 
the Senate were willing to accept the House proposition. I told 
him yes. I met one of the conferees on the part of the Senate 
in the House, perhaps to-day, possibly yesterday, but recently, 
and he told me that the Senate had determined to recede from 
its proposition. I at once went to the gentleman from Missouri 
and was very much gratified to bs able to give him that informa- 
tion which I had received and which I then believed to be cor- 
rect. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. 
for a moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Notnow. I can not yield further. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I want to tell you that I saw Sen- 
ator ALLISON myself and he said that it was all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh,I knowhe told you that the phraseology 
could be fixed up. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Mis:ouri. 
connection with it. 


Will the gentleman allow me a single re- 


Will the gentleman pardon me 


Well, I want to state the facts in 
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Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri 
that Senator ALLISON said he would not agree to any such prop- 
osition. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. 
me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When we met in conference this afternoon I 
was informed that I misunderstood the Senator: that he meant 
simply the Senate would recede from its amendment in regard 
to the Capitol police force, but not from its opposition to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Missouri. The result was, 
not having been able to see him, that I held back this report for 
twenty minutes, until nearly 8 o’clock, when the gentleman from 
Missouri was present in his seat. After having treated the gen- 
tleman from Missouri with so much courtesy as he has been 
treated with in regard to this matter, having voted with him all 
along on this proposition—— 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Well, vote with me now. 

Mr. HOLMAN (continuing). I repeat, having been treated 
with such courtesy, I think that he can afford to be a little more 
forbearing than his language has indicated him to be. 
** Vote! Vote!’] 

Several MEMBERS. Call the previous question, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, it is not 9 o'clock yet, and if the 
House thinks proper to reject this report, and if you want to send 
me back for another conference on this matter, I am ready to 
obey the will of the House. 

I demand the previous question on the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the report, on 
vision, demanded by Mr. O’NEILLof Missouri, there were— 
169; noes 14. 

So the report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 


[ repeated his conversation with 


Mr. HEARD. 


| . : . . . 
of every man On this floor, an d that it willbe for their interest 


| recognizing any gentleman to ask 


[Cries of | 


sent to discharge the Committee on the District of Columbia | 


from the further consideration of a Senate joint resolution num- 


bered 100, in relation to providing temporary tracks by the rail- | 


roads, adjacent to their stations, in this city during ithe Grand 
Army Encampment and ask to put it uponits passage. It is a 
matter of considerable importance—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consider- 
ation of the bills coming over from the Friday evening sessions. 
THOMAS D. PRATHER. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6233) granting a pension to Thomas D. Prather; reported from 
the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 


The amendment was considered and agreed to; and the bill as 


amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. and 


passed. 

TEMPORARY RAILROAD TRACKS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I called the regular order a 
few moments ago under a misapprehension, as I did not under- 
stand the bill ‘that was to be considered. I withdraw that de- 
mand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that there 
are a few Senate bills and resolutions which relate to the Dis- 


from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] and by the Commissioners of the 
District that one relates to the preservation of the peace and 
good order in the District and the other the resolution called 
up by the gentleman from Missouri a few moments ago relates 
to temporary railroad tracks in the city during the Grand Army 
encampment. 

The Chair will submit these resolutions for the considera- 


to have it passed. It will beimpossible for the railroads coming 
into this city to take proper care of their patrons if it does not 
ass. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
done at inaugurations? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, exactly the same. 

Mr. MEREDITH. My friend is a little too previous. 

Mr. MARTIN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands t 
‘cular order. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Idid not intend to object, but I want to 
express my views upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
equivalent to an objection, and which prevents the Chair from 
unanimous consent. The 
Chair would like to recoggize the gentleman from Alabama | Mr. 
CoBB] but can not do it when the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. MARTIN. I did not understand the character of the bill 
for which unanimous consent was asked by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HEARD], but it has now been explained and I will 
withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Coss] has a resolution which he desires to 
present which affects the peace and good order of this city 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Cannot the other bill gothrough 
now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] 
can again present his resolution if the demand for the regular 
order is withdrawn. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 100) to permit the railroads of the District of Co- 
lumbia to lay extra tracks to accommodate the traveling public during the 
Grand Army of the Republic encampment 

Mr. MEREDITH. 
that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this resolution. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to object to 
this resolution, but I want to say now, that my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. HEARD] who seems to fly off the handle, was a 
little too previous, I did not intend to object to this bill after 
my conversation with him this evening, because he and others 
had convinced me that it was a necessity; but I do want to say, 
sir, that when the Norfolk and Western Railroal Company 


[s this the same thing which is 


7 
f 


ne 
r 


Now, I want to be heard for a moment on 


| asked for the privilege of coming into this city, Representatives 


upon this floor, week after week and month after month, sat 
down upon that bill which the people desired to have passed: 
not only the people of my district but the people of Georgetown 
desired that it should pass because it would come into this city. 

It was fought not only in the District Committee for months 
by representatives of these railroads, but it was fought by rep- 
resentatives of the Pennsylvania Railroad upon this floor, and | 
have not been enabled to get that permissive charter for that road 
to cross into the District of Columbia as yet. -And, sir, when 
these roads come and ask for these privileges, | confess to you 
that I feel as if I ought toobject; butwhen my friend, the chair- 
man of the committee, talked to me this evening and showed me 
that it was necessary for the people who were coming here, | 
told him that I did not think that I would object. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. This is not for the accommoda- 


. ; u area | tion of the railroads,- but for the accommodation of the people 
trict of Columbia, and the Chair is informed by the gentleman | 


tion of the House so as to determine whether the House realizes | 


the necessity for their passage. 

The Clerk will read the title of the first resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. Res. 100) to permit the railroads of the District of Co 
lumbia to lay extra tracks to accommodate the traveling public during th« 
Grand Army of the Republic encampment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I understand this isa bill to permit the 
railroads to lay their tracks in the streets ofgthis city. I want 
to know whether I am correctly informed as to the purpose of 
this bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman understands the 
character of this bill and knows that it concerns the constituents 


coming here to attend the encampment during September. 

The Senate resolution was ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon, the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Now, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
CoBB] desires to present a bill which the Chair hopes the House 
wili hear, and then determine whether they willconsider it. The 
Chair is informed that it affects the peace and good order of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CARUTH. I object to the consideration of that bill. I 
understand there is considerable objection to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object to it, also. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk will report 
the next bill on the Calendar. 

LOUIS G. SANDERSON. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
an bill (H. R. 8230) for the relief of Louis G. Sanderson, of Craighead Cou 

rK 


ally, 
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The amendment recommended by the committee of the Whole The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for. 


was reported. Mr. KILGORE. I ask to pretermit the regular order for a 
Mr. PICKLER. I would like to hear the report in this case | minute, so that I may ask unanimous consent for the considera- 

read. tion of a bill. 
‘The report was read. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the reg- 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker,I rise toapointof order. There | ular order. 

are five or six bills on the Calendar ahead of the one which the THOMAS F. SHELTON. 

( ‘le rk has road. : : The next business reported from the Committee of the Whoie 
Tho SPEAKER. The point of order comes too late, because | was the bill (H. R. 4496) to place upon the pension rolls of the 

the House has entered ufpon the consideration of the bill. United States the name of Thomas F. Shelton, late captain of 


Mr. BUTLER. Then let it go. ; Company A, One hundred and twenty-fifth New York Infantry, 
Che amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. | with an amendment. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will pb2 


th.rd time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third | eonsidered as agreed to. 
time, and passed. Mr. KILGORE. I demand a division on that amendment. 
AMBROSE B. COULTON. The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Gentlemen 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill on the | will resume their seats, and business will be suspended until 
Ca'endar. order is restored. 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand for a 


division. 
= : : : ; The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
road tho third time, and passed. reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. time, and passed. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 


announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 


mitt-e of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses : ; een ree b 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7520) making The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accord- 


appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for | ingly read third time, and passed. 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes. SUSAN T. SALISBURY. 
It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 


ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3134) for | ,. ill (H 9034) f lief x alic : 
the relief of settlers upon certain lands in the States of North oii pg A i ) for the relief of Susan T. Salisbury, 


Dakota and South Dakota. | The amendment was agreed to. 
THOMAS COOPER. The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole | Te#ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
was the bill (S. 323) granting a pension to Thomas Cooper. time, and passed. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 


A bill (5. 1878) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Coulton. 


BERTHA TEST. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to Bertha Test. 


CHARLES H. BEHLE. 


ingly read the third time, and passed. The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
7 was the bill (H. R. 6564) toremove the charge of desertion against 
MRS. ESTHER J. BOONE. Charles H. Behle. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
was the bill (S. 1033) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone. | being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The bill was read. passed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that while Iam MARY HOLLIS. 
in favor of passing pension bills at all times, there is a resolu- The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
tion that has been passed by the Senate, and is now waiting the | was the bill (H. R. 7372) granting a pension to Mary Hollis, with 


action of the House, a measure which the gentleman from Ne- | gn eee 
braska [Mr. BRYAN] undertook to pass here yesterday, which | ‘The amendment was agreed to. 


grants to the soldier employés in the Departments here leave of The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed ‘for a third 
absence during the holding of the national encampment of the | reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
Grand Army of the Republic in September, and I am very de- | time, and passed. 


sirous that it shall pass. SAMUEL S. ANDERSON. 


Mr. BUTLER. Regular order. . : a s ; : 
Mr. PICKLER. I think gentlemen ought to allow that reso- | The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 


: : ae = z a was the bill (H. R. 7099) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
— —— to grant the soldier employés leave of absence uel S. Anderson, with an amendment. 
MIIOW : The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TUCKER. I shall object to that. : : 
TORT. 7 the reading yy ;. | The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
oe PICKLER. 1 call for the reading of the report on this | reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


1 ‘DRAKH 1 : : | time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER. ° ntler ; on ites »- ’ 
aa a ER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes if he de ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The report was read. | Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and it was accord- | ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
ingly read the third time, and passed. and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
: JOHN A. DEAN signed the same: 
. es ee ee : “A bill (S. 3134) for the relief of settlers upon certain lands in 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole | the States of North Dakota and South Dakota: 
was the bill (S. 2606) granting a pension toJohn A. Dean. | A bill (S. 1878) to increase the pension of Ambrose B. Carlton; 
The biil was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly A bill (S. 3295) for the relief of Henry Cozad: 
read the third time, and passed. | A bill(S. 1033) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone; and 
DELZELL R. BRADFORD. | A joint resolution (S. R. 100) to permit tae railroads of the 
District of Columbia to lay extra tracks to accommodate the 
was the bill (H. R. 6737) granting a pension to Delzell R. Brad- | *@veling public during the Grand Army of the Republic en- 
ford, Twenty-fourth Michigan Volunteers, with amendments. | pons. ac de : mee Ss 
The amendments were severally agreed to. WiDOW OF CAPT. GEORGE W. HAZZARD. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
reading, and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | was the bill (H. R. 8780) to restore to pension roll widow of the 





The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 


time, and passed. late Capt. George W. Hazzard, captain Company C, Fourth 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. United States Artillery, with an amendment. 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker—— The amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
Mr. KILGORE. I understand that I was to have unanimous | reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
consent for the consideration of a little bill. time, and passed. 
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LILLIE RIES. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 7036) granting a pension to Lillie Ries, late a 
nurse at Jefferson Barracks. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I understand that a general 
bill has passed which covers all these cases. This bill is to put 
upon the pension rollsa nurse. Now, only a few daysago, a gen- 
eral bill providing for all nurses was passed in this House, and 
as understand it passed the Senate and has become alaw. Under 
those circumstances what is the necessity for passing this special 
bill? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this is 
the case of a hospital nurse. She is 80 years old, and is now an 
inmate of a charitable association in St. Louis. She has no rel- 
atives; and this is a very deserving case. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Does she come under the general bill? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I think not. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HARVEY LYON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8925) to increase the pen- 
sion of Harvey Lyon, reported from the Committee of the W hole 
with amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

TDA CASSELL. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2901) to pension Ida Cas- 
sell, reported from the Committee of the Whole with an amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY L. BACON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8054) to increase the 
pension of Mary L. Bacon, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with an amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
the consideration of a bill that I send to the desk. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know who objected. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iobjected. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill H. R. 8054. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I demand 4 division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 10. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. KILGORE, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. MARTIN. 

COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, pending the report of the 
tellers, I ask unanimous consent to have considered a resolution 
which I send to the desk, and which pertains to final adjourn- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members of the House be appointed, 
to join a similar committee on the part of the Senate, to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States and inform him that the tvo Houses of Congress 
are ready to adjourn and respectfully inquire if he has any further communi 
cation to make to them 

Ordered, That the Clerk acquaint the Senate therewith. 

The resolution was agreed ro. 

The SPEAKER appointed, as the committee on the part of the 
House, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. FELLOWS, and Mr. O’NEILL of Penn- 
sylvania. 

The tellers having resumed their places. 

Mr. KILGORE (before the completion of the count) said: Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The point of no quorumis withdrawn. The 
ayes have it, and the bill is ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time. 

The bill was accordingly engrossed, read the third time, and | 
passed. 


for 


DAVID SARSFIELD. | 
The next business was a bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of | 
- David Sarsfield, reported from the Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





W. W. HARLLEE. 

The next business was a bill (S. 2638) granting a pension to W. 
W. Harllee. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it wasaccordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

IDA A. TAYLOR. 

The next business was a bill (H. R. 9011) to grant a pension to 
Ida A. Taylor, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
third time: and being engrossed, it 
third time, and passed. 

R. L. JENNINGS. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The bill(H. R. 2676) for the relief of R. L. Jennings, late post- 
master at Marshall, Tex., was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 


Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, in the final settlement of the accounts of R. L. Je: 
l to credit t 


nings. late postmaster at Marshall, Tex., the said Jennings with th 
sum of $799 13. being the amount remaining unpaid of a loss of the funds in 
said office by theft during the incumbency of said Jennings, and upon su 
credit being allowed, the said Jennings and his bondsmeu be, and they are 
hereby. released from any and all liability for said sum 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear a state- 
ment from the gentleman as to what there is in this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, in response to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from South Dakota,I will say that the post-office 
at Marshall, Tex., was robbed some years ago. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Who robbed it? 

Mr. KILGORE. <A robber robbed it, whs else would /laugh- 
ter]? and he got about $1,400 worthof stuff. Ithas been all made 
eood except $799, and this bill is to allow the Postmaster-Genera! 
to credit the postmaster at Marshall with that amount. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Does the gentleman think it is 
constitutional? {Laughter. | 

Mr. KILGORE, It is a fairly good bill [laughter], and being 
incident to the postal service is, 1 have no doubt, constitutional. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. KILGORE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed: and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who demanded the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN}. 
The Clerk will report the next bill. 

JONAS DEYO. 

The next business was a bill (S. 2321) granting an increase 
pension to Jonas Deyo. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was aeccord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH L. VAN NEST. 

The next business was the bill (H.R. 4804) to place the name 
of Sarah L. Van Neston the pension list, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with amendments. 

‘The amendments were read. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I should like to hear the revort read. 

‘Lhe report was read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


eng”ossed and read a 
was accordingly read the 





Is there objection to the present considera- 


of 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I ask unanimous consent— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has beendemanded. The 
Chair can not recognize gentlemen after each bill is disposed of. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to ask unanimous consent to 
suspend the regular order for the consideration of a resolution 
which does not call for one dollar of expenditure. 

The SPEAKER. Of course if the Chair should recognize the 


gentleman from Tennessee now, he would be obliged as soon as 
another bill is dispose of to reeognize another gentleman; so 
that the call for the regular order would amount to 


nothing. 
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Unless the demand for the regular order is withdrawn the Chair 
can not recognize anyone. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] says that he will withdraw the demand— 

The SPEAKER. If the regular order is not insisted upon—— 

Mr. TARSNEY. [insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARS- 
NEY] insists upon the regular order. 

PENSIONS BILLS PASSED. 

The House then resumed the regular order: and bills of the fol- 
lowing titles previously reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with or without amendments were taken up, the 
amendments respectively azreed to, the bills ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A biil (H. R. 2041) granting a pension to Samuel Luttrell; 

A bill (H. R. 8409) granting a pension to Mary Danahay, mother 
of Daniel Danahay, late a private Company H, Eighteenth New 
York Cavalry; 

bill (H. R. 6914) granting a pension to Druke Nettie Barnett; 
A bill (H. R. 2493) eranting a pension to Jesse Cleaveland; and 
A bill (H. R. 7257) granting a pension to Alonzo D. Barber. 
ABRAHAM B. SIMMONS. 


The next _ ness reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 8275) granting a pension to Abraham B. Sim- 
mons, with See 

The amendments were considered and agreed to, and the bill 


as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. | 


Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 


having this bill in charge if the general law does not cover this | 


case. We have passed this session a law in regard to the grant- 
ing of pensions to soldiers who served in the Indian wars. 


Mr. MARTIN. The gentleman from Missouri had charge of | 


this bill, Lwill state to the gentleman, and he can doubtless give 
the information sought. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is: Shall the bili as | 


amended pass? 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the committee know anything about 
it? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’] 

The question being taken, the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the title of the 
bill will be amended to conform to the action of the House. 

JACOB HALL. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 

was the bill (H. R. 4866) granting a pension to Jabob Hall. 
lr. MEREDITH. Idemand the reading of the report in that 

case. 

The report was read at length. 

The bill was ordered to bee ngrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles reported from the Committee of | 


the Whole with amendments were severally considered, the 
amendments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to be 
engrossed and reada third time; and being engrossed, they were 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, namely: 

The bill (H. R. 8221) age ran | a pension to George W. Boyd; 

The bill (H. R. 5509) to place the name of Mrs. E. M. Banister, 
an army nurse, on the pension roll: 

The bill (H. R. 1283) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Wind- 
sor, Vt.; and 

The bill (H. R. 1422) for the relief of George N. Henry 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I notice that one of these 
bills is to pension an army nurse. I wish to make the point 
again that there is a general bill covering all of these cases, and 
i do not see the necessity for passing these private bills which 
ure covered by a general law. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the next 
bill. 

SUSANNAH CHADWICK. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 4955) granting a pension to Susannah Chad- 
Ww ick. 

Mr. PICKLER. [call for the reading of the report in that 
case, 

"he report was read at length. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JULIA P. WRIGHT. 
The next ee reported from the Committee of the Whole | 


was the bill (H. R. 7226) eranting a pension to Julia P. Wright, 
with See 
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Mr. WISE. Icallfor the reading of that report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. WISE. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. PICKLER. I renew it. 

The report was read at length. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 


third time, and passed. 


| a third time; and being engrossed, it was accor rdingly read the 
| 


LUCY SPROTBERRY. 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. lt. 5022) for the relief of Lucy Sprotberry. 
Mr. WISE. I call for the reading of that report. 
The report was read at length. 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
FRENCH W. THORNHILL. 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 

was the bill (H. R.6030) granting a pension to French W. Thorn- 
| hill, 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Let the report in that case bo 
read. 

The report was read at length. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
; to: and the bill as amended was engrossed, read a third time, 
and passed. 


. fad 

| The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
1 

| 

| 


AMELIA GRAHAM. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole, 
with an amendment, was the bill (H. R. 5705) to increase the pen- 
sion of Amelia Graham. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read at length. 
| The bill as amended was engrossed, read a third time, and 

passed. 


ELISHA BROWN. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 6959) for the relief of Elisha Brown. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to have the report read. 

I ‘he report was read at length. 

PICKLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, [ want to inquire of the 
smeeebiaas whether or not the general law does not cover this 
bill?—the same inquiry I addressed to the committee as to the 
others. If the general law covers the bill, then we have passed 
four bills to-night which come under the operation of that law, 
and I would like to know whether the committee have examined 
itor not. [amas much acrank on pensions as any other man 
in the House, but I do not believe in passing special bills when 
they are covered by the general law. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker,in answer to the gentleman I would 
inform him that if he will inform himself on the general law he 
can tell whether it covers it or not. He has had the report read 
and understands this case. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am not a member of the committee. 

Mr. WISE. It does not make any difference whether you are 
or not. You ought to know the law. 

Mr. PICKLEK. Thereare several members of the committee 
here. They ought to know whether the general law covers the 
case or not. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, there are several of 
those bills, and while they may be covered by the general law, 
yet they are in the natureof increases of pensions. In the judg- 
ment of the committee they were entitled to a larger sum than 
the general law would give. These are special cases, in the 
nature of increases. There is a general law for a great many of 
these pensions: but, being special cases, they are covered by 
special bills. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 








ELIZABETH VOSS. 


The next business in order was the bill (H. R. 8017) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Voss, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
| and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
| passed. 

JOHN FIELDS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2128) granting a pension 
| to John Fields. 


POE ne 


| 
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and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
JOHN S. DUNHAM. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3118) granting a pension 
to John S. Dunham, previously reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
case. 

The report was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
ing of the report that the bill ought to pass. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


I call for the reading of the report in that 


to. 
The bill ag amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

HARRIET E. NILES. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9585) for the relief of 
Harriet E. Niles, reported from the Committee of the Whole | 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and | 
passed. 


MARION KERN SHARMON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7662) granting a pension | 
to Marion Kern Sharmon, previously reported from the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole. | 

Mr. PICKLER. lI call for the reading of the report in that | 
case. 

The report was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and | 
passed. 

MRS. ELIZA T. PALMATIER. 


The next business was the bill (H.R.9139) to pension Mrs. | 
Eliza T. Palmatier, previously reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would ljke to hear the report in that case. 

The report was read. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time: and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


TENDOY. 

‘The next business was the bill (S. 2612) granting a pension to 
Tendoy, chief of the Bannock, Shoshones, and Sheep Eater tribes 
of Indians, previously reported from the Committee of the Whole | 
with an amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iask unanimous consent that that bill be laid 
aside without prejudice. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object to its being laid aside. 

Mr. CURTIS. Itis amended. It is a Senate bill, and when 
it goes back to the Senate they will take care of it. 

‘The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL G. BRIGGS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4255) to pension Samuel 
G. Briggs, of Hale County, Ala., previously reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire if this is not covered 
by the general law? > 

Mr. TURPIN. The general law only gives $8 a month. This 
man is nearly 80 years of age. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us have the report read and see what the 
facts are. 

Mr. TURPIN. This is one of those special cases that com- 
mended itself to the committee. 

The report was read. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MONTGOMERY M. TUTTLE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6970) toremove the charge 
of desertion from Montgomery M. Tuttle, previously reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied from the read- | 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; | 
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third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 





MRS. MARY A. MOORHEAD. 

The next business was the bill (H. R.7510) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary A. Moorhead, previously reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


| passed. 


EDWARD R. CHAPMAN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3845) to increase the pen- 
sion of Edward R. Chapman, previously reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FREDERICK E. KOLTER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6345) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Frederick E. Kolter. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to hear the report in that case 


read. 


The report was read. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 


| and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
JOSEPH FORTIER. 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H.R. 6508) granting a pension to Joseph Fortier, 


with an amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


| time, and passed. 


GEORGE Ww. CLARK, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Clark. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the 


| fact that this is a Senate bill, and if it should now pass it would 


die because it could not reach the President for his signature 
before final adjournment. I thereforeask that it be passed over. 
Mr. BRYAN. I object, because the Senator who has it in 
charge wants it passed. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN HALLAM. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (S.1661) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hallam. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

JULIA HOOD. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 1096) granting a pension to Julia Hood. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

SAMUEL M. CAMPBELL. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (S. 2593) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
M. Campbell. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that it 
be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. PICKLER. For what reason? 

Mr. MARTIN. It is a Senate bill,and it can not possibly 
reach the President for signature this evening. I therefore de- 
sire that it be passed over. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Indianaasks unanimous 
consent that Senate bills may retain their places on the Calen- 
dar without being now presented to the House. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 

DAVID R. WALLACE, DECEASED. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 8106) for the correction of the army record of 
David R. Wallace, deceased. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





REBECCA M. YOUNGBLOOD. 


was the bill (H. R. 6511) to pension Rebecca M. Youngblood. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
pass 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A messave from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed the resolution of the 
Hous of Representatives for adjournment sine die with an amend- 
striking out July 30 at 2 o'clock p. m., and inserting Au- 
cust) at 11 o'clock p. m. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


August 5, 





ity, or declination of either the Secretary of the Interior may be requested 


; : ’ 2 | to detail another employé in his stead. 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole | a 


Said select committee shall submit the results of their labors to the House 
of Representatives at the second session of the Fifty-second Congress, not 
later than January 10, 1893, in the form of a code of pension laws: Provided, 
That it shall be duty of said committee to cause such code to conform as 


| nearly as practicable to the existing law and practice on each subject treated, 


It also announced that the Senate hed passed the following | 
resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed on the part of the 
Senate to join with such committee as may be appointed by the House of 
Representatives, to wait on the President of the United States and inform 
him) that unless he may have any further communication to make, the two 
Hous°s are now ready to adjourn. ; 

And in compliance with above resolution the Presiding Officer appointed 


Mr Al.Lison and Mr. GORMAN, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of ihe following titles: when the Speaker signed the same. 

A bill (S. 323) granting a pension to Thomas Cooper; 

A. bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to Bertha Test; 

. bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John A. Dean; 

A. bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to Jonas Deyo; 

A bill (S. 2638) granting a pension to W. W. Harllee; 

A bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Clark: and 


A. bill (H. R. 7520) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- | . ; : 
Be opis J simply to codify and arrange the present pension laws. 


penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, 
and for other purposes. 
ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willlay before the House the 
resolution of the House as to final adjournment. with the Senate 
amcndments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


declare their respective Houses adjourned without day, on Saturday, July 
30, 1892, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “Saturday, July 30,"’ and insert ‘“‘August 5;” 
o'clock” and insert “11 o’clock.” 

The SPEAKER. 
ate amendments. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF NOTIFICATION. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
the House in conjunction witha similar committee appointed by 
the Senate to wait upon the President to know whether he had 
any further communication to make to Congress have per- 
formed that office, and have received as a response from him the 
statement that he had no further communication to make. 

CARE OF THE HOUSE IN THE RECESS. 

‘ir. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution 
in regard to taking care of the House in the recess. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he hereby is, author- 


ized and directed to continue on his roll the six laborers who are at present 
borne upon the session roll, and that the salaries of the same be paid out of 


The Clerk will now report the Senate amend- 


strike ont “2 


I move to concur in the Senate amend- 


and not to decrease in any instance the existing rate fixed by law, nor to 
modify in any considerable degree any rate as at present fixed by depart- 
mental decisions and practice. 

Provided further, That the phraseology of existing laws may, so far as 
deemed proper, be so altered as to make clear and definite the intent thereof, 
and that the spirit of present practice based on departmental decisions may, 
if it appear advisable, be incorporated into the statutes; And provided also, 
That steps be taken looking toward the simplification and equalization of 
the present numerous recognized ratings which involve needless complexity, 
and in some cases manifest incongruity, and that amendments, of whatever 
character, to existing laws may be suggested for the purpose of securing 
equity and uniformity in the administration of the pension laws, and that 
such amendments shall be especially designated as involving new legisla- 
tion, as distinguished from that part of the report aiming mope particularly 
at codification. 


Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, there are some amendments 
proposed by the committee to the resolution. 

[The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7, page 1, strike out the words ‘‘for anyone unfamiliar with 
the subject.” 

In lines 18 and 19, page 2, strike out the words “submit the results of their 
labors,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “report by bill or otherwise.” 

In lines 2 and 3, on page 3, strike out the words ‘“‘in the form of a code of 
pension laws.”’ 

Strike out all of lines 8, 9, and 10, on page 3. 

In line 4, on page 3, after the word ‘‘code,’’ insert the words ‘as may be 
recommended, if any."’ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 
object until I hear some explanation of the resolution. I could 


| not understand it from the reading at the desk. 


Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, the object of this resolution is 
The 
resolution was introduced some time ago and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and is reported by them unani- 
mously. This matter was suggested to myself and other mem- 
bers of the committee in view of the fact that when we come to 
consider the bills presented to the committee for consideration 
it is almost impossible for us to determine under the present 
laws what the law is as to any particular case. 

In this resolution it is especially provided that it shall not de- 
crease the present amount of pensions granted, but simply codify 
and arrange the laws and get them in some shape that we may 
be able to determine what they are. The resolution was care- 
fully considered by the committee and is unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, Iam satisfied from a confer- 


| ence [ have had with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. PEARSON] 


The question is upon agreeing to the Sen- | 


Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed by | 


| to carry out that idea. 


the contingent fund of the House up to and including the 20th day of Sep- | 


tember, 1892. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


CODIFICATION OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a resolution which has been unan- 
imously reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ti lved, That the Speaker appoint a select “Committee on Revision of the 
Pension Laws consisting of three members of the present Committee on 
Invalid Pensions and two members of the present Committee on Pensions, 
whose duty it shall be to codify, simplify, andarrange the pension laws now 
in force of whatever nature. 

Resolved further, That this committeeshall be authorized to sit during the 
recess of the Fifty-second Congress, and to retain as clerks of said commit- 
tee F'. Fletcher Dennis and D. 8. Porter, who are now detailed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior as assistant clerks to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
and Committee on Pensions, respectively, and in case of the death, disabil- 


on the subject of this resolution that it is not his purpose to give 
this proposed committee the right to change existing pension 
laws. 

Mr. PEARSON. Certainly not. That is not the object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ThenI suggest amodification of the phrase- 
ology of the resolution. As it stands now it reads: 

Provided, That it shallbe the duty of said committee to cause such code to 
conform as nearly as practicable to existing law. 

The phraseology, I think, should be “ to conform to existing 
law.” 

Mr. PEARSON. Very well; let that amendment be made. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, with the consent of the gentleman 
from Ohio, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ as nearly as practi- 
cable.” 

Mr. PEARSON. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


I am content to accept that amendment. 
Another amendment is required in order 
The resolution further says, ‘‘nor to 
modify in any considerable degree.”” The word ‘ considerable” 
ought to be stricken out, or the words ‘‘in any considerable de- 
gree.” 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 


| Tennessee whether even the amendment proposed by him goes 


| to existing law. 


far enough. He proposes to make the language read, ‘*‘ conform 
” Does that mean the letter of the law or the 
law as interpreted? 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
ter of the law. 
Mr. PEARSON. 


[ mean that they shall conform to the let- 


Very well: let the resolution be amended as 


| suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I think the second proviso ought to come 
out. I want these gentlemen to have an opportunity to codify 
the law. I think that is well; but certainly, in this instance at 


least, codification ought to mean merely the collation of the ex- 
isting laws, and I therefore suggest to the gentleman that the 
| second proviso is unnecessary. 

Mr. PEARSON. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 


provided also.” 


I am willing that it shall be struck out. 
Then I move to strike it out down to ‘‘ and 


9 aggre at— 





ET TR 











x 
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Mr. BUSHNELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if this 
resolution is open to objection as to its consideration. Is it the 
regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted the question, and no 
objection was heard to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I did not hear any announcement from the 
Chair submitting that question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted it and the gen 
from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] reserved the right to ob 
ject. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes,I reserved the right to object 
until I heard an explanation, but after hearing the explanatio1 
of the gentleman from Ohio |[Mr. PEARSON] I did not desire to 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this resolution: 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire wheth 
this resolution was reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

EARSON. It was reported unanimously. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I understand the g« 
from Ohio |Mr. PEARSON] to agree to the amendment which | 
iggested, and which will confine this codification to setting 
forth the existing law 

Mr. PEARSON. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
ments, so that the House may understand them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





nt man 


strice ou iS hearly as practicabie 

Strike out nh any considerable deg 

» ke out Provided J ther, That the phraseology of existing laws may 
so fav as deemed proper, be so altered as to make clear and definite the intent 
there of, and that the spirit of present practice based on departmental de 
Lor may, 1f 1l appea dvisable, t » incorporated into thestatut 

[he amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

‘ 


i 
Mr. PEARSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution wus adopted, and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will ap- 
point the committee provided for in this resolution after the ad- 
journment. 

There was no objection. 

EXTRA COPIES OF REPORT ON CONDUCT OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the adoption of the order 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the order, as follows: 

Orcvered, That ¢ {2,000 extra copies of the report of t} 
comnittee to inves res respecting the conduct of members 


‘The order was adop 
PASSAGE OF PENSION BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. MARTIN, the motions to reconsider the sev- 
eral voteson the passage this evening of individual pension bill 
were severally laid on the table. 

NTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION CONGRESS. 

Mr. BEEMAN. lLask unanimousconsent for the consideration 
of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Re 157) providing for the calling of an int 


itration congress 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stat 
America in Congress é] /, That the President of the United Statesisau 
thorized and directed to iny nh an especial manner, the nations of 





earth to send delegates t 


I rnational arbitration congress to be h 
during the summer of 1893 in th t 


of Chicago, in the State of Illinoi 





There being no objection, the House proce ded to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution; which was ordered to be en- 
grossed for athird reading, was accordingly read the third tim: 
and passed. 





ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of11 o'clock p.m. having arrived, 
the Chair, in conformity with the concurrent resolution of t 
two Houses, declares the first session of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress adjourned without day. [Applause on the floor and in the 
galleries. ] 

























































RECORD—HOUSE. 7 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, a private bill was repo 
committee, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the ¢ 


tee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Co 
tary Affairs: A supplemental report on the bi 
relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison Cutt R 








2131, 
PRIVATE BILLS 
nder clause lof Rule XXII, privat bills 
titles were presented and referred as indicated ] 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 9714) granti 
Clarinda M. Balcom, daughter of Capt. L. B. B 
Company D, Third Wisconsin Infant he ¢ 
Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. McK AIG: A bi H. R. 971 
tate of George Henine, late « \ ra ( M 


Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN. A bill (H. R. 9716) for the relief o 
Doxey, as administrator of J. L. Doxey, ased he ¢ 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9717) for t relief of M I" 





Macon County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Cla 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 9718 ranting a pension to 
widow, ete. to the Committee on Pe sions 
Also. a bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of Geo —W. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also,a bill (H. RR. 9720) forthe relief of Jackson Count r 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9721) for the relief of Jo b. Ke 
son County, Tenn.—t i 

Aiso,a bill (H. R. 9 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9723) for t relief of J. E. ¢ 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill(H. R.9724) granting a pension to Hest 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also a bill (H. R. 9725) for the reli ' Hiram P% 
Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H.R. 972 fo ( i of t P 


chureh of Granville. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 97 rranting a pension to Naney V 
vidow of John E. Warren—to the Committ on Pensions 


PETITIONS, ET 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petition and pa 
were placed on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the bishops of the Afri 
lethodist Episcopal Chureh, and o e Africa letho 
I piscopal Zion Church, representing 4,000,000 colo 
the United States, that the moral, intellectual, and indust 
progress and development of the colored people duri 
juarter century of their freedom should be made to fo apa 
of the Government exhibit at the World’s Fair—to t se 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition 

Mr. MCRAF: Petition of Lorenzo D. Mi 








tl charge of d ‘sertion of S. J. Gorren be moved to the ¢ 
mittee on Military r 

By Mr. STONE: Petition of citizens o 
for the passage of House bill 9350. to promote safety to railroa 
employés—to the Committees on Interstate and Fo C 
merce, 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of t Assembly « resbyt 
rian Chureh in the United States, f a sixte h amen 
to the Constituti to the Committee on the Judicia 

Also, petition of John Ar * Lynch, 2 itive to portra 


By Mr. TAYLOR of illinois: Two petitions o cit s of | 


nois, one of John C. Grantham and others, and the other of W. 
6. Lewis and others, both against the closing of the World’ 
air on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex 
nNosition 


\lso, petition of R. E. Bassett and others, of Illinois, against 
he closing of the World’s Fair of Sunday—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 


